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1. INTRODUCTION: DRINFELD ASSOCIATORS

1.1. A deformation quantization problem. One of the original motiva-
tions for the introduction of associators by Drinfeld in [Dri91] was a prob-
lem of deformation quantization, occuring in quantum group theory. In
short terms, it asks for a universal quantization of infinitesimally braided
monoidal categories; we are going to formulate the problem precisely.

Let g be a Lie algebra over k, a field of characteristic zero. The category
Rep(g) of g-representations is a k-linear symmetric monoidal category, with
monoidal product the tensor product of representations, and monoidal unit
the trivial representation k.

Let now t be a Casimir element, that is, an element in S2(g)g.

Remark 1.1. Notice that S2(g)g ⊂ (g⊗ g)g ⊂ (U(g)⊗2)g , therefore t acts
naturally on any tensor product of two representations of g. The induced
natural transformation from ⊗ to itself is called an infinitesimal braiding,
and turns Rep(g) into an infinitesimally braided monoidal category. Infinites-
imally braided monoidal categories are braided monoidal (k[h̄]/h̄2)-linear
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categories that are symmetric monoidal mod h̄; i.e. they are first order
braided deformations of symmetric monoidal k-linear categories. They can
be viewed as Gerstenhaber algebras (also known as P2-algebra) inside a
suitable 2-category of k-linear categories.

Problem 1. Given a pair (g, t) as above, find a formal deformation of the
symmetric monoidal category (Rep(g),⊗,k) as a braided monoidal cate-
gory over k[[h̄]] such that:

(1) The braiding σ can be written as σ = Rτ, where τ is the natural
symmetry isomorphism of Rep(g) and

R = 1 ⊗ 1 +
t
2

h̄ + O(h̄2) in (U(g)⊗2)g[[h̄]] .

(2) The associator Φ can be written as1

Φ = 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 + O(h̄) in (U(g)⊗3)g[[h̄]] .

Remark 1.2. In view of Remark 1.1, Problem 1 asks for the existence of
a formal extension to all orders of the first order braided deformation of
Rep(g) given by t. Note that braided monoidal categories can be viewed
as E2-algebras in the 2-category of categories. Moreover, the Gerstenhaber
operad being the homology of the E2 operad, one can state the problem
of quantizing a Gerstenhaber algebra into an E2-algebra. In other words,
Problem 1 amounts to searching for a deformation quantization of the Ger-
stenhaber algebra Rep(g) as an E2-algebra in a suitable 2-category of k-
linear categories.

1.2. Universal reformulation. Drinfeld noticed in [Dri91] that one could
restrict to the case where R = e

h̄t
2 and where Φ is given by a universal for-

mula involving only copies of t and iterated Lie brackets. This is analogous
to what happens with the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula, that only
involves iterated Lie brackets of two elements of a given Lie algebra. In
order to reformulate this formal deformation problem in a universal man-
ner, one first introduces the family (tn)n≥0 of Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebras.
In analogy with the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff universal formula living
in the free complete Lie algebra on two generators, a universal formula for
Φ shall live in a completion of the universal enveloping algebra of t3.

Definition 1.3 (Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebras). The n-th Drinfeld–Kohno Lie
algebra tn is given by the following presentation:

tn :=
Lie{tij | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, i ̸= j}(

tij = tji , [tij, tik + tkj] = 0 , [tij, tkl ] = 0
) .

Assigning degree 1 to generators turns tn into a graded Lie algebra.

1Strictly speaking, the associator should be Φa, where a is the natural associativity iso-
morphism of Rep(g). But thanks to the Mac Lane coherence theorem, we can pretend that
a is the identity.



ASSOCIATORS FROM AN OPERADIC POINT OF VIEW 3

Note that t0 = t1 = {0}.
The n-th Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebra is indeed universal in the following
sense:

Lemma 1.4. Let g be a Lie algebra together with a Casimir element

t = ∑
α∈I

aα ⊗ bα ∈ S2(g)g .

The assignment

φn
t : tn (U(g)⊗n)g

tij ∑
α∈I

a(i)α b(j)
α

defines a morphism of Lie algebras. Here, x(i) := 1⊗i−1 ⊗ x ⊗ 1⊗n−i, and U(g)⊗n

is endowed with the Lie bracket given by the commutator of the associative product.

Proof. It is enough to check that the images of the generators tij satisfy
the relations defining Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebra. Since t is symmetric,
φn

t (tij) = φn
t (tji). One can check that since t is g-invariant, we have

[φn
t (tij), φn

t (tik)+ φn
t (tkj)] = ∑

α,β∈I

([
a(i)α b(j)

α , a(i)β b(k)β

]
+
[

a(i)α b(j)
α , a(j)

β b(k)β

])
= 0 .

The relation [φn
t (tij), φn

t (tkl)] = 0 follows from the definition of φn
t . □

Since the universal enveloping algebra is left adjoint, we get a universal
morphism φn

t : U(tn) −→ (U(g)⊗n)g of associative algebras for any pair
(g, t). This indicates that a universal reformulation of Problem 1 can be
made using the Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebras.

Remark 1.5. A useful variant of the above, where one sends tij to

h̄ ∑
α∈I

a(i)α b(j)
α

gives an algebra morphism φn
h̄t : Û(tn) → (U(g)⊗n)g[[h̄]], where Û(tn) is the

degree completion with respect to the grading from Definition 1.3 (given
by assigning degree 1 to the generators tij).

The family of Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebras (tn)n≥0 comes equipped with
an extra structure, often called insertion-coproduct morphisms.

Definition-Proposition 1.6 (Insertion-coproduct morphisms). For every par-
tially defined map f : {1, . . . , m} → {1, . . . , n}, that one can define as a
pointed map {∗, 1, . . . , m} → {∗, 1, . . . , m}, there is a Lie algebra morphism
(−) f : tn −→ tm that sends tij to

t f
ij := ∑

k∈ f−1(i)
l∈ f−1(j)

tkl .
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Insertion-coproduct morphisms are compatible with composition, making
n 7→ tn a presheaf of graded Lie algebras on (the skeleton of) the category
Fin∗ of finite pointed sets

Notation. Since a partially defined map f : {1, . . . , m} → {1, . . . , n} is com-
pletely determined by the familly of level sets ( f−1(i))1≤i≤n, one sometimes write
(−) f−1(1),..., f−1(n) = (−) f . For instance, if x ∈ t3, then x13,2,5 ∈ t6 corresponds
to x f for f : {1, . . . , 6} → {1, 2, 3} defined by f−1(1) = {1, 3}, f−1(2) = {2},
and f−1(3) = {5}.

Observe that (U(g)⊗n)g is isomorphic to the algebra End(⊗n) of natural en-
domorphisms of the n-fold tensor product functor ⊗n : Rep(g)n → Rep(g).2

For every partially defined map f : {1, . . . , m} → {1, . . . , n} there is a
functor f∗ : Rep(g)m → Rep(g)n taking (V1, . . . , Vm) to (W1, . . . , Wn) with
Wi := ⊗j∈ f−1(i)Vj. Precomposing with f∗ gives an algebra map (−) f :
End(⊗n) → End(⊗m), making n 7→ End(⊗n) ∼= (U(g)⊗n)g a presheaf of
associative algebras on Fin∗.
We let the reader check the following properties:

• The morphisms (−) f : (U(g)⊗n)g → (U(g)⊗m)g can be expressed us-
ing coproducts, insertion of 1’s, and counits (that one can see as de-
generate iterated coproducts), whence the name insertion-coproduct
morphisms;

• The morphisms φn
t : U(tn) −→ (U(g)⊗n)g from Lemma 1.4 commute

with insertion-coproduct morphisms, thus defining a morphism of
presheaves of algebras on Fin∗. The same remains true with the
variant φn

h̄t from Remark 1.5.

Going back to Problem 1, the conditions that R ∈ Aut(⊗2) and Φ ∈ Aut(⊗3)
must satisfy3 to define a braided monoidal structure on Rep(g), where the
monoidal product functor ⊗ and the monoidal unit remain the same, can
be rephrased in terms of insertion-coproduct morphisms. We refer to [JS93]
for the original conditions that we now state in this “new” way:

(1) Unit condition: Φ1,∅,2 = id, in End(⊗2).
(2) Inverse condition: Φ−1 = Φ3,2,1, in End(⊗3).
(3) Pentagon equation: Φ2,3,4Φ1,23,4Φ1,2,3 = Φ1,2,34Φ12,3,4, in End(⊗4).
(4) Hexagon equations: Φ2,3,1R1,23Φ1,2,3 = R1,3Φ2,1,3R1,2, and the same

with (R2,1)−1 instead of R, in End(⊗3).

This naturally leads to the following universal version of Problem 1:

Problem 2. Find an invertible element Φ ∈ 1 + Û(t3)≥1 such that
(1) Unit condition: Φ1,∅,2 = 1, in Û(t2).
(2) Inverse condition: Φ−1 = Φ3,2,1, in Û(t3).

2Strictly speaking, one should fix a choice of parenthesization on ⊗n.
3Following footnotes 1 and 2, stricly speaking, one shall have Φ ∈ Aut((−⊗−)⊗−).
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(3) Pentagon equation: Φ2,3,4Φ1,23,4Φ1,2,3 = Φ1,2,34Φ12,3,4, in Û(t4).
(4) Hexagon equations: Φ2,3,1e±

t12+t13
2 Φ1,2,3 = e±

t13
2 Φ2,1,3e±

t12
2 in Û(t3).

It is clear from the above discussion that every solution to Problem 2 is sent,
using the morphism φ•

h̄t of presheaves of algebras on Fin∗, to a solution of
Problem 1 such that R = e

h̄t
2 .

1.3. Drinfeld associators. Observe that the center of t3 is one dimensional
and generated by c := t12 + t13 + t23. Hence we have a Lie algebra isomor-
phism

t3 ∼= f2 ⊕ kc ,

where f2 is the free Lie algebra on two generators x = t12 and y = t23.
Through this identification, the Lie algebra morphism (−)1,∅,2 : t3 → t2
sends x and y to 0 and c to t12.
Given a solution Φ of Problem 2, the unit condition (1) is equivalent to
requiring that

Φ = Φ(x, y) ∈ Û(f2) ⊂ Û(t3) .

Then the inverse condition (2) reads as Φ(x, y)−1 = Φ(y, x), and the penta-
gon equation (3) as

Φ(t23, t34)Φ(t12 + t13, t24 + t34)Φ(t12, t23)(D)

= Φ(t12, t23 + t24)Φ(t13 + t23, t34) .

Finally, the hexagon equations (4) become equivalent to the single equation

(7) ex/2Φ(y, x)ey/2Φ(z, y)ez/2Φ(x, z) = 1

in the complete associative algebra k⟨⟨x, y, z⟩⟩/(x + y + z).

Definition 1.7 (Drinfeld associator). A Drinfeld 1-associator (with coeffi-
cients in k) is a group-like element Φ(x, y) ∈ exp(̂f2) such that Φ(x, y)−1 =
Φ(y, x) and sastisfying (D) and (7). The set of Drinfeld 1-associators (with
coefficients in k) is denoted Assoc1(k).

From the above discussion, one sees that Drinfeld 1-associators are in bijec-
tion with group-like solutions to Problem 2.

Remark 1.8. One can more generally define Drinfeld λ-associators for any
λ ∈ k: all conditions remain the same except for equation (7), that becomes

eλx/2Φ(y, x)eλy/2Φ(z, y)eλz/2Φ(x, z) = 1 .

For every λ ̸= 0, rescaling x and y (to λx and λy) gives a bijection between
Assoc1(k) and the set Assocλ(k) of Drinfeld λ-associators.

Theorem 1.9 ([Dri91]). Let k be a field of characteristic zero. The set of Drinfeld
1-associators with coefficients in k is non empty.
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In [Dri91], Drinfeld first constructs a 2πi-associator ΦKZ with coefficients in
C, given as the renormalized holonomy from 0 to 1 of a differential equation
known as the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov equation. Then, one can rescale it
to get a 1-associator with coefficients in C. One can finally use descent
methods to prove existence over Q (this uses the fact that associators actu-
ally form a torsor).

1.4. Motivations and perspectives.

The operadic approach. The insertion-coproduct morphisms defined above
can be used to endow the family (tn)n≥0 with an operad structure in the
symmetric monoidal category of Lie algebras with the direct sum (Lie,⊕, 0).
This will allow us to restate the above definition in an operadic fashion (see
Section 2). Indeed, using this operad structure, one can write the set of as-
sociators as a set of isomorphisms between two different operads. This set
is thus a torsor over the respective automorphisms groups, which are none
other than the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group and the graded Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group. It is Tamarkin who, inspired by Bar-Natan’s work [Bar98],
first came up with this operadic picture in his proof [Tam03] of the rationnal
formality of the little disks operad se also [Tam02]).
The work of Tamarkin [Tam03, Tam02] (see also [Kon99a]) actually suggests
a homotopical version of this operadic approach to the torsor of associators
and the Grothendieck–Teichmüller groups, that has been achieved in [Fre17b].

Motivic aspects. Drinfeld’s proof [Dri91] of the existence of an associator
with complex coefficients is of motivic nature, in the following sense. An
associator, called the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov (KZ) associator, is constructed
as the regularized holonomy of an algebraic flat connection defined on
P1 − {0, 1,+∞} (the KZ connection). The coefficients of the KZ associator
ΦKZ are therefore periods (in the sense of [KZ01]); in fact, ΦKZ is a generat-
ing series for very specific periods known as multiple zeta values. We refer
to [LM96] for a proof, and [Zag94] for generalities on multiple zeta values
(MZV). The proof that ΦKZ satisfies the defining equations of a Drinfeld
(2πi-)associator only involves “natural” relations between these periods
(because they are all proven by saying that the holonomy of a flat connec-
tion along a contractible loop is trivial); natural (actually, motivic) relations
are linearity, change of variables and Stokes formula (see e.g. [Kon99b]).

Brown [Bro12] proved that MZV linearly span (over Q[ 1
2πi ]) all periods of

mixed Tate motives that are unramified over Z. This implies that there is
an injective morphism GMT(Z)Q

↪→ GRT(Q), where

• GMT(Z)Q
is the Galois group of the tannakian category MT(Z)Q

of mixed Tate motives that are unramified over Z (see [Gon01b,
DG05]);
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• GRT(Q) is the graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group already men-
tionned above (see also §2.5 below).

It turns out that both GMT(Z)Q
and GRT(Q) are semi-direct products of the

multiplicative group Gm with a pro-unipotent Q-group. More importantly,
Goncharov [Gon01b] proved that in the case of GMT(Z)Q

the graded Lie
algebra of the associated pro-unipotent Q-group is free with one generator
in each odd degree ≥ 3.
It is conjectured that the morphism GMT(Z)Q

→ GRT(Q) is an isomor-
phism. This would imply that the relations among MZV given by the
defining equations of Drinfeld associators imply all the relations of motivic
nature between MZV.

There is another set of relations between MZV, called (regularized) dou-
ble shuffle relations. They are essentially combinatorial relations obtained
from formally manipulating the two standard ways of defining MZV: the
one via infinite sums and the one via iterated integrals. Indeed, the prod-
uct of two Euler sums is a linear combination of Euler sums (indexed by
shuffles) and the product of two iterated integrals is a linear combination
of iterated integrals (indexed by quasi-shuffles). These relations were sys-
tematically studied by Racinet [Rac02], who proved that they are implied
by the motivic relations. Furusho [Fur11] proved they are also implied by
the associator relations.

Known examples of Drinfeld associators. Apart from the KZ associator ΦKZ
(and its “complex conjugate” ΦKZ), another associator ΦAT has been con-
structed by Alekseev and Torossian [AT10, ŠW11] using integrals over com-
pactified configuration spaces of points in the plane. Using similar tech-
niques, a whole family {Φt}t∈[0,1] of Drinfeld associators such that Φ0 =

ΦKZ, Φ1/2 = ΦAT and Φ1 = ΦKZ was constructed by Rossi and Willwacher
[RW14].

Generalizations. The whole story of Drinfleld associators is very much re-
lated to the geometry of configuration spaces of points on a genus zero
surface. Variants of the KZ connection for a higher genus surface Σ have
been constructed, as well as twisted versions by a finite group Γ acting
on the surface. In several cases, one can guess the correct definition of an
associator for such a data by inspecting the natural relations satisfied by
holonomies of the corresponding connection. A more systematic approach
for defining and studying associators uses operads (operads and their sib-
lings provide a consistent way of organizing abstract relations satisfied by
these holonomies). The table below summarizes the state of the art, leaving
aside the motivic aspects (that are not our main focus in this survey).
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Genus Group KZ connect. Associator type Operadic def.
0 1 [Dri91] Drinfeld [Dri91] [Tam03, Fre17a]
0 Z/nZ [Enr07] cyclotomic [Enr07] [CG20a]
0 Γ ⊂ PSU(2) [Maa19] unknown unknown
1 1 [CEE09] elliptic [Enr14a] [CG23]
1 Z/nZ × Z/mZ [CG20b] ellipsitomic [CG23] [CG23]

≥ 1 1 [Enr14b] higher genus [Gon20] [Gon20, CIW20]

Note that in genus g > 1, since the surface doesn’t have a framing, one
needs to add the framing data to configuration spaces of points (each point
now has a unit tangent vector attached to it). To this day, it is still an open
problem to prove the existence of an associator (in the sense of [Gon20] in
this case) using the connection from [Enr14b] (or, better, a framed version).
It is nevertheless expected that the data of a genuine Drinfeld associator
should be enough to construct higher genus associators ; this is the case
in genus 1 (see [CEE09, Enr14a]). For higher genus associators, this willl
appear in [Bro24]. A similar result is proven in [CIW20] for a more homo-
topical definition of higher genus associators that should be compared with
the one from [Gon20].

The goal of this survey is to review the operadic
approach, in genus 0 and in genus 1

1.5. Plan of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to the first line of the above
table. We start with some recollections on braid groups, configurations
spaces, operads and groupoids, in §2.1 and §2.2. We then introduce the
two main players in our story:

(1) the (pro-unipotent completion of the) operad of parenthezised braids
(§2.3).

(2) the (degree completion of the) operad of parenthezised chord dia-
grams (§2.4).

We move on in §2.5 with the operadic definition of an associator, which is
simply an isomorphism from the first player to the second one. The set of
associators naturally becomes a bitorsor, with the two acting groups being
the automorphisms groups of both players. The presentation by generators
and relations of the operad of parenthezised braids given in §2.6 allows to
give an explicit description of the bitorsor of associators, and in particular
to show that it is consistent with the Definition 1.7 motivated by Problem 2.
Finally, §2.7 provides a more topological description of the operad of par-
enthezised braids.

The aim of Section 3 is to tell a parallel story for the second line of the
above table: Enriquez’s cyclotomic associators [Enr07]. We start in §3.1
with some motivations; the reader can view it as a condensed version of our
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introductory Section 1 for the cyclotomic case. We then review moperads in
§3.2, which were introduced by Willwacher in [Wil16], and which play an
analogue role to operads in the cyclotomic picture. Furthermore, we prove
that this structure naturally appears when one considers the derivative (in
the sense of species) of an operad. This construction recovers many of the
examples that appear in this text. In §3.3 we construct the moperad of
parenthesized cyclotomic braids, which will be the first player of this story.
And in §3.4, we construct the moperad of infinitesimal cyclotomic braids,
which is our second player. This allows us to define cyclotomic associators
purely in terms of isomorphisms of moperads in §3.5. In Subsection 3.6,
we give an explicit description of these cyclotomic associators and finally
in §3.7 we give a topological interpretation of some of the constructions
performed.

Finally, in Section 4, we tell the story of the fourth line of the table and
give a quick overview of the fifth line. The structure remains the same.
We start with some motivation in §4.1. We introduce the first player, the
right module of parenthesized elliptic braids in §4.2; then we introduce
the second player, the right module of infinitesimal elliptic braids in §4.3.
We then define elliptic associators as right module isomorphisms of the
two in §4.4. Using a presentation of the right module of parenthesized
elliptic braids, we give a more concrete description of elliptic associators
in §4.5. We then present the topological point of view on these objects in
§4.6. Finally, we give a quick overview on the ellipsitomic case in §4.7: this
case can be essentially thought as a combination of the elliptic case with the
cyclotomic case.

1.6. Acknowledgements. This survey emerged from a series of lectures
given in June 2021 by DC at the “workshop on higher structures and op-
eradic calculus”. Both authors thank the organizers and the participants
for their enthusiasm, as well as Adrien Brochier for his comments and sug-
gestions.
DC has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme
(grant agreement No 768679).

1.7. Conventions. Let us state here some of the conventions we will adopt
throughout this survey.

(1) Convention for the generators of the pure braid groups: We choose the
following generators for the pure braid groups PBn: xij is the pure
braid that goes from the i-th strand in front of the others, does a loop
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around the j-th strand, and comes back in front of the other strands:

· · ·· · · · · ·

1 2 i j n

1 2 i j n

(2) Topological convention for categories: We view braid groups as homo-
topy groups, where the multiplication is given by the concatenation
of paths.

This entails that, when working with categories, we concatenate
arrows instead of composing them. If a, b, c are objects in a category
C, we denote

a b c
f g

by f g instead of g f . In other words, f g := g ◦ f .

(3) Symmetric group actions: If M is a symmetric sequence, every M(n)
is endowed with a right Sn-action, where Sn stands for the n-th sym-
metric group. Nevertheless, we will often consider a left Sn-action,
as it simplifies diagrams. In order to pass pass from one to the
other, one merely needs to pre-compose the action by the involu-
tion which sends an element to its inverse.
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2. OPERADIC APPROACH TO DRINFELD ASSOCIATORS

2.1. Braid groups and configuration spaces. The space of configurations
of n ordered points in the complex plane Confn(C) is given by

Confn(C) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Cn | xi ̸= xj if i ̸= j

}
.

for n ≥ 0. It is a path-connected topological space, equipped with an action
of the symmetric group Sn (which permutes the indices of the points) for
all n in N.

Definition 2.1 (Pure braid groups). The pure braid group PBn on n strands is
given by the fundamental group

PBn := π1(Confn(C)) .

Elements of the pure braid group PBn can be represented as braids. One
can choose a point (x1, · · · , xn) in Confn(C) (since it is path-connected, two
choices yield isomorphic groups), and represent elements in PBn as braids
with n-strands. Notice that the i-th strand of a braid in the pure braid group
starts at i-th spot and must also finish at i-th spot. For instance, the follow-
ing braid

2 3

1 3

1

2

is an element of PB3.

Theorem 2.2. The pure braid group PBn on n strands admits the following pre-
sentation

(1) It is generated by {xij} for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. These elementary pure braids
can be represented as

· · ·· · · · · ·

1 2 i j n

1 2 i j n

(2) The generators are subject to the following relations
(a) [xij, xkl ] = 1 for i < j < k < l,
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(b) [xil , xjk] = 1 for i < j < k < l,
(c) xikxjkxij = xjkxijxik = xijxikxjk for i < j < k,
(d) [xklxikx−1

kl , xjl ] = 1 for i < j < k < l.

There is a fibration of topological spaces

C − {x1, · · · , xn} ↪→ Confn+1(C) ↠ Confn(C) ,

given by forgetting the last point of the configuration. It is split by the
morphism (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (x1, . . . , xn, 1 + ∑n

i=1 |xi|). This induces a split
short exact sequence of homotopy groups

1 Fn PBn+1 PBn 1 ,

since all the higher homotopy groups are trivial. Here and below, Fn de-
notes the free group on n generators. In particular, there is the following
decomposition

PBn ∼= Fn ⋊ (Fn−1 ⋊ · · · (F2 ⋊ F1))) ,

which follows inductively from the previous split short exact sequence.

Lemma 2.3. There is an isomorphism of groups

PB3 ∼= F2 × F1 ,

where the generators of F2 are sent to x12 and x23 and where the generator of F1 is
sent to x12x13x23.

Proof. In this particular case, one can choose another split fibration

C − {x1, x3} ↪→ Conf3(C) ↠ Conf2(C) .

Here we forget the second point, and the splitting is given by sending a
configuration in Conf2(C) to the configuration given by keeping the two
original points and adding a point in the middle of the two. Given this
splitting, one can directly check that the corresponding semi-direct product

PB3 ∼= F2 ⋊ F1

is in fact a direct product (this is because the full twist x12x13x23 is central).
□

2.2. Conventions on operads and groupoids. Let (E ,⊗, 1) be symmetric
monoidal category where the tensor product commutes with colimits. The
category of symmetric sequences S-modE is given by collections of objects
(e(n))n≥0 for n ≥ 0, where e(n) is endowed with a right action of Sn.

The category S-modE can be endowed with a monoidal product ◦ called
the plethysm product. The category (S-modE , ◦, 10) forms a monoidal cat-
egory, where 1◦ is the symmetric sequence given by 1 in arity one and
the initial object ∅ elsewhere. Operads are defined to be unital monoids
in (S-modE , ◦, 1◦).
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One can also consider the category of sequences in E , indexed by N. This
category, denoted by N-modE , also has a plethysm product which endows
it with a monoidal structure. Monoids in this category are called non-
symmetric operads.

Example 2.4. The category of small sets Sets together with the cartesian
product of sets satisfies these hypothesis. Similarly, the categories of small
groups Grp, small groupoids Grpd, or topological spaces Top all satisfy them
with the cartesian product again. △

Remark 2.5. Notice that the hypothesis that the tensor product commutes
with colimits is too strong in order to include the symmetric monoidal cate-
gory (Lie,⊕, 0). Nevertheless, since it is cocomplete, one can still define op-
erads as monoids in the normal oplax monoidal category (S-modLie, ◦, 10).
We refer to [Chi12] for more details.

From now on, we restrict to operads P which are pointed reduced, meaning
P(1) = P(0) = 1. Let Unit be the symmetric sequence given by Unit(0) =
Unit(1) = 1 and ∅ elsewhere. It has a unique operad structure which is
given by the obvious compositions maps. An operad P is pointed reduced
if and only if it admits a morphism of operads f : Unit −→ P which is an
isomorphism in arities zero and one.

Example 2.6.
(1) The collection of the pure braid groups (PBn)n≥0 forms a non sym-

metric operad in the category of (Grp,×, {∗}), where the structure
is given by the insertion of braids. Notice that the insertion of the
empty braid in PB0 ∼= {∗} suppresses the strand into which it is in-
serted. One can check that the natural action of Sn is not compatible
with the insertion of braids.

(2) The little disks operad E2 forms an operad in the category of topolog-
ical spaces (Top,×, {∗}) (see [May72]). It does not form an operad
in the category of pointed topological spaces (Top∗,×, {∗}). Indeed,
if it did, since we know that for all n there is a weak equivalence
E2(n) ∼−→ Confn(C), then one could apply the strong monoidal
functor π1(−) and obtain a symmetric operad structure on the col-
lection (PBn)n≥0. △

One can "try to symmetrize" the non-symmetric operad of pure braid groups
(PBn)n≥0 by passing to the larger category of groupoids and defining the
following operad in it.

Example 2.7. Let CoB be the operad in groupoids given by the following
description:

(1) The objects of CoB(n) are elements σ of the symmetric group Sn.
For example, (321) is in Ob(CoB(3)).
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(2) The set of morphisms between two permutations σ and τ in Sn is
given by the set of braids going from σ to τ. Pictorially, we have:

3 2 1

3 12

∈ HomCoB(3)(321, 231)

(3) The operadic composition is given by the insertion of braids to-
gether with the relabeling of strands according to the insertion spot.
Pictorially, we have:

◦1 =

2 1

2 1 2 1

1 2 2 3

3 2 1

1

. △

Remark 2.8. Since the operad E2 is not pointed, one could take the funda-
mental groupoid Π1(E2) instead of the fundamental group as before. Since
the functor Π1(−) is strong monoidal, this defines an operad in the cate-
gory of groupoids. Nevertheless, the operad of objects of Π1(E2) is huge.

One can ask oneself if the operad CoB defined above is a model for Π1(E2),
that is, if these two operads are equivalent as operads in the category of
groupoids. It is indeed a model for Π1(E2). Nevertheless, it is not a cofi-
brant operad in the category of groupoids, as the operad of objects of CoB
is not free.

2.3. The operad of parenthesized braids.

Definition 2.9 (Fake pull-back). Let O,P be two operads in (Grpd,×, {∗})
and suppose there is a morphism f : Ob(O) −→ Ob(P) of operads in the
category (Sets,×, {∗}). The fake pull-back of P along f , denoted f ∗P , is the
operad in the category of groupoids defined as follows:

(1) The objects of f ∗P(n) are given by Ob( f ∗P(n)) := Ob(O(n)) .

(2) The morphisms between a, b in Ob( f ∗P(n)) are given by

Hom f ∗P(n)(a, b) := HomP(n)( f (a), f (b)) .

Remark 2.10. It is straightforward to check that f ∗P forms an operad in
the category of groupoids endowed with the composition of the operad O
on objects and the composition of the operad P on morphisms.

Let Pa be the free operad in sets generated by an arity two operation. The
set Pa(n) is the set of maximally parenthesized permutations of Sn. One
can view this operad in sets inside the category of operads in groupoids
by declaring that all sets of morphisms are trivial (the empty set between
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two different objects, the identity as the unique endomorphism). There is
an obvious morphism of operads in sets φ : Ob(Pa) −→ Ob(CoB) given
by forgetting the parenthesis on permutations.

Definition 2.11 (Operad of parenthesized braids). The operad in the cat-
egory of groupoids of parenthesized braids PaB is defined to be the fake
pull-back of CoB along the morphism φ; PaB := φ∗CoB.

Example 2.12. Objects in PaB(n) are fully parenthesized permutations σ
in Sn. Morphisms are again given by braids going from one permutation
to another. Composition is given by the insertion of braids together with
the composition of parenthesized permutations. Pictorially, we have for
instance

(3 2) 1

(3 1)2

∈ HomPaB(3)((32)1, 2(31))

.
The operadic composition is given by the insertion of braids together with
the insertion of parenthesis

◦1 =

2 1

2 1 2 1

1 2 (2 3)

(3 2) 1

1

. △

Remark 2.13. The operad of objects of PaB is free. It provides us with a
cofibrant model for Π1(E2) in the category of operads in groupoids.

Since the Malcev completion (̂−)(k) is a strong monoidal functor, we can
complete the operad PaB and still get an operad. See the Appendix A.3 for
more details on the Malcev completions and pro-unipotent k-groupoids.

The resulting operad P̂aB(k) in the category of pro-unipotent k-groupoids
will be the first player in our story.

2.4. The operad of chord diagrams. Recall the Drinfeld–Kohno family of
Lie algebras (tn)n≥0 from Definition 1.3. The insertion-coproduct maps will
endow this family of Lie algebras with an operad structure. This operad
can be understood as the holonomy Lie operad (see [MV19, §5.3]) of the
little disks operad E2.

Proposition 2.14. The family of Lie algebras (tn)n≥0 can be endowed with the
following operad structure in the symmetric monoidal category (Lie,⊕, 0):

(1) The action of σ in Sn on tn is given by σ • tn
ij := tn

σ(i)σ(j) .
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(2) The partial composition maps

{◦p : tn ⊕ tm −→ tn+m−1}1≤p≤n

only needs to be specified on each component of the direct sum. For i < j,
they are given as

tn ∋ tij 7−→



ti+m−1 j+m−1 if p < i .
i+m−1

∑
k=i

tk j+m−1 if p = i .

ti j+m−1 if i < p < j .
j+m−1

∑
k=j

ti k if p = j .

ti j if j < p .

tm ∋ tij 7−→ ti+p−1 j+p−1

Proof. Let us construct the restriction of ◦p to each of the sources compo-
nents using the insertion-coproduct morphisms of Definition 1.6. There is
a “coproduct type” Lie algebra morphism

◦p(1) : tn −→ tn+m−1

associated to the well-defined map {1, ..., n + m − 1} → {1, ..., n} which
sends {p, ..., p + m − 1} to p, and there is a “insertion type” Lie algebra
morphism

◦p(2) : tm −→ tn+m−1

associated to the partially defined map {1, ..., n + m − 1} → {1, ...m} which
sends k ∈ {p, ..., p+m− 1} to k− p+ 1. This induces by universal property
a Lie algebra morphism

◦p(1)⨿ ◦p(2) : tn ⨿ tm −→ tn+m−1 .

This induces an operad structure on (tn)n≥0 for the coproduct of Lie alge-
bras, see Appendix B.1. One can notice that the images of these two maps
commute, hence this map descends to the direct sum and gives the partial
composition map ◦p defined in the proposition, which satisfy the axioms
of an operad. □

Remark 2.15. Notice that in the above proposition, we have written the left
Sn-action on tn. The right Sn-action is given by

tn
ij • σ := tn

σ−1(i)σ−1(j) ,

and in general one can pass from a left to a right action by applying the
involution (−)−1. We have chosen to do so since it simplifies the diagrams
in Theorem 2.30. The same will apply for Proposition 3.23 and Theorem
3.33; and for Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.15.
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Remark 2.16. The above proof is a particular instance of a general phenom-
enon that we describe in Appendix B.

Since the universal enveloping algebra functor U(−) is a strong monoidal
functor, it sends operads in (Lie,⊕, 0) to operads in (Hopf-alg,⊗,k).

Definition 2.17 (Chord diagrams operad). The operad of chord diagrams CD
is the operad given by applying the universal enveloping algebra functor
to the Drinfeld–Kohno operad.

Unwrapping this definition, the space of arity n operations of CD is given
by the universal enveloping algebra of tn, the n-th Drinfeld–Kohno algebra.
Since the latter admits an explicit presentation, the former also admits the
following presentation

U(tn) =
k⟨tij | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, i ̸= j⟩(

tij = tji , [tij, tik + tkj] = 0 , [tij, tkl ] = 0
) .

The algebras
(
U(tn)

)
n≥0 are called the chord diagram algebras since pictori-

ally one can represent the generators tij as chords (or infinitesimal braids)
in the following way

tij = · · · · · · · · ·

1 2 i j n

.
This way, one can represent the relations between the generators as the
following relations between chord diagrams.

(1) The first relation can be depicted as

· · · · · · · · · = · · · · · ·

i j k l i j k l

· · ·

.

(2) The second relation can be depicted as

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·++ =

i j k i j k i j k i j k

.

Remark 2.18 (Weight-filtration). The relations that define the Lie algebras
tn are homogeneous for all n ≥ 2. Hence the algebras U(tn) are endowed
with a weight filtration where the generators tij are in weight one.
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Let Cat(Coalgk) denote the category of small categories enriched over co-
commutative k-coalgebras. It comes equipped with a symmetric monoidal
structure given as follows: let E and F be two such categories, their prod-
uct E ⊗ F is the category given by the following presentation

(1) The objects of E ⊗ F are given by pairs in Ob(E)× Ob(F ) .

(2) The set of morphisms between two pairs (e, f ) and (e′, f ′) is

HomE⊗F ((e, f ), (e′, f ′)) := HomE (e, e′)⊗ HomF ( f , f ′) ,

where the last tensor denotes simply the tensor product of two co-
commutative k-coalgebras.

One checks that it endows Cat(Coalgk) with a symmetric monoidal struc-
ture. The unit is given by the category with one object whose endomor-
phisms are given by k, which we denote by {∗}. Thus one can define oper-
ads in the symmetric monoidal category (Cat(Coalgk),⊗, {∗}) .

Example 2.19. The chord diagram operad CD is an operad in Cat(Coalgk)
where the category CD(n) only has one object whose algebra of endomor-
phisms is given by U(tn). △

Remark 2.20. Let E be in Cat(Coalgk). Notice that for any object e in E , its
endomorphisms HomE (e, e) form a cocommutative bialgebra, where the
multiplication is given by the composition of endomorphisms.

Definition 2.21 (k-linear extension). The k-extension is a strong monoidal
functor

(Set,×, {∗}) (Cat(Coalgk),⊗, {∗})
S Sk .

It associates to a set S the category Sk which is defined as follows:

(1) The set of objects of Sk is given by S.

(2) Let s, s′ be in S, the space of morphisms is given by

HomSk(s, s′) := k .

The set-theoretical operad Pa can therefore be promoted into an operad in
Cat(Coalgk) by considering its k-linear extension Pak.

Definition 2.22 (Parenthesized chord diagrams). The parenthesized chord di-
agrams operad PaCD is given by Hadamard product of Pak and CD in the
category of operads defined above Cat(Coalgk). That is, we have:

PaCD(n) := Pak(n)⊗ CD(n) ,

where ⊗ denotes the tensor product in Cat(Coalgk).
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Example 2.23. The object of PaCD(n) are therefore given by parenthe-
sized permutations in Sn. The morphisms in HomPaCD(n)(σ, τ) between
two parenthesized permutations can be depicted as chord diagrams on the
unique strand that goes from σ to τ. For instance, the element 1 ⊗ (t24.t34)
in k⊗ U(t4) ∼= HomPaCD(4) (((31)2)4, (4(13))2) can be depicted as:

((3 1) 2) 4

(4 (1 3)) 2

∈ HomPaCD (((31)2)4, (4(13))2) .

Composition operations in the operad

◦i : PaCD(n)⊗PaCD(m) −→ PaCD(n + m − 1)

are defined as follows. On objects, the composition of two parenthesized
permutations is given by the insertion the i-th spot. On morphisms, that
is, on chord diagrams, its given by the sum of possible distributions of the
existing chords along the inserted strands. For instance, the composition of
1 ⊗ t12 ◦2 1 ⊗ id gives

◦2

1 2 1 2

1 2 1 2

= +

1 (2 3) 1 (2 3)1 (2 3) 1 (2 3)1 (2 3) 1 (2 3)

1 (2 3) 1 (2 3)

which is an endomorphism of 1(23) in PaCD(3). Here are some examples
of distinguished morphisms in the operad PaCD:

(1) The element H := 1 ⊗ t12 in HomPaCD(2)(12, 12) depicted as

1 2

1 2

H :=

(2) The element X := 1 ⊗ 1 in HomPaCD(2)(12, 21) depicted as
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1 2

2 1

X :=

(3) The element α := 1 ⊗ 1 in HomPaCD(3)((12)3, 1(23)) depicted as

(1 2) 3

1 (2 3)

α :=

△

Remark 2.24. The operad PaCD is in fact generated, as an operad in the
category Cat(Coalgk), by the object 12 in PaCD(2) and by the morphisms
α, X and H. They satisfy some relations but, to the best of our knowledge,
there is no explicit presentation for PaCD. See [Fre17a, Section 10.2] for
more details.

We define P̂aCD as the operad in categories enriched in complete cocom-
mutative coalgebras obtained by completing PaCD with respect to the fil-
tration defined in Remark 2.18. Indeed, the weigh filtration on each algebra
U(tn) induces a weight filtration on each hom-coalgebra HomPaCD(n)(σ, τ).
This operad forms an operad in complete Hopf groupoids. See Appendix
A.3 for more details on these notions.

The operad Grp(P̂aCD), obtained by applying the group-like element func-
tor to each complete Hopf groupoid, forms an operad in the category of
pro-unipotent k-groupoids. This will be our second player.

2.5. Operadic definition of associators. Now we may give a fully operadic
definition of an associator.

Definition 2.25 (Operadic associators). The set of operadic associators is given
by

OpAssoc(k) := Iso+
Op(p.u-Grpdk)

(
P̂aB(k), Grp(P̂aCD)

)
,

where we consider only isomorphisms of operads in the category of groupoids
which are given by the identity morphism on the objects of these operads.

This definition entails that the set of operadic associators is a bitorsor over
the automorphisms groups of each operad that are the identity morphism
on objects. These automorphisms groups are of primordial importance.
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Definition 2.26 (Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The Grothendieck–Teichmüller
group over k is given by

GT(k) := Aut+
Op(p.u-Grpdk)

(
P̂aB(k)

)
,

where we consider only automorphisms of operads in the category of groupoids
which are given by the identity morphism on the objects.

Remark 2.27 (Fifty shades of Grothendieck–Teichmüller). One can define
many other versions of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group. There is a
pro-finite version, denoted ĜT, where one considers the automorphisms of
operads that fix the objects of the pro-finite completion of PaB. It was
shown in [Iha94] that the absolute Galois group Gal(Q/Q) embeds into
ĜT. These two groups are conjecturally isomorphic. For more on this, see
[BR24]. In the same spirit, one can defined a pro-ℓ version of the Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group. Notice that if one does not complete in any way PaB,
its automorphisms group is simply Z/2Z. This corresponds heuristically
to the complex conjugation in Gal(Q/Q).

Definition 2.28 (Graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The graded Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group over k is given by

GRT(k) := Aut+
Op(p.u-Grpdk)

(
Grp(P̂aCD)

)
∼= Aut+

OpCat(Coalgk)

(
P̂aCD

)
,

where we consider only automorphisms of operads in the category of groupoids
(or equivalently, of operad in the category of categories enriched in couni-
tal cocommutative coalgebras) which are given by the identity morphism
on the objects.

Remark 2.29. In the three above definitions, one could replace isomor-
phisms that are the identity on objects by isomorphisms in the homotopy
category of a suitable model category of operads in pro-unipotent groupoids.
It appears that this gives the same result, as is very well-explained (for the
pro-finite case) in [Hor17]. It roughly relies on the fact that any morphism
between these operads is homotopic to one being the identity on objects.

2.6. More concrete descriptions.

Theorem 2.30. The operad PaB, as an operad in groupoids admits the following
presentation. It is generated by the object 12 in PaB(2) and by the following
morphisms:

(1) The braiding R which pictorially is given by the following braid

1 2

12

∈ HomPaB(3)(12, 21)R :=
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(2) The associator Φ which pictorially is given by the following braid

(1 2) 3

1 (2 3)

Φ := ∈ HomPaB(3) ((12)3, 1(23))

They satisfy the following relations
(1) Recall that PaB(0) is the trivial groupoid {∗}. The unital relation states

that
Φ ◦2 id{∗} = id12 .

(2) The pentagon relation amounts to the commutativity of the following dia-
gram

((12)3)4

(1(23))4 (12)(34)

1((23)4) 1(2(34))

id12 ◦1 Φ Φ ◦1 id12

Φ ◦2 id12 Φ ◦3 id12

id12 ◦2 Φ

(3) The first hexagon relation amounts to the commutativity of the following
diagram

(12)3 1(23)

(21)3 1(32)

2(13) (13)2

Φ

id12 ◦1 R id12 ◦2 R

(213) • Φ (132) • Φ−1

(132) • (R ◦2 id12)

(4) The second hexagon relation amounts to the commutativity of the above
diagram when replacing R by R̃ := ((21) • R)−1 .

The proof can be found in [Fre17a, Theorem 6.2.4] (although originally
proven in [Bar98] using a different language).

Remark 2.31. Notice that the unitality relation, together with the pentagon
relation, implies the two other unitality relations Φ ◦1 id{∗} = Φ ◦3 id{∗} =
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id12 as well. Indeed, if one applies twice −◦1 id{∗} to the pentagon relation,
one finds (Φ ◦1 id{∗})

2 = Φ ◦1 id{∗}; this implies that Φ ◦1 id{∗} = id12. One
proves along the same lines that Φ ◦3 id{∗} = id12.

Corollary 2.32. There is a one to one correspondence between classical associators
as in Definition 1.7 and operadic associators as in Definition 2.25.

Sketch of proof. Let F : P̂aB(k) ∼−→ Grp(P̂aCD) be an isomorphism which
is the identity on objects. By the above theorem, it is completely determined
by the image of the generators R and Φ.

The image of R by F has to be of the form

F(R) = eλ.t12/2X , in HomPaCD(2)(12, 21) ,

where eλ.t12/2 is in exp(̂t2) ∼= k and where X is the element of PaCD given
in Example 2.23. Furthermore, F is an isomorphism if and only if λ is in k×.

The image of Φ by F has to be of the form

F(Φ) = f (Φ)α , in HomPaCD(3)((12)3, 1(23)) ,

where f (Φ) is in exp(̂t3) and where α is the element of P̂aCD given in
Example 2.23. Recall from Subsection 1.3 that there is a canonical isomor-
phism of Lie algebras

t3 ∼= kc ⊕ f2 ,
where c = t12 + t23 + t13 and where f2 is the free Lie algebra generated by
t12 and t23.

This gives a canonical isomorphism exp(̂t3) ∼= k× F̂2(k). Therefore we can
decompose f (Φ) as

f (Φ) = (Ξ(c), Φ(t12, t23)) in exp(̂t3) ∼= k× F̂2(k) .

Now one can check that the morphism

− ◦2 id{∗} : HomPaCD(3)((12)3, 1(23)) −→ HomPaCD(2)(12, 12)

is the one determined by the morphism t3 ↠ t2 which sends t13 to t12 and
t12, t23 to zero. By pre-composing it with the isomorphism kc ⊕ f2 ∼= t3, the
resulting morphism sends t12, t23 to zero and c to t12. The unital relation

Φ ◦2 id{∗} = id12

therefore gives that Ξ(c) = 1, and thus that f (Φ) is given by Φ(t12, t23) in
exp(̂f2).

So far, we have identified the data present in Definition 1.7 and in Defini-
tion 2.25. Let us briefly illustrate how the relations in both definitions are
sent to each other for the particular case of the pentagon equation. Notice
that there is a dictionary between the notation used in the introduction and
the operadic notation. The morphism Φ ◦2 id12 rewrites as Φ1,23,4 since it
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is the associator where 2 and 3 are considered as "a single object". The mor-
phism id12 ◦2 Φ rewrites as Φ2,3,4 since the object 1 "plays no role". The
pentagon relation imposed on Φ then rewrites in this particular notation as

Φ1,2,3Φ1,23,4Φ2,3,4 = Φ12,3,4Φ1,2,34 ,

which is the same equation as in the introduction, but where the prod-
ucts are in the opposite order. More generally, one can check (see [Fre17a,
Theorem 10.2.9] for a detailled proof) that this dictionary identifies the re-
lations imposed on Drinfeld associators with the relations imposed on the
operadic associators (with reversed order). The one to one correspondence
between classical associators as in Definition 1.7 and operadic associators
as in Definition 2.25 is therefore given by Φ 7→ Φ−1. □

Remark 2.33 (Algebraic and topological conventions). As observed in the
above proof, the pentagon equation for a Drinfeld associator is written as

Φ2,3,4Φ1,23,4Φ1,2,3 = Φ1,2,34Φ12,3,4

in the Problem 2, whereas the pentagon equation of Theorem 2.30, trans-
lated into the same notation, are in the opposite order

Φ1,2,3Φ1,23,4Φ2,3,4 = Φ12,3,4Φ1,2,34 .

This is due to our unusual choice of convention, that leads us to view the
product ab of two elements of an algebra as a concatenation of arrows, and
thus as the opposite of their composition (when one sees the algebra as a
category with only one object).

Similarly, this presentation of PaB allows us to give an explicit description
of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group.

Theorem 2.34. Elements of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GT are in bijec-
tion with pairs (µ, f ) in k× × F̂2(k), where F̂2(k) denotes the Malcev completion
of the free group on two generators, which satisfy the following conditions

(1) f (x, y)−1 = f (y, x) in F̂2(k) .

(2) xν f (x, y)yν f (y, z)zν f (z, x) = 1 if xyz = 1 in F̂3(k), where ν = µ−1
2 .

(3) Let xij denote the standard generator of P̂B4(k), the Malcev completion of
the pure braid group on four strands, defined in Theorem 2.2. Then the
element f satisfies

f (x12, x23) f (x12x13, x24x34) f (x23, x34) = f (x13x23, x34) f (x12, x23x24)

in P̂B4(k).

Under this bijection, the group structure of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group
is given by:

(µ1, f1) ⋆ (µ2, f2) =
(

µ1µ2, f1
(
xµ2 , f2(x, y)yµ2 f2(y, x)

)
f2(x, y)

)
.



ASSOCIATORS FROM AN OPERADIC POINT OF VIEW 25

Under this bijection, its action on the set of associators is given by:

(µ, f ) • (λ, Φ) =
(
µλ, f

(
eµt12 , Φ(t12, t23)eµt23 Φ(t23, t12)

)
Φ(t12, t23)

)
.

Proof. An explicit proof of this can be found in [Fre17a, Theorem 11.1.7].
□

Remark 2.35. Beware that [Fre17a] uses a different presentation of the pure
braid group. In op.cit., xij denotes the pure braid that goes from the j-th
strand, passing behind other strands, does a loop around the i-th strand,
and comes back passing behind again. Hence the formula given in condition
(3) of Theorem 2.34 does not coincide with the one appearing in [Fre17a,
Theorem 11.1.7].

Remark 2.36. Using Remark 2.24, one can also give an explicit description
of the graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GRT(k), which coincides with
the original definition of Drinfeld.

2.7. Topological description of PaB. The operad in the category of groupoids
PaB can be obtained via a topological construction. For this, we consider
the configuration spaces

Conf(C, I) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ CI | xi ̸= xj if i ̸= j

}
,

for any finite set I. We then consider the space

C(C, I) := Conf(C, I)/C ⋉ R>0 ,

of configurations of (pairwise distinct) points modulo translations and dila-
tions. Their Fulton–MacPherson compactifications C(C, I) can be endowed
with a canonical operad structure. Indeed, one can compute that the bound-
ary of

∂ C(C, I) ∼=
⋃
k≥0

⋃
J1⊔···⊔Jk=I

C(C, [k])×
(

k

∏
j=1

C(C, Jj)

)
where [k] = {1, · · · , k}. Therefore the operad structure is simply given by
the inclusions

γJ1,··· ,Jk : C(C, [k])×
(

k

∏
j=1

C(C, Jj)

)
↪→ ∂ C(C, J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jk) ↪→ C(C, J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jk) .

We denote this operad in topological spaces by C(C).

Remark 2.37. There exists no choice of a family of points in C(C) compat-
ible with the operad structure. In other words, this operad in topological
spaces can not be promoted into an operad in pointed topological spaces.
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Remark 2.38. There is a direct weak-equivalence of operads C(C) ∼−→ E2,
where E2 is the little disks operad. See [Hoe12].

Recall Pa, the operad in the category of sets generated by a single arity
two operation. Elements in Pa(n) are in bijection with maximally paren-
thesized permutations of Sn. Now lets view this operad as a topological
operad where we impose the discrete topology on the sets Pa(n).

Lemma 2.39. There is an inclusion of topological operads

ι : Pa ↪→ C(C) .

Pictorially, the morphism ι establishes the following correspondence

((13)(24) · · ·n) −→ · · ·

1 3 2 4 n

between maximally parenthesized permutations and configurations of la-
beled n points inside the real line R ⊂ C, where the parenthesis on the right
denote points which are infinitesimally close in the Fulton-MacPherson
compactification.

Theorem 2.40. There is an isomorphism of operads in the category of groupoids

PaB ∼= Π1(C(C),Pa) .

Sketch of proof. Both of these operads in groupoids have the same underly-
ing operad of objects, so we can consider the identity morphism on objects.
Therefore what is left is to identify the automorphism groups on each side.
Take the leftmost parenthesization of the trivial permutation (((12)3) · · · n)
as an object, one can construct an explicit isomorphism

PBn ∼= AutPaB(n)((((12)3) · · · n)) ∼= π1(C(C), ι(((12)3) · · · n))

by sending the generator xij to the loop where the i-th point travels around
only the j-th point and then goes back to its original position. □
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3. CYCLOTOMIC ASSOCIATORS

3.1. Motivation.

A variation on the quantization problem. Let g be a Lie algebra and let σ :
g → g be an automorphism of order N. It defines a Lie subalgebra of fixed
points h := gσ. One can always get a decomposition g ∼= h⊕ m as an h-
module, where m is the direct sum of the other eigenspaces of σ. Let t be
a σ-invariant Casimir element of g; it decomposes as t = th + tm , where
th ∈ S2(h) and tm ∈ S2(m).

The category Rep (U(g)⋊ Γ), where Γ := Z/NZ, is a symmetric monoidal
category, thus a braided monoidal category. One can show that the cate-
gory Rep(h) is in fact a braided module category over the braided monoidal
category Rep (U(g)⋊ Γ). See [Enr07] and [Bro13] for more on this notion.
Equivalently, one can say that Rep(h) is a σ-braided module category over
Rep(g) in the sense of [DCNTY19].

We have already seen that t can be used to define a first order deformation
of Rep(g) as a braided module category. Similarly, following [Enr07, Bro13,
DCNTY19], th can be used to define a first order deformation of Rep(h) as
a σ-braided module category over (the above mentionned first order de-
formation of) Rep(g). Thus, Problem 1 of the introduction can be extended
to this setting, and stated very shortly as follows: can one extend this first
order deformation into a formal deformation over k[[h̄]]?

Cyclotomic associators provide a universal answer to this type of deforma-
tion quantization problems analogously to classical associators before.

Universal reformulation. Let us be a bit more specific about the meaning of
“a universal answer” in the previous paragraph. Recall the morphisms

φn
t : U(tn) →

(
U(g)⊗n)g ∼= End(⊗n) ,

that are compatible with insertion-coproduct morphisms. There is a cyclo-
tomic version tΓn, Γ := Z/NZ, of the Drinfeld–Kohno graded Lie algebra
(see Definition 3.22 below). It comes along with algebra morphisms

φn
t,σ : U(tΓn) →

(
U(h)⊗

(
U(g)⋊ Γ

)⊗n
)h ∼= End(⊙n) ,

where the functor ⊙n : Rep(h) × Rep (U(g)⋊ Z/NZ)n → Rep(h) is the
n-fold module structure of Rep(h).
It turns out that the natural transformations and relations defining a braided
module category sit in End(⊙n) and can be expressed using insertion-coproduct
type morphisms. Such insertion-coproduct morphisms also exist on the cy-
clotomic Drinfeld–Kohno Lie agebras tΓn, and the morphisms φn

t,σ are com-
patible with them. Therefore, a universal solution to the quantization prob-
lem is a solution that lives at the level of U(tΓn) (in fact, it lives in its degree
completion, see Remark 1.5).
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Number theoretic aspects. As mentioned in the previous Section, the abso-
lute Galois group Gal(Q/Q) embeds into the pro-finite version ĜT of the
Grothendieck–Teichmüller group. Cyclotomic associators provide new ver-
sions of the pro-finite Grothendieck–Teichmüller group, and the absolute
Galois groups Gal(Q/Q(µN)) embed into these. Here Q(µN) stands for
the N-th cyclotomic extension of Q, and µN is the group of N-th roots of 1.

Motivic aspects. Enriquez’s proof [Enr07] of the existence of a cyclotmic as-
sociator is also motivic, as an explicit cyclotomic associator ΨKZ is con-
structed as the regularized holonomy of an algebraic flat connection de-
fined on P1 − ({0,+∞} ∪ µN) that generalizes the KZ connection. The cy-
clotomic associator ΨKZ is in fact a generating series for special values of
multiple polylogarithms at N-th roots of 1 (see loc.cit). These periods, some-
times called N-coloured MZV, have very interesting combinatorial [Rac02]
and motivic [Gon98, Gon01a, Gon01b, Gon01c, DG05] features.

3.2. Moperads. Let (E ,⊗, 1) be a cocomplete symmetric monoidal cate-
gory such that the monoidal product ⊗ commutes with small colimits in
each variable. The category of symmetric sequences S-modE has a monoidal
structure other than the pleythism, which is symmetric and is given by

(M ⊛ N)(n) := ⨿p+q=n (M(p)⊗ N(q))Sn
Sp×Sq

,

for M, N two symmetric sequence in E . The unit for this symmetric monoidal
structure is given by the symmetric sequence 1⊛ which is 1 in arity zero and
zero elsewhere. This product is compatible with the ◦-product in the fol-
lowing way: there is a natural transformation

εM,N,L : M ⊛ (N ◦ L) −→ (M ⊛ N) ◦ L ,

for any triple of symmetric sequences (M, N, L) which is given by assem-
bling the evident maps

M(p)⊗ (N(q)⊗ L(i1)⊗ · · · ⊗ L(iq))

(M(p)⊗ N(q))⊗ L(i1)⊗ · · · ⊗ L(iq)⊗ L(1)⊗ · · · ⊗ L(1)

Definition 3.1 (Moperad). Let P be an operad. A moperad (M, γM, η, γP )
over P is the data of a symmetric sequence M such that

(1) (M, γM, η) forms a unital monoid for the ⊛ product.

(2) (M, γP , η) is a right module over the operad P .
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These structures make the following diagram commutes

M ⊛ (M ◦ P) M ⊛ M

(M ⊛ M) ◦ P M ◦ P M .

γP

εM,M,P γM

γM γP

Remark 3.2. This structure was introduced for the first time in [Wil16]. See
loc.cit or [CG20a].

This structure can be rephrased in terms of partial composition maps as the
data of 

◦0 : M(k)⊗ M(m) −→ M(k + m) ,

◦i : M(k)⊗P(m) −→ M(k + m − 1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

which satisfy analogous compatibility conditions. One can visualize these
compositions as follows: operations in M(k) are represented as rooted trees
with k+ 1-leaves, where the up most left leaf is fixed and not acted upon by
the symmetric group Sk. This leaf is called the 0-th leaf. The compositions
◦0 amount to inserting operations in M into the 0-th leaf, and the com-
positions ◦i amount to inserting operations in P into the other, non-fixed,
leaves. Pictorially it gives

m2

m1

m1 ◦0 m2 =

0 1 · · · m

1 · · · k 0 1 i k· · · · · ·

1 m· · ·

m1

p1

m1 ◦i p1 =

,

for m1 an operation in M(k), m2 an operation in M(m) and p1 an operation
in P(m).

Moperads as the derivatives of operads. Symmetric sequences in E can equiv-
alently be described as species of structures, that is, as functors

M : Finop
bij −→ E

from the category of finite sets with bijections to the category E . The theory
of species of structures was introduced by Joyal in [Joy81]. We refer to
[BLL98] for more details.
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Remark 3.3. In order to extend a symmetric sequence to a specie of struc-
tures, there is a canonical choice given by

M(I) :=

 ⨿
f :I−→[n]

M(n)


Sn

,

where I is a finite set with n elements, [n] = {1, · · · , n} and the sum is over
all bijections f . The notion of an operad and a moperad can be extended to
species of structures in a straightforward way.

Definition 3.4 (Derivative of a specie of structures). Let

M : Finop
bij −→ E

be a specie of structure in E . Its derivative M′ is the specie of structures
whose image is given by

M′(I) := M(I ⊔ {∗})
for any finite set I.

The derivatives are a classical operation on species of structures: if the
specie happens to be an operad, then its derivative is in fact a moperad
over it.

Proposition 3.5. Let P be a specie of structure in E endowed with an operad
structure. Then P ′ is canonically endowed with a moperad structure over P given
as follows.

(1) The monoid structure

◦0 : P ′(I)⊗P ′(J) −→ P ′(I ⊔ J)

is given by the operadic composition

◦{∗} : P(I ⊔ {∗})⊗P(J ⊔ {∗}) −→ P(I ⊔ J ⊔ {∗})
at the added point {∗}.

(2) The right module structure

◦i : P ′(I)⊗P(J) −→ P ′((I − {i}) ⊔ J)

is given by the operadic composition

◦i : P(I ⊔ {∗})⊗P(J) −→ P((I − {i}) ⊔ J ⊔ {∗})
at the point i in I.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that the associativity conditions on the
operad structure of P induce those of the moperad structure on P ′. □

Example 3.6. Let MUnit be the symmetric sequence given for all n by
MUnit(n) := 1, then MUnit forms a moperad over Unit with the obvi-
ous compositions maps. One can easily see that MUnit is the derivative of
the operad uCom, defined by uCom(n) := 1, encoding unital commutative
algebras in E . △
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Recall our convention that all operads P come equipped with a morphism
of operads f : Unit −→ P which is an isomorphism in arities zero and one,
that is, our operads are pointed reduced. We will use the same convention for
moperads: any moperad M over an operad P will come with a morphism
of moperads φ f : MUnit −→ M over the above mentioned morphism
f . This implies that there is a distinguished morphism of symmetric se-
quences P −→ M for all the moperads considered from now on.

Example 3.7. The moperad Pa0 over the operad of parenthesized permuta-
tions Pa in the category of sets is defined as follows: the set Pa0(n) is given
by the set of maximal parenthesization of 0σ1 · · · σn, where σ1 · · · σn is a per-
mutation of Sn. The right module structure of Pa0 over Pa is given by the
insertion of parenthesized permutations on the right of the zero element:
(0σ) ◦i τ := 0σ ◦i τ , for any parenthesized permutation τ. For example,

(01)2 ◦1 (13)2 = (0(13)2)4 .

The moperad structure is given by

0σ ◦0 0τ := 0τσ ,

where one inserts 0τ together with its maximal parenthesization into the
zero spot of the fist maximally parenthesized word 0σ, giving another max-
imally parenthesized word. For example,

(01)2 ◦0 0(3(21)) = (0(3(21))4)5 .

The inclusion of MUnit into Pa0 sends MUnit(n) = {∗} into the leftmost
parenthesization of 0idn = 01 · · · n, where idn is the trivial permutation in
Sn. One can directly see that it forms a moperad by applying Proposition
3.5 to Pa (indeed, Pa0 = Pa′). △

Example 3.8. The moperad CoB(1) over the operad CoB from Example 2.7,
is defined as follows:

(1) The objects of CoB(1)(n) are given by words 0σ, where σ is a per-
mutation of Sn. For instance, 0321 is in Ob(CoB(1)(3)).

(2) The morphisms of CoB(1)(n) are given, for two words 0σ and 0τ,
by the set of braids going from 0σ to 0τ, where the zeroth strand is
frozen. Pictorially, we have:

3 21

31 2

∈ Hom
CoB(1)(3)(0132, 0123)

0

0
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(3) The right module structure of CoB(1) over CoB is given by the com-
position of braids on the last n spots. The monoid structure of
CoB(1) is given by the insertion of the second braid into the zeroth
spot of the first braid. The morphism from MUnit to CoB(1) sends
{∗} to 0idn.

One can directly see that it forms a moperad by applying Proposition 3.5 to
CoB (indeed, CoB(1) = CoB′). △
Consider Pa0 as a moperad over Pa in groupoids where there are no non-
trivial morphisms between objects. There is a morphism of moperads in
sets ψ : Ob(Pa0) −→ Ob(CoB(1)) which lies above the morphism of op-
erads in sets φ : Ob(Pa) −→ Ob(CoB). Both are given by forgetting the
parenthesization.

Definition 3.9 (Moperad of parenthesized braids). The moperad of parenthe-
sized braids PaB(1) over the operad in groupoids PaB is defined to be the
fake pull-back of CoB(1) along the morphism ψ.

Remark 3.10. It is straightforward to check that the fake pull-back of Defi-
nition 2.9 generalizes to moperads.

Remark 3.11. The moperad PaB(1) can also directly be obtained by apply-
ing Proposition 3.5 to PaB: PaB(1) = PaB′.

3.3. Moperads of parenthesized cyclotomic braids.

Group actions on moperads. Consider the terminal operad uCom in the cat-
egory of sets, given by uCom(n) = {∗} for all n ≥ 0 together with the
obvious compositions. For any group G, one can defined a moperad G
over uCom as follows

(1) The set G(n) := G×n, together with the evident Sn action.

(2) The right module structure over uCom is given by

G×n ∼= G×n × uCom(m) G×n+m−1

(g1, · · · , gn) (g1, · · · , gi−1, gi, · · · , gi, gi+1, · · · , gn) ,

◦G
i

where we have m copies of the element gi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(3) The monoid structure maps ◦G
0 : G×n × G×m −→ G×(n+m) are given

by the evident isomorphism.

The data of G over uCom actually forms a moperad in the category of
groups, as all the above maps are compatible with the group structures.

Definition 3.12 (G-action on moperads). Let M be a moperad over an op-
erad P in the category of sets. The data of a G-action on the moperad M is
the data of a morphism of moperads over P

γG : G × M −→ M ,
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where G × M is a moperad over uCom ×P ∼= P under the natural identifi-
cation. The structural morphism γG satisfies the condition imposed by the
commutativity of the following diagram

G × G × M G × M

G × M M ,

id×γG

MultG×idn γG

γG

where the morphism MultG is given in arity n by the group multiplication
of G×n.

Remark 3.13. The data of a G-action on a moperad M over P amounts
to the data of an Sn-equivariant left G×n-action on M(n) such that the
right module structure maps {◦i} are {◦G

i }-equivariant and such that the
monoid maps {◦0} is G×n+m-equivariant.

Semi-direct products. Let G be a group. A G-groupoid is the data of a groupoid
D together with a morphism of groups from G to the automorphisms group
AutGrpd(D) of the groupoid D; hence each element g of G induces an au-
tomorphism of groupoids of D which will be denoted by g ⋆−. Together
with G-equivariant morphisms, G-groupoids form a category, denoted by
G-Grpd. We denote BG the classifying groupoid of G, which has only one
object {∗}, whose automorphism group is precisely G.

Definition 3.14 (Semi-direct product). The semi-direct product is a functor

G-Grpd Grpd/BG

D D ⋊ G .

The semi-direct product D ⋊ G, which is a groupoid above the groupoid
BG, is the groupoid defined as follows:

(1) The object of D ⋊ G are the objects of D.

(2) Let d be in Ob(D ⋊ G) and g be in G, then

HomD⋊G(g ⋆ d, d) := HomD(g ⋆ d, d)⨿ {εg} ,

that is, there is a free added arrow εg : g ⋆ d −→ d for all d and all d.
The set of free added arrows satisfies the following conditions:

(a) For any g, h in G and object d:(
g ⋆ (h ⋆ d) h ⋆ d d

εg εh

)
=

(
(g.h) ⋆ d d ,

εg.h
)

where g ⋆ d denotes the image of the object d via the functor
g ⋆−.
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(b) For any morphism f : d −→ e in D and any g in G:(
g ⋆ d d e g ⋆ e

εg f (εg)−1
)

=

(
g ⋆ d g ⋆ e ,

g⋆ f
)

where g ⋆ f denotes the image of the arrow f via the functor
g ⋆−.

(3) The structural morphism D ⋊ G −→ BG sends every object to {∗}
and every arrow to id∗ except the arrows {εg}, which are sent to g,
for every g in G.

There is another functor, which associates to any groupoid above BG a
groupoid endowed with a G-action.

Definition 3.15 (Pseudo-free G-groupoid). The pseudo-free G-groupoid is a
functor

Grpd/BG G-Grpd

Q G(Q) .

Let p : Q −→ BG be a groupoid above BG, the free G-groupoid generated
by p : Q −→ BG, denoted by G(Q), is defined as follows:

(1) The set of objects of G(Q) is given by Ob(Q)× G.

(2) The set of morphisms

HomG(Q)((x, g), (y, h)) := { f ∈ HomQ(x, y) | g • p( f ) = h} ,

for x, y in Ob(Q) and g, h in G.

(3) The G-action g ⋆− sends (x, h) to (x, gh) and sends any arrow f :
(x1, h1) −→ (x2, h2) to f : (x1, gh1) −→ (x2, gh2).

Remark 3.16. The pseudo-free G-construction and the semi-direct product
construction do not define adjoint functors.

Remark 3.17. Let (x, g) be an object of G(Q), the automorphisms group
AutG(Q)((x, g)) given by the automorphisms f : x −→ x in Q such that
p( f ) = idp(x) .

Example 3.18. Let Bn be the braid group on n strands. The morphism Bn ↠
Sn gives a morphism of groupoids p : BBn ↠ BSn. The free Sn-groupoid
generated by p is given by the groupoid CoB(n), with its corresponding
Sn-action. △

We denote again uCom the terminal operad in the category of groupoids,
given by the trivial groupoid in each arity. Since the classifying groupoid
functor B(−) is strong monoidal, the moperad G in sets is sent to a moperad
BG over uCom in the category of groupoids.

Let P be an operad in groupoids. Since the above-mentioned adjunction
is strong monoidal, any moperad M over P together with a morphism of
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moperads ϕ : M −→ BG above the trivial morphism P ↠ uCom will give,
under the functor G(−), a moperad G(M) over P which comes equipped
with a BG-action (in the sense of Definition 3.12 extended to the groupoid
case).

Example 3.19. There is a morphism of moperads ι : CoB(1) −→ BZ/NZ

above the trivial morphism CoB ↠ uCom . On objects, it sends any word
0σ in CoB(1)(n) to the single object {∗}. On morphisms, it sends a braid
between two words 0σ and 0τ in CoB(1)(n) to the element (γ1, · · · , γn) in
(Z/NZ)×n. The value of γi is given by the number of loops that the i-th
strand of the braid makes around the zeroth strand, counted module N.
For instance,

CoB(3) −→ B(Z/NZ)3

3 21

31 2

0

0

�→ (1̄, 0̄, 0̄)

This allows us to define CoB(N) as the moperad over CoB given, in arity
n, by the free (Z/NZ)n-groupoid on the morphism ι(n) : CoB(1)(n) −→
B((Z/NZ)n). Objects of CoB(N)(n) are given by words 0σ1 · · · σn labeled
by (γ1, · · · , γn) in (Z/NZ)n. We will denote them 0(σ1)γ1 · · · (σn)γn . Mor-
phisms between two labeled words 0(σ1)γ1 · · · (σn)γn and 0(τ1)λ1 · · · (τn)λn

are given by braids which satisfy the following condition: the number of
loops that the i-th strand does around the zeroth strand is λi − γi modulo
N for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. △

Similarly to the previous example, there is also a morphism of moperads
ȷ : PaB(1) −→ BZ/NZ above the trivial morphism PaB ↠ uCom. It again
sends parenthesized permutations to {∗} and braids between them to the
numbers of loops around the zeroth strand modulo N.

Definition 3.20 (Moperad of parenthesized cyclotomic braids). The mop-
erad of parenthesized braids PaB(N) is the moperad over PaB defined in each
arity by

PaB(N)(n) := G
(

ȷ(n) : PaB(1)(n) −→ B((Z/NZ)n)
)

.

Its moperad structure comes from the fact that ȷ : PaB(1) −→ BZ/NZ is a
morphism of moperads.

Remark 3.21. The description of CoB(N) given in Example 3.19 applies mu-
tatis mutandis to PaB(N) as well. In this case, the only real difference is that
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objects of CoB(N)(n) are words 0σ1 · · · σn while objects in PaB(N)(n) are
words 0σ1 · · · σn together with a maximal parenthesization.

The moperad P̂aB
(N)

(k) over P̂aB(k) is obtained by applying the Malcev
completion functor to the aforementioned moperad. It gives a moperad in
the category of pro-unipotent k-groupoids. This will be our first cyclotomic
player.

3.4. Infinitesimal cyclotomic braids. In the last section, we defined the
moperad PaB(N) over PaB, which will be the first player necessary to de-
fine cyclotomic associators. Now we need the "infinitesimal version" of this
moperad. From now on, we fix Γ := Z/NZ.

Definition 3.22 (Cyclotomic Drinfeld–Kohno algebras). The n-cyclotomic
Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebra tΓn is given by the following presentation:

(1) It is generated by elements t0i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and by elements tα
ij for

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, where i ̸= j, and for α in Γ.

(2) These generators are subject to the following relations:
(a) tα

ij = t−α
ji .

(b) [t0i, tα
jk] = 0 and [tα

ij, tβ
kl ] = 0 .

(c) [tα
ij, tα+β

ik + tβ
jk] = 0 .

(d) [t0i, t0j + ∑α∈Γ tα
ij] = 0 .

(e) [t0i + t0j + ∑β∈Γ tβ
ij, tα

ij] = 0 .
for all distinct i, j, k, l and for all α, β in Γ.

Proposition 3.23 ([CG20a]). The collection (tΓn)n≥0 can be endowed with the
following moperad structure over the operad (tn)n≥0 in the symmetric monoidal
category (Lie,⊕, 0):

(1) The action of the symmetric group Sn on tΓn is given by :

σ • tα
ij := tα

σ(i)σ(j) and σ • t0i := t0σ(i) .

(2) The partial composition maps {◦p : tΓn ⊕ tm −→ tΓn+m−1} of the right
module structure are given by the following components (we assume that
i < j):

tm ∋ tij 7−→ t0
i+p−1 j+p−1
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tΓn ∋ tα
ij 7−→



tα
i+m−1 j+m−1 if p < i .

i+m−1

∑
k=i

tα
k j+m−1 if p = i .

tα
i j+m−1 if i < p < j .

j+m−1

∑
k=j

tα
i k if p = j .

tα
i j if j < p .

tΓn ∋ t0j 7−→


t0 j+m−1 if p < j .
j+m−1

∑
k=j

t0 k + ∑
γ∈Γ

∑
j≤l<r<j+m

tγ
l r if p = j .

t0j if j < p .

(3) The monoidal structure maps {◦0 : tΓn ⊕ tΓm −→ tΓn+m} are given by the
following components:

tΓm ∋ t0k 7−→ t0k .

tΓm ∋ tα
kl 7−→ tα

kl .

tΓn ∋ t0i 7−→ t0i + ∑
γ∈Γ

m

∑
r≥1

tγ
r i .

tΓn ∋ tα
ij 7−→ tα

ij .

It comes equipped with the following action of Γ: let (γ1, · · · , γi, · · · , γn) be in
Γn, then its action on the generators of tΓn is given by

γi • t0j = t0j for 1 ≤ k ≤ n ,

γi • tα
jk = tα

jk if i ̸= j, k ,

γi • tα
jk = tα+γi

jk if i = j ,

γi • tα
jk = tα−γi

jk if i = k .

Proof. We have already seen in the Introduction that the insertion-coproduct
morphisms gives t• the structure of a presheaf of graded Lie algebras on
Fin∗. Following [Enr07] one can extend it to a presheaf of graded Lie alge-
bras on bFin∗,∗ in the following way (without loss of generality, we allow
ourselves to work with a skeleton of bFin∗,∗):

• The Lie algebra associated with {∗ = 0, 1, . . . , n} is tn.
• The Lie algebra associated with {∗, 0, 1, . . . , n} is tΓn.
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• For every doubly pointed map f : {∗, 0, 1, . . . , m} → {∗, 0, 1, . . . , n},
the corresponding map (−) f :→ tΓn → tΓm is defined by

(tα
ij)

f := ∑
k∈ f−1(i)
l∈ f−1(j)

tα
kl

and

(t0i)
f := ∑

j∈ f−1(i)

t0j + ∑
j,k∈ f−1(i)

j<k

∑
γ∈Γ

tγ
jk + ∑

j∈ f−1(0)\{0}
k∈ f−1(i)

∑
γ∈Γ

tγ
jk .

• For every doubly pointed map f : {∗, 0, 1, . . . , m} → {∗ = 0, 1, . . . , n},
the corresponding map (−) f : tn → tΓm is defined by

(tij)
f := ∑

k∈ f−1(i)
l∈ f−1(j)

t0
kl .

• For every pointed map f : {∗ = 0, 1, . . . , m} → {∗ = 0, 1, . . . , n}, the
corresponding map (−) f : tn → tm is the usual insertion-coproduct
morphism from Definition-Proposition 1.6. △

This defines a presheaf on bFin∗,∗, and therefore by Appendix B.3, a mop-
erad structure in the category of Lie algebras with the coproduct. Like in
Proposition 2.14, the images of theses maps commute and therefore factor
through the product of Lie algebras. □

Definition 3.24 (N-chord diagram moperad). The N-chord diagram moperad
CDΓ

0 is the moperad over CD given by applying the universal enveloping
algebra to the cyclotomic Drinfeld–Kohno moperad.

In each arity, the moperad CDΓ
0 is given by

CDΓ
0(n) = U(tΓn) ,

where U(tΓn) is the algebra of N-chord diagrams on n+ 1 strands. Following
[Bro13], one can represent the elements of this algebra as chord diagrams
on n + 1 strands, numbered from 0 to n, with labels on the last n strands:
each strand outside the zeroth one is labeled with elements of Z/NZ such
that their sum is 0 in Z/NZ . For instance, the element t0i.tα

jk.tβ
jl in U(tΓn) can

be represented as
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t0i.t
α
jk.t

β
jl =

0 i j k l

0 i j k l

α

β

−α− β

One can also represent all the relations that define the algebra U(tΓn) in terms
of equalities of such N-chord diagrams (see [CG20a]).

We have that CDΓ
0 is a moperad over CD in the category Cat(Coalgk) of

small categories enriched over counital cocommutative k-coalgebras, where
both only have one object. In order to obtain a moperad over the operad
PaCD, we need to add objects to CDΓ

0 first. Consider the moperad Γ over
uCom in the category of sets. By applying the k-linear extension functor
introduced in Definition 2.21, we obtain a moperad Γk over the terminal
operad uCom, this time in the category Cat(Coalgk) . The category Γk(n)
has Γn a set of objects and k as its cocommutative coalgebra of morphisms
for any two objects.

Definition 3.25 (Cyclotomic chord moperad). The cyclotomic chord moperad
CDΓ is defined as the Hadamard product

CDΓ := CDΓ
0 ⊗ Γk

of moperads in the category Cat(Coalgk) . It is naturally a moperad over
CD ⊗ uCom ∼= CD . It comes with a natural Γ-action given by the product
of the Γ-actions on each component of the product. (We view Γ acting on
k[Γ] via translation on objects).

Remark 3.26. Let (α1, · · · , αn) and (β1, · · · , βn) be two objects in CDΓ(n).
The elements of the cocommutative coalgebra U(tΓn) of morphisms between
them can be represented as chord diagrams on n+ 1 strands, where the last
n strands are labeled by elements of Z/NZ in the following way: the sum
of the labels on the i-th strand must be equal to βi − αi, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
For example, the following chord diagram

1̄

1α

1α+10

0

L
α
:=
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defines a morphism between α and α + 1, for every α in CDΓ(1) = Z/NZ.

Now recall the set-theoretical moperad Pa0 over Pa given in Example 3.7.
By applying the k-linear extension functor to both, we obtain a moperad
(Pa0)k over Pak, this time in the category Cat(Coalgk) .

Definition 3.27 (Cyclotomic parenthesized chord moperad). The cyclotomic
parenthesized chord moperad PaCDΓ is defined by the Hadamard product

PaCDΓ := (Pa0)k ⊗ CDΓ

of moperads in the category Cat(Coalgk) . It is naturally a moperad over
Pak ⊗ CD = PaCD. The Γ-action on CDΓ endows this product with a
Γ-action as well.

Example 3.28. It follows from this definition that objects in PaCDΓ(n) are
given by maximal parenthesizations on words 0(σ1)α1 · · · (σn)αn , where σ is
a permutation in Sn and (α1, · · · , αn) is an element of Γn. Morphisms be-
tween two maximally parenthesized words 0(σ1)α1 · · · (σn)αn and 0(τ1)γ1 · · ·
(τn)γn are given by chord diagrams on the unique strands that go from one
permutation to the other, where each strand is labeled by elements of Γ,
such that the sums of the labels of the i-th strand is equal to γi − αi, for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n. Here are two distinguished morphisms of PaCDΓ:

β :=

(0 10̄) 20̄

0 (10̄ 20̄)1α

1α

0

0

K
α :=

Here Kα is the endomorphism of α in PaCDΓ(1) which corresponds to t01

and β is the isomorphism between (010̄)20̄ and 0(10̄ 20̄) in PaCDΓ(2) which
corresponds to the trivial chord diagram. △

Remark 3.29. The elements β, Lα and Kα for all α in Γ generate PaCDΓ as a
moperad over PaCD with a Γ-action.

Notice that the relations defining the cyclotomic Drinfeld–Kohno Lie al-
gebras tΓn are homogeneous, therefore they inherit a weight filtration with
generators in weight one. See Remark 2.18 for the standard case. For all
n ≥ 0, PaCDΓ(n) forms a Hopf groupoid, therefore if we want to obtain a
pro-unipotent groupoid we ought to complete it.

We define P̂aCD
Γ

as the moperad over P̂aCD in the category of categories
enriched over complete cocommutative coalgebras obtained by complet-
ing each hom-set of PaCDΓ(n) with respect to the aforementioned weight
filtration. It is a moperad in complete Hopf groupoids.
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We obtain a moperad Grp(P̂aCD
Γ
) over Grp(P̂aCD) by taking the group-

like elements functor to both. This gives a moperad in the category of pro-
unipotent k-groupoids. This will be our second cyclotomic player.

3.5. Cyclotomic associators and Grothendieck–Teichmüller groups. We
are again able to present a purely (m)operadic version of cyclotomic asso-
ciators.

Definition 3.30 (Cyclotomic associators). The set of cyclotomic associators is
given by

AssocΓ(k) := Iso+
Mop(p.u-Grpdk)

((
P̂aB

Γ
(k), P̂aB(k)

)
,
(

Grp(P̂aCD
Γ
), Grp(P̂aCD)

))Γ

.

An element of AssocΓ(k) amounts to the data of:

(1) an isomorphism F between P̂aB(k) and Grp(P̂aCD) which is the
identity on objects (an associator) ,

(2) an isomorphism G between P̂aB
Γ
(k) and Grp(P̂aCD

Γ
) of moper-

ads which is Γ-equivariant and which is the identity on objects, ly-
ing above the isomorphism F.

This definition entails that the set of cyclotomic associators is a bitorsor
over the automorphisms groups of each moperad that are the identity mor-
phism on objects. This allows us to define the cyclotomic versions of the
Grothendieck–Teichmüller group and of the graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller
group.

Definition 3.31 (Cyclotomic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The cyclo-
tomic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group over k is given by

GTΓ(k) := Aut+
Mop(p.u-Grpdk)

(
P̂aB

Γ
(k), P̂aB(k)

)Γ

,

that is, the group of Γ-equivariant automorphisms of the moperads of P̂aB
Γ
(k)

which are the identity on objects.

Definition 3.32 (Cyclotomic graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The
cyclotomic graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group over k is given by

GRTΓ(k) := Aut+
MopCat(Coalgk)

(
P̂aCD

Γ
, P̂aCD

)Γ

,

that is, the group of Γ-equivariant automorphisms of the moperads of P̂aCD
Γ

which are the identity on objects.
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3.6. More concrete descriptions.

Theorem 3.33 ([CG20a, Theorem 4.6]). The moperad PaBΓ, as a moperad over
PaB in groupoids endowed with a Γ-action, and having Pa0 as its moperad of
objects, admits the following presentation. The generating morphisms are

(1) The loop E around the frozen zeroth strand, pictorially given by

10̄

∈ HomPaBΓ(1)(010̄, 011̄)

0

0 11̄

E :=

(2) The associator Ψ which pictorially is given by the following braid

(0 10̄) 20̄

0 (10̄ 20̄)

Ψ := ∈ HomPaBΓ(2) ((010̄)20̄, 0(10̄20̄))

They satisfy the following relations

(1) Recall that PaB(0) is the trivial groupoid {∗}. The unital relation states
that

Ψ ◦1 id{∗} = id010̄
.

Notice that it implies that Ψ ◦2 id{∗} = id010̄
.

(2) The mixed pentagon relation amounts to the commutativity of the follow-
ing diagram

((010̄)20̄)30̄

(0(10̄20̄))30̄ (010̄)(20̄30̄)

0((10̄20̄)30̄) 0(10̄(20̄30̄))

id010̄
◦0 Ψ Ψ ◦0 id010̄

Ψ ◦1 id12 Ψ ◦2 id12

id010̄
◦1 Φ
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(3) The twisted ribbon relation amounts to the commutativity of the following
diagram

(010̄)20̄

0(10̄20̄) (011̄)20̄

0(11̄21̄) (011̄)21̄

Ψ id010̄
◦0 E

id010̄
◦1 E E ◦0 id010̄

(1̄ 1̄) ∗ Ψ−1

(4) The twisted octagon relation amounts to the commutativity of the follow-
ing diagram

(010̄)20̄ (010̄)21̄

0(10̄20̄) 0(10̄21̄)

0(20̄10̄) 0(21̄10̄)

(020̄)10̄ (021̄)10̄

E ◦0 id010̄

Ψ

id010̄
◦1 R

(0̄ 1̄) ∗ Ψ−1

(21) • Ψ−1

(1̄ 0̄) ∗ (id010̄
◦1 R−1)

(21) • (id010̄
◦0 E)

(1̄ 0̄) ∗ ((21) • Ψ)

Remark 3.34. For the sake of completeness, let us rewrite the above rela-
tions in the “insertion-coproduct” notation:

(1) The unital relation states that Ψ0,∅,10̄ = id.
(2) The mixed pentagon relation can be written as

Ψ010̄,20̄,30̄ Ψ0,10̄,20̄30̄ = Ψ0,10̄,20̄ Ψ0,10̄20̄,30̄ Φ10̄,20̄,30̄ Ψ0,10̄,20̄ .

(3) The twisted ribbon relation can be written as

Ψ0,10̄,20̄ E0,10̄20̄ (Ψ0,11̄,21̄)−1 = E0,10̄ E011̄,20̄ .

(4) The twisted octagon relation can be written as

E011̄,20̄ = Ψ0,10̄,20̄ R10̄,20̄ (Ψ0,20̄,10̄)−1 E0,20̄ Ψ0,21̄,10̄ R21̄,10̄ (Ψ0,10̄,21̄)−1 .

Relative Malcev completions. Using this presentation of the moperad PaBΓ,
our goal is going to be to describe cyclotomic associators. Recall that Γ =
Z/NZ . First consider the free group F2 generated by two elements x and
y. There is a group morphism
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
F2 Z

x 1
y 0

p

This gives a morphism pN : F2 ↠ Z/NZ by composing p with the obvious
projection.

Lemma 3.35. There is an isomorphism of groups

Ker(pN) ∼= FN+1 ,

where FN+1 is a free group generated by xN and xayx−a for a = 0, · · · , N − 1 .

This gives an exact sequence of groups:

1 FN+1 F2 Z/NZ 1 .
pN

Let f : G ↠ H be a surjective morphism of groups, and suppose that Ker( f )
is finitely generated as a group.

The relative k-Malcev completion f̂ : Ĝ(k, f ) ↠ H of the morphism f can be
defined as the initial k-pro-unipotent group whose k-points lie above H. See
[Enr07, Section 1.1] for more details or [Hai98] for the original construction.
One can show that it fits into the following exact sequence:

1 K̂er( f )(k) Ĝ(k, f ) H 1 .
f̂

where K̂er( f )(k) is the classical k-pro-unipotent completion.

Remark 3.36. There is always a monomorphism of groups Ĝ(k, f ) ↪→ Ĝ(k) .

Lemma 3.37. There is an isomorphism of groups

F̂2(k, pN) ∼= F̂N+1(k)⋉ Z/NZ

where the semi-direct product on the right is given by the following action

α ∗ xN = 0 and α ∗ xayx−a = xa+αyx−a−α ,

for α in Z/NZ .

Proof. The exact sequence

1 F̂N+1(k) F̂2(k, pN) Z/NZ 1 .
p̂N
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admits a splitting since the group Z/NZ is finite. One can check the for-
mula by hand. □

Cyclotomic braid groups. Recall that the cyclotomic pure braid groups PBΓ
n are

given by the kernel of the following morphism
PB1

n Γn

x0j (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0)

xij (0, · · · , 0)

cN

where (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0) has 1 in the j-th position, and where PB1
n de-

notes the pure braid group with one fixed strand and n free strands. We
therefore have a morphism of short exact sequences

0 Z PB1
2 F2 1

0 Γ Γ2 Γ 0 .

cN pN

Recall the splitting4 F2 −→ PB1
2 given by x 7→ x01 and y 7→ x12 of the

upper short exact sequence, that lifts the splitting of the lower one given by
Γ ∋ α 7→ (α, 0). Passing to relative Malcev completions, we get a splitting

F̂2(k, pN) −→ P̂B1
2(k, cN) of the short exact sequence

0 k P̂B1
2(k, cN) F̂2(k, pN) 1 ,

and, taking kernels, a splitting F̂N+1(k) −→ P̂BΓ
2(k) of the short exact se-

quence

0 k P̂BΓ
2(k) F̂N+1(k) 1 .

It can be checked that this induces an isomorphism of groups

P̂BΓ
2(k) ∼= k× F̂N+1(k) .

Similarly, one can check that the center of tΓ2 is a one dimensional vector
space generated by t01 + t02 + ∑α∈Γ tα

12, and that furthermore

tΓ2
∼=

Lie(t01, t02, tα
12 | α = 0, · · · , N − 1)

(t01 + t02 + ∑α∈Γ tα
12 is central)

.

4Up to a shift of the indices/strand labels (that corresponds to the canonical identifica-
tion PB1

2 = PB3) this is the splitting from Lemma 2.3.
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There is a canonical isomorphism of Lie algebras

tΓ2
∼= k.c ⊕ fN+1 ,

where c = t01 + t02 + ∑α∈Γ tα
12 and where fN+1 is generated by t01, tα

12, for
α = 0, · · · , N − 1.

Therefore an element in exp(̂t Γ
2 ) can by written as a pair(

Ξ(c), Ψ(t01, t0
12, · · · , tN−1

12 )
)

in k× k⟨⟨t01, t02, tα
12 | α = 0, · · · , N − 1⟩⟩ ,

where Ψ is a non-commutative formal power series in variables t01 and tα
12

for α = 0, · · · , N − 1.

Theorem 3.38 ([CG20a, Theorem 5.5]). There is a bijection between the set of
cyclotomic associators AssosΓ and the set of triples (λ, Φ, Ψ) where

(1) (λ, Φ) is a Drinfeld associator;

(2) Ψ is a non-commutative formal series Ψ(t01, t0
12, · · · , tN−1

12 ) such that

(a) the following equation is satisfied in exp(̂t Γ
3 ):

Ψ

(
t01 + ∑

α∈Γ
tα
12 + ∑

α∈Γ
tα
13, t0

12, · · · , tN−1
12

)
Ψ
(

t01, t0̄
12 + t0

13, · · · , tN−1
12 + tN−1

13

)
=

Ψ
(

t01, t0
12, · · · , tN−1

12

)
Ψ

(
t01 + t02 + ∑

α∈Γ
tα
12, t0

12 + t0
13, · · · , t−N+1

12 + t−N+1
13

)
Φ (t12, t23)

(b) the following equation is satisfied in exp(̂t Γ
2 ):

e
λ
N t01 Ψ

(
t01, t0

12, · · · , tN−1
12

)
e

λ
2 t0̄

12 Ψ
(

t01, t0
12, · · · , t−α

12 , · · · , t−N+1
12

)−1
e

λ
N t02

(0̄, 1̄) ∗
(

Ψ
(

t01, t0
12, · · · , t−α

12 , · · · , t−N+1
12

)
e

λ
2 t0

12 Ψ
(

t01, t0
12, · · · , tN−1

12

)−1
)
= 1 .

Sketch of proof. The data of an isomorphism F : P̂aB(k) ∼−→ Grp(P̂aCD)
which is the identity on objects is equivalent to the data of a pair (λ1, Φ)
which is a Drinfeld associator.

Let G : P̂aB
Γ
(k) ∼−→ Grp(P̂aCD

Γ
) be an Γ-equivariant isomorphism of

moperads above an associator F, which is also the identity on objects. The
morphism G is completely determined by the image of E and Ψ.

The image of E by G has to be of the form

G(E) = eλ2t01 L1̄ in HomPaCDΓ(1)(010̄, 011̄) ,

where eλ2t01 is in exp(̂t Γ
1 ) ∼= k and where is the L1̄ element described in

Remark 3.26. One can show that λ2 = λ1/N, see [CG20a, Lemma 5.7].



ASSOCIATORS FROM AN OPERADIC POINT OF VIEW 47

The image of Ψ by G has to be of the form

G(Ψ) = g(Ψ)β , in HomPaCDΓ(2)((010̄)20̄, 0(10̄20̄)) ,

where g(Ψ) is in exp(̂t Γ
2 ) and where β is the element of P̂aCD

Γ
described

in Example 3.28. The isomorphism

tΓ2
∼= k.c ⊕ fN+1 ,

allows us to canonically decompose

g(Ψ) =
(

Ξ(c), Ψ(t01, t0
12, · · · , tN−1

12 )
)

in exp(̂t Γ
2 ) ∼= k× F̂N+1(k) ,

where c = t01 + t02 + ∑α∈Γ tα
12. The morphism

− ◦1 id{∗} : HomPaCDΓ(2)((010̄)20̄, 0(10̄20̄)) −→ HomPaCDΓ(1)(010̄, 010̄)

is the one determined by the morphism t Γ
2 ↠ t Γ

1 which sends t01, tα
12 to zero

and t02 to t01. Its pre-composition with the isomorphism k.c ⊕ fN+1
∼= tΓ2 is

given by sending t01, tα
12 to zero and c to t01. The unital relation

Ψ ◦1 id{∗} = id010̄

therefore gives that Ξ(c) = 1, and thus that the element g(Φ) is simply
given by the formal power series Ψ(t01, t0

12, · · · , tN−1
12 ) in exp(̂fN+1).

Finally, one shows by direct computations, starting from the above presen-
tation of PaBΓ, that the relations in this presentation impose the relations
in the theorem. □

Theorem 3.39 ([Enr07, Section 2.2]). Let k be a field of characteristic zero and
let Γ = Z/NZ. Then the set of cyclotomic associators AssocΓ(k) is non empty.

There is an explicit construction of a cyclotomic associator over k = C given
as the renormalized holonomy from 0 to 1 of a cyclotomic version of the
Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov differential equation. One can then use again
descent methods to prove existence over k = Q.

Theorem 3.40 ([CG20a, Section 4.5]). Elements of the cyclotomic Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group GTΓ are in bijection with triples

(µ, f , g) in k× × F̂2(k)× F̂N+1(k)
where (µ, f ) is an element of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GT(k) and
where g is seen as a word g(xN , y, xyx−1, . . . , xN−1yx1−N) which satisfies the
following relations:

(1) The element g can be seen inside of P̂B
Γ
3(k), the Malcev completion of the

cyclotomic pure braid group. Let xij denote the standard generators of this
group, then g satisfies

g(x01, x12)g(x01x02, x13x23) f (x12, x23) = g(x02x12, x23)g(x01, x12x13)
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in P̂B
Γ
3(k).

(2) Let α be equal to 1̄ in Γ. Then we have

x
µ−1

N g(x, y)y
µ+1

N g(z, y)−1z
µ−1

N α ∗
(

g(z, y)y
µ−1

N g(x, y)−1
)
= 1 ,

if xyz = 1 in F̂2(k, pN), where the action of α on g is given by Lemma
3.37.

Under this bijection, the group structure of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group
is given by:

(µ1, f1, g1) ⋆ (µ2, f2, g2) = (µ, f , g) ,
where

µ := µ1µ2 and f := f1 (xµ2 , f2(x, y)yµ2 f2(y, x)) f2(x, y) ,
and

g := g1

(
x

µ2−1
N , g2(x, y)yµ2 g2(x, y)−1

)
g2(x, y).

And, under this bijection, its action on the set of cyclotomic associators is given
by:

(µ, f , g) • (λ, Φ, Ψ) =
(

µλ, f
(

eλt12 , Φ(t12, t23)eλt23 Φ(t23, t12)
)

Φ(t12, t23), Υ
)

,

where

Υ := Ψ(t12, t0
23, · · · , tN−1

23 ) g

(
eλt12 , Ψ(t12, t0

23, · · · , tN−1
23 ) eλt23 Ψ(t12, t0

23, · · · , tN−1
23 )−1,

e(λ/N)t12 Ψ(t12, t1
23, · · · , tN

23) eλt1
23 Ψ(t12, t1

23, · · · , tN
23)

−1e−(λ/N)t12 , · · · ,

e(λ(N−1)/N)t12 Ψ(t12, tN−1
23 , · · · , t2N−2

23 ) eλtN−1
23 Ψ(t12, tN−1

23 , · · · , t2N−2
23 )−1 e−(λ(N−1)/N)t12

)
.

Remark 3.41. There is also an explicit description of the cyclotomic graded
Grothendieck–Teichmüller group which can be obtained by computing the
relations that elements of Remark 3.29 satisfy.

3.7. Topological description of PaBΓ. Analogue statements to those men-
tioned in §2.7 hold in the cyclotomic case. First, we introduce the configu-
ration space

C(C×, n) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈

(
C×)n | xi ̸= xj if i ̸= j

}
/R>0 .
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This space is isomorphic to the space of configurations of n+ 1-points. Here
the missing origin in C× is seen as a fixed point in the configurations.

We consider their Fulton-MacPherson compactifications C(C×, n), which
this time have a topological moperad structure over the topological operad
C(C) . Indeed, one can compute that

∂ C(C×, n) ∼=
⋃
k≥1

⋃
J1⊔···⊔Jk=[n]

C(C×, [k])× C(C×, Jm)×
(

k

∏
j=1,j ̸=m

C(C, Jj)

)
,

where [n] = {0, · · · , n} and where Jm for 1 ≤ m ≤ k is the subset of [n]
which contains the element 0. Using this decomposition of the boundary,
one can write the moperad structure maps as obvious inclusions. We de-
note this topological moperad over C(C) by C(C×).

Remark 3.42. The moperad C(C×) is also given by applying Proposition
3.5 to C(C).

Recall Pa0, the moperad over Pa in the category of sets defined in Exam-
ple 3.7. Now lets view this moperad as a topological moperad over Pa
where we impose the discrete topology both on Pa0 and on Pa.

Lemma 3.43. There is an inclusion of topological moperads

ϵ : Pa0 ↪→ C(C×)

over the topological operad Pa.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.39 and Proposition 3.5. □

Proposition 3.44. There is an isomorphism of moperads in the category of groupoids

PaB(1) ∼= Π1(C(C×),Pa0) .
over the operad PaB.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 2.40 and Proposition 3.5. □

Twisted configuration spaces. Let again Γ = Z/NZ. We consider the follow-
ing twisted configuration spaces given by

C(C×, n, Γ) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈

(
C×)n | xi ̸= ζ.xj if i ̸= j | ζ ∈ µN

}
/R>0 ,

where µN denotes the group given by the complex N-roots of the unit.

Remark 3.45. One easily sees that the fundamental group of C(C×, n, Γ) is
the cyclotomic pure braid group PBΓ

n. Actually, the hyperplanes defined
by xi = ζ.xj and xi = 0 are the reflection hyperplanes associated with the
complex reflection group Γn ⋊ Sn. Therefore PBΓ

n is the pure braid group
associated with Γn ⋊ Sn, in the sense of [BMR95].
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These spaces admits Fulton-MacPherson compactifications C(C×, n, Γ). This
family also has a natural moperad structure over the operad C(C), which
is again given by a similar decomposition of its boundary. We denote by
C(C×, Γ) this moperad, which is naturally endowed, as a moperad, with a
Γ-action.

The moperad PaΓ is the set theoretical moperad over Pa, where PaΓ(n) is
given by maximal parenthesizations on words 0(σ1)α1 · · · (σn)αn , where σ
is a permutation in Sn and (α1, · · · , αn) is an element of Γn. It is naturally
endowed, as a moperad, with a Γ-action. We view this construction in the
category of topological spaces by endowing it with the discrete topology.

Lemma 3.46. There is a Γ-equivariant inclusion of topological moperads

ϵ : PaΓ ↪→ C(C×, Γ)
over the topological operad Pa.

Proposition 3.47. There is a Γ-equivariant isomorphism of moperads in the cate-
gory of groupoids

PaB(N) ∼= Π1(C(C×, Γ),PaΓ) .
over the operad PaB.

Remark 3.48. Proofs of the above results can be found in [CG20a], in par-
ticular inside the proof of Theorem 3.4 and inside the proof of Theorem
4.6.
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4. ELLIPTIC AND ELLIPSITOMIC ASSOCIATORS

4.1. Motivations and general context. One can phrase a deformation prob-
lem extending Problem 1, making use of the notion of an elliptic structure
over a braided monoidal category [CEE09, Enr14a]. According to [Enr14a]
an elliptic structure over a braided monoidal category C is a functor F :
C → C1 together with two natural automorphisms of F(−⊗−) satisfying
certain relations that we won’t specify here. These relations naturally live
in End

(
F(⊗n)

)
, that is an operadic module over End(⊗n).

For a finite dimensional Lie algebra g, following [CEE09] we consider the
algebra morphism from U(g) to the algebra of D(g) of differential operators
on g sending a generator x ∈ g to the linear vector field on g given by
adx = [x,−]. The induction functor F := D(g) ⊗U(g) − then goes from
C := Rep(g) to C1 := Rep

(
D(g)

)
. One then gets that

End
(

F(⊗n)
) ∼= Hom

(
⊗n, Res ◦ F(⊗n)

) ∼= (D(g)⊗U(g)

(
U(g)⊗n))g ,

where Res : C1 → C is the restriction functor, that is right adjoint to F, and
the algebra map U(g) → U(g)⊗n is the iterated coproduct5. In this context
we have a (quite trivial) elliptic structure, and any t ∈ S2(g)g that is non-
degenerate (meaning that the induced map g∗ → g is an isomorphism)
provides a first order deformation of it. A natural deformation problem is
the following: can one extend this first order deformation to a formal one?

Just as in §1.2 and §3.1, there is a collection of graded Lie algebras (t ell
n )n≥0,

see §4.3, together with insertion-coproduct type morphisms that makes an
operadic module over the Drinfeld–Kohno operad (tn)n≥0. It comes with
an operadic module morphism t

ell
• −→ End

(
F(⊗•)

)
, making it a perfect

location for finding “universal” solutions to our deformation problem, that
we call elliptic associators.

One can construct such universal solutions as holonomies of a genus one
version of the KZ connection (known as the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov–
Bernard connection, see [CEE09]). Such a connection depends on the choice
of a complex structure on the torus, and actually extends to the whole
moduli space of marked elliptic curves. As a result, we get that these
holonomies have many interesting features:

• They satisfy modular invariance properties (see [Enr14a]).
• Their coefficient are interesting numbers, involving iterated inte-

grals of Eiseinstein series, that one can view as elliptic analogs of

5Note that, according to [CEE09, Remark 5.7], there is an isomorphism(
D(g)⊗U(g)

(
U(g)⊗n))g ∼=

(
D(g)⊗

(
U(g)⊗(n−1)))g .
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MZV [Enr16]. As a consequence (of the defining relations of an el-
liptic associator), one gets relations between iterated integrals of Ei-
seinstein series and ordinary MZV.

• All of the above shall lift to some appropriate motivic context (pre-
sumbably the one of [HM20]).

Note that the notion of an elliptic structure has been generalized to higher
genus in [Hum12], under the name genus g structure (g = 1 corresponding
to the elliptic case), in relation with the study of invariants for tangles in a
thickened surface.

4.2. The module of parenthesized elliptic braids. Our goal is to build an
elliptic version of PaB, much in the same way as in Subsection 2.3. The
elliptic version PaBell is going to be a right module over the operad PaB.
In order to construct it, we will need to consider the pure braid group of the
torus.

Let T be the topological 2-torus. The configuration space of n-points in the
torus T is defined as follows:

Confn(T) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Tn | xi ̸= xj if i ̸= j

}
.

Its reduced version

C(T, n) := Confn(T)/T ,

is obtained by considering configurations of n-points modulo the action of
the torus on itself by multiplication, using its abelian group structure. It is
a path-connected topological space for n ≥ 0. It comes equipped with an
action of the symmetric group Sn, given by the permutation of the indices
of the points.

Definition 4.1 (Reduced braid group of the torus). The reduced pure braid
group of the torus group PBn(T) on n-strands is given by the fundamental
group

PBn(T) := π1(C(T, n)) .

Let us describe this group. It is generated by elements {ai} and {bi} for
1 ≤ i ≤ n, which correspond to i-th point following the trajectory given by
each of the generators of the fundamental group of the torus π1(T). They
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can be depicted as follows:

1

n

1

n

i
i

biai

For all n, there is a canonical morphism of groups

PBn PBn(T)

xij

[
a−1

j , b−1
i

]
,

induced by the inclusion of the plane into the fundamental domain of the
torus. Thus any generator xij of the pure braid group can be seen as an ele-
ment in the reduced pure braid group of the torus, and it still corresponds
to the i-th point moving around the j-th point.

Without giving a full presentation of PBn(T), let us mention some of the
important relations that the generators {ai} and {bi} satisfy. First notice
that these generators commute, that is

[ai, aj] = [bi, bj] = 1

for i < j, and we have that a1 · · · an = b1 · · · bn = 1. Finally, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
we have the relations

ai+1 = σ−1
i aiσ

−1
i and bi+1 = σ−1

i biσ
−1
i ,

which are satisfied in the reduced braid group of the torus Bn(T), defined as

Bn(T) := π1(C(T, n)/Sn) ,

and where σi is the following generator:
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There is an elliptic analogue of the operad in the category of groupoids
CoB, defined in Example 2.7. The symmetric sequence in the category of
groupoids (CoBell(n))n≥0 given as follows.

(1) The objects of CoBell(n) are elements of the symmetric group Sn.

(2) Morphisms between two permutations σ and τ in Sn are given by
reduced pure braids on the torus going from σ to τ.

The Sn-module CoBell(n) has a canonical right module structure over the
operad CoB, that is, there are maps

{◦i : CoBell(n)× CoB(k) −→ CoBell(n + k − 1)}

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n which satisfy the obvious axioms. These functors are given on
objects by the insertion of permutations and on morphisms by the inserting
of a pure braid going from σ′ to τ′ into the i-th spot of a reduced pure braid
on the torus going from σ to τ.

There is an obvious morphism φ : Ob(Pa) −→ Ob(CoBell) of symmetric
sequences in sets which simply forgets the parenthesis on permutations.

Definition 4.2 (The right module PaBell). The symmetric sequence in the
category of groupoids PaBell is defined to be the fake pull-back of CoBell
along the morphism φ. It inherits a right module structure over the operad
PaB coming from the right module structure of CoBell.

Remark 4.3. In addition to the elements R and Φ described in Theorem
2.30 which are also present in PaBell, there are two other distinguished
elements. The object (12) in PaBell(2) has this time two non-trivial auto-
morphisms, denoted by A and B: A, resp. B, is induced by the element
a1 = a−1

2 , resp. b1 = b−1
2 , in PB2(T).

The Malcev completion P̂aBell(k) is a right module over P̂aB(k) in the
underlying category of pro-unipotent k-groupoids, since the Malcev com-
pletion functor is strong monoidal. This gives our first elliptic layer.

4.3. The module of elliptic chord diagrams. Here we define the "infini-
tesimal version" of the right module PaBell, given in terms of elliptic chord
diagrams.

Definition 4.4 (Elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno algebras). The n-elliptic Drinfeld–
Kohno algebra tell

n is the bigraded Lie algebra given by the following presen-
tation:

(1) It is generated by elements {tij} for 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ n in bidegree (1, 1),
by elements αi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n in bidegree (1, 0) and by elements βi
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n in bidegree (0, 1).
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(2) The generators are subject to the following relations:

(a) tij = tji.

(b) [tij, tkl ] = 0.

(c) [tij, tik + tjk] = 0.

(d) [αi, β j] = tij.

(e) [αi, αj] = [βi, β j] = 0.

(f) [αi, βi] = − ∑
j | j ̸=i

tij.

(g) [αi, tjk] = [βi, tjk] = 0.

(h) [αi + αj, tij] = [βi + β j, tij] = 0.

Remark 4.5. The elements ∑i αi and ∑i βi are central elements in tell
n .

Proposition 4.6. The family (tell
n )n≥0 can be endowed with a right module struc-

ture over the operad (tn)n≥0 in the category of graded Lie algebras.
(1) The action of the symmetric group Sn on tell

n is given by :

σ • tij := tσ(i)σ(j) , σ • αi := ασ(i) and σ • βi := βσ(i) .

(2) The partial composition maps

{◦p : tell
n ⊕ tm −→ tell

n+m−1}
of the right module structure are given by the following components

(where we assume i < j):

tm ∋ tij 7−→ ti+p−1 j+p−1 .

tell
n ∋ tij 7−→



ti+m−1 j+m−1 if p < i .
i+m−1

∑
k=i

tk j+m−1 if p = i .

ti j+m−1 if i < p < j .
j+m−1

∑
k=j

ti k if p = j .

ti j if j < p .

tell
n ∋ αi 7−→


αi+m−1 if p < i .
i+m−1

∑
k=i

αk if p = i .

αi if i < p .
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tell
n ∋ βi 7−→


βi+m−1 if p < i .
i+m−1

∑
k=i

βk if p = i .

βi if i < p .

Proof. Using the formulas above, one can define a presheaf on the category
Fin∗, ̸∗. As explained in the Appendix B.2, this induces a right module struc-
ture for the cocartesian monoidal structure, which descends to the cartesian
monoidal structure on Lie algebras since the images of the insertion mor-
phisms commute with the images of the coproduct morphisms. See proofs
of Propositions 2.14 and 3.23 for analogue arguments. □

Definition 4.7 (Reduced elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno algebras). The n-reduced
elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno algebra t

ell
n is given by

t
ell

n :=
tell
n

(∑i αi , ∑i βi)
.

The right module structure defined in Proposition 4.6 descends to a right
module structure on the symmetric sequence (t

ell
n )n≥0 in the category of

graded Lie algebras given by the reduced elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno algebras.

Definition 4.8 (The right module of reduced elliptic chord diagrams). The
right module of reduced elliptic chord diagrams CDell is the right module over
the operad of chord diagrams CD obtained by applying the universal en-
veloping algebra functor to the right module of reduced elliptic Drinfeld–
Kohno algebras.

Morphisms in CDell(n) can be represented as chord diagrams on n-strands,
with two extra types of chords which correspond to the added generators
αi and βi. These extra chords can be depicted as follows:

αi = · · · · · ·

1 ni

+ βi = · · · · · ·

1 ni

−

1 ni 1 ni

As an example, the relation (f) in the Definition 4.4 can be represented in
terms of chord diagrams as follows:
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· · · · · ·

1 ni

+

· · ·

1 ni

−

1 ni 1 ni

−
· · ·

+
− = −

∑

j | j �=i

1 i j n

· · · · · · · · ·

1 i j n

Recall the set-theoretical operad Pa of parenthesized permutations. We
consider its k-linear extension (Pa)k to the underlying category of small
categories enriched in cocommutative k-coalgebras, constructed in Defini-
tion 2.21. It is canonically a right module over itself.

Definition 4.9 (Right module of parenthesized reduced elliptic chord dia-
grams). The right module of parenthesized elliptic chord diagrams PaCDell is
defined as the Hadamard tensor product

PaCDell := (Pa)k ⊗ CDell ,

in the category of symmetric sequences in the category Cat(Coalgk). It
comes equipped with a right module structure over the operad PaCD since
this operad is given by the Hadamard product of (Pa)k and CD.

Example 4.10. There are two distinguished endomorphisms of the object
(12) in PaCDell(2), called α and β, which are given by 1 ⊗ α1 and 1 ⊗ β1,
and which can be represented as follows:

+

β =

21

−

α :=

2121

21

△

Remark 4.11. The morphisms α and β generate PaCDell as a right module
over PaCD the underlying category of Cat(Coalgk), and in fact one can give
an explicit presentation of this right module.

The relations that define the elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno Lie algebras tell
n are

homogeneous with respect to the bigrading imposed on generators. Hence
it has a canonical filtration given by the total degree of the bifiltration.
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We define P̂aCDell as the right module over P̂aCD in the category of cate-
gories enriched over complete cocommutative coalgebras obtained by com-
pleting each hom-set of PaCDell(n) with respect to the aforementioned fil-
tration. It defines a right module in the underlying category of complete
Hopf groupoids.

We get a right module Grp(P̂aCDell) over Grp(P̂aCD) in the underlying
category of pro-unipotent k-groupoids by applying the group-like element
functor on both sides. This will be our second elliptic player.

4.4. Elliptic associators. These two elliptic players enable us to define el-
liptic associators purely in operadic terms.

Definition 4.12 (Elliptic associators). The set of elliptic associators is given
by

Assocell(k) := Iso+
RMod(p.u-Grpdk)

((
P̂aBell(k), P̂aB(k)

)
,
(

Grp(P̂aCDell), Grp(P̂aCD)
))

.

An elements in Assocell(k) amounts to the data of:

(1) an isomorphism F between P̂aB(k) and Grp(P̂aCD) which is the
identity on objects (an associator) ,

(2) an isomorphism S between P̂aBell(k) and Grp(P̂aCDell) of right
modules which is the identity on objects, and which lies above the
isomorphism F.

This definition entails that the set of elliptic associators is a bitorsor over
the automorphisms groups of each right module that are the identity mor-
phism on objects. This allows us to define, as in the previous cases, the el-
liptic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group and the elliptic graded Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group.

Definition 4.13 (Elliptic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The elliptic Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group over k is given by

GTell(k) := Aut+
RMod(p.u-Grpdk)

((
P̂aBell(k), P̂aB(k)

))
,

that is, the group of automorphisms of right modules of P̂aBell(k) which
are the identity on objects.

Definition 4.14 (Elliptic graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group). The el-
liptic graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group over k is given by

GRTell(k) := Aut+
RModCat(Coalgk)

((
P̂aCDell, P̂aCD

))
,

that is, the group of automorphisms of right modules of P̂aCDell which are
the identity on objects.
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4.5. More concrete descriptions.

Theorem 4.15 ([CG23, Theorem 3.3]). The right module PaBell, as a right mod-
ule over PaB in groupoids having Pa as a Pa-right module of objects, admits the
following presentation. Thegenerating morphisms are the endomorphisms A and
B of (12) in PaBell(2). They satisfy the following relations

(1) The nonagon relation for A amounts to the commutativity of the following
diagram

(12)3 1(23) 1(23)

(12)3 (23)1

3(12) 2(31)

3(12) (31)2 2(31)

id(12)3

Φ A ◦2 id12

R̃ ◦2 id12

(231) • Φ(312) • (R̃ ◦2 id12)

(231) • (A ◦2 id12)(312) • (A ◦2 id12)
(312) • Φ (231)•(R̃◦2id12)

where R̃ is given by ((21) • R)−1.

(2) The nonagon relation for B amounts to the above diagram, where one re-
places A with B.

(3) The mixed relation amounts to the commutativity of the following diagram

(12)3 (12)3

(21)3

f g f−1g−1

id12 ◦1 R id12 ◦1 ((21) • R)

where the arrow f is given by the following composition

(12)3 1(23) 1(23) (12)3 ,Φ A ◦2 id12 Φ−1

and where the arrow g is given by the following composition

(12)3 (21)3 2(13) 2(13) (21)3 (12)3 .
id12 ◦1 R̃ (213) • Φ (213)•(B◦2id12) ((213) • Φ)−1 id12 ◦1 ((21) • R̃)

We now deduce from this presentation a more explicit description of elliptic
associators.
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Observe that the reduced elliptic Drinfeld–Kohno algebra t ell
2 is a free Lie

algebra on two generators, α := α1 and β := β2. Therefore an element in
Û(t ell

2 ) can be written a non-commutative formal power series in variables
α1 and β2.

Theorem 4.16 ([CG23, Theorem 3.9]). There is a bijection between the set of
elliptic associators Assosell(k) and the set of quadruples (λ, Φ, A+, A−) where

(1) (λ, Φ) is a Drinfeld associator;

(2) A+ and A− are group-like formal power series in two non-commutative
variables, which satisfy the following equations in Û(t ell

3 ):

(a) Φ(t12, t23) A±(α1, β2 + β3) e−λ(t12+t13)/2

Φ(t23, t13) A±(α2, β3 + β1) e−λ(t23+t12)/2

Φ(t13, t12) A±(α3, β1 + β2) e−λ(t13+t23)/2 = 1

and

(b) eλ.t12 =
[
Φ(t12, t23) A+(α1, β2 + β3) Φ(t12, t23)

−1 ,

e−λ.t12/2 Φ(t12, t13) A−(α2, β1 + β3) Φ(t12, t13)
−1 e−λ.t12/2

]
where the bracket denotes the commutator.

Remark 4.17. The above description of an elliptic associator corresponds to
the original definition given by Enriquez in [Enr14a], up to taking inverses
(because of our unusual convention for products).

Sketch of proof. An isomorphism S between P̂aBell(k) and Grp(P̂aCDell) is
completely determined by the images of the generators A and B. These
images give two group-like elements in Û(t ell

2 ), that is to say two group-
like non-commutative formal power series in two variables. The relations
above correspond precisely to the relations induced by the presentation of
Theorem 4.15 (more precisely, (a) corresponds to the two nonagon relations,
and (b) corresponds to the mixed relation). □

Theorem 4.18 ([Enr14a]). Let k be a field of characteristic zero. The set of elliptic
associators is non empty.

For every choice of a complex structure on the torus (i.e. for every elliptic
curve), there is an explicit construction of an elliptic associator over k = C

given as renormalized holonomies (along A- and B-cycles) of an elliptic
version of the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov differential equation, studied in
[CEE09]. One can then use descent methods, once again, to prove existence
over k = Q.
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Remark 4.19. The above still makes sense for the nodal curve, where one
gets back the usual Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov differential equation (up to
a change of coordinate, see [CEE09]). The holonomies can therefore be ex-
pressed using a Drinfeld associator. Explicit formulas are given in [CEE09,
Enr14a]) and provide an elliptic associator for any given Drinfeld associa-
tor. In other words, the forgetful map Assosell(k) → Assos(k) has a section.

The presentation of PaBell as a right module also allows us to give an ex-
plicit description of the elliptic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group.

Theorem 4.20 ([CG23, Section 3.7]). Elements of the elliptic Grothendieck–
Teichmüller group GTell are in bijection with quadruples

(µ, f , g+, g−) in k× × F̂2(k)× F̂2(k)× F̂2(k) ,

where (µ, f ) is an element of the Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GT, and where
g± are seen as words g±(A, B) which satisfy the following equations

(1)
(

f (σ2
1 , σ2

2 )g±(a1, b1)(σ1σ2
2 σ1)

−µ−1
2 σ−1

1 σ−1
2

)3
= 1 ,

(2) u2 =
[
g+(a1, b1), u−1g−(a1, b1)u−1] ,

in the reduced braid group of the torus B3(T), where the bracket denotes the com-
mutator and where

u = f (σ2
1 , σ2

2 )
−1σ

µ
1 f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 ) .

Under this bijection, the group structure of the elliptic Grothendieck–Teichmüller
group is given by:

(µ1, f1, (g1)±) ⋆ (µ2, f2, (g2)±) = (µ, f , g±) ,

where

µ = µ1µ2 , where f (x, y) = f1 (xµ2 , f2(x, y)yµ2 f2(y, x)) f2(x, y) ,

and where

g±(A, B) = (g1)±((g2)+(A, B), (g2)−(A, B)) .

And, under this bijection, its action on the set of elliptic associators is given by:

(µ, f , g±) • (λ, Φ, A±) =(
µλ, f

(
eλt12 , Φ(t12, t23)eλt23 Φ(t23, t12)

)
Φ(t12, t23), g±(A+, A−)

)
.
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Main steps of proof. The proof of the above theorem goes along the follow-
ing lines:

• Once the data of (µ, f ) ∈ GR is fixed, lifting the corresponding au-
tomorphism of P̂aB(k) to an automorphism of the right P̂aB(k)-
module P̂aBell(k) requires to provide images g+(A, B) and g−(A, B)
of A and B, respectively;

• According to Theorem 4.15 these images, together with the images
of R and Φ determined by (µ, f ), should satisfy the two nonagon
relations and the mixed reation;

• One can easily check that equation (1) in the above theorem corre-
sponds to the two nonagon relations. Conjugating with f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 ),

one can then rewrite equation (2) in an equivalent form that directly
corresponds to the mixed relation:

σ
2µ
1 =

[
f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 )g+(a1, b1) f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 )

−1 , σ
−µ
1 f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 )g−(a1, b1) f (σ2

1 , σ2
2 )

−1σ
−µ
1

]
;

• The remaining statements (about the group structure and the action
on elliptic associators) are explicit calculations.

□

Remark 4.21. Using Remark 4.11, one can also give an explicit description
of the elliptic graded Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GRTell.

4.6. Topological description of PaBell. We consider the Fulton-MacPherson
compactifications C(T, I) of the reduced configuration spaces of the torus
C(T, I), where I is a set with n elements. One can compute that the bound-
ary

∂ C(C, I) ∼=
⋃
k≥0

⋃
J1⊔···⊔Jk=I

C(T, [k])×
(

k

∏
j=1

C(C, Jj)

)

where [k] = {1, · · · , k}. Therefore the inclusions

γJ1,··· ,Jk : C(T, [k])×
(

k

∏
j=1

C(C, Jj)

)
↪→ ∂ C(T, J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jk) ↪→ C(T, J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jk) .

endow the family
(
C(T, I)

)
n≥0 with a right module structure over the op-

erad C(C). We denote this right module by C(T).

Consider again Pa, viewed as a right module over itself in the category of
topological spaces when endowed with the discrete topology. There is an
inclusion of topological right modules over Pa

ι : Pa ↪→ C(T) ,

that arrizes from the embedding (0, 1) ↪→ S1 × S1 = T given by t 7→ (t, 0).
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Theorem 4.22. There is an isomorphism of right modules over PaB in the cate-
gory of groupoids

PaBell
∼= Π1(C(T),Pa) .

Remark 4.23. In [CG23], PaBell is in fact defined using its topological de-
scription. In [Enr14a], Enriquez proves that the algebraic definition satisfies
a presentation by generators and relations, that is essentially the content
of Theorem 4.15 (even though Enriquez doesn’t use operads). The paper
[CG23] implicitely contains a translation of Enriquez’s definition in terms
of operads, and the proof that it coincides with the topological definition.

4.7. An overview of the ellipsitomic case. One can think of the ellipsit-
omic case as a combination of the elliptic and the cyclotomic cases. The
constructions performed in this case in order to define ellipsitomic associa-
tors follow the same steps as in the previous cases. For precise statements,
we refer to [CG23, Sections 4–6].

First player. Let Γ := Z/NZ × Z/MZ, where N, M ≥ 1. Recall that the
fundamental group of the topological torus T is Z × Z. Therefore Γ can
be obtained as a quotient of the fundamental group of the torus, meaning
there is an unique covering space

pΓ : T̃ ↠ T ,

associated to the canonical quotient map Z × Z ↠ Γ. We consider the
reduced associated Γ-twisted configuration space

C(T, n, Γ) :=
{
(x1, · · · , xn) ∈

(
T̃
)n | pΓ(xi) ̸= pΓ(xj) if i ̸= j

}
/T̃ .

It has a natural Γ-action and a right module structure over the operad of
configuration spaces. One can define the right module of parenthesized el-
lipsitomic braids as the fundamental groupoid

PaBΓ
ell := Π1(C(T, n, Γ),PaΓ) ,

where PaΓ is a very similar construction to that of Subsection 3.7. It is a
right module over PaB endowed with a compatible Γ-action. It is gener-
ated as right module with a diagonally trivial Γ-action by two morphisms
A : 1(0̄,0̄)2(0̄,0̄) −→ 1(1̄,0̄)2(0̄,0̄) and B : 1(0̄,0̄)2(0̄,0̄) −→ 1(0̄,1̄)2(0̄,0̄) are in PaBΓ

ell(2).

In fact, one can give an explicit presentation of PaBΓ
ell analogue to Theorem

4.15, see [CG23, Theorem 4.5]. After considering the appropriate Malcev
completions, this gives the first ellipsitomic player.
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Second player. One defines the infinitesimal ellipsitomic braids Lie algebra tell,Γ
n

by adding generators {tγ
ij} for γ ∈ Γ in weight (1, 1) to the generators in

Definition 4.4 and then slightly modifying the elliptic relations they satisfy.

This symmetric sequence in the category of graded Lie algebras with a Γ-
action has a right module structure over the operad {tn}, given by analo-
gous formulas to those of Proposition 4.6, and which is compatible with the
Γ-action.

Once again, one considers a reduced version t
ell,Γ
n of these algebras by mod-

ding out the central elements ∑i αi and ∑i βi. One defines the symmetric se-
quence of ellipsitomic chord diagrams CDΓ

ell by taking the universal envelop-
ing algebra functor.

One then defines the right module PaCDΓ
ell of parenthesized ellipsitomic chord

diagrams by performing analogue constructions to those already explained
in Subsection 3.4. It has once again a compatible Γ-action. By consider-
ing the completion with respect to the total weight filtration, one gets the
second ellipsitomic player.

Remark 4.24. Contrary to the cyclotomic case, there is no frozen strand nei-
ther on ellipsitomic braids nor on ellipsitomic chord diagrams.

Defining ellipsitomic associators. Once this machinery is setup, the rest is
completely analogue to the previous cases.

Definition 4.25 (Ellipsitomic associators). The set of ellipsitomic associators
is given by

AssocΓ
ell(k) := Iso+

RMod(p.u-Grpdk)

((
P̂aB

Γ
ell(k), P̂aB(k)

)
,
(

Grp(P̂aCD
Γ
ell), Grp(P̂aCD)

))Γ

.

This amounts to the data of:

(1) an isomorphism F between P̂aB(k) and Grp(P̂aCD) which is the
identity on objects (an associator) ,

(2) an isomorphism W between P̂aB
Γ
ell(k) and Grp(P̂aCD

Γ
ell) of right

modules which is Γ-equivariant and is the identity on objects, and
which lies above the isomorphism F.

It is naturally a bitorsor over the ellipsitomic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group
GTΓ

ell(k) and the ellipsitomic Grothendieck–Teichmüller group GRTΓ
ell(k), whose

definitions should be straightforward by now.

Using the presentation of P̂aB
Γ
ell mentioned before, one can give an ex-

plicit description of the set of ellipsitomic associators analogue to Theorem
4.16 and an explicit description of the set of elements in the ellipsitomic
Grothendieck–Teichmüller group analogue to Theorem 4.20. There is also
an explicit description of elements in the graded version of the ellipsitomic
Grothendieck–Teichmüller group.
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Theorem 4.26 ([CG23, Section 6]). Let k be a field of characteristic zero. The set
of ellipsitomic associators AssocΓ

ell(k) is non empty.

As in all the previous cases (“usual” associators, cyclotomic associators, el-
liptic associators), the proof of the existence goes into two steps: (1) one
proves that ellipsitomic associators exists over C using analytic methods,
(2) one deduces that they exist over Q using descent methods. The sec-
ond step isn’t very difficult, and relies on the fact that ellipsitomic associa-
tors form a torsor over the ellipsitomic (graded) Grothendieck–Teichmüller
group. The first step is the most difficult one: in [CG20b], a flat connec-
tion is constructed on the Γ-twisted configuration space of the torus, whose
renormalized holonomies along appropriate paths gives rise to an ellipsit-
omic associator.

Concluding remarks. The ellipsitomic constructions satisfy some compatibil-
ities with surjective morphisms Γ1 ↠ Γ2, that could probably be phrased in
functorial terms. In would be interesting to investigate this, even in the sim-
plest case of isomorphisms Γ1→̃Γ2, this would allow to define and study
ellipsitomic associators associated with any finite quotient map Z2 → Γ.

A question remains open: what is the Lie theoretic deformation problem
to which ellipsitomic associators provide a universal solution? Section 5 of
[CG20b] already provides some insight: realizations of (some aspects of)
the second ellipsitomic player into Lie theoretic terms are given.

The connection involved in the construction of ellipsitomic associators given
in [CG20b] depends on the choice of an elliptic curves equipped with a Γ-
level structure. Moreover, this connection extends to the whole moduli
space of elliptic curves with Γ-level structure and marked points. As a re-
sult, the corresponding ellipsitomic associators (obtained as suitable renor-
malized holonomies) should have many interesting features similar to the
ones of elliptic associators:

• Their coefficients are interesting numbers, that should be expressed
as iterated integrals of Eiseinstein series associated with a congru-
ence subrgoup SLΓ

2 ⊂ SL2(Z).
• Modular invariance (with respect to the congruence subgroup SLΓ

2 )
of these Eiseistein series have been investigated in the last section
of [CG20b]. It would be interesting to understand the modular in-
variance properties of ellipsitomic associators themselves.

• All of this should probably lift to a more abstract motivic context,
yet to be determined.
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APPENDIX A. PRO-UNIPOTENT COMPLETIONS

An unipotent algebraic group G over k is an algebraic group which embeds
into UTn, the algebraic group given by the upper-triangular matrices, for
some n in N. A classical result states that the category of affine algebraic
groups over k is equivalent to the category of commutative Hopf algebras
over k which are finitely generated as algebras. This gives that the cate-
gory of pro-affine algebraic groups over k is to the category of commutative
Hopf algebras over k, without any finite generation assumptions.

Likewise, one can show that the category of unipotent algebraic groups
over k is equivalent to the category of commutative Hopf algebras over k
which are finitely generated as algebras and which are conilpotent as coal-
gebras.

Proposition A.1. There is a contravariant equivalence of categories between the
category of commutative conilpotent Hopf algebras over k and the pro-category of
unipotent algebraic groups over k:

Hopf-algconil pro(UniGrp)op ,
Spec(−)

O(−)

given by taking the spectrum Spec(−) of the underlying commutative algebra and
by taking the global sections of the structure sheaf O(−).

Remark A.2. We refer to the survey [Vez10] on this subject for more details.

A.1. How to pro-unipotently complete? By the above discussion, it be-
comes clear that a pro-unipotent completion over k amounts to the construc-
tion of a commutative conilpotent Hopf algebra over k, which is universal
in a suitable sense.

Let us construct it for a finitely generated abstract group G. The first step is
to take the group algebra k[G] of G over k, which is naturally a cocommu-
tative Hopf algebra. Now the goal is to dualize it in such a way that it gives
a commutative conilpotent Hopf algebra. Notice that, under finiteness as-
sumptions, complete algebras are dual to conilpotent coalgebras in a sense
that is explained below.

Definition A.3 (I-adic completion). Let A be an augmented k-algebra, let I
be its augmentation ideal. The I-adic completion of A is given by the follow-
ing limit

A∧
I := lim

n∈N∗
A/In ,

taken in the category of k-algebras.

This pro-nilpotent k-algebra can be dualized under some minor finiteness
assumptions.
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Definition A.4 (Topological dual). Let A be an augmented k-algebra, let I
be its augmentation ideal and suppose A/In is finite dimensional over k
for all n ≥ 1. The topological dual of A is given by

A∨
I := colim

n∈N∗
(A/In)∗ ,

where each (A/In)∗ is the coalgebra given by the linear dual of A/In and
where the colimit is taken in the category of coalgebras.

The topological dual A∨ is a conilpotent coalgebra. Indeed, it is pretty
straightforward that (A/In)∗ is conilpotent for all n, and since the category
of conilpotent coalgebras is stable under colimits, so is A∨. The topological
dual functor sends comonoids to monoids, thus the topological dual of a
Hopf algebra is a conilpotent Hopf algebra.

Remark A.5. Note that the algebra given by the linear dual of A∨
I is pre-

cisely the completed algebra A∧
I .

Lemma A.6. Let A be an augmented k-algebra and let I be its augmentation ideal.
If I/I2 is finite dimensional over k, then A/In is finite dimensional over k for all
n ≥ 1.

Proof. By a straightforward dévissage argument, A/In is finite dimensional
for every n if and only if In/In+1 is finite dimensional. For every n ≥ 1,
there is a k-linear surjection (I/I2)⊗n ↠ In/In+1 given by the multiplica-
tion, which implies that In/In+1 is finite dimensional over k. □

Let I be the augmentation ideal of k[G]. One computes that I/I2 ∼= Gab ⊗ k,
where Gab denotes the abelianization of G. Thus if G is a finitely generated
group, I/I2 is finite dimensional over k and k[G]∧I admits a topological
dual.

Example A.7. It follows from [Arn69] that H1(Confn(C); Z) is a free Z-
module, generated by n(n−1)

2 -generators. Therefore the abelianization of
the pure braid group PBn is given by

PBab
n
∼= Z

n(n−1)
2 .

Hence k[PBn] admits a topological dual for all n in N. △

Definition A.8 (Pro-unipotent completion). Let G be a finitely generated
abstract group. Its pro-unipotent completion Guni is the pro-unipotent alge-
braic group given by

Guni := Spec(k[G]∨I ) .

Remark A.9. The pro-unipotent group Guni is the initial object in the cate-
gory of pro-unipotent groups U endowed with a group morphism G −→
U(k), where U(k) refer to the k-points of U.
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A.2. Malcev completion. Very closely related to the pro-unipotent com-
pletion of an abstract group G is the notion of its Malcev completion.

Definition A.10 (Group-like elements). Let A be a Hopf-algebra. An ele-
ment x in A is said to be group-like if ∆(x) = x ⊗ x and ϵ(x) = 1. The set of
group-like elements of A is denoted by Grp(A).

Group-like elements form a group, where the multiplication is given by the
associative product of A, and where the inverse is given by the antipode
map of the Hopf-algebra.

Definition A.11 (Malcev completion). Let G be a finitely generated abstract
group. Its Malcev completion Ĝ(k) is the abstract group

Ĝ(k) := Grp(k[G]∧I )

given by the group-like elements of the I-adic completion of k[G].

The Malcev completion of a group G corresponds to the k-points of its pro-
unipotent completion.

Proposition A.12. Let G be a finitely generated abstract group. There is a group
isomorphism

Guni(k) ∼= Ĝ(k) .

Proof. There is an inclusion

Guni(k) := HomAlgk(k[G]∨I , k) ⊂ HomVectk(k[G]∨I , k) ∼= k[G]∧I .

Thus the k-points of the pro-unipotent completion of G will be given by
certain kind of element in k[G]∧I . One can check that x in k[G]∧I is a group-
like element if and only if x in HomVectk(k[G]∨I ,k) is a morphism of k-
algebras. □

Remark A.13. Let B be a commutative k-algebra. One can check that

Guni(B) = HomAlgk(k[G]∨I , B) ∼= Grp(k[G]∧I ⊗̂B) ,

that is, the B-points of Guni can be computed as the group-like elements of
the complete Hopf algebra

k[G]∧I ⊗̂B := lim
n∈N∗

(k[G]/In ⊗ B) .

So a "generalized" Malcev completion allows us to reconstruct the whole
pro-unipotent algebraic group Guni.

Remark A.14. The Malcev completion of a group G is a pro-nilpotent uniquely
divisible group. Which we will refer to, by a slight abuse of language, as
an abstract pro-unipotent k-group.

Proposition A.15. The Malcev completion defines a strong monoidal functor

(̂−)(k) :
(
Grpf.g,×, {e}

)
−→

(
p.u-Grpf.gk ,×, {e}

)
,

from the category of finitely generated abstract groups to the category of finitely
generated abstract pro-unipotent k-groups.
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Proof. It is straightforward to check that the various steps of its construction
commute with the cartesian product. □

Remark A.16. The inclusion of abstract pro-unipotent k-groups into all
groups is not fully faithful in general, except when k = Q. See [Qui69,
Appendix A] for more details.

A.3. Malcev completion of groupoids. There is a generalization of this
procedure from groups to groupoids. Given a finitely generated groupoid
G, one can produce a category k[G] in the following way:

(1) The set of objects of k[G] is the same as the set of objects of G.

(2) Given two object g, g′ in G,

Homk[G](g, g′) := k[HomG(g, g′)] .

Notice that for every object g in k[G], its endomorphisms Endk[G](g) form
a Hopf algebra. In general, Homk[G](g, g′) has a cocommutative coalgebra
structure compatible with the composition of morphisms. The category
k[G] forms a Hopf groupoid. See [Fre17a, Chapter 9] for more on this notion.

For any g, g′ in k[G], we can complete the Homk[G](g, g′) with respect to
its augmentation ideal and get a category k[G]∧ enriched in cocommuta-
tive coalgebras, which forms a complete Hopf groupoid. There is an ana-
logue group-like element functor which produces a groupoid from a Hopf
groupoid.

The groupoid obtained Ĝ(k) given by the group-like elements of k[G]∧ is
called the Malcev completion of G. Notice that for each object g in Ĝ(k), the
set of automorphisms of g is the k-points of a pro-unipotent group. In a
slight abuse of terminology, we will refer to it as a pro-unipotent k-groupoid.

The Malcev completion functor forms a strong monoidal endofunctor

(̂−)(k) :
(
Grpdf.g,×, {e}

)
−→

(
p.u-Grpdf.gk ,×, {e}

)
,

from the category of finitely generated groupoids to the category of finitely
generated pro-unipotent k-groupoids.

A.4. How to compute the Malcev completion ? Over a field of characteris-
tic zero, a pro-unipotent group is completely determined by its Lie algebra.
Therefore, one way to compute the Malcev completion of a G is by first
computing its Lie algebra and then integrating it.

Definition A.17 (Primitive elements). Let A be a Hopf-algebra. An element
x in A is said to be primitive if ∆(x) = 1 ⊗ x + x ⊗ 1. The set of primitive
elements of A is denoted by Prim(A).

Remark A.18. Since k is a field of characteristic different than 2, the con-
dition ∆(x) = 1 ⊗ x + x ⊗ 1 implies that any primitive element is in the
augmentation ideal of A. Indeed, if x is a primitive element, we have that
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ϵ(x) = (ϵ ⊗ ϵ) ◦ ∆(x) = (ϵ ⊗ ϵ)(1 ⊗ x + x ⊗ 1) = 2ϵ(x) ,

hence ϵ(x) = 0.

The primitive elements of a Hopf-algebra form a Lie algebra, where the
bracket is given by the skew-symmetrization of the associative product in
A.

Definition A.19 (Exponential map). Let A be a Hopf-algebra and let I be
its augmentation ideal. Let

Î := lim
n∈N∗

I/In

denote the augmentation ideal of A∧
I . The exponential map is given by

exp : Î A∧
I

x ∑
n≥0

xn

n!
.

Proposition A.20. Let G be a finitely generated group. The exponential map
defines an isomorphism of groups

exp :
(
Prim(k[G]∧I ), BCH, 0

)
∼−→ Ĝ(k) ,

where the group law BCH is given by the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula.
The inverse of this bijection is given by the logarithm map.

Proof. Let x be an primitive element. Its image under the exponential map
is a group-like element in Grp(k[G]∧I ):

∆(exp(x)) = exp(1 ⊗ x + x ⊗ 1) = exp(x)⊗ exp(x) .

Furthermore, the exponential map is a morphism of groups when one con-
siders the group structure on Prim(k[G]∧I ) given by the Baker–Campbell–
Hausdorff formula, as it is the universal formula such that

exp(BCH(x, y)) = exp(x).exp(y) .

Let g be a group-like element. Notice that ϵ(g) = 1 implies that (g− 1) is in
the augmentation ideal. Thus one can define the logarithm on group-like
elements as

log(g) = log(1 − (g − 1)) = ∑
n≥1

(g − 1)n

n
.

One can check that it is a morphism of groups, which is the inverse of the
exponential map. □
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This description of Ĝ(k) gives a canonical morphism of groups

G Ĝ(k)

g exp
(
log(g)

)
,

since g is group-like element of k[G]∧I .

Remark A.21. In particular, the element gλ, for λ in k, makes sense in Ĝ(k).
Indeed, one can define it as gλ := exp

(
λ.log(g)

)
.

Example A.22.

(1) One has that Ẑ(k) ∼= k and that Ẑ/mZ(k) = 0.

(2) In general, if G is an abelian group, then Ĝ(k) ∼= G ⊗Z k.

(3) The Malcev completion F̂n(k) of the free group Fn generated by
x1, · · · , xn is generated by the expressions {xλ

i } for λ is in k and
1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(4) Using Lemma 2.3, one can compute that P̂B3(k) ∼= F̂2(k)× k. △

APPENDIX B. OPERADS IN COCARTESIAN CATEGORIES

Let C be a category with finite colimits. We view is as a symmetric monoidal
category: the monoidal product is the coproduct ⨿ and the unit is the ini-
tial object ∅. The main goal of this appendix is to show how to construct
operadic-like objects in (C,⨿, ∅) from presheaves on certain categories of
finite sets with values in C. This formalism of presheaves just encodes a
family of objects in C with types of insertion-coproduct morphisms. We
deal with three cases: operads, operadic modules, and moperads.

B.1. The case of operads. Let Fin∗ be the category of finite pointed sets,
together with maps that respect the base point. This category is canoni-
cally equivalent to the category of finite sets with partially defined maps. We
consider two distinguished classes of morphisms in Fin∗ (viewed as finite
sets with partially defined maps):

• Active morphisms are the totally defined map.
• Inert morphisms are the partially defined bijections.

Example B.1. Let J ⊂ K be an inclusion of finite sets. The partially defined
map idK

J : K −→ J which is given by the identity on J is a partially defined
bijection. We will refer to this class of maps as partially defined equalities. △
The pair (Inert, Active) is an orthogonal factorization system, meaning in
particular that every morphism factors (uniquely up to a unique isomor-
phism) as an inert morphism followed by an active one. If, moreover, we
require that the inert map is a partially defined equality, then the factor-
ization becomes strictly unique. Now observe that active morphisms are
generated by:
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• bijections;
• and contracting maps: if I, J are set and i ∈ I, the contracting map

ci : I\{i} ⊔ J → I is defined as ci(j) = j if j /∈ J and ci(j) = i if j ∈ J.
Note that when J is empty, the contracting map is injective.

Theorem B.2. Any functor Finop
∗ −→ C induces an operad in (C,⨿, ∅).

Sketch of proof. Let O : Finop
∗ → C be a functor. We first restrict it to Finbij,

the category of finite sets with (totally defined) bijections; we thus get a
specie of structure.

We define the partial compositions as

◦i := O(ci)⨿O(idK
J ) : O(I)⨿O(J) → O

(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
,

where K = (I\{i}) ⊔ J. One can check that equivariance, associativity and
unitality relations defining an operad are implied by relations among gen-
erating morphisms of Finop

∗ (these generating morphisms being bijections,
contracting maps, and partial equalities). □

Suppose that C carries a symmetric monoidal structure ⊗ such that the
identity functor is a symmetric colax monoidal functor (C,⨿, ∅) → (C,⊗, 1).
It might not send operads to operads in general. Nevertheless, if each ◦i
factors through O(I)⊗O(J), then O becomes an operad in (C,⊗, 1).

Example B.3. Here are two examples of such a symmetric monoidal cate-
gory:

• The category of unitial associative k-algebras, with monoidal prod-
uct being the tensor product;

• The category of Lie k-algebras, with monoidal product being the
direct sum (that is the cartesian monoidal structure).

In both cases, the condition for a map A1 ⨿ A2 → B to factor through the
monoidal product of A1 and A2 is that the images of A1 → B and A2 → B
commute. △
This explains why the insertion-coproduct morphisms we consider in the
main body of the paper define operads in Lie/associative k-algebras:

• Insertion-coproduct morphisms define operads for the cocartesian
monoidal structure;

• The image of insertion morphisms commutes with the image of co-
product morphisms, making the operad structure descend to the
monoidal structure of interest.

B.2. The case of operadic modules. Let Fin∗, ̸∗ be the following category:
• Objects are finite sets with or without pointing;
• Morphisms are maps preserving the pointing.

In other words, every object of Fin∗, ̸∗ is isomorphic to {1, . . . , n} or {∗, 1, . . . , n},
where ∗ is the base point, for some n ≥ 0. For every finite set I there are
two objects, denoted by I and I+, which are given by the finite set without
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or with a base point. There are three types of morphisms: pointed maps
between pointed sets, maps between sets without pointing, and maps from
a non-pointed set to a pointed one. Concretely, we have that:

• Morphisms from I to J are totally defined maps I → J;
• Morphisms from I+ to J+ are partially defined maps I → J;
• Morphisms from I to J+ are partially defined maps I → J;
• There are no morphisms from I+ to J.

As we explained in Appendix B.1, partially defined maps admit an orthog-
onal factorization system made of inert maps and active maps. Active maps
are precisely totally defined maps, and these are generated by bijections
and contracting maps.

Remark B.4. There is a more pedantic (but useful!) way of defining Fin∗, ̸∗.
Consider the functor F : ∆1 → Cat representing the functor (−)+ : Fin →
Fin∗ sending I to I+, where Fin is the category of finite sets with totally
defined maps. Then Fin∗, ̸∗ → ∆1 is the cocartesian fibration associated to
F.

Theorem B.5. Any functor Finop
∗, ̸∗ −→ C induces an operad together with a right

operadic module over it in (C,⨿, ∅).

Sketch of proof. It follows from Remark B.4 that a functor Finop
∗, ̸∗ → C amounts

to the data of a triple (M,O, f ) where

• O is a functor Finop
∗ → C, which by Theorem B.2 induces an operad

in (C,⨿, ∅);
• M is a functor Finop → C;
• f : O((−)+) ⇒ M is a natural transformation.

Since totally defined maps are generated by bijections and contracting maps,
the functor M induces a species of structure when we restrict it to bijec-
tions. Furthermore, it comes equipped with the following maps

M(ci) : M(I) −→ M
(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
,

induced by the contracting maps. On the other hand, we consider the fol-
lowing composition of morphisms:

O(J) O
(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
M
(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
,

O(idK
J ) f

where K = (I\{i}) ⊔ J. These two aforementioned maps assemble into the
following structure maps

◦i : M(I)⨿O(J) → M
(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
.

Once again, one can check that all the axioms of a right module over an
operad are satisfied, by using all the relations amongst the generation mor-
phisms of the source category. □
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Remark B.6. Like in Appendix B.1, the structure defined on the cocartesian
monoidal structure can descend to other types of monoidal structures un-
der certain conditions. In particular, the elliptic insertion-coproduct mor-
phisms that we consider in the main body of the paper define a right mod-
ule structure for the cocartesian monoidal structure in Lie/associative k-
algebras. Since the image of insertion morphisms commutes with the im-
age of coproduct morphisms, they induce a right module structure in the
monoidal structure of interest.

B.3. The case of moperads. Let bFin∗,∗ be the following category:

• Objects are finite sets with one or two pointings,
• Morphisms are maps preserving the pointings.

In other words, every object of bFin∗,∗ is isomorphic to either a pointed set
{0 = ∗, 1, . . . , n} or a double-pointed set {∗, 0, 1, . . . , m}, where ∗ is the first
base point and 0 is the second base point. For every finite set I there are
two objects, denoted by I+ and I++, which are given by the finite set with
a base point or with two base points. There are three types of morphisms:
pointed maps between pointed sets, maps between sets without pointing,
and maps from a non-pointed set to a pointed one. Concretely, we have
that:

• Morphisms from I+ to J+ are partially defined maps I → J;
• Morphisms from I++ to J+ are partially defined maps I → J;
• Morphisms from I++ to J++ are partially defined pointed maps

I+ → J+;
• There are no morphisms from I+ to J++.

Example B.7. If I, J are finite sets, there are pointed-contraction maps c1
0 :

I+ ⊔ J+ → I+ and c2
0 : I+ ⊔ J+ → J+. The first map c1

0 is defined by sending
I+ to itself and J+ to the base point of I+; the second map c2

0 is defined by
sending J+ to itself and I+ to the base point of J+.

Theorem B.8. Any functor bFinop
∗,∗ −→ C induces an operad together with a

moperad over it in (C,⨿, ∅).

Sketch of a proof. A functor bFinop
∗,∗ → C amounts to the data of a triple

(M,O, f ) where

• O is a functor Finop
∗ → C, which by Theorem B.2 induces an operad

in (C,⨿, ∅);
• M is a functor pFinop

∗ → C from the opposite category of pointed
sets with partially defined pointed maps to C;

• g : O(−) ⇒ M((−)+) is a natural transformation.

The functor M induces a species of structure by considering its precompo-
sition with the functor (−)+ and restricting it to bijections.
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The right modules structure over O(−) is constructed as follows. On one
hand, we consider the image of the contracting maps ci by the functor (−)+:

M((ci)
+) : M(I+) −→ M

((
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)+) ,

induced by the contracting maps. On the other hand, we consider the fol-
lowing composition of morphisms:

O(J) O
(
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)
M
((
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)+) ,
O(idK

J ) g

where K = (I\{i}) ⊔ J. These two aforementioned maps assemble into the
following structure maps

◦i : M(I+)⨿O(J) −→ M
((
(I\{i}) ⊔ J

)+) .

One can check that all the axioms of a right module over an operad are
satisfied, by using all the relations amongst the generation morphisms of
the source category.

The monoidal structure of M is constructed using the pointed-contraction
maps. It is given by

◦0 := M(c1
0)⨿M(c2

0) : M(I+)⨿M(J+) −→ M
(

I+ ⊔ J+
)

.

Using the relations that the pointed-contraction maps satisfy, one can show
that they define a monoid structure and that furthermore it is compatible
with the right module structure over O, thus forming a moperad. □

Remark B.9. Like in Appendix B.1, the structure defined on the cocarte-
sian monoidal structure can descend to other types of monoidal structures
under certain conditions. In particular, the cyclotomic insertion-coproduct
morphisms that we consider in the main body of the paper define a right
module structure for the cocartesian monoidal structure in Lie/associative
k-algebras. Since the image of insertion morphisms commutes with the im-
age of coproduct morphisms, they induce a right module structure in the
monoidal structure of interest.
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