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EXPLORING COHOMOLOGY, DEFORMATIONS, AND HOM-NS STRUCTURES IN

HOM-LEIBNIZ CONFORMAL ALGEBRAS THROUGH NIJENHUIS OPERATORS

SANIA ASIF1

Abstract. This paper studies the Nijenhuis operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra, defining their rep-
resentations and cohomologies. We determine the cohomologies for both Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra and
Nijenhuis operators on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra. Subsequently, establishing the cohomology of Hom-
Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebras. As an application to this cohomology, we study formal deformations of
the Nijenhuis operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra. Additionally, we introduce Hom-NS-Leibniz confor-
mal algebra and explore how various operators such as Rota-Baxter operator, Twisted Rota Baxter operator,
and Nijenhuis operators can provide Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebras.

1. Introduction

Over the past fifteen years, there has been significant interest in algebras twisted by homomorphisms, known
as Hom-type algebras. Hartwig, Larsson, and Silvestrov introduced the concept of Hom-Lie algebras in their
work on q-deformations of the Witt and Virasoro algebras. Subsequently, various Hom-type algebras, including
Hom-associative, Hom-Leibniz, and Hom-Poisson algebras, have been extensively studied, see [2, 13, 21, 23].
Theories about Hom-associative conformal algebras and Hom-Lie conformal algebras have been developed, along
with formal deformation theories for Hom-associative and Hom-Lie algebras in [1, 4]. These structures can deform
according to the Hom-analog of the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology.

Leibniz algebra, introduced by Bloh in [5] and later re-examined by Loday in [11], generalizes Lie algebra
by relaxing the skew-symmetry requirement. It has applications in geometry, physics, and homotopy theory.
Leibniz conformal algebra extends this concept to the conformal setting and is closely related to field algebras,
which generalizes vertex operator algebras in a non-commutative context. The Leibniz conformal algebra was
first considered by Bakalov, Kac and Voronov [6] as the non-skew-symmetric analogue of Lie conformal algebras.
Subsequently, [22] introduces the cohomology of Leibniz conformal algebras, and [18] developed the concept of
a Leibniz pseudoalgebra which is a multivariable generalization of Leibniz conformal algebras. These results
extend to the classification of torsion-free Leibniz conformal algebra of rank three in [19]. The extension theory of
Leibniz conformal algebras is examined in [10], while [24] studies quadratic Leibniz conformal algebras and their
central extensions as a special class of Leibniz conformal algebras. Beyond individual studies, Leibniz conformal
algebras are also explored for operators; [9] examines Twisted relative Rota-Baxter operators on Leibniz conformal
algebras. Most recently, [7] explores the homotopification of Leibniz conformal algebras. Additional research in
this aspect is available in [20].

The concept of a Nijenhuis operator was introduced by Albert Nijenhuis in the mid-20th century in [15].
Nijenhuis’s work focused on differential forms and the integrability conditions of almost complex structures,
leading to the definition of what is now known as the Nijenhuis tensor. This tensor measures the failure of an
almost complex structure to be integrable. An operator is termed a Nijenhuis operator if its associated Nijenhuis
tensor vanishes, indicating integrability. Algebraically, For an algebra L with multiplication ◦ : L ⊗ L → L, we
can define Nijenhuis operator as an operator N : L → L, such that following equation hold

N (p) ◦ N (q) = N (N (p) ◦ q + p ◦ N (q)−N (p ◦ q)), ∀ p, q ∈ L.

The study of Nijenhuis operators has significantly influenced various mathematical fields, specifically complex
differential geometry and algebraic deformation theory. The renowned Newlander-Nirenberg theorem asserts that
an almost complex structure on a manifold (or Lie algebra) qualifies as a complex structure if and only if it is a
Nijenhuis operator [16]. In algebraic deformation theory, as explored by Gerstenhaber [8], a Nijenhuis operator
on an associative or Lie algebra facilitates a straightforward linear deformation of the respective algebra. Recent
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developments on the Nijenhuis operator on various (conformal) algebras and their cohomology and deformations
can be explored in [1, 4, 12, 14, 17].

Motivated by the significance of Leibniz conformal algebras, Nijenhuis operators, and Hom-algebras, we delve
into the intricate aspects of their cohomology and deformation structures. This paper focuses on studying Nijen-
huis operators within the framework of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras. Although many researches on Nijenhuis
operator and Leibniz conformal algebras as individual studies, no research has yet been conducted about Nijen-
huis operator on Leibniz conformal algebras and Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras. Studying Nijenhuis operators
within the framework of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras can provide us results about Nijenhuis operators on the
Leibniz conformal algebras by keeping twist map α = id. That is why this study is quite important and aids in
filling up many gaps for future research. Building upon further discussion, the goal of this paper is not only to
construct the cohomology of the Nijenhuis operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras but also the cohomology
of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebras. We first study the Nijenhuis operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal
algebra. We define the representation and cohomology associated with a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra and
Hom-Nijenhuis operators individualistically; their corresponding coboundary operators are expressed by δHomL

and ∂HN , respectively can be seen in the textual body of this paper. Later we use the cohomology of Hom-Leibniz
conformal algebra and cohomology of Nijenhuis operator to determine the cohomology of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz
conformal algebras. As an application to cohomology, we study formal deformations of the Nijenhuis operator
on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra. We introduced Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra as the Hom-analog of
NS-Lie conformal algebra and comprehended how various operators can yield a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal alge-
bras. Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebras relate to twisted relative Rota-Baxter operators in the same way that
Hom-Leibniz dendriform conformal algebras are related to relative Rota-Baxter operators. Nijenhuis operator on
a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra naturally induces a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra structure. Finally, we
introduce twisted Rota-Baxter operators on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras, which also induces Hom-NS-Lie
conformal algebra structures using the Nijenhuis operator. For more about NS-algebras, see [1, 4, 9].

This paper is organized as follows; in Section 2, we provide preliminaries about Nijenhuis operators and discuss
the representations of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra. In Section 3, we focus on defining the cohomology
of a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra. Section 4 is devoted to finding the deformation of Hom-Nijenhuis
Leibniz conformal algebra. Finally, Section 5 studies Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra and Twisted-Rota-Baxter
operators.

Throughout this paper all vector spaces, tensor products, and (bi-)linear maps are over a field K of character-
istic 0.

2. Representations of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra

In this section, we present some preliminary results to strengthen our findings in the later sections.

Definition 2.1. A C[∂]-module L is called a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra L, if it is equipped with a C-bilinear
map L ⊗ L → L[λ], p ⊗ q 7→ [pλq], called the λ-bracket, and a linear map α : L → L that satisfies the following
axioms

α∂ = ∂α

α[pλq] = [α(p)λα(q)], (Multiplicativity)

[∂pλq] = −λ[pλq], [pλ∂(q)] = (∂ + λ)[pλq], (Conformal-sesqui-linearity)

[α(p)λ[qµr]] = [[pλq]λ+µα(r)] + [α(q)µ[pλr]], (Hom-Leibniz conformal identity)

(1)

for all p, q, r ∈ L.

If Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra satisfies an additional condition of conformal skew-symmetry, given by

[pλq] = −[q−λ−∂p], (skew-symmetry)

then we call it a Hom-Lie conformal algebra, the obtained Hom-Lie conformal algebra is called Lie conformal
algebra if twist map α = Id. Similar to a Lie conformal algebra, a Leibniz conformal algebra is called finite if
it is finitely generated C[∂]-module and vice versa. Moreover, all Hom-Lie conformal algebras are Hom-Leibniz
conformal algebras.

Example 2.2. Consider a C[∂]-module L be a Leibniz conformal algebra of rank 1. Then L is isomorphic to
Virasoro Lie conformal algebra satisfying [LλL] = (∂ + 2λ)L.
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Example 2.3. Let L be a Hom-Leibniz algebra with Lie bracket [·, ·]. Let Cur(L) := C[∂]⊗L be the C[∂]-module.
Then it is a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra with λ-bracket given by

α(f(∂)⊗ p) = f(∂)⊗ α(p),

[(f(∂)⊗ p)λ(g(∂)⊗ q)] = f(−λ)g(∂ + λ)⊗ [p, q], ∀ p, q ∈ L.

Definition 2.4. A C[∂]-linear map Nh : L → L is called a Nijenhuis operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra
(L, [·λ·], α), if following axioms hold

α ◦ Nh = Nh ◦ α,

[Nh(p)λNh(q)] = Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq]), ∀ p, q ∈ L, λ ∈ C.
(2)

Note that the identity map on L always satisfies Nijenhuis operator identity.

Definition 2.5. A C[∂]-linear map R : L → L is called a Rota-Baxter operator of weight θ ∈ F on Hom-Leibniz
conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α), if following axioms hold

α ◦ R = R ◦ α,

[R(p)λR(q)] = R([R(p)λq] + [pλR(q)] + θ[pλq]), ∀ p, q ∈ L.
(3)

Definition 2.6. A C[∂]-linear map R : L → L is called a modified Rota-Baxter operator of weight θ ∈ C on
Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α), if following axioms hold

α ◦ R = R ◦ α,

[R(p)λR(q)] = R([R(p)λq] + [pλR(q)]) + θ[pλq], ∀ p, q ∈ L.
(4)

Definition 2.7. A Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α) when equipped with the Nijenhuis operator Nh,
is called as Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra. We denote such algebra by (L, [·λ·], α,Nh) or simply by
LNh

.

Definition 2.8. Let LNh
= (L, [·λ·], α,Nh) and L′

Nh
= (L′, [·λ·]

′, α′,N ′
h) are two Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz confor-

mal algebras, a morphism between them is a map φ : LNh
→ L′

Nh
, such that φ ◦ Nh = N ′

h ◦ φ.

Proposition 2.9. Let LNh
be a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra by defining a new Leibniz conformal

bracket

[pλq]Nh
= [Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq], ∀ p, q ∈ L,

we can obtain a new Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α). Moreover, Nh also acts as a

Nijehnuis operator on (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α). In this case the map Nh : (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α) → (LNh
, [·λ·], α) is a morphism

of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra.

Proof. There are three axioms to prove in this proposition, given as follows.

(1) We show the identities of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras one by one.

(a) Conformal sesqui-linearity:

[∂pλq]Nh
= [Nh(∂p)λq] + [∂pλNh(q)]−Nh[∂pλq]

= [∂Nh(p)λq] + [∂pλNh(q)]−Nh[∂pλq]

= −λ([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq]),

similarly we can show [pλ∂q]Nh
= (∂ + λ)[pλq]Nh

.

(b) Conformal multiplicativity:

α[pλq]N =α[Nh(p)λq] + α[pλNh(q)]− αNh([pλq])

=[Nh(α(p))λα(q)] + [α(p)λNh(α(q))]−Nh([α(p)λα(q)])

=[α(p)λα(q)]N .
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(c) Hom-Leibniz conformal identity:

[α(p)λ[qµr]Nh
]Nh

=[α(p)λ([Nh(q)λr] + [qλNh(r)]−Nh[qλr])]Nh

=[α(p)λ[Nh(q)µr]]Nh
+ [α(p)λ[qµNh(r)]]Nh

− [α(p)λNh[qµr]]Nh

=[Nh(α(p))λ[Nh(q)µr]] + [α(p)λNh([Nh(q)µr])]−Nh([α(p)λ[Nh(q)µr]])

+ [Nhα(p)λ[qµNh(r)]] + [α(p)λNh([qµNh(r)])]−Nh([α(p)λ[qµNh(r)]])

− [Nhα(p)λNh([qµr])]− [α(p)λN
2
h([qµr])] +Nh([α(p)λNh([qµr])])

=[Nh(α(p))λ[Nh(q)µr]] + [α(p)λ([Nh(q)µNh(r)])]−Nh([α(p)λ[Nh(q)µr]])

+ [Nhα(p)λ[qµNh(r)]]−Nh([α(p)λ[qµNh(r)]])

− [Nhα(p)λNh([qµr])] +Nh([α(p)λNh([qµr])]).

Similarly, we have

[[pλq]Nhλ+µ
α(r)]Nh

=[[Nh(p)λNh(q)]λ+µα(r)] + [[pλNh(q)]Nhλ+µ
Nh(α(r))]−Nh[[pλNh(q)]λ+µα(r)]

+ [[Nh(p)λq]λ+µNh(α(r))]−Nh[[Nh(p)λq]λ+µNhα(r)]

− [Nh[pλq]λ+µNh(α(r))] +Nh[Nh[pλq]λ+µα(r)],

and

[α(q)µ[pλr]Nh
]Nh

=[Nh(α(q))µ[Nh(p)λr]] + [α(q)µ([Nh(p)λNh(r)])]−Nh([α(q)µ[Nh(p)λr]])

+ [Nhα(q)µ[pλNh(r)]]−Nh([α(q)µ[pλNh(r)]])

− [Nhα(q)µNh([pλr])] +Nh([α(q)µNh([pλr])]).

From the above equations we conclude that Hom-Leibniz conformal identity holds.

Hence (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α) is a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra.

(2) For any p, q ∈ L, we have

[Nh(p)λNh(q)]Nh

=[Nh(Nh(p))λNh(q)] + [Nh(p)λNh(Nh(q))]−Nh([Nh(p)λNh(q)])

=Nh([Nh(Nh(p))λq] + [Nh(p)λNh(q)]−Nh([Nh(p)λq]))

+Nh([Nh(p)λNh(q)] + [pλNh(Nh(q))]−Nh([pλNh(q)]))

−N 2
h ([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh([pλq]))

=Nh ([Nh(p)λq]Nh
+ [pλNh(q)]Nh

−Nh([pλq]Nh
)) .

Hence, Nh is also a Nijenhuis operator on the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

).

(3) It is obvious to observe that the map Nh : (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α) → (LNh
, [·λ·], α), p 7→ Nh(p) is a morphism

of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra.

It completes the proof. �

The following proposition describes the close relationship between the Nijenhuis operator and the Rota-Baxter
operator. Similar results hold for Hom-associative conformal algebras (see prop 6.2 of [4]). Let us observe, if these
results hold for Hom-Leibniz conformal algebras or not.

Proposition 2.10. Let Nh : L → L be a C[∂]-module homomorphism over a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra L.
Then

(1) Nh is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if Nh is a Rota-Baxter-operator of weight 0, given that N 2
h = 0 .

(2) Nh is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if Nh is a Rota-Baxter-operator of weight −1, given that N 2
h = Nh.

(3) Nh is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if Nh is a modified RB-operator of weight ∓1, given that N 2
h = ±Id.

(4) Nh is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if Nh ± Id is a RB-operator of weight ∓2, given that N 2
h = Id.
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Proof. (1) Suppose Nh is a Nijenhuis operator and let N 2
h = 0. Then for any p, q ∈ L, we have

[Nh(p)λNh(q)] = Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq])

= Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)])−N 2
h [pλq]

= Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]).

Hence, Nh is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight 0.

(2) If N 2
h = Nh, then we get

[Nh(p)λNh(q)] = Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]− [pλq]).

Here Nh is nothing but a Rota-Baxter operator of weight −1.

(3) If N 2
h = ±Id, then we get

[Nh(p)λNh(q)] = Nh([Nh(p), q] + [p,Nh(q)])∓ [pλq].

which is modified Rota-Baxter operator of weight ∓1.

(4) Consider that Nh + Id is a Rota-Baxter-operator of weight −2, we have

[(Nh + Id)(p)λ(Nh + Id)(q)]− (Nh + Id)([(Nh + Id)(p)λq] + [pλ(Nh + Id)(q)]− 2([pλq]))

=[Nh(p)λ(Nh + Id)(q)] + [pλ(Nh + Id)(q)]

−Nh([(Nh + Id)(p)λq] + [pλ(Nh + Id)(q)]− 2([pλq]))

− ([(Nh + Id)(p)λq] + [pλ(Nh + Id)(q)]− 2([pλq]))

={[Nh(p)λNh(q)] + [Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)] + [pλq]}

−Nh({[Nh(p)λq] + [pλq] + [pλNh(q)] + [pλq]− 2([pλq])})

− ({[Nh(p)λq] + [pλq] + [pλNh(q)] + [pλq]} − 2([pλq])))

=[Nh(p)λNh(q)]−Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]) + ([pλq])

=[Nh(p)λNh(q)]−Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]) +N 2
h ([pλq])

=[Nh(p)λNh(q)]−Nh([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh([pλq])).

This implies that Nh is a Nijenhuis operator with N 2
h = Id. Similarly, we can prove other case by

considering Nh − Id is the Rota-Baxter-operator of weight +2.

This completes the proof. �

Definition 2.11. A representation of a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [−λ−], α) consists of a C[∂]-module
M equipped with two C-bilinear maps l : L ⊗M → M[λ] and r : M⊗L → M[λ], defined by l(p,m) 7→ l(p)λm
and r(m, p) 7→ r(m)λp respectively and a C-linear map β : M → M, such that following equations hold for all
p, q ∈ L and m ∈ M

l(∂p)λm = −λl(p)λm, l(p)λ(∂m) = (∂ + λ)l(p)λm, (5)

r(∂m)λp = −λr(m)λp, r(m)λ(∂p) = (∂ + λ)r(m)λp (6)

r(β(m))λ([pµq]) = r(r(m)λp)λ+µα(q) + l(α(p))µ(r(m)λq), (7)

r(β(m))λ([pµq]) = −r(l(p)µm)λ+µα(q) + l(α(p))µ(r(m)λq), (8)

l(α(p))λ(l(q)µm) = l([pλq])λ+µβ(m) + l(α(q))µ(l(p)λm). (9)

β(l(p)λm) = l(α(p))λβ(m), (10)

β(r(p)λm) = r(α(p))λβ(m). (11)

Definition 2.12. A representation of a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α,Nh) is quardruple
(M, r, l, β,NM), where (M, r, l, β) is a representation of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra and NM : M → M is a
C-linear map satisfying the following equations :

β ◦ NM = NM ◦ β,

l(Nh(p))λNM(m) = NM(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm), ∀ p ∈ L and m ∈ M

r(NM(m))λNh(p) = NM(r(NM(m))λp+ r(m)λNh(p)−NM ◦ r(m)λp), ∀ p ∈ L and m ∈ M.
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Proposition 2.13. Let LNh
= (L, [·λ·], α,Nh) be a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra with the represen-

tation (M, l, r, β,NM). We define l′ and r′ respectively by

l
′(p)λm = l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm,

r
′(m)λp = r(NM(m))λp+ r(m)λNh(p)−NM ◦ r(m)λp.

Then (M, l′, r′,NM, β) is a representation of (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α).

Proof. Here l′ and r′ need to satisfy the conditions given in Definition (2.11):

(1)

l
′(∂p)λm = l(Nh(∂p))λm+ l(∂p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(∂p)λm

= l(∂Nh(p))λm+ l(∂p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(∂p)λm

= −λl(Nh(p))λm− λl(p)λNM(m) + λNM ◦ l(p)λm

= −λ(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

= −λ(l′(p)λm).

Similarly, we can show that l′(p)λ(∂m) = (∂ + λ)l′(p)λm.

(2)

r
′(m)λ(∂p) = r(NM(m))λ(∂p) + r(m)λNh(∂p)−NM ◦ r(m)λ(∂p)

=(∂ + λ)r(NM(m))λ(p) + (∂ + λ)r(m)λNh(p)− (∂ + λ)NM ◦ r(m)λ(p)

=(∂ + λ)(r(NM(m))λ(p) + r(m)λNh(p)−NM ◦ r(m)λ(p))

=(∂ + λ)r′(m)λp.

(3)

l
′(α(p))λ(l

′(q)µm)− l
′([pλq]Nh

)λ+µβ(m)− l
′(α(q))µ(l

′(p)λm)

=l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l
′(q)µm) + l(α(p))λNM(l′(q)µm)−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l

′(q)µm)

− l(Nh([pλq])N )λ+µβ(m)− l([pλq]Nh
)λ+µNM(β(m)) +NM ◦ l([pλq]Nh

)λ+µβ(m)

− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l
′(p)µm) + l(α(q))λNM(l′(p)λm)−NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l

′(p)λm)

=l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(Nh(q))µm+ l(q)µNM(m)−NM ◦ l(q)µm)

+ l(α(p))λNM(l(Nh(q))µm+ l(q)µNM(m)−NM ◦ l(q)µm)

−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(Nh(q))µm+ l(q)µNM(m)−NM ◦ l(q)µm)

− l(([Nh(p)λNh(q)]))λ+µβ(m)

− l([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq])λ+µNM(β(m))

+NM ◦ l([Nh(p)λq] + [pλNh(q)]−Nh[pλq])λ+µβ(m)

− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

+ l(α(q))λNM(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

−NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

=l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(Nh(q))µm) + l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(q)µNM(m))− l(Nh(α(p)))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

+ l(α(p))λNM(l(Nh(q))µm) + l(α(p))λNM(l(q)µNM(m))− l(α(p))λNM(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(Nh(q))µm)−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(q)µNM(m)) +NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

− l(([Nh(p)λNh(q)]))λ+µβ(m)

− l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µNM(β(m))− ([pλNh(q)])λ+µNM(β(m))− (Nh[pλq])λ+µNM(β(m))

+NM ◦ l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µβ(m) +NM ◦ l([pλNh(q)])λ+µβ(m)−NM ◦ l(Nh[pλq])λ+µβ(m)

− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(Nh(p))λm)− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(p)λNM(m)) + l(Nh(α(q)))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

+ l(α(q))λNM(l(Nh(p))λm) + l(α(q))λNM(l(p)λNM(m))− l(α(q))λNM(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

−NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(Nh(p))λm)−NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(p)λNM(m)) +NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

=l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(Nh(q))µm)− l([Nh(p)λNh(q)])λ+µβ(m)− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(Nh(p))λm)
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−NM ◦ l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(q)µm)−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm) +NM ◦ NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(q)µm)

+ l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(q)µNM(m))

+ l(α(p))λNM(l(Nh(q))µm) + l(α(p))λNM(l(q)µNM(m))− l(α(p))λNM(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(Nh(q))µm)−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(q)µNM(m)) +NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

+NM ◦ l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µβ(m) +NM ◦ l([pλNh(q)])λ+µβ(m)−NM ◦ l(Nh[pλq])λ+µβ(m)

− l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µNM(β(m))− l([pλNh(q)])λ+µNM(β(m))

+NM ◦ l([pλq])λ+µNM(β(m)) +NM ◦ l(Nh[pλq])λ+µ(β(m))−NM ◦ NM ◦ l([pλq])λ+µ(β(m))

+NM ◦ l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(p)λm) +NM ◦ l((α(q)))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm)−NM ◦ l((α(q)))µ(l(p)λm)

− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(p)λNM(m))

− l(α(q))µNM(l(Nh(p))λm) + l(α(q))µNM(l(p)λNM(m))− l(α(q))µNM(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

+NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(Nh(p))λm)−NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(p)λNM(m)) +NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

=−NM ◦ l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(q)µm) +NM ◦ l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µβ(m) +NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(Nh(p))λm)

−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm) +NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

+NM ◦ NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(q)µm)−NM ◦ NM ◦ l([pλq])λ+µ(β(m))−NM ◦ NM ◦ l((α(q)))µ(l(p)λm)

−NM ◦ l(Nh[pλq])λ+µβ(m) +NM ◦ l(Nh[pλq])λ+µ(β(m))

+NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm) +NM ◦ l((α(q)))µ(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

+ l(Nh(α(p)))λ(l(q)µNM(m))− l([Nh(p)λq])λ+µNM(β(m))

− l(α(q))µNM(l(Nh(p))λm) + l(α(q))µNM(l(p)λNM(m))− l(α(q))µNM(NM ◦ l(p)λm)

+NM ◦ l(α(q))µ(l(p)λNM(m))−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(q)µNM(m)) +NM ◦ l([pλq])λ+µNM(β(m))

+NM ◦ l([pλNh(q)])λ+µβ(m)−NM ◦ l(α(p))λ(l(Nh(q))µm) +NM ◦ l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(p)λm)

− l([pλNh(q)])λ+µNM(β(m))− l(Nh(α(q)))µ(l(p)λNM(m))

+ l(α(p))λNM(l(Nh(q))µm) + l(α(p))λNM(l(q)µNM(m))− l(α(p))λNM(NM ◦ l(q)µm)

=0.

Similarly, we can show that

r
′(β(m))λ([pµq]) = r

′(r′(m)λp)λ+µα(q) + l
′(α(p))µ(r

′(m)λq),

r
′(β(m))λ([pµq]) = −r′(l′(p)µm)λ+µα(q) + l

′(α(p))µ(r
′(m)λq).

Hence, (M, l′, r′, β) is a representation of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α). Next, we see that

l
′(Nh(p))λNM(m)

=l(NhNh(p))λNM(m) + l(Nh(p))λNMNM(m)−NM ◦ l(Nh(p))λNM(m)

=NM(l(NhNh(p))λm+ l(Nh(p))λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(Nh(p))λm)

+NM(l(Nh(p))λNM(m) + l(p)λNMNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λNM(m))

−NM ◦ NM(l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

=NM ◦ (l(NhNh(p))λm+ l(Nh(p))λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(Nh(p))λm)

+NM ◦ (l(Nh(p))λNM(m) + l(p)λNMNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λNM(m))

−NM ◦ NM ◦ (l(Nh(p))λm+ l(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l(p)λm)

=NM ◦ l′(Nh(p))λ(m) +NM ◦ l′(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ NM ◦ l′(p)λ(m)

=NM ◦ (l′(Nh(p))λ(m) + l
′(p)λNM(m)−NM ◦ l′(p)λ(m)).

Similarly, we can show that

r
′(NM(m))λNh(p) = NM(r′(NM(m))λp+ r

′(m)λNh(p)−NM ◦ r′(m)λp).

Thus, (M, l′, r′, β,NM) is a representation of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α). �

3. Cohomology of Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra

To define the cohomology of a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra, we first recall the cohomology of a
Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra. It has not been defined previously, we will use the technique of the paper [1].
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Let us consider that (L, [·λ·], α) is a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra, which has coefficients in the representation
(l, r,M, β). The group of nth-cochain Cn

HomL(L,M) contains the map fλ1,··· ,λn−1
: ∧⊗nL → C[λ1, · · · , λn−1]⊗M

defined by p1 ⊗ p2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ pn 7→ fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1, p2, · · · , pn). These maps satisfy the following conformal sesqui-

linearity condition:

fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1, p2, · · · , ∂(pi), · · · , pn)

=

{

−λifλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1, p2, · · · , pn), i = 1, · · · , n− 1,

(∂ + λ1 + λ2 + · · ·+ λn−1)fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1, p2, · · · , pn), i = n.

(12)

such that f ◦ α⊗n = β ◦ f . The coboundary map δHom : Cn
Hom(L,M) → Cn+1

Hom(L,M) can be defined by

(δHomLf)λ1,··· ,λn(p1, · · · , pn+1)

=

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l(αn−1(pi))λi

fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r(fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1)),

(13)

where f ∈ Cn
HomL(L,M) and p1, p2, · · · , pn, pn+1 ∈ L. With coefficients in the representation (l, r,M, β), the

corresponding cohomology groups are known as the cohomology of the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α).
If we assume that l(p)λm = [pλm] and r(m)λp = [mλp] then above equations turns to be

(δHomLf)λ1,··· ,λn(p1, · · · , pn+1)

=
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[αn−1(pi)λi
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+···+λn

α
n−1(pn+1)]

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1)),

(14)

Theorem 3.1. δ2HomL ◦ δ1HomL = 0.

Proof. Consider that for n = 1, we have

(δ1HomLf)(p1, p2) = l(p1)λf(p2) + r(f(p1))λp2 − f([p1λp2])

=[p1λf(p2)] + [f(p1)λp2]− f([p1λp2]).

and
(δ2HomLf)λ1,λ2

(p1, p2, p3) =l(α(p1))λ1
fλ2

(p2, p3)− l(α(p2))λ2
fλ1

(p1, p3)

− r(fλ1
(p1, p2))λ1+λ2

α(p3)− fλ1+λ2
([p1λ1

p2], α(p3))

+ fλ1+λ2
([p1λ1

p3], α(p2))− fλ1+λ2
([p2λ2

p3], α(p1))

=[(α(p1))λ1
fλ2

(p2, p3)]− [(α(p2))λ2
fλ1

(p1, p3)]

− [(fλ1
(p1, p2))λ1+λ2

α(p3)]− fλ1+λ2
([p1λ1

p2], α(p3))

+ fλ1+λ2
([p1λ1

p3], α(p2))− fλ1+λ2
([p2λ2

p3], α(p1)).

(15)

So we have

(δ2HomL ◦ δ1HomLf)λ1,λ2
(p1, p2, p3)

= [(α(p1))λ1
δ
1
HomLfλ2

(p2, p3)]− [(α(p2))λ2
δ
1
HomLfλ1

(p1, p3)]

− [(δ1HomLfλ1
(p1, p2))λ1+λ2

α(p3)]− δ
1
HomLfλ1+λ2

([p1λ1
p2], α(p3))

+ δ
1
HomLfλ1+λ2

([p1λ1
p3], α(p2))− δ

1
HomLfλ1+λ2

([p2λ2
p3], α(p1))

=[(α(p1))λ1
{[p2λ2

f(p3)] + [f(p2)λ2
p3]− f([p2λ2

p3])}]

− [(α(p2))λ2
{[p1λ1

f(p3)] + [f(p1)λ1
p3]− f([p1λ1

p3])}]

− [({[p1λ1
f(p2)] + [f(p1)λ1

p2]− f([p1λ1
p2])})λ1+λ2

α(p3)]

− {[[p1λ1
p2]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p3))] + [f([p1λ1

p2])λ1+λ2
α(p3)]− f([[p1λ1

p2]
λ1+λ2

α(p3)])}

+ {[[p1λ1
p3]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p2))] + [f([p1λ1

p3])λ1+λ2
α(p2)]− f([[p1λ1

p3]
λ1+λ2

α(p2)])}
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− {[[p2λ2
p3]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p1))] + [f([p2λ2

p3])λ1+λ2
α(p1)]− f([[p2λ2

p3]
λ1+λ2

α(p1)])}

=[(α(p1))λ1
[p2λ2

f(p3)]] + [(α(p1))λ1
[f(p2)λ2

p3]]− [(α(p1))λ1
f([p2λ2

p3])]

− [(α(p2))λ2
[p1λ1

f(p3)]]− [(α(p2))λ2
[f(p1)λ1

p3]] + [(α(p2))λ2
f([p1λ1

p3])]

− [([p1λ1
f(p2)])λ1+λ2

α(p3)]− [([f(p1)λ1
p2])λ1+λ2

α(p3)] + [(f([p1λ1
p2]))λ1+λ2

α(p3)]

− {[[p1λ1
p2]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p3))] + [f([p1λ1

p2])λ1+λ2
α(p3)]− f([[p1λ1

p2]
λ1+λ2

α(p3)])}

+ {[[p1λ1
p3]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p2))] + [f([p1λ1

p3])λ1+λ2
α(p2)]− f([[p1λ1

p3]
λ1+λ2

α(p2)])}

− {[[p2λ2
p3]

λ1+λ2
f(α(p1))] + [f([p2λ2

p3])λ1+λ2
α(p1)]− f([[p2λ2

p3]
λ1+λ2

α(p1)])}

=0.

Thus, our conclusion holds.

�

Let LNh
be a Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra with representation (M, l, r,NM, β). Now by Propo-

sition (2.9) and Proposition (2.13), we obtain a new Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, [·λ·]Nh

, α)
with representation (M, l′, r′, β,NM) induced by the Nijenhuis operator Nh. For n ≥ 0, the coboundary map
∂HN : Cn

HN(L,M) → Cn+1
HN (L,M) can be defined by

(∂HNf)λ1,··· ,λn(p1, · · · , pn+1)

=

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l
′(αn−1(pi))λi

fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r
′(fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+λ2+···+λn
α
n−1(pn+1)

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([piλi
pj ]Nh

, α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1)),

=
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l(Nh(α

n−1(pi)))λi
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l(αn−1(pi))λi

NM(fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1))

−
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1NM ◦ l(αn−1(pi))λi
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r(NM((fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r((fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn)))λ1+λ2+···+λnNh(α
n−1(pn+1))

− (−1)n+1NM ◦ r((fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1, · · · , pn)))λ1+λ2+···+λnα

n−1(pn+1)

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([Nh(pi)λi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([piλi
Nh(pj)], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh[piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1)),

where f ∈ Cn
HomL(L,M) and p1, p2, · · · , pn+1 ∈ L. The above map satisfies the condition ∂n

HN ◦∂n+1
HN = 0, as it is

a coboundary map for the induced Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [−λ−]Nh
, α). Therefore (Cn

HN(L,M), ∂HN)
is a cochain complex. This cochain complex is called the cochain complex of a Hom-Nijenhuis operator, with
coefficients in the representation (M, l, r, β,NM).
Let us now define a map φn : (Cn

HL(L,M), δ) → (Cn
HN(L,M), ∂), for n ≥ 1 by

φ
n(f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1

(p1, p2, · · · , pn)

=fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1

(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))− · · ·

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn) +N 2

M(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1, p2, · · · , pn)).
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For n = 2, we get

φ
2(f)λ1

(p1, p2) = fλ1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2))− (NM ◦ f)λ1

(p1,Nh(p2))− (NM ◦ f)λ1
(Nh(p1), p2) +N 2

M(fλ1
(p1, p2)).

Lemma 3.2. For f ∈ Cn
HomL(L,M) and p1, · · · , pn+1 ∈ L, we have

φ
n+1(δnHomL(f))(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1) = ∂

n
HN(φn(f))(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1).

Proof. Firstly, we consider that

φ
n+1(δnHomL(f))(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)

=δnHomLfλ1,λ2,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn),Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ δnHomLf)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn),Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ δnHomLf)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn),Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ δnHomLf)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(δnHomLfλ1,λ2,··· ,λn(p1, p2, · · · , pn))

=

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[(αn−1(Nh(pi)))λi
fλ2,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn+1

(Nh(p1), · · · , ˆNh(pi), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))]

+ (−1)n+1[fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), · · · ,Nh(pn))λ1+···+λnα

n−1(Nh(pn+1))]

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(pi)λi
Nh(pj)], α(Nh(p1)), · · · , ˆα(Nh(pi)), · · · , ˆα(Nh(pj)), · · · , α(Nh(pn+1)))

−NM(
[

α
n−1(p1)λ1

fλ2,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))
]

− [αn−1(Nh(p2))λ2
fλ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λn

(p1,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))]

+ [αn−1(Nhp3)λ3
fλ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1[αn−1(Nhpn)λnfλ2,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn+1))]

+ (−1)n+1[fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1,Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))λ1+···+λnα

n−1(Nh(pn+1))]

−
n+1
∑

j=2

(−1)1+j
fλ1+λj,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([p1λ1
Nh(pj)], α(Nh(p2)), α(Nh(p3)), · · · , α(Nh(pj−1)), ˆα(Nh(pj)), · · · , α(Nh(pn+1)))

+
∑

2≤i<j≤n+1,i6=1

(−1)ifλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn
([Nh(pi)λi

Nh(pj)], α(p1), α(Nh(p2)), · · · ,

α( ˆNh(pi)), · · · , ˆα(Nh(pj)), α(Nh(pj+1)), · · · , α(Nh(pn+1))))

−NM(
[

α
n−1(Nh(p1))λ1

fλ2,··· ,λn(p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))
]

− [αn−1(p2)λ2
fλ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λn

(Nh(p1), p̂2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))]

+ [αn−1(Nh(p3))λ3
fλ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(p3),Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1[αn−1(Nh(pn))λn
fλ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(Nh(p1), p2, · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn+1))]

+ (−1)n+1[fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))λ1+···+λnα

n−1(Nh(pn+1))]

+

n+1
∑

j=3

fλ2+λj,λ1,λ3,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn
([p2λ2

Nh(pj)], α(Nh(p1)), ˆα(Nh(p2)),

α(Nh(p3)), · · · , α(Nh(pj−1)), ˆα(Nh(pj))α(Nh(pj+1)), · · · , α(Nh(pn+1)))

+

n+1
∑

1≤i<j≤n+1,i6=2

(−1)ifλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn
([Nh(pi)λi

Nh(pj)], α(Nh(p1)),

α(p2), α(Nh(p3)), · · · , ˆα(Nh(pi)), · · · , ˆα(Nh(pj)), α(Nh(pj+1)), · · · , α(Nh(pn+1))))
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− · · ·+N 2
M(

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[(αn−1(pi))λi
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+···+λnα

n−1(pn+1)]

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
fλi+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))),

Again

∂
n
HN(φn(f))λ1,··· ,λn(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)

=

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l(Nh(α

n−1(pi)))λi
φ
n
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
l(αn−1(pi))λi

NM(φn
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1))

−
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1NM ◦ l(αn−1(pi))λi
φ
n
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r(NM((φn

fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1, · · · , pn))))λ1+λ2+···+λnα

n−1(pn+1)

+ (−1)n+1
r(φn

fλ1,··· ,λn−1
(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+λ2+···+λnNh(α

n−1(pn+1))

− (−1)n+1NM ◦ r(φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(pi)λi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([piλi
Nh(pj)], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(Nh[piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

=

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[(Nh(α
n−1(pi)))λi

φ
n
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)]

+

n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1[(αn−1(pi))λi
NM(φn

fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1))]

−
n
∑

i=1

(−1)i+1NM ◦ [(αn−1(pi))λi
φ
n
fλ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂i, · · · , pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[NM(φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+λ2+···+λnNhα
n−1(pn+1)]

− (−1)n+1NM ◦ [φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(pi)λi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

+
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([piλi
Nh(pj)], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−
∑

i<j

(−1)i+j
φ
n
fλi+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂i,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(Nh[piλi
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pi), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

=[αn−1Nh(p1)λ1
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂1,··· ,λn

(p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)]

− [αn−1Nh(p2)λ2
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λn

(p1, p3, · · · , pn+1)]

+ [αn−1Nh(p3)λ3
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn+1)]
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− · · ·+ (−1)n+1[αn−1Nh(pn)λn
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, · · · , pn−1, pn+1)]

+ [(αn−1(p1))λ1
NM(φn

fλ1,··· ,λ̂1,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂1, · · · , pn+1))]

− [(αn−1(p2))λ2
NM(φn

fλ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λn
(p1, · · · , p̂2, · · · , pn+1))] + · · ·

+ (−1)n+1[(αn−1(pn))λnNM(φn
fλ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(p1, · · · , p̂n, · · · , pn+1))]

−NM[αn−1(p1)λ1
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂1,··· ,λn

(p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)]+

NM[αn−1(p2)λ2
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λn

(p1, p3, · · · , pn+1)]

−NM[αn−1(p3)λ3
φ
n(f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn+1)]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1NM[αn−1(pn)λn
φ
n(f)(p1, p2, · · · , pn−1, pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[NM(φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+λ2+···+λnNhα
n−1(pn+1)]

− (−1)n+1NM ◦ [φn
fλ1,··· ,λn−1

(p1, · · · , pn)λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

−
n+1
∑

j=2

φ
n
fλ1+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂1,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(p1), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

+

n+1
∑

j=3

φ
n
fλ2+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(p2)λ2
pj ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(p2), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−
n+1
∑

j=4

φ
n
fλ3+λj,λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ2
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(p3), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

· · ·

+
n+1
∑

j=n+1

(−1)nφn
fλn+λj ,λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

([Nh(pn)λn
pj ] + [pnλn

Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn
pj ], α(p1), · · · , ˆα(pn), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

=[αn−1Nh(p1)λ1

(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)))]

− [αn−1Nh(p2)λ2

fλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1, p3, · · · , pn+1))]

+ [αn−1Nh(p3)λ3

fλ1,λ2,λ4,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p2),Nh(p4) · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))
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− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn+1))]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1[αn−1N (pn)λn

fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn−1, pn+1))]

+ [αn−1(p1)λ1

NM(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)))]

− [αn−1
p2λ2

NMfλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1, p3, · · · , pn+1))]

+ [αn−1
p3λ3

NMfλ1,λ2,λ4··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p2),Nh(p4) · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn+1))]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1[αn−1
pnλn

NMfλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn−1, pn+1))]

−NM[αn−1
p1λ1

(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ2,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p2),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ2,λ3,··· ,λn(p2, p3, · · · , pn+1)))]

+NM[αn−1
p2λ2

fλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1), p3,Nh(p4), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))
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− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ3,··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ3,··· ,λn(p1, p3, · · · , pn+1))]

−NM[αn−1
p3λ3

fλ1,λ2,λ4··· ,λn(Nh(p1),Nh(p2),Nh(p4) · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂3,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn+1))]

− · · ·+ (−1)n+1NM[αn−1
pnλn

fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1),Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(p1,Nh(p2), ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1), p2, ˆNh(pn), · · · ,Nh(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn+1)

+N 2
M(fλ1,··· ,λ̂n,··· ,λn

(p1, p2, p4, · · · , pn−1, pn+1))]

+ (−1)n+1[NM(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1

(p1, p2, · · · , pn)))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

+ (−1)n+1[(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1

(p1, p2, · · · , pn)))λ1+λ2+···+λnNhα
n−1(pn+1)]

− (−1)n+1NM ◦ [(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(p1,Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1), p2,Nh(p3), · · · ,Nh(pn))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1
(Nh(p1),Nh(p2), · · · ,Nh(pn−1), pn)

+N 2
M(fλ1,λ2,··· ,λn−1

(p1, p2, · · · , pn)))λ1+λ2+···+λnα
n−1(pn+1)]

−
n+1
∑

j=2

(fλ1+λj ,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ]), ˆNhα(p1),Nhα(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

+ (NM ◦ f)λ1+λj,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ]), ˆNhα(p1),Nhα(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

+ (NM ◦ f)λ1+λj,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ]), ˆNhα(p1), α(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ1+λj,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ]), ˆNhα(p1),Nhα(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−N 2
M(fλ1+λj,λ̂1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([Nh(p1)λ1
pj ] + [p1λ1

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p1λ1
pj ], ˆα(p1), α(p2), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))))
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+
n+1
∑

j=3

(fλ2+λj ,λ1,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p2)λ2
pj ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ]),Nhα(p1), ˆNhα(p2),Nhα(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2+λj,λ1,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(([Nh(p2)λ2
pj ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ]),Nhα(p1), ˆNhα(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λ2+λj,λ1,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(α(p2))λ2
pj ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ]),Nhα(p1), ˆNhα(p2), α(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ2+λj,λ1,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p2)λ2
∂j ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ]),Nhα(p1), ˆNhα(p2),Nhα(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

+N 2
M(fλ2+λj,λ1,λ̂2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([Nh(p2)λ2
pj ] + [p2λ2

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p2λ2
pj ], α(p1), ˆα(p2), α(p3), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))))

−
n+1
∑

j=4

(fλ3+λj ,λ1,λ2,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ3
pj ]),Nhα(p1), ˆNhα(p3),Nhα(p2), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

+ (NM ◦ f)λ3+λj,λ1,λ2,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ3
pj ]),Nhα(p1),Nhα(p2), ˆNhα(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

+ (NM ◦ f)λ3+λj,λ1,λ2,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ3
pj ]),Nhα(p1),Nhα(p2), ˆNhα(p3), α(p4), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · ,Nhα(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λ3+λj,λ1,λ2,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

(Nh([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ3
pj ]),Nhα(p1),Nhα(p2), ˆNhα(p3),Nhα(p4), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))

−N 2
M(fλ3+λj,λ1,λ2,λ̂3,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn

([Nh(p3)λ3
pj ] + [p3λ3

Nh(pj)]−Nh[p3λ3
pj ], α(p1), α(p2), ˆα(p3), α(p4), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , α(pn+1))))

· · ·

+ (−1)n
n+1
∑

j=n+1

(fλn+λj,λ1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn−1
(Nh([Nh(pn)λn

pj ] + [pnλn
Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn

pj ]),Nhα(p1),

Nhα(p2),Nhα(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · , ˆNhα(pn),Nhα(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λn+λj,λ1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn−1
(([Nh(pn)λn

pj ] + [pnλn
Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn

pj ]),Nhα(p1), · · · ,

ˆNhα(pj), · · · , ˆNhα(pn),Nhα(pn+1))

− (NM ◦ f)λn+λj,λ1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j,··· ,λn−1
(Nh([Nh(pn)λn

pj ] + [pnλn
Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn

pj ]),Nhα(p1),Nhα(p2),

α(p3), · · · , ˆNhα(pj), · · · , ˆNhα(pn),Nhα(pn+1))

− · · · − (NM ◦ f)λn+λj ,λ1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn−1
(Nh([Nh(pn)λn

pj ] + [pnλn
Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn

pj ]),Nhα(p1),Nhα(p2),

Nhα(p3), · · · , ˆNα(pj), · · · , ˆNhα(pn), α(pn+1))

+N 2
M(fλn+λj,λ1,λ2,··· ,λ̂j ,··· ,λn−1

([Nh(pn)λn
pj ] + [pnλn

Nh(pj)]−Nh[pnλn
pj ], α(p1), α(p2),

α(p3), · · · , ˆα(pj), · · · , ˆα(pn), α(pn+1)))).

By using the Definition (2.12), we obtain the desired result that verifies

φ
n+1(δnHomL(f))(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1) = ∂

n
HN(φn(f))(p1, p2, p3, · · · , pn+1).

�
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The above Lemma can be expressed by the following commutative diagram:

C1
HomL(L,M) C2

HomL(L,M) . . . Cn
HomL(L,M) Cn+1

HomL(L,M) . . .

C1
HN(L,M) C2

HN (L,M) . . . Cn
HN(L,M) Cn+1

HN (L,M) . . . .

δ1HomL

φ1

δ2HomL

φ2

δ
n−1

HomL δnHomL

φn φn+1

∂1
HN ∂2

HN
∂
n−1

HN ∂n
HN

Next, we unify the cochain complex of Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra and the cochain complex of Hom-
Nijenhuis operator and form a new cochain complex of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra.

Definition 3.3. Let LNh
be a Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra with a representation (M, l, r, β,NM).

Let’s define

C
0
HNLA(L,M) := C

0
HomL(L,M) (16)

C
n
HNLA(L,M) := C

n
HomL(L,M)⊕ C

n−1
HN (L,M), ∀ n ≥ 1, (17)

and a coboundary map dnHNLA : Cn
HNLA(L,M) → Cn+1

HNLA(L,M), for any f ∈ Cn
HomL(L,M), g ∈ Cn−1

HN (L,M)
by

d
n
HNLA(f, g) = (δnHomL(f),−∂

n−1
HN (g)− φ

n(f)). (18)

Theorem 3.4. The map dnHNLA : Cn
HNLA(L,M) → Cn+1

HNLA(L,M), satisfies dnHNLA ◦ dn+1
HNLA = 0.

Proof. For any f ∈ Cn
HomL(L,M) and g ∈ Cn−1

HN (L,M),

d
n+1
HNLA ◦ dnHNLA(f, g) = d

n+1
HNLA

(

δ
n
HomL(f),−∂

n−1
HN (g)− φ

n(f)
)

=
(

δ
n+1
HomL(δ

n
HomL(f)),−∂

n
HN

(

−∂n−1
HN (g)− φ

n(f)
)

− φ
n+1(δnHomL(f))

)

=
(

δ
n+1
HomL(δ

n
HomL(f)), ∂

n
HN∂

n−1
HN (g) + ∂

n
HNφ

n(f)− φ
n+1(δnHomL(f))

)

= (0, 0) .

�

From Definition (3.3) and Theorem (3.4), we see that {Cn
HNLA(L,M), dnHNLA} forms a cochain complex of the

Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra LNh
with representation (M, l, r, β,NM). Its corresponding cohomology

is denoted by Hn
HNLA(L,M) for n > 0. The above cochain complex can be expressed in terms of a short exact

sequence as follows:

0 Cn
HN(L,M) Cn

HNLA(L,M) Cn
HomL(L,M) 0.

4. Deformation of Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra

In this section, we study the formal one-parameter deformation of Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra.
To avoid difficulty in computation in this section, we denote the bracket [·λ·]L by {·λ·} and Nh by N .

Definition 4.1. A one-parameter formal deformation of a Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra (LNh
, {·λ·}, α)

is a pair of two power series ({·λ·}t,Nt)

{·λ·}t =
∞
∑

i=0

{·λ·}it
i
, {·λ·}i ∈ C

2
HomL(L,L),

Nt

∞
∑

i=0

Nit
i
, Ni ∈ C

1
HN(L,L),

such that (L[[t]]Nt , {·λ·}t, α) is a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal algebra with ({·λ·}0,N0) = ({·λ·},N ), where
L[[t]] which is the space of formal power series in t with coefficients from L, is a C[[t]] module, C being the ground
field of (LN , {·λ·}, α).
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The above definition holds if and only if for any p, q, r ∈ L, the following conditions are satisfied:

α ◦ Nt = Nt ◦ α

{α(p)λ{qµr}t}t = {{pλq}tλ+µα(r)}t + {α(q)µ{pλr}t}t,

{Nt(p)λNt(q)}t = Nt ({pλNt(q)}t + {Nt(p)λq}t −Nt({pλq}t)) .

Expanding the above equations and equating the coefficients of tn from both sides we have
∑

i+j=n

{α(p)λ{qµr}j}i =
∑

i+j=n

{{pλq}jλ+µα(r)}i + {α(q)µ{pλr}j}i, (19)

∑

i+j+k=n

{Nj(p)λNk(q)}i =
∑

i+j+k=n

Ni ({pλNj(q)}k + {Nj(p)λq}k −Nj({pλq}k)) . (20)

Note that when n = 0, the above conditions are exactly the conditions in the definitions of Hom-Leibniz conformal
algebra and the Hom-Nijenhuis operator see Definition (2.1) and (2.4).

Proposition 4.2. Let ({·λ·}t,Nt, α) be a one-parameter deformation of a Hom-Nijenhuis-Leibniz conformal

algebra (LN , {·λ·}, α). Then ({·λ·}1,N1) is a 2-cocycle in the cochain complex {Cn
HNLA(L,L), d

n
HNLA} of Hom-

Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra.

Proof. Note that the pair ({·λ·}1,N1) is 2 cocycle if d2HNLA({·λ·}1,N1) = 0. By expanding the L.H.S of this
expression we obtain

d
2
HNLA({·λ·}1,N1) = (δ2HomL({·λ·}1),−∂

1
HN(N1)− φ

2({·λ·}1)). (21)

First consider Eq. (19) for n = 1, we have

{α(p)λ{qµr}1}+ {α(p)λ{qµr}}1 ={{pλq}1λ+µα(r)}+ {{pλq}λ+µα(r)}1 + {α(q)µ{pλr}}1 + {α(q)µ{pλr}1}.

By Eq. (15) above expression is equivalent to ) = δ2HomL({·λ·}1)(p, q, r) ∈ C2
HomL(L,L).

Now, consider Eq (20) for n = 1, we have

{NpλN q}1 + {N1pλN q}+ {NpλN1q}

= N1({Npλq}) +N ({Npλq}1) +N ({N1pλq})

+N1({pλN q}) +N ({pλN q}1) +N ({pλN1q})

−N1N ({pλq}) −N 2({pλq}1)−NN1({pλq}).

Re-arranging above equation

NN1({pλq}) + {NpλN q}1 −N ({Npλq}1)−N ({pλN q}1) +N 2({pλq}1)

=−NN1({pλq})− {N1pλN q} − {NpλN1q}+N1({Npλq})

+N ({N1pλq}) +N1({pλN q}) +N ({pλN1q}),

or

NN1({pλq}) + {NpλN q}1 −N ({Npλq}1)−N ({pλq}1) +N 2({pλq}1)− {pλNN1q} − {NN1pλq}

=−NN1({pλq})− {N1pλN q} − {NpλN1q}+N1({Npλq}) +N ({N1pλq})

+N1({pλN q}) +N ({pλN1q}) − {pλNN1q} − {NN1pλq}.

Which implies that φ2({·λ·}1)(p, q) = −∂1
HN(N1)(p, q). Hence, by Eq. (21) we obtain d2HNLA(µ1, N1) = 0. This

completes the proof. �

Definition 4.3. Let ({·λ·}t,Nt, α) and ({·λ·}
′
t,N

′
t , α) be two deformations of a Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz con-

formal algebra (LN , {·λ·}, α). A formal isomorphism from ({·λ·}t,Nt, α) to ({·λ·}
′
t,N

′
t , α) is a power series

ψt =
∑∞

i=0
ψit

i : L[[t]] → L[[t]], where ψi : L → L are linear maps with ψ0 = IdL satisfying the following
conditions:

αNt = Ntα,

ψt ◦ {·λ·}
′
t = {·λ·}t ◦ (ψt ⊗ ψt),

ψt ◦ N
′
t = Nt ◦ ψt.
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If there exists a formal isomorphism ψt between two formal deformations ({·λ·}t,Nt, α) and ({·λ·}
′
t,N

′
t , α), we

say these formal deformations are equivalent. From the above definition, we also have
∑

i+j=n;i,j≥0

ψi({pλq}
′
j) =

∑

i+j+k=n;i,j,k≥0

{ψj(p)λψk(q)}i, p, q ∈ L

and
∑

i+j=n;i,j≥0

ψi ◦ N
′
j =

∑

i+j=n;i,j≥0

Ni ◦ ψj .

For n = 1 and ψ0 = IdL, we have

ψ1({pλq}
′) + {pλq}

′
1 = {ψ1(p)λq}+ {pλψ1(q)}+ {pλq}1, p, q ∈ L

and

ψ1 ◦ N
′ +N ′

1 = N ◦ ψ1 +N1.

Rearranging above equations, we get

{pλq}
′
1 − {pλq}1 = −ψ1({pλq}

′) + {ψ1(p)λq}+ {pλψ1(q)}, p, q ∈ L

and

N ′
1 −N1 = N ◦ ψ1 − ψ1 ◦ N

′
.

This implies that ({pλq}
′
1,N

′
1) − ({pλq}1,N1) = d1HNLA(ψ1, 0) ∈ C1

HNLA(L,L). Thus, the infinitesimal of two
equivalent formal deformations of Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebras are cohomologous. For more detail
about infinitesimal see Definition (5.8) of [3].

Theorem 4.4. A Hom-Nijenhuis Leibniz conformal algebra (LN , {·λ·}, α) is called rigid , if Hn
HNLA(L,L) = 0,

for n = 2.

Proof. Proof of the theorem uses the same argument as in the paper [14](Theorem 5.5). �

5.Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebras and Twisted Rota-Baxter operators

Definition 5.1. A C[∂]-module L is called Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra together with the conformal
sesqui-linear maps ⊳λ, ⊲λ,∨λ : L ⊗ L → L[λ] in which L is skew-symmetric and a linear map α : L → L that
satisfies

α(p ⊳λ q) = α(p) ⊳λ α(q), α(p ⊲λ q) = α(p) ⊲λ α(q) α(p ∨λ q) = α(p) ∨λ α(q)

and the following identities

α(p) ⊲λ (q ∗µ r) = (p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊳µ (a ⊲λ c),

α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊲µ r) = (p ⊳λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊲µ (a ∗λ c),

α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊳µ r) = (p ∗λ q) ⊳λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊳µ (a ⊳λ c),

α(p) ∨λ (q ∗µ r)− α(q) ∨µ (a ∗λ r)− (p ∗λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r)

+α(p) ⊳λ (q ∨µ r)− α(q) ⊳µ (p ∨λ r)− (p ∨λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) = 0.

(22)

for p, q, r ∈ L. Here p ∗λ q = p ⊳λ q + p ⊲λ q + p ∨λ q.

We represent Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra by (L, ⊳λ, ⊲λ,∨λ, α). Note that, we can obtain NS-Leibniz
conformal algebra and a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra by considering α = Id and ⊳λ, ⊲λ = 0 respectively.

Proposition 5.2. Let (L, ⊲λ, ⊳λ,∨λ, α) be a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra, Then (L, ∗λ, α) forms a Hom-

Leibniz conformal algebra, Where p ∗λ q = [pλq], for all p, q ∈ L.

Proof. First we observe that,

α([pλq]) =α(p ⊳λ q + p ⊲λ q + p ∨λ q)

= α(p ⊳λ q) + α(q ⊲λ p) + α(p ∨λ q)

= α(p) ⊳λ α(q)− α(q) ⊲λ α(p) + α(p) ∨λ α(q)

= [α(p)λα(q)].
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Next, for any p, q, r ∈ L, we have

[α(p)λ[qµr]] =[α(p)λ(q ⊳µ r + q ⊲µ r + q ∨µ r)]

=[α(p)λ(q ⊳µ r)] + [α(p)λ(q ⊲µ r)] + [α(p)λ(q ∨µ r)]

=α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊳µ r) + α(p) ⊲λ (q ⊳µ r) + α(p) ∨λ (q ⊳µ r)

+ α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊲µ r) + α(p) ⊲λ (q ⊲µ r) + α(p) ∨λ (q ⊲µ r)

+ α(p) ⊳λ (q ∨µ r) + α(p) ⊲λ (q ∨µ r) + α(p) ∨λ (q ∨µ r).

Likewise, we have

[α(q)λ[pµr]] =[α(q)µ(p ⊳λ r + p ⊲λ r + p ∨λ r)]

=[α(q)µ(p ⊳λ r)] + [α(q)µ(p ⊲λ r)] + [α(q)µ(p ∨λ r)]

=α(q) ⊳µ (p ⊳λ r) + α(q) ⊲µ (p ⊳λ r) + α(q) ∨µ (p ⊳λ r)

+ α(q) ⊳µ (p ⊲λ r) + α(q) ⊲µ (p ⊲λ r) + α(q) ∨µ (p ⊲λ r)

+ α(q) ⊳µ (p ∨λ r) + α(q) ⊲µ (p ∨λ r) + α(q) ∨µ (p ∨λ r),

and

[[pλq]λ+µα(r)] =[(p ⊳λ q + p ⊲λ q + p ∨λ q)λ+µα(r)]

=(p ⊳λ q) ⊳λ+µ α(r) + (p ⊳λ q) ⊳λ+µ α(r) + (p ∨λ q) ⊳λ+µ α(r)

+ (p ⊳λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + (p ⊳λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + (p ∨λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r)

+ (p ⊳λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r) + (p ⊳λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r) + (p ∨λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r).

By using above equations and Eq. (22), we see that the following identity holds

[α(p)λ[qµr]]− [α(q)µ[pλr]]− [[pλq]λ+µα(r)] = 0.

This completes the proof. �

The Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra developed from Hom-NS-Lie conformal algebra (L, ⊳λ, ⊲λ,∨λ, α) using the
Proposition (5.2) is also called its adjacent Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra.
Let (L, ⊲λ, ⊳λ,∨λ) be a NS-Leibniz conformal algebra. A linear map α : L → L is said to be an NS-Leibniz
conformal algebra morphism if for all p, q ∈ L, α satisfies

α(p ⊳λ q) = α(p) ⊳λ α(q),

α(p ⊲λ q) = α(p) ⊲λ α(q),

α(p ∨λ q) = α(p) ∨λ α(q).

Note that, we can construct a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra from an NS-Leibniz conformal algebra by
using morphism map α.

Proposition 5.3. Let α : L → L be an NS-Leibniz conformal algebra morphism of the NS-Leibniz conformal

algebra (L, ⊲λ, ⊳λ,∨λ). Then (L, ⊲αλ , ⊳
α
λ ,∨

α
λ , α) is a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra, where p ⊳αλ q = α(p ⊳λ q)

, p ⊲αλ q = α(p ⊲λ q), and p ∨
α
λ q = α(p ∨λ q).

Proof. The map α satisfies

α(p ⊳αλ q) = α(p) ⊳αλ α(q), α(p ⊲αλ q) = α(p) ⊲αλ α(q) and α(p ∨α
λ q) = α(p) ∨α

λ α(q).

Next, we notice that

α(p) ⊲αλ (q ∗αµ r) = α(α(p) ⊲λ α(q ∗µ r))

= α
2(p ⊲λ (q ∗µ r))

= α
2((p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ r + q ⊳µ (a ⊲λ c))

= α
2((p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ r) + α

2(q ⊳µ (a ⊲λ c))

= α(α(p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r)) + α(α(q) ⊳µ α(a ⊲λ c))

= α((p ⊲αλ q) ⊲λ+µ r) + α(q ⊳µ (p ⊲αλ r))

= (p ⊲αλ q) ⊲
α
λ+µ r + q ⊳

α
µ (p ⊲αλ r).

Similarly, we can show other identities of Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra. This completes the proof. �
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In the next propositions, we show how the Nijenhuis operator, Rota-Baxter operator, and twisted Rota-Baxter
operator yield Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebras.

Proposition 5.4. Let N : L → L be a Nijenhuis operator on the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α),
then (L, ⊳λ, ⊲λ,∨λ, α) is a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra, where

p ⊳λ q = [N (p)λq], p ⊲λ q = [pλN (q)] and p ∨λ q = −N [pλq].

Proof. As we can show that

α(p ⊳λ q) = α([N (p)λq]) = [α(N (p))λα(q)] = [N (α(p))λα(q)] = α(p) ⊳λ α(q),

α(p ⊲λ q) = α([pλN (q)]) = [α(p)λα(N (q))] = [α(p)λN (α(q))] = α(p) ⊲λ α(q),

α(p ∨λ q) = −α(N [pλq]) = −N ([α(p)λα(q)]) = α(p) ∨λ α(q).

Next, we show that Eq. (22) holds. For any p, q, r ∈ L, we have

α(p) ⊲λ (q ∗µ r) = [α(p)λN (q ⊳µ r + q ⊲µ r + q ∨µ r)]

= [α(p)λN (q ⊳µ r)] + [α(p)λN (q ⊲µ r)] + [α(p)λN (q ∨µ r)]

= [α(p)λN ([N qµr])] + [α(p)λN ([qµN r])]− [α(p)λN
2([qµr])]

= [α(p)λ[N qµN r]]

= [([pλN q])λ+µα(N r)] + [αN (q)µ([pλN r])]

= (p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊳µ (p ⊲λ r).

α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊲µ r) = [Nα(p)λ([qµN (r)]])

= [([Npλq])λ+µNα(r)] + [a(q)µ[N (p)λN (r)]]

= [([Npλq])λ+µNα(r)] + [a(q)µN (p ∗λ r)]

= (p ⊳λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊲µ (p ∗λ r).

Similarly, we can show the 3rd axiom, while the 4th axiom is given as follows.

α(p) ∨λ (q ∗µ r)− α(q) ∨µ (p ∗λ r)− (p ∗λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r)

+ α(p) ⊳λ (q ∨µ r)− α(q) ⊳µ (p ∨λ r)− (p ∨λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r)

= −N [α(p)λ(q ∗µ r)] +N [α(q)µ(p ∗λ r)] +N [(p ∗λ q)λ+µα(r)]

− [Nα(p)λN ([qµr])] + [Nα(q)µN ([pλr])] + [N ([pλq])λ+µNα(r)]

= −N [α(p)λ([N (q)µr] + [qµN (r)]−N [qµr])]

+N [α(q)µ([N (p)λr] + [pλN (r)]−N [pλr])]

+N [([N (p)λq] + [pλN (q)]−N [pλq])λ+µα(r)]

−N ([Nα(p)λ[qµr]] + [α(p)λN ([qµr])]−N [α(p)λ[qµr]])

+N ([Nα(q)µ[pλr]] + [α(q)µN ([pλr])]−N [α(q)µ[pλr]])

+N ([N ([pλq])λ+µα(r)] + [[pλq]λ+µNα(r)]−N [[pλq]λ+µα(r)]

= N (−[α(p)λ[N (q)µr]] + [[pλN (q)]λ+µα(r)] + [Nα(q)µ[pλr]])

+N (−[α(p)λ[qµN (r)]] + [[pλq]λ+µNα(r)] + [α(q)µ[pλN (r)]])

+N ([α(q)µ([N (p)λr]]− [Nα(p)λ[qµr]] + [[N (p)λq]λ+µα(r)])

+N (−[α(q)µN [pλr]]− [N [pλq])λ+µα(r)]− [α(p)λN ([qµr])])

+N (N [α(p)λ[qµr]]−N [[pλq]λ+µα(r)]−N [α(q)µ[pλr]])

+N ([α(q)µN [pλr]]) +N ([N [pλq]λ+µα(r)]) +N ([α(p)λN [qµr]])

= 0 + 0 + 0 +N (−[α(q)µN [pλr]]− [N [pλq])λ+µα(r)]− [α(p)λN ([qµr])])

+ 0 +N ([α(q)µN [pλr]]) +N ([N [pλq]λ+µα(r)]) +N ([α(p)λN [qµr]])

= 0

It completes the proof. �

Next, we show that Rota-Baxter operator of weight θ induces a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra.



SANIA ASIF1 21

Proposition 5.5. Let R : L → L be a Rota-Baxter operator on the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α),
then (L, ⊳λ, ⊲λ,∨λ, α) is a Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra, where

p ⊳λ q = [R(p)λq], p ⊲λ q = [pλR(q)] and p ∨λ q = θ([pλq]).

Proof. As we can show that

α(p ⊳λ q) = α[R(p)λq] = [α(R(p))λα(q)] = [R(α(p))λα(q)] = α(p) ⊳λ α(q),

α(p ⊲λ q) = α[pλR(q)] = [α(p)λα(R(q))] = [α(p)λR(α(q))] = α(p) ⊲λ α(q),

α(p ∨λ q) = αθ[pλq] = θ[α(p)λα(q)] = α(p) ∨λ α(q).

Next, we show that Eq. (22) holds. For any p, q, r ∈ L, we have

α(p) ⊲λ (q ∗µ r) = [α(p)λR(q ⊳µ r + q ⊲µ r + q ∨µ r)]

= [α(p)λR(q ⊳µ r)] + [α(p)λR(q ⊲µ r)] + [α(p)λR(q ∨µ r)]

= [α(p)λR([R(q)µr])] + [α(p)λR([qµR(r)])] + θ[α(p)λR([qµr])]

= [α(p)λ[R(q)µR(r)]]

= [([pλR(q)])λ+µα(R(r))] + [αR(q)µ([pλR(r)])]

= (p ⊲λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊳µ (p ⊲λ r),

α(p) ⊳λ (q ⊲µ r) = [Rα(p)λ([qµR(r)]])

= [([Rpλq])λ+µRα(r)] + [a(q)µ[R(p)λR(r)]]

= [([Rpλq])λ+µRα(r)] + [a(q)µR(p ∗λ r)]

= (p ⊳λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r) + α(q) ⊲µ (p ∗λ r).

Similarly, we can show the 3rd axiom, while the 4th axiom is given as follows.

α(p) ∨λ (q ∗µ r)− α(q) ∨µ (p ∗λ r)− (p ∗λ q) ∨λ+µ α(r)

+ α(p) ⊳λ (q ∨µ r)− α(q) ⊳µ (p ∨λ r)− (p ∨λ q) ⊲λ+µ α(r)

= θ[α(p)λ(q ∗µ r)]− θ[α(q)µ(p ∗λ r)]− θ[(p ∗λ q)λ+µα(r)]

+ θ[Rα(p)λ[qµr]]− θ[Rα(q)µ[pλr]]− θ[[pλq]λ+µRα(r)]

= θ([α(p)λ([R(q)µr] + [qµR(r)] + θ[qµr]))])

− θ([α(q)µ([R(p)λr] + [pλR(r)] + θ[pλr]))])

− θ([([R(p)λq] + [pλR(q)] + θ[pλq])λ+µα(r)])

+ θ[Rα(p)λ[qµr]]− θ[Rα(q)µ[pλr]]− θ[[pλq]λ+µRα(r)]

= θ[α(p)λ[R(q)µr]] + θ[α(p)λ[qµR(r)]] + θ
2[α(p)λ[qµr]]

− θ[α(q)µ[R(p)λr]]− θ[α(q)µ[pλR(r)]]− θ
2[α(q)µ[pλr]]

− θ[([R(p)λq])λ+µα(r)]− θ[[pλR(q)]λ+µα(r)]− θ
2[[pλq]λ+µα(r)]

+ θ[Rα(p)λ[qµr]]− θ[Rα(q)µ[pλr]]− θ[[pλq]λ+µRα(r)]

= θ[α(p)λ[R(q)µr]]− θ[[pλR(q)]λ+µα(r)]− θ[Rα(q)µ[pλr]]

+ θ[α(p)λ[qµR(r)]]− θ[α(q)µ[pλR(r)]]− θ[[pλq]λ+µRα(r)]

− θ[α(q)µ[R(p)λr]] + θ[Rα(p)λ[qµr]]− θ[([R(p)λq])λ+µα(r)]

+ θ
2[α(p)λ[qµr]]− θ

2[α(q)µ[pλr]]− θ
2[[pλq]λ+µα(r)]

= 0 + 0 + 0 + 0 = 0.

It completes the proof. �

Now, we define the Twisted Rota-Baxter operator on Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra that yields a different
class of examples on Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebras.
Consider that (M, l, r, β) be a representation of a Hom-Lie conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α). Suppose that 2-cocycle
in the cohomology complex of (L, [·λ·], α) with coefficients in (M, l, r, β) is denoted by ϕλ ∈ C2

Hom(L,M), such
that ϕλ : L ⊗L → M[λ] and satisfying the following axioms:

ϕλ(∂p, q) = −λϕλ(p, q),
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ϕλ(p, ∂q) = (∂ + λ)ϕλ(p, q),

α(p)λϕµ(q, r)− α(q)µϕλ(p, r)− (ϕλ(p, q))λ+µα(r)

+ϕλ(α(p), [qµr])− ϕµ(α(q), [pλr])− ϕλ+µ([pλq], α(r)) = 0,

for all p, q, r ∈ L.

Definition 5.6. An ϕ-twisted Rota-Baxter operator is C[∂]-module homomorphism T : M → L satisfying

αT = T α,

[T (m)λT (n)] = T (l(T (m))λn+ r(m)λT (n) + ϕλ(T (m), T (n))) (23)

for all m,n ∈ M

Definition 5.7. Let (M, β, l, r) be a representation of the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α). A C[∂]-
module homomorphism T : M → L is referred to as a O-operator on the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra with
respect to its representation if the following conditions hold

T β = αT ,

[T (m)λT (n)] = T (l(Tm)λ(n) + r(m)λT (n)). (24)

for all m,n ∈ M.

Example 5.8. Any ϕ-twisted Rota-Baxter operator with ϕλ(T −, T −) = 0 is simply an O-operator on Hom-
Leibniz conformal algebra.

Example 5.9. Let (M, l, r, β) be representation of a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α) such that
dim(L) = dim(M). Also for any invertible 1-cochain h ∈ C1

Hom(L,M), the map h−1 := T : M → L is a
ϕ-twisted Rota-Baxter operator, where ϕ = −δHomL(h).

ϕλ(T (m), T (n)) = −δHomL(h) = −(l(T (m))λh(T (n)) + rh(T (m))λT (n)− h([T (m)λT (n)])). (25)

Applying T on the both sides of Eq. (25) and assuming that T = h−1, we get Eq. (23), that is an ϕ-twisted
Rota-Baxter identity.

Next, we see that the Twisted Rota-Baxter operator can also obtained by using the Nijenhuis operator N on
the Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra L. The following example clarifies this.

Example 5.10. Consider a Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra (L, [·λ·], α) and a Nijenhuis operator N : L → L on it.
Taking into account the deformed Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra LN = (L, [·λ·]N , α) of the Proposition 2.9. This
deformed Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra has a representation given by l(p)λq = [N (p)λq], r(p)λq = [pλN (q)],
for p ∈ LN , q ∈ L. As a result, the map ϕλ : ∧2LN → L given by ϕλ(p, q) := −N ([pλq]) is 2-cocycle in the
Hom-Leibniz conformal algebra’s cohomology with the coefficients in L.

Proposition 5.11. Consider an H-twisted Rota-Baxter operator given by T : M → L. Then (M, β, l, r) is a

Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra with the multiplication given by

m ⊳λ n = l(T (m))λn, m ⊲λ n = r(m)λT (n), m ∨λ n = ϕλ(T (m),T (n)),

for m,n ∈ M.

Proof. To satisfy the properties of Hom-NS-Leibniz conformal algebra, consider that

β(m ⊳λ n) = β(l(T (m))λn) = β(l(T (m)))λβ(n) = l(β(T (m)))λβ(n) = β(m) ⊳λ β(n).

Similarly, we can show that

β(m ⊳λ n) = β(m) ⊳λ β(n).

Next, we have

β(m ∨λ n) = βϕλ(T (m), T (n)) = ϕλ(αT (m), αT (n)) = ϕλ(T βm, T βn) = β(m) ∨λ β(n).

Further, we prove the condition in Eq. (22) one by one, for any m,n,w ∈ M

β(m) ⊲λ (n ∗µ w) = r(β(m))λT (n ⊳µ w + n ⊲µ w + n ∨µ w)]

= r(β(m))λT (n ⊳µ w)] + r(β(m))λT (n ⊲µ w)] + r(β(m))λT (n ∨µ r)]
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= r(β(m))λT ([nµw]T )

= r(β(m))λ([T (n)µT (w)])

= r(r(m)λT (n))λ+µα(T (w)) + l(αT (n))µ(r(m)λT (w))

= (m ⊲λ n) ⊲λ+µ β(w) + β(n) ⊳µ (m ⊲λ w).

β(m) ⊳λ (n ⊲µ w) = l(T β(m))λ(r(n)µT (w)))

= r(l(T (m))λn)λ+µT β(w) + l(β(n))µ[T (m)λT (w)]]

= r(l(Tm)λn)λ+µT β(w) + l(β(n))µT (m ∗λ w)

= (m ⊳λ n) ⊲λ+µ β(w) + β(n) ⊲µ (m ∗λ w).

Similarly, we can show 3rd axiom. Since ϕ is 2-cocycle, so

δHomLϕλ,µ(T (m), T (n), T (w)) = 0.

Hence, we have

β(m) ∨λ (n ∗µ w)− β(n) ∨µ (m ∗λ w)− (m ∗λ n) ∨λ+µ β(w)

+ β(m) ⊳λ (n ∨µ w)− β(n) ⊳µ (m ∨λ w)− (m ∨λ n) ⊲λ+µ β(w)

= 0.

It completes the proof. �
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