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Abstract

We compute various types of iterated integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms that are con-
structed from the Kronecker theta function. Furthermore, we relate the generating series of
Gromov-Witten invariants of elliptic curves to these iterated integrals.
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1 Introduction

The Gromov-Witten (GW) theory of elliptic curves has remained an interesting and active re-
search topic in modern enumerative geometry. Explicit formulas for the generating series of the
corresponding GW invariants in terms of Jacobi theta functions have been derived by Okounkov-
Pandharipande [OP06] and Bloch-Okounkov [BO00], and turn out to be quasi-elliptic functions
[EZ85] that are interesting in the studies of modular forms. These formulas have even since received
a lot of attention due to their concreteness and effectiveness in studying the interaction between
enumerative geometry, modular forms, and mathematical physics, see e.g., [Dij95, KZ95, Zag16].
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Recently, it is shown in [Zho23a] that these purely enumerative generating series are given by
configuration space integrals of cohomological classes constructed from sections of Poincaré bundles.
Furthermore, they admit new sum-over-partitions formulas that are much simpler than the original
ones given in [BO00, OP06].

We now review and rephrase these results briefly. For any point τ on the upper half-plane H, let

E = C/Λτ , Λτ := Z⊕Zτ (1.1)

be the corresponding elliptic curve. We fix once and for all a linear holomorphic coordinate z on
the universal cover Ẽ = C→ E and the coordinate u = e2πiz on the cover C∗ = C/2πiZ→ E. The
origin on E is taken to be the image of 0 ∈ C under the universal covering map C→ E. We also fix a
weak Torelli marking {A, B}, namely a symplectic frame for H1(E, Z). The class A is taken to be the
image of the segment connecting τ and τ + 1 under the map C→ E.

For any n ≥ 1, denote [n] := (1, 2, · · · , n) and let Conf [n](E) ⊆ En be the configuration space
of n ordered points on E. Let the linear coordinates on the n components of Ẽn, En in Ẽn × En be
w1, · · · , wn and z1, · · · , zn respectively, and q = e2πiτ .

Theorem 1.1 (=Theorem 4.1). Assume the following notation.

• Let

ωn =
θ(∑n

i=1 wi)

∏n
i=1 θ(wi)

·
∏i<j θ(zi + wi − zj − wj)θ(zi − zj)

∏i<j θ(zi + wi − zj)θ(zi − wj − zj)
·

n∧
i=1

i dzi ∧ dz̄i
2 im τ

, (1.2)

where θ(w) is the odd Jacobi theta function normalized such that (∂wθ)(0) = 1.

• Let B̂n(w) be the complete Bell polynomial in the variables Ê∗m(w), m ≥ 1 which are the Eisenstein-
Kronecker series1

Ê∗m(w) := (−1)m−1(m− 1)!

 1
wm + ∑

λ∈Λτ−{(0,0)}
(

1
(w + λ)m + (−1)m−1 1

λm ) + δm,1
−π

im τ
(w− w)

 .

• Denote Π[n]\{j} to be the set of partitions of [n] \ {j} consisting of elements of the form π =

{π1, · · · , πℓ}.

Then the regularized integral [LZ21] −
∫

En ωn satisfies

−
∫

En
ωn = ∑

j∈[n]
∑

π∈Π[n]\{j}

B̂π

|π| ,
B̂π

|π| :=
ℓ

∏
k=1

B̂|πk |(∑i∈πk
wi)

|πk|
. (1.3)

The significance of this result lies in the following. Let Fn(w1, · · · , wn; q) be the n-point function
of disconnected stationary GW invariants of the elliptic curve E [OP06]. Consider its scaled version

Tn(w1, · · · , wn; q) := θ(
n

∑
i=1

wi) ·
+∞

∏
k=1

(1− qk)−1 · Fn(w1, · · · , wn; q) . (1.4)

1A quick definition of the complete Bell polynomial in the variables x1, · · · , xm, · · · is given by Bm(x1, · · · , xm) =

m! · [tm] exp(∑∞
k=1

tk

k! xk). The quantity Ê∗m can be alternatively written as ∂m
w (ln θ) + 2Gm + δm,1

−π
im τ (w− w), where 2Gm is the

ordinary Eisenstein series defined as the summation of (m− 1)! · λ−m over λ ∈ Λτ − {(0, 0)}.

2



This quantity admits very explicit expressions in terms of the Jacobi theta function θ and turns out to
be a quasi-elliptic function, due to Okounkov-Pandharipande [OP06] and Bloch-Okounkov [BO00].
Let T̂n(w1, · · · , wn; q) be the elliptic and modular completion [EZ85] of Tn(w1, · · · , wn; q). Then one
has the following relation [Zho23a] between this enumerative-geometric quantity and the regularized
integral

T̂n(w1, · · · , wn; q) = −
∫

En
ωn . (1.5)

The results (1.3), (1.5) are proved [Zho23a, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2] in their holomorphic limit
versions, which correspond to an iterated A-cycle integral on the configuration space Conf [n](E).
The results are then promoted [Zho23a, Remark 4.13] to the present version using the machinery of
quasi-elliptic functions, and the relation between iterated A-cycle integrals and regularized integrals
established in [LZ21, Zho23a].

The main goal of this work is to offer a direct and much simpler proof of Theorem 1.1 using the
tool of regularized integrals [LZ21, LZ23, Zho23b] and properties of the Eisenstein-Kronecker forms
(reviewed in Section 2 below). In particular, this work serves as a demonstration of the usefulness
of the notion of regularized integrals which seems to have provided an ideal tool in regularizing
divergent integrals arising from 2d chiral conformal field theories (see [LZ23] for discussions on this).
In the course, we compute various types of iterated integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms which
are of independent interest in understanding the geometry of configuration spaces of elliptic curves.
We also reveal a relation between regularized integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms and Chen’s
iterated path integrals [Che77], and obtain some combinatorial results for the generating series of
{T̂n}n≥1.

Structure of the paper

In Section 2, we recall the basics of quasi-elliptic and almost-elliptic functions, including Jacobi
theta functions, Kronecker theta function, and Eisenstein-Kronecker series.

In Section 3, after a brief review on the notion of regularized integrals on configuration spaces of
elliptic curves, we compute regularized integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms and discuss their
connections to Chen’s iterated path integrals.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 based on the results obtained in Section 3. We also discuss
some combinatorial properties of the generating series of {T̂n}n≥1.
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Notation and conventions

• Let Ωp
X be the sheaf of holomorphic p forms on X and H0(X, Ωp

X) be the corresponding space
of global sections over X.
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• Let Ap,q
X (resp. Ap,q

X (⋆D)) be the space of (p, q) forms on X (resp. the space of (p, q) forms
that are smooth on X except for holomorphic poles along the effective divisor D). Let
An(X) = An

X =
⊕

p+q=n Ap,q
X , An

X(⋆D) =
⊕

p+q=n Ap,q
X (⋆D).

• The notation [tk] f represents the degree tk coefficient of the formal Laurent series f in t.

• With the map exp : C → C∗ understood, we use the additive coordinate z on C and the
multiplicative coordinate u = e2πiz on C∗ interchangeably.

• Throughout this work, when we need to keep track of the variables in a construction such as a
function fn that are taken from some finite set J or sequence K of variables with cardinality n,
we use the notation f J or fK . Correspondingly, we shall use the notation S abusively for both
the set S and its cardinality |S|.

• We denote collectively the points Pi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n and Qj, 1 ≤ j ≤ n by P, Q, respectively. Similarly
we apply the same convention to denote a collection of coordinates, e.g., z = (z1, · · · , zn).

• For notational simplicity, we shall often suppress the arguments of a function whenever they
are clear from the surrounding texts.

2 Preliminaries

We now collect a few results in the literature about the space of almost-elliptic functions, which
includes in particular the subspace A0

E(⋆D) that we are mostly interested in.
Throughout this work, constructions on the elliptic curve Eτ = C/Λτ (and on the corresponding

universal family EH → H) will be identified with their lifts to the universal cover. For example,
meromorphic functions on E are identified with those on C that are periodic/elliptic under the
translation action by Λτ .

2.1 Jacobi theta functions and Eisenstein-Kronecker series

We first recall some standard facts about Jacobi theta functions and Eisenstein series, mainly
following [EZ85, Sil09]. Define θ to be the normalized Jacobi theta function ϑ( 1

2 , 1
2 )

:

θ(z) =
ϑ( 1

2 , 1
2 )
(z)

ϑ′
( 1

2 , 1
2 )
(0)

=
ϑ( 1

2 , 1
2 )
(z)

−2πiη3 , (2.1)

where η is the Dedekind eta function. For a positive integer k, define the Eisenstein series

Gk =
1
2

e

∑
λ∈Λτ−{(0,0)}

1
λk , (2.2)

When k is odd, it is defined to be zero by convention. When k = 2, one uses the Eisenstein
summation prescription ∑e (summing over the 1 direction first then τ direction in Λτ) to deal with
the non-absolute convergence issue.
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Let ζ,℘ be the Weierstrass ζ-function and ℘-function, with ℘ = −∂zζ = −ζ ′. Hereafter the
superscript ′ indicates derivative in z. The following relation between Eisenstein series and semi-
periods is classical ∫

A
℘ dz = −η1 , η1 := 2G2 . (2.3)

One also has the following expansions (see e.g., [Sil09])

θ(z) = z ∏
λ∈Λτ−{(0,0)}

(1− z
λ
)e

z
λ +

1
2 (

z
λ )

2
= z exp(∑

k≥1
−2G2k

z2k

2k
) ,

ζ(z) =
1
z
+ ∑

λ∈Λτ−{(0,0)}
(

1
z + λ

− 1
λ
+

z
λ2 ) =

1
z
− ∑

k≥2
2G2kz2k−1 . (2.4)

For later use, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 2.1. Define
Y = − π

im τ
, A = Y(z̄− z) = 2πi

z̄− z
τ̄ − τ

. (2.5)

Introduce

η̂1 := η1 + Y ,

2Ĝk := 2Gk + δk,2Y ,

θ̂(z) := θ(z) · exp(−2π
(im z)2

im τ
) ,

Z(z) := ∂z ln θ = ζ(z)− zη1 ,

Ẑ(z) := ∂z ln θ̂ = ζ(z)− zη̂1 + Y z̄ . (2.6)

Hereafter we suppress the notation for the variable z̄ that is linearly independent of z. However,
when considering properties such as parity, a notation f (−z) stands for the quantity obtained from
replacing both z, z̄ in f by −z,−z̄.

We also recall the Eisenstein-Kronecker series [Wei76].

Definition 2.2. The Eisenstein-Kronecker series are defined to be

Em(z) =
e

∑
λ∈Λτ

1
(z + λ)m , m ≥ 1 . (2.7)

Introduce the normalized versions

E∗m(z) = (−1)m−1(m− 1)! Em(z) + (m− 1)! · 2Gm ,

Ê∗m(z) = E∗m(z) + δm,1 A(z) . (2.8)

Definition 2.2 and the relation (2.4) give

∂zEm = −mEm+1 , Em =
(−1)m−1

(m− 1)!
(ln θ)(m) , m ≥ 1 . (2.9)
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2.2 Laurent coefficients of the Kronecker theta function

Of crucial importance in this work are the Kronecker theta function Sc(z) [Wei76] or Szegö kernel,
and their Laurent coefficients which will be used to define the Eisenstein-Kronecker forms in Section
3.1 below.

Definition 2.3. Set

Sc(z) :=
θ(z + c)
θ(z)θ(c)

, Ŝc(z) := ecA(z) θ(z + c)
θ(z)θ(c)

. (2.10)

These functions are meromorphic in c. Denote their Laurent expansions in c by

Sc(z) =
1
c ∑

m≥0
cm Bm(z)

m!
, Ŝc(z) =

1
c ∑

m≥0
cm B̂m(z)

m!
. (2.11)

Remark 2.4. The quantity Sc(z) appears as the two-point function in chiral free fermions [Rai89],
and Ŝc(z) is its elliptic completion. The above Laurent coefficients enter the elliptic polylogarithms
[BL11, Section 3.5] (see also [BKT07, BKT10]), and the GW generating series of elliptic curves
[Zho23a, Section 4.3]. See [Spr19, Spr20] for a possible unified viewpoint via the Poincaré sheaf, and
[FM20, FM23] for a purely algebraic description of these real-analytic objects.

2.2.1 Ring of almost-elliptic functions

The Laurent coefficients of the Kronecker theta function Sc(z) can be computed concretely in
terms of the Eisenstein-Kronecker series Em(z), m ≥ 1 as follows. One has from (2.9) that

E1(z + c) = ∑
m≥0

∂m
z E1(z)

cm

m!
= ∑

m≥0
(−1)mm! Em+1(z)

cm

m!
,

and thus
θ(z + c)

θ(z)
= exp

(
∑

m≥0
(−1)mm! Em+1(z)

cm+1

(m + 1)!

)
. (2.12)

Combining (2.4) and (2.8), this gives

Sc(z) =
1
c

exp

(
∑

m≥1

cm

m!
E∗m(z)

)
. (2.13)

By the set partition version of the Faà di Bruno formula, one then sees that Bm(z) is the complete Bell
polynomial Bm(E∗1 , E∗2 , · · · , E∗m) in the variables E∗k , k ≥ 1. Similarly, B̂m(z) is given by the complete
Bell polynomial in the variables Ê∗k , k ≥ 1. More details regarding various expansions and formulas
for Sc(z), Ŝc(z) can be found in [Zag91] (see also [BL11, GM20, Zho23a]).

Definition 2.5. Let the notation be as above. Set

em(z) :=
Bm(z)

m!
, êm(z) :=

B̂m(z)
m!

, m ≥ 0 , (2.14)

and use the convention em(z) = 0 = êm(z) if m ≤ −1. Define the rings of quasi-elliptic and
almost-elliptic functions to be the graded polynomial rings2

F̃ = C
[
{em}m≥1

]
, F̂ = C

[
{êm}m≥1

]
, (2.15)

2The quantities {em(z)}m≥1, {êm(z)}m≥1 in fact satisfy relations such as ones induced by the Weierstrass relations. These
relation however do not play an important role in this work.
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respectively. Here for m ≥ 1, the gradings of em, êm are m and the polynomial degrees are 1.

Using (2.2), it is direct to see that the first few terms are given by

ê0(z) = 1 , ê1(z) = Ẑ(z) , ê2(z) =
1
2
(−℘(z) + Ẑ2(z)) . (2.16)

From the binomial identity, we also have

êm(z) =
m

∑
k=0

ek(z)
Am−k(z)
(m− k)!

. (2.17)

For example, from (2.6) and the automorphy

θ(z + 1) = −θ(z) , θ(z + τ) = −e−πiτe−2πizθ(z) , (2.18)

one has the quasi-ellipticity and almost-ellipticity behavior

e1(z + 1) = e1(z) , e1(z + τ) = e1(z)− 2πi ,

ê1(z + 1) = ê1(z) , ê1(z + τ) = ê1(z) . (2.19)

The generators {em(z)}m≥1, {êm(z)}m≥1 are actually quasi-Jacobi and almost-Jacobi forms of
index zero with the weight given by the grading. See [EZ85, Lib09, GM20] for more details.

We shall frequently make use of the following relation without explicit mentioning

F̂ ⊆ F̃⊗C[A] .

The map F̂→ F̃, obtained by taking the degree zero term in the polynomial expansion in A, offers an
isomorphism of these two rings. We call this map the “holomorphic limit" and denote it by limA=0;
its inverse map is called the “elliptic completion".

Remark 2.6. Since {Bm}m≥0, {B̂m}m≥0 are the complete Bell polynomials in the generators {E∗m}m≥1,
{Ê∗m}m≥1, the above rings can alternatively defined by taking the generators to be {E∗m}m≥1, {Ê∗m}m≥1,
respectively. While the latter sets are more convenient in analyzing properties relate to non-
meromorphicity (such as holomorphic anomaly [LZ23]) due to the fact that {E∗m}m≥2 are all mero-
morphic, the former sets can sometimes be more convenient for actual computations due to the
simple pole structure of them (see Lemma 2.7 below), as we shall see in Section 3.

2.2.2 Singularities and differential relations of Laurent coefficients

We recall some simple facts about the Laurent coefficients êm(z), m ≥ 1, mostly from [BL11]. For
self-containedness, we also give their short proofs.

Due to (2.19) and [Zho23a, Equation A.9] (cf. [BKT10, Proposition 1.25]), em, m ≥ 2 is smooth
at z ∈ Z, while e1 = Z has a simple pole with residue 1 at z ∈ Z. Note that since the em’s are not
almost-elliptic, these functions do not desend to functions on E.

We have the following more precise statement regarding the singularities of êm, m ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.7. Let the notation be as above.

7



i). The functions êm(z) are elliptic in z, satisfying êm(−z) = (−1)m êm(z).

ii). The function êm(z), m ≥ 1 is smooth everywhere except for a simple pole along z ∈ Λτ . More precisely,
the polar part of êm(z) at z = 0 is

1
z
(Y z̄)m−1

(m− 1)!
.

Proof. i). The ellipticity follows from that of their generating series Ŝc(z) which can be proved
directly using the automorphy of θ. The parity follows from the parity of A(z), θ(z) which
gives Ŝc(−z) = −Ŝ−c(z).

ii). The claim that êm is smooth and has at worst simple poles along z ∈ Λτ on E follows from the
fact that the generating series Ŝc(z) of the êm’s is so. The claim about its polar part follows from
the following formula for the generating series of the polar parts of all êm’s

1
z
·
(

θ(z + c)
θ(c)

ecA
)
|z=0 =

1
z
· ecY z̄ ,

where we have used the fact that z, z̄ are independent complex quantities.

We next study some differential and quadratic relations between the êm(z)’s.

Definition 2.8. Suppose ci, i ∈ [N] are constants which are not necessarily distinct. Denote a formal
sum ⊕ on the space of sequences

m = (m1, · · · , mi, · · · , mN) ∈NN .

For two sequences m ∈NN , n ∈NN , define

f̂m =
N

∏
i=1

êmi (z + ci) , f̂m⊕n = f̂m + f̂n .

For m ∈NN , define |m| = ∑N
i=1 mi. For ℓ ∈N, define

m⊖ 1 :=
N⊕

i=1

(m1, · · · , mi − 1, · · · , mN) , m⊖ ℓ := m⊖1⊖ 1 · · · ⊖ 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ times

.

Lemma 2.9. Let the notation be as above.

i). One has
∂z̄ êm(z) = Y êm−1(z) , m ≥ 1 .

ii). Suppose mi ≥ 1, i ∈ [N] and ci, i ∈ [N] are constants which are not necessarily distinct. Denote
r = (m1, · · · , mN−1) ∈NN−1. Then

Y f̂m = ∂z̄

(
∑
ℓ≥0

(−1)ℓ f̂r⊖ℓ · êmN+ℓ+1

)

= ∂z̄

(
∑

k1,··· ,kN−1

(−1)∑N−1
i=1 ki

N−1

∏
i=1

êmi−ki
(z + ci) · êmN+∑N−1

i=1 ki+1(z + cN)

)
.
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iii). Assume x ̸= y modulo Λτ , then one has

êi(x)êj(y) =
i+j

∑
b=0

(
i

∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

b
j + ℓ

))
êi+j−b(x− y)êb(y)

+
i+j

∑
a=0

(−1)i+j−a

(
i

∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

a
i− ℓ− 1

))
êi+j−a(x− y)êa(x) .

In particular, one has for m ≥ 1

ê1(x)êm(y) = ê1(x− y)êm(y) + êm+1(y) + ∑
k+ℓ=1+m

êk(x)êℓ(y− x) .

Proof. i). The first part of the claim is essentially [BL11, Equation 3.6]. It follows by comparing the
Laurent coefficients of the following identity [BL11, Lemma 6] proved by a direct computation

∂z̄(Ŝc(z)) = c∂z̄ AŜc(z) = cY Ŝc(z) . (2.20)

ii). From (i) and the product rule, we have

∂z̄ f̂r = f̂r⊖1 .

Integration by parts gives

Y f̂r êmN = f̂r · ∂z̄ êmN+1 = ∂z̄( f̂r êmN+1)− Y f̂r⊖1 êmN+1 .

Applying this identity iteratively to the part involving Y and noting that f̂r⊖ℓ = 0 for ℓ > |r|
(since êm = 0 for m < 0), we obtain the first identity. The second identity follows directly.

iii). This is part of the quadratic Arnold-type relations given in [BL11, Equation 3.7] which are
derived by using Fay’s trisecant identity. To be more precise, Fay’s trisecant identity gives

Sa(x)Sb(y) = Sa(x− y)Sa+b(y) + Sa+b(x)Sb(y− x) ,

and thus the identity for the Ŝ version. Multiplying the resulting identity throughout by
ab(a + b) and comparing the Taylor coefficients in a, b, one obtains

êi(x)êj(y) = −êi−1(x)êj(y) + ∑
k+ℓ=i+j

(
ℓ

j

)
êk(x− y)êℓ(y) + ∑

k+ℓ=i+j

(
k

i− 1

)
êk(x)êℓ(y− x) .

Iterating, one has

êi(x)êj(y) =
i

∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ ∑
a+b=i+j

((
b

j + ℓ

)
êa(x− y)êb(y) +

(
a

i− ℓ− 1

)
êa(x)êb(y− x)

)

= ∑
a+b=i+j

êa(x− y)êb(y)
i

∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

b
j + ℓ

)

+ ∑
a+b=i+j

êa(x)êb(y− x)
i

∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(

a
i− ℓ− 1

)
.

Simplifying, we obtain the desired claim.
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Remark 2.10.

i). The generating series technique also gives rise to formulas expressing ∂z êm in terms of elements
in F̂ = C

[
{êm}m≥1

]
= C

[
{Ê∗m}m≥1

]
that are parallel to (2.9). To be more explicit, from (2.12)

and (2.8), (2.9) we obtain

∂zŜc(z) = Ŝc(z) ·
(
−cY + ∑

m≥1
(−1)mEm+1cm

)

=
1
c ∑

m≥0
cm êm ·

(
∑

m≥1

cm

m!
(Ê∗m+1 −m! · 2Ĝm+1 − δm,0 A(z))

)
.

Comparing Laurent coefficients in c gives a desired relation

∂z êm(z) = ∑
a+b=m

b≥1

êa(z) ·
1
b!
(Ê∗b+1 − b! · 2Ĝb+1) . (2.21)

This lands in the ring M̂ ⊗ F̂, where M̂ = C[{Ĝk}k≥1] is the ring of almost-holomorphic
modular forms [KZ95] with the generators {Ĝk}k≥1 introduced in Definition 2.1. The ring M̂ is
isomorphic to C[Ĝ2, Ĝ4, Ĝ6] after quotienting out the relations among the generators.

ii). Setting m = 1 in Lemma 2.9 (iii) and using Definition 2.2 and (2.16), one arrives at the familiar
addition formula

(ζ(x) + ζ(y) + ζ(−x− y))2 = ℘(x) + ℘(y) + ℘(−x− y) .

3 Iterated integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms

In this part we compute iterated regularized integrals of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms and discuss
their connections to Chen’s iterated path integrals.

We first construct some differential forms in terms of the linear coordinate z on the universal
cover C of E. A holomorphic volume form on E is given by dz, and a volume form vol satisfying∫

E vol = 1 is

vol :=
i

2 im τ
dz ∧ dz̄ . (3.1)

We also denote
β =

dz− dz
τ̄ − τ

. (3.2)

Note that the cohomology class of β in H1(E, C) is the Poincaré dual of the A-cycle class in the weak
Torelli marking {A, B}.

Recall that A1
E(⋆D) is the space of 1-forms that are smooth everywhere on E except for possible

holomorphic poles along an effective divisor D on E. One can introduce a notion [FK17] (see also
[LZ21]) of holomorphic residue res∂ that acts on A1

E(⋆D). Concretely, this is given by

res∂ =
1

2πi
lim
ε→0

∫
∂Bε(D)

, (3.3)
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where Bε(D) is a disk bundle of radius ε over the divisor D. The result is independent of the choice
of the local defining equation for D and the Hermitian metric that is compatible with the complex
structure. In particular, from the description of the right hand side of (3.3) one has [LZ21, Lemma
2.2]

res∂(ω) = 0 , ∀ω ∈ A0,1
E (⋆D) . (3.4)

An analytic notion of regularized integral

−
∫

E
: A1

E(⋆D)→ C (3.5)

is introduced, extended, and further developed in [LZ21, LZ23]. It extends the ordinary notion of
integral on smooth forms and provides a nice regularization scheme that enjoys many nice properties
such as the Fubini theorem. A purely cohomological formulation of this notion is provided in
[Zho23b].

For a function f ∈ A0
E(⋆D), when no confusion might arise we adapt short-hand notation such as

−
∫

E
f := −

∫
E

f vol ,
∫

A
f :=

∫
A

f dz . (3.6)

Similarly, we write res∂, z=p( f ) for the residue res∂, z=p( f dz) of the corresponding differential f dz at
z = p, and write res∂( f ) for the summation of all local residues.

Set [n] := (1, 2, · · · , n), denote E[n] := En × En−1× · · · × E1, where Ek represents a copy of elliptic
curve equipped with the corresponding linear coordinate zk, k ∈ [n]. For a function f ∈ A0

E[n]
(⋆D),

we use the following short-hand notation for the iterated residues, iterated A-cycle integrals, and
iterated regularized integrals

res∂( f ) := res∂ dzn · · · res∂ dz2 res∂ ( f dz1) , (3.7)∫
Aσ([n])

f :=
∫

Aσ(n)

dzσ(n) · · ·
∫

Aσ(2)

dzσ(2)

∫
Aσ(1)

f dzσ(1) ,

−
∫

Eσ([n])

f := −
∫

Eσ(n)

volσ(n) · · · −
∫

Eσ(2)

volσ(2)−
∫

Eσ(1)

f volσ(1) , σ ∈ S([n]) .

Here the integration domain Aσ([n]) is constructed such that it avoids the singularities of f , with

Ai = {εiτ + τ + t | t ∈ [0, 1]} , εσ(n) < · · · < εσ(2) < εσ(1)

for sufficiently small positive real numbers εi, i ∈ [n]. The integration domain in −
∫

Eσ([n])
can also be

constructed explicitly [LZ21, Section 4.3]. Note that unlike the iterated residues and iterated A-cycle
integrals, the iterated regularized integral in (3.7) is independent of the ordering of the iteration
[LZ21] and is therefore simply called the regularized integral.

3.1 Eisenstein-Kronecker forms

Since by Lemma 2.7 one has êm(z) ∈ A0
E(⋆0), one can then consider their holomorphic residues

and regularized integrals, as defined in [LZ21] and further developed in [LZ23, Zho23b].
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We first establish the following simple result which indicates that the set of generators {êm(z)}m≥1,
which have at worst simple poles, is an ideal one (in contrast to e.g., {Ê∗m(z)}m≥1) for exact computa-
tions.

Definition 3.1. Let the notation and conventions be as above. Consider the following subvector
space of F̂ = C

[
{êm(z)}m≥1

]
consisting of the linear span of degree 0 and 1 elements

V =
⊕
m≥0

C êm(z) . (3.8)

We call Vdz,Vvol the space of Eisenstein-Kronecker forms.

Lemma 3.2. Let the notation be as above. Then one has

res∂ (êm(z)dz) = δm,1 , −
∫

E
êm(z)vol = δm,0 .

Proof. We prove the statements by computing the holomorphic residue res∂ and regularized integral
−
∫

E of the generating series Ŝc(z) of êm(z), m ≥ 0. The stament on the holomorphic residue follows
from Lemma 2.7. For the regularized integral, from (2.20) we have

∂̄(Ŝc(z)dz) = c · 2πiβ ∧ Ŝc(z)dz = −c · 2πiŜc(z)dz ∧ ψ = −c · 2πiŜc(z)vol ,

and thus
−
∫

E
Ŝc(z)vol = − 1

2πic
−
∫

E
∂̄(Ŝc(z)dz) .

According to the Cauchy integral formula [LZ21] for the regularized integral (see also [Zho23b,
Section 2.2.2] for a review), this gives

−
∫

E
Ŝc(z)vol =

1
c

res∂ (Ŝc(z)dz) =
1
c

res∂ (
1
z

ecAdz) .

The desired result then follows from the fact

res∂ (
z̄k

zn dz) = 0 , k ≥ 1 , (3.9)

proved using (3.3).

Remark 3.3. Note that a smooth function with holomorphic poles can be even under the action
(z, z̄) 7→ (−z,−z̄) and have a simple pole at z = 0. For example, from (2.16) and (2.4), one can see
that locally near z = 0 one has

ê2
1(z) = Ẑ2(z) =

1
z2 + 2Y

z̄
z
+ · · · , ê2(z) =

1
2
· (2Y

z̄
z
+ · · · ) .

Both of them have trivial holomorphic residues under res∂.
In fact, according to (3.9), as long as the holomorphic residue operation res∂ is concerned,

monomials in the êm(z)’s behave as if they were ordinary meromorphic functions. In particular, from
Lemma 2.7 and (2.4) we have

res∂ (êN
m dz) = 0 , m ≥ 2 , res∂ (êN

1 dz) = ∑
(k1,··· ,kN)

∑N
i=1(2ki−1)=−1

N

∏
i=1

(−2Ĝ2ki
) , (3.10)

where we have set the convention −2G0 = −1.
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We shall also study iterated residues and iterated regularized integrals of almost-elliptic functions
of the following type.

Definition 3.4. Let the notation be as above. Fix a set of generic values ck,ℓ, k, ℓ ∈ [n]. Consider the
smooth hypersurface arrangement D in E[n] given by (the image under the quotient C[n] → E[n])

D =
⋃

k,ℓ∈[n]
k ̸=ℓ

{sk,ℓ = 0} , sk,ℓ := ck,ℓ + zk − zℓ . (3.11)

We also regard sk,l as defining a morphism E[n] → E. Define the following spaces

FD =
⊗

k,ℓ∈[n]
s∗k,ℓF̂ , VD =

⊗
k∈[n]

⊕
ℓ∈[n]

s∗k,ℓV

 , V◦D =
⊗

k∈[n]
s∗k,k+1V , (3.12)

with the conventions k ̸= ℓ, zn+1 = z1, cn,n+1 = cn,1. In this work we call the latter two spaces of
Eisenstein-Kronecker forms associated to D ⊆ E[n], with convention (3.7) understood.

One has the following bases of the vector spaces FD,VD,V◦D given in Table 1.

Table 1: Bases for the vector spaces FD,VD,V◦D .

vector space basis: k, ℓ ∈ [n] , k ̸= ℓ

FD ∏n
k=1 ∏n

ℓ=1 êrk,ℓ
mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ), rk,ℓ ≥ 0

VD ∏n
k=1 ∏n

ℓ=1 êrk,ℓ
mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ), rk,ℓ ∈ {0, 1} , ∑n

ℓ=1 rk,ℓ ≤ 1

V◦D ∏n
k=1 êrk,k+1

mk,k+1(sk,k+1), rk,ℓ ∈ {0, 1}

Many constructions and results regarding these spaces are most easily formulated and visualized
by the so-called indicating graphs which we now introduce.

Definition 3.5. For any monomial f = ∏n
k,ℓ=1 êrk,ℓ

mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ) ∈ FD, its indicating graph Γ( f ) is defined to
be the following graph:

• it has n vertices labelled by k ∈ [n],

• for each factor êrk,ℓ
mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ) with k ̸= ℓ, assign rk,ℓ oriented edges starting at k and ending at ℓ if

mk,ℓ ≥ 1, and no edges if mk,ℓ = 0. See Figure 1 below for an illustration.

For each vertex k, let vk,in, vk,out be the inner and outer valencies at k. Since each edge contributes
one inner valency and one outer valency, we have

n

∑
k=1

vk,in =
n

∑
k=1

vk,out . (3.13)

The geometric data of the monomial f is conveniently encoded in the indicating graph Γ( f ). For
example:
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Figure 1: Indicating graphs that are chain, loop, tree, respectively. Here the labellings of the vertices are omitted.

• the number of edges, given by δmk,ℓ≥1 · rk,ℓ, corresponds to the degree of the monomial êrk,ℓ
mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ).

This is also the multiplicity of the irreducible component (sk,ℓ = 0) of the polar divisor of
êrk,ℓ

mk,ℓ(sk,ℓ). In particular,
⊗

k,ℓ∈[n] s∗k,ℓV is the subspace of FD that consists of elements whose
corresponding polar divisors are reduced. This space is of great interest in that it underlies a
model for the cohomology of E[n] −D, as shown in [BL11].

• the outer valency at the vertex k is given by vℓ,out = ∑k ̸=ℓ δmk,ℓ≥1rk,ℓ. In particular,

f ∈ VD ⇒ vℓ,out ≤ 1 for ℓ ∈ [n] . (3.14)

• decomposition of Γ( f ) into connected components corresponds to factorization of f and thus
also those of the operations res∂,−

∫
E[n]

on f . In particular, the existence of a trivial connected

component (i.e., one with only one vertex b and no edges) represents the fact that f is
independent of zb and thus the −

∫
Eb

part in −
∫

E[n]
gives the identity operator.3

3.2 Iterated residues and iterated regularized integrals

We next study iterated residues and regularized integrals for elements in VD. The more general
case FD will not be discussed here since the combinatorics is more involved (and can be described
using rooted labelled forests as exhibited in [LZ23]).

3.2.1 Reduction from VD to V◦D

We first have the following simple fact based on combinatorial properties of the indicating graphs.

Lemma 3.6. Let the notation be as above.

i.) Let the notation be as above. Let f = ∏n
k=1 ∏n

ℓ=1 êrkℓ
mkℓ(skℓ) ∈ FD. If there exists some vertex b in Γ( f )

such that
vb,in + vb,out = 1 ,

then −
∫

E[n]
f = 0.

ii.) Let f = ∏n
k=1 ∏n

ℓ=1 êrkℓ
mkℓ(skℓ) ∈ VD. Then

−
∫

E[n]

f ̸= 0

3Thanks to the fact that iterated regularized integral −
∫

E[n]
f is independent of the ordering for the iteration [LZ21].
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only if any connected component of the indicating graph Γ( f ) is trivial (i.e., has no edges) or a loop.

Proof. i.) Denote the other vertex of the unique edge at b by c, then the function f must have the
form

f = êm(sbc)g or êm(scb)g ,

for some m ≥ 1 and function g that is independent of zb. Applying Lemma 3.2 we see that

−
∫

Eb

f volb = 0 .

This gives the desired claim.

ii.) By the factorization property of the iterated regularized integration, one can assume that Γ( f )
is already connected. There is nothing to prove if it has no edges. Otherwise, from (3.13) and
(3.14) we have

n

∑
k=1

(vk,in + vk,out) = 2
n

∑
k=1

vk,out ≤ 2n .

If there exists a vertex, say a, with
va,in + va,out > 2 ,

then there must exist another vertex b such that

vb,in + vb,out ≤ 1 .

Since Γ( f ) is connected, one can not have vb,in + vb,out = 0. Thus vb,in + vb,out = 1 and by (i) the
regularized integral −

∫
E[n]

f is zero. Therefore, −
∫

E[n]
f is nonzero only if

va,in + va,out = 2 , a ∈ [n] .

This also tells that the number of edges is 2n/2 = n. It is now easy to see (for example by
computing the Euler characteristic in two ways) that Γ( f ) is a loop.

Lemma 3.6 allows to reduce the study of regularized integral for elements in VD to that for
elements in V◦D. However, this simplification does not apply directly to iterated residues since the
latter depend on the ordering of iteration.

3.2.2 Evaluation of iterated residues and iterated regularized integrals

For later simplification, we introduce the following short-hand notation.

Definition 3.7. Let the notation be as above. Define

êm =
n

∏
k=1

êmk (sk,k+1) , m = (m1, m2, · · · , mn) ∈Nn .

Then
V◦D =

⊕
m∈Nn

C êm . (3.15)

The number of nonzero entries in the sequence m is called the length and denoted by ℓ(m), while
the quantity |m| := ∑m

k=1 mk is called the size of m. They correspond to the degree and grading of
êm ∈ FD, respectively.
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Following the methods developed in [LZ21, LZ23], we prove the following results.

Proposition 3.8. Let the notation and conventions be as above. Let n ≥ 2 and z0 be a constant. Define

ξchain =
n−1

∏
k=1

êmk (sk,k+1) · êmn(zn − z0) , ξloop = êm .

i). One has

res∂ (ξchain · ∧n
k=1dzk) =

n

∏
k=1

δmk ,1 , res∂ (ξloop · ∧n
k=1dzk) = 0 .

ii). One has

−
∫

E[n]

ξchain · ∧n
k=1volk =

n

∏
k=1

δmk ,0 ,

−
∫

E[n]

ξloop · ∧n
k=1volk = ê|m|(

n

∑
k=1

sk,k+1) ·
(

n

∏
k=1

δmk ,0 −
n

∏
k=1

(δmk ,0 − 1)

)
.

The nomenclature of ξchain, ξloop originates from the types of the indicating graphs as shown in
Figure 1.

Proof. i). The first relation follows by direct computations using Lemma 3.2.

For the second relation, consider Cm = res∂ (êm · ∧n
k=1dzk). From Lemma 3.2 and the expression

for tk,l given in Definition (3.4), we see that

res∂ (êm1(s12)êmn(sn1)dz1) = δm1,1 · êmn(sn1)|s12=0 + (−1)mn δmn ,1 · êm1(s12)|sn1=0

= δm1,1 · êmn(sn1 + s12)− δmn ,1 · êm1(sn1 + s12) . (3.16)

Then using (3.16) we have the recursion

C(m1,m2,··· ,mn) = δm1,1C(m2,··· ,mn−1,mn) − δmn ,1C(m2,··· ,mn−1,m1)
.

The values for the initial case n = 2 are

C(m1,m2)
= res∂ dz2

(
δm1,1 · êmn(sn1 + s12)− δmn ,1 · êm1(s21 + s12)

)
= 0 ,

since s21 + s12 is a constant independent of z2. Iterating, one proves the desired claim.

ii). The first relation follows from Lemma 3.6.

For the second relation, using Lemma 2.7 (i), Lemma 2.9 (ii), and the Cauchy integral formula
[LZ21] for the regularized integral as in Lemma 3.2, we have

−
∫

E1

êm1(s12)êmn(sn1)vol1 = (−1)mn−
∫

E1

êm1(s12)êmn(−sn1)vol1

= (−1)mn · −1
2πi
−
∫

E1

∂̄

(
m1

∑
k=0

(−1)k êm1−k(s12)êmn+1+k(−sn1)dz

)

= (−1)mn res∂

(
m1

∑
k=0

(−1)k êm1−k(s12)êmn+1+k(−sn1)dz

)

= −res∂

(
m1

∑
k=0

êm1−k(s12)êmn+1+k(sn1)dz1

)
.
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Using (3.16), this gives

−
∫

E1

êm1(s12)êmn(sn1)vol1 = −δm1≥1 · êmn+m1(sn1 + s12) + δmn ,0 · êmn+m1(sn1 + s12) . (3.17)

Now set
Cm =

1
ê|m|(∑

n
k=1 sk,k+1)

−
∫

E[n]

êm · ∧n
k=1volk .

Then using (3.17) one has the recursion

C(m1,m2,··· ,mn) = (δmn ,0 − δm1≥1)C(m2,··· ,mn+m1)
,

with the values for the initial case n = 2 determined from

−
∫

E[2]

êm · ∧2
k=1volk = −

∫
E2

(δm2,0− δm1≥1)êm2+m1(s21 + s12)vol2 = (δm2,0− δm1≥1)êm2+m1(s21 + s12) .

If mn = 0, then ξloop reduces to the chain type one ξchain discussed above and the result is
∏n−1

k=1 δmk ,0. Otherwise, we have

Cm =
n−1

∏
k=1

(−δmk≥1) =
n−1

∏
k=1

(δmk ,0 − 1) .

Combining these results and noting that ê0(z) = 1, this proves the desired claim.

Remark 3.9. i). Strictly speaking, partial regularized integration such as the one in (3.17) does
not preserve the space FD: for example the polar divisor sn1 + s12 = 0 does not necessarily lie
in D. Thus one needs to enlarge the divisor D so that it includes all divisors defined by any
linear combination of the sij’s. This does not cause trouble since all existing results apply to the
enlarged divisor straightforwardly.

ii). The relation (3.17) can be alternatively derived by reducing an iterated regularized integral of
loop type to one of chain type as follows. From Lemma 2.9 (iii), we see that4

êm1(s12)êmn(sn1) = (−1)mn êm1+mn(sn1 + s12)δmn ,0 − êm1+mn(sn1 + s12)

+
m1+mn

∑
b=1

(−1)mn−bC+(m1; mn, b)êm1+mn−b(sn1 + s12)êb(sn1)

+(−1)mn
m1+mn

∑
a=1

C−(m1; mn, a)êm1+mn−a(sn1 + s12)êa(s12) ,

where C+, C− are some combinatorial constants. The second and third lines on the right hand
side above give rise to a linear combination of forms, each of which factorizes into

non-constant form of chain type× form of loop type .

The resulting regularized integral is then zero due to the factorization of integrals and the
vanishing result on chain type forms. The regularized integral of the first line gives (3.17) as
desired.

4The same identity here can also be used to find the residue of the differential, but now one picks up the ê1 terms instead
of ê0 terms due to Lemma 3.2.

17



In the calculations in Proposition 3.8, we need to use the iterated residue formula [LZ23] for the
iterated regularized integral. This requires computing the ∂̄-primitive5 of the integrand lying in the
space VD. Here we have done this using Lemma 2.9 (ii) under the generators {êm}m≥1 for the ring F̂.
One can alternatively use the set of generators {Ê∗m}m≥1, as is done in studying properties related to
non-meromorphicity (such as holomorphic anomaly in [LZ23]) in which the addition formula for
the only non-holomorphic generator Ê∗1 plays the role of Lemma 2.9 (iii) here. The combinatorics
involved in finding the ∂̄-primitive for these two sets of generators are essentially the same, as
exhibited in Lemma 2.9 (ii). However, for the latter set {Ê∗m}m≥1, monomials in generators can have
much more complicated residues due to the higher order pole structure present in the generators.

One encounters the same difficulty when considering iterated residues and iterated regularized
integrals of elements in FD.

We demonstrate this through the following example.

Example 3.10. Consider f = êr
1(z), r ≥ 1. Using the ∂̄-primitive of integrands provided in Lemma

2.9 (ii), one has

−
∫

E
êr

1(z)vol = res∂

(
∑
ℓ≥0

(−1)ℓ êr−1−ℓ
1 (z)êℓ+2(z)dz

)
.

This is not convenient for actual computations. We instead use the alternative ∂̄-primitive as in
[LZ23]

∂̄

(
1

r + 1
êr+1

1 (z)dz
)
= ∂̄ê1(z) ∧ êr

1(z)dz = 2πidz̄ ∧ êr
1(z)dz = −2πiêr

1(z)vol

to obtain

−
∫

E
êr

1(z)vol = res∂

(
1

r + 1
êr+1

1 (z)dz
)

.

Combining (3.10), this then leads to a formula for the desired regularized integral. The result is zero
when r is odd, as it should be the case by the parity reason explained in Remark 3.3.

△

3.3 Iterated A-cycle integrals and Chen’s iterated path integrals

We now discuss iterated A-cycle integrals for elements in VD and their relations to Chen’s iterated
path integrals [Che77].

3.3.1 Relation between iterated A-cycle integrals and iterated regularized integrals

We first recall a few results obtained in [LZ21, LZ23, Zho23a] on the relation between iterated
A-cycle integrals and iterated regularized integrals.

First, by the same reasoning in [Zho23a, Lemma 4.12], when acting on elements in VD, one has
from the simple pole structure that

limA=0−
∫

E[n]

=
1
n! ∑

σ∈S([n])

∫
Aσ([n])

. (3.18)

5The result for the regularized integral is independent of the choice of the primitive by the global residue theorem, as can
be seen from the residue formula for the regularized integral.
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Hence −
∫

E[n]
can be obtained as the elliptic completion of iterated A-cycle integrals averaged over the

orderings.
Conversely, denote

Ri
0 =

∫
A

dzi , Ri
j = reszi=zj dzi , (3.19)

Let R be the vector space consisting of the operators Ri
0, i ∈ [N], and Lie(R) be the corresponding

free Lie algebra, satisfying
[Ri

0, Rj
0] = Rj

0Ri
j . (3.20)

By the Poincaré-Birkhoof-Witt theorem, one has

T⊗R ∼= U (Lie(R)) ∼= Sym⊗Lie(R) . (3.21)

This tells that [LZ21] an iterated A-cycle integral can be expressed in terms of averaged iterated
A-cycle integrals of residues. Applying (3.18), it can in turn be expressed in terms of holomorphic
limits of iterated regularized integrals of residues.

3.3.2 Chen’s iterated path integrals and KZB connection

Following [CEE09], let t1,n be the graded Lie algebra with generators xi, yi, i ∈ [n] of degree 1 and
tij, i ̸= j ∈ [n], subject to the relations

tij = tji , [tij, tik + tjk] = 0 , [tij, tkℓ] = 0 ,

[xi, yj] = tij , [xi, xj] = [yi, yj] = 0 , [xi, yi] = −∑k ̸=i tik ,

[xi, tjk] = [yi, tjk] = 0 , [xi + xj, tij] = [yi + yj, tij] = 0 ,

where i, j, k, ℓ are distinct. The elements ∑n
i=1 xi, ∑n

i=1 yi lie in the center of t1,n and one denotes by
t̄1,n the quotient of t1,n by the subspace generated by them.

Denote adx = [x,−] ∈ Der(t1,n). The Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard (KZB) connection is
given [CEE09] by ∇ = d−ωKZB, with

ωKZB =
n

∑
i=1

dzi ⊗
(
−yi + ∑

j ̸=i
(Sc(zij)−

1
c
)|c=adxi

(tij)

)
, zij := zi − zj

= −
n

∑
i=1

dzi ⊗
n

∑
i=1

yi +
n

∑
i=1

dzi ⊗
(

∑
j ̸=i

cSc(zij)|c=adxi
(yj)

)
∈ A1(Confn(E))⊗ t1,n . (3.22)

This gives a flat connection on the principal bundle P1,n on Confn(E) whose Lie algebra is t1,n.
In fact, one has dωKZB = ωKZB ∧ ωKZB = 0. This connection descends to flat connections on the
principal bundle P1,n → Confn(E) and P1,n → Confn(E)/E ∼= Confn−1(E⋆), see [CEE09].

Chen’s π1 de Rham theorem tells that homotopy invariant integrals on the path spaces of E and
E⋆ are given by holonomies under the above connections, that is, by iterated path integrals of the
corresponding connections. See [Che77, LR07, BL11] for more details on this.

For simplicity, we consider the fiber Fn of the relative configuration space Confn+1(E)→ Confn(E)
which is isomorphic to E− {n points}. Let zn+1 be the coordinate along the fiber, and zj, j ∈ [n]
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coordinates on the base. The KZB connection then induces [CEE09] a connection d− ωFn over a
bundle PFn on the fiber space Fn, with

ωFn = −dzn+1 ⊗
n+1

∑
i=1

yi + dzn+1 ⊗
n

∑
j=1

cSc(zn+1 − zj)|c=adxn+1
(yj)

= −dzn+1 ⊗
n+1

∑
i=1

yi + dzn+1 ⊗ cSc(zn+1))|c=adxn+1
(

n+1

∑
i=1

yi)

−dzn+1 ⊗ cSc(zn+1)|c=adxn+1
yn+1 + dzn+1 ⊗

n

∑
j=1

(cSc(zn+1 − zj)− cSc(zn+1))|c=adxn+1
(yj) .

Applying the gauge transformation eAxn+1 changes ωFn to

ω̂Fn = 2πiβn+1 ⊗ xn+1 + eA adxn+1 ωFn (3.23)

= −dzn+1 ⊗ eAadxn+1 (
n+1

∑
i=1

yj) + 2πiβn+1 ⊗ xn+1 + dzn+1 ⊗
n

∑
j=1

cŜc(zn+1 − zj)|c=adxn+1
(yj) .

Note the induced flat connection valued in t̄1,n is exactly the one given in [BL11].
Consider now Chen’s iterated path integrals of ω̂Fn which then give rise to homotopy invariant

integrals of the path space of Fn. Recall that for a piecewise smooth path γ : [0, 1]→ M and 1-forms
ωk, k = 1, 2, · · · , N, the iterated path integral is defined by [Che77]∫

γ
ωN · · ·ω1 :=

∫
0≤t1≤t2≤···≤tN≤1

γ∗ωN(tN) · · · γ∗ω1(t1) . (3.24)

We now take M = Fn and ωk = ω̂Fn , k = 1, 2, · · · , N. This leads to∫
γ

ω̂Fn · · · ω̂Fn =
∫

0≤t1≤t2≤···≤tN≤1
γ∗ω̂Fn(tN) · · · γ∗ω̂Fn(t1) ∈ FNU (t̄1,n) , (3.25)

where F• is the increasing filtration on U (t̄1,n) defined by the length of words. Using (3.23) and
Definition 2.3, we write

γ∗ω̂Fn(t) = 2πiβ(t)⊗ xn+1 +
n

∑
j=1

∑
m≥0

êm(t− zj)dt⊗ adm
xn+1

(yj) ∈ A1(Fn)⊗ t̄1,n .

The iterated path integral (3.25) then gets simplified into∫
γ

ω̂Fn · · · ω̂Fn = ∑
mk≥0

∑
jk≥0

∫
γ

N

∏
k=1

êmk (tk − zjk )dtk
⊗
⊗N

k=1admk
xn+1(yjk ) ∈ U (t̄1,n) , (3.26)

where we have used the convention that êmk (tk − zjk )dt = δmk ,02πiβ, admk
xn+1(yjk ) = δmk ,0xn+1 if jk = 0.

It follows from Chen’s π1 de Rham theorem that the coefficients of various words in the expansion
(3.26) are homotopy invariant in γ.

We have the following result regarding these coefficients.

Lemma 3.11. Let the notation be as above. Take γ to be a (non-unique) A-cycle class on E avoiding the
pole divisor of ω̂Fn and consider the image of

∫
γ ω̂Fn · · · ω̂Fn in grN

F U (t̄1,n). Then the coefficient of the image

of ⊗N
k=1admk

xn+1(yjk ) is given by the iterated A-cycle integral
∫

A[N]
∏N

k=1 êmk (tk − zjk )dtk. Furthermore, the
result is independent of the ordering in the iterated A-cycle integral, that is,∫

A[N]

N

∏
k=1

êmk (tk − zjk )dtk =
∫

Aσ([N])

N

∏
k=1

êmk (tk − zjk )dtk , σ ∈ S[N] .
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Proof. A cycle γ on E avoiding the pole divisor of ω̂Fn gives rise to a cycle on Fn. According to (3.26),
if we take the path γ be the A-cycle, integrals involving jk = 0 terms are eliminated since γ∗β = 0.

Let us focus on the image of
∫

γ ω̂Fn · · · ω̂Fn in grN
F U (t̄1,n), we can pretend that XY = YX for

X, Y ∈ t̄1,n since XY − YX = 0 ∈ grN
F U (t̄1,n). The coefficient of the image of ⊗N

k=1admk
xn+1(yjk ) in

grN
F U (t̄1,n) then becomes

∑
σ∈SN

∫
0≤t1≤t2≤···≤tN≤1

N

∏
k=1

êmσ(k)(tk − zjσ(k))dtk

=
∫
[0,1]N

N

∏
k=1

êmk (tk − zjk )dtk

=
∫

A[N]

N

∏
k=1

êmk (tk − zjk )dtk .

That the result is independent of the ordering of integration in
∫

A[N]
follows from (3.20) and (3.2).

Applying the discussions in Section 3.3.1, the iterated A-cycle integrals in Lemma 3.11 above can
be further expressed in terms of iterated regularized integrals computed in Section 3.2.

We can also take the path γ to be the B-cycle, the same discussions lead to iterated B-cycle
integrals. They are related to iterated A-cycle integrals in a nice way. Indeed, by the reciprocity law
applied to êm(z)dz, dz, one has (using Lemma 3.2)∫

B
êm(z)dz = τ

∫
A

êm(z)dz + res∂(zêm(z)dz) = τ
∫

A
êm(z)dz .

It might be interesting to find the image in gr•F U (t̄1,n) besides the top component above. It
would also be interesting to find realizations of more general iterated A-cycle integrals considered
in Section 3.2 in terms of Chen’s iterated path integrals, up to a reparametrization of the form
tk 7→ tk + zk, k ∈ [N]. This would then imply the GW generating series of elliptic curves, discussed
in Section 4 below, are in fact linear combinations of Chen’s iterated path integrals.

4 Gromov-Witten generating series of elliptic curves

4.1 Proof of the main Theorem

Using the notation and conventions in earlier sections (e.g., Definition 2.5, Convention (3.7)),
Theorem 1.1 is recalled as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let

ϖn =
θ(∑n

i=1 wi)

∏n
i=1 θ(wi)

·
∏i<j θ(zi + wi − zj − wj)θ(zi − zj)

∏i<j θ(zi + wi − zj)θ(zi − wj − zj)
. (4.1)

Then the regularized integral −
∫

E[n]
ϖn satisfies

−
∫

E[n]

ϖn = ∑
j∈[n]

∑
π∈Π[n]\{j}

ℓ

∏
k=1

(|πk| − 1)! · ê|πk |( ∑
i∈πk

wi) . (4.2)

21



From (2.18), one can check that the function ϖn is indeed elliptic in both zi, wi, where the zi’s
are regarded as variables on E[n], while the wi’s as nonzero parameters. As before we use the
additive coordinates zi, wi and the corresponding multiplicative coordinates ui = e2πiwi , vi = e2πizi

interchangeably.
Denote the zero and polar divisor of ϖn by D0,D∞ respectively. For generic values of the param-

eters wi’s, the divisor D∞ is a smooth hypersurface arrangement divisor (in fact a simple normal
crossing divisor). In particular, this fits in the setting of cohomological regularized integral in
[Zho23b].

In what follows, we shall evaluate −
∫

E[n]
ϖn using the results established in Section 3. To reduce

the difficulty caused by the complexity of the polar divisor D∞, we first need to split ϖn into a sum
of forms with simpler polar divisors in a way similar to the one provided by Lemma 2.9 (iii). This is
possible thanks to the following version of Fay’s multi-secant identity.

Lemma 4.2. Let the notation be as above. Then one has

ϖn = det


0 1 · · · 1

−1 θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

vn
)

...
... θ̂′

θ̂
( uivi

vj
)

...

−1 θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

vn
)

 . (4.3)

Proof. The Frobenius-Stickelberger formula/Fay’s multi-secant identity gives (see e.g., [Zho23a,
Lemma 3.3])

ϖn = det


0 1 · · · 1
−1 θ′

θ (
u1v1

v1
) · · · θ′

θ (
u1v1
vn

)
...

... · · ·
...

−1 θ′
θ (

unvn
v1

) · · · θ′
θ (

unvn
vn

) .

 (4.4)

The right hand side in (4.3) is almost-elliptic in zi, wi, whose holomorphic limit gives the right hand
side of (4.4) which is already almost-elliptic in zi, wi since ϖn is so.6 Therefore, they are identical.

Note that although the entire determinant in (4.4) above have trivial automorphy in the zi, wi’s,
the individual summands in its expansion are not so. This is why we passed from e1 = θ′/θ to its
elliptic completion ê1 = θ̂′/θ̂, and later on work with the expansion of (4.3). The entry θ̂′( uivi

vj
)/θ̂( uivi

vj
)

is recognized as giving the angular form [Zho23b]

ξij = ∂zi log |θ(sij)|2 · dzi = ê1(sij)dzi

associated to the divisor (sij = 0), now with

sij := wi + zi − zj . (4.5)

Here | − |2 is the standard Hermitian metric on the line bundle OE([0]), with |θ|2 = θ̂θ̄.

6One can also check the almost-ellipticity of the right hand side of (4.4) directly, using the relations in Definition 2.1, the
automorphy behavior (2.19), and the linearity of determinant in row and column vectors.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Denote the matrix in Lemma 4.2 by Z whose rows and columns we label by
{0} ∪ [n]. By the expansion of determinant, one has

ϖn = detZ = ∑
ρ∈S{0}∪[n]

(−1)sign(ρ) ∏
k∈{0}∪[n]

Zkρ(k) . (4.6)

Denote
ξρ = (−1)sign(ρ) ∏

k∈{0}∪[n]
Zkρ(k) · ∧n

k=1volk . (4.7)

Representing any permutation ρ by its standard cycle decomposition, this leads to factorization of
the corresponding iterated regularized integral −

∫
E[n]

ξρ. Focus on the cycle that contains 0. It is either

the trivial one (0), or one of the form (0j0 j1 · · · jr−1 jr) with length r + 2, r ≥ 0. For the former, the
contribution to −

∫
E[n]

ξρ gives zero since Z00 = 0 in (4.7). For the latter, it gives

(−1)r+2−1Z0j0Zj0 j1 · · · Zjr−1 jrZjr ,jr+1=0 = (−1)r+1−1Zj0 j1 · · · Zjr−1 jr . (4.8)

If jr ̸= j0, then the above cycle (0j0 j1 · · · jr−1 jr) gives a form of the type ξchain and thus the corre-
sponding regularized integral −

∫
E[n]

ξρ is zero by Proposition 3.8 (ii). It follows that the nontrivial

contributions −
∫

E[n]
ξρ to the regularized integral −

∫
E[n]

ϖn arise from those ρ whose cycle containing 0

in the standard cycle decomposition takes the form (0j0 j1 · · · jr−1 j0). That is, one has

−
∫

E[n]

ϖn = −
∫

E[n]

n

∑
j0=1

∑
σ∈S[n]−{j0}

(−1)σZ1σ1Z2σ2 · · · Žj0 j0 · · · Znσn · ∧n
k=1volk , (4.9)

where Žj0 j0 stands for the omission of Zj0 j0 due to (4.8).
To compute (4.9), again we use the standard cycle decomposition σ = σ1 · · · σℓ for any permutation

σ ∈ S[n]−{j0}. Observe that the iterated regularized integral corresponding to a cycle σk only depends
on its underlying set πk, by Proposition 3.8 (ii) and the structure of the polar divisor given in (4.5),
with

∑
i∈πk

si,σi = ∑
i∈πk

wi . (4.10)

It follows that the sum in (4.9) becomes a double sum, with the outer sum being a sum over
partitions π = {π1, · · · , πℓ} ∈ Π[n]−{j0}, and the inner sum over permutations within the blocks
of the partitions. The number of permutations σ ∈ S[n]−{j0} whose standard cycle decompositions
share the same underlying partition π ∈ Π[n]−{j0} is ∏ℓ

k=1(|πk| − 1)! . Since the sign contributing to
(−1)σ of each block πk is (−1)|πk |−1, applying Proposition 3.8 (ii) to each such block simplifies (4.9)
into

−
∫

E[n]

ϖn =
n

∑
j0=1

∑
π∈Π[n]−{j0}

ℓ

∏
k=1

(−1)|πk |−1 · (|πk| − 1)! · ê|πk |( ∑
i∈πk

si,σi ) ·
(

∏
i∈πk

δ1,0 − ∏
i∈πk

(δ1,0 − 1)

)
.

Simplifying further using (4.10), one obtains the desired claim.

4.2 Generating series of n-point functions

The results we have established in previous sections, such as Lemma 4.2, provide new persepec-
tives in studying finer combinatorial properties of the GW generating series. In the rest of the work,
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we initiate these studies by working with the generating series of {T̂n}n≥1. We hope to connect our
results to constructions on infinite Grassmannians and integrable hierarchies along these lines in
further investigations.

We first introduce some notation.

Definition 4.3. Let the notation be as before. Denote

Ẑn =


θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

vn
)

... · · ·
...

θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

vn
)

 , δn =


ε1vol1 · · · 0

... · · ·
...

0 · · · εnvoln

 , (4.11)

Ẑn =


0 1 · · · 1

−1 θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( u1v1

vn
)

...
... · · ·

...

−1 θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

v1
) · · · θ̂′

θ̂
( unvn

vn
)

 , ∆n =


ε0 0 · · · 0
0 ε1vol1 · · · 0
...

... · · ·
...

0 0 · · · εnvoln

 ,

where ε0, εk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n are indeterminants. If needed, we could add in an auxiliary curve E0

and replace ε0 by ε0vol0 correspondingly. Similarly, we define Zn,Zn to be the corresponding
holomorphic limit versions obtained by replacing θ̂ by θ everywhere.

By Lemma 4.2 and results in Section 4.1, we have

det Zn = det Ẑn ,
n

∏
k=0

εk · T̂[n] = −
∫

E[n]

det (∆nẐn) . (4.12)

Constructions using the matrix Zn lead to results parallel to those obtained using Ẑn. In fact,
many properties are easier to understand by putting them together.

Before proceeding, we need more definitions.

Definition 4.4. Let the notation and conventions be as above. Define
n

∏
k=1

εk · Ĝn := −
∫

E[n]

det (δnẐn) . (4.13)

We extend the definition of T̂n, Ĝn to any set S ⊆N+, and set by convention

T̂∅ = T̂0 = 1 , Ĝ∅ = Ĝ0 = 1 . (4.14)

Lemma 4.5. Let the notation and conventions be as above. Then one has

Ĝ[n] = ∑
π∈Π[n]

B̂π

|π| , (4.15)

where the right hand side is defined as in (1.3) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. This follows by repeating the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Note that unlike (4.12), one has det Zn ̸= det Ẑn, and only the regularized integral of det Ẑn

makes sense since det Zn does not define a function on E[n] due to its quasi-ellipticity.
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Definition 4.6. Define

FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, · · · ]] = lim
←
FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn]] , (4.16)

where the morphisms in the projective system are given by

FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, εn+1]]→ FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn]] , εk 7→ εk , k ≤ n , εn+1 7→ 0 .

It follows that

FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, · · · ]] = lim
←

(
FD[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn]/(ε0, ε1, · · · , εn)

n+1
)

.

Let J be the ideal of FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, · · · ]] generated by ε2
1 , · · · , ε2

n , · · · .

Definition 4.7. Let 1∞, Ẑ∞, Ẑ∞, ∆∞, δ∞ be the limit matrices of {idn}n≥1, {Ẑn}n≥1, {Ẑn}n≥1, {∆n}n≥1,
{δn}n≥1, respectively. Define

det (1∞ + ∆∞Ẑ∞) , det (1∞ + δ∞Ẑ∞) ∈ FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, · · · ]] (4.17)

to be the summation of the principal minors of ∆∞Ẑ∞, δ∞Ẑ∞, respectively.
Let εS := ∏k∈S εk. Define

T̂[n](ε) = ∑
S⊆[n]

εST̂S = 1 + ε0(ε1 + ε2 + · · ·+ εn) + · · · , Ĝ[n](ε) = ∑
S⊆[n]

εSĜS = 1 + · · · , (4.18)

and correspondingly the following elements in the ring FD[[ε0, ε1, · · · , εn, · · · ]]

T̂ (ε) = ∑
S⊆N+

εST̂S = 1 + ε0(ε1 + ε2 + · · · ) + · · · , Ĝ(ε) = ∑
S⊆N+

εSĜS = 1 + · · · . (4.19)

Proposition 4.8. Let the notation and conventions be as above.

i). One has
Ĝ(ε) = −

∫
E∞

det (1∞ + δ∞Ẑ∞) ,

where −
∫

E∞
is understood to be the identity operator when acting on a constant form.

ii). One has
T̂ (ε)− 1− ε0(ε1 + ε2 + · · · ) = (T̂ (ε)− 1)(Ĝ(ε)− 1) mod J .

iii). Define

Ĥ(ε) = −
∫

E∞
det (1∞ + ∆∞Ẑ∞) .

Then one has
Ĥ(ε) = ε0 · (T̂ (ε)− 1) + Ĝ(ε) .

Proof. i). This follows immediately from Definition 4.7 and the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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ii). Consider a square matrix M whose rows and columns are labelled by S ⊆N. For any subset
I ⊆ S, let MI be the submatrix of M formed by collecting the rows and columns with labels
from I. For a subset I ⊆ S, set Ic = S \ I.

By the proof of Theorem 4.1, we have

−
∫

E[n]

det (∆nẐn) = −
∫

E[n]
∑

∅⊊I⊊[n]
det (∆IẐI) · det (δIc ẐIc)

= ∑
∅⊊I⊊[n]

−
∫

EI

det (∆IẐI) · −
∫

EIc
det (δIc ẐIc) , n ≥ 2 .

Summing over n leads to the desired claim, where the need of modulo J arises from the
relation I ∩ Ic = ∅.

iii). By Definition 4.7, we have

ε1
0 · [ε1

0]Ĥ(ε) = T̂ (ε)− 1 , [ε0
0]Ĥ(ε) = −

∫
E∞

det (1∞ + δ∞Ẑ∞) = Ĝ(ε) .

Combining these, one obtains the desired claim.

4.3 Deformation in Grassmannian

Proposition 4.8 above tells that any of T̂ , Ĝ, Ĥ determine the rest two. Therefore, it suffices to
study the properties of one of them. In this work we prefer to work with Ĝ as (4.15) in Lemma
4.5 seems to be simpler than (1.3) in Theorem 1.1. Furthermore, Ĝ admits a natural geometric
formulation similar to the τ-function in the study of KP hierarchy [DJKM81, DJKM83, SW85], as we
now explain.

Let J be the Jacobian of E and Pic(0)(J) ∼= J be its Picard variety. Denote by m the addition map

m : J × Pic(0)(J)→ J .

The Poincaré bundle on J × Pic(0)(J) satisfies

P ∼= OJ×Pic(0)(J)(−[J × 0]− [0× Pic(0)(J)] + [ker m]) . (4.20)

We consider constructions on P(J × 0)|2(J×0) which fits in the decomposition sequence

0→ P|J×0 → P(J × 0)|2(J×0) → P(J × 0)|J×0 → 0 , (4.21)

where
P|J×0 ∼= ŇJ×0 ∼= KJ×0 , P(J × 0)|J×0 ∼= OJ×0 . (4.22)

Lemma 4.9. One has

H0(J × 0,P(J × 0)|2(J×0)) = span { f0 , f−1 +
∂zθ(z)
θ(z)

f0} , (4.23)

where f0, f−1 are certain trivializations (detailed below) of P|J×0,P(J × 0)|J×0, respectively.
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Proof. The long exact sequence in cohomology associated to (4.21) gives

0→ H0(J × 0,P|J×0)→ H0(J × 0,P(J × 0)|2(J×0))→ H0(J × 0,P(J × 0)|J×0)→ · · ·

From (4.22), one has

H0(J × 0,P|J×0) ⊆ H0(J × 0,P(J × 0)|2(J×0)) , dim H0(J × 0,P(J × 0)|2(J×0)) ≤ 2 . (4.24)

Recall from [Rai89] (see also [Zho23a] in the current notation) that when c ̸= 0 mod Λτ , one has

H0(J × Pic(0)(J),P(J × 0)) = span {Sc(z)} . (4.25)

Under the restriction map P(J× 0)→ P(J× 0)|2(J×0), the image of Sc(z) in H0(J× 0,P(J× 0)|2(J×0))

is represented by the first two terms of its the Laurent expansion in c

c−1 + c0 ∂zθ(z)
θ(z)

, (4.26)

where c−1, c0 are trivializations of P(J × 0)|J×0 ∼= OJ×0,P|J×0 ∼= KJ×0 respectively. Setting f−1 =

c−1, f0 = c0, the desired relation (4.23) then follows from (4.24) and (4.26).

Note that the c−1-term of Sc(z) is given by the residue along the map P(J × 0)→ P(J × 0)|J×0

and is thus independent of the choice of local defining equation for J × 0 inside J × Pic(0)(J). The
quasi-ellipticity of θ′/θ given in (2.19) and (4.26) yield the automorphy behavior

(
f−1 f0

)
7→
(

f−1 f0

)( 1 0
2πi 1

)
. (4.27)

From this we see the non-splitness of the decomposition sequence (4.21). Furthermore, from (4.27) it
follows that the real-analytic trivializations

f̂−1 := f−1 − A(z) f0 , f̂0 := f0 (4.28)

are almost-elliptic, with the sections in (4.23) now expressed as

f̂0 , f̂−1 +
θ̂′

θ̂
(z) · f̂0 . (4.29)

For convenience, in what follows we replace P(J × 0) by L(0× Pic(0)(J)), with

L := OJ×Pic(0)(J)([ker m]− [0× Pic(0)(J)]) . (4.30)

Working with the section θ(z+c)
θ(z) of L(0× Pic(0)(J)), the frame (4.23) then changes accordingly to

c1 , c0 +
c1∂zθ(z)

θ(z)
, (4.31)

where c0, c1 are trivializations of L(0× Pic(0)(J))|J×0 ∼= OJ×0(0× 0),L(0× Pic(0)(J))|J×0 ⊗ Ň|J×0,
respectively.
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In what follows we also make the following identifications without explicit mentioning

J × 0 ∼= J , OJ×0 ∼= OJ ∼= KJ , Ň|J×0 ∼= KJ . (4.32)

We now consider the map

sij : Ei × Ej̄ → Ji j̄ × Ej̄ , (wi, zj) 7→ (wi + zi − zj, zj) , (4.33)

where Ji j̄ is a copy of J labelled by i, j̄. We then apply the same discussions as above, with J×Pic(0)(J)
replaced by Ji j̄ × Ej̄. Then we have

n

∏
i=1

θ(wi + zi − zj + c)
θ(wi + zi − zj)

∈ H0(E[n] × Ej̄,⊗n
i=1s∗ijL(0× Pic(0)(J)))

and thus

sj := f (j)
0 + f (j)

1

n

∑
i=1

θ′(wi + zi − zj)

θ(wi + zi − zj)
∈ H0(E[n] × Ej̄,⊗n

i=1s∗ijL(0× Pic(0)(J))|2(J×0)) , (4.34)

where f (j)
0 , f (j)

1 are the trivializations of L(0×Pic(0)(J))|Ji j̄×0,L(0×Pic(0)(J))|Ji j̄×0⊗KJi j̄
, respectively.

Denote the trivializations ( f (j)
0 )1≤j≤n, ( f (j)

1 )1≤j≤n by f0, f1 collectively, and similarly the frame
(s1, · · · , sj, · · · , sn) by s. Then (4.34) can be written compactly as

s =
(

f0 f1

)
·
(

1

Zn

)
. (4.35)

Passing to the real-analytic trivializations f̂ (j)
0 , f̂ (j)

1 , j ≥ 1 constructed similar to that in (4.29), this
gives

s =
(

f̂0 f̂1

)
·
(

1

Ẑn

)
. (4.36)

This can be regarded as describing a point in the Grassmannian

Gr (n, Vn) , Vn := ⊕n
j=1 ⊗n

i=1 s∗ijH
0
(

J × 0,L(0× Pic(0)(J))|2(J×0)

)
, (4.37)

with det Ẑn being one of the affine coordinates in the corresponding affine patch. To be more precise,
using the frame s = (sj)1≤j≤n, the Plücker embedding is given by

Gr (n, Vn) → P(∧nVn)

span (sj)1≤j≤n 7→ [∧ns] , ∧ns = s1 ∧ s2 ∧ · · · ∧ sn . (4.38)

From (4.36), we obtain the Plücker coordinates of ∧ns:

∧ns = ∑
∅⊆I⊆[n]

∧top f̂I · det ẐI , ∧top f̂I := ∧j∈Ic f̂ (j)
0 ∧ ∧j∈I f̂ (j)

1 . (4.39)

Introducing a pairing ⟨−,−⟩ on ∧nVn by declaring ( f̂I)I to be an orthonormal basis, then

⟨∧top f̂I ,∧ns⟩ = det ẐI .
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Due to (4.32), we can identify s with

s(ε) :=
(

f̂0 f̂1

)
·
(

vol 0
0 δn

)
·
(

1

Ẑn

)
, vol =


vol1 · · · 0

... volk
...

0 · · · voln

 . (4.40)

It follows that
∧ns(ε) = ∑

∅⊆I⊆[n]
∧top f̂I · ε I · det ẐI · ∧n

k=1volk . (4.41)

The iterated regularized integral then gives

−
∫

E[n]

∧ns(ε) = ∑
∅⊆I⊆[n]

∧top f̂I · ε I ĜI . (4.42)

In particular, we have

−
∫

E[n]

⟨∧top f̂[n],∧ns(ε)⟩ = ε [n] · Ĝ[n] .

The relation (4.42) tells that the generating series Ĝ[n](ε) given in Definition 4.7 can be regarded
as the iterated regularized integral of ∧n

j=1sj, which is a section of the determinant line bundle
over the Grassmannian Gr(n, Vn). It is the truncation, induced by the map L|∞(J×0) → L|2(J×0), of
the corresponding construction using the formal neighborhood ∞(J × 0). Concretely, the latter is
realized by replacing the Taylor polynomial (4.31) by the full Taylor series.

The construction using L|2(J×0) is also the deformation of the construction with ε = 0, which
corresponds to the restriction of L to the 0th order neighborhood L|(J×0) instead of the restriction to
the 1st order neighborhood L|2(J×0).
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