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ON THE GONCHAROV DEPTH CONJECTURE AND A FORMULA

FOR VOLUMES OF ORTHOSCHEMES

DANIIL RUDENKO

To Alexander Goncharov for his 60th birthday

Abstract. We prove a conjecture of Goncharov, which says that any multiple poly-
logarithm can be expressed via polylogarithms of depth at most half of the weight. We
give an explicit formula for this presentation, involving a summation over trees that
correspond to decompositions of a polygon into quadrangles.

Our second result is a formula for volume of hyperbolic orthoschemes, generalizing
the formula of Lobachevsky in dimension three to an arbitrary dimension. We show a
surprising relation between the two results, which comes from the fact that hyperbolic
orthoschemes are parametrized by configurations of points on P1. In particular, we
derive both formulas from their common generalization.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Depth reduction for multiple polylogarithms. Multiple polylogarithms are
multivalued functions on a1, . . . , ak P C defined by Goncharov in [Gon95b] for n1, . . . , nk P N

by the power series

Lin1,n2,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq “

ÿ

m1ąm2ą¨¨¨ąmką0

am1

1 am2

2 . . . a
mk

k

mn1

1 m
n2

2 . . . m
nk

k

for |a1|, |a2|, . . . , |ak| ă 1.

The number n “ n1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `nk is called the weight of the multiple polylogarithm, and the
number k is called its depth. The case of k “ 1 is of particular interest and is known as
the classical polylogarithm:

Linpaq “
8ÿ

m“1

am

mn
for |a| ă 1.

Classical polylogarithms appeared in the 18th and 19th centuries under different guises
in the works of Leibniz, Euler, Spence, Abel, Kummer, Lobachevsky, and many others.
It was noticed early on that polylogarithms satisfy functional equations of an algebraic
nature. Here is the famous five-term relation for the dilogarithm obtained by Abel:

Li2pa1q ` Li2pa2q ` Li2

ˆ
1 ´ a1

1 ´ a1a2

˙
` Li2 p1 ´ a1a2q ` Li2

ˆ
1 ´ a2

1 ´ a1a2

˙

“ π2

6
´ logpa1q logp1 ´ a1q ´ logpa2q logp1 ´ a2q ` log

ˆ
1 ´ a1

1 ´ a1a2

˙
log

ˆ
1 ´ a2

1 ´ a1a2

˙
.

The structure of this equation can be clarified with the following two observations.
First, all the terms in the RHS are products of polylogarithms of lower weight. We

introduce the symbol
�“ for “equal modulo products of polylogarithms of lower weight.”

The precise meaning of
�“ is explained in §2.2. Second, define the cross-ratio of four

points x1, x2, x3, x4 P P1 by the formula

rx1, x2, x3, x4s “ px1 ´ x2qpx3 ´ x4q
px1 ´ x4qpx3 ´ x2q .

The five-term relation implies that:

(1.1)
4ÿ

i“0

p´1qiLi2prx0, . . . , pxi, . . . , x4sq �“ 0.

Finding equations for classical polylogarithms of higher weight is notoriously difficult
as their length grows very fast. The first equation for Li4 in more than two variables was
found by Gangl in [Gan16] with computer-assisted search and contains more than 1000
terms; similar equations for Li5 are not known yet. It seems that a more manageable goal
is to write down equations for multiple polylogarithms and deduce from them equations
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for Lin. Here is an example in weight two:

Li1,1pa1, a2q ` Li1,1pa2, a1q ` Li2pa1a2q “ Li1pa1qLi1pa2q;

Li1,1pa1, a2q “ Li2

ˆ
1 ´ a1

1 ´ a´1
2

˙
´ Li2

ˆ
a2

a2 ´ 1

˙
´ Li2 pa1a2q .

The first of these equations can be generalized to an arbitrary weight and is a part
of a family of so-called quasi-shuffle relations (also called “second shuffle relations”) for
multiple polylogarithms. The second relation is more intricate. In combination, these
relations imply the five-term relation and allow expression of any polylogarithm of weight
two via the dilogarithm Li2paq and products of logarithms.

In [Gon01, Conjecture 7.6] Goncharov formulated the depth conjecture giving a crite-
rion for when a sum of polylogarithms can be expressed using polylogarithms of lower
depths. For polylogarithms of depth larger than half of the weight, the criterion is always
satisfied. We prove this part of the depth conjecture.

Theorem 1.1. Any multiple polylogarithm of weight n ě 2 can be expressed as a linear
combination of multiple polylogarithms of depth at most tn{2u and products of polyloga-
rithms of lower weight.

This result is sharp as it is easy to show using a coproduct (discussed in §2.3) that
a general multiple polylogarithm of weight n cannot be expressed via multiple polyloga-
rithms of depth strictly less than tn{2u . Theorem 1.1 was known for n ď 5; see [Cha17],
[CGR19b], and [CGR19a] for further results on the depth reduction problem for multiple
polylogarithms.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the construction of so-called quadrangular poly-
logarithms, which are certain multivalued functions on the moduli space M0,2n`2 of con-
figurations of 2n` 2 distinct points on P1. We show that multiple polylogarithms can be
expressed via quadrangular polylogarithms. On the other hand, we provide an explicit
formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via multiple polylogarithms of depth at most
n. The combination of these results implies Theorem 1.1.

Our work came out of an attempt to understand the results of Coxeter in [Cox36]. Cox-
eter found a relation between non-Euclidean orthoschemes, which are higher-dimensional
generalizations of right triangles, and configurations of points in P1. Based on Coxeter’s
results Böhm outlined in [Böh64] an integration procedure, from which one can deduce
that the volume of a non-Euclidean orthoscheme in any dimension can be expressed
via multiple polylogarithms. After a simple adjustment, our formula for quadrangular
polylogarithms gives an explicit formula for the volume of a non-Euclidean orthoscheme.

1.2. Quadrangular polylogarithms. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the con-
struction of quadrangular polylogarithms

QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q
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for n ě 1, k ě 0, which are certain iterated integrals of weight n`k on the configuration
space of 2n` 2 points on P1. For n “ 1 we recover the classical polylogarithm

QLi1,kpx0, x1, x2, x3q “ p´1qk`1Lik`1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq.
We show that multiple polylogarithms can be expressed (modulo products) as linear
combinations of the functions QLin,n and QLin,n`1 by an explicit formula, see §5.4.

On the other hand, the quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of multiple polylogarithms of depth at most n, whose ar-
guments are certain products of cross-ratios of points x0, . . . , x2n`1. We position points
x0, . . . , x2n`1 at the vertices of a convex polygon P. Every quadrangle inside P with
vertices xi0 , xi1 , xi2 , xi3 determines a cross-ratio rxi0 , xi1 , xi2 , xi3 s, which is a regular func-
tion on M0,2n`2. The quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,k is equal to a sum of multiple
polylogarithms of depth at most n, whose arguments are certain products of cross-ratios,
corresponding to disjoint quadrangles in P.

Consider a rooted tree t with n vertices of two types (“even” and “odd”) labeled by
complex numbers. Using quasi-shuffle relations for polylogarithms, we construct a poly-
logarithm Likptq which is a certain sum of multiple polylogarithms of weight n ` k and
depth at most n evaluated at products of numbers labeling the vertices of t. Every decom-
position of P into disjoint quadrangles (we call such decompositions “quadrangulations”)
determines such a tree: t is the dual graph of the triangulation with vertices labeled by
the cross-ratios of the corresponding points. Then the following theorem holds.

Theorem 1.2 (A formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via multiple polylogarithms).
Consider a configuration of points x0, . . . , x2n`1 P P1. Let QpPq be the set of quadrangu-
lations of a convex p2n ` 2q-gon P with vertices labeled by points x0, . . . , x2n`1 P P1. For
a quadrangulation Q P Q denote by tQ the corresponding labeled tree. Then the following
formula holds:

(1.2) QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q �“
ÿ

QPQpPq

LikptQq.

For instance, we have the relation

QLi2,0px0, x1, x2, x3, x4, x5q �“ Li1,1prx0, x3, x4, x5s, rx0, x1, x2, x3sq
´ Li1,1prx0, x1, x4, x5s, rx1, x2, x3, x4s´1q ` Li1,1prx0, x1, x2, x5s, rx2, x3, x4, x5sq,

(1.3)

where each term corresponds to one of the three quadrangulations of a convex hexagon,
see Figure 1. Note that this formula is “nonlinear” because functions appearing in (1.3)
are not iterated integrals on M0,6 as they have a nontrivial monodromy around the divisor

rx0, x3, x4, x5srx0, x1, x2, x3s “ ´px0 ´ x1qpx2 ´ x3qpx4 ´ x5q
px1 ´ x2qpx3 ´ x4qpx5 ´ x0q “ 1.

Theorem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1, because multiple polylogarithms are linear combina-
tions of QLin,k for k “ n or k “ n`1, which can be expressed via multiple polylogarithms
of depth at most n by (1.2).
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(a) Quadrangles p0, 3, 4, 5q
and p0, 1, 2, 3q corre-
spond to arguments of
Li1,1prx0,x3,x4,x5s,rx0,x1,x2,x3sq.
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(b) Quadrangles p0, 1, 4, 5q
and p1, 2, 3, 4q corre-
spond to arguments of
Li1,1prx0,x1,x4,x5s,rx1,x2,x3,x4s´1q.
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(c) Quadrangles p0, 1, 2, 5q
and p2, 3, 4, 5q corre-
spond to arguments of
Li1,1prx0,x1,x2,x5s,rx2,x3,x4,x5sq.

Figure 1. Three quadrangulation of a hexagon correspond to three terms
in (1.3).

1.3. Volumes of non-Euclidean polytopes and a theorem of Böhm. Multiple
polylogarithms appear in computations of volumes of non-Euclidean polytopes, starting
with the work of Lobachevsky at the dawn of the hyperbolic geometry era. In [Lob36]
Lobachevsky was able to express the volume of an orthoscheme in H3 as a sum of seven
dilogarithms evaluated at certain functions of dihedral angles of an orthoscheme. Every
polytope in H3 can be dissected into orthoschemes, so its volume can be expressed via the
dilogarithm. Lobachevsky applied this argument to a pair of scissors congruent polytopes
and obtained a nontrivial identity between integrals, which he was able to check using
classical integration techniques. To Lobachevsky, this was a strong argument in favor of
his “Imaginary Geometry.”

It is natural to ask if volumes of non-Euclidean polytopes in higher dimensions could
be expressed via multiple polylogarithms of higher weight. After we had completed our
work, we discovered that a positive answer to this question could have been extracted
from “Coxeters Integrationmethode” developed by Böhm in [Böh64] based on the results
of Coxeter (see [Cox35], [Cox36]).

Theorem 1.3 (Böhm, 1962). The volume of a hyperbolic orthoscheme of dimension 2n´1

or 2n can be expressed1 via multiple polylogarithms of weight n evaluated at algebraic
functions in exponents of dihedral angles of the orthoscheme.

We want to make a few remarks about the significance and the peculiar history of
Theorem 1.3. Using the Schläfli formula, one can easily see that the volume of a non-
Euclidean simplex is an iterated integral of d log-forms on a non-rational variety, which
was written explicitly (for the spherical case) in [Aom77, Theorem 1]. Not all such
integrals can be expressed via multiple polylogarithms (see [BD20]), so Theorem 1.3

1For a precise statement see Theorem 1.5.
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is a much more subtle result. Goncharov showed in [Gon99] that the volume of a non-
Euclidean simplex is a period of a mixed Hodge structure of mixed Tate type of geometric
origin. The universality conjecture of Goncharov ([Gon01, Conjecture 7.4]) implies that
any such period can be expressed via multiple polylogarithms.

It was conjectured in [BG47] and [Mül54] that the volume of an orthoscheme can be
expressed via classical polylogarithms. In [Böh64] Böhm found that in seven-dimensional
space, polylogarithms of weight four and depth two are unavoidable, raising doubts in
this conjecture. Using the coproduct defined in §2.3, it is easy to show that the conjecture
is indeed false, see also [Wec91, Theorem 8.10]. In the same work, Böhm shows how Cox-
eter’s approach in [Cox36] to the proof of the Lobachevsky formula could be generalized
to higher dimensions (see also [BH80, §5.4-5.9] for a detailed exposition). With modern
techniques, the method of Böhm can be used to prove Theorem 1.3. Böhm neither for-
mulates Theorem 1.3 explicitly nor gives a formula for the volume of an orthoscheme.
Such formula for orthoschemes of dimensions up to five can be found in [BG47], [Böh60],
[Mül54], [Kel92], and [Kel95].

In §6 we revisit these questions from a new perspective. We show that non-Euclidean
orthoschemes of dimension m´ 1 are parametrized by a certain abelian cover of M0,m`2

and deduce the results of Coxeter from [Cox36]. Next, we derive an explicit formula
for the volume of an orthoscheme, which implies Theorem 1.3. This formula is almost
identical to (1.2) and we deduce both formulas from a more general statement, see §1.6.

1.4. Non-Euclidean orthoschemes and M0,m`2. A non-Euclidean orthoscheme is a
geodesic simplex in Hm´1 or Sm´1 with faces H1, . . . ,Hm such that Hi is orthogonal to
Hj for |i ´ j| ą 1. For m “ 3 this is a right triangle and for m “ 4 this is a tetrahedron
with all faces being right triangles.

It will be convenient for us to work with an algebro-geometric generalization of non-
Euclidean orthoschemes, which we call projective orthoschemes. A projective simplex
S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq in Pm´1 is a configuration of a quadric Q and a collection of hy-
perplanes H1, . . . ,Hm. Given a non-Euclidean simplex, we construct a projective simplex
by complexification and projectivization of Klein’s model, see §6.1. Hyperplanes Hi are
obtained from the faces of the simplex; the quadric Q is obtained from the absolute.

A projective simplex is called an orthoscheme if Q is smooth and Hi is orthogonal to
Hj with respect to the quadric for |i ´ j| ą 1. In §6.2 we define a notion of a generic
orthoscheme; being generic is an open condition. Inspired by the results of Coxeter
from [Cox36] we construct a bijection x ÞÑ ortpxq between points of M0,m`2 and generic
orthoschemes in Pm´1. For m “ 3 this recovers Gauss’s pentagramma mirificum [Gau66].
Figure 2 illustrates the case m “ 4. Our construction of orthoscheme ortpxq is based on
an algebraic version of Maslov index, introduced in an unpublished note by Kashiwara.
Later this construction was reinterpreted by Beilinson in terms of sheaf cohomology, see
[LV80, §1.5] and [Tho06].

A point x P M0,m`2 defines a configuration of m`2 lines l0, . . . , lm`1 in a 2-dimensional
vector space V . Consider a convex polygon with m` 2 vertices labeled by the lines (see
Figure 2a for the case m “ 4). Denote by E a vector space of dimension m, parametrizing
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l0

l1

l2 l3

l4

l5

(a) Corner triangles are dual to faces of the
orthoscheme. Triangles with vertices l0 and
l5 are vertices of the orthoscheme ort(x).

PpE015qPpE025q

PpE035q

PpE045q

(b) Orthoscheme pQ;H1, H2, H3, H4q in
P3 “ PpEq with vertices PpE0,i,5q.

Figure 2. Bijection between points of M0,6 and generic 3-dimensional
orthoschemes.

collections of vectors in li with the sum equal to zero:

E “ Ker

˜
m`1à
i“0

li

ř
ÝÑ V

¸
.

For every triangle pi1, i2, i3q we have a line

Ei1,i2,i3 “ Ker

ˆ
li1 ‘ li2 ‘ li3

ř
ÝÑ V

˙

in E. The Maslov index is a quadratic form q on E such that lines Ei1,i2,i3 and Ej1,j2,j3 are
orthogonal with respect to q if and only if triangles pi1, i2, i3q and pj1, j2, j3q have disjoint
interiors. From here it is easy to construct an orthoscheme ortpxq in PpEq (see Figure 2b).
It is a configuration of a quadric Q defined by equation q “ 0 and hyperplanes Hi, which
are polar to lines Ei´1,i,i`1 for 1 ď i ď m. These lines correspond to corner triangles
of the polygon, and interiors of two corner triangles pi ´ 1, i, i ` 1q and pj ´ 1, j, j ` 1q
intersect only if |i´j| ď 1. Thus the configuration ortpxq “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq is a projective
orthoscheme.

Theorem 1.4. Generic orthoschemes in Pm´1 are in bijection with points of M0,m`2.

Faces of an orthoscheme ortpxq corresponding to a configuration x “ px0, . . . , xm`1q are
isometric to orthoschemes, and correspond to configurations

px0, . . . , pxi, . . . , xm`1q P M0,m`1

for 1 ď i ď m.
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An orientation of a projective simplex S is a choice of a family of projective subspaces
of maximal dimension on quadrics Q X Ş

iPI Hi for all subsets I Ď t1, . . . ,mu. Oriented
projective orthoschemes are parametrized by an abelian cover M

s
0,m`2 of M0,m`2. This

cover can be characterized as the minimal cover on which square roots of cross-ratios are
single-valued. Projective orthoschemes coming from hyperbolic geometry have a canonical
orientation and are parametrized by a subset M

h
0,m`2 Ď M

s
0,m`2, which is a real ball of

dimension m´ 1.

The volume of an oriented orthoscheme ortpxsq for xs P M
s
0,m`2 is an iterated integral

on M
s
0,m`2. Our goal is to express the volume explicitly in terms of multiple polyloga-

rithms. By the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet Theorem, it suffices to do that for orthoschemes of
odd dimension, so we assume that m “ 2n.

Consider a point xs P M
s
0,2n`2, which lies over x “ px0, . . . , x2n`1q P M0,2n`2. Let

P be a convex p2n ` 2q-gon with vertices labeled by points x0, . . . , x2n`1 P P1. For a
quadrangulation Q P QpPq of P we consider a tree t, which is dual to the quadrangulation
Q. We label a vertex of the tree t corresponding to a 4-gon pi0, i1, i2, i3q by the square

root of the cross-ratio of the corresponding points
a

rxi0 , xi1 , xi2 , xi3s. Let ALiptq be the
alternating sum of Li0ptq over all choices of signs of square roots divided by 2n (see
§6.5). Multiple polylogarithms are periods of framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures and
in [Gon99, §4.7] Goncharov defined their real periods perR, see §2.2.

Theorem 1.5 (Quadrangulation formula volumes of orthoschemes). For xs P M
h
2n`2 we

have the following formula for the hyperbolic volume of an orthoscheme ortpxsq :

(1.4) Volportpxsqq “
ÿ

QPQpPq

perR pALiptQqq .

For n “ 2 the formula (1.4) is equivalent to the formula of Lobachevsky from [Lob36].
Theorem 1.5 immediately implies Theorem 1.3.

1.5. Philosophy of mixed Tate motives. The philosophy of mixed Tate motives and
their relation to multiple polylogarithms and volumes of hyperbolic polytopes was devel-
oped by Goncharov, see [Gon95b] for an overview. According to this philosophy, there
should exist a graded Hopf algebra HM of framed mixed Tate motives over an arbitrary
field F. Currently, the existence of HM is known only for some fields, see [DG05]. Next,
Goncharov conjectures that HM is generated as a Q-vector space by elements

LiMn1,n2,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq for a1, . . . , ak P F,

called motivic multiple polylogarithms, see [Gon01, Conjecture 7.4]. All relations between
multiple polylogarithms in the usual sense are expected to originate from the correspond-
ing relations in HM.

Let

LM “ HM{pHM,ą0 ¨ HM,ą0q
be the corresponding Lie coalgebra of indecomposable elements and denote by IM its
coideal of elements of weight greater than one. Denote the graded dual Lie algebra to LM
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by L_
M. Consider a filtration on L_

M defined by the formula F0L
_
M “ L_

M, F´1L
_
M “ I_

M

and

F´m´1L
_
M “ rI_

M,F´mL_
Ms for m ě 1.

The Goncharov depth conjecture [Gon01, Conjecture 7.6] states that the filtration F‚L
_
M

is dual to the filtration on LM by the depth of motivic multiple polylogarithms. The Lie
coalgebra LM is graded by weight, from where it is easy to see that (for m ě 1) elements
in pF´mL_

Mq_ have weight at least 2m, so motivic multiple polylogarithms of weight 2m

and 2m ` 1 should lie in the subspace spanned by multiple polylogarithms of depth at
most m. We prove this result unconditionally, see Theorem 1.1.

The philosophy of mixed Tate motives predicts that there is a way to construct elements
of HM out of cohomology groups of algebraic varieties, which carry mixed Hodge structure
of mixed Tate type, see [Del71a], [Del74]. For a projective simplex S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,H2nq
in P2n´1 consider the following cohomology group with rational coefficients:

(1.5) H2n´1

˜
P2n´1

KQ,

˜
2nď

i“1

Hi

¸
KQ;Q

¸
.

Goncharov showed in [Gon99, §3.4] that it has mixed Tate type and thus is supposed to
define an element mpSq P HM.

The existence of HMpF q is only known for some classes of fields, including finite
fields and number fields, but not C. Because of that, we work not with mixed Tate
motives, but with their Hodge realizations. Let H be the Hopf algebra of framed mixed
Hodge-Tate structures, see §2.2. Conjecturally, HMpCq is a subalgebra of H, which
consists of mixed Hodge-Tate structures of geometric origin, i.e., coming from cohomology
groups of algebraic varieties. Goncharov constructed elements in H called Hodge multiple
polylogarithms

LiHn1,n2,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq for a1, a2, . . . , ak P C.

For an oriented projective simplex S he also constructed an element hpSq P H. We derive
Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.5 from the corresponding statements about elements of H.

The main tool for working with mixed Hodge-Tate structures is the coproduct ∆H. On
one hand, the coproduct is very explicit, see §2.2. On the other hand, the coproduct can
be used to prove identities between elements of H by reducing them to identities of lower
weight, see 2.4. Goncharov found the coproduct of Hodge multiple polylogarithms and
the coproduct of hpSq, which is related to the Dehn invariant of the scissors congruence
class of a projective simplex S.

1.6. On proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.5. Our main result is Theorem 4.14, which
we call the “formal quadrangulation formula” and which we now motivate. Consider a
convex p2n` 2q-gon P with vertices labeled by points x0, . . . , x2n`1 P P1. Recall that for
every convex quadrangle pi0, i1, i2, i3q in P we defined a cross-ratio rxi0 , xi1 , xi2 , xi3s. For
a quadrangulation Q P QpPq consider a multiple polylogarithm, whose arguments are
products of cross-ratios corresponding to quadrangles in Q. For example, for n “ 3 we
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could take

(1.6) Li1,1,1prx0, x1, x2, x3s, rx0, x3, x4, x5s, rx0, x5, x6, x7sq.

The coproduct of (1.6) in H is quite complicated. It has a “simple part”, which looks like
a deconcatenation coproduct

1 b Li1,1,1prx0, x1, x2, x3s, rx0, x3, x4, x5s, rx0, x5, x6, x7sq
`Li1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq b Li1,1prx0, x3, x4, x5s, rx0, x5, x6, x7sq
`Li1,1prx0, x1, x2, x3s, rx0, x3, x4, x5sq b Li1prx0, x5, x6, x7sq
`Li1,1,1prx0, x1, x2, x3s, rx0, x3, x4, x5s, rx0, x5, x6, x7sq b 1,

while other terms form the “complicated part.” The element

TP “
ÿ

QPQpPq

LiptQq

appearing in Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 is characterized by the fact that the “complicated
part” of the coproduct vanishes.

To formalize this idea, we define a Hopf algebra FP, whose elements are symbols like

rcrp0, 1, 2, 3q, 1|crp1, 3, 4, 7q, 1|crp4, 5, 6, 7q, 1s

which we think of as formal versions of polylogarithms of like (1.6). This is a very simple
object: essentially, a free commutative Hopf algebra with the quasi-shuffle product and
the deconcatenation coproduct ∆PP : FP ÝÑ FP b FP. Using the Connes-Kreimer Hopf
algebra of rooted trees, we construct a special element TP P FP whose coproduct can
be expressed via elements of a similar type for subpolygons of P. We define a coaction
∆HP : FP ÝÑ H b FP which is related to the “complicated part” of the coproduct of mul-
tiple polylogarithms. The formal quadrangulation formula states that elements TP P FP

are coinvariants of this coaction.
In order to prove Theorem 1.2 we construct a collection of maps Lik for k ě 0 from

FP to the Lie coalgebra L of indecomposable elements of H. Li0 is just the multiple
polylogarithm and Lik for k ą 0 is a slight generalization of it. We deduce from the
formal quadrangulation formula that the “complicated part” of the coproduct of LikpTPq
vanishes, and the remaining part is identical to the coproduct for the quadrangular poly-
logarithm QLin,k. This implies Theorem 1.2.

Similarly, in §6.5 we construct a map ALi from FP to H, which we call alternating
polylogarithm. The formal quadrangulation formula implies that the “complicated part”
of the coproduct of ALipTPq vanishes and the remaining part is identical to the coprod-
uct of the class of an oriented orthoscheme hportpxsqq for xs P M

s
0,2n`2, which implies

Theorem 1.5.
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1.7. Contents and Acknowledgements. In §2 we review some background material,
including mixed Hodge-Tate structures, iterated integrals and polylogarithms. In §2.5 we
describe how one can read the paper without familiarity with mixed Hodge structures.

In §3 we construct the Hopf algebra of formal polylogarithms over any variety S. The
most important result of this section is Proposition 3.8, which we call the formal quasi-
shuffle relation.

In §4 we define formal quadrangular polylogarithms, which are certain formal polyloga-
rithms on the configuration space. The definition of formal quadrangular polylogarithms
is based on the universal property of the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra, which we re-
call in §4.2. We prove the formal quadrangulation formula (Theorem 4.14); our proof of
Theorem 4.14 is very close to the proof of Proposition 3.8 from §3.5. In particular, the
principal coefficient map introduced in §3.4 plays a key role in the proof.

In §5 we define quadrangular polylogarithms and prove their main properties. The
first one is the formula for a presentation of a quadrangular polylogarithm via multiple
polylogarithms (Theorem 5.8), which we deduce from Theorem 4.14. The second one
is the formula for a presentation of Hodge correlators via quadrangular polylogarithms
(Proposition 5.10). These two results imply Theorem 1.1.

Finally, in §6 we discuss non-Euclidean orthoschemes. §§6.1-6.4 contain our reflec-
tions on the ideas of Coxeter in [Cox36]. In §6.6 we prove the formula for volumes of
orthoschemes (Theorem 6.22), which implies the Theorem of Böhm from §1.3.

Acknowledgements. Special thanks are due to A. Matveiakin for developing the soft-
ware, which allowed me to check most results in this paper. In particular, Theorem 5.5
was discovered jointly with A. Matveiakin via a computer-assisted search. I am grateful
to V. Fock for pointing me to the Maslov index construction. I am indebted to A. Gon-
charov for numerous discussions and explanations of the theory of mixed Tate motives. I
thank A. Beilinson, S. Bloch, F. Brown and B. Farb for useful discussion and comments.
Also, I thank G. Paseman for his help on a draft of this article. Finally, I am very grateful
to the referee who made a lot of useful comments and suggestions.

2. Multiple polylogarithms and mixed Hodge-Tate structures

2.1. Multiple polylogarithms and iterated integrals. From the most naive point of
view, multiple polylogarithm is an analytic function, defined in the polydisc

|a1|, |a2|, . . . , |ak| ă 1

by the power series

Lin1,n2,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq “

ÿ

m1ąm2ą¨¨¨ąmką0

am1

1 am2

2 . . . a
mk

k

mn1

1 m
n2

2 . . . m
nk

k

.

The properties of multiple polylogarithms, such as shuffle and quasi-shuffle relations,
were studied by Goncharov, see [Gon01, §2]. The key idea is the relation between multiple
polylogarithms and iterated integrals, which we now recall.
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For a smooth complex manifold M consider a collection of 1-forms ω1, . . . , ωm on M

and a piecewise smooth path γ : r0, 1s ÝÑ M. Denote by γ˚ωi “ fiptqdt the pull-back of
the form ωi to the segment r0, 1s. The iterated integral of ω1, . . . , ωn along γ is defined
as follows: ż

γ

ω1 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ ωn “
ż

0ďt1ďt2ď¨¨¨ďtnď1

f1pt1qdt1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ fnptnqdtn.

One can show (see [Gon01, Theorem 2.1]) that multiple polylogarithms can be pre-
sented as iterated integrals:

Lin1,n2,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq

“p´1qk
ż 1

0

dt

t´ pa1 . . . akq´1
˝ dt
t

˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ dt
tlooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooon

n1

˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ dt

t´ a´1
k

˝ dt
t

˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ dt
tlooooooooooooomooooooooooooon

nk

.(2.1)

Formula (2.1) allows defining multiple polylogarithms outside of the polydisc by analytic
continuation. Moreover, it shows that multiple polylogarithms are motivic periods, see
[KZ01] and [Bro17]. The theory of motivic periods is largely conjectural and may be
viewed as an extension of the Galois theory to certain classes of transcendental numbers.
The main advantage of this point of view is that one can study motivic periods via motivic
coaction.

For our purposes, it will be convenient not to view polylogarithms as motivic periods,
but rather as framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures. Intuitively, this corresponds to working
modulo an ideal of the ring of periods, generated by 2πi. In this setting, the motivic
coaction is substituted with the motivic coproduct.

For a detailed exposition of the background material on mixed Hodge structures and
multiple polylogarithms, see [Gon01, §5-6]. In the next few sections, we briefly review
the key definitions and facts that we will use later. Also, there is a way to read the paper
without working with mixed Hodge structures, see §2.5.

2.2. Mixed Hodge-Tate structures. Mixed Hodge structures were introduced in [Del71a],
[Del71b], and [Del74]. Let H be a finite-dimensional vector space over Q. A pure Hodge
structure of weight n P Z on H is a decreasing filtration F ‚ on the complexification HC

¨ ¨ ¨ Ě F pHC Ě F p`1HC Ě . . .

such that

F pHC ‘ F qHC “ HC for any p` q “ n` 1.

A mixed Hodge structure on H is a pair of an increasing filtration W‚ on H (the weight
filtration) and a decreasing filtration F ‚ on HC such that the filtration, induced by F ‚

on every graded piece

grWn pHq “ WnH

Wn´1H
,

is a pure Hodge structure of weight n. Mixed Hodge structures form a category, which
turns out to be abelian; moreover, it is a Tannakian category.
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The unique 1-dimensional pure Hodge structure H of weight 2n with FnH “ H and
Fn`1H “ 0 is denoted by Qp´nq and is called pure Tate; we have Qp´1q “ Qp1q_ and
Qpnq “ Qp1qbn. A mixed Hodge structure H is called mixed Hodge-Tate if its graded
pieces grW2n`1pHq vanish and graded pieces grW2npHq are sums of pure Tate structures
Qp´nq. The category of mixed Hodge-Tate structures is a Tannakian subcategory of the
category of mixed Hodge structures.

Deligne showed that singular cohomology groups of algebraic varieties carry a canonical
mixed Hodge structure; so do relative cohomology groups of algebraic pairs. For instance,
both H2npPn,Qq and H2n´1

`
P2n´1

KQ,Q
˘

for a smooth quadric Q in P2n´1 equal to
Qp´nq and are pure Tate. Here is an example of a mixed Hodge-Tate structure, which
is not pure.

Example 2.1. For a P Cˆ
Kt1u consider the cohomology group H1pP1

Kt0,8u, t1, auq.
From the long exact sequence of pairs one can deduce that the corresponding mixed Hodge
structure is mixed Hodge-Tate and defines an extension

(2.2) 0 ÝÑ Qp´1q ÝÑ H1
`
P1

Kt0,8u, t1, au
˘

ÝÑ Qp0q ÝÑ 0.

One can show that all extensions of Qp0q by Qp´1q are obtained in this way. Moreover,
Ext1pQp0q,Qp´1qq “ Cˆ

Q and a P Cˆ
Q corresponds to the extension (2.2). Here we define

the rationalization of an abelian group A by AQ :“ Ab Q.

A general family of examples of mixed Hodge-Tate structures comes from non-Euclidean
geometry. Goncharov showed that for a projective simplex S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,H2nq in P2n´1

the following cohomology group is mixed Hodge-Tate:

HpSq “ H2n´1

˜
P2n´1

KQ,

˜
2nď

i“1

Hi

¸
KQ;Q

¸
.

The dimension of HpSq depends on the relative position of the hyperplanes and the
quadric. For instance, for a generic projective tetrahedron S in P3 we have

grW0 pHpSqq “ Qp0q, grW2 pHpSqq “ Qp´1q‘6, grW4 pHpSqq “ Qp´2q.
The category of mixed Hodge-Tate structures is Tannakian, so by Tannakian duality,

it can be described via its Hopf algebra of framed objects, which we denote by H (see
[BMS87] and [BGSV90]). Hopf algebra H is graded: H “ À

ně0Hn. The elements of H
can be described explicitly as follows.

An n-framed mixed Hodge-Tate structure is a triple rH; v, f s, where H is a mixed
Hodge-Tate structure, v is a vector in grW2npHq, and f is a vector in

`
grW0 pHq

˘_
. Consider

the coarsest equivalence relation on the set of all n-framed Tate structures for which
H1 „ H2 if there is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures H1 Ñ H2 respecting the
frames. Then Hn is the set of equivalence classes; H0 “ Q.

Addition in Hn is defined by the following rule:

rH1; v1, f1s ` rH2; v2, f2s “ rH1 ‘H2; v1 ‘ v2, f1 ` f2s.
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The tensor product of mixed Hodge structures induces a commutative product. Next,
the pn´ k, kq-component of the coproduct ∆HH : Hn ÝÑ Àn

k“0Hn´k b Hk is defined by
formula

∆HH
n´k,krH; v, f s “

ÿ

i

rH b Qpkq; v, eis b rH; ei, f s

for a basis peiq of grW2kpHq and the dual basis peiq of
`
grW2kpHq

˘_
.

Example 2.2. The Hodge logarithm logHpaq P H1 is the triple rH, v, f s, where

H “ H1
`
P1

Kt0,8u, t1, au
˘
,

vector v is the generator of grW2 pHq “ H1pP1
Kt0,8uq represented by the form

dz

z
, and

vector f is the generator of
`
grW0 pHq

˘_ “ H1pP1, t1, auq represented by a path from 1

to a. Hodge logarithms generate H1 “ Cˆ
Q. It is easy to see that Hodge logarithms are

primitive elements for the coproduct ∆HH :

∆HH logHpaq “ logHpaq b 1 ` 1 b logHpaq.

The usual logarithm logpaq is defined only up to a multiple of 2πi. Notice that Hodge

logarithm logHpaq is defined canonically. In particular, there does not exist an evaluation
morphism from H to C. Remarkably, there exists a canonical morphism

(2.3) perR : Hn ÝÑ Rpn´ 1q,
where Rpn ´ 1q “ Rp2πiqn´1 Ď C. It was defined by Goncharov in [Gon99, §4] and is
called “real period.” The construction of the real period is explicit, but rather tricky, we
do not repeat it here (see [GZ18, §3] for a more conceptual explanation). For n “ 1 we
have

perRplogHpaqq “ logp|a|q P R.

Example 2.3. Consider an nondegenerate oriented projective tetrahedron S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,H4q
in P3 defined in §6.1; let q “ 0 be an equation of the quadric Q. We associate to S a
framed mixed Hodge structure

hpSq “ rHpSq, v, f s P H2,

where HpSq “ H3
´
P3

KQ,
´Ť4

i“1Hi

¯
KQ

¯
, v is a generator of H3

`
P3

KQ
˘
, and f is a

generator of H3

`
P3,

Ť
Hi

˘
. The coproduct ∆HHhpSq P H b H is a version of the Dehn

invariant.
Notice that both H3

`
P3,

Ť
Hi

˘
“ Qp0q and H3pP3

KQq “ Qp´2q have two natural
generators. The choice of f is fixed by the ordering of the hyperplanes H1, . . . ,H4 and
the choice of

v “ ˘
a

discpqq
ř3

i“0p´1qixidx1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ xdxi ^ . . . ^ dx4

q2
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depends on the orientation of S, see [Gon99, §3.3] for the details. If the projective tetra-
hedron S comes from a hyperbolic simplex S in H3 then the real period of hpSq equals to
the hyperbolic volume of S.

We will use the same symbol H for the completion of H with respect to the I-adic
topology, where I is the fundamental ideal

À
ną0 Hn. The Lie coalgebra of indecompos-

able elements in H is denoted by L :

L “ Hą0{pHą0 ¨ Hą0q.
For A,B P Hą0 we say that A and B equal modulo products if their projections coincide

in L; we write A
�“ B. We denote the Lie cobracket in L by ∆L.

Sometimes we work not with framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures but with framed
unipotent variations of mixed Hodge-Tate structures over an algebraic variety S; we
denote the corresponding Hopf algebra by HrSs. Not much changes in this setting, see
[Gon01, §5.2] and [Bro17, §7] for more details.

2.3. Hodge iterated integrals, correlators and multiple polylogarithms. Gon-
charov constructed elements of H called Hodge iterated integrals in [Gon01], [Gon02] and
[Gon05]. For every collection of points x0, . . . , xn`1 P C Goncharov constructed Hodge
iterated integrals

(2.4) IHpx0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q P Hn,

which are Hodge versions of iterated integrals
ż xn`1

x0

dt

t´ x1
˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ dt

t´ xn
“

ż

x0ďt1ďt2ď¨¨¨ďtnďxn`1

dt1

t1 ´ x1
^ dt2

t2 ´ x2
^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ dtn

tn ´ xn
.

Note that unlike usual iterated integrals, Hodge iterated integrals do not depend on the
paths from x0 to xn`1. We give a brief outline of their construction for xi R tx0, xn`1u.
For the general case one needs to work with tangential base points, see [Gon01, §5.3].

Let

πun “ πunpCKtx1, . . . , xnu;x0, xn`1q
be the prounipotent completion to the topological torsor of paths from x0 to xn`1. In
[Hai87] Hain showed that its algebra of functions Opπunq is equipped with the structure
of a projective limit of mixed Hodge-Tate structures, see also [Gon01, §4]. In particular,
it has a weight filtration, such that

grW0 pOpπunqq “ Qp0q and grW2n pOpπunqq “ H1pCKtx1, . . . , xnuqbn.

The Hodge iterated integral (2.4) is a framed mixed Hodge-Tate structure

rOpπunq; v, f s
for the obvious f P

`
grW0

˘_
and

v “ dz

z ´ x1
b ¨ ¨ ¨ b dz

z ´ xn
P grW2n pOpπunqq .
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x0

x1

x2

x3
x4

x5

x6

x7

x8

Figure 3. The term corresponding to the sequence p0, 3, 4, 6, 8q is equal
to

`
IHpx0;x1, x2;x3qIHpx4;x5;x6qIHpx6;x7;x8q

˘
b IHpx0;x3, x4, x6;x8q.

Example 2.4. We have IHpx0;x1q “ 1 P H0 and

IHpx0;x1;x2q “ logHpx2 ´ x1q ´ logHpx1 ´ x0q P H1.

Next, we define the Hodge dilogarithm:

LiH2 paq “ ´IHp0; 1, 0; aq P H2.

In [Gon05, Theorem 3.3(c)] Goncharov computed the coproduct of Hodge iterated
integrals:

∆HHIHpx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q

“
ÿ

pi0,i1,...,ir`1q

˜
rź

p“0

IHpxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q
¸

b IHpxi0 ;xi1 , . . . , xir ;xir`1
q,(2.5)

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n ` 1 (see
Figure 3).

We will use the following property of Hodge iterated integrals: if x0 ‰ x1 and n ą 1

then for any λ P Cˆ we have

(2.6) IHpx0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q “ IHpλx0;λx1, λx2, . . . , λxn;λxn`1q.
For x0 “ x1 this is true only modulo products. In general, the following property holds.
For x0 ‰ x1 we put

IH‚ px0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q “
ÿ

ně0

IH‚ px0;x0, . . . , x0loooomoooon
n

, x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q P H.

It is well-known that for n ě 0 and λ ‰ 0 we have

(2.7) IHp0; 0, . . . , 0loomoon
n

;λq “
`
logHpλq

˘n

n!
,
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and so IH‚ p0;λq “ elog
Hpλq. Then the following formula generalizes (2.6):

(2.8) IH‚ pλx0;λx1, λx2, . . . , λxn;λxn`1q “ elog
HpλqIH‚ px0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q;

we leave the proof to the reader.
Another important fact is that if x0 “ xn`1 then

IH‚ px0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q “ 0.

Finally, in the proof of Proposition 6.18 we will use the following statement, which can
be easily checked:

(2.9)
ÿ

ǫ1,...,ǫnPt´1,1u

˜
kź

i“1

ǫi

¸
IHpx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q “ IHpx20;x21, . . . , x2n;x2n`1q.

In [Gon19] Goncharov constructed elements in L called Hodge correlators, see also
[GR18, §2]. Consider a P C and x0, . . . , xn P CKtau. Hodge correlators are certain
elements Corapx0, . . . , xnq P Ln; there construction is based on a natural description
of the prounipotent completion of the fundamental group πunpP1

Ktx1, . . . , xnu, aq, see
[GR18, §2]. For a “ 8 we put

Corpx0, . . . , xnq “ Cor8px0, . . . , xnq.
There is a simple formula reducing the correlator with an arbitrary a to the correlator
with a “ 8 :

(2.10) Corapx0, . . . , xnq “
nÿ

s“0

ÿ

0ďi1ă¨¨¨ăisďn

p´1qsCorpx0, . . . , a, . . . , a, . . . , xnq.

Here the s-th term is p´1qs times a sum over 0 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă is ď n of correlators obtained
from the correlator Corpx0, . . . , xnq by inserting the point a instead of points xi1 , . . . , xis .

Denote the projection of IH P H to L by IL. Hodge correlators and Hodge iterated
integrals are related by a simple formula

(2.11) p´1qn`1ILpx0;x1, x2, . . . , xn;xn`1q “ Corpx1, . . . , xn`1q ´ Corpx0, . . . , xnq.
It is easy to see that Corpx0, . . . , xnq “ 0 for x0 “ x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ xn. Formula (2.11) implies
that

Corpx0, . . . , xnq “ p´1qn`1
nÿ

i“1

ILpx0;x0, . . . , x0loooomoooon
i

, x1, . . . , xn´i;xn´i`1q.

Example 2.5.

Corpx0, x1q “ logLpx0 ´ x1q;
Corpx0, x1, x1, . . . , x1looooooomooooooon

n

q “ 0 for n ě 2;

Corapx0, x1, x2q “ LiL2 pra, x0, x1, x2sq.
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x0

x1

x2 x3

x4

x5

Figure 4. The term Corpx0, x3, x4, x5q^Corpx0, x1, x2q in the coproduct
∆L pCorpx0, x1, x2, x3, x4, x5qq comes from the cut beginning at x0 and
ending between x2 and x3.

Hodge correlators are cyclically symmetric, i.e.,

(2.12) Corapx0, . . . , xn´1, xnq “ Corapx1, . . . , xn, x0q.
Their coproduct can be computed by the following formula:

(2.13) ∆LCorapx0, . . . , xnq “
ÿ

iăj

Corapxj, . . . , xi´1q ^ Corapxi, . . . , xjq,

where the notation “i ă j” means that the order of the points xi, ..., xj in the first factor,
and hence in the second, is compatible with the cyclic order of the points xk. We say
that the term Corapxj , . . . , xi´1q ^ Corapxi, . . . , xjq comes from the “cut” beginning at xj
and ending between xi´1 and xi, see Figure 4.

For n1, . . . , nk P N we define the multiple polylogarithm

LiHn1,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq

“ p´1qkIHp0; 1, 0, . . . , 0, a1looooomooooon
n1

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, a1a2 . . . ak´1loooooooooooomoooooooooooon
nk´1

, 0, . . . , 0; a1a2 . . . aklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q;(2.14)

this definition is motivated by (2.1). We will need a slight generalization: for n1, . . . , nk P N

and n0 ě 0 we define the (generalized) multiple polylogarithm

LiHn0;n1,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq

“ p´1qkIHp0; 0, . . . , 0loomoon
n0

, 1, 0, . . . , 0, a1looooomooooon
n1

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, a1a2 . . . ak´1loooooooooooomoooooooooooon
nk´1

, 0, . . . , 0; a1a2 . . . aklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q.

For n0 ą 0 the corresponding iterated integral is divergent, but can be regularized. We
will only work with their image in L.

The number n “ n0`n1`n2`¨ ¨ ¨`nk is called the weight of the multiple polylogarithm
and k is called its depth. We have LiH1

`
1 ´ 1

x

˘
“ logHpxq, see Example 2.4. It is often
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convenient to consider the sum

LiH‚;n1,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq “

8ÿ

n0“0

LiHn0;n1,...,nk
pa1, a2, . . . , akq P H.

Using (2.5) one can compute the coproduct of multiple polylogarithms.

Example 2.6. In weight two and depth one we have

∆HHLiH2 paq “ ´∆HHIHp0; 1, 0; aq “ 1 b LiH2 paq ` LiH2 paq b 1 ` logHpaq b LiH1 paq.
In weight two and depth two we have

∆HHLiH1,1pa1, a2q “ ∆HHIHp0; 1, a1; a1a2q
“ 1 b LiH1,1pa1, a2q ` LiH1 pa1q b LiH1 pa2q ` LiH1,1pa1, a2q b 1

` pLiH1 pa2q ´ LiH1 pa´1
1 qq b LiH1 pa1a2q.

2.4. Proving identities between periods. Some of the main results of our work, i.e.,
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, are certain identities between multiple polylogarithms “modulo
products of polylogarithms of lower weight.” Polylogarithms are multivalued functions,
which are defined only up to a product of 2πi and a function of lower weight, so writing
explicit “numerically checkable” identities between multiple polylogarithms is possible
only locally.

Instead of working with actual functions, we work with framed unipotent variations
of mixed Hodge-Tate structures: elements of the Hopf algebra HrSs. Given an element
rH; v, f s P HrSs, one can recover the multivalued function by choosing a (local) splitting
of the weight filtration W‚HQ and taking a flat section of the corresponding variation. For
details, see the definition of the complex period in [Gon99, §4.1]. The resulting function
is defined up to a product of 2πi and a complex period of a framed variation of mixed
Hodge-Tate structure of lower weight.

So, every identity between elements of HrSs implies an identity between the corre-
sponding multivalued functions. Similarly, every identity between elements of LrSs leads
to an identity between the corresponding multivalued functions modulo product of func-
tions of lower weight.

The general method of proving such identities is discussed in [Gon02, §8]; here we
sketch the main idea. If we need to check an identity A “ B between actual functions,
we can proceed in two steps. First, we prove that the differentials of both sides coincide
(dA “ dB), thus showing that the identity is valid up to a constant. Then we specialize
the functions to a point and check that the constant A ´B is zero.

A similar method works for an identity A “ B between elements of Hn. In most ex-
amples that we encounter, terms in A and B are Hodge iterated integrals (2.4) with
arguments being rational functions on a smooth connected algebraic variety S. It means
that equality A “ B is equality of framed unipotent variations of mixed Hodge-Tate struc-
tures on S. To check that A “ B, we first check equality of coproducts ∆HHA “ ∆HHB.
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Note that this step is parallel to checking the equality of differentials of functions, as the
p1, n ´ 1q-component of the coproduct is closely related to the differential.

By the Rigidity Lemma [Gon02, Lemma 8.2], vanishing of the coproduct ∆HHpA´Bq
implies that A ´ B is a framed constant variation on S. Thus, to prove the equality
A “ B it suffices to prove it for any specialization to a point in S. Specialization of
framed variations of mixed Hodge structures is discussed in [Gon02, §4]. Notice that one
can prove identities in the Lie coalgebra L in a similar way, see [GR18, Lemma 2.7].

2.5. Working with polylogarithms without knowledge of mixed Hodge struc-

tures. In §§2.2–2.4 we gave the background material on mixed Hodge-Tate structures
and their relation to polylogarithms. The notion of a mixed Hodge structure is neither
intuitive nor an easy one to learn; in this section, we sketch an alternative way to read
the paper. We construct a Hopf algebra of polylogarithms in a way similar to the formal
definition of higher Bloch groups, see [Gon95a, §1.9].

Let F be a field of zero characteristic. Our goal is to define a commutative graded
Hopf algebra G‚pFq of multiple polylogarithms. Conjecturally, G‚pFq is isomorphic to
the Hopf algebra HM from §1.5.

First, we define a commutative Hopf algebra I‚pFq generated by symbols

(2.15) Ipx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q P InpFq
for x0, x1, . . . , xn, xn`1 P F subject to the following relations:

(1) Ipx0;x1q “ 1;

(2) Ipx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q “ 0 for x0 “ xm`1;

(3) Ipx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q “
řn

r“0 Ipx0;x1, . . . , xr;xqIpx;xr`1, . . . , xn;xn`1q.
The cobracket

∆: I‚pFq ÝÑ I‚pFq b I‚pFq
is defined by the formula

∆Ipx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q

“
ÿ

pi0,i1,...,ir`1q

˜
rź

p“0

Ipxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q
¸

b Ipxi0 ;xi1 , . . . , xir ;xir`1
q,

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n` 1. It is
easy to see that I‚pFq is a commutative Hopf algebra, see [Gon05, Proposition 2.2].

Next, we define the space of relations RnpFq Ď InpFq inductively; the coalgebra of
multiple polylogarithms is defined as the quotient

GnpFq “ InpFq
RnpFq .

In weight one we define R1pFq to be the kernel of the map sending Ipx0;x1;x2q P G1pFq
to

x2 ´ x0

x0 ´ x1
P Fˆ

Q :“ F for distinct x0, x1, x2 and to zero otherwise. By definition, G1pFq.
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Next, assume that spaces RipFq are defined for i ă n. The space RnpFq is spanned by
elements

(2.16) rp0q ´ rp1q P InpFq
for elements rptq P InpFptqq, which are primitive in G‚pFptqqbG‚pFptqq. Proving that this
construction is well-defined requires some work; we will develop this approach elsewhere.

Elements (2.15) are analogs of Hodge iterated integrals. More precisely, one can show
that there exists a homomorphism of Hopf algebras from GpCq to H sending I to IH.
We can easily define elements of G‚pCq corresponding to Hodge correlators and Hodge
multiple polylogarithms using formulas like (2.11) and (2.14). Theorem 1.2 can be proven
for these elements as the rigidity argument can be also performed in G‚pCq thanks to
(2.16).

3. Hopf algebra of formal polylogarithms

3.1. Quasi-shuffle algebra and quasi-shuffle relation. Recall the definition of a
quasi-shuffle algebra from [Hof00], [HI17]. Consider a set of letters A which carries a
structure of a commutative semigroup. We denote the product of a, b P A by a ¨ b P A.

Next, consider a set of words A˚ over the alphabet A. For a word ω P A˚ we denote by
lpωq the number of letters in ω, called its length. The only word of length 0 is the empty
word 1 P A˚. For two words ω1, ω2 P A˚ we denote their concatenation by ω1ω2 P A˚.

Next, for a word ω “ a1a2 . . . an P A˚ and a P A we denote the word pa ¨ a1qa2 . . . an by
a ¨ w; we have a ¨ 1 “ 0.

Let A be a Q-vector space with a basis given by A˚. The tensor algebra on A carries a
commutative Hopf algebra structure with quasi-shuffle product and the deconcatenation
coproduct which we denote by QShA and call a free quasi-shuffle algebra on A. We use
the bar notation for its elements, i.e., we denote v1 bv2 b¨ ¨ ¨ bvn by rv1|v2| . . . |vns. Next,
we use the same notation for a word ω “ a1a2 . . . an P A˚ and an element ra1| . . . |ans of
the quasi-shuffle algebra; such elements form a basis of QShA. The quasi-shuffle product
of the basis elements ω1, ω2 P QShA is defined recursively:

ω ‹ 1 “ 1 ‹ ω “ ω,

pa1ω1q ‹ pa2ω2q “ a1pω1 ‹ pa2ω2qq ` a2ppa1ω1q ‹ pω2qq ` pa1 ¨ a2qpω1 ‹ ω2q.
The deconcatenation coproduct is defined by the formula

(3.1) ∆pωq “
nÿ

i“0

a1 . . . ai b ai`1 . . . an.

As an abstract Hopf algebra, QShA does not depend on the semigroup structure on A.

In particular, if we take the product on A to be zero, we obtain the free shuffle algebra.
Also, we will use the fact that the space of primitive elements in QShA is spanned by the
words of length 1.

Here is a particular example which we will use. Let S be an irreducible algebraic
variety over C. Consider the set of letters pϕ, nq where ϕ P CpSqˆ is a nonzero rational
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function on S and n is a positive integer. The product

pϕ1, n1q ¨ pϕ2, n2q “ pϕ1ϕ2, n1 ` n2q
defines a semigroup structure on the alphabet pϕ, nq. Let FS be the corresponding quasi-
shuffle algebra with deconcatenation coproduct ∆FF .

Let HS be the inductive limit of Hopf algebras HrU s of framed unipotent variations
of mixed Hodge-Tate structures over all nonempty open subset U Ď S. Consider a map
LiH : FS ÝÑ HS defined by the rule

LiHprϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nksq “ LiHn1,n2,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq.

This map is very far from being a homomorphism of coalgebras but remarkably is a
homomorphism of algebras. This statement is known as the quasi-shuffle relation for
multiple polylogarithms [Gon02, Theorem 1.2], see also [Gon01, §2.5] for an analytic
version (where it is called the first shuffle relation).

Example 3.1. For S “ A2 the equality

ra1, n1|a2, n2s ` ra2, n2|a1, n1s ` ra1a2, n1 ` n2s “ ra1, n1s ‹ ra2, n2s
implies that

LiHn1,n2
pa1, a2q ` LiHn2,n1

pa2, a1q ` LiHn1`n2
pa1a2q “ LiHn1

pa1qLiHn2
pa2q.

The quasi-shuffle relation is almost immediate for the corresponding power series but
is much harder to prove on the Hodge level. A cohomological proof is explained in
[Gon02, §9] and a proof using the rigidity argument (§2.4) of a similar statement for
Hodge correlators can be found in [Mal20]. In this section we give another proof of
the quasi-shuffle relation, deriving it from a more general Proposition 3.8, which we call
“formal quasi-shuffle relation.” The proof of Proposition 3.8 uses the same technique as
a more complicated formal quadrangulation formula (Theorem 4.14).

3.2. Smash coproduct Hopf algebras. Let pF ,∆FF ,mF q and pH,∆HH,mHq be com-
mutative Hopf algebras. In applications we will take F “ FS and H “ HS defined in
§3.1. In this section, we recall the construction of a smash coproduct Hopf algebra HˆF

from [Mol77], which plays a major role in what follows. Commutative Hopf algebras
are dual to pro-affine algebraic groups. In the “dual” language a smash coproduct Hopf
algebra corresponds to a split extension of the corresponding groups.

A coaction of H on F is a map

∆HF : F ÝÑ H b F ,

which gives F a structure of a comodule over H. Comodules over H form a tensor category;
in particular, we have a comodule structure on F b F

∆HFF : F b F ÝÑ H b F b F .

defined by a map

∆HFF pxb yq “ pmH b 1 b 1qp1 b T b 1qp∆HF pxq b ∆HF pyqq,
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where T denotes the twist map T pt1 b t2q “ t2 b t1. Assume that the coaction ∆HF

commutes with the product mF and coproduct ∆FF , as well as with the unit and the
counit. Under these assumptions we can construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra
H ˆF , see [Mol77, Theorem (2.14)]. As an algebra, H ˆF is the tensor product H bF .

The coproduct

(3.2) ∆HˆF : H ˆ F ÝÑ pH ˆ Fq b pH ˆ Fq
in H ˆ F is defined by a rather complicated formula

(3.3) ∆HˆF “ p1b T b 1qp1 bmH b 1b 1qp1 b 1b T b 1qp∆HH b 1b∆HF qp1b∆FF q.
The space of coinvariants

FH “ tx P F | ∆HFx “ 1 b xu
is a subalgebra of F ; it is closed under the product mF . Let i : F ÝÑ H ˆ F be an
embedding ipxq “ 1bx. The map i is an algebra homomorphism, but (in general) it does
not commute with coproducts. Nevertheless, it is easy to see from formula (3.2) that if
x P FH and ∆pxq P FH b FH, we have

(3.4) ∆HˆF pipxqq “ pi b iq∆FF pxq.
We use the same symbol for x P FH and ipxq P H ˆ F .

Next, we give a group-theoretic interpretation of the smash coproduct Hopf algebra

H ˆF . Let pF and pH be pro-affine algebraic groups dual to F and H. Then the coaction
∆HF that commutes with product, coproduct, unit, and counit gives a homomorphism

ϕ : pH ÝÑ Autp pFq.

The dual of H ˆ F is the semidirect product pH ˙ϕ
pF . Finally, FH is the algebra of

functions on pF that are invariant under the action of pH.
We use the following notation for the reduced coaction:

r∆HF pxq “ ∆HF pxq ´ 1 b x

and for the reduced coproduct:

r∆FF pxq “ ∆FF pxq ´ xb 1 ´ 1 b x,

r∆HHpxq “ ∆HHpxq ´ xb 1 ´ 1 b x.

3.3. Coaction of HS on FS. In §3.1 we defined Hopf algebras FS and HS . In this
section, we define a coaction of HS on FS inspired by the coproduct of multiple polylog-
arithms.

For an element x “ rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks P FS and any ϕ0 P CpSqˆ consider a sequence

vϕ0
pxq “ px0, . . . , xn`1q

“p0, ϕ0, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ0ϕ1looooooomooooooon
n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ0ϕ1ϕ2looooooooomooooooooon
n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, ϕ0ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕklooooooooooooomooooooooooooon
nk

q.
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Figure 5. Term corresponding to p0, 1, 4, 5, 8q in ∆HF ra1, 1|a2, 2|a3, 1s is
equal to

`
IHp1; 0, a1; 0qIHp0; a1a2, 0; a1a2a3q

˘
b ra1a2a3, 2s.

For an increasing sequence I of indices 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n` 1 with i1 “ 1

the subsequence
pxi0 , xi1 , . . . , xir`1

q
is equal to vϕ0

pxIq for a unique element xI P FS . We define the coaction

∆HF : FS ÝÑ HS b FS

by the formula

∆HF pxq “ p´1qlpxq´lpxI q
ÿ

I“pi0,...,ir`1q

˜
rź

p“1

IHpxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q
¸

b xI(3.5)

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n` 1 with
i1 “ 1. For the empty word we have ∆HF p1q “ 1 b 1. Using (2.8) one can show that the
coaction does not depend on ϕ0, so we can assume that ϕ0 “ 1.

To illustrate the formula (3.5) consider a polygon inscribed in a semi-circle with diame-
ter x0 xn`1 and vertices x0, . . . , xn`1 arranged clockwise. Each term in ∆HF corresponds
to a choice of marked points xi0 , . . . , xir`1

on it with i0 “ 0, i1 “ 1, ir`1 “ n ` 1. These
points form a convex polygon I, which defines the term xI . The “complement” of this
polygon in the semi-circle defines a collection of polygons. The first one has vertices
xi1 , xi1`1, . . . , xi2 , the second one has vertices xi2 , xi2`1, . . . , xi3 and so on. The term

rź

p“1

IHpxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q

is a product of iterated integrals corresponding to these polygons (see Figure 5). The
only difference between formula (3.5) for the coaction and formula (2.5) for the coproduct
of Hodge iterated integrals is the requirement that i1 “ 1 for the subsequences involved
in the summation.

So, formula (3.5) is related to the formula for the coproduct of multiple polylogarithm

LiHpxq “ LiHn1,n2,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq.
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More precisely, if we substitute in (3.5) each xI with LiHpxIq we will get the terms of the
coproduct ∆HHLiHpxq, which correspond to sequences 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n`1

with i1 “ 1. In §3.6 we show that in order to get the whole coproduct ∆HHLiHpxq we

need to apply the formula (3.3) for the coproduct in HS ˆ FS . The sign p´1qlpxq´lpxI q is
related to the sign p´1qk in (2.14).

Example 3.2. We take S “ A2. In weight 2 we have

∆HF ra1, 1|a2, 1s “ 1 b ra1, 1|a2, 1s ´ IHp1; a1; a1a2q b ra1a2, 1s;
∆HF ra, 2s “ 1 b ra, 2s ` logHpaq b ra, 1s.

Here is a more complicated example in weight 3 and depth 2:

∆HF ra1, 1|a2, 2s “ 1 b ra1, 1|a2, 2s ´ IHp1; a1, 0; a1a2q b ra1a2, 1s

` logHpa2q b ra1, 1|a2, 1s ´ logH
ˆ

a1

1 ´ a1

˙
b ra1a2, 2s.

Lemma 3.3. The morphism ∆HF : FS ÝÑ HS b FS defines a coaction of HS on FS .

Proof. The counit axiom is immediate. It remains to check coassociativity, namely the
equality

(3.6) p1 b ∆HF q∆HF “ p∆HH b 1q∆HF .

Each term in HS b HS b FS on both sides of equation (3.6) corresponds to a choice of a
pair of nested polygons

tx0, x1, xn`1u Ď I Ď I 1 Ď tx0, x1, . . . , xn`1u.
and is equal to the product p´1qlpxq´lpxI q

ś
IHα b ś

IHβ b xI , where iterated integrals

IHα correspond to the polygons between I 1 and tx0, . . . , xn`1u and iterated integrals IHβ
correspond to the polygons between I and I 1. �

Next, we see that coaction (3.5) is compatible with the coalgebra structure on FS .

Lemma 3.4. The coproduct ∆FF is a map of HS-comodules. In other words, the follow-
ing diagram is commutative:

FS

∆FF

��

∆HF

// HS b FS

1b∆FF

��

FS b FS
∆HFF

// HS b FS b FS

.

Proof. We need to show that

(3.7) ∆HFF∆FF pxq “ p1 b ∆FF q∆HF pxq
for x “ rϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks. After applying formulas (3.1) and (3.5), both sides of
(3.7) are the sums of the terms of the type

(3.8) p´1qlpxq´lpxI q´lpx1

Iq
´ź

IH
¯

b xI b x1
I .
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Figure 6. The pair of the subpolygon p0, 1, 3, 4, 5, 8q and the chord p0, 3q
corresponding to

`
IHp1; 0;ϕ1qIHp0;ϕ1ϕ2, 0;ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3q

˘
b rϕ1, 1s b rϕ2ϕ3, 3s.

Each term corresponds to a pair consisting of a subpolygon of x0, . . . , xn`1 with vertices
xi0 , . . . , xir`1

such that i0 “ 0, i1 “ 1, ir`1 “ n ` 1 and a chord from x0 to xic ‰ 0, see
Figure 6. Assume that xic “ ϕ1 . . . ϕj . Then I is a sequence pi0, i1, . . . , ic, in`1q and xI
is the unique element in FS with

v1pxIq “ pxi0 , xi1 , . . . , xicq.
Next, x1

I is the unique element of FS with

vxic
px1

Iq “ p0, xic , xic`1
, xic`2

, . . . , xir`1
q.

Finally, the iterated integrals in (3.8) correspond to the connected components of the
complement of the subpolygon with vertices xi0 , . . . , xir`1

.
Since the terms in both sides of (3.7) are the same, the statement follows.

�

To construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra HS ˆ FS , we need to check that the

quasi-shuffle multiplication FS b FS
‹ÝÑ FS is a morphism of HS-comodules. We will

prove it in §3.5; we need to do some preparation first.

3.4. Principal coefficient. The elements rϕ|ns P FS play a particular role as these
elements are primitives in FS :

∆FF rϕ|ns “ 1 b rϕ|ns ` rϕ|ns b 1.

First, we compute the coaction on these elements.

Lemma 3.5. We have the following formula for the coaction on primitive elements of
FS :

∆HF rϕ|ns “
n´1ÿ

i“0

`
logHpϕq

˘i

i!
b rϕ|n´ is.
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Proof. By (3.5) we have

∆HF rϕ|ns “
n´1ÿ

i“0

IHp0; 0, . . . , 0loomoon
i

;ϕq b rϕ|n ´ is,

because all the other terms vanish. The statement of the lemma follows from (2.7).
�

Consider a linear map πd : FS ÝÑ HS for d ě 0 which sends x “ rϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks
to the coefficient in HS at the term

«
kź

i“1

ϕi, n1 ` n2 ` . . . ` nk ´ d

ff

of the coaction. For the empty word we put

πdp1q “
#
1 if d “ 0,

0 if d ą 0.

It is easy to see that

π0prϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nksq “
#
0 for k ě 1,

1 for k “ 1.

From here it follows that

(3.9) π0px ‹ yq “ π0pxqπ0pyq.
The map π1 lands in the weight 1 component of HS, which is isomorphic to CpSqˆ

Q.

We call the map π1 : FS ÝÑ CpSqˆ
Q the principal coefficient map. This map plays a

fundamental role in the proof of the formal quasi-shuffle relation (Proposition 3.8) and
the proof of the formal quadrangulation formula.

Lemma 3.6. The following equalities hold for n ě 3

π1prϕ1, 2sq “ logH pϕ1q ,
π1prϕ1, nsq “ logH pϕ1q ,

π1prϕ1, 1|ϕ2, 1sq “ logH
ˆ

1 ´ ϕ´1
1

1 ´ ϕ2

˙
,

π1prϕ1, n´ 1|ϕ2, 1sq “ ´ logH p1 ´ ϕ2q ,
π1prϕ1, 1|ϕ2, n´ 1sq “ logH

`
1 ´ ϕ´1

1

˘
.

(3.10)

For all other words in FS we have π1prϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nksq “ 0.

Proof. For x “ rϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks consider a sequence

px0, . . . , xn`1q “ p0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1looooomooooon
n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2looooooomooooooon
n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q.



29

Then π1pxq is equal to zero unless the sequence px0, . . . , xn`1q has a subsequence

p0, 1, 0, . . . , 0loomoon
n´2

, ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕkq,

where n “ n1 `n2 ` . . .`nk. This cannot happen for k ą 2. For k “ 2 it is only possible
if n1 or n2 is equal to 1; these cases can be verified by hand. Finally, for k “ 1 the
statement follows from Lemma 3.5. �

The following statement is a very special instance of the fact that the coaction com-
mutes with the quasi-shuffle product.

Corollary 3.7. The following equality holds for x, y P FS:

(3.11) π1px ‹ yq “ π0pxqπ1pyq ` π1pxqπ0pyq P CpSqˆ
Q.

Proof. If the length of one of the words x or y is at least three, formula (3.11) holds
because all terms involved vanish by Lemma 3.6. The remaining cases can be easily
verified. �

3.5. Formal quasi-shuffle relation. Our main result is the following theorem.

Proposition 3.8 (Formal Quasi-Shuffle Relation). The quasi-shuffle product ‹ : FSbFS ÝÑ FS

is a map of HS-comodules. In other words, the following diagram is commutative:

FS b FS

‹
��

∆HFF

// HS b FS b FS

1b‹
��

FS
∆HF

// HS b FS

.

Proof. It is easy to see that it suffices to prove that for S “ Spec pCra1, . . . , ak, a1
1, . . . , a

1
ksq

and

x “ ra1, n1| . . . |ak, nks P FS ,

y “ ra1
1, n

1
1| . . . |a1

k, n
1
k1s P FS

(3.12)

we have ∆HF px ‹ yq “ ∆HF pxq∆HF pyq. We prove this statement by induction on n`n1,

where n “ n1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` nk and n1 “ n1
1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` n1

k1. The base case of n “ n1 “ 0 is obvious.
Denote the difference by

(3.13) D “
`
∆HF px ‹ yq ´ ∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘
P HS b FS .

First, we show that the difference D satisfies

(3.14) p1 b r∆FF qD “ 0.

In more concrete terms, we need to show that

(3.15) p1 b ∆FF qD “ D b 1 ` pT b 1qp1 bDq P HS b FS b FS
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where T pab bq “ b b a. Indeed, assume that

∆FFx “
ÿ
x

p1q
i b x

p2q
i P FS b FS ,

∆FFy “
ÿ
y

p1q
j b y

p2q
j P FS b FS .

Then
∆FF px ‹ yq “

ÿ
pxp1q

i ‹ yp1q
j q b pxp2q

i ‹ yp2q
j q P FS b FS .

By induction, we know that

∆HF
`
x

p1q
i ‹ yp1q

j

˘
“ ∆HF

`
x

p1q
i

˘
∆HF pyp1q

j q

unless xp1q “ x and yp1q “ y; similar for ∆HF
`
x

p2q
i ‹ yp2q

j

˘
.

Thus the following equality holds in HS b FS b HS b FS :

p∆HF b ∆HF q∆FF px ‹ yq “
ÿ

∆HF pxp1q
i ‹ yp1q

j q b ∆HF pxp2q
i ‹ yp2q

j q
“ ∆HF px ‹ yq b 1 b 1 ` 1 b 1 b ∆HF px ‹ yq

´
`
∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘
b 1 b 1 ´ 1 b 1 b

`
∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘

`
ÿ ´

∆HF
`
x

p1q
i

˘
∆HF

`
y

p1q
j

˘¯
b

´
∆HF

`
x

p2q
i

˘
∆HF

`
y

p2q
j

˘¯
,

which implies that

p∆HF b ∆HF q∆FF px ‹ yq “ D b 1 b 1 ` 1 b 1 bD

`
`
p∆HF b ∆HF q∆FF pxq

˘ `
p∆HF b ∆HF q∆FF pyq

˘
.

Using the definition of ∆HFF , we can rewrite it as follows:

∆HFF p∆FF px ‹ yqq “ D b 1 ` pT b 1qp1 bDq ` p∆HFF p∆FF pxqqqp∆HFF p∆FF pyqqq.
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.4 and (3.13) this implies that

`
1 b ∆FF

˘
pDq “ D b 1 ` pT b 1qp1 bDq,

which proves (3.15).
Next, we show that the difference D satisfies

(3.16) p r∆HH b 1qD “ p1 b r∆HF qD.
Equivalently, we need to show that

(3.17) p∆HH b 1qD ´ p1 b ∆HF qD “ 1 bD.

By Lemma 3.3 we have

(3.18) p∆HH b 1q∆HF px ‹ yq ´ p1 b ∆HF q∆HF px ‹ yq “ 0.

Assume that

∆HF pxq “
ÿ
f

p1q
i b x

p2q
i P H b F ,

∆HF pyq “
ÿ
g

p1q
j b y

p2q
j P H b F .
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Then

p∆HH b 1qp∆HF pxq∆HF pyqq “
ÿ

∆HH
`
f

p1q
i g

p1q
j

˘
b

`
x

p2q
i ‹ yp2q

j

˘

“
ÿ

∆HH
`
f

p1q
i

˘
∆HH

`
g

p1q
j

˘
b

`
x

p2q
i ‹ yp2q

j

˘

“
ÿ ´

∆HH
`
f

p1q
i

˘
b x

p2q
i

¯ ´
∆HH

`
g

p1q
j

˘
b y

p2q
j

¯

“
ÿ ´

f
p1q
i b ∆HF

`
x

p2q
i

˘¯ ´
g

p1q
j b ∆HF

`
y

p2q
j

˘¯

“
ÿ
f

p1q
i g

p1q
j b

´
∆HF

`
x

p2q
i

˘
∆HF

`
y

p2q
j

˘¯

By induction we know that ∆HF pxp2q
i y

p2q
j q “ ∆HF pxp2q

i q∆HF pyp2q
j q unless x

p1q
i “ x and

y
p2q
j “ y. It follows that

p∆HH b 1qp∆HF pxq∆HF pyqq “
ÿ
f

p1q
i g

p1q
j b

´
∆HF

`
x

p2q
i

˘
∆HF

`
y

p2q
j

˘¯

“
ÿ
f

p1q
i g

p1q
j b

´
∆HF

`
x

p2q
i ‹ yp2q

j

˘¯
´ 1 b ∆HF px ‹ yq ` 1 b ∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

“p1 b ∆HF q
`
∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘
´ 1 bD.

So, we have

(3.19) p∆HH b 1q
`
∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘
´ p1 b ∆HF q

`
∆HF pxq∆HF pyq

˘
“ ´1 bD.

From (3.18) and (3.19) we get (3.17).
Now we are ready to finish the proof of the lemma. Denote the space of primi-

tive elements of FS by PrimpFSq; this space is generated by words of length 1. Let

a “
śk

i“1 ai and a1 “
śk1

i“1 a
1
i. From (3.14) it follows that the element D P HS b FS lies

in HS b PrimpFSq, and it is easy to see that only words in PrimpFSq which may appear
in D have the form “

aa1, n ` n1 ´ d
‰
.

for 0 ď d ď n ` n1 ´ 1. This follows from the observation that all the sequences v1pωq
corresponding to the words ω appearing in x ‹ y have aa1 as the last term. So, we have

D “
n`n1´1ÿ

i“0

hi b
“
aa1, n` n1 ´ i

‰

for certain h0, . . . , hn`n1´1 P HS. We need to show that h0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ hn`n1´1 “ 0. Assume
that it is not the case; let r be the smallest index such that hr ‰ 0.

We have h0 “ π0px ‹ yq ´ π0pxqπ0pyq “ 0 by (3.9), so r ‰ 0. Also, by (3.11) we have
h1 “ π1px ‹ yq ´ π0pxqπ1pyq ´ π1pxqπ0pyq “ 0, so r ą 1.

From (3.16) we have

n`n1´1ÿ

i“0

´
r∆HHphiq b

“
aa1, n ` n1 ´ i

‰¯
“

n`n1´1ÿ

i“0

´
hi b r∆HF

“
aa1, n` n1 ´ i

‰¯
.
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Comparing coefficients in front of raa1|n` n1 ´ rs we get that

r∆HHphrq “
rÿ

i“1

hr´i b plogHpaa1qqi
i!

,

and since h0 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ hr´1 “ 0 we have r∆HHphrq “ 0. Consider specialization to the point
a1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ an “ a1

1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ a1
n1 “ 0. From (3.5) it is clear that hr is a linear combination

of iterated integrals

IHp0; 1, 0, . . . , 0,m1looooomooooon
d1

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0,m1m2 . . . ms´1loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon
ds´1

, 0, . . . , 0;m1m2 . . . msloooooooooooomoooooooooooon
ds

q,

where mi are monomials in a1, . . . , ak, a
1
1, . . . , a

1
k1 of degree at least 1, so hr vanishes after

the specialization. By the rigidity argument (§2.4) hr vanishes, which contradicts our
assumption. This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

3.6. Quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms. Using the results of §§3.2-
3.5 we construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra HSˆFS . Consider a map LiH : FS ÝÑ HS

defined by the formula

LiHrϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks “ LiHn1,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq.

This map can be extended to an HS-linear map LiH : HS ˆ FS ÝÑ HS.

Proposition 3.9. The map LiH : HS ˆ FS ÝÑ HS is a homomorphism of Hopf algebras.
In particular, the quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms

LiHpx ‹ yq “ LiHpxqLiHpyq
holds for x, y P FS .

Proof. It is easy to see that the map LiH commutes with the unit and the counit. We
need to check that it commutes with the product and the coproduct. For elements
hb 1 P HS bFS this is obvious. It suffices to check these statements on elements of type
1 b x P HS b FS .

First, we check compatibility with the coproduct, namely the equality

pLiH b LiHq∆HˆF p1 b xq “ ∆HHLiHp1 b xq
for x “ rϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks. From (3.3) it is easy to see that we have

∆HˆF p1 b xq “ 1 b
`
p1 b ∆HF q∆FFx

˘
P HS b FS b HS b FS .

Recall the presentation of LiHpxq as an iterated integral

LiHn1,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq

“ p´1qkIHp0; 1, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1looooomooooon
n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2looooooomooooooon
n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0;ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q.
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Let

px0, . . . , xn`1q “ p0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1looooomooooon
n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2looooooomooooooon
n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q

be the sequence of arguments of the corresponding iterated integral. From here, we see
that

∆HHLiHpxq “ p´1qk∆HHIHpx0;x1, . . . , xn;xn`1q

“ p´1qk
ÿ

pi0,...,ir`1qPI

˜
rź

p“0

IHpxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q
¸

b IHpxi0 ;xi1 , . . . , xir ;xir`1
q

where the summation goes over the set I of sequences

0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n` 1.

We break the set I into subsets Ij with i1 “ j. Since x0 “ 0, the iterated integral

IHpxi0 ;xi0`1, . . . , xi1´1;xi1q vanishes if xi1 “ 0, so all the terms in the formula above
corresponding to sequences in Ij vanish unless

j P t1, 1 ` n1, 1 ` n1 ` n2, . . . , 1 ` n1 ` n2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` nku.
For j “ 1 ` n1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ns where 0 ď s ď k we have

p´1qsIHpxi0 ;xi0`1, . . . , xi1´1;xi1q “ LiHrϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕs, nss
and

p´1qk´s
ÿ

pi0,...,ir`1qPIj

˜
rź

p“1

IHpxip ;xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1;xip`1
q
¸

b IHpxi0 ;xi1 , . . . , xir ;xir`1
q

“ p1 b LiHq∆HF rϕs`1, ns`1|ϕs`2, ns`2| . . . |ϕk, nks.
It follows that

∆HHLiHpxq

“
kÿ

s“0

`
LiHrϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕs, nss b 1q

`
p1 b LiHq∆HF rϕs`1, ns`1| . . . |ϕk, nks

˘˘
.

(3.20)

Compatibility of the map LiH : HS ˆ FS ÝÑ HS with the coproduct follows from here.
To check compatibility with the product, it is sufficient to prove that for x, y defined

by (3.12) we have

LiHpx ‹ yq “ LiHpxqLiHpyq P HS ,

namely the quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms. We apply the rigidity
argument from §2.4. By Proposition 3.8 we have

∆HH
`
LiHpx ‹ yq ´ LiHpxqLiHpyq

˘
“ ∆HHpLipx ‹ yqq ´ ∆HHpLipxqq∆HHpLipyqq
“ pLiH b LiHq

`
∆HˆF px ‹ yq ´ ∆HˆFpxq∆HˆF pyq

˘

“ 0.
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Specializing
`
LiHpx ‹ yq ´ LiHpxqLiHpyq

˘
to the point a1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ ak “ a1

1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ a1
k1 “ 0

we conclude that LiHpx‹yq´LiHpxqLiHpyq “ 0. This finishes the proof of the proposition.
�

Proposition 3.9 can be extended to generalized multiple polylogarithms in the following
way. To simplify the exposition, we work in the Lie coalgebra L instead of H. Consider
a map LiL‚ : FS ÝÑ LS defined by the formula

LiL‚ rϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks “ LiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq

“
8ÿ

n0“0

LiLn0;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq.

Proposition 3.10. The generalized quasi-shuffle relation LiL‚ px ‹ yq “ 0 holds for homo-
geneous elements x, y P FS of positive degrees.

Proof. Similarly to (3.20), we have

∆LLiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq

“ LiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq ^ logLpϕ1 . . . ϕkq

`
kÿ

s“0

LiL‚;n1,...,ns
pϕ1, . . . , ϕsq ^ LiL‚;ns`1,...,nk

pϕs`1, . . . , ϕkq

` p1 ^ LiL‚ q∆HF rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks.

(3.21)

Here is the brief explanation. Let

px0, . . . , xn`1q “ p0, 0, . . . , 0loomoon
n0

, 1, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1looooomooooon
n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2looooooomooooooon
n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, ϕ1ϕ2 . . . ϕklooooooooooomooooooooooon
nk

q

be the sequence of arguments of the iterated integral corresponding to the generalized
multiple polylogarithm LiLn0;n1,...,nk

. The terms of the coproduct ∆LLiLn0;n1,...,nk
corre-

spond to pairs 0 ď i ă j ď n ` 1. Indeed, in (2.5) only the terms with r “ 2 survive in
L ^ L.

The term LiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq^logLpϕ1 . . . ϕkq in (3.21) comes from the pair i “ 1, j “ n`1.

The term
kÿ

s“0

LiL‚;n1,...,ns
pϕ1, . . . , ϕsq ^ LiL‚;ns`1,...,nk

pϕs`1, . . . , ϕkq

comes from pairs with 1 ď i ď n0 ă j ď n The term

p1 ^ LiL‚ q∆HF rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks
comes from pairs with n0 ă i ă j ď n. The remaining terms vanish in Λ2L.

Now, we finish the proof of the generalized quasi-shuffle relation. For

x “ ra1, n1| . . . |ak, nks P FS ,

y “ ra1
1, n

1
1| . . . |a1

k, n
1
k1s P FS
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let a “ śk
i“1 ai and b “ śk1

j“1 bj . We argue by induction on k ` k1. The base case is
trivial. Then

∆LLiL‚ px ‹ yq
“ LiL‚ px ‹ yq ^ logL pabq ` pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ qp∆FF px ‹ yqq ` p1 ^ LiL‚ q∆HF px ‹ yqq
“ LiL‚ px ‹ yq ^ logL pabq ` pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ qp∆FF pxq ‹ ∆FF pyqq ` p1 ^ LiL‚ qp∆HF pxq∆HF pyqq.

The terms pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ qp∆FF pxq ‹ ∆FF pyqq and p1 ^ LiL‚ qp∆HF pxq∆HF pyqq vanish by
induction. We get

∆LLiL‚ px ‹ yq “ LiL‚ px ‹ yq ^ logL pabq ,
or, equivalently,

∆LLiLn0`1px ‹ yq “ LiLn0
px ‹ yq ^ logL pabq for n0 ě 0.

The statement follows by induction on n0 and the rigidity argument. �

4. Formal polylogarithms on the configuration space

4.1. Alternating polygons. An alternating polygon P “ pp0, p1, . . . , p2n`1q is an in-
creasing sequence of positive integers such that pi`1 ´ pi is odd for 0 ď i ď 2n. It is
convenient to draw terms p0, p1, . . . , p2n`1 in the vertices of a convex p2n` 2q-gon, which
we will denote by the same letter P. Note that p0 ´ p2n`1 is also odd, so the condi-
tion of being alternating is “cyclically invariant”. Alternating polygons are objects of a
category Alt with morphisms being parity- and order-preserving injective maps of the
corresponding sequences. There are two classes of isomorphisms of objects in Alt for
every n, represented by sequences p0, 1, . . . , 2n ` 1q and p1, 2, . . . , 2n ` 2q. The polygon
P is called even if p0 is even and odd if p0 is odd.

An alternating subpolygon of P is a subsequence ppi0 , pi1 , . . . , pi2k`1
q such that indices

pir have alternating parity for 0 ď r ď 2k ` 1. Two subpolygons of P are called disjoint
if their interiors do not intersect. Every diagonal of P with ends of different parity
decomposes P into a pair of alternating polygons P1 and P2. We say that P is a disjoint
union of P1 and P2 and denote it by P “ P1 \ P2. More generally, every collection of
such diagonals which do not intersect pairwise decomposes P into disjoint alternating
polygons. Denote by DpPq the set of all such decompositions of P.

The set DpPq is partially ordered: D1 ď D2 if every polygon in the decomposition D2

is contained in some polygon in the decomposition D1. The poset DpPq has tPu as its
smallest element. Maximal elements of DpPq are called quadrangulations. In other words,
a quadrangulation Q of P is a decomposition of P into disjoint quadrangles, which will
necessarily be alternating subpolygons of P (see Figure 7). We denote by QpPq Ď DpPq
the set of quadrangulations of P. The number of quadrangulations of a p2n ` 2q-gon is
equal to

|QpPq| “ p3nq!
n!p2n ` 1q! .
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Figure 7. A decomposition of a hexadecagon into five odd and two even
quadrangles.

For an alternating sequence P consider the moduli space MP of configurations of 2n`2

points xp0 , xp1 , . . . , xp2n`1
in P1. We get a contravariant functor P ÞÑ MP from Alt to the

category of algebraic varieties: morphisms in Alt are sent to the corresponding forgetful
maps between configuration spaces. We define a regular function on MP, which we call
the cross-ratio:

(4.1) crpPq “
#śn

i“1rxp0 , xp2i´1
, xp2i , xp2i`1

s if P is even,śn
i“1rxp0 , xp2i´1

, xp2i , xp2i`1
s´1 if P is odd.

Abusing the notation, we use the same symbol crpPq to denote the pullback of the cross-
ratio function to MP1 for an arbitrary alternating polygon P1 containing P. For a decom-
position tP1, . . . ,Pku P DpPq we have

(4.2) crpPq “
kź

i“1

crpPiq.

To make Definition 4.1 more explicit, assume that P “ p0, 1, . . . , 2n`1q and xi P C Ď P1.

Then

crpPq “
nź

i“1

rx0, x2i´1, x2i, x2i`1s “ p´1qn´1 px0 ´ x1qpx2 ´ x3q . . . px2n ´ x2n`1q
px1 ´ x2qpx3 ´ x4q . . . px2n`1 ´ x0q .

From this equality one can easily deduce (4.2).
For an alternating polygon P we denote by FP and HP the Hopf algebras FS and HS

defined in §3.1, where S “ MP is the Deligne-Mumford compactification of MP. Similarly,
we denote LS by LP.

Definition 4.1. Let P be an alternating polygon. The algebra of coinvariants

FH
P “ Kerp r∆HF : FP ÝÑ HP b FPq
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is called the algebra of formal quadrangular polylogarithms.

A priori it is not clear how to construct elements in FH
P of weight greater than 1. In §4.3

we construct an element TP in FH
P of weight n for an arbitrary alternating p2n`2q-gon P.

Example 4.2. For P “ p0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q the element

TP “ rcrp0, 3, 4, 5q, 1|crp0, 1, 2, 3q, 1s
´ rcrp0, 1, 4, 5q, 1|crp1, 2, 3, 4q, 1s ` rcrp0, 1, 2, 5q, 1|crp2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s

lies in FH
P . Indeed, we have

r∆HFTP “ r∆HF rcrp0, 3, 4, 5q, 1|crp0, 1, 2, 3q, 1s´
r∆HF rcrp0, 1, 4, 5q, 1|crp1, 2, 3, 4q, 1s ` r∆HF rcrp0, 1, 2, 5q, 1|crp2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s

“ p´IHp1; crp0, 3, 4, 5q; crp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5qqq b rcrp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s
´ p´IHp1; crp0, 1, 4, 5q; crp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5qqq b rcrp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s
` p´IHp1; crp0, 1, 2, 5q; crp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5qqq b rcrp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s

“ logH
ˆp1 ´ rx0, x3, x4, x5s´1qp1 ´ rx1, x2, x3, x4s´1qp1 ´ rx0, x1, x2, x5s´1q

p1 ´ rx0, x1, x2, x3sqp1 ´ rx0, x1, x4, x5s´1qp1 ´ rx2, x3, x4, x5sq

˙

b rcrp0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s
“ 0.

4.2. Arborification map. Recall the definition of the Hopf algebra of rooted trees,
introduced by Connes and Kreimer in [CK99] in order to clarify the renormalization
procedure in quantum field theory. A rooted tree is a finite connected graph without
cycles with a special vertex, called the root. A decorated rooted tree is a rooted tree
with vertices labeled by elements of some set A. Consider a free commutative unitary
Q-algebra T A generated by isomorphism classes of decorated rooted trees. A Q-basis
of this algebra is given by decorated rooted forests. The product in T A is given by the
concatenation of rooted forests; the unit 1 is represented by the empty forest. The weight
of a forest is the number of vertices in it; T A is graded by weight. We define the bialgebra
structure on T A in the following way. A cut c of a decorated rooted tree t is a nonempty
subset of the set of edges of t. A cut is called admissible if any shortest path in the
tree from a vertex to the root meets at most one edge in the cut. Denote by Admptq
the set of admissible cuts. After cutting all edges of t in C we obtain a rooted forest.
Its connected component containing the root of t is denoted Rcptq. The product of the
remaining connected components is denoted P cptq. Then the coproduct

∆T : T A ÝÑ T A b T A

is given by the formula

∆T ptq “ 1 b t ` t b 1 `
ÿ

c PAdmptq

Rcptq b P cptq.
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For a P A we define the “grafting” operator

B`
a : T A ÝÑ T A

associating to every labeled rooted forest t1 . . . tn a tree obtained by grafting the roots of
t1, . . . , tn on the common new root labeled by a P A. This operator satisfies the following
equation: for t P T A we have

∆T ˝ B`
a ptq “ pB`

a b idq ˝ ∆T ptq ` 1 bB`
a ptq.

In other words, B`
a is a family of Hochschild 1-cocycles on the Hopf algebra T A.

The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra has the following universal property. Let pH,∆,mq
be a Hopf algebra with a collection of Hochschild 1-cocycles La for a P A, namely linear
maps La : H ÝÑ H such that

∆La “ pLa b idq∆ ` 1 b La for a P A.

Then there exists a unique Hopf algebra homomorphism φ : T A ÝÑ H such that

φ ˝ B`
a “ La ˝ φ.

Let QShA be the quasi-shuffle on an alphabet A, defined in §3.1. Recall that the
alphabet A has the structure of a commutative semigroup. One can easily check that
operators Lapωq “ ´aω and Lapωq “ aω ` a ¨ ω are Hochschild 1-cocycles on QShA.

Now, assume that a “parity” map p : A ÝÑ t0, 1u is given. We call vertices labeled
by a P A even if ppaq “ 0 and odd if ppaq “ 1. From the universal property of the
Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra we have the following.

Proposition 4.3. There exists a unique Hopf algebra homomorphism Arb : T A ÝÑ QShA

such that

(4.3) ArbpB`
a ptqq “

#
´aArbptq if ppaq “ 0,

aArbptq ` a ¨ Arbptq if ppaq “ 1.

Example 4.4. Let A “ ta1, a2, a3u be an alphabet with ppa1q “ 1, ppa2q “ ppa3q “ 0.

Consider a tree t with a root labelled by a1 and two leaves labelled by a2 and a3. Then

t “ B`
a1

`
B`

a2
p1qB`

a3
p1q

˘
.

By (4.3) we have Arb
`
B`

a2
p1q

˘
“ ´ra2s and Arb

`
B`

a3
p1q

˘
“ ´ra3s, so

Arb
`
B`

a2
p1qB`

a3
p1q

˘
“ p´ra2sq ‹ p´ra3sq “ ra2|a3s ` ra3|a2s ` ra2 ¨ a3s.

It follows that

Arbptq “ ra1|a2|a3s ` ra1|a3|a2s ` ra1|a2 ¨ a3s ` ra1 ¨ a2|a3s ` ra1 ¨ a3|a2s ` ra1 ¨ a2 ¨ a3s.



39

0

1

2

3

4

5

6
7 8

9

10

11

12

13

14
15

rcrp1,2,3,4q,1s

rcrp1,4,5,6q,1s

rcrp1,6,7,12q,1s

rcrp7,10,11,12q,1s

rcrp1,2,3,4q,1s

rcrp0,1,12,15q,1s

rcrp12,13,14,15q,1s

Figure 8. Quadrangulation of a hexadecagon and its dual tree. Vertex
rcrp0, 1, 12, 15q, 1s is the root.

4.3. Formal quadrangular polylogarithms. For an alternating polygon

P “ pp0, p1, . . . , p2n`1q
consider the Hopf algebra T P of rooted trees labeled by elements

rcrppi0 , pi1 , pi2 , pi3q, 1s P FP.

To a quadrangulation Q “ tQ1, . . . ,Qnu P QpPq we associate a tree tQ P T P in the
following way. The tree is the dual tree of the quadrangulation (see Figure 8); the
quadrangle adjacent to the side p0, p2n`1 is the root. Each vertex of the tree is labeled by
a pair rcrpQiq, 1s P FP, where Qi is the corresponding quadrangle of the quadrangulation.
A parity of the vertex rcrpQiq, 1s is defined as the parity of the quadrangle Qi. We define
an element tP of T P as the sum of trees corresponding to quadrangulations of P:

(4.4) tP “
ÿ

QPQpPq

tQ.

Definition 4.5. Let P be an alternating polygon. The formal quadrangular polylogarithm
TP is defined by the formula

TP “ ArbptPq P FP.

In §4.5 we show that TP is an element of the algebra of formal quadrangular polylog-
arithms FH

P .

Example 4.6. We have the following equalities for P “ pp0, p1, p2, p3q :

(4.5) TP “
#

´rcrpp0, p1, p2, p3q, 1s if P is even,

rcrpp0, p1, p2, p3q, 1s if P is odd.
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Consider the set altpPq of alternating subpolygons ppi0 , pi1 , . . . , pi2r`1
q of P with i0 “ 0

and i2r`1 “ 2n ` 1. For a polygon S P altpPq denote by S0, . . . ,S2r the subpolygons,
which are obtained by taking closures of connected components of the set PKS. It is easy
to see that

P “ S \
˜

2rğ

i“0

Si

¸
.

Proposition 4.7. For an alternating polygon P the following equality holds

(4.6) ∆FFTP “
ÿ

SPaltpPq

TS b
˜

2rź

i“0

TSi

¸
.

Proof. The arborification map commutes with the product and the coproduct by Propo-
sition 4.3, so it suffices to show that the following equality holds:

∆T tP “
ÿ

SPaltpPq

tS b
˜

2rź

i“0

tSi

¸
.

It is easy to see that the coproduct of the sum of trees tQ corresponding to quadrangu-
lations Q P QpPq such that

tS,S0, . . . , S2ru ď Q

is equal to tS b ptS0 ¨ . . . ¨ tS2r q . The conclusion follows from this. �

Next we prove a simple inductive formula for TP. It suffices to compute TP for
P “ p0, 1, . . . , 2n ` 1q and P “ p1, 2, . . . , 2n ` 2q.
Lemma 4.8. For an even polygon P “ p0, 1, . . . , 2n ` 1q we have

TP “
ÿ

0ăiăjă2n`1
i is odd
j is even

Tp0,i,j,2n`1q

´
Tp0,...,iq ‹ Tpi,...,jq ‹ Tpj,...,2n`1q

¯
.

(4.7)

For an odd polygon P “ p1, 2, . . . , 2n ` 2q we have

TP “
ÿ

1ăiăjă2n`2
i is even
j is odd

´
Tp1,i,j,2n`2q

`
Tp1,...,iq ‹ Tpi,...,jq ‹ Tpj,...,2n`2q

˘

` Tp1,i,j,2n`2q ¨
`
Tp1,...,iq ‹ Tpi,...,jq ‹ Tpj,...,2n`2q

˘¯
.

(4.8)

Proof. We consider the even case; the odd case is similar. Let ptPqij be the sum of trees

tQ corresponding to quadrangulations Q with the root p0, i, j, 2n ` 1q. Then

tP “
ÿ

0ăiăjă2n`1
i is odd
j is even

ptPqij .
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Let a “ rp0, i, j, 2n ` 1q, 1s. Then we have

ptPqij “ B`
a ptp0,...,iqtpi,...,jqtpj,...,2n`1qq

This implies (4.7). �

Example 4.9. For an even polygon P “ p0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5q we have

TP “ rcrp0, 1, 2, 5q, 1|crp2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s
´ rcrp0, 1, 4, 5q, 1|crp1, 2, 3, 4q, 1s ` rcrp0, 3, 4, 5q, 1|crp0, 1, 2, 3q, 1s.

For an odd polygon P “ p1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6q we have

TP “ rcrp1, 2, 3, 6q, 1|crp3, 4, 5, 6q, 1s ´ rcrp1, 2, 5, 6q, 1|crp2, 3, 4, 5q, 1s
` rcrp1, 4, 5, 6q, 1|crp1, 2, 3, 4q, 1s ` rcrp1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6q, 2s.

4.4. Principal coefficient of a formal quadrangular polylogarithm. Our goal is to
show that formal quadrangular polylogarithms lie in the algebra of coinvariants FH

P . In
this section, we prove that the principal coefficient π1pTPq P HP defined in §3.4 is equal
to zero.

For an element x P FP denote by prnpxq the projection of x to the subspace of FP

spanned by elements r˚|ns. Next, let prn´1,1 be the projection from FP to its subspace
spanned by elements

(4.9) r˚, n ´ 1|˚, 1s
and let pr1,n´1 be the projection from F to its subspace spanned by elements

(4.10) r˚, 1|˚, n ´ 1s.
To compute π1pTPq, we first compute the values of these projections on formal quadran-
gular polylogarithms.

Lemma 4.10. For a p2n ` 2q-alternating polygon P with n ě 2 we have

prnpTPq “
#
0 if P is even,

rcrpPq, ns if P is odd.

Proof. First, we consider the case of an even P. From (4.7) it follows that each word in
TP is obtained by concatenation of a word of length one and a word of length at least
one. Thus the concatenation has length at least two, so prnpTPq “ 0.

For an odd polygon P “ p1, . . . , 2n ` 2q we proceed by induction. Only terms in the
second sum in formula (4.8) may contribute to prnpTPq by the same reason as in the even
case. Terms with j “ i ` 1 give a contribution rcrpPq, ns and terms with j “ i ` 3 give
a contribution ´rcrpPq, ns. It is easy to see that words coming from other terms have
length at least two, so do not contribute to the projection prnpTPq. Thus

prnpTPq “ nrcrpPq, ns ` pn´ 1qp´rcrpPq, nsq “ rcrpPq, ns.
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�

Next, notice that for all words rcr1, n1| . . . |crk, nks in TP we have
śk

i“1 cri “ crpPq andřk
i“1 ni “ n, so in words of type (4.9) and (4.10) each side determines the other.

Lemma 4.11. The following equalities hold for an even polygon P “ p0, 1, . . . , 2n ` 1q
for n ě 3 :

pr1,n´1pTPq “ rcrp0, 1, 2n ´ 2, 2n ` 1q, 1|˚s ´ rcrp0, 1, 2n, 2n ` 1q, 1|˚s
´ rcrp0, 3, 2n ´ 2, 2n ` 1q, 1|˚s ` rcrp0, 3, 2n, 2n ` 1q, 1|˚s,

prn´1,1pTPq “ 0.

Proof. The statement follows from (4.7) and Lemma 4.10. �

Lemma 4.12. The following equalities hold for an odd polygon P “ p1, 2, . . . , 2n` 2q for
n ě 3:

prn´1,1pTPq “
2n´2ÿ

i“0

p´1qir˚|crpi ` 1, i ` 2, i ` 3, i ` 4q, 1s,

pr1,n´1pTPq “
nÿ

i“1

rcrp1, 2i, 2i ` 1, 2n ` 2q, 1|˚s ´
n´1ÿ

i“1

rcrp1, 2i, 2i ` 3, 2n ` 2q, 1|˚s.

Proof. The statement follows from (4.8) and Lemma 4.10. �

Corollary 4.13. For an alternating polygon P we have π1pTPq “ 0.

Proof. Cases n “ 1, 2 can be easily checked by hand. For an even P “ p0, 1, . . . , 2n ` 1q
and n ě 3 by Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 4.11 we need to check that

logH
`
1 ´ crp0, 1, 2n ´ 2, 2n ` 1q´1

˘
´ logH

`
1 ´ crp0, 1, 2n, 2n ` 1q´1

˘

´ logH
`
1 ´ crp0, 3, 2n ´ 2, 2n ` 1q´1

˘
` logH

`
1 ´ crp0, 3, 2n, 2n ` 1sq´1

˘
“ 0,

which follows from an equality

rx0, x2n´2, x2n`1, x1srx0, x2n, x2n`1, x1s´1rx0, x2n´2, x2n`1, x3s´1rx0, x2n, x2n`1, x3s “ 1.

The proof for an odd polygon is similar though more tedious. �

4.5. Quadrangulation formula.

Theorem 4.14 (Quadrangulation Formula). For an alternating polygon P the formal
quadrangular polylogarithm TP lies in FH

P .

Proof. We need to show that r∆HFTP “ 0. We proceed by induction on n. If n “ 1 then
P is a 4-gon and the statement is obvious. By induction and Proposition 4.7 element
r∆FFTP lies in FH

P b FH
P , so we have

∆HFF∆FF pTPq “ pT b 1qp1 b ∆HF pTPqq ` ∆HF pTPq b 1 ` 1 b r∆FF pTPq.
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On the other hand, we have

p1 b ∆FF q∆HF pTPq
“p1 b r∆FF q∆HF pTPq ` pT b 1qp1 b ∆HF pTPqq ` ∆HF pTPq b 1

“p1 b r∆FF q r∆HF pTPq ` pT b 1qp1 b ∆HF pTPqq ` ∆HF pTPq b 1 ` 1 b r∆FF pTPq.
Lemma 3.4 implies that

∆HFF∆FF pTPq “ p1 b ∆FF q∆HF pTPq ,
thus

p1 b r∆FF q r∆HFTP “ 0.

In other words, r∆HFTP lies in HP b PrimpFPq.
For all words rcr1, n1| . . . |crk, nks appearing in TP we have

śk
i“1 cri “ crpPq andřk

i“1 ni “ n. Thus a primitive word appearing in r∆HFTP equals rcrpPq, is for 1 ď i ď n´1.

It follows that there exist elements h1, . . . , hn´1 P H such that

r∆HFTP “
n´1ÿ

i“1

hi b rcrpPq, n ´ is.

Let r be the smallest index such that hr ‰ 0. From Corollary 4.13 we know that
π1pTPq “ h1 “ 0, so r ą 1.

By Lemma 3.3 we have

p r∆HH b 1q r∆HFTP “ p1 b r∆HF q r∆HFTP,

so
n´1ÿ

i“1

´
p r∆HHhiq b rcrpPq, n ´ is

¯
“

n´1ÿ

i“1

´
hi b r∆HF rcrpPq, n´ is

¯
.

Comparing coefficients in front of rcrpPq, n ´ rs we get that

r∆HHphrq “
r´1ÿ

i“1

hr´i b plogHpcrpPqqi
i!

,

so since h1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ hr´1 “ 0 we have r∆HHphrq “ 0. Consider the specialization to a
point p in the Deligne-Mumford compactification MP where points x2i and x2i`1 collide
for 0 ď i ď n. For an alternating subpolygon Q of P the function crpQq vanishes at p.
From (3.5) it is clear that hr is a linear combination of Hodge iterated integrals

IHp0; 1, 0, . . . , 0,m1looooomooooon
d1

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0,m1m2 . . . ms´1loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon
ds´1

, 0, . . . , 0;m1m2 . . . msloooooooooooomoooooooooooon
ds

q,

where mi are monomials in variables crpQq of degree at least 1 for alternating subpolygons
Q of P. All such integrals specialize to zero at p, so by the rigidity argument (§2.4) hr “ 0,

which contradicts our assumption. This finishes the proof of the theorem. �
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In §4.3 we defined a collection of alternating subpolygons altpPq of an alternating
polygon P. By Theorem 4.14 we can view the element TP as an element in FH

P Ď HˆFP.

Corollary 4.15. The following equality holds:

(4.11) ∆HˆFTP “
ÿ

SPaltpPq

TS b
˜

2rź

i“0

TSi

¸
.

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 4.14 and (3.4). �

5. Quadrangular polylogarithms

5.1. The formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via Hodge correlators. For
n ě 0 consider a collection of points x0, . . . , x2n`1 P C. For any k ě 0 we define the
quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,k as a certain element of the Lie coalgebra of framed
mixed Hodge-Tate structures of weight n` k

QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q P Ln`k.

Quadrangular polylogarithm is defined by an explicit formula, see Definition 5.2. This
definition looks very ad hoc; more naturally, quadrangular polylogarithm can be defined
inductively as the unique element with the coproduct given by formula (5.2).

Consider a set Cn,k of all nondecreasing sequences s̄ “ pi0, . . . , in`kq of indices

0 ď i0 ď i1 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď in`k ď 2n` 1

such that every even number 1 ď s ď 2n` 1 appears in the sequence s at most once and
the sequence s contains at least one element in each pair t2i, 2i` 1u for 0 ď i ď n. For a
sequence s̄ P Cn,k we define

signps̄q “
#

´1 if s̄ contains an odd number of even elements,

1 if s̄ contains an even number of even elements.

Example 5.1. We have

C1,0 “ tp0, 2q, p0, 3q, p1, 2q, p1, 3qu
and

C1,1 “ tp0, 1, 2q, p0, 2, 3q, p0, 1, 3q, p0, 3, 3q, p1, 2, 3q, p1, 1, 2q, p1, 1, 3q, p1, 3, 3qu.
Definition 5.2. For x0, . . . , x2n`1 P C we define the quadrangular polylogarithm of weight
n` k by the formula

QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q “ p´1qn`1
ÿ

s̄PCn,k

signps̄qCorpxi0 , . . . , xin`k
q P Ln`k.(5.1)

Example 5.3. In weight 1 we have

QLi0,1px0, x1q “ Corpx0, x1q “ logLpx0 ´ x1q
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and

QLi1,0px0, x1, x2, x3q “ Corpx0, x2q ´ Corpx0, x3q ´ Corpx1, x2q ` Corpx1, x3q
“ logLp1 ´ rx0, x1, x2, x3sq “ ´Li1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq.

Here is a more interesting example; the computation below uses the five-term rela-
tion (1.1).

Example 5.4. For n “ 1, k “ 1 we recover the dilogarithm:

QLi1,1px0, x1, x2, x3q “ Corpx0, x1, x2q ` Corpx0, x2, x3q ´ Corpx0, x1, x3q
´ Corpx0, x3, x3q ´ Corpx1, x2, x3q ´ Corpx1, x1, x2q ` Corpx1, x1, x3q ` Corpx1, x3, x3q

“ LiL2 pr8, x0, x1, x2sq ` LiL2 pr8, x0, x2, x3sq ´ LiL2 pr8, x0, x1, x3sq ´ LiL2 pr8, x1, x2, x3sq
“ ´LiL2 prx0, x1, x2, x3sq “ LiL1;1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq.

The coproduct of a quadrangular polylogarithm can be computed inductively. We
assemble quadrangular polylogarithms with fixed n and different k into a series

QLinpx0, . . . , x2n`1q “
ÿ

kě0

QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q P L.

We introduce the following notation:

QLip´qs

n px0, x1, . . . , x2n, x2n`1q “
#

QLinpx0, x1, . . . , x2n, x2n`1q if s is even,

´QLinpx1, x2, . . . , x2n`1, x0q if s is odd.

Theorem 5.5. We have the following formula for the coproduct of quadrangular polylog-
arithms:

∆LQLinpx0, . . . , x2n`1q “
ÿ

0ďiăjď2n`1
j´i“2s`1

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi

s pxi, . . . , xjq.(5.2)

Proof. For a sequence s̄ “ pi0, . . . , in`kq we put

Corps̄q “ Corpxi0 , . . . , xin`k
q P Ln`k.

After replacing the quadrangular polylogarithms in (5.2) with corresponding sums of
correlators and applying (2.13) both sides of (5.2) contain only terms of the form

˘Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q
for certain nondecreasing admissible sequences s̄1, s̄2 P Cn,‚. Below we show that after all
cancellations the terms in the left-hand side (LHS) and in the right-hand side (RHS) of
(5.2) are the same. For that we will use only (2.12).

For each term Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q appearing in (5.2) both sequences s̄1 and s̄2 contain
each even index from 0 to 2n at most once. It is easy to see that the set-theoretic
intersection s̄1 X s̄2 contains at most two indices. We look at all possibilities for the
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cardinality of the set s̄1 X s̄2 and show that in each case the corresponding terms in the
LHS and the RHS coincide after all the cancellations are performed.

Case 1 The intersection s̄1 X s̄2 is empty. In the LHS such terms do not appear since in
the coproduct of a correlator Corpxi0 , . . . , xin`k

q the sequences s̄1 and s̄2 contain
at least one index in common. Thus we need to show that in the RHS such terms
cancel out. Consider a term coming from

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi

s pxi, . . . , xjq
for 0 ď i ă j ď 2n ` 1, j ´ i “ 2s ` 1. This term has a form Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q
for a subsequence s1 of 0, 1, . . . , i, j, . . . , 2n ` 1 and a subsequence s2 of i, . . . , j.
Indices i and j have different parity. Assume that i is even and j is odd; the
other case is similar. By the second condition in the definition of Cn,k, sequence
s1 contains i or j.
(a) Case 1a: i P s̄1 and j R s̄1. In this case the same term appears in exactly

one other place in the RHS coming from

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi`1, xj`1, . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLi´s pxi`1, . . . , xj`1q
with the opposite sign.

(b) Case 1b: i R s̄1 and j P s̄1. In this case the same term appears in

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi´1, xj´1, . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLi´s pxi´1, . . . , xj´1q
with the opposite sign.

(c) Case 1c: i, j P s̄1. In this case the same term appears in

QLin´s`1px0, . . . , xi`1, xj´1, . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLi´s´1pxi`1, . . . , xj´1q
with the opposite sign.

Case 2 The intersection s̄1 X s̄2 contains two even indices. Such terms do not appear.
Indeed, in the LHS, all the terms come from cutting a sequence s̄ P Cn,k. One
even index in s̄1 X s̄2 has to come from the beginning point of the cut. Any even
index appears in s̄ at most once, so the second index in the intersection must be
odd. Next, in in a term in the RHS coming from

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi

s pxi, . . . , xjq
the indices in the intersection s̄1Xs̄2 have to be equal to i or j where j´i “ 2s`1.

Thus, one of them has to be odd.
Case 3 The intersection s̄1 X s̄2 consists of an even index i or a pair of an even index i

and an odd index j. Consider a term Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q in the LHS. Let j be the
largest odd number such that s̄1 contains j ´ 1 or j. The same term (with the
same sign) comes from

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi

s pxi, . . . , xjq
in the RHS.
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Case 4 The intersection s̄1 X s̄2 consists of an index i, which is odd. Consider a term
Corps̄1q^Corps̄2q in the LHS coming from a cut beginning with i. Since s̄1Xs̄2 “ tiu,
the end point of the cut is located between two distinct indices, which we call j1
and j2. Such term comes from

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi
s pxi, . . . , xjq,

where j is the largest even number less than j2.
Case 5 The intersection s̄1 X s̄2 consists of two odd indices i and j. Such terms do not

appear in the RHS by the same reason as in the Case 2. We need to show that in
the LHS such terms cancel out. Consider a term Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q of this type
obtained from a cut of a sequence s̄ P Cn,k beginning at i and ending between
j’s. The term Corps̄2q ^ Corps̄1q appears in the coproduct of another admissible
sequence s̄1 obtained from s by adding an extra i and deleting j. For this, one
should take a cut beginning at j and ending between i’s. Since

Corps̄1q ^ Corps̄2q ` Corps̄2q ^ Corps̄1q “ 0,

the statement follows.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.5. �

5.2. Some properties of quadrangular polylogarithms. It is easy to see that

(5.3) QLi0px0, x1q “ logLpx0 ´ x1q,
because

Corpx0, x1, x1, . . . , x1looooooomooooooon
m

q “ 0 for m ě 2.

Here is a more interesting computation.

Proposition 5.6. We have

QLi1,kpx0, x1, x2, x3q “ p´1qkLiLk`1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq
“ ´LiLk;1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq.

Proof. We have

∆LQLi1px0, x1, x2, x3q
“ QLi1px0, x1, x2, x3q ^

`
QLi0px0, x1q ` QLi´0 px1, x2q ` QLi0px2, x3q

˘

` QLi0px0, x3q ^ QLi1px0, x1, x2, x3q

“ QLi1px0, x1, x2, x3q ^ logL
ˆpx0 ´ x1qpx2 ´ x3q

px1 ´ x2qpx3 ´ x0q

˙
,

so for k ě 1 we have

∆LQLi1,kpx0, x1, x2, x3q “ QLi1,k´1px0, x1, x2, x3q ^ logLrx0, x1, x2, x3s.
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It is easy to see that for k ě 1 we have

∆LLiLk`1paq “ logLpaq ^ LiLk paq,
∆LLiLk;1paq “ LiLk´1;1paq ^ logLpaq.

From here and the fact that QLi1,0px0, x1, x2, x3q “ logLp1 ´ rx0, x1, x2, x3sq both the
equality

QLi1,kpx0, x1, x2, x3q “ p´1qkLiLk`1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq
and the equality

QLi1,kpx0, x1, x2, x3q “ ´LiLk;1prx0, x1, x2, x3sq
follow by induction. �

Proposition 5.7. Quadrangular polylogarithms QLin,k for n ě 1 are invariant under
projective transformations, i.e., for ψ P PGL2pCq we have

(5.4) QLin,kpψpx0q, . . . , ψpx2n`1qq “ QLin,kpx0, . . . , x2n`1q.
Proof. From (5.3) we see that for n ě 1 the formula (5.2) can be rewritten in the following
way:

∆LQLinpx0, . . . , x2n`1q “ QLinpx0, . . . , x2n`1q ^ logL

˜
nź

i“1

rx0, x2i´1, x2i, x2i`1s
¸

`
ÿ

0ďiăjď2n`1
j´i“2s`1

sě1

QLin´spx0, . . . , xi, xj , . . . , x2n`1q ^ QLip´qi
s pxi, . . . , xjq.(5.5)

To show the projective invariance, we proceed by induction. For n “ 1 the statement
follows from Proposition 5.6. From (5.5) we see that the coproduct ∆LQLin,k P Λ2L is
invariant under projective transformations. Now the statement follows by the rigidity
argument (§2.4), because (5.4) is true for ψ “ Id P PGL2pCq. �

5.3. The formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via multiple polylogarithms.

Let P “ pp0, . . . , p2n`1q be an alternating polygon defined in §4.1. Consider the following
element of the Lie coalgebra LP of framed unipotent variations of mixed Hodge-Tate
structures on MP :

QLikpPq “
#

QLin,kpxp0 , . . . , xp2n`1
q if P is even,

QLi´n,kpxp0 , . . . , xp2n`1
q if P is odd.

We define
QLipPq “

ÿ

kě0

QLikpPq P LP.

Next, consider a map LiL‚ : FP ÝÑ LP defined by formula

LiL‚ rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks “ LiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq

for functions ϕ1, . . . , ϕk P CpMPqˆ and n1, . . . , nk ě 1. Also, in §4.3 we constructed an
element TP P FP called formal quadrangular polylogarithm.
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Theorem 5.8. The following equality holds for an alternating p2n`2q´gon P and k ě 0:

(5.6) QLikpPq “ LiLk pTPq.
Proof. To show that QLipPq “ LiL‚ pTPq we proceed by induction on n. For n “ 1 the
statement follows from (4.5) and Proposition 5.6.

Assume that n ą 1. Recall that altpPq is the set of all alternating subpolygons
ppi0 , pi1 , . . . , pi2r`1

q of P with i0 “ 0 and i2r`1 “ 2n ` 1. Let alt0pPq be the subset
of altpPq consisting of alternating subpolygons S “ pp0, . . . , pi, pj, . . . , p2n`1q. Then for
S1 “ ppi, . . . , pjq we have a decomposition P “ S \ S1.

For an even P formula (5.5) is equivalent to the following statement:

∆LQLipPq “ QLipPq ^ logLpcrpPqq `
ÿ

SPalt0pPq

QLipSq ^ QLipS1q.
(5.7)

Both parts of the formula (5.7) change sign after a cyclic shift, so the same formula holds
for an odd polygon P as well.

On the other hand, recall that in the proof of Proposition 3.10 we found that

∆LLiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq

“ LiL‚;n1,...,nk
pϕ1, . . . , ϕkq ^ logLpϕ1 . . . ϕkq

`
kÿ

s“0

LiL‚;n1,...,ns
pϕ1, . . . , ϕsq ^ LiL‚;ns`1,...,nk

pϕs`1, . . . , ϕkq

` p1 ^ LiL‚ q∆HF rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks.
It follows that

∆LLiL‚ pTPq “ LiL‚ pTPq ^ logLpcrpPqq ` pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ q∆FFTP ` p1 ^ LiL‚ q∆HFTP.

By Proposition 3.8 we have ∆HFTP “ 0, so

∆LLiL‚ pTPq “ LiL‚ pTPq ^ logLpcrpPqq ` pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ q∆FFTP.(5.8)

By formula p4.6q we have

pLiL‚ ^ LiL‚ q∆FFTP “
ÿ

SPaltpPq

Li‚pTSq ^ Li‚

˜
2rź

i“0

TSi

¸
“

ÿ

SPalt0pPq

Li‚pTSq ^ Li‚pTS1 q.

The second equality holds because for polygons S in altpPq but not in alt0pPq the term

Li‚

´ś2r
i“0 TSi

¯
vanishes in LP by the generalized quasi-shuffle relation (Proposition 3.10).

Now, from (5.8) we have

∆LLiL‚ pTPq “ LiL‚ pTPq ^ logLpcrpPqq `
ÿ

SPalt0pPq

Li‚pTSq ^ Li‚pTS1q.(5.9)

Comparing formulas (5.7) and (5.9) we conclude by induction that

∆LpQLipPqq “ ∆LpLiL‚ pTPqq.
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It is easy to see that for both framed variations, the specialization to a point with

xp0 “ xp1 , xp2 “ xp3 , . . . , xp2n “ xp2n`1

vanishes, so the conclusion follows by the rigidity argument (§2.4). �

Identities between variations of framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures imply identities
between the corresponding multivalued functions, see §2.4. In view of that, Theorem 5.8
implies Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 5.9. The depth of the quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,k is less than or equal
to n.

Proof. We need to show that for an alternating p2n` 2q´gon P the depth of LiLk pTPq is
less than or equal to n. From Lemma 4.8 we conclude that TP is the sum of words of
length less than or equal to n. Since the map LiLk sends a word of length r to a multiple
polylogarithm of depth r, the statement follows. �

5.4. Universality of quadrangular polylogarithms.

Proposition 5.10. The following formula holds:

(5.10) Corapx0, . . . , x2nq “
2n`2ÿ

s“0

ÿ

0ďi1ă¨¨¨ăisď2n

p´1qsQLin,npx0, . . . , a, . . . , a, . . . , x2n, aq.

Here the s-th term is p´1qs times a sum over 0 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă is ď 2n of quadrangu-
lar polylogarithms obtained from the quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,npx0, . . . , x2n, aq by
substituting the point a instead of points xi1 , . . . , xis . Similarly,

(5.11)

Corapx0, . . . , x2n`1q “
2n`2ÿ

s“0

ÿ

0ďi1ă¨¨¨ăisď2n`1

p´1qsQLin,n`1px0, . . . , a, . . . , a, . . . , x2n`1q.

Here the s-th term is p´1qs times a sum over 0 ď i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă is ď 2n` 1 of quadrangular
polylogarithms obtained from the quadrangular polylogarithm QLin,n`1px0, . . . , x2n`1q by
substituting the point a instead of points xi1 , . . . , xis .

Proof. We prove (5.11); the proof of (5.10) is similar. Consider a vector space of functions
depending on variables px0, . . . , x2n`1q. Consider an endomorphism of this space given
by the formula

Tpfqpx0, . . . , x2n`1q “
2n`2ÿ

s“0

ÿ

0ďi1ă¨¨¨ăisď2n`1

p´1qsfpx0, . . . , a, . . . , a, . . . , x2n`1q.

Any function which does not depend on at least one variable xi lies in the kernel of T.
According to Definition 5.2

QLin,n`1px0, . . . , x2n`1q “ Corpx0, . . . , x2n`1q ` pcorrelators with repeating argumentq,
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so
TpQLin,n`1px0, . . . , x2n`1qq “ TpCorpx0, . . . , x2n`1qq.

On the other hand, by (2.10) we have

TpCorpx0, . . . , x2n`1qq “ Corapx0, . . . , x2n`1q.
�

Corollary 5.11. Iterated integrals IL and multiple polylogarithms LiL can be expressed
as linear combinations of quadrangular polylogarithms QLin,n and QLin,n`1 for n ě 0.

Proof. The statement follows from 2.11 and 2.14. �

Corollaries 5.9 and 5.11 imply Theorem 1.1, see §2.4.

6. Volume of non-Euclidean orthoschemes

6.1. Projective simplices and scissors congruence. Let E be a vector space over
C of dimension m and consider a quadratic form q P S2E_. The set of zeros of q in the
projectivization PpEq is a quadric, which we denote by Q. The quadric Q is smooth if
and only if the quadratic form q is nondegenerate. A smooth quadric defines a duality
between subspaces of PpEq, known as the polar duality. For a subspace π Ď PpEq the
polar subspace πK has dimension m´ 2 ´ dimpπq. Two hyperplanes H1 and H2 in PpEq
are called orthogonal if HK

1 P H2 (equivalently, HK
2 P H1.)

A smooth quadric Q contains projective subspaces of dimension
Ym
2

]
´1 parametrized

by a certain Fano variety. This variety is irreducible if dimpQq is odd and has two
connected components if dimpQq is even. We call the choice of an irreducible component
of this variety an orientation of the quadric.

Definition 6.1. A projective simplex S “ pQ;Hq in PpEq is a configuration, consisting
of a quadric Q and an ordered set of hyperplanes H “ tH1,H2, . . . ,Hmu in PpEq.

Two projective simplices S1 “ pQ1;H1q and S2 “ pQ2;H2q are called isometric if
there exists a projective transformation sending Q1 to Q2 and hyperplanes in H1 to the
corresponding hyperplanes in H2. Denote by hi hyperplanes in E with projectivization Hi

and for any subset I Ď t1, 2, . . . ,mu define hI “ Ş
iPI hi Ď E and HI “ Ş

iPI Hi Ď PpEq.
A projective simplex S is called nondegenerate if intersections QI “ HI XQ are smooth
for every subset I Ď t1, . . . ,mu (in particular, Q itself is smooth). An orientation of S is
an orientation of QI for every I Ď t1, . . . ,mu. A nondegenerate projective simplex has

2p2m´1´1q orientations.
Let S be a nondegenerate simplex. For every subset I Ď t1, . . . ,mu we define the

projective simplex SI , called the I-face of S. Simplex SI is a configuration of the quadric
Q X HI in the projective space HI and hyperplanes HI X Hj for j R I. Next, we define
projective simplex SI , called I-angle of S. It is a configuration of the quadric QX pHIqK

in the projective space pHIqK and a collection of hyperplanes HIKtiu X pHIqK for i P I.

It is easy to see that for an odd-dimensional simplex S an orientation of S induces an
orientation of all its faces and angles.
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Let S1 and S2 be a pair of projective simplices in spaces PpEq and PpE1q defined by
quadratic forms q and q1 and hyperplanes h1, . . . , hm and h1

1, . . . , h
1
m1 . Their join S1 ¨ S2

is a projective simplex in PpE ‘ E1q defined by hyperplanes hi ‘ E1, 1 ď i ď m and
E ‘ h1

j , 1 ď j ď m1. If S1 and S2 are nondegenerate, then S1 ¨ S2 is nondegenerate. If S1
and S2 are oriented, then S1 ¨ S2 has a canonical orientation.

Next, we recall a construction of the Hopf algebra of polytopes modulo scissors congru-
ence, following Goncharov [Gon99, §3.4]. We define a commutative graded Hopf algebra
G over Q by generators and relations in the following way. We have G0 “ Q and for
n ě 1 the component Gn is generated by isometry classes rSs of oriented nondegenerate
p2n´ 1q-dimensional projective simplices, subject to the following relations:

(1) For the class rSs of a simplex S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,H2nq in P2n´1 and σ P S2n we have

rpQ;Hσp1q, . . . ,Hσp2nqqs “ p´1qσrpQ;H1, . . . ,H2nqs.

The class rSs does not depend on orientations of the quadrics QI for I ‰ t1, . . . ,mu.
If S̄ is the same simplex with the opposite orientation of Q then rS̄s “ ´rSs. If
Q hyperplanes Hi are not in general position, we put rSs “ 0.

(2) Consider a collection of hyperplanes H0,H1,H2 . . . ,H2n and an oriented quadric
Q in P2n´1. Then

2nÿ

i“0

p´1qirpQ;H0, . . . xHi, . . . ,H2nqs “ 0.

The product in G is defined on generators as the join:

rS1srS2s “ rS1 ¨ S2s.
Clearly, it is commutative. The coproduct is defined by the formula

(6.1) ∆GrSs “
ÿ

IĎt1,...,2nu
|I| is even

rSI s b
“
SI

‰
.

The coproduct ∆G is a projective counterpart of the Dehn invariant, used by Dehn to
show that a regular tetrahedron is not scissors congruent to a cube of the same volume.

In [Gon99, §3] Goncharov constructed the Hodge realization map

h : G ÝÑ H,

assigning a framed mixed Hodge structure to a projective tetrahedron. For an oriented
projective tetrahedron S, the framed mixed Hodge-Tate structure hpSq is equal to

H2n´1

˜
P2n´1

KQ,

˜
2nď

i“1

Hi

¸
KQ

¸

with a certain framing. Goncharov proved [Gon99, Theorem 3.11] that h is a homomor-
phism of commutative Hopf algebras.
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Example 6.2. In weight one we have H1 – Cˆ
Q. For a 1-dimensional simplex S “ pQ;H1,H2q

a quadric Q is a pair of points Q1, Q2 P P1. An orientation of the quadric is the choice
of an ordering of points Q1 and Q2. We have

hpSq “ ´1

2
logH prQ1,H1, Q2,H2sq P H1.

For every hyperbolic simplex S Ď H2n´1 of dimension 2n ´ 1 one can construct the
corresponding projective simplex S, see [Gon99, §1.5]. In [Gon99, §4] Goncharov defined
a real period map

(6.2) perR : Hn ÝÑ Rpn´ 1q

where Rpn ´ 1q “ Rp2πiqn´1 Ď C. Goncharov proved in [Gon99, Theorem 4.7] that the
following equality holds:

VolpSq “ perRphpSqq P Rpn´ 1q.

Notice that our normalization of the hyperbolic volume is different from the standard one
by a factor of p2πiqni{p2n´ 2q!.

6.2. Orthoschemes and Maslov index.

Definition 6.3. A projective simplex S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq in Pm´1 is called an or-
thoscheme if Q is smooth, the hyperplanes H1, . . . ,Hm are in general position and the
hyperplanes Hi and Hj are orthogonal for |i ´ j| ą 1.

From the point of view of the theory of scissors congruence, orthoschemes are important
because they generate the scissors congruence Hopf algebra G as a vector space. One can
easily see that by considering an orthogonal version of the barycentric subdivision. Every
simplex in Pm´1 is scissors congruent to a sum of m! orthoschemes. A related question
of presenting a simplex as a union of disjoint orthoschemes is much harder and is related
to a conjecture of Hadwiger, see [Had56].

For a projective orthoscheme S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq in Pm´1 we define two more hyper-
planes in Pm´1

(6.3) H0 “
˜

mč

i“2

Hi

¸K

and Hm`1 “
˜

m´1č

i“1

Hi

¸K

.

We label hyperplanesH0, . . . ,Hm`1 by an index i P Z{pm`2qZ and denote by h0, . . . , hm`1

the corresponding hyperplanes in E. Distinct indices i, j P Z{pm`2qZ are called adjacent
if pi´ jq ” ˘1 pmod m` 2q. Clearly, the hyperplanes Hi and Hj are orthogonal for any
pair of nonadjacent indices.

Definition 6.4. An orthoscheme S is called generic if hyperplanes H0, . . . ,Hm`1 are in
general position (the intersection of any m of them is empty).
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We will show that a generic orthoscheme is a nondegenerate projective simplex, see
Corollary 6.10. If S is a generic orthoscheme, then the formula (6.3) generalizes to

Hr “

¨
˝ č

iRtr´1,r,r`1u

Hi

˛
‚

K

for r P Z{pm` 2qZ.

Remark 6.5. If S is a generic orthoscheme, then simplices

Sris “ pQ;Hi`1,Hi`2, . . . ,Hi`mq, i P Z{pm` 2qZ,
are also generic orthoschemes. This sequence of orthoschemes is classically known as the
Napier cycle.

Our first result is a bijection between isometry classes of generic orthoschemes and
points of M0,m`2. This result is inspired by Coxeter’s spectacular work [Cox36], but our
construction seems to be new. It is based on an algebraic approach to the Maslov index
from an unpublished work by Kashiwara, see also [LV80].

Consider a configuration px0, . . . , xm`1q P M0,m`2 of points in P1 “ PpV q and let
l0, . . . , lm`1 be lines in V corresponding to points x0, . . . , xm`1 P P1. Let ω P Λ2V _ be a
symplectic form. The vector space

(6.4) E “ Ker

˜
m`1à
i“0

li

ř
ÝÑ V

¸

has dimension m and carries a non-degenerate quadratic form defined on a vector

v “ pv0, . . . , vm`1q P E
by the formula

qpvq “
ÿ

0ďiăjďm`1

ωpvi, vjq.

We denote by qpv1, v2q the symmetric bilinear form, associated to q.

Example 6.6. Consider the case m “ 1. Fix nonzero vectors e0 P l0, e1 P l1, e2 P l2. The
vector space E is spanned by the vector

v “ pωpe1, e2qe0, ωpe2, e0qe1, ωpe0, e1qe2q .
Then

(6.5) qpv, vq “ ωpe1, e2qωpe2, e0qωpe0, e1q.
For any subset I “ ti0, i1 . . . , ir`1u Ď t0, 1, . . . ,m` 1u we define a vector space

EI “ Ker

˜
r`1à
j“0

lij

ř
ÝÑ V

¸
,

which is a subspace of E. As a quadratic space it is isometric to the space obtained from
the configuration pxi0 , . . . , xir`1

q P M0,m`2 by the same construction as above.
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Lemma 6.7. For 0 ď i ă j ď m ` 1 consider subsets I “ t0, . . . , i, j, . . . ,m ` 1u
and I 1 “ ti, i ` 1, . . . , ju of t0, . . . ,m ` 1u. Then we have an orthogonal decomposition
E “ EI ‘ EI 1 .

Proof. We have dimpEq “ dimpEIq ` dimpEI 1 q and EI XEI 1 “ 0, so E “ EI ‘EI 1 . Also,
consider v P EI and v1 P EI 1 such that v “ pv0, . . . , vm`1q, v1 “ pv1

0, . . . , v
1
m`1q P E. Then

we have vr “ 0 for i ă r ă j and v1
r “ 0 for r ă i and for r ą j. We have

qpv, v1q “
ÿ

r1ăr2

ωpvr1 , v1
r2

q “
ÿ

r1ďr2

ωpvr1 , v1
r2

q “
ÿ

r1ďiďr2ďj

ωpvr1 , v1
r2

q

“ ω

˜ ÿ

r1ďi

vr1 ,
ÿ

iďr2ďj

v1
r2

¸
“ ω

˜ ÿ

r1ďi

vr1 , 0

¸
“ 0.

(6.6)

This implies that EI and EI 1 are orthogonal subspaces of E, so the decomposition
E “ EI ‘ EI 1 is orthogonal. �

Theorem 6.8. For a configuration px0, . . . , xm`1q consider a projective simplex

ortpx0, . . . , xm`1q “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hm`1q

in PpEq, where Q is the quadric defined by a quadratic form q and Hi “ P

´
EK

i´1,i,i`1

¯
for

1 ď i ď m. Then ortpx0, . . . , xm`1q is a generic projective orthoscheme. This gives a bi-
jection between points of M0,m`2 and isometry classes of generic projective orthoschemes.

Proof. To prove that S “ ortpx0, . . . , xm`1q is an orthoscheme first notice that by Lemma
6.7 we have

EK
i´1,i,i`1 “ Et0,...,i´1,i`1,...,m`1u.

From here it is obvious that for |i ´ j| ą 1 we have Ej´1,j,j`1 Ď EK
i´1,i,i`1, so S is an

orthoscheme. By the same argument, h0 “ EK
0,1,m`1 and hm`1 “ EK

0,m,m`1. It is easy to
see that

(6.7)
č

rRti,ju

hr “ 0

for any 0 ď i ‰ j ď m ` 1. Indeed, by Lemma 6.7 if v “ pv0, . . . , vm`1q is a vector inŞ
rRti,ju hr then we have an equality vr “ 0 for any r R ti, ju. Since

řm`1
r“0 vr “ 0, we

conclude that vi ` vj “ 0, which contradicts our assumption that the lines l0, . . . , lm`1

are distinct. The formula (6.7) implies that S is generic.
Next, we give a construction of the map in the other direction. For a generic or-

thoscheme

S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq
in PpEq we consider the sum of projection maps

(6.8) p : E ÝÑ
m`1à
i“0

pE{hiq.
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Since H0, . . . ,Hm`1 are in general position, p is injective and images of the lines E{hi in
the space Cokerppq are distinct. We define confpSq to be the configuration of these lines
in P1 “ PpCokerppqq.

To see that confportpx0, . . . , xm`1qq “ px0, . . . , xm`1q notice that for a configuration
px0, . . . , xm`1q we have an exact sequence

(6.9) 0 ÝÑ E ÝÑ
m`1à
i“0

li ÝÑ V ÝÑ 0.

By Lemma 6.7 we have a canonical isomorphism li – Ei´1,i,i`1 – E{hi for 0 ď i ď m`1.

Moreover, it is easy to see that the embedding E ãÑ ‘m`1
i“0 li is identified with the sum of

projections (6.8).
Finally, we need to show that the generic orthoschemes

S “ pQ;H1, . . . ,Hmq
and

ortpconfpSqq “ pQ1;H 1
1, . . . ,H

1
mq

are isometric. By the same argument as above, the configurations of hyperplanesH0, . . . ,Hm`1

and H 1
0, . . . ,H

1
m`1 are projectively equivalent. The fact that Q is uniquely determined

by the hyperplanes H0, . . . ,Hm`1 can be easily checked in coordinates and is left to the
reader. �

The faces and the angles of a generic orthoscheme are joins of generic orthoschemes.

Proposition 6.9. Let S “ ortpx0, . . . , xm`1q be a generic orthoscheme. For a subset
I “ ti1, . . . , iru Ď t1, . . . ,mu we define i0 “ 0, ir`1 “ m` 1. Then we have

(6.10) SI “ ortpxi0 , xi1 , . . . , xir`1
q,

and

(6.11) SI “
rź

p“0

ortpxip , xip`1, . . . , xip`1´1, xip`1
q.

Proof. Let J “ I Y t0,m ` 1u Ď t0, . . . ,m ` 1u and Jp “ tip, ip ` 1, . . . , ip`1 ´ 1, ip`1u
for 0 ď p ď r. Applying Lemma 6.7 consequently we deduce that we have an orthogonal
decomposition

E “ EJ ‘
rà

p“0

EJp .

From here, the statement can be deduced easily; we leave the details to the reader. �

Corollary 6.10. A generic orthoscheme is a nondegenerate projective simplex.

Proof. For a generic orthoscheme S “ pQ,H1, . . . ,Hmq the quadric Q is smooth, and
every face SI is a generic orthoscheme, so quadrics HI XQ are also smooth. �

Theorem 6.8 and Proposition 6.9 imply Theorem 1.4.
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6.3. Hyperbolic orthoschemes. In this section, we discuss hyperbolic orthoschemes,
i.e., projective orthoschemes coming from hyperbolic geometry.

Definition 6.11. The hyperbolic locus M
h
0,m`2 Ď M0,m`2 is the connected component

of the set of real points of the variety M0,m`2 consisting of configurations projectively
equivalent to

x “ px0, . . . , xm`1q
with x0, . . . , xm`1 P R and

(6.12) xm`1 ă x1 ă x2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xm´1 ă xm ă x0.

Proposition 6.12. For x P M
h
0,m`2 the orthoscheme ortpxq is the projectivization of a

hyperbolic orthoscheme. This gives a bijection between points of M
h
0,m`2 and isometry

classes of hyperbolic orthoschemes.

Proof. For x P M
h
0,m`2 the vector space V is a complexification of a real vector space.

Also, the quadratic space E defined by (6.4) is a complexification of a real quadratic
space. In both cases, we denote the corresponding real vector spaces by the same letters.
We choose the symplectic form ω P Λ2V _ to be the usual area form. Denote the index
of a quadratic space E by IndpEq. Since index is additive, Lemma 6.7 implies that

IndpEq “
mÿ

i“1

IndpE0,i,i`1q.

From the condition (6.12) and the formula (6.5) we see that

IndpE0,i,i`1q “
#
1 if i “ m,

´1 if i ‰ m,

so IndpEq “ m ´ 2 and q has signature p1,m ´ 1q. The hyperboloid tv P E | qpvq “ 1u
has two connected components and we identify one of them with Hm´1. Since

IndpE0,i,m`1q “ 1 for 1 ď i ď m,

we can define a hyperbolic tetrahedron with vertices

Ai “ E0,i,m`1 X Hm´1

for 1 ď i ď m. In this way we get a hyperbolic orthoscheme with projectivization ortpxq.
To prove the implication in the other direction, consider a projective orthoscheme S, ob-

tained from a hyperbolic orthoscheme by projectivization. The orthoscheme S is generic,
because hyperplanes H0,Hm`1 defined by (6.3) do not intersect Hm´1. The map p6.8q is
a complexification of the corresponding map of real vector spaces, so the configuration
confpSq is equivalent to a configuration px0, . . . , xm`1q with x0, . . . , xm`1 P R. Without
loss of generality, xm`1 ă x0. Since ortpconfpSqq is isometric to S by Theorem 6.8, we
know that

IndpE0,i,m`1q “ 1 for 1 ď i ď m,
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so xm`1 ă xi ă x0 for 1 ď i ď m. On the other hand, for any 1 ď i ă j ď m the
quadratic space E0,i,j,m`1 must have signature p1, 1q, so

IndpE0,i,jq “ IndpE0,i,j,m`1q ´ IndpE0,j,m`1q “ ´1 for 1 ď i ď m,

thus xi ă xj by (6.5). �

6.4. Orientations of orthoschemes. Let

P “ pp0, . . . , p2n`1q
be an alternating polygon. The variety MP has an étale covering M

s
P. This covering can

be characterized by the fact that for an alternating subpolygon P1 of P the square root
of the cross-ratio

a
crpP1q is a regular function on M

s
P.

By Theorem 6.8 we have a generic orthoscheme ortpxq for every x P MP; let Qx be the
corresponding quadric. Since Qx has two orientations, we have an action of the spherical
pure braid group π1pMPq on the set with two elements. Consider the corresponding
cohomology class

OrP P H1 pMP,Z{2Zq .
For an alternating subpolygon P1 of P we have the forgetful morphism fP,P1 : MP ÝÑ MP1 .

Lemma 6.13. For every decomposition P “ P1 \ P2 the following equality holds:

OrP “ pfP,P1
q˚OrP1

` pfP,P2
q˚OrP2

.

Proof. The statement follows immediately from the following observations. By Lemma
6.7 for a point x P MP the quadratic space Ex defined by (6.4) is the orthogonal sum
of the corresponding spaces EfP,P1

pxq and EfP,P2
pxq. It is easy to see that a choice of

orientations of quadrics QfP,P1
pxq and QfP,P1

pxq defines a choice of an orientation of the

quadric Qx, from where the statement can be easily deduced. �

Definition 6.14. For an alternating polygon P consider a subgroup
č

P1ĎP

KerpOrP1 q Ď π1pMPq.

We denote by M
s
P the corresponding étale cover of MP.

Remark 6.15. The group
Ş

P1ĎP KerpOrP1 q contains the level two congruence subgroup
of the pure spherical braid group, so the volume of an orthoscheme is a function on the
pro-unipotent completion of this group. It would be interesting to interpret this function
in the language of [KM19].

By Definition 6.14 in order to define an orientation of ortpxq for each point xs P M
s
P

over x P MP it is sufficient to fix a choice of an orientation of ortpx0q for just one “base
point” xs0 P M

s
P. The hyperbolic locus M

h
P Ď MP is simply connected, and hyperbolic

simplices have a canonical orientation, so any point of M
h
P can be taken as the base

point. If P is odd, we define ortP pxsq as the scissors congruence class of the oriented
orthoscheme ortpxsq with the canonical orientation of the hyperbolic orthoscheme. If P
is even, we use the orientation opposite to the canonical.
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Our next goal is to compute the “Dehn invariant” of an oriented orthoscheme, namely
the coproduct ∆Grortpxsqs in G. Recall that we have defined a set of alternating subpoly-
gons altpPq in §4.3.

Proposition 6.16. For an alternating polygon P the following equality holds

∆GortP “
ÿ

SPaltpPq

ortS b
˜

2rź

i“0

ortSi

¸
.

Proof. By (6.1), we have

∆GortP “
ÿ

IĎt1,...,2nu
|I| is even

rportPqI s b
“
portPqI

‰
.

It is easy to see that
“
portPqI

‰
“ 0 if I is not alternating. Indeed, by Proposition 6.9, if I

is even and not alternating, then
“
portPqI

‰
is a product of classes of orthoschemes, among

which at least two are even-dimensional. The product of classes of even-dimensional
simplices vanishes, see [Gon99, Lemma 3.10]. From here the statement follows. �

6.5. Alternating polylogarithms. For a1, . . . , an P C fix the choice of square roots?
a1, . . . ,

?
an P C. An alternating polylogarithm is a framed mixed Hodge structure

defined by the following formula:

ALiHn1,...,nk
pa1, . . . , akq “

1

2k

ÿ

ǫ1,...,ǫkPt´1,1u

˜
kź

i“1

ǫi

¸
LiHn1,...,nk

pǫ1
?
a1, . . . , ǫk

?
akq.

Similar functions appeared in [Cha21, Definition 3.12] under the name multiple t-polylogarithms.

Example 6.17. Here are some examples in weights 1 and 2 :

ALiH1 pa1q “ 1

2
pLiH1 p?

a1q ´ LiH1 p´?
a1qq “ 1

2
logH

ˆ
1 ` ?

a1

1 ´ ?
a1

˙
;

ALiH2 pa1q “ 1

2
pLiH2 p?

a1q ´ LiH2 p´?
a1qq;

ALiH1,1pa1, a2q

“ 1

4

`
LiH1,1p?

a1,
?
a2q ´ LiH1,1p´?

a1,
?
a2q ´ LiH1,1p?

a1,´
?
a2q ` LiH1,1p´?

a1,´
?
a2q

˘
.

Assume that S is an irreducible algebraic variety over C. For ϕ1, . . . , ϕk P CpSqˆ

consider a covering rS of S such that
?
ϕ1, . . . ,

?
ϕk are regular on rS. We define

ALiHrϕ1, n1|ϕ2, n2| . . . |ϕk, nks “ ALiHn1,...,nk
pϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕkq P H rS .
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Proposition 6.18. The coproduct of alternating polylogarithms can be computed by the
following formula:

∆HHALiHprϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nksq

“
kÿ

s“0

`
pALiHrϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕs, nss b 1q

`
p1 b ALiHq∆HF rϕs`1, ns`1| . . . |ϕk, nks

˘˘
.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that

p1 b LiHq

¨
˝ 1

2k

ÿ

ǫ1,...,ǫkPt´1,1u

˜
kź

i“1

ǫi

¸
∆HF rǫ1

?
ϕ1, n1| . . . |ǫk

?
ϕk, nks

˛
‚

“ p1 b ALiHq∆HF rϕ1, n1| . . . |ϕk, nks;

(6.13)

after that the statement would follow from (3.20).
For ǫ “ pǫ1, . . . , ǫkq consider a sequence

xǫ “ pxǫ0, . . . , xǫn`1q
“ p0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, ǫ1

?
ϕ1loooooooomoooooooon

n1

, 0, . . . , 0, ǫ1ǫ2
?
ϕ1

?
ϕ2loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

n2

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0, ǫ1ǫ2 . . . ǫk
?
ϕ1

?
ϕ2 . . .

?
ϕkloooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooon

nk

q.

By (3.5) we have

∆HF rǫ1
?
ϕ1, n1| . . . |ǫk

?
ϕk, nks

“ p´1qlpxǫq´lpxǫ
Iq

ÿ

I“pi0,...,ir`1q

˜
rź

p“1

IHpxǫip ;xǫip`1, . . . , x
ǫ
ip`1´1;xiǫp`1

q
¸

b xǫI

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir ă ir`1 “ n` 1 with
i1 “ 1. From (2.9) it follows that for any sequence I we have

1

2k

ÿ

ǫ1,...,ǫkPt´1,1u

˜
kź

i“1

ǫi

¸ ˜
rź

p“1

IH
´
xǫip ;x

ǫ
ip`1, . . . , x

ǫ
ip`1´1;x

ǫ
ip`1

¯¸
b LiHpxǫIq

“
˜

rź

p“1

IH
´
x2ip ;x

2
ip`1, . . . , x

2
ip`1´1;x

2
ip`1

¯¸
b ALiHpxǫIq,

which implies (6.13). �

Example 6.19. We have

∆HALiH1,1pa1, a2q “ 1 b ALiH1,1pa1, a2q ` ALiH1 pa1q b ALiH1 pa2q ` ALiH1,1pa1, a2q b 1

´ IHp1, a1, a1a2q b ALiH1 pa1a2q.



61

Corollary 6.20. Alternating polylogarithms satisfy the quasi-shuffle relation

ALiHpx ‹ yq “ ALiHpxqALiHpyq
for x, y P FS̃ .

Proof. The statement follows from Proposition 6.18, see the proof of Proposition 3.9. �

6.6. Volumes of orthoscheme. Our goal in this section is to give an explicit formula
for the unipotent variation of framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures hportP q over M

s
P in

terms of alternating polylogarithms. For that, we first construct a collection of functions
on M

s
P, which are square roots of cross-ratios.

We start with the case n “ 1. For an alternating polygon P “ pp0, p1, p2, p3q consider
a point xs P M

s
P over

x “ pxp0 , xp1 , xp2 , xp3q P MP.

Then ortpxsq “ pQ;H1,H2q, where Q is a quadric of dimension zero, thus a pair of
points Q “ tQ1, Q2u in P1. Since Q is oriented, the pair tQ1, Q2u is ordered. It follows
from the proof of Theorem 6.8 that the configuration pxp0 , xp1 , xp2 , xp3q is projectively

equivalent to the configuration pH0,H1,H2,H3q, where H0 “ HK
2 and H3 “ HK

1 . A direct
computation shows that

rxp0 , xp1 , xp2 , xp3s “ rH0,H1,H2,H3s “
ˆ rQ1,H1, Q2,H2s ` 1

rQ1,H1, Q2,H2s ´ 1

˙2

.

We put

(6.14)
a

crpPq “

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

rQ1,H1, Q2,H2s ` 1

rQ1,H1, Q2,H2s ´ 1
if P is even,

rQ2,H1, Q1,H2s ´ 1

rQ2,H1, Q1,H2s ` 1
if P is odd.

Lemma 6.21. Consider an alternating polygon P. The product

a
crpPq “

nź

i“1

a
crpQiq

does not depend on the choice of a quadrangulation Q “ tQ1, . . . ,Qnu P QpPq.
Proof. Since crpPq does not depend on the choice of a quadrangulation, the productśn

i“1

a
crpQiq can depend on the quadrangulation only up to a sign. Thus, it is enough

to check the statement for any particular oriented orthoscheme, e.g., hyperbolic. Assume
that P is odd, in which case the orthoscheme has the canonical orientation. By (6.14)a

crpQiq is real and positive if Qi corresponds to the edge length. Similarly,
a

crpQiq
equals to λi for positive λ if Qi corresponds to an angle. The statement follows because
every quadrangulation has one quadrangle corresponding to an edge of the orthoscheme
and n´ 1 .quadrangles corresponding to angles. �
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For an alternating polygon P we put Hs
P to be HS for S “ M

s
P. Since square roots of

cross-ratios are regular functions on M
s
P, we have an element

ALiHpTPq P Hs
P.

Theorem 6.22. We have the following equality of framed variations on M
s
P :

(6.15) hportsPq “ ALiHpTPq.
Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. We start with the case n “ 1. Consider
a point xs “ pxp0 , xp1 , xp2 , xp3q P M

s
P. From (6.14) we have an equality

rQ1,H1, Q2,H2s “

$
’’’’’&
’’’’’%

a
crpPq ` 1a
crpPq ´ 1

if P is even,

1 ´
a

crpPq
1 `

a
crpPq

if P is odd.

Recall that by Example 6.2 we have an equality hrortpxsqs “ ´1
2
logH prQ1,H1, Q2,H2sq .

For an even polygon P “ p0, 1, 2, 3q

ALiH1 pTPq “ ´ALiH1 prp0, 1, 2, 3q, 1sq “ ´1

2
logH

1 `
a

crp0, 1, 2, 3q
1 ´

a
crp0, 1, 2, 3q

,

so hportPq “ ALiHpTPq. For an odd polygon P “ p0, 1, 2, 3q we have

ALiH1 pTPq “ ALiH1 prp1, 2, 3, 4q, 1sq

“ 1

2
logH

1 `
a

crp1, 2, 3, 4q
1 ´

a
crp1, 2, 3, 4q

“ ´1

2
logH

1 ´
a

crp1, 2, 3, 4q
1 `

a
crp1, 2, 3, 4q

,

so again hportPq “ ALiHpTPq. This finishes the proof for n “ 1.

Next, assume that n ą 1. From Theorem 4.14 we know that ∆HFTP “ 0. Thus
Proposition 6.18 and Corollary 6.20 imply that

∆HHALiHpTPq “ pALiH b ALiHq∆FFTP “
ÿ

SPAltpPq

ALiHpTSq b
˜

2rź

i“0

ALiHpTSiq
¸
.

Comparing it with Proposition 6.16 we see that by induction we have

∆HHALiHpTPq “ ∆HHhportPq,
so the variation ALiHpTPq ´ hportPq is constant on M

s
P. On the divisor xp0 “ xp1 both

sides equal to zero. Indeed, this is obvious for alternating polylogarithms. For hportPq
it follows from the fact that in this specialization the quadric Q becomes singular, which
can be easily deduced from (6.5). This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

Applying the real period map (6.2) to (6.15) we obtain Theorem 1.5.
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