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3 A gentle introduction to Drinfel’d associators

Martin Bordemann, Andrea Rivezzi and Thomas Weigel

Abstract

In this paper we give an introduction to Drinfel’d’s associator coming from the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connections and a self-contained proof of the hexagon and
pentagon equations by means of minimal amounts of analysis or differential geometry:
we rather use limits of concrete parallel transports.
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Introduction

This work will not contain any new result since the mid-1990s, but is meant to be a
pedagogical approach to the celebrated work by V.G.Drinfel’d about the associator Φ
(constructed by means of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connections) satisfying the hexagon
and pentagon equations, see [8] and [9].
Since its introduction, Drinfel’d’s associator has seen many important applications such
as the solution of the problem of the quantization of Lie bialgebras by P.I.Etingof and
D.A.Kazhdan [12] (1996) (see also P. Ševera’s work [30] (2016)), D.E.Tamarkin’s approach
[32] (1999) to M.L.Kontsevich’s formality theorem in deformation quantization [24] (1997),
and the solution of the problem of the quantization of Lie quasibialgebras by B.Enriquez
and G.Halbout [10] and [11] in 2010, see also [29]. Moreover, regarding the associator as a
formal power series in the free algebra generated by two distinct elements, its coefficients
are directly related to multiple zeta values, see e.g. [13, p.209-213], thus establishing an
important link to number theory.
The aim of this work is to give a detailed and –as we hope– self-contained account of the
definition of the particular associator coming from the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connec-
tions and the proof of the hexagon and pentagon identities, which –in a nutshell– means
the following: let A be an arbitrary complex unital associative algebra. For any given
elements A,B ∈ A a Drinfel’d associator Φ(A,B) is an invertible formal power series of
non-commutative polynomials in A,B (with formal parameter λ) for which we assume
Φ(A,B)−1 = Φ(B,A) and which satisfies two identities in the following context: for a pos-
itive integer n > 2 a finite family (Aij)16i 6=j6n of elements of A satisfies the infinitesimal
braid relations iff

Aij − Aji = 0 ∀ 1 6 i 6= j 6 n, (0.1a)

[Aij + Aik, Ajk] = 0 ∀i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that #{i, j, k} = 3, (0.1b)

[Aij , Akl] = 0 ∀i, j, k, l ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that #{i, j, k, l} = 4. (0.1c)

The Hexagon Equation for Φ is the following identity for n = 3,

eλiπ(A13+A23) = Φ(A13, A12) e
λiπA13 Φ (A23, A13) e

λiπA23 Φ (A12, A23) , (0.2)

and the Pentagon Equation for Φ is the following identity for n = 4,

Φ (A12, A23 + A24) Φ (A13 + A23, A34) = Φ (A23, A34) Φ (A12 + A13, A24 + A34) Φ (A12, A23) .
(0.3)

The problem of finding solutions is quite non-trivial: for instance, the naive choice Φ(A,B) =
1 would solve the pentagon equation, but for non-commuting A13, A23 it would clearly not
solve the hexagon equation.
We shall only mention, but not treat at all the following nonexhaustive list of important
results: there exist rational associators, see [8], [9], and the work by Bar-Natan, [3] (1998).
Other associators have been constructed linked to the Kashiwara-Vergne conjecture by
A.Y.Alekseev, B.Enriquez, C.Torossian [1] (2010). Moreover, non-trivial solutions of the
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pentagon equations automatically satisfy a certain hexagon equation, see H.Furusho’s work
[15].
Drinfel’d’s original method, see [8], [9], and also e.g. [18], [13], consists in the comparison of
different global solutions (in certain simply connected regions of RN) of the linear system
(a first order linear partial differential equation) defined by the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
connection (see [19]) with respect to their pole structure at certain complex or real hy-
perplanes, referred to as ‘monodromy’, see also T.Kohno’s work [22]. This approach is
partially motivated by the theory of complex differential equations with singularities, com-
pare for instance [5] or [7]. From a point of view of differential geometry this amounts to
the computation of covariantly constant sections of a trivial vector bundle with respcect
to a flat connection which are uniquely determined by their value at a given point.
As far as we know most of the treatments of the Drinfel’d associator and its identities in
the literature are somewhat sketchy, and in the beginning it had not been so clear to us
how much analysis is really needed to understand the details: for instance, we had been
confused by symbols like ‘zλB’ –where z is a complex coordinate in the some open domain
of the complex plane, and B is a formal series in a given associative algebra– which appear
in some texts without explanation and seem to require a proper treatment of complex log-
arithms. They resemble ‘multivalued functions’ which –according to Deligne, see [7, p.37,
Déf. 6.2.]– should be defined as functions on the universal cover of the domain which in
turn does not seem to be easily accessible to computations already in the important case
of the doubly punctured plane. Another difficulty for us has been the understanding of the
details of the limiting procedure encoded in Drinfel’d’s ‘zones’ used in particular to prove
the pentagon equation.
We have chosen a slightly more elementary method requiring only rudimentary analysis
which may –as we hope– be interesting even to the most misoanalytic algebraist: since the
value of a covariantly constant section (the solutions of the linear system) at some point x
can be defined by the parallel transport along a continuous piecewise smooth path joining
a reference point to x, we find it reasonable to focus on formal parallel transports (in the
algebra of all formal power series in a given associative unital complex algebra, A[[λ]]),
i.e. first order ordinary linear differential equations along concrete continuous piecewise
smooth paths in explicitly given contractible regions of R and R2 with respect to some
flat formal connection deriving from the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection. However,
in Drinfel’d’s approach the ‘reference point’ is –in some sense– ‘at a singularity’, and in
order to capture that we use the well-known regularization procedure: first, we make paths
within the domain depend on a strictly positive ‘small’ parameter δ such that in the limit
δ → 0 these δ-dependent paths cδ would be pushed to the boundary of these regions where
the connection becomes singular. Then we compute the δ-dependent parallel transports
within the domain where as usual a composition of paths corresponds to multiplication
of the corresponding parallel transports in A[[λ]]. It will turn out that each such parallel
transport W (cδ) factorizes in a product of invertible formal power series as

W (cδ) = S(cδ)G(cδ)H(cδ) (0.4)

where S(cδ) is ‘singular’, i.e. diverging –in powers of | ln(δ)|– for δ → 0, G(cδ) is ‘good’,
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i.e. converging to a wanted term for δ → 0, and H(cδ) is ‘harmless’, i.e. converging to 1
for δ → 0 where the terms proportional to λn, n > 0, tend to zero dominated by a ‘power
law’ δβ, β > 0. Harmless terms will turn out to be stable by conjugation with singular
terms. Parallel transports along different (composed) paths having the same initial and
final points will be equal due to the flatness of the used connection –for instance the
famous Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection– thereby inducing algebraic identities: in all
the important identities the singular terms cancel out for all strictly positive δ, and the
remaining terms give the wanted identities in the limit δ → 0.
The paper is organised as follows: §1 is an introduction to (formal) linear parallel transports
in open subsets of RN to make explicit the methods used in §2 where Drinfel’d’s associator
and its Hexagon and Pentagon identities are treated.
We recall in §1.1 the analysis of piecewise C∞ functions (in the particular sense of a finite
number of discontinuities where left-hand and right-hand limits exist): it turns out to be
quite useful to view them as functions only defined on the open subset of the defining
interval given by the complement of the finite set of singularities and not to define values
at the singularities except when they are continuous. We believe that mentioning some
details about these functions may be useful when later smooth paths are composed in
the sense of algebraic topology thereby remaining continuous but being in general only
piecewise smooth at the glueing points, see for instance [21, p.71, Prop.3.3]. It comes with
no surprise that there is a Theorem completely analogous to the Fundamental Theorem of
Analysis for the piecewise case, see Theorem 1.
In §1.2 we briefly review certain formal linear ordinary differential equations (which is a
particular case of K.-T.Chen’s classical work [4]) defined by a left multiplication in the
space of all formal power series with coefficients in an arbitrary associative unital algebra
A

dW·α
ds

= λYW·α and Wαα = 1

where Y is a suitable formal power series of piecewise C∞-functions taking values in A: here
each component Yr, r ∈ N, is in the algebraic tensor product of the algebra of piecewise
smooth complex valued functions on an interval and A. Thanks to the presence of the
formal parameter, the existence and uniqueness theory of the solutions s 7→ Wsα (which
are required to be continuous) is quite elementary and algebraic and does not require any
additional topological structures on A. The formulation by the well-known iterated in-
tegrals (see (1.14)) is automatical, and the relations with the ‘vector fields’ Y and their
‘propagators’ Wβα with respect to reparametrization is resumed in Proposition 2.
§1.3 is devoted to a simple framework to consider limits of propagators when the vector
fields Y depend on one or more nonformal ‘small’ parameters δ = (δ, ǫ, . . .): for these
limits, an arbitrary norm is chosen on the complex vector space A (which will in general
not be a normed algebra), and there can be many non equivalent ones. However, for each
power of the formal parameter the limits will be done separately, and it is crucial from
the choice of the restricted frame in which Y and hence W are considered that for each
power of the formal parameter the subspace of A spanned by all the relevant coefficients
is always finite-dimensional, hence the restriction of the chosen norm to these subspaces
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is well-known to be equivalent to the restriction of any other norm on A to the same
subspaces. This allows to define limits δ, ǫ → 0 compatible with the algebra structure
independently on the norm chosen on A, see Proposition 3. We also include a definition
and some properties of the subspace of parameter dependent elements whose norm (order
by order) is bounded by powers of the parameter or by powers of its logarithm, see Propo-
sition 4 and Lemma 7. This will become important to make precise the terms appearing
in the factorization equation (0.4).
The last two Sections §1.4 and §1.5 deal with formal linear connections Γ (in trivial bun-
dles) linking given continuous piecewise smooth paths with formal linear ODEs: their prop-
agators are the well-known parallel transports of differential geometry, see e.g. [21, p.68].
We recall their invariance by reparametrization and their multiplicativity with respect to
composition of paths and the simple relations with pull-backs, see Theorem 9. In case
the connection is flat (see e.g. [21, p.92]) parallel transports are independent of paths in
star-shaped open sets of RN . We provide the proofs of these theorems, see Theorem 13,
Lemma 25, and Corollary 14 in detail as well as the relation to complex coordinates in the
Appendix.
In the second part we recall the Drinfel’d-Kohno (Lie) algebras, complex configuration
spaces Yn, and the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connections in §2.1. In §2.2 we give a definition
of the Drinfel’d associator as the non singular part of a parallel transport in the open unit
interval from δ > 0 to 1 − ǫ < 1 with 0 < δ, ǫ 6 1

4
: this has been inspired by the quantity

Ga(1− a) (for 0 < a < 1) in [18, p.465], and we prove the factorization equation (see [18,
p.465, Lemma XIX.6.3]) in Theorem 20: we are using the trick to split the path δ → 1−ǫ in
two halves (using the midpoint 1/2) parametrized in an ‘exponential way’ which give two
‘square roots’ of the parallel transport each having only one singular factor, see Lemma 19,
and are surprisingly easy to estimate. By parametrization invariance of parallel transports
this leads to Drinfel’d’s original definition [9, p.833, equation (2.1)]. Having two parameters
proves to be useful later when proving the Hexagon and Pentagon identities: this will be
done in Sections §2.3 and §2.4.
For the proof of the Hexagon equation, see (0.2) and (2.27), in §2.3 one chooses a pull-back
of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection from Y3 to the doubly punctured plane C××,
and we consider the parallel transport along a loop (dependent on the small parameter δ)
in the complement of the upper half plane composed of three line segments and three lower
half circles. Using a certain cyclic symmetry of the doubly punctured plane (given by three
simple explicit complex rational functions) we just have to compute the parallel transport
along one of the half circles which gives an exponential function times a ‘harmless’ term
going to 1 for δ → 0 whereas the parallel transports along the line segments give associators
and singular terms: the latter are shown to cancel out of the equation.
Finally, §2.4 is devoted to the proof of the Pentagon Equation, see (0.3): here, as in
Drinfel’d’s work [9, p.834] we first use the wedge x1 < x2 < x3 < x4 in R4, set x1 = 0 and
x4 = 1, and choose five line segments in the remaining x2-x3-plane depending on two scales
δ and δ2 according to an interpretation of Drinfel’d’s ‘zones’, cf. [8, p.1454] or [9, p.834].
The identities of the parallel transports along these five paths (w.r.t the pull-back of the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection on Y4) will give the Pentagon Equation in the limit
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δ → 0 after having shown the factorization into singular, bounded, and harmless terms
and the cancellation of the singular terms, see Theorems 23 and 24.

Conventions and Notations

The symbol A will always denote a unital associative algebra over the field of all complex
numbers C. Unadorned tensor products will always refer to tensor products over C, i.e. ⊗ =
⊗C. For a non-empty set M and a complex vector space E the symbol Fun(M,E) will
denote the complex vector space of all E-valued mapsM → E. Next, our formal parameter
λ is equal to Drinfel’d’s h

2πi
, the latter being denoted by h in [18].
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D.Manchon, D.Panazzolo and S.Waldmann for useful discussions.

1 Some analysis for formal parallel transports

Let A be a fixed associative unital complex algebra. We write A[[λ]] for the C[[λ]]-module
of all formal power series with coefficients in A which itself is an associative unital algebra
over the ring C[[λ]].

1.1 Elementary analysis of piecewise C∞-functions

This Section recalls piecewise smooth functions because later on we shall need parallel
transports along composed paths which are in general not smooth at the ‘gluing point’.
The generalization to piecewise Ck-functions is immediate, but not necessary for the sequel.
For two given real numbers a < b let ]a, b[ denote the open interval of all real numbers s
such that a < s < b. Recall the complex vector space Ck

(
]a, b[,C

)
of all complex-valued

functions on ]a, b[ whose rth derivatives all exist and are continuous for all orders r if
k = ∞, respectively. By means of pointwise multiplication it is a unital commutative
and associative complex algebra. Write C∞

(
U,C

)
for the obvious generalization whenever

U ⊂ R is a finite union of open intervals.
Next, we have to speak about piecewise such functions in the more restricted sense of finitely
many ‘nice’ discontinuities, see e.g. [2, p.158, Def. IV.4.2]: we have chosen a formulation
avoiding the choice of values at the ‘singular points’. More precisely: let [a, b] be the closed
interval of all real numbers s such that a 6 s 6 b. Choose a finite subset D ⊂ [a, b] which
contains a, b, hence D is of the general form D = {a = a0 < a1 < · · · < am < am+1 := b}
where m is a non-negative integer. We shall refer to D as the (potential) singular set and
to its open dense complement [a, b]\D as the regular set. Define the space of all piecewise
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C∞-functions on [a, b] with singular set D ⊂ [a, b] in the following slightly unusual way:

C∞D ([a, b],C) :=
{

f ∈ C∞([a, b] \D,C)
∣
∣
∣ ∀ r, i ∈ N with 1 6 i 6 m+ 1 :

lim
ǫ↓0

f (r)(ai − ǫ) exists and ∀ 0 6 i 6 m : lim
ǫ↓0

f (r)(ai + ǫ) exists
}

(1.1)

where ǫ ↓ 0 means that only strictly positive real numbers ǫ are considered in the limit. In
other words, each element f of C∞D ([a, b],C) is a C∞-function outside the singular set D,
and left-side and right-side limits of all the higher derivatives at the singular points both
have to exist, but need not be equal. It follows that the restriction of each f (r), r ∈ N,
to each open interval ]ai, ai+1[, 0 6 i 6 m, uniquely extends to a continuous function

f
(r)
i defined on the closed interval [ai, ai+1] by means of the right-side limit at ai and the
left-side limit at ai+1. It is clear that for each finite set D such that {a, b} ⊂ D ⊂ [a, b]
the complex vector space C∞D ([a, b],C) is a unital commutative associative algebra (with
respect to pointwise multiplication on the regular subset) thanks to the Leibniz rule of
higher order derivatives, see e.g. [2, p. 178], and we have the canonical maps

∀ D ⊂ D′ : C∞D ([a, b],C) →֒ C∞D′([a, b],C)

induced by the obvious restrictions which are injections since the regular sets are dense
in the closed interval [a, b]. These injections are morphisms of unital complex algebras.
We shall not denote them explicitly. Moreover, the usual derivative (defined only on the
regular set [a, b]\D) clearly is compatible with left- and right-sided limits and thus induces
a derivation of algebras

C∞D ([a, b],C) → C∞D ([a, b],C) : f 7→
df

ds
. (1.2)

We shall very often need the following subalgebra of C∞D ([a, b],C):

C∞D ([a, b],C)0 :=
{
f ∈ C∞D ([a, b],C)

∣
∣ f extends to a continuous function [a, b] → C

}
.

(1.3)
Clearly, the existence of this continuous extension is equivalent to the fact that left-side
and right-side limits at the singular points of f (but not necessarily of its higher order
derivatives) coincide, whence it is unique if it exists. Note that for these spaces the usual
evaluation at α ∈ [a, b] of a function makes sense as opposed to the general case where no
value at the singular points is defined. We shall also need to compose these piecewise C∞-
functions: in addition to the closed interval [a, b] and the singular subset {a, b} ⊂ D ⊂ [a, b]
choose another closed interval [a′, b′] (where a′ < b′ are real numbers) and a finite subset
D′ = {a′ = a′0 < a′1 < · · · < a′m′ < a′m′+1 = b′} of [a′, b′] such that {a′, b′} ⊂ D′ ⊂ [a′, b′].
We shall call a piecewise C∞ function θ on [a′, b′] with singular set D′ compatible with [a, b]
and D if the following condition is satisfied:

θ
(
[a′, b′] \D

)
⊂ [a, b] ⊂ R and θ|−1(D) is finite subset of [a′, b′] (1.4)
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where θ| denotes the C∞-function [a′, b′]\D′ → [a, b] outside its singular set. It is immediate
that the composition f ◦ θ is a well-defined function on [a′, b′] \

(
D′ ∪ θ|−1(D)

)
, and the

iterated chain rule (also called Faa di Bruno Theorem, see e.g. [2, p.291, equation (3)])
shows that it is a C∞-function. The left-side and right-side limits of the rth derivative f ◦θ
at the singular points in D′ ∪ θ|−1(D) exist which easily follows from the continuity of the

continuous extensions θ
(r)
j : [a′j , a

′
j+1] → [a, b] of the restriction of θ(r) to ]a′j , a

′
j+1[ for all

integers r > 0 and 0 6 j 6 m′. Hence, we can define the composition

f ◦ θ ∈ C∞D′∪θ|−1(D)

(
[a′, b′],C

)
. (1.5)

It is not hard to see that the chain rule works for this composition and differentiation (1.2).
Next, we need to use the well-known Riemann integral : note that for every element f ∈
C∞D ([a, b],C) and α, β ∈ [a, b] we can define the Riemann integral

Iβα(f) :=







∫ β

α
f̂(s)ds if α 6 β

−
∫ α

β
f̂(s)ds if α > β

(1.6)

where f̂ is any extension of f from [a, b] \ D to [a, b] (for instance f̂(ai) = 0 for all
0 6 i 6 N + 1: it is well-known that any such extension is Riemann integrable and that
the integral does not depend on the extension, that is which values of f̂ are chosen at the
singular points contained in the domain of integration, see e.g. [25, p.273]. Recall Chasles’s
rule for any f ∈ C∞D ([a, b],C):

∀ α, β, γ ∈ [a, b] : Iγα(f) = Iβα(f) + Iγβ (f).

Recall that the complex-valued function [a, b] → C defined for every f ∈ C∞D ([a, b],C) by

Iα(f)(s) := Isα(f)

is the usual primitive of f . We resume the following properties of the primitive which
are well-known variants of the fundamental theorem of calculus and standard integration
techniques:

Theorem 1. Let a, b ∈ R with a < b, and let D ⊂ R be a finite set such that {a, b} ⊂ D ⊂

[a, b]. Then for any f, g ∈ C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
and h ∈ C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)0
the following holds:

i.) For any α ∈ [a, b] the primitive Iα defines a C-linear map C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
→ C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)0

whence Iα(f) is always continuous. Moreover,

Iα(f)(α) = 0. (1.7)

ii.) Fundamental theorem of calculus: for the derivatives (in the sense of (1.2)) we get

dIα(f)

ds
= f and Iα

(
dh

ds

)

= h− h(α). (1.8)

Moreover, any element F ∈ C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
satisfying dF

ds
= f and F (α) = 0 is equal

to Iα(f).
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iii.) Let a′, b′ ∈ R with a′ < b′, let D′ be a finite set with {a′, b′} ⊂ D′ ⊂ [a′, b′], let

θ ∈ C∞D′

(
[a′, b′],R

)0
such that θ is compatible with [a, b] and D, see (1.4).

Then the composition f ◦θ (see (1.5)) is in C∞D′∪θ|−1(D)

(
[a′, b′],C

)
. Moreover, for each

α′ ∈ [a′, b′] there is the usual ‘change-of-variables-rule’

Iθ(α′)(f) ◦ θ = Iα′

(

(f ◦ θ)
dθ

ds

)

(1.9)

where both sides of the preceding equation are elements of C∞D′∪θ|−1(D)

(
[a′, b′],C

)0
.

Remark for the proof : see e.g. Lang’s book [25, p.272-274] for the proof of all the
statements. The fact that the primitive of a piecewise continuous function is continuous is
standard and follows from Chasles’s rule and the fact that piecewise continuity of f implies
that any extension f̂ of f is bounded on [a, b]. The other statements follow on the regular
set from their well-known analogues for continuous functions. Note that the continuity of
F in statement ii.) is crucial: the derivative of F − Iα(f) vanishes on the regular points
which implies by continuity that F −Iα(f) is an overall constant continuous function being
zero thanks to F (α) = 0 = Iα(f)(α). The last equation (1.9) follows from the preceding
consideration by derivation of both sides on the regular points, the fundamental theorem
(left equation in (1.8) and the normalization condition (1.7).

We shall call a triple (θ, [a′, b′], D′) consisting of a continuous map θ : [a′, b′] → [a, b]
satisfying the hypotheses of statement iii.) of the preceding Theorem 1 a continuous
piecewise C∞ reparametrization of

(
[a, b], D

)
.

1.2 Formal linear ODE’s

In this Section we review a particular case of the general theory described in K.-T.Chen’s
classical work [4, p.110-115].
Fix an arbitrary associative unital complex algebra A, two arbitrary real numbers a, b such
that a < b, an arbitrary finite subset D of the real numbers such that {a, b} ⊂ D ⊂ [a, b].
Consider the complex commutative associative unital algebra C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)
of all piecewise

complex-valued C∞-functions on [a, b] with potential singular set D, see §1.1 for details.
Form the algebraic tensor product C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A and consider the C[[λ]]-module of all

formal power series with coefficients in C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A,

(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]]. (1.10)

Note that the preceding C[[λ]]-module is again an associative unital algebra over C[[λ]]
(with respect to the tensor product multiplication and the Cauchy product of formal power
series). Note further that each element F in this algebra can canonically be considered as
a function from [a, b] \D to A[[λ]], and we shall sometimes use the notation s 7→ F (s) =
∑∞

r=0 Fr(s)λ
r. However, the algebra (1.10) is in general much smaller than the space of
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all ‘suitable’ functions [a, b] \D to A[[λ]] where things like continuity are more delicate to
deal with, in particular in the important case of an infinite-dimensional A. Observe that
every element F in the algebra (1.10) is thus a formal power series F =

∑∞
r=0 Frλ

r such
that for each non-negative integer r the component Fr is a finite sum of terms of the
form f ⊗ A with f ∈ C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)
and A ∈ A. We shall discuss this important point in

more detail in §1.3.
Tensoring the usual derivative d

ds
, see (1.2), with the identity map on A and extending on

formal power series in the usual ‘componentwise’ way we get a ‘derivative’ of the algebra
(1.10) which is again a derivation of algebras. We shall denote it by the same symbol d

ds
.

In a completely analogous way we can extend the Riemann integral Iβα and the primitive
Iα to the algebras (1.10) where we shall continue to use the same symbols. It is obvious
that Iβα takes its values in A[[λ]] and that all the statements of Theorem 1 remain true
when f, g and h are replaced by elements in the corresponding algebras (1.10).

Fix Y ∈
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗ A

)

[[λ]]. We consider the following formal linear ordinary differ-

ential equation (formal linear ODE)







dω
ds

= λY ω

ω(α) = ωα

(1.11)

where α ∈ [a, b], the ‘initial value’ ωα is an element of A[[λ]], and we look for solutions

ω ∈
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗A

)

[[λ]],

of the differential equation (1.11) whence ω is required to be continuous and piecewise
C∞. The theory of existence and uniqueness of these formal linear ODEs is well-known to
be much simpler than the one of the usual differential equations. Indeed, first there is the
usual reformulation in terms of integral equations known from usual ODE theory: suppose
first that ω is a continuous piecewise C∞ solution of (1.11). Taking primitives on both
sides gives –using in Theorem 1 the second equation of (1.8)– the ‘integral equation’

ω = ωα + λIα
(
Y ω
)

(1.12)

where ωα is considered as the constant function on [a, b] with value ωα. On the other hand,
if the continuous piecewise C∞ element ω is a solution of the formal integral equation
(1.12), then ω(α) = ωα by (1.7), and differentiation of the integral equation –using the
first equation of (1.8)– gives the formal linear ODE (1.11).
Next, solving the formal integral equation (1.12) is quite simple due to the presence of the
factor λ in front of Y : consider the following C[[λ]]-linear maps

LY :
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗A

)

[[λ]] →
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]]

F 7→ LY (F ) := Y F

9



and
Iα :

(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]] →
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗A

)

[[λ]].

Then the composition Iα ◦ LY is a well-defined C[[λ]]-linear endomorphism of the C[[λ]]-

module
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗A

)

[[λ]]. Hence, the formal integral equation (1.12) can be rewrit-

ten as

(
id−λIα◦LY

)
(ω) = ωα, hence ω =

(
id−λIα◦LY

)−1
(ωα) =

∞∑

r=0

λr
(
Iα◦LY

)◦r
(ωα) (1.13)

since it is obvious –thanks to the presence of the factor λ– that the formal series id−λIα◦LY

is always invertible in the algebra of all C[[λ]]-linear endomorphisms of
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗

A
)

[[λ]] seen as a C[[λ]]-module by the usual geometric series formula. Note that the

formula (1.13) is very often written out in terms of iterated integrals:

ω(s) = ωα+

∞∑

r=1

λr

(
∫ s

α

(

Ŷ (s1)

∫ s1

α

(

Ŷ (s2)

∫ s2

α

(

· ·

∫ sr−1

α

Ŷ (sr)dsr

)

· ·ds3

)

ds2

)

ds1

)

ωα

(1.14)
where Ŷ denotes any extension of Y from [a, b]\D to [a, b]. We shall writeW·α := (s 7→Wsα)
for the particular solution ω of the formal ODE (1.11) with initial condition ωα = 1, the

unit element of the algebra
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗A

)

[[λ]], hence







dW·α
ds

= λYW·α

W·α(α) = Wαα = 1
(1.15)

and refer to it as the fundamental solution of the formal ODE (1.11) normalized at α, see
e.g. [5, p.69]. Moreover, we shall refer to the value of the fundamental solution W·α at
β ∈ [a, b],

Wβα := W·α(β) ∈ A[[λ]] (1.16)

as the propagator (from α to β).
We collect some properties of the above formal linear ODE’s in the following

Proposition 2. With the above-mentioned hypotheses and notations we have the following:

i.) Every formal linear ODE (1.11) has a unique (continuous!) solution ω given by
the formulas (1.13) or (1.14). It can be expressed by the fundamental solution W·α
normalized at α in the following way:

ω = W·αωα. (1.17)

ii.) Groupoid properties: Every fundamental solutionW·α has only invertible values in
A[[λ]], and for all α, β, γ ∈ [a, b] we have the following identities for the propagators

Wαα = 1, WγβWβα =Wγα, Wαβ =W−1
βα . (1.18)
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iii.) Reparametrization: Let a′, b′ ∈ R with a′ < b′, let D′ be a finite set with {a′, b′} ⊂

D′ ⊂ [a′, b′], let θ ∈ C∞D′

(
[a′, b′],R

)0
be a continuous piecewise C∞ reparametrization

of
(
[a, b], D

)
, see (1.4). Let α′ ∈ [a′, b′], and let W·θ(α′) the fundamental solution

of (1.15) normalized at θ(α′). Then W ′
·α′ := W·θ(α′) ◦ θ is a fundamental solution

normalized at α′ of the formal linear ODE

dW ′
·α′

ds′
=
(
Y ◦θ

) dθ

ds′
W ′
·α′ , hence ∀ α, β ∈ [a, b] : W ′

β′α′ =Wθ(β′)θ(α′) ∈ A[[λ]]. (1.19)

Moreover, the propagator Wβα only depends on the values of Y between α and β.

iv.) Factorization: Let Y = Y0 + Z with Y0, Z ∈
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]], and let W·α

and U·α be the fundamental solutions normalized at α for the formal linear ODE’s

dW·α
ds

= λYW·α and
dU·α
ds

= λY0U·α.

Then W·α factorizes in the following way:

W·α = U·αΞ·α where
dΞ·α
ds

= λ
(
U−1·α ZU·α

)
Ξ·α and Ξαα = 1. (1.20)

v.) Suppose that Y Iα(Y ) = Iα(Y )Y . Then the fundamental solution W·α of the formal
linear ODE (1.15) is explicitly given by

W·α = eλIα(Y ). (1.21)

Sketch of the proof : i.) Existence and uniqueness follow from the considerations in
(1.13), and (1.17) can be read off (1.14).
ii.) Again by (1.13) and (1.14) it is immediate that W·α is a formal series in the associative

unital algebra
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
⊗ A

)

[[λ]] whose constant term is 1, hence it is obviously

invertible by a similar geometric series argument. The first equation of (1.18) is part of
the definition (1.15). For the second note that W·β and W·α satisfy the same formal lin-
ear ODE with initial condition (at β) 1 and Wβα, respectively. Hence, by (1.17) we get
W·α = W·βWβα which gives the second equation of (1.18) upon choosing s = γ. The third
equation of (1.18) follows from the first and the second upon setting α = γ.
iii.) Equation (1.19) is an easy consequence of the chain rule and equation (1.11). The
last statement follows either directly from the iterated integral form (1.14) or by choosing
–assuming that α 6 β without loss of generality– [a′, b′] = [α, β] and θ : [α, β] → [a, b] the
canonical injection.

iv.) Using the well-known formula d(U−1
·α )
ds

= −U−1·α
dU·α

ds
U−1·α gives the result upon differenti-

ating Ξ·α = U−1·α W·α.
v.) For each positive integer r, differentiating the rth power of Iα(Y )

r we get rY Iα(Y )
r−1

thanks to the hypothesis Y Iα(Y ) = Iα(Y )Y which shows the result when differentiating
the exponential series eλIα(Y ) =

∑∞
r=0

λr

r!
Iα(Y )r.
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1.3 Norms and limits

We shall have to discuss limits of solutions of formal linear ODE’s given by elements Y of the
algebra (1.10) depending on a parameter δ in some subset J ⊂ Rℓ, and we are interested in
‘limits’ when δ → δ0 where δ0 is an accumulation point of J. Since the complex associative
unital algebra A is completely arbitrary, we have to include a discussion to make sense of
these limits.
Recall that a norm on a complex vector-space E is a map || || : E → R taking only non-
negative values, satisfying ||ξ|| = 0 iff ξ = 0 for all ξ ∈ E, satisfying ||zξ|| = |z| ||ξ|| for
all z ∈ C and ξ ∈ E, and satisfying the triangular inequality ||ξ + η|| 6 ||ξ||+ ||η|| for all
ξ, η ∈ E. Every vector subspace V ⊂ E is automatically a normed space with respect to
the restriction of the norm to V . It is easy to see that every complex vector space has at
least one norm: in fact, let B := (ei)i∈S be a basis for E labeled by the set S: every vector
ξ ∈ E is a linear combination ξ =

∑

i∈S xiei where all the xi ∈ C and the subset of S for
which xi 6= 0 is finite. Define

||ξ||B = ||ξ|| := max
{
|xi|

∣
∣ i ∈ S

}
, (1.22)

and the norm properties are easy to check directly. E can also be considered as a subspace
of the Banach space of all bounded functions B → C equipped with the sup-norm, but this
remark is not necessary for the elementary treatment presented here.
Having a norm allows us to define limits : more precisely, for a given positive integer ℓ let
J ⊂ Rℓ be a non-empty set, and let Fun(J, E) denote the complex vector space of all maps
J → E. Fix a norm || || on E, some norm | | on Rℓ, and a function f ∈ Fun(J, E). Let δ0

be an accumulation point of J. For any ζ ∈ E recall the following definition of a limit:

lim
δ→δ0

f(δ) = ζ w.r.t. || || iff ∀ ǫ ∈ R, ǫ > 0 ∃ ǫ′ ∈ R, ǫ′ > 0 : ∀ δ ∈ J :

if |δ − δ0| < ǫ′ then ||f(δ)− ζ || < ǫ. (1.23)

As usual, if the limit exists, it is unique. However, the existence of the limit a priori
depends on the norms | | and || || used. Recall that two norms || || and || ||′ on E are called
equivalent if:

∃ C1, C2 ∈ R, C1, C2 > 0 ∀ ξ ∈ E : C1||ξ|| 6 ||ξ||′ 6 C2||ξ||.

Hence, if the norms || || and || ||′ on E are equivalent and if the norms | | and | |′ on Rℓ

are equivalent, it is easy to see that in (1.23) the statement using || || and | | is equivalent
to the one using || ||′ and | |′: in this case the limit does not depend on the norms used.
In general, two given norms on a complex vector space are not equivalent; however, in
the very important case of a finite-dimensional vector space it is well-known that any two
norms are equivalent, see e.g. [25, p.145, Thm.4.3.]. This always applies to the norms | |
and | |′ on Rℓ in statement (1.23), but in general not to the norms || || and || ||′ on E. In
this manuscript the relevant limits will always ‘take place’ in finite-dimensional subspaces
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of the algebra A = E thereby insuring that the computation of limits will not depend on
the norms chosen. More precisely, consider the following algebra

(

Fun
(
J,C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]]. (1.24)

Each element F of this algebra is a formal power series F =
∑∞

r=0 λ
rFr where each com-

ponent Fr is an element of Fun
(
J,C

)
⊗A, hence can be considered as a map J → A, and

choosing a norm || || on A and a norm | | on Rℓ ⊃ J –among all the equivalent ones– we
can consider limits Fr → ξr ∈ A for each non-negative integer r seperately in the sense of
definition (1.23). For any ξ =

∑∞
r=0 λ

rξr ∈ A[[λ]] we thus define limits componentwise for
each F in the algebra (1.24):

lim
δ→δ0

F (δ) = ξ w.r.t. || || iff ∀ r ∈ N : lim
δ→δ0

Fr(δ) = ξr w.r.t. || ||. (1.25)

We enumerate some important properties of limits in the algebra (1.24) in the following

Proposition 3. Let J ⊂ Rℓ as above, let δ0 ∈ Rℓ be an accumulation point of J, and let

F =
∑∞

r=0 λ
rFr be an element of

(

Fun
(
J,C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]].

i.) For each r ∈ N there is a finite-dimensional subspace V
(F )
r = Vr of A such that for

each r ∈ N

Fr ∈ Fun
(
J,C

)
⊗ Vr. (1.26)

ii.) Let || || and || ||′ be two norms on the complex vector space A, and let ξ =
∑∞

r=0 λ
rξr ∈

A[[λ]]. Then the statement

lim
δ→δ0

F (δ) = ξ w.r.t. || || is equivalent to lim
δ→δ0

F (δ) = ξ w.r.t. || ||′,

hence limits in the algebra (1.24) do not depend on the norms used.

iii.) Let F̃ =
∑∞

r=0 λ
rF̃r be another element of

(

Fun
(
J,C

)
⊗ A

)

[[λ]], and let ξ̃ ∈ A[[λ]]

such that limδ→δ0 F̃ (δ) = ξ̃ with respect to any norm on A. Then for all α, β ∈ C:

lim
δ→δ0

(

αF (δ) + βF̃ (δ)
)

= α lim
δ→δ0

F (δ) + β lim
δ→δ0

F̃ (δ) = αξ + βξ̃ (1.27)

and

lim
δ→δ0

(

F (δ)F̃ (δ)
)

=

(

lim
δ→δ0

F (δ)

)(

lim
δ→δ0

F̃ (δ)

)

= ξξ̃. (1.28)

Proof. i.) By definition of the algebraic tensor product each Fr is a finite sum Fr1 ⊗Ar1 +
· · ·+ FrNr

⊗ ArNr
where Nr is a non-negative integer, Fr1, . . . , FrNr

are functions J → C,
and Ar1, . . . , ArNr

are elements of A. Defining Vr as the complex linear hull of Ar1, . . . , ArNr

proves the statement.
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ii.) We shall prove a slightly more general statement: for each non-negative integer r let
V ′r be another finite-dimensional subspace of A such that (1.26) is satisfied. Then each
Fr clearly is an element of Fun

(
J,C

)
⊗
(
Vr ∩ V

′
r ). We can enlarge each Vr, V

′
r by at most

one dimension to include ξr. From the definition of the limit (1.23), it is clear that it
suffices to look at the restrictions of the norms || || and || ||′ on A to the finite-dimensional
subspaces Vr, V

′
r and Vr ∩ V

′
r : the restriction of the norm || || to Vr ∩ V

′
r is equivalent to

the restriction of the norm || ||′ thanks to the finite dimension of Vr ∩ V
′
r which shows that

the limit statements w.r.t. the norms || || and || ||′ are equivalent.
iii.) The first equation (1.27) is the usual statement that in any normed vector space
addition and scalar multiplication are continuous. All the limits do not depend on the
norms (take for instance for each r ∈ N the finite-dimensional vector space Vr+ Ṽr) thanks
to the preceding statement ii.). The second statement (1.28) is slightly more involved since
the normed vector space

(
A, || ||

)
is in general NOT a normed algebra in the sense

that ||AA′|| 6 ||A|| ||A′|| for all A,A′ ∈ A. We shall first prove an intermediate estimate:
for each r ∈ N pick a finite-dimensional subspace Ṽr such that F̃r ∈ Fun(J,C)⊗ Ṽr (which
is possible thanks to statement i.)). We have for each r ∈ N

(

F (δ)F̃ (δ)
)

r
=

r∑

u=0

Fu(δ)F̃r−u(δ) ∈
r∑

u=0

VuṼr−u ⊂
(
V0 + · ·+Vr

)(
Ṽ0 + · ·+Ṽr

)
=: V(r)Ṽ(r).

(1.29)

Clearly, the subspaces V(r) and Ṽ(r) of A are finite-dimensional. Consider the restriction of

the algebra multiplication µ : A⊗A → A to the finite-dimensional vector space V(r)⊗ Ṽ(r):

the image µ
(

V(r) ⊗ Ṽ(r)

)

= V(r)Ṽ(r) is again a finite-dimensional subspace of A. Choosing

a basis e1, . . . , eM of the finite-dimensional subspace V(r) + Ṽ(r) + V(r)Ṽ(r) of A which is

compatible with the subspaces, V(r), Ṽ(r), and V(r)Ṽ(r), expanding the elements A ∈ V(r),

Ã ∈ Ṽ(r) in that basis, and using the norm || || as in (1.22) by extending the chosen basis
to all of A we get the intermediate estimate

∃ CV(r)Ṽ(r)
∈ R, CV(r)Ṽ(r)

> 0 ∀ A ∈ V(r) ∀ Ã ∈ Ṽ(r) : ||AÃ|| 6 CV(r)Ṽ(r)
||A|| ||Ã||.

This shows that the restriction of the multiplication to V(r)⊗ Ṽ(r) is a continuous map onto

its image V(r)Ṽ(r): this fact together with (1.29) proves the statement (1.28).

For the rest of this Section we choose the maximum norm | | on Rℓ, see (1.22) w.r.t. the
canonical basis, and suppose that

∅ 6= J ⊂
{
δ ∈ Rℓ \ {0}

∣
∣ |δ| 6 1/4

}
and 0 is an accumulation point of J. (1.30)

We shall now distinguish three important subsets L, B, and H of the algebra (1.24): we
shall refer to them as the set of all at most logarithmically divergent, bounded and

harmless elements, respectively: for an element F =
∑∞

r=0 Frλ
r of

(

Fun (J,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]]
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we say

F ∈ L iff ∀r ∈ N ∃Cr, αr ∈ R, Cr > 0, αr > 0 ∀δ ∈ J : ||Fr(δ)|| 6 Cr| ln(|δ|)|
αr ,

F ∈ B iff ∀r ∈ N ∃Cr ∈ R, Cr > 0, ∀δ ∈ J : ||Fr(δ)|| 6 Cr,

F ∈ H iff ∀r ∈ N ∃Cr, βr ∈ R, Cr > 0, βr > 0 ∀δ ∈ J : ||Fr(δ)|| 6 Cr|δ|
βr .

(1.31)
In all the subsequent computations in this paper all the terms which we shall deal with are

at most logarithmically divergent in the above sense. Let G := 1+ λ
(

Fun (J,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]],

and define the following subsets

GL := 1 + λL, GB := 1 + λB, GH := 1 + λH. (1.32)

and refer to them as the at most logarithmically divergent, bounded and harmless subgroups
of the group G, respectively. These terms become clear in the following

Proposition 4. With the above hypotheses we have the following statements for the algebra
(1.24):

i.) The definition (1.31) does not depend on the chosen norm.

ii.) L and B are unital subalgebras over C[[λ]] of
(

Fun (J,C) ⊗ A
)

[[λ]], and H is a

two-sided ideal of L. There are the following inclusions:

L ⊃ B ⊃ H. (1.33)

iii.) For all H ∈ H: limδ→0H(δ) = 0.

iv.) G is a subgroup of the group of all invertible elements of
(

Fun (J,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]], and

GL ⊃ GB ⊃ GH are subgroups of G, where GH is a normal subgroup of GL, i.e. it is
stable by conjugations with all elements in GL.

v.) For all Ψ ∈ GH: limδ→0Ψ(δ) = 1.

Before giving the proof of this Proposition we shall recall some elementary inequalities in
the following

Lemma 5. For all δ ∈ ]0, 1/4] and α, β ∈ R, α, β > 0, we have the following inequalities

δ 6
1

2
6 | ln(δ)|, (1.34)

| ln(δ)|αδβ 6

(
2α

β

)α

δβ/2. (1.35)
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Proof. Recall the following elementary inequalities for every real number t such that 0 <
t 6 1

1 6
1

t
hence 1− δ =

∫ 1

δ

dt 6

∫ 1

δ

1

t
dt = − ln(δ) = | ln(δ)|

which proves (1.34) upon noting that δ 6 1/4 < 1/2 < 1− δ. Moreover, since 1
t
6
(
1
t

)1+ β
2α

we get

| ln(δ)| = − ln(δ) =

∫ 1

δ

1

t
dt 6

∫ 1

δ

(
1

t

)1+ β
2α

dt =
2α

β

(
δ−β/(2α) − 1

)
6

2α

β
δ−β/(2α),

from which –upon multiplying both sides of this inequality by δβ/α and then raising to the
power of α– we deduce the result (1.35).

Proof (of Proposition 4):
i.) Since each Fr takes its values in a finite dimensional vector space the restriction of any
other norm to this subspace is equivalent to the norm || ||: this would only change the
‘C-constants’ of the definition, but not the criterion to be an element of L, B or H.
ii.) It is immediate that L, B and H are complex vector spaces: if F, F ′ are in one of the
three subsets then by means of the upper bounds of the norms of each Fr(j) and F

′
r(j) we

get an upper bound of the norm of each zFr+z
′F ′r (where z, z

′ ∈ C) by passing to twice the
maximum of the two constants |z|Cr, |z

′|Cr and to the maximum of the exponents αr, α
′
r of

| ln(|δ|)| –the latter being > 1– (resp. to the minimum of the exponents βr, β
′
r of |δ| –the

latter being < 1). Next, for the multiplication of FF ′ we have that each
(
F (δ)F ′(δ)

)

r
(r ∈ N) is equal to the sum

∑r
u=0 Fu(δ)F

′
r−u(δ). Suppose first that F, F ′ ∈ L. Since by

Proposition 3 for each δ ∈ J every Fu(δ) is an element of some finite-dimensional subspace
Vu (only depending on Fu) and every F ′r−u(δ) is an element of some other finite-dimensional
subspace V ′r−u (only depending on Fr−u) it follows as in the proof of Proposition 3, equation
(1.29) that –upon setting V(r) = V0+· · ·+Vr and V

′
(r) = V0+· · ·+V ′r– the following estimate

holds for all δ ∈ J

||
(
F (δ)F ′(δ)

)

r
|| 6

r∑

u=0

CuC
′
r−uCV(r)V

′

(r)
| ln(|δ|)|αu+α′

r−u 6 C| ln(|δ|)|α

where C is r + 1 times the maximum of all the triple products of the ‘C-constants’ and α
is the maximum of all the numbers αu +α′r−u. This is done in an analogous way for B and
H proving that L, B and H are closed under multiplication. Evidently, C[[λ]] belongs to L
and B, hence L and B in particular are C[[λ]]-submodules and unital associative algebras.
The inclusion (1.33) follows at once from inequality (1.34). Finally, for any F ∈ L and
F ′ ∈ H it is shown in a similar way as above that FF ′ and F ′F are in H upon using the
second inequality (1.35). This shows that H is a two-sided ideal of L and hence also a
C[[λ]]-submodule.
iii.) and v.) immediately follow from the upper bounds defining H.
iv.) We only have to observe that every element 1+λF (where F is in a C[[λ]]-subalgebra)
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always has an inverse, namely the well-known geometric series
∑∞

r=0(−λ)
rF r, for which

the terms of positive order are all in the given subalgebra, which proves that GL, GB and
GH are subgroups of G. The normality of GH follows from the fact that H is a two-sided
ideal of L. ✷

We shall now apply these limit considerations to the term Y appearing in a formal linear
ODE, see (1.11). Y normally belongs to the algebra (1.10). In order to incorporate limits
we shall make Y dependent on the parameter δ in the set J ⊂ Rℓ, see (1.30), i.e. we
consider

Y ∈

(

Fun
(

J, C∞D
(
[a, b],C

))

⊗A

)

[[λ]]. (1.36)

Hence, each element Y is a formal power series
∑∞

r=0 Yrλ
r, where each Yr is a (non

unique) finite sum Yr = Yr1 ⊗ Ar1 + · · · + YrNr
⊗ ArNr

where Nr is an non-negative inte-
ger, Ar1, . . . , ArNr

∈ A and Yr1, . . . , YrNr
are functions on J with values in C∞D ([a, b],C)

(see (1.1)) where a < b are two fixed real numbers, and D is a finite set such that
{a, b} ⊂ D ⊂ [a, b]. It makes sense to consider the formal linear ODE (1.11) for these
J-dependent Y :

Proposition 6. Let Y be an element of the algebra (1.36).
For each α ∈ [a, b] there exists a unique element

W·α ∈

(

Fun
(

J, C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)0
)

⊗A

)

[[λ]] (1.37)

satisfying the formal linear J-dependent ODE (1.15) w.r.t. the parameter s ∈ [a, b] for each
δ ∈ J such that Wαα = 1. We shall call W·α the fundamental solution of the formal linear
J-dependent ODE (1.15) normalized at α. Moreover, for each β ∈ [a, b] the J-dependent
propagator Wβα :=W·α(s = β) satisfies

Wβα ∈
(

Fun (J,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]]. (1.38)

Proof. This is done in complete analogy to the treatment in §1.2 where we can literally
follow (1.11), the integral equation (1.12) –the primitive Iα being extended to the algebra
occurring in (1.36) by first composing it with the functions of J with values in C∞D

(
[a, b],C

)

on the left tensor factor, then tensoring with the identity on A, and finally extending
componentwise– and the iterated integrals equation (1.14). This proves the existence of a
unique fundamental solution W·α as in (1.37). Evaluating s at β gives (1.38).

The following elementary Lemma will be the key criterion later on to prove that certain
factors in a propagator are in the ‘harmless group’ GH. First, as usual, having fixed a norm
|| || on A we shall denote by the same symbol || || the map

Fun
(

J, C∞D
(
[a, b],C

))

⊗A → Fun
(

J, C0
D

(
[a, b],R

))

:
(

(δ, s) 7→ G(δ, s)
)

7→
(

(δ, s) 7→ ||G(δ, s)||
)
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for all s ∈ [a, b] \ D. Writing G in Fun
(

J, C∞D
(
[a, b],C

))

⊗ A in a basis ((ei)i∈S) of A as

G = G0e0 + · · · + GNeN we get the well-known estimate –using the monotonicity of the
Riemann integral– for any α 6 s 6 β ∈ [a, b]:
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

α

Ĝ(δ, s1)ds1

∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
6

∫ s

α

||Ĝ(δ, s1)||ds1

6

∫ β

α

||Ĝ(δ, s1)||ds1 6 (β − α) sup
{

||Ĝ(δ, s1)||
∣
∣
∣ s1 ∈ [0, 1]

} (1.39)

where –as usual– we have written Ĝ for any extension of the function G from J×
(
[a, b]\D

)

to J× [a, b].

Lemma 7. Let Y =
∑

r=0 λ
rYr be an element of the algebra (1.36). Fix an arbitrary norm

|| || on A and two arbitrary elements α, β ∈ [a, b]. Consider the following three conditions
on Y referred to as upper bounds for Y : there is an extension Ŷ of Y to [a, b] such that
for each non-negative integer r:

(L) : ∃Cr, αr ∈ R, Cr > 0, αr > 0 ∀δ ∈ J : sup
{

||Ŷr(δ, s)||
∣
∣
∣ s ∈ [a, b]

}

6 Cr| ln(|δ|)|
αr ,

(B) : ∃Cr ∈ R, Cr > 0, ∀δ ∈ J : sup
{

||Ŷr(δ, s)||
∣
∣
∣ s ∈ [a, b]

}

6 Cr,

(H) : ∃Cr, βr ∈ R, Cr > 0, βr > 0 ∀δ ∈ J : sup
{

||Ŷr(δ, s)||
∣
∣
∣ s ∈ [a, b]

}

6 Cr|δ|
βr .

(1.40)
Then the three conditions do not depend on the norms used. Moreover, if condition (L)
(resp. (B) resp. (H)) is satisfied then the propagator Wβα (see (1.38)) for Y belongs to the
subgroup GL (resp. GB resp. GH) of G.

Proof. The norm independence follows from the fact that the norms will always be re-
stricted to finite-dimensional subspaces of A. Concerning the second statement, we first
do the case α 6 β: writing out the propagator Wβα in terms of iterated integrals as
in equation (1.14) (for s = β) it can be seen by an easy induction using the estimate
(1.39) that each iterated integral has as upper bound a product of integrals of the form

δ 7→
∫ β

α

∣
∣
∣
∣Ŷi(δ, s)

∣
∣
∣
∣ds where each such integral has an upper bound by the last inequality

of (1.39) and thus the desired upper bound according to the conditions (L), (B) or (H).
Passing to suitable maxima of products of constants of ‘type C’, to suitable maxima of
sums of exponents of ‘type αi’, and to suitable minima of exponents of ‘type β’ we get
the desired upper bounds for (1.31). The case α > β is done in a completely analogous
manner by using the rule (1.6).

1.4 Formal connections and parallel transports

Let N > 1 be an integer, and let U ⊂ RN be a non-empty open subset.

Definition 8. A formal connection Γ on U is given by N elements

Γ1, . . . ,ΓN ∈
(
C∞(U,C)⊗A

)
[[λ]].
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Here C∞(U,C) denotes the unital associative commutative complex algebra of all functions
of N variables f : U → C which are smooth, i.e. in the class C∞: this means that all the
higher order partial derivatives of f exist and are continuous. We shall consider each Γi

as a function Γi : U → A[[λ]] by evaluating at x ∈ U . Note however that these functions
are particular thanks to the algebraic tensor product ⊗. Every element Γi in the algebra
(
C∞(U,C) ⊗ A

)
[[λ]] is thus a formal power series Γi =

∑∞
r=0 Γirλ

r such that each non-
negative integer r the component Γir is a finite sum of terms of the form f ⊗ A with
f ∈ C∞

(
U,C

)
and A ∈ A. A very common notation borrowed from differential geometry

is Γ =
∑N

i=1 Γidxi, which relates to differential forms (connection 1–forms). We shall,
however, use a sign convention for Γ which is different from the one used in differential
geometry to avoid additional signs.
Next, fix two real numbers a < b, fix a finite subset D ⊂ [a, b] such that {a, b} ⊂ D. We
consider continuous piecewise C∞-paths c : [a, b] → U , hence

c ∈ C∞D
(
[a, b], U

)0
. (1.41)

This means that each real component c1, . . . , cN of c is an element of C∞D
(
[a, b],R

)0
and

that for each s ∈ [a, b] the value c(s) lies in U ⊂ RN . The most elementary paths are line
segments, i.e. given two points ξ, η ∈ RN we can consider the affine path joining the
initial point ξ and the final point η which is defined in the usual way by

cη←ξ = c : [0, 1] → RN : s 7→ (1− s)ξ + sη, (1.42)

hence c(0) = ξ and c(1) = η. In case ξ, η are elements of the open subset U it has of course
to be checked whether all the values of the affine path also lie in U . If this is the case then
it is clear that there is ǫ ∈ R, ǫ > 0, such that the right hand side of (1.42) makes sense as
a C∞-function from the larger open interval ]− ǫ, 1 + ǫ[ to U .
Returning to general continuous piecewise smooth paths, we can associate to each such
path c defined in (1.41) the element Y := Γ(c) for a formal linear ODE by

Γ(c) :=
N∑

i=1

(
Γi ◦ c

)dci
ds

∈
(

C∞D
(
[a, b],C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]].

Fix α, β ∈ [a, b], then we can consider the formal linear ODE (1.15) for the choice Y = Γ(c)

and its particular solution ΓW
(c)
·α normalized at α. In differential geometry the propagator

ΓW
(c)
βα = Wβα ∈ A[[λ]], see (1.16), is called the parallel transport from c(α) to c(β)

along the path c (with respect to the connection Γ). Since parallel transports are prop-
agators all the statements of Proposition 2 are true for parallel transports. Note that for
a constant path cξ(s) = ξ ∈ U for all s ∈ [a, b], the element Γ(cξ) = 0, and the parallel
transport is reduced to the unit element of A.
Next, we shall need a very important tool for the computations to come, namely the
composition of two continuous piecewise smooth paths c1 : [0, 1] → U with singular
set D1 and c2 : [0, 1] → U with singular set D2 which are compatible in the groupoid sense
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c2(0) = c1(1). Recall the classical definition from algebraic topology (in the convention
‘from right-to-left’) of the composed path c2 ∗ c1 : [0, 1] → U with singular set D12 :=
(
1
2
D1

)
∪
(
1
2
D2 +

1
2

)
:

if c1(1) = c2(0) : (c2 ∗ c1)(s) :=







c1(2s) if 0 6 s 6 1
2
,

c2(2s− 1) if 1
2
6 s 6 1.

(1.43)

It is evident from the definition that c2 ∗ c1 is continuous (thanks to the condition c2(0) =
c1(1) and piecewise smooth with singular set D12. The crucial fact is that composition
may create new singularities at the point s = 1

2
for the higher k-fold derivatives of

the path for k > 1.
We now mention another important tool, the pull-back of formal connections: Let N ′

be a positive integer, let U ′ be a non-empty open subset of RN ′

, and let Θ : U ′ → U be a
C∞-map. For any formal connection Γ on U define the pulled-back connection Γ′ := Θ∗Γ
on U ′ defined by

∀ j ∈ N, 1 6 j 6 N ′ : (Θ∗Γ)j :=
N∑

i=1

(
Γi ◦Θ

) ∂Θi

∂x′j
. (1.44)

We now state how the above operations on formal connections and paths translate to
parallel transports:

Theorem 9. Let U ⊂ RN be a non-empty open subset and let Γ be a formal connection
defined on U . Let c : [a, b] → U and c1, c2 : [0, 1] → U be continuous piecewise smooth
paths. Then we have the following:

i.) Let θ be a continuous piecewise C∞-reparametrization of
(
[a, b], D

)
(i.e. a′ < b′ are

real numbers, {a′, b′} ⊂ D′ ⊂ [a′, b′] is a finite subset, and θ ∈ C∞D′

(
[a′, b′],R

)0
satis-

fying (1.4)). Then

Γ(c◦θ) =
(
Γ(c) ◦ θ

) dθ

ds′
, and ΓW

(c)
θ(β′)θ(α′) =

ΓW
(c◦θ)
β′α′ ∈ A[[λ]]. (1.45)

This shows that reparametrizations (in the sense of (1.4)) of these paths do not change
parallel transport as long as the initial and final points remain the same.

ii.) In the previous statement suppose that a′ = a, b′ = b, D′ = D such that the continuous
piecewise smooth reparametrization θ of

(
[a, b], D

)
satisfying in addition the inversion

condition
θ(α) = β and θ(β) = α.

Then we get the well-known inversion formula

ΓW
(c◦θ)
βα =

(
ΓW

(c)
βα

)−1

(1.46)
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iii.) The parallel transport along the composed path c2 ∗ c1 : [0, 1] → U , see (1.43) is given
as follows

ΓW
(c2∗c1)
10 = ΓW

(c2)
10

ΓW
(c1)
10 . (1.47)

iv.) Let U ′ ⊂ RN ′

be a non-empty open subset, let Θ : U ′ → U be a smooth, let Γ′ = Θ∗Γ
be the pulled-back formal connection, and let c′ : [a, b] → U ′ be a continuous piecewise
smooth path. Then for all α, β ∈ [a, b]

(Θ∗Γ)(c
′) = Γ(Θ◦c′) and Θ∗ΓW

(c′)
βα = ΓW

(Θ◦c′)
βα . (1.48)

Proof. i.) The formula for Γ(c◦θ) is straight-forward and the equation for the parallel trans-
port is deduced from (1.19).
ii.) This is an immediate consequence of (1.45) and the last equation of (1.18).
iii.) Define the two smooth reparametrizations θ1, θ2 : [0, 1] → [0, 1] given by θ1(s) =

1
2
s

and θ2(s) =
1
2
s+ 1

2
. We have (suppressing the symbol Γ)

W
(c2∗c1)
10

(1.18)
= W

(c2∗c1)

1 1
2

W
(c2∗c1)
1
2
0

(1.45)
= W

((c2∗c1)◦θ2)
10 W

((c2∗c1)◦θ1)
10 = W

(c2)
10 W

(c1)
10 .

iv.) This is straight-forward from the definitions and the chain rule for partial derivatives.

For instance, the usual affine inversion j of the interval [a, b] given by ι(s) = a+ b− s
for all s ∈ [a, b] serves as such a reparametrization for the choice α = a and β = b for an
inversion in ii.).
It is well-known that composition of paths is in general NOT associative, i.e. if c3 : [0, 1] →
U is a third path with c2(1) = c3(0) then in general c3 ∗ (c2 ∗ c1) 6= (c3 ∗ c2) ∗ c1, but the
corresponding product of parallel transports does not depend on the bracketing, i.e.

W
(c3∗(c2∗c1))
10

(1.47)
= W

(c3)
10 W

(c2)
10 W

(c1)
10

(1.47)
= W

((c3∗c2)∗c1)
10 .

It turns out that certain connections are formulated by complex coordinates which allow
for much more compact computations: we do not have to go into the detail of general
holomorphic connections, since for this work it suffices to study complex rational ones.
More precisely, let U ⊂ CN be a non-empty open set. Recall that a complex rational
function in N complex variables z = (z1, . . . , zN ) defined on U is a quotient f(z) = g(z)

h(z)

where f, g ∈ C[z1, . . . , zN ], hence are complex polynomials in N variables such that g is
different from the zero polynomial, and the zeros of g all belong to CN \ U . Hence, the

function z 7→ g(z)
h(z)

is a well-defined function on U . Decomposing each complex variable in
real and imaginary part as usual,

z1 = x1 + iy1, . . . , zN = xN + iyN or z = x+ iy,
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it is clear that each complex rational function f is a particular complex-valued rational
function in 2N real variables x1, . . . , xN , y1, . . . , yN =: (x, y) which we can write in the
following way

f(z) = f(x+ iy) =: f̌(x, y) =: f (1)(x, y) + if (2)(x, y) (1.49)

with unique real rational functions f (1), f (2). Hence, each complex rational function is
a C∞-function in the real variables. Let CU(z) denote the set of all complex rational
functions which are well-defined on U . It is easy to check that they form a complex unital
subalgebra of C∞(U,C). Recall the following well-known rules for the complex derivatives
for all integers 1 6 j 6 N :
(
∂f

∂zj

)∨

=
1

2

(
∂f̌

∂xj
− i

∂f̌

∂yj

)

and
∂f̌

∂xj
+ i

∂f̌

∂yj
= 0, hence

∂f̌

∂xj
=

(
∂f

∂zj

)∨

= −i
∂f̌

∂yj
(1.50)

for all complex rational functions f where the first two equations are easy to check on
polynomials and the second is nothing but the well-known ‘holomorphicity condition’
∂f/∂z̄j = 0 for the complex conjugate variables. Next, let Γ be a formal connection
on U which is complex rational in the following way:

Γ(z) =
N∑

j=1

Γj(z)dzj and ∀ 1 6 j 6 N : Γj ∈
(

CU(z)⊗A
)

[[λ]]. (1.51)

Note that the linear combination is over the complex dzj ! We can rewrite this expression
in the 2N real x and y coordinates:

Γ(z) =

N∑

j=1

Γj(z)dzj =

N∑

j=1

Γj(x+ iy)(dxj + idyj) =

N∑

j=1

Γ̌j(x, y)dxj +

N∑

j=1

iΓ̌j(x, y)dyj

=:
N∑

j=1

Γ̌
[1]
j (x, y)dxj +

N∑

j=1

Γ̌
[2]
j (x, y)dyj =: Γ̌(x, y). (1.52)

and get an ordinary formal connection with components Γ̌
[1]
j = Γ̌j in the xj-directions, and

Γ̌
[2]
j = iΓ̌j in the yj-directions.

We have the following completely unsurprising, but useful result for complex pull-backs:
let N ′ be a positive integer, let U ′ ⊂ CN ′

be a non-empty open set, let z′ = x′ + iy′ =
(z′1, . . . , z

′
N ′) be complex coordinates, and let Θ1, . . .ΘN : U ′ → C be complex rational

functions such that the map Θ = (Θ1, . . . ,ΘN) : U
′ → CN takes its values in U . We shall

write
Θ(z′) = Θ(x′ + iy′) = Θ̌(x′, y′) = Θ(1)(x′, y′) + iΘ(2)(x′, y′) (1.53)

where Θ(1),Θ(2) : U ′ → RN are real rational functions. See the Appendix for the proof of
the following

Proposition 10. Let Γ be a complex rational connection on U ⊂ CN , and define the
complex pullback Θ∗Γ by formula (1.44) with x′j replaced by z′j. Then

(Θ∗Γ)∨ = Θ̌∗Γ̌. (1.54)
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1.5 Flat formal connections

Let N be a positive integer, U ⊂ RN a non-empty open subset, and Γ a formal connection
on U . Γ is called flat (more precisely formally flat) if the following conditions hold:

∀ i, j ∈ N, 1 6 i, j 6 N : 0 =
∂Γi

∂xj
−
∂Γj

∂xi
+ λ
(

ΓiΓj − ΓjΓi

)

. (1.55)

Obviously, any formal connection on an open set of R1 is flat. Moreover, complex
rational flatness is equivalent to flatness in the following sense:

Proposition 11. Let U ⊂ CN be an open set and let Γ be a formal connection which is
complex rational in the sense of (1.51). Let Γ̌ be the formal connection in the sense of
(1.52). Then Γ is flat in the complex sense, i.e.

∀ i, j ∈ N, 1 6 i, j 6 N : 0 =
∂Γi

∂zj
−
∂Γj

∂zi
+ λ
(

ΓiΓj − ΓjΓi

)

(1.56)

if and only if Γ̌ is flat in the normal ‘real sense’, see (1.55) for 2N real variables (x, y).

Proof. We denote the right-hand side of (1.56) by Rij . Equation (1.50) allows to replace
complex derivatives ∂/∂zi by the real ones, and thanks to (1.52) Řij equals

∂Γ̌
[1]
i

∂xj
−
∂Γ̌

[1]
j

∂xi
+ λ
[
Γ̌
[1]
i , Γ̌

[1]
j

]
= −

(

∂Γ̌
[2]
i

∂yj
−
∂Γ̌

[2]
j

∂yi
+ λ
[
Γ̌
[2]
i , Γ̌

[2]
j

]

)

= −i

(

∂Γ̌
[2]
i

∂xj
−
∂Γ̌

[1]
j

∂yi
+ λ
[
Γ̌
[2]
i , Γ̌

[1]
j

]

)

which exactly gives the components of the right hand side of (1.55) for Γ̌ whence the
result.

In particular, any complex rational formal connection on an open subset of C1 is
flat. Moreover, we mention the following well-known result (see the Appendix for a proof):

Proposition 12. Let N,N ′ be positive integers, let U ⊂ RN and U ′ ⊂ RN ′

be non-empty
open subsets, let Θ : U ′ → U be a C∞-map, and let Γ be a flat formal connection on U .
Then the pulled-back formal connection Γ′ := Φ∗Γ, see (1.44), is also flat.

The significance of flat connections is the following well-known result about the path-
independence of parallel transports, for which we give a proof in the Appendix:

Theorem 13. Let N > 1, U ⊂ RN be a non-empty open subset and Γ be a flat formal
connection. Let p, q ∈ U , ǫ ∈ R, ǫ > 0, and c0, c1 :]a− ǫ, b+ ǫ[ → U be two smooth paths
(NOT only piecewise smooth!) such that

(i) c0(a) = p = c1(a), c0(b) = q = c1(b);
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(ii) there exists a smooth homotopy F between c0 and c1: more precisely, there is an
open subset O ⊂ R2 with ]a − ǫ, b + ǫ[ × ] − ǫ, 1 + ǫ[ ⊂ O, and F : O → U is a
C∞-map satisfying

∀ s ∈ ]a− ǫ, b+ ǫ[ : F (s, 0) = c0(s) and F (s, 1) = c1(s),

∀ t ∈ ]− ǫ, 1 + ǫ[ : F (a, t) = p and F (b, t) = q.
(1.57)

Then the parallel transport with respect to Γ from p to q along c0 is equal to the parallel
transport along c1 with respect to Γ from p to q:

ΓW
(c0)
ba = ΓW

(c1)
ba .

We shall give a corollary to the preceding Theorem which will cover all the cases we shall
discuss later: we need to establish first a relation between continuous piecewise smooth
paths (which will turn up while doing composition of paths), and overall smooth paths:
specializing to [a, b] = [0, 1] (which will be only parameter interval in the sequel) we can
prove the following very useful Corollary, see the Appendix for a proof:

Corollary 14. Let N ∈ N \ {0}, U ⊂ RN be a non-empty open set, Γ a flat formal
connection on U , and c1, c2 : [0, 1] → U two continuous piecewise smooth paths having the
same initial point p and final point q. Suppose that there is an open set U ′ ⊂ RN and a
point ̟ ∈ U ′ such that c1 and c2 take all their values in U ′ ⊂ U and which is star-shaped
around ̟ ∈ U ′, i.e.

∀ t ∈ [0, 1] ∀ x ∈ U ′ : (1− t)x+ t̟ ∈ U ′.

Then the parallel transports p → q along c1 and along c2 are equal. In particular, the
parallel transport along any continuous piecewise smooth loop c3 : [0, 1] → U ′ ⊂ U (recall
c3(0) = c3(1)) is trivial, i.e. equal to 1 ∈ A.

2 The Drinfel’d associator and its identities

2.1 The Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection and the Drinfel’d-
Kohno (Lie) algebras

We shall only need the material of this Section for the treatment of the pentagon equa-
tions, see §2.4. The geometric considerations, however, may serve as motivations for the
constructions in all the ensuing sections. The following definition appears in the work of
T.Kohno, [23, p.142, eqn (1.1.4)] and [23, p.146, eqn (1.3.2)]:

Definition 15. Let n > 2 be an integer and let K be a field of characteristic zero. The
nth Drinfel’d–Kohno algebra is the unital associative K–algebra Tn generated by n2−n
elements

tij, 1 6 i 6= j 6 n
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subject to the relations, sometimes called infinitesimal braid relations:

tij − tji = 0 ∀ 1 6 i 6= j 6 n, (2.1a)

[tij + tik, tjk] = 0 ∀i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that #{i, j, k} = 3, (2.1b)

[tij , tkl] = 0 ∀i, j, k, l ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that #{i, j, k, l} = 4. (2.1c)

where [ , ] denotes the commutator [A,B] = AB − BA in associative algebras.

In view of the first relation (2.1a) one could have defined the Drinfel’d-Kohno algebra just
by
(
n
2

)
generators tij with i < j. However, for concrete computations it is much more

practical to use ‘unordered’ generators tij = tji (one may think of the index being the
two-element set {i, j}). The Lie counterpart of the definition above is better known:

Definition 16. Let n > 2 be an integer and let K be a field of characteristic zero. The nth
Drinfel’d–Kohno Lie algebra is the K–Lie algebra tn generated by n2 − n generators
tij, 1 6 i 6= j 6 n subject to the relations (2.1a), (2.1b), and (2.1c), seen as Lie brackets
in the free Lie algebra generated by the tij.

It is not hard to see (but not necessary for the proofs of the ensuing subsections), that the
Drinfel’d-Kohno (Lie) algebras are free (Lie) algebras with relations in the usual sense of
a left adjoint functor, that is that for any unital associative algebra A (resp. Lie algebra
g) the set of morphisms of algebras Tn → A (resp. of Lie algebras tn → g) is in natural
bijection with the set of elements Aij = Aji (1 6 i < j 6 n) of A (resp. of g) satisfying
relations (2.1a), (2.1b), and (2.1c) which is defined by evaluation of a morphism on the
generators (tij).
In the sequel we shall prefer the more general situation of a general unital associative
complex algebra A with elements Aij = Aji satisfying the above-mentioned relations. It is
not hard to check that each Tn is isomorphic to the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie
algebra tn, but we shall not need this result.
For example, denoting by K〈a1, . . . , an〉 (resp. K[a1, . . . , an]) the free unital associative
algebra (resp. the free unital associative commutative algebra) generated by the symbols
a1, . . . , an there are the following isomorphisms

T2
∼= K〈t12〉 ∼= K[t12] and T3

∼= K〈t12, t23〉 ⊗ K[t12 + t13 + t23].

The first isomorphism is obvious. For the second, use first relation (2.1a) to express
everything in terms of tij with i < j, perform the base change from

(
t12, t13, t23

)
to

(
t12, t23,Λ := t12 + t13 + t23

)
and observe that the relations (2.1b) of Definition 15 for

T3 are equivalent to [t12,Λ] = 0 and [t23,Λ] = 0. Condition (2.1c) is of course empty for
n = 3.
Returning to general n, note further that the group of all permutations n letters, Sn, acts
on the left on Tn by sending each generator tij to tσ(i)σ(j) by automorphisms of unital
algebras. Next, for each integer n > 2 let Yn ⊂ Cn be the open subset (see e.g. [18, p.267])

Yn :=
{
z ∈ Cn

∣
∣ ∀ i, j ∈ N, 1 6 i, j 6 n : if i 6= j then zi 6= zj

}
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which is the well-known ordered configuration space: every element of Yn contains the
information of the coordinates of n distinguishable particles in the plane where no two
particles occupy the same position.
Recall that the usual permutation of coordinates defines a well-defined right action of
the permutation group Sn on Cn given by z = (z1, . . . , zn) 7→ (zσ(1), . . . , zσ(n)) =:
zσ for each permutation σ ∈ Sn. This right action obviously preserves Yn on which it
acts freely, and the quotient Xn := Yn/Sn is a complex n-dimensional manifold called
the (unordered) configuration space. Configuration spaces have been studied a lot,
see e.g. the book [14]. The fundamental groups of Xn and of Yn are well-known to be
isomorphic to the braid group of n strands, Bn, and to the pure braid group of n
strands, Pn ⊂ Bn, respectively. Moreover, but this fact is not necessary for the sequel, the
naming ‘infinitesimal braid relations’ stems from the fact that the completion of the nth
Drinfel’d-Kohno algebra with respect to the obvious filtration induced by the free algebra is
isomorphic to the completion of the group algebra of the pure braid group Pn with respect
to its augmentation ideal, see e.g. [22] and [23, p.147, Prop. 1.3.3] for details.
The following well-known (formal) connection is very important, see [19]:

Definition 17. Let n > 2 and A a unital associative complex algebra containing n(n−1)/2
elements Aij = Aji (indexed by 1 6 i 6= j 6 n) satisfying the infinitesimal braid relations
(2.1b) and (2.1c) where the generators tij are replaced by the elements Aij. The formal
Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov (KnZa)-connection (n)ΓKnZa on Yn (with respect to A) is
defined as follows:

(n)ΓKnZa(z1, . . . , zn) :=
∑

16i<j6n

Aij

zi − zj
(dzi − dzj). (2.2)

Clearly, the KnZa-connection is complex rational in the sense of (1.51). We have the
following

Theorem 18. For all integers n > 2 the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov connection is (formally)
flat.

A very detailed proof of this statement can be found in C.Kassel’s book [18, p.452-454].
It is easy to see that for all integers n > 2 the KnZa-connection (n)ΓKnZa is invariant by all
pull-backs with respect to translations Tv : Yn → Yn : z 7→ z+(v, v, . . . , v) (for all v ∈ C)
and with respect to all complex homotheties Hp : Yn → Yn given by z 7→ pz for all
p ∈ C× = C \ {0}, in the sense that T ∗v

(
(n)ΓKnZa

)
=(n) ΓKnZa and H∗p

(
(n)ΓKnZa

)
=(n) ΓKnZa.

Note further that, for any integers 1 6 i 6= j 6 n, if ‘particle i is near to particle j’,
(i.e. the distance |zi− zj | becomes ‘very small’) then the term containing Aij in the KnZa-
connection will be ‘very large’ compared to the others: this intuition will motivate the
choice of paths in the following sections.
For n = 2 and n = 3 there are the following isomorphisms of open sets of C2 and of C3

which are given by explicit bijective complex rational maps:

Y2 ∼= C× × C and Y3 ∼= C×× × C× × C
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where C× := C\{0} and C×× := C\{0, 1} are the simply punctured complex plane and the
doubly punctured complex plane -which will be important in the sequel–, respectively.
In fact, the invertible linear map (z1, z2) 7→ (z1 − z2, z1 + z2) gives the first isomorphism.
For n = 3 the invertible rational map Y3 → C×× × C× × C given by

(z1, z2, z3) 7→

(
z2 − z1
z3 − z1

, z3 − z1, z1

)

with inverse ϑ : (z, v, w) 7→ (w, zv+w, v+w) (2.3)

defines an isomorphism concerning Y3, see also [8, p.1453] or [18, p.469, eqn (7.3)]. An
elementary computation shows that for n = 3 the pullback of (3)ΓKnZa with respect to the
rational map ϑ : C×× × C× × C → Y3, see (2.3), is equal to

(
ϑ∗
(
(3)ΓKnZa

))
(z, v, w) =

(
A12

z
+

A23

z − 1

)

dz +
A12 + A13 + A23

v
dv (2.4)

where we have used Proposition 10 and equations (1.44) and (1.54). It provides an impor-
tant motivation for the connections used in the following Sections since they resemble the
first summand on the right hand side of the previous equation (2.4). Note further that the
right action of the permutation group S3 on Y3 can be transferred to C×× × C× × C and
projected to the doubly punctured plane C×× by means of the maps (2.3). This gives the
following maps on C×× as can easily be computed:

τ12(z) =
z

z−1
, τ23(z) =

1
z
, τ13(z) = 1− z, ζ(z) = 1

1−z
, ζ−1(z) = ζ

(
ζ(z)

)
= z−1

z
(2.5)

where τij denotes the transposition exchanging i and j, and ζ denotes the cyclic permuta-
tion (1, 2, 3) 7→ (3, 1, 2). The fact that the maps in (2.5) are well-defined complex rational
bijections on the doubly punctured plane satisfying the identities of a right action of the
symmetric group S3 can also be shown directly without reference to the configuration space
Y3.

2.2 The Drinfel’d associator: Definition and elementary proper-
ties

In this Section the Drinfel’d associator is treated: we are not following the usual definition,
but use the statement of [18, p.465, Lemma XIX.6.3] as a definition. The parallel transport
we are interested in is denoted there by Ga(1− a) with a = δ.
Let A be an arbitrary complex unital associative algebra. Set U := ]0, 1[⊂ R. For any two
given elements A,B ∈ A define the formal connection

Γ(B,A)(x) :=

(
1

x
A+

1

x− 1
B

)

dx (2.6)

on U which is obviously well-defined and in addition a flat formal connection, see §1.5,
because U is one-dimensional. One of the motivations to use it is the real version of the
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first summand of (2.4). Note further that the interval inversion ι : ]0, 1[ → ]0, 1[ defined
by

ι(x) = 1− x (2.7)

is well-defined and smooth, and it is easy to compute the pulled-back connection

ι∗Γ(B,A) = Γ(A,B). (2.8)

For all δ, ǫ ∈ J := ]0, 1/4] we define the affine path c(δǫ) : [0, 1] → U from δ to 1− ǫ, viz.

c(δǫ)(s) := (1− s)δ + s(1− ǫ) = δ + s(1− δ − ǫ). (2.9)

Then

Γ(B,A)(c(δǫ))(s) =
1− δ − ǫ

δ + s(1− δ − ǫ)
A +

1− δ − ǫ

δ − 1 + s(1− δ − ǫ)
B. (2.10)

We are interested in the parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 along the path c(δǫ) from δ to 1−ǫ,
see §1.4 for definitions and notations. Setting J ′ := J × J it follows from the general

theory described in §1.3 that the map (δ, ǫ) 7→ Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 is an element of the algebra
(

Fun
(
J ′,C

)
⊗A

)

[[λ]], see (1.38). It can be expressed in terms of iterated integrals in the

following way: we make a change of variables u := δ + s(1 − δ − ǫ), and we set A0 := A,
A1 := B. Hence,

Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 = 1

+

∞∑

r=1

λr
1∑

i1,...,ir=0

(∫ 1−ǫ

δ

1

u1 − i1

(∫ u1

δ

1

u2 − i2

(

· · ·

(∫ ur−1

δ

1

ur − ir
dur

)

· · ·

)

du2

)

du1

)

Ai1 · · ·Air (2.11)

It is to be expected that the preceding expression becomes singular whenever δ → 0 or
ǫ → 0: in order to see this assume for a moment that A and B commute. Clearly,
Γ(B,A)(c(δǫ)) commutes with its primitive, and a straight-forward computation following
formula (1.21) of Proposition 2 gives

if AB = BA then Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 = eλ ln(ǫ)Beλ
(
ln(1−ǫ)A−ln(1−δ)B

)

e−λ ln(δ)A (2.12)

showing that the divergences of the parallel transport are the left and the right factors
and are logarithmic for δ → 0 or ǫ → 0 in that particular case whereas the middle factor
converges to 1.
Returning to the general case, in order to capture the singular terms we shall break the
computation in two parts separated by the mid-point 1/2: consider the following ‘expo-
nential half-paths’ c̃(1,δ), c̃(2,ǫ) : [0, 1] → U defined by

c̃(1,δ)(s) := 1
2
eln(2δ)(1−s) joining δ → 1

2
,

c̃(2,ǫ)(s) := 1− 1
2
eln(2ǫ)s joining 1

2
→ 1− ǫ.

(2.13)
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Hence, the composed path c̃(2,ǫ) ∗ c̃(1,δ) is continuous and piecewise smooth with singular
set D = {0, 1/2, 1} and joins δ → 1 − ǫ. The following continuous piecewise smooth
reparametrization γ : [0, 1] → [0, 1] (with singular set {0, 1/2, 1}) obviously links the affine
path c(δǫ) with c̃(2,ǫ) ∗ c̃(1,δ):

γ(s) :=







1
2
eln(2δ)(1−2s)−δ

1−δ−ǫ
if 0 6 s 6 1

2
,

1− 1
2
eln(2δ)(2s−1)−δ

1−δ−ǫ
if 1

2
6 s 6 1

hence c(δǫ) ◦ γ = c̃(2,ǫ) ∗ c̃(1,δ). (2.14)

Using the interval inversion ι as a continuous piecewise smooth reparametrization [0, 1] →
[0, 1] given by (2.7) we can write

c̃(1,δ) = ι ◦ c̃(2,δ) ◦ ι.

Since parallel transport is independent on reparametrizations, see (1.45), we get

Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 = Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ)◦γ)

10

(2.14)
= Γ(B,A)W

(c̃(2,ǫ)∗c̃(1,δ))

10

(1.47)
= Γ(B,A)W

(c̃(2,ǫ))

10
Γ(B,A)W

(ι◦c̃(2,δ)◦ι)

10

(1.48),(2.8)(1.46)
= Γ(B,A)W

(c̃(2,ǫ))

10

(
Γ(A,B)W

(c̃(2,δ))

10

)−1

. (2.15)

It follows that it suffices to compute the parallel transport along the exponential half-path
c̃(2,ǫ), the parallel transport along the other half c̃(1,δ) follows from the symmetry and an
exchange of A and B.
The choice of the exponential function in the path c̃(2,ǫ) becomes clear when computing

Γ(B,A)(c̃(2,ǫ))(s) = ln(2ǫ)B +
− ln(2ǫ)

2e− ln(2ǫ)s − 1
A, (2.16)

and we see that the term in front of B does not depend on s.

Lemma 19. We have the following factorization of the parallel transport s 7→ Γ(B,A)W
(c̃(2,ǫ))

s0

in the algebra
(

Fun
(
]0, 1/4], C∞{0,1}

(
[0, 1],C

))
⊗A

)

[[λ]]

Γ(B,A)W
(c̃(2,ǫ))

s0 = eλ ln(ǫ)sBψǫ(B,A)(s) (2.17)

where (s, ǫ) 7→ ψǫ(B,A)(s) is in the group GB of bounded terms (w.r.t. (s, ǫ), see (1.31)
and (1.32)). We set

ψǫ(B,A) := ψǫ(B,A)(1).

Moreover, there is a well-defined element ψ(B,A) ∈ A[[λ]] such that the following limit
exists

lim
ǫ→0

ψǫ(B,A)(s) =







1 if s = 0,

ψ(B,A) ∈ A[[λ]] if 0 < s 6 1,
(2.18)

in the sense of limits discussed in §1.3, see (1.23), (1.25) and Proposition 3.
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Proof. In (2.16) we set

Yǫ(s) := ln(2ǫ)B and Zǫ(s) :=
− ln(2ǫ)

2e− ln(2ǫ)s − 1
A

and use the factorization statement (1.20):

Γ(B,A)W
(c̃(2,ǫ))

s0 = U
(ǫ)
s0 Ξ

(ǫ)
s0 . (2.19)

Clearly, the formal linear ODE dU
(ǫ)
·0 /ds = λYǫU

(ǫ)
·0 with initial condition 1 is trivially given

by the exponential function U
(ǫ)
s0 = eλ ln(2ǫ)sB, and we have to solve the formal linear ODE

with initial condition 1,

dΞ
(ǫ)
s0

ds
(s) = e−λ ln(2ǫ)sBZǫ(s)e

λ ln(2ǫ)sBΞ
(ǫ)
s0 = e−λ ln(2ǫ)sadB

(
Zǫ(s)

)
Ξ
(ǫ)
s0

where adB : A → A denotes the usual adjoint map ξ 7→ Bξ − ξB, and we have used
the well-known identity that conjugation with exponentials is the exponential of ad which
is standard in Lie group theory, see e.g. [20, p.38, Cor.4.25], and can easily be proved

algebraically. We can compute the solution Ξ
(ǫ)
s0 in terms of iterated integrals, see (1.14),

where the following abbreviations make computations easier: set

ν := − ln(2ǫ) and τ := νs, τi := νsi ∀ i ∈ N.

Since 0 < 2ǫ 6 1/2 < 1 it follows that ν > 0 and that the limit limǫ→0 corresponds to
limν→+∞. Then Ξǫ is given by the following expression:

Ξ
(ǫ)
s0 = 1 +

∞∑

r=1

λr
∞∑

ℓ1,...,ℓr=0

λℓ1+···+ℓr

ℓ1! · · · ℓr!
ad

ℓ1
B (A) · · · ad

ℓr
B (A)

(∫ νs

0

τ ℓ11
2eτ1 − 1

(∫ τ1

0

τ ℓ22
2eτ2 − 1

(

· ·

(∫ τr−1

δ

τ ℓrr
2eτr − 1

dτr

)

· ·

)

dτ2

)

dτ1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr (s,ν)

.(2.20)

We shall prove that for all non-negative integers r, ℓ1, . . . , ℓr with r > 1 and all s ∈ [0, 1]
the iterated real integral Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr(s, ν) at the end of (2.20) converges to a non-negative
real number for ν → +∞: this will prove that the limit limǫ→0 Ξǫ(s) exists. In case
s = 0 this is of course obvious since all these integrals vanish. For s > 0, the crucial
observation is that all the real numbers τ1, . . . , τr are non-negative whence all the functions

τi 7→
τ
ℓi
i

2eτi−1
, i ∈ N \ {0}, take non-negative values on the interval [0, νs]. Thanks to the

monotonicity of the Riemann integral it follows that enlarging ν makes the interval [0, νs]
bigger which in turn makes the value of the iterated integral larger: hence the function
[ln(2),+∞[ 7→ [0,+∞[ given by ν 7→ Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr(s, ν) is strictly increasing. By the well-
known principle stating that every increasing bounded sequence of real numbers converges
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it suffices to show that all the integrals Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr(s, ν) admit an upper bound independent
on all s ∈ [0, 1] and ν ∈ [ln(2),+∞[: indeed, the elementary inequality eτi − 1 > 0 for all
positive integer i (since τi > 0) implies

∀ i ∈ N \ {0} : 2eτi − 1 = eτi + eτi − 1 > eτi , hence
τ ℓii

2eτi − 1
6 τ ℓii e

−τi,

and the integral Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr(s, ν) can be bounded by

Ir,ℓ1,...,ℓr(s, ν) 6

(∫ νs

0

τ ℓ11 e
−τ1dτ1

)

· · ·

(∫ νs

0

τ ℓrr e
−τrdτr

)

6 ℓ1! · · · ℓr!

thanks to the well-known integral (for all non-negative integers n)

∫ ∞

0

τne−τdτ = n!.

This shows that the limit limǫ→0 Ξǫ(s) exists and does not depend on 0 < s 6 1. Using the
factorization equation (2.19), the trivial fact that ln(2ǫ) = ln(2) + ln(ǫ) and defining

ψǫ(B,A)(s) := eλ ln(2)sBΞǫ(s)

shows the factorization equation (2.17) and the limit (2.18). In particular, it implies that
ǫ 7→ ψǫ(B,A) is bounded, i.e. it is an element of GB.

This Lemma –together with the factorization equation (2.15)– has the following immediate
and very important consequence

Theorem 20. With the above notations: The parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 along the
path c(δǫ), see (2.9), factorizes in the following way

Γ(B,A)W
(c(δǫ))

10 = eλ ln(ǫ)BΦδ,ǫ(A,B)e−λ ln(δ)A, (2.21)

with
Φδ,ǫ(A,B) := ψǫ(B,A) (ψδ(A,B))−1 . (2.22)

The following limit exists,

lim
(δ,ǫ)→(0,0)

Φδ,ǫ(A,B) := Φ(A,B) ∈ A[[λ]], (2.23)

and is called the Drinfel’d associator w.r.t. A,B ∈ A.

We kept the notation for the Drinfel’d associator used in all the literature although a
transposition of the arguments, Φ(B,A), would ‘better concatenate’ in the identities.
We collect some properties of the Drinfel’d associator:

Φδ,ǫ(A,B)−1 = Φǫ,δ(B,A) hence Φ(A,B)−1 = Φ(B,A) (2.24)
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which immediately follows from the definitions (2.22) and (2.23). Next, computing the
coefficient of λ1 of (2.21) we get from the right hand side

ln(ǫ)B + (Φδ,ǫ(A,B))1 − ln(δ)A

and from the left hand side the integral (compare (2.11))

∫ 1−ǫ

δ

du

u
A−

∫ 1−ǫ

δ

du

1− u
B = ln(1− ǫ)A− ln(δ)A+ ln(ǫ)B − ln(1− δ)B

showing

(Φδ,ǫ(A,B))1 = ln(1− ǫ)A− ln(1− δ)B, hence Φ(A,B)− 1 ∈ λ2A[[λ]] .

because obviously ln(1− x) → 0 if x→ 0 whence lim(δ,ǫ)→(0,0) (Φǫ,δ(B,A))1 = 0.
Suppose furthermore that there are elements Λ,Λ′ ∈ A which are central for A,B in the
sense that

[Λ, A] = 0 = [Λ′, A] and [Λ, B] = 0 = [Λ′, B] and [Λ,Λ′] = 0.

Since the connection Γ(B + Λ′, A+ Λ) evaluated on the path c(δǫ), Γ(B + Λ′, A+ Λ)(c(δǫ)),
see (2.10) is equal to Γ(Λ′,Λ)(c(δǫ)) + Γ(B,A)(c(δǫ)) we can use the factorization statement
(1.20) with Y = Γ(Λ′,Λ)(c(δǫ)), Z = Γ(B,A)(c(δǫ)), and the fact that Λ and Λ′ commute with
all words in A whose letters are A,B,Λ or Λ′ (hence U−1·0 ZU·0 = Z in (1.20)) we can use
(1.21) and (2.12) to conclude that

Φδ,ǫ(A+ Λ, B + Λ′) = eλ
(
ln(1−ǫ)Λ−ln(1−δ)Λ′

)

Φδ,ǫ(A,B)

hence, passing to the limit (δ, ǫ) → (0, 0),

if Λ,Λ′ are central for A,B : Φ(A + Λ, B + Λ′) = Φ(A,B) . (2.25)

Note that –but this is not needed later on– if A carries the structure of a bialgebra (see [18],
Sect. III.2) and A,B ∈ A are primitive elements then Φ(A,B) is a (formally) group-like
element (see [9], p. 836). In particular, when A = C〈A,B〉 the Drinfel’d associator is thus
a formal exponential series whose exponent is an element of the formal power series with
coefficients in the free Lie algebra generated by two elements.

2.3 The Hexagon Equation

Let A be an arbitrary complex unital associative algebra. Let A,B,C ∈ A be three
arbitrary elements such that the sum Λ := A+B + C commutes with all the three, i.e.

AΛ = ΛA, BΛ = ΛB, CΛ = ΛC. (2.26)
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An important particular case would be a free choice of A and B, and C = −A−B whence
Λ = 0. Another important particular case is A = T3 with A = t12, B = t23, and C = t13.
We wish to prove the Hexagon Equation for the Drinfel’d associator, i.e.

eλπiΛ = eλπiA Φ(C,A) eλπiC Φ(B,C) eλπiB Φ(A,B). (2.27)

The equation has an obvious cyclic symmetry A→ B → C → A, and contains the complex
numbers π and i. It is not so far-fetched to choose the following data: let U ⊂ C be the
doubly punctured complex plane, namely

U := C×× := C \ {0, 1}.

Choose the complex version of the connection Γ(B,A), see (2.6), i.e.

Γ(B,A) :=

(
1

z
A+

1

z − 1
B

)

dz (2.28)

which is flat, see Proposition 11. The original motivation is the use of the KnZa-connection
(3)ΓKnZa on the configuration space Y3, see (2.2), and its pull-back, see the first summand
of (2.4). Some formulas would look more natural on Y3, but the computations are quicker
in the doubly punctured complex plane.
Recall the rational maps ζ, ζ ◦ ζ = ζ−1 : C×× → C×× defined by ζ(z) = 1

1−z
and ζ−1(z) =

z−1
z

coming from the cyclic permutations in Y3, see (2.5). We compute the pull-backs of

the connection (2.28): using Proposition 10 we get, upon setting C̃ := −A− B = C − Λ,

(ζ∗Γ(B,A)) (z) = Γ(B,A)

(
1

1− z

)
1

(1− z)2
=

1

1− z
A +

1

z(1− z)
B

partial fraction dec.
=

1

z
B +

−A− B

z − 1
= Γ(C̃, B)(z). (2.29)

Iterating this formula (recall that ζ ◦ ζ = ζ−1) gives

((
ζ−1
)∗
Γ(B,A)

)
(z) = Γ(A, C̃)(z). (2.30)

We shall now consider the parallel transport w.r.t. the connection Γ(B,A) along a contin-
uous piecewise smooth loop cδ depending on a parameter δ ∈ J = ]0, 1/4] based at the
point δ ∈ C××, which is the composition of six paths,

cδ := c(VI,δ) ∗
(

c(V,δ) ∗
(

c(IV,δ) ∗
(
c(III,δ) ∗

(
c(II,δ) ∗ c(I,δ)

))))

(2.31)
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given by

c(I,δ)(s) := (1− s)δ + s(1− δ) = δ + s(1− 2δ) joining δ → 1− δ,

c(II,δ)(s) :=
1− δ

2
− δ

2
eiπs

1− δ
2
+ δ

2
eiπs

= 1− δ

(1− δ
2)e−iπs+ δ

2

joining 1− δ → 1
1−δ

,

c(III,δ)(s) := ζ
(
c(I,δ)(s)

)
= 1

1−δ−s(1−2δ)
joining 1

1−δ
→ 1

δ
,

c(IV,δ)(s) := ζ
(
c(II,δ)(s)

)
= 1

2
+
(
1
δ
− 1

2

)
e−iπs joining 1

δ
→ −1

δ
+ 1,

c(V,δ)(s) := ζ
(
ζ
(
c(I,δ)(s)

))
= δ−1+s(1−2δ)

δ+s(1−2δ)
joining −1

δ
+ 1 → − δ

1−δ
,

c(VI,δ)(s) := ζ
(
ζ
(
c(II,δ)(s)

))
= δ

−(1− δ
2)e−iπs+ δ

2

joining − δ
1−δ

→ δ.

(2.32)
It is fairly easy to check that all the six paths take all their values in the lower half plane
(including the x axis and excluding 0 and 1).
The singular set D for the loop cδ is thus equal to

{
0, 1
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, 1
4
, 1
2
, 1
}
.

•
−3

•
− 1

3

◦
0

•

1
4

•

3
4

◦
1

•

4
3

•
4

c(IV,δ)

c(II,δ)c(VI,δ)

c(V,δ)
c(I,δ) c(III,δ)

Figure 1: The paths (2.32) at δ = 1/4

The following geometric description of the paths, see Figure 1, may perhaps clarify the
whole procedure: the three ‘odd’ paths c(I,δ), c(III,δ), and c(V,δ) parametrize the closed
intervals [δ, 1−δ], ζ

(
[δ, 1−δ]

)
= [1/(1−δ), 1/δ], and ζ2

(
[δ, 1−δ]

)
= [−(1/δ)+1,−δ/(1−δ)],

respectively, all along the x-axis. Note that c(III,δ) and c(V,δ) are not affine paths in the
sense of (1.42). The three ‘even’ paths c(II,δ), c(IV,δ), and c(VI,δ) parametrize lower half

circles with centres 1 + δ2

2−2δ
, 1

2
, and − δ2

2−2δ
, respectively, having radii 2δ−δ2

2−2δ
, 1

δ
− 1

2
, and

2δ−δ2

2−2δ
, respectively, as can be checked by a lengthy, but elementary computation. c(II,δ) and

c(VI,δ) are traced counterclockwise (where the parametrization is NOT uniform), and c(IV,δ)

is traced clockwise with uniform parametrization. If one likes to get a motivation –which
is not necessary for the arguments we are going to give– on the ‘funny’ form of the lower
half cycle c(II,δ): if we consider the uniformly parametrized half cycle [0, 1] → Y3 in the
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configuration space Y3 given by

s 7→

(

0, 1−
δ

2
−
δ

2
eiπs, 1−

δ

2
+
δ

2
eiπs
)

and apply the first component of the isomorphism (2.3), (z1, z2, z3) 7→
z2−z1
z3−z1

, then we get
the path c(II,δ). The picture in C.Kassel’s book [18, p.474, Fig. 8.1] illustrating these paths
in Y3 in a qualitative manner had proved to be very inspiring for us. Note finally that the
whole picture of the six paths in the doubly punctured plane has also an obvious reflection
symmetry (the ‘antiholomorphic’ map s : z 7→ 1− z̄) with respect to the straight line x = 1

2
.

Hence, with the usual interval inversion ι of the interval [0, 1], ι(s) = 1 − s, it is easy to
see that the following holds by using the concrete formulas (2.32): s ◦ c(I,δ) ◦ ι = c(I,δ),
s ◦ c(II,δ) ◦ ι = c(VI,δ), s ◦ c(III,δ) ◦ ι = c(V,δ), and s ◦ c(IV,δ) ◦ ι = c(IV,δ).
We shall now compute the six parallel transports along the six paths. First, it is immediate

that the parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(c(I,δ))

10 coincides with the parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(cδδ)
10

of the preceding Section, see (2.11): this can be seen by using the smooth injection ]0, 1[→
C×× to pull back the connection (2.28) to the interval. Using the formulas (2.29) and
(2.30) and the fact that c(III,δ) = ζ ◦ c(I,δ) and c(V,δ) = ζ ◦ ζ ◦ c(I,δ), see (2.32) we get –upon
using (1.48)– the following formulas

Γ(B,A)W
(c(I,δ))

10 = Γ(B,A)W
(cδδ)
10

(2.21)
= eλ ln(δ)BΦδ,δ(A,B)e−λ ln(δ)A,

Γ(B,A)W
(c(III,δ))

10

(2.29)
= Γ(C̃,B)W

(cδδ)
10

(2.21)
= eλ ln(δ)C̃Φδ,δ(B, C̃)e

−λ ln(δ)B ,

Γ(B,A)W
(c(V,δ))

10

(2.30)
= Γ(A,C̃)W

(cδδ)
10

(2.21)
= eλ ln(δ)AΦδ,δ(C̃, A)e

−λ ln(δ)C̃ .

(2.33)

For the even paths we can proceed in exactly the same way: the fact that c(IV,δ) = ζ ◦ c(II,δ)
and c(VI,δ) = ζ ◦ ζ ◦ c(I,δ), see (2.32) we get –upon using (1.48)– the following formulas:

Γ(B,A)W
(c(IV,δ))

10 = Γ(C̃,B)W
c(II,δ)
10 and Γ(B,A)W

(c(VI,δ))

10 = Γ(A,C̃)W
c(II,δ)
10 , (2.34)

hence it suffices to compute Γ(B,A)W
(c(II,δ))

10 .

Lemma 21. With the above definitions and notations: the parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(c(II,δ))

10

along the path c(II,δ) with respect to the connection Γ(B,A) factorizes in the following way

Γ(B,A)W
(c(II,δ))

10 = eλiπBH(δ)(B,A) (2.35)

where the element δ 7→ H(δ)(B,A) of
(

Fun (]0, 1/4],C)⊗A
)

[[λ]] is a harmless group term,

see (1.31), (1.32), and Proposition 4.
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Proof. We compute

Γ(B,A)(c(II,δ))(s) = −iπ
δ
(
1− δ

2

)
eiπs

(
1− δ

2

)2
− δ2

4
ei2πs

A + iπ
1− δ

2

1− δ
2
+ δ

2
eiπs

B

= iπB
︸︷︷︸

=:Y0(s)

−iπδ

(
1
2
eiπs

1− δ
2
+ δ

2
eiπs

B +

(
1− δ

2

)
eiπs

(
1− δ

2

)2
− δ2

4
ei2πs

A

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Z(δ)(s)

.(2.36)

We can now apply the factorization statement iv) of Proposition 2, see (1.20): clearly, the
fundamental solution U·0(s) of the formal linear ODE dU·0/ds = λY0U·0 is simply given

by the formal exponential U·0(s) = eλiπsB, and the parallel transport Γ(B,A)W
(c(II,δ))

·0 thus
factorizes thanks to (1.20) as follows for all s ∈ [0, 1]

Γ(B,A)W
(c(II,δ))

s0 = eλiπsB H(δ)(B,A)(s)

where H(δ)(B,A)(s) is a fundamental solution for the formal linear ODE

dH(δ)(B,A)

ds
(s) = λe−λiπsBZ(δ)(s)eλiπsBH(δ)(B,A)(s) = λ

(
e−λiπsadB

(
Z(δ)(s)

))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Z̃(δ)(s)

H(δ)(B,A)(s)

with initial condition H(δ)(B,A)(0) = 1. We shall make the upper bound test (1.40) for

Z̃(δ)(s), see Lemma 7: writing Z̃(δ)(s) =
∑∞

r=0 λ
rZ̃

(δ)
r (s) we get –upon using an arbitrary

norm || || on the complex vector space A (see §1.3 for more details)– for each r ∈ N upon
setting dr0 := 1 if r = 0 and dr0 := 0 otherwise:

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣Z̃(δ)

r (s)
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣

irπrsr

r!
ad
◦r
B

(
Z(δ)(s)

)
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣

(2.36)
=

πr+1sr

r!
δ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

dr0
1
2
eiπs

1− δ
2
+ δ

2
eiπs

B +

(
1− δ

2

)
eiπs

(
1− δ

2

)2
− δ2

4
ei2πs

ad
◦r
B (A)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

6
πr+1

r!
(||B||+ 2 ||ad◦rB (A)||)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Čr

δ

where we have used |eiτ | = 1 for each real number τ , and the elementary lower bounds
∣
∣
∣
∣
1−

δ

2
+
δ

2
eiπs
∣
∣
∣
∣

> 1−
δ

2
−

∣
∣
∣
∣

δ

2
eiπs
∣
∣
∣
∣
= 1− δ >

1

2
,

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

1−
δ

2

)2

−
δ2

4
ei2πs

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

>

(

1−
δ

2

)2

−

∣
∣
∣
∣

δ2

4
ei2πs

∣
∣
∣
∣
= 1− δ >

1

2
.

for the denominators. It follows that δ 7→ H(δ)(B,A) is a harmless group term.
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We now need to put the loop cδ in a star-shaped open set U ′ of C×× because C×× is NOT
star-shaped (it is not even simply connected). Define

U ′ := C \

{
1− i

2
+ t(γ + i) ∈ C

∣
∣
∣
∣
t ∈ R, t >

1

2
, γ ∈ {−1, 1}

}

(2.37)

which is the complex plane minus two closed half-lines emanating from 0 with slope −1 and
from 1 with slope 1, both in the direction of non-negative imaginary part. Clearly, 0 and
1 do not belong to U ′ whence U ′ ⊂ C×× is an open subset. By elementary linear algebra
it is shown that every point z of the plane C lies on a straight (real) line passing through
the point q = (1− i)/2. If z does not lie on one of the two straight lines having slope 1 or
−1, it is clear by the definition of U ′ that the unique straight line passing through q and
z belongs to U ′. On the other hand, if a point of z ∈ U ′ is on one of the straight lines
with slope 1 or −1, its imaginary part is necessarily strictly negative. Clearly, the so-called
lower half plane H− (i.e. the subset of all points having strictly negative imaginary part)
belongs to U ′, contains q, and is obviously convex, i.e. the line segment joining two distinct
points z1, z2 ∈ H− is again contained in H−. It follows from the preceding discussion that
U ′ is star-shaped around q = 1−i

2
and ∀δ ∈]0, 1/4] we have cδ(s) ∈ U ′. We now have all the

necessary information to prove the following

Theorem 22 (Hexagon Equation). Let A be an arbitrary complex associative unital alge-
bra, and let A,B,C ∈ A be three elements satisfying (2.26). Then the Hexagon equation
(2.27) for the Drinfel’d associator holds.

Proof. Since the composed loop cδ, see (2.31), is contained in the star-shaped open subset
U ′, see (2.37), we can apply Corollary 14 to conclude that the parallel transport around the

loop cδ along the flat connection Γ(B,A), see (2.28), is equal to 1. Abbreviating Γ(B,A)W
(c)
10

by W
(c)
10 for any piecewise smooth path c : [0, 1] → U ′ we get

1 = W
(cδ)
10

(1.47)
= W

(c(VI,δ))

10 W
(c(V,δ))

10 W
(c(IV,δ))

10 W
(c(III,δ))

10 W
(c(II,δ))

10 W
(c(I,δ))

10

(2.34),(2.35),(2.33)
= eλiπA H(δ)(A, C̃) eλ ln(δ)A Φδ,δ(C̃, A) e

−λ ln(δ)C̃

eλiπC̃ H(δ)(C̃, B) eλ ln(δ)C̃ Φδ,δ(B, C̃) e
−λ ln(δ)B

eλiπB H(δ)(B,A) eλ ln(δ)B Φδ,δ(A,B) e−λ ln(δ)A. (2.38)

Clearly, the three singular terms δ 7→ eλ ln(δ)A, δ 7→ eλ ln(δ)B , and δ 7→ eλ ln(δ)C̃ belong to the
at most logarithmically diverging group terms, GL, see (1.32) for J =]0, 1/4]. Hence, the
following three conjugations again define harmless group terms according to statement iv.)
of Proposition 4:

H̃(δ)(A, C̃) := e−λ ln(δ)A H(δ)(A, C̃) eλ ln(δ)A,

H̃(δ)(C̃, B) := e−λ ln(δ)C̃ H(δ)(C̃, B) eλ ln(δ)C̃ ,

H̃(δ)(B,A) := e−λ ln(δ)B H(δ)(B,A) eλ ln(δ)B .
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Rewriting (2.38) by means of these harmless group terms we see that the three singular

terms mentioned above, eλ ln(δ)A, eλ ln(δ)B , and eλ ln(δ)C̃ , cancel out, and we are left with the
following identity:

1 = eλiπA H̃(δ)(A, C̃) Φδ,δ(C̃, A) e
λiπC̃ H̃(δ)(C̃, B) Φδ,δ(B, C̃) e

λiπB H̃(δ)(B,A) Φδ,δ(A,B).

Passing to the limit δ → 0 we get –thanks to the limit rules (1.28), the definition of the
Drinfel’d associator (2.23), and the fact that harmless group terms tend to 1 for δ → 0
(see statement v.) of Proposition 4)– the following equation (recall that C̃ = C − Λ)

1 = eλπiAΦ(C − Λ, A)eλπi(C−Λ)Φ(B,C − Λ)eλπiBΦ(A,B).

This equation immediately results in the Hexagon equation (2.27) thanks to the fact that
Λ commutes with A,B and C whence Φ(C −Λ, A) = Φ(C,A), Φ(B,C −Λ) = Φ(B,C) by
(2.25).

2.4 The Pentagon Equation

Let A be an arbitrary complex unital associative algebra. Let A12 = A21, A13 = A31, A14 =
A41, A23 = A32, A24 = A42, A34 = A43 ∈ A six elements satisfying the infinitesimal braid
relations (0.1b) and (0.1c). We wish to prove the Pentagon Equation for the Drinfel’d
associator, see (0.3).
The first naive observations are the following: the element A14 does not occur in the
equation, and there is an obvious symmetry by passing to the inverse and sending (1, 2, 3, 4)
to (4, 3, 2, 1) where (2.24) is used. Moreover, the right associator on the right hand side
only depends on the numbers 1, 2, 3 and the left associator on the right hand side only
depends on the numbers 2, 3, 4. Finally, the element A23 does not occur in the middle
factor on the right hand side.
We shall try to represent each side of the Pentagon Equation (0.3) by the parallel transport
along the composition of three paths, c(III,δ) ∗ (c(II,δ) ∗ c(I,δ)), for the right hand side, and
along the composition of two paths c(V,δ) ∗ c(IV,δ) for the left hand side, both having the
same initial and final points. Since the numbers 1, 2, 3, 4 occur it seems plausible to use
the open set U ⊂ R4,

U :=
{
x ∈ R4

∣
∣ x1 < x2 < x3 < x4

}
,

which can be interpreted as the space of all ordered configurations of four particles on
the real line, see [9, p. 834, line 2]. Clearly, U is a subset of the configuration space Y4.
Following Drinfel’d we shall use the pull-back of the KnZa-connection (4)ΓKnZa from Y4 to
U (with respect to the canonical injection U → Y4) which is still flat, see Theorem 18 and
Proposition 12. Since the KnZa-connections are invariant under simultaneous translations,
it is not unreasonable to assume that the first coordinate x1 of all the paths is fixed to be
0. Next, the fact that A14 does not occur in the Pentagon equation may lead us to the
ansatz that the difference x4 − x1 should remain constant; on the other hand the fact that
there are terms in the Pentagon Equation not containing 1 and not containing 4 suggests

38



that x4 should be ‘far away from x1 = 0’, hence we set x1 = 0 and x4 = 1. Define the open
full triangle

U ′ :=
{
(x2, x3) ∈ R2

∣
∣ 0 < x2 < x3 < 1

}
.

Note that U ′ is invariant under the involutive diffeomorphism

Θ : U ′ → U ′ : (x2, x3) 7→ (1− x3, 1− x2) .

Moreover, it is easy to see that U ′ is convex, i.e. that for each pair of elements (x2, x3) and
(y2, y3) the line segment s 7→

(
(1−s)x2+sy2, (1−s)x3+sy3

)
is contained in U ′. Moreover,

the point
(
1
2
, 2
3

)
is contained in U ′ whence U ′ is star-shaped around

(
1
2
, 2
3

)
.

Using the injection i : U ′ → U → Y4 : (x2, x3) 7→ (0, x2, x3, 1) we can pull back the
KnZa-connection (4)ΓKnZa to U ′. Writing (Aij) for (A12, A13, A14, A23, A24, A34) an easy
computation gives

Γ(x2, x3) := Γ
(
(Aij)

)
(x2, x3) :=

(
i∗
(
(4)ΓKnZa

))
(x2, x3)

=

(
1

x2
A12 +

1

x2 − x3
A23 +

1

x2 − 1
A24

)

dx2

+

(
1

x3
A13 −

1

x2 − x3
A23 +

1

x3 − 1
A34

)

dx3. (2.39)

Clearly, Γ is (formally) flat according to Theorem 18 and Proposition 12, but its (formal)
flatness can easily be computed directly from formula (2.39). Moreover, it is easy to
compute that

Θ∗
(
Γ
(
(Aij)

))
= Γ

(
(Aσ(i)σ(j))

)
with σ : (1, 2, 3, 4) 7→ (4, 3, 2, 1). (2.40)

Next, we would like to substantiate in terms of paths the five ‘zones’ which Drinfel’d
mentiones in his articles, see cf. [8, p.1454] or [9, p.834, line 3,4] (where the fifth zone in [9]
has been forgotten in the English translation, see the original article in Russian language,
p.154, paragraph before the Lemma, for a complete description): here certain pairs of
coordinates are ‘very close’ to each others, others are ‘medium close’ and still others are
‘far’ which is expressed in terms of inequalities using the symbol ≪: using the real number
δ ∈ ]0, 1/4] –which is meant to be sent to zero– we interpret –as a rule of thumb– ‘very
close’ as ≈ δ2, ‘medium close’ as around ≈ δ, and ‘far’ as ≈ 1. Inspired by the picture
[18, p.478, Fig.8.2.] we first use the following subdivision of the interval ]0, 1[, in which we
imagine that both x2 and x3 ‘move’ between the selected positions,

0 < δ2 < δ − δ2 < δ < 1− δ < 1− δ + δ2 < 1− δ2 < 1,

and –being fully aware of the nonuniqueness of our choice– associate the following five
points in U ′ (as part of the (x2, x3) plane) as an interpretation of the five zones (recall that
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x1 = 0 and x4 = 1):

zone 1 : ”x2 − x1 ≪ x3 − x1 ≪ x4 − x1” interpreted as (δ2, δ) =: p1,

zone 2 : ”x3 − x2 ≪ x3 − x1 ≪ x4 − x1” interpreted as (δ − δ2, δ) =: p2,

zone 3 : ”x3 − x2 ≪ x4 − x2 ≪ x4 − x1” interpreted as (1− δ, 1− δ + δ2) =: p3,

zone 4 : ”x4 − x3 ≪ x4 − x2 ≪ x4 − x1” interpreted as (1− δ, 1− δ2) =: p4,

zone 5 : ”x2 − x1 ≪ ≪ x4 − x1 and

x4 − x3 ≪ ≪ x4 − x1” interpreted as (δ2, 1− δ2) =: p5.

(2.41)
There is thus the following simple ansatz for the following five affine paths subsequently
joining the above five points by the unique line segments between them, see (1.42), where
ι : [0, 1] → [0, 1] denotes the usual interval inversion s 7→ 1− s:

c(I,δ) := cp2←p1, c(II,δ) := cp3←p2 = Θ ◦ c(II,δ) ◦ ι, c(III,δ) := cp4←p3 = Θ ◦ c(I,δ) ◦ ι,

c(IV,δ) := cp5←p1, c(V,δ) := cp4←p5 = Θ ◦ c(IV,δ) ◦ ι.

(2.42)
which can be depicted in Figure 2 describing a non-regular pentagon whose vertices are
the five ‘zone’ points (2.41) and whose edges are the images of the five affine paths (2.42).
Note that the symmetry Θ –which is a symmetry of the pentagon– is the reflection with
respect to the straight line whose equation is x3 = 1 − x2. Note furthermore that the
second path is the only path where both coordinates x2, x3 are moving, but their distance
is kept constant (inspired by the observation of the absence of A23 in the middle factor on
the right hand side of the Pentagon Equation (0.3)).
We are now going to compute the parallel transports along the five paths of (2.42) with
respect to the connection Γ, see (2.39). Thanks to (2.40), (1.46), and (1.48) it suffices to

compute the parallel transports W
(c(I,δ))

10 , W
(c(II,δ))

10 , and W
(c(IV,δ))

10 –we henceforth suppress
the symbol Γ attached to W–, the other two will be immediate from the above identities
for symmetries and reparametrizations of parallel transports.
We get the following Lemma:

Lemma 23. With the above notations, we get the following results for the five parallel
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x2

x3

δ
2 1− δδ − δ

2 1

1

1− δ
2

1− δ + δ
2

δ

c(IV,δ)

c(V,δ)

c(I,δ)

c(III,δ)

c(II,δ)

Figure 2: The paths (2.42) in the x2-x3-plane

transports for all δ ∈ J = J = ]0, 1/4]:

W
(c(I,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)A23 ψδ(A23, A12) H
(I,δ) ψδ(A12, A23)

−1 e−λ ln(δ)A12 ,

W
(c(II,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)(A24+A34) ψδ(A24 + A34, A12 + A23) H
(II,δ) ψδ(A12 + A13, A24 + A34)

−1

e−λ ln(δ)(A12+A13),

W
(c(III,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)A34 ψδ(A34, A23) H
(III,δ) ψδ(A23, A34)

−1 e−λ ln(δ)A23 ,

W
(c(IV,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ2)A34 ψδ2(A34, A13 + A23) H
(IV,δ) ψδ(A13 + A23, A34)

−1 e−λ ln(δ)(A13+A23),

W
(c(V,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24) ψδ(A23 + A24, A12) H
(V,δ) ψδ2(A12, A23 + A24)

−1 e−λ ln(δ2)A12 .

(2.43)
where the ψ-terms are defined in (2.17), see also (2.18) and (2.22), and the terms δ 7→ H(i,δ)

for i = I, II, III, IV,V are harmless group terms, see (1.31), (1.32), and Proposition 4. Note

that the appearance of δ2 in the terms W
(c(IV,δ))

10 and W
(c(V,δ))

10 is crucial for Theorem 24.

Proof. In order to compute the parallel transports we shall again use the half exponential
paths already used in §2.2, of the type (2.13). More precisely, for each of the three paths
c(I,δ), c(II,δ), c(IV,δ) –recall that the parallel transport along c(III,δ) and c(V,δ) can be computed
using the symmetry indicated in (2.42)– we choose a mid-point on the corresponding line
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segment in U ′, and we replace each affine path c(i,δ) by a composition of two exponential half
paths tracing the same line segment, c̃(i,2,δ)∗

(
č(i,1,δ)◦ι

)
where i = I, II, III, IV,V, ι : [0, 1] →

[0, 1] : s 7→ 1−s is the usual interval inversion, č(i,1,δ) joins the midpoint to the initial point,
and c̃(i,2,δ) joins the midpoint to the final point. Since c(i,δ) and c̃(i,2,δ) ∗

(
č(i,1,δ)◦ι

)
just differ

by a reparametrization they induce the same parallel transport, see (1.45), which implies

W
(c(i,δ))

10 = W
(c̃(i,2,δ))

10

(

W
(č(i,1,δ))

10

)−1

(2.44)

where the inversion fomula (1.46) has been used. Hence, we choose the following paths
(where δ̂ := δ(1− δ/2))

č(I,1,δ)(s) :=
(
δ
2
eln(2δ)s, δ

)
joining

(
δ
2
, δ
)

→ (δ2, δ) ,

c̃(I,2,δ)(s) :=
(
δ − δ

2
eln(2δ)s, δ

)
joining

(
δ
2
, δ
)

→ (δ − δ2, δ) ,

č(II,1,δ)(s) := Θ
(
c̃(II,2,δ)(s)

)
joining

(
1−δ2

2
, 1+δ2

2

)

→ (δ − δ2, δ),

c̃(II,2,δ)(s) :=
(

1− 1
2
eln(2δ̂)s

)

(1, 1) + (− δ2

2
, δ

2

2
) joining

(
1−δ2

2
, 1+δ2

2

)

→ (1− δ, 1− δ + δ2) ,

č(IV,1,δ)(s) :=
(
δ2, 1

2
eln(2δ)s

)
joining

(
δ2, 1

2

)
→ (δ2, δ),

c̃(IV,2,δ)(s) :=
(

δ2, 1− 1
2
eln(2δ

2)s
)

joining
(
δ2, 1

2

)
→ (δ2, 1− δ2) .

(2.45)
When we compute Γ(c(i,u,δ))(s) (for i = I, II, III, IV,V and u = 1, 2) we shall see further
down that we always get the following form –writing d for the paths č(i,1,δ) or c̃(i,2,δ):

Γ(d)(s) = ln(2ǫ(δ))B +
− ln(2ǫ(δ))

2e− ln(2ǫ(δ))s − 1
A

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Y0(B,A)(s,ǫ)

+
∑

16i<j64

fij(s, δ)Aij

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Z(s,δ)

, (2.46)

–which is well-known from §2.2, (2.16)– where ǫ : J → J is a monomial of δ of the form
ǫ(δ) = δℓ where ℓ is a positive integer, A,B are certain linear combinations of the algebra
elements Aij , and fij are real-valued functions of s ∈ [0, 1] and δ ∈ J := ]0, 1/4]. From the
general factorization statement (1.20) and the solution (2.17) of Lemma 19 –which lead to
associators– we have the factorization

W
(c(i,u,δ))

s0 = eλ ln(ǫ)sB ψǫ(B,A)(s)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:U
(ǫ)
s0

H
(i,u,δ)
s0 , (2.47)

where s 7→ H
(i,u,δ)
s0 is a fundamental solution to the formal linear ODE

dH
(i,u,δ)
s0

ds
= λU

(ǫ)
s0

−1
Z(s, δ) U

(ǫ)
s0 H

(i,u,δ)
s0 =: λZ̃(s, δ) H

(i,u,δ)
s0 .
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We shall show later that all these factors δ 7→ H
(i,u,δ)
10 are harmless group terms: first, we

shall prove that it suffices to show that for each 1 6 i < j 6 4 there are non-negative real
numbers Cij and βij > 0 such that

∀ s ∈ [0, 1], ∀ δ ∈ J : |fij(s, δ)| 6 Cijδ
βij . (2.48)

Indeed, we check that the preceding condition (2.48) implies the estimate of type (H),
(1.40): write ψǫ(B,A)(s) =

∑∞
r=0 ψr(s, ǫ)λ

r and its inverse ψǫ(B,A)(s)
−1 as

∑∞
r=0 ψ̂r(s, ǫ)λ

r

where of course ψ0(s, ǫ) = 1 = ψ̂0(s, ǫ). Fix a norm || || on the complex vector space A.
Since s = |s| 6 1 and for each non-negative integer r there are positive real constants Cr

and Ĉr with ||ψr(s, ǫ)|| 6 Cr and ||ψ̂r(s, ǫ)|| 6 Ĉr independent on s, ǫ thanks to Lemma 19
we get for each non-negative integer r

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣Z̃(s, δ)r

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

eλ ln(ǫ)sadB

(
∞∑

u,v=0

ψu(s, ǫ)Z(s, δ)ψ̂v(s, ǫ)λ
u+v

))

r

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

r∑

v,w=0

∑

16i<j64

fij(s, δ)
(ln(ǫ))wsw

w!
fij(s, δ) (adB)

◦w
(

ψr−v−w(s, ǫ)Aijψ̂v(s, ǫ)
)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

6

r∑

w=0

∑

16i<j64

|fij(s, δ)|
ℓw| ln(δ)|w

w!

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

r∑

v=0

(adB)
◦w
(

ψr−v−w(s, ǫ)Aijψ̂v(s, ǫ)
)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(2.48)
6

r∑

w=0

∑

16i<j64

Cijδ
βij | ln(δ)|wC ′w

(1.35)
6 C ′′r δ

βr

where the non-negative real constant C ′w (0 6 w 6 r) is an upper bound for the finite sum
over v of bounded algebra elements, 0 < βr is the minimum of all βij/2, 1 6 i < j 6 4,
coming from inequality (1.35), and the non-negative real number C ′′r is the maximum of
all appearing non-egative multiplicative upper bounds. This proves the last inequality in
(1.40) and, according to Lemma 7, the fact that each δ 7→ H

(i,u,δ)
10 is a harmless group term.

In the following we prove the criterion (2.48) for each path where the following elementary
inequality will occur quite often:

∀ s ∈ [0, 1] ∀ γ ∈ J = ]0, 1[: 1 6 e− ln(γ)s
6

1

γ
. (2.49)

Recall that the logarithms ln(2δ), ln(2δ̂), and ln
(
1− δ

2

)
are non-positive numbers.

I. An elementary computation gives the following formulas for Γ(č(I,1,δ)) and Γ(c̃(I,2,δ)) showing
that they are of the form (2.46) with ǫ = δ, with B = A12, A = A23 for the first path, and
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with B = A23, A = A12 for the second path:

Γ(č(I,1,δ))(s) = ln(2δ)A12 +
− ln(2δ)

2e− ln(2δ)s − 1
A23 + δ

(− ln(2δ))

2e− ln(2δ)s − δ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(I,1,δ)
24 (s)

A24,

Γ(c̃(I,2,δ))(s) = ln(2δ)A23 +
− ln(2δ)

2e− ln(2δ)s − 1
A12 + δ

ln(2δ)

2(1− δ)e− ln(2δ)s + δ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(I,2,δ)
24 (s)

A24.

For both denominators in the expressions for f (I,1,δ)(s) and f (I,2,δ)(s) the inequality (2.49)
gives us the obvious lower bound 2− δ > 1 (for s = 0), hence

∣
∣
∣f

(I,1,δ)
24 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 δ

(
ln(2) + | ln(δ)|

) (1.35)
6 3δ1/2,

∣
∣
∣f

(I,2,δ)
24 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 δ

(
ln(2) + | ln(δ)|

) (1.35)
6 3δ1/2,

thanks to ln(2) 6 1 and δ 6 δ1/2 for all δ ∈]0, 1]. By the criterion (2.48) the terms
δ 7→ H(I,1,δ)) and δ 7→ H(I,2,δ)) in the factorization equation (2.47) are thus harmless group
terms. The factorization equation (2.47) and (2.44) prove the first equation in (2.43) upon

setting H(I,δ)) := H(I,2,δ))
(
H(I,1,δ))

)−1
.

II: An elementary, but lengthy computation gives the following formula for Γ(c̃(II,2,δ)) show-
ing that it is of the form (2.46) with ǫ = δ, B = A24 + A34, and A = A12 + A13:

Γ(c̃(II,2,δ)) = ln(2δ) (A24 + A34) +
− ln(2δ)

2e− ln(2δ)s − 1
(A12 + A13)

+
ln
(
1− δ

2

)
− δ2 ln(2δ)e− ln(2δ̂)s

1 + δ2e− ln(2δ̂)s
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(II,2,δ)
24 (s)

A24 +
ln
(
1− δ

2

)
+ δ2 ln(2δ)e− ln(2δ̂)s

1− δ2e− ln(2δ̂)s
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(II,2,δ)
34 (s)

A34

+
ln
(
1− δ

2

)
− ln(2δ̂)2e− ln(2δ)s + ln(2δ)(2− δ2)e− ln(2δ̂)s

(

(2− δ2)e− ln(2δ̂)s − 1
)

(2e− ln(2δ)s − 1)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(II,2,δ)
12 (s)

A12

+
ln
(
1− δ

2

)
− ln(2δ̂)2e− ln(2δ)s + ln(2δ)(2 + δ2)e− ln(2δ̂)s

(

(2 + δ2)e− ln(2δ̂)s − 1
)

(2e− ln(2δ)s − 1)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(II,2,δ)
13 (s)

A13

We shall now prove the upper bound (2.48) for the four functions f
(II,2,δ)
24 , f

(II,2,δ)
34 , f

(II,2,δ)
12 ,
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and f
(II,2,δ)
13 . Note first the following elementary inequality for all 0 < δ 6 1/4

∣
∣
∣
∣
ln

(

1−
δ

2

)∣
∣
∣
∣
= − ln

(

1−
δ

2

)

6 δ. (2.50)

Indeed, for all 0 < x 6 1 we have 1
x
6

1
x2 , hence

− ln

(

1−
δ

2

)

=

∫ 1

1− δ
2

1

x
dx 6

∫ 1

1− δ
2

1

x2
dx =

δ

2− δ
6 δ.

For f
(II,2,δ)
24 and f

(II,2,δ)
34 we can bound both denominators by 1/2 from below thanks to the

lower bound 1 in (2.49). In the numerators the exponential function e− ln(2δ̂)s has an upper
bound 1

2δ̂
= 1

2δ(1− δ
2)

6
1
δ
by (2.49). Hence, both functions have the following upper bounds

(where we also use the inequality (2.50)): for all s ∈ [0, 1] and δ ∈ ]0, 1/4]






∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
24 (s)

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
34 (s)

∣
∣
∣

6 2δ + 2 ln(2δ)δ2
1

δ

(1.35)
6 8δ

1
2 ,

where the inequalities δ 6 δ
1
2 and ln(2) 6 1 have been used. It follows that the criterion

(2.48) holds for f
(II,2,δ)
24 and f

(II,2,δ)
34 .

For f
(II,2,δ)
12 and f

(II,2,δ)
13 note first that their numerators can be expressed in the following

form where we have extracted a factor 1
2
e− ln(2δ)s:

1

2
e− ln(2δ)s

(

−2 ln

(

1−
δ

2

)
(
2− eln(2δ)s

)
+ 4 ln(2δ)

(

e− ln(1− δ
2)s − 1

)

− 2g ln(2δ)δ2e− ln(1− δ
2)s
)

.

with g ∈ {−1, 1}. On the other hand, in the denominators of f
(II,2,δ)
12 and f

(II,2,δ)
13 we can

bound both left factors from below by 1
2
thanks to the lower bound 1 in (2.49), and both

right factors from below by e− ln(2δ)s. It follows that for all s ∈ [0, 1] and δ ∈ ]0, 1/4]






∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
12 (s)

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
13 (s)

∣
∣
∣

6 2

∣
∣
∣
∣
ln

(

1−
δ

2

)∣
∣
∣
∣

(
2− eln(2δ)s

)
+ 4| ln(2δ)|

(

e− ln(1− δ
2)s − 1

)

+2| ln(2δ)|δ2e− ln(1− δ
2)s

6 4δ + 4
(
ln(2) + | ln(δ)|

)(

e− ln(1− δ
2)s − 1

)

+ 4
(
ln(2) + | ln(δ)|

)
δ2.

Here we have used the inequality (2.50), the fact that eln(2δ)s > 2δ and e− ln(1− δ
2)s 6

1/(1− δ/2) 6 2 thanks to the upper bound in (2.49). Finally, we get, again by (2.49) for
γ =

(
1− δ

2

)
,

e− ln(1− δ
2)s − 1 6

1

1− δ
2

− 1 =
δ

2− δ
6 δ,
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and again by the inequality (1.35) we get the final upper bound

∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
12 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 24δ

1
2 and

∣
∣
∣f

(II,2,δ)
13 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 24δ

1
2

since ln(2) 6 1 and δ 6 δ
1
2 . It follows that the criterion (2.48) holds for f

(II,2,δ)
12 and f

(II,2,δ)
13 .

These upper bounds show that the parallel transport along the path c̃(II,2,δ) factorizes
according to (2.47):

W
(c(II,2,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)(A24+A34) ψδ(A24 + A34, A12 + A13) H
(II,2,δ), (2.51)

where δ 7→ H(II,2,δ) is a harmless term. Using (2.40) and the second equation of (2.42)

we can conclude that the parallel transport W
(č(II,1,δ))

10 is given by formula (2.51) with the
index change induced by the inversion permutation σ, see (2.40). Passing to the inverse of

W
(č(II,1,δ))

10 and using formula (2.44) we get the proof of the second equation of (2.43) upon

setting H(II,δ)) := H(II,2,δ))
(
H(II,1,δ))

)−1
.

III: Due to the symmetry c(III,δ) = Θ ◦ c(I,δ) ◦ ι we get the third formula of (2.43) by taking
the first one, applying the inversion permutation σ, see (2.40), and passing to the inverse.

IV: An elementary computation gives the following formulas for Γ(č(IV,1,δ)) and Γ(c̃(IV,2,δ))

showing that they are of the form (2.46) with ǫ = δ, with B = A13 + A23, A = A34 for the
first path, and with ǫ = δ2 (!), B = A34, A = A13 + A23 for the second path:

Γ(č(IV,1,δ))(s) = ln(2δ) (A13 + A23) +
− ln(2δ)

2e− ln(2δ)s − 1
A34 +

2 ln(2δ)δ2e− ln(2δ)s

1− 2δ2e− ln(2δ)s
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(IV,1,δ)
23 (s)

A23,

Γ(c̃(IV,2,δ))(s) = ln(2δ2)A34 +
− ln(2δ2)

2e− ln(2δ2)s − 1
(A13 + A23)

−
2 ln(2δ2)δ2e− ln(2δ2)s

(2e− ln(2δ2)s − 1) (2(1− δ2)e− ln(2δ2)s − 1)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:f
(IV,2,δ)
23 (s)

A23.

The denominator of
∣
∣
∣f

(IV,1,δ)
23 (s)

∣
∣
∣ can be bounded from below by 1/2 upon using the upper

bound in inequality (2.49) for γ = 2δ. In the numerator we get the upper bound 1
2δ

for the
exponential function, again thanks to (2.49), hence

∣
∣
∣f

(IV,1,δ)
23 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 2(ln(2) + | ln(δ)|)δ

(1.35)
6 6δ

1
2 , (2.52)

hence the criterion (2.48) holds for f
(IV,1,δ)
23 (s).

Next, the right factor in the denominator of
∣
∣
∣f

(IV,2,δ)
23 (s)

∣
∣
∣ can be bounded from below by
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1/2 upon using the lower bound in inequality (2.49) for γ = 2δ2. We can bound the left
factor in that denominator from below by e− ln(2δ2)s, hence

∣
∣
∣f

(IV,2,δ)
23 (s)

∣
∣
∣ 6 4

(
ln(2) + 2| ln(δ)|

)
δ2

(1.35)
6 12δ, (2.53)

hence the criterion (2.48) holds for f
(IV,2,δ)
23 (s). Both upper bounds (2.52) and (2.53)

prove that both parallel transports W
(č(IV,1,δ))

10 and W
(c̃(IV,2,δ))

10 factorize in the way de-
scribed in (2.47) with harmless group terms δ 7→ H(IV,1,δ) and δ 7→ H(IV,2,δ), respec-
tively. This proves the fourth parallel transport equation in (2.43) upon setting H(IV,δ)) :=

H(IV,2,δ))
(
H(IV,1,δ))

)−1
.

V: Due to the symmetry c(IV,δ) = Θ◦c(I,δ)◦ι we get the fifth formula of (2.43) by taking the
fourth one, applying the inversion permutation σ, see (2.40), and passing to the inverse.

By means of these informations we can prove the Pentagon Equation:

Theorem 24. The Pentagon Equation (0.3) for the Drinfel’d associator holds.

Proof. According to Corollary 14 we have the following equation of parallel transports
along the paths (2.42) because U ′ is star-shaped around

(
1
2
, 2
3

)
, and the two composed

paths c(V,δ) ∗ c(IV,δ) and c(III,δ) ∗
(
c(II,δ) ∗ c(I,δ)

)
are both continuous and piecewise smooth

and have the same initial point (δ2, δ) and final point (1− δ, 1− δ2):

W (c(V,δ)) W (c(IV,δ)) = W (c(III,δ)) W (c(II,δ)) W (c(I,δ)). (2.54)

In view of the length of the formulas (2.43) of the preceding Lemma 23 we define the
following abbreviations where ǫ, ǫ′ are monomials in δ (in practice δ or δ2), A,B are certain
linear combinations of the elements Aij = Aji ∈ A for 1 6 i < j 6 4, and i is an element
of {I, II, III, IV,V}:

Φǫ,ǫ′
(
A,B,H(i,δ)

)
:= ψǫ′(B,A) H

(i,δ) ψǫ(A,B)−1. (2.55)

We recall the relevant commutation relations for the elements Aij coming from the condi-
tions (2.1b) and (2.1c):

[A12, A34] = 0, (2.56)

[A12, A13 + A23] = 0 = [A12, A12 + A13 + A23] , (2.57)

[A23, A12 + A13] = 0 = [A23, A12 + A13 + A23] , (2.58)

[A23, A24 + A34] = 0 = [A23, A23 + A24 + A34] , (2.59)

[A34, A23 + A24] = 0 = [A34, A23 + A24 + A34] . (2.60)

Moreover, recall that if A ∈ A commutes with B1, . . . , BN ∈ A then the formal exponential
eλγA (γ ∈ C) commutes with any formal series whose coefficients consist of noncommutative
polynomials in B1, . . . , BN ∈ A, hence in particular

[A,B] = 0 implies eλγAeλγ
′B = eλ(γA+γ′B) = eλγ

′BeλγA. (2.61)
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As in the proof of the Hexagon Equation (2.27) we denote the conjugation LδH
(i,δ)L−1δ

of a harmless term δ 7→ H(i,δ) by an at most logarithmically divergent term δ 7→ Lδ (as
elements in

(
Fun

(
]0, 1/4],C

)
⊗A

)
[[λ]]) by H̃(i,δ). Note also that

Lδ Φǫ,ǫ′
(
A,B,H(i,δ)

)
L−1δ = Φǫ,ǫ′

(

LδAL
−1
δ , LδBL

−1
δ , H̃(i,δ)

)

. (2.62)

We compute the left hand side of (2.54) and try to ‘push’ the ‘singular terms’ of the form
eλ ln(ǫ)A (with ǫ = δ or ǫ = δ2) to the left and to the right: here (2.61) will be used:

W
(c(V,δ))

10 W
(c(IV,δ))

10 = eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24) Φδ2,δ

(
A12, A23 + A24, H

(V,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ2)A12

eλ ln(δ2)A34 Φδ,δ2
(
A13 + A23, A34, H

(IV,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)(A13+A23)

= eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24) Φδ2,δ

(
A12, A23 + A24, H

(V,δ)
)
eλ ln(δ2)A34

eλ ln(δ2)A34 Φδ,δ2
(
A13 + A23, A34, H

(IV,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)(A13+A23)

= eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24+2A34) Φδ2,δ

(

A12, A23 + A24, H̃
(V,δ)

)

Φδ,δ2

(

A13 + A23, A34, H̃
(IV,δ)

)

e−λ ln(δ)(2A12+A13+A23),

(2.63)

where the first equality follows by (2.43), the second by (2.56), and the third by (2.56),(2.60),(2.57),
(2.62),(2.61). Next, we compute the right hand side of (2.54) in a similar way:

W
(c(III,δ))

10 W
(c(II,δ))

10 W
(c(I,δ))

10

(2.43)
= eλ ln(δ)A34 Φδ,δ

(
A23, A34, H

(III,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)A23

eλ ln(δ)(A24+A34) Φδ,δ

(
A12 + A13, A24 + A34, H

(II,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)(A12+A13)

eλ ln(δ)A23 Φδ,δ

(
A12, A23, H

(I,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)A12

(2.59),(2.58)
= eλ ln(δ)A34 Φδ,δ

(
A23, A34, H

(III,δ)
)
eλ ln(δ)(A24+A23+A34)

e−λ ln(δ)2A23 Φδ,δ

(
A12 + A13, A24 + A34, H

(II,δ)
)
eλ ln(δ)2A23

e−λ ln(δ)(A12+A13+A23) Φδ,δ

(
A12, A23, H

(I,δ)
)
e−λ ln(δ)A12

(2.59),(2.60),(2.57),(2.58)(2.62)
= eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24+2A34) Φδ,δ

(

A23, A34, H̃
(III,δ)

)

Φδ,δ

(

A12 + A13, A24 + A34, H̃
(II,δ)

)

Φδ,δ

(

A12, A23, H̃
(I,δ)
)

e−λ ln(δ)(2A12+A13+A23). (2.64)

A comparison of the preceding equations (2.63) and (2.64) immediately shows that the sin-
gular terms eλ ln(δ)(A23+A24+2A34) and e−λ ln(δ)(2A12+A13+A23) cancel out in (2.54), leaving only
products of terms of type (2.55) which tend to the desired product of Drinfel’d associators
yielding the Pentagon Equation (0.3) in the limit δ → 0 thanks to the limit rules (1.28),
the definition of the Drinfel’d associator (2.23), and the fact that harmless group terms
tend to 1 for δ → 0 (see statement v.) of Proposition 4).

48



A Some Proofs of Theorems in Section 1.

A.1 Proof of Proposition 10

Proof. We compute using (1.52):

(
Θ̌∗Γ̌

)
(x′, y′) =

N ′

∑

j=1

N∑

i=1

(

Γ̌
[1]
i

(
Θ(1)(x′, y′),Θ(2)(x′, y′)

) ∂Θ
(1)
i

∂x′j
(x′, y′)dx′j

+Γ̌
[1]
i

(
Θ(1)(x′, y′),Θ(2)(x′, y′)

) ∂Θ
(1)
i

∂y′j
(x′, y′)dy′j

+Γ̌
[2]
i

(
Θ(1)(x′, y′),Θ(2)(x′, y′)

) ∂Θ
(2)
i

∂x′j
(x′, y′)dx′j

+Γ̌
[2]
i

(
Θ(1)(x′, y′),Θ(2)(x′, y′)

) ∂Θ
(2)
i

∂y′j
(x′, y′)dy′j

)

,

hence with (1.52) and (1.53) we get

(
Θ̌∗Γ̌

)
(x′, y′)

(1.49)
=

N ′

∑

j=1

N∑

i=1

Γi

(
Θ(z′)

)
(
∂Θ̌i

∂x′j
(x′, y′)dx′j +

∂Θ̌i

∂y′j
(x′, y′)dy′j

)

(1.50)
=

N ′

∑

j=1

N∑

i=1

(
Γi ◦Θ

)∨
(x′, y′)

(
∂Θi

∂z′j

)∨

(x′, y′)dz′j =

(
N ′

∑

j=1

(Θ∗Γ)j dz
′
j

)∨

(x′, y′),

which proves the Proposition.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 12

Proof. We get

∂Γ′u
∂x′v

−
∂Γ′v
∂x′u

+ λ
(

Γ′uΓ
′
v − Γ′vΓ

′
u

)

=
N∑

i=1

∂

(

(Γi ◦Θ)
∂Θi

∂x′u

)

∂x′v
−

N∑

j=1

∂

(

(Γj ◦Θ)
∂Θj

∂x′v

)

∂x′u

+λ

N∑

i,j=1

(

(Γi ◦Θ)(Γj ◦Θ)− (Γj ◦Θ)(Γi ◦Θ)
)∂Θi

∂x′u

∂Θj

∂x′v

=

N∑

i=1

(
∂2Θi

∂x′v∂x
′
u

−
∂2Θi

∂x′u∂x
′
v

)

(Γi ◦Θ)

+
N∑

i,j=1

((
∂Γi

∂xj
−
∂Γj

∂xi
+ λ
(

ΓiΓj − ΓjΓi

))

◦ Φ

)
∂Θi

∂x′u

∂Θj

∂x′v

= 0 + 0 = 0,
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thanks to the chain rule, Schwartz’s rule and to the flatness of Γ whence Γ′ is flat.

A.3 Proof of Theorem 13

Proof. Consider the smooth map Γ(F ) ∈
(

C∞(O,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]] given by

Γ(F )(s, t) :=
N∑

i=1

Γi

(
F (s, t)

)∂Fi

∂s
(s, t). (A.1)

Moreover, for each (s, t) ∈ O let W
(F )
·a (s, t) denote the parallel transport from p to F (s, t)

along the smooth path s→ F (s, t), i.e. W
(F )
·a (we suppress the symbol Γ attached to W in

this proof) satisfies the differential equation

∂W
(F )
·a

∂s
= λΓ(F )W (F )

·a . (A.2)

Since Γ and F are smooth, it follows that (s, t) 7→ W
(F )
·a is smooth, and so it is an element

of
(
C∞(O,C) ⊗ A

)
[[λ]]: indeed since W

(F )
·a is made out of iterated integrals (in the s-

direction) the claim follows from the usual rule of differentiation of integrals depending on
a parameter:

∂

∂t

∫ s

a

f(t, s′)ds′ =

∫ s

a

∂f

∂t
(t, s′)ds′.

Differentiating equation (A.2) with respect to t, and using equation (A.1), we get –upon
using the Schwartz rule that all partial derivatives commute–

∂2W
(F )
·a

∂t∂s
= λ

∂

∂t

( N∑

i=1

(
Γi ◦ F

)∂Fi

∂s
W

(F )
·a

)

= λ

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

(
∂Γi

∂xj

◦ F

)
∂Fj

∂t

∂Fi

∂s
W

(F )
·a + λ

N∑

i=1

(Γi ◦ F )
∂2Fi

∂t∂s
W

(F )
·a + λ

N∑

i=1

(Γi ◦ F )
∂Fi

∂s

∂W
(F )
·a

∂t

(1.55)
= λ

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

(
∂Γj

∂xi

◦ F

)
∂Fj

∂t

∂Fi

∂s
W

(F )
·a

− λ
2

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

(Γi ◦ F ) (Γj ◦ F )
∂Fj

∂t

∂Fi

∂s
W

(F )
·a + λ

2
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

(Γj ◦ F ) (Γi ◦ F )
∂Fj

∂t

∂Fi

∂s
W

(F )
·a

+ λ

N∑

i=1

(Γi ◦ F )
∂2Fi

∂t∂s
W

(F )
·a + λ

N∑

i=1

(Γi ◦ F )
∂Fi

∂s

∂W
(F )
·a

∂t

(A.2)
= λ

∂

∂s

(
N∑

i=1

(Γi ◦ F )
∂Fi

∂t
W

(F )
·a

)

+ λΓ(F )




∂W

(F )
·a

∂t
− λ

N∑

j=1

(Γj ◦ F )
∂Fj

∂t
W

(F )
·a



 .

Hence, setting

H :=
∂W

(F )
·a

∂t
− λ

N∑

j=1

(Γj ◦ F )
∂Fj

∂t
W (F )
·a ∈

(

C∞(O,C)⊗A
)

[[λ]],
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the preceding equation gives us the formal linear ODE

∂H

∂s
= λΓ(F )H (A.3)

with initial condition at s = a for each t ∈ O′′ with O′′ = {t ∈ R | (a, t) ∈ O}, note that
[0, 1] ⊂ O′′:

H(a, t) =
∂W

(F )
aa (t)

∂t
− λ

N∑

j=1

Γj

(
F (a, t)

)∂Fj

∂t
(a, t)W (F )

aa (t)
(1.57)
=

∂1

∂t
(t)− λ

N∑

j=1

Γj(p)
∂p

∂t
(t) = 0.

Hence the formal linear ODE (A.3) has the unique solution

H(s, t) = 0 ∀(s, t) ∈ O ⊃ [a, b]× [0, 1].

It follows by the definition of H that there is the following formal linear ODE with respect
to t:

W
(F )
·a

∂t
(s, t) = λ

N∑

j=1

Γj

(
F (s, t)

)∂Fj

∂t
(s, t)W (F )

·a (s, t),

and since there is no derivative with respect to s in this equation, we can set s = b and get

W
(F )
ba

∂t
(t) = λ

N∑

j=1

Γj

(
F (b, t)

)∂Fj

∂t
(b, t)W

(F )
ba (t)

(1.57)
= λ

N∑

j=1

Γj

(
q
)∂q

∂t
(t)W

(F )
ba (t) = 0.

It follows that the parallel transport W
(F )
ba does not depend on t, hence in particular

W
(c0)
ba =W

(F )
ba (t = 0) = W

(F )
ba (t = 1) = W

(c1)
ba .

A.4 Proof of Corollary 14

We first need the following well-known Smoothing Lemma which is a technical tool allowing
for smoothing reparametrizations: it will only be needed in the proof of Corollary 14:

Lemma 25 (Smoothing Lemma). Let a < b be real numbers, {a, b} ⊂ D ⊂ [a, b] a
finite subset whose elements are given by a0 = a < a1 < · · · < am < am+1 = b, and let
c : [a, b] → U ⊂ RN be a continuous piecewise smooth path. Then there exists a smooth map
θ : R → [a, b] such that its restriction to [a, b] is strictly monotonous and surjective (hence
has a continuous inverse on [a, b]), it induces the identity map on D, and whose higher
derivatives all vanish at the points of D. Moreover, the composition c◦θ : R → [a, b] (in the
sense of (1.5)) is an everywhere well-defined smooth map all of whose higher derivatives
(for r > 1) vanish at all points of D. For all s 6 a the map c ◦ θ takes the constant value
c(a), and for all s > b it takes the constant value c(b). In particular, for every positive ǫ
the restriction of c ◦ θ to [a− ǫ, b+ ǫ] yields a reparametrized path which is smooth.
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Proof. Let ρ : R → R be the following function, well-known from analysis and differential
geometry:

ρ(s) :=







e−1/s if s > 0,

0 if s 6 0.

It is well-known and not hard to see that ρ is C∞, has all of its higher derivatives equal to
zero at 0 and only strictly positive values for s > 0. Define the function ϑ : R → R by

ϑ(s) :=

m∑

i=0

(
ai+1 − ai

) ρ(s− ai)ρ(ai+1 − s)
∫ ai+1

ai
ρ(s′ − ai)ρ(ai+1 − s′)ds′

and θ : R → R by the primitive of ϑ:

θ(s) := a+

∫ s

a

ϑ(s′)ds′.

Then all the properties of θ follow from the fact that ai+1 − ai > 0 and that the smooth
function s 7→ ρ(s− ai)ρ(ai+1 − s) is strictly positive on ]ai, ai+1[ and zero outside ]ai, ai+1[.
Moreover, it is clear that the composition c ◦ θ is smooth on [a, b] \D as a composition of
smooth maps. By the iterated chain rule it follows that all the higher derivatives of c ◦ θ
tend to zero at the points of D since all the higher derivatives of θ go to zero at these
points whereas all the higher left-side and right-side derivatives of c remain bounded.

Proof. (of Corollary 14):
Let c : [0, 1] → U ′ ⊂ U be the continuous piecewise smooth loop with c(0) = c(1) = p
defined by the composition (c2 ◦ ι) ∗ c1 where ι : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is the interval inversion
ι(s) = 1 − s. Furthermore, let d : [0, 1] → U ′ be the affine path joining ̟ with p,
i.e. d(s) = (1−s)̟+sp. Let č : [0, 1] → U ′ be the piecewise smooth path č :=

(
d◦ι
)
∗(c∗d)

obtained by composition of piecewise smooth paths. Clearly, č is a continuous piecewise
smooth loop based at ̟. Choose a smooth reparametrization θ of the path č in the sense
of the preceding Lemma 25. Recall that θ is a smooth map R → [0, 1] with θ(s) = 0 for all
s 6 0 and θ(s) = 1 for all s > b. Thanks to (1.45) and to the fact that θ(0) = 0, θ(1) = 1
we have the following equality of parallel transports

ΓW
(č◦θ)
10 = ΓW

(č)
10 = ΓW

((d◦ι)∗(c∗d))
10

(1.47)
= ΓW

(d)
10

−1 ΓW
(c)
10

ΓW
(d)
10 . (A.4)

Next, the map F̃ : R2 → RN defined by

F̃ (s, t) = (1− t)č
(
θ(s)

)
+ tq

is clearly smooth, hence in particular continuous, whence the inverse image O := F̃−1(U ′)
is an open subset of R2 which contains the rectangle [0, 1]× [0, 1] thanks to the hypothesis
that U ′ is star-shaped around ̟ and that all the points of the loop c and hence of č are in
U ′. By compactness of [0, 1] there is a strictly positive real number ǫ such that the open
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rectangle ]−ǫ, 1+ǫ[ × ]−ǫ, 1+ǫ[ is still contained in O thanks to the Heine-Borel Theorem.
If you think that this is no longer undergraduate analysis there is the following first year
argument: if for each non-negative integer n there was tn ∈ [0, 1] such that

(
− 1

n+1
, tn
)
/∈ O

there would be subsequence (tnk
)k∈N converging to τ ∈ [0, 1] by the Bolzano-Weierstrass

Theorem. However, the limit point (0, τ) in R2 is contained in the open subset O, hence
there is a strictly positive real number δ with (0, τ) ∈ [0, 0 − δ[ × ]τ − δ, τ + δ[ ⊂ O.
But then nearby elements of the subsequence

(
− 1

nk+1
, tnk

)
would also be in O contrary to

the hypothesis. By a reasonable iteration of this argument the statement is proved. Let
F : O → U ′ ⊂ U ⊂ RN denote the restriction of F̃ to O. Then F clearly satisfies all the
hypotheses of Theorem 13: for all s ∈ ]− ǫ, 1+ ǫ[ we have F (s, 0) = č

(
θ(s)

)
=: c(0)(s) and

F (s, 1) = ̟ =: c(1)(s) (the constant loop at ̟), and of course for all t ∈ ] − ǫ, 1 + ǫ[ we
get F (0, t) = ̟ = F (1, t).
By Theorem 13 we get

ΓW
(č◦θ)
10 = ΓW

(c(1))

10 = 1

since c(1) is the constant loop whence Γ(c(1)) = 0. Thanks to equation (A.4) we get

1 = ΓW
(c)
10 =

(
ΓW

(c2)
10

)−1
ΓW

(c1)
10

which proves the statement. The case of a continuous piecewise smooth loop c3 based at
p is a particular case of the preceding statement upon choosing the constant loop c4 at p
as a second path.
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ematics. 2] Analyse. [Analysis] Dunod Université: Ouvrages de Base. [Dunod Univer-
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[20] Kolář, I., Michor, P., Slovák, J.: Natural Operations in Differential Geometry.
Springer, Berlin, 1993.

[21] Kobayashi, S., Nomizu, K.: Foundations of Differential Geometry, Vol I, Interscience
Publishers, Wiley and Sons, New York, 1963.
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