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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 P!. 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 ay, ..., a; € C defined by Goncharov in [Gon95b] for ny,...,n; € N
by the power series

a™al? . o
L2 knk for |ai|,lasl,...,|ax| < 1.
k

Linl,ng,...,nk<a17a27--- 7ak) = Z

R )
mi>mo>-->m >0

The number n = nj + - - - + ng 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:

m

0
Liy(a) = Z % for |a| < 1.
m=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:

' ] . 1—ay . : 1—ay
is(ay) + Lis(ag) + Lis (1 —a1a2> + Lig ( aiaz) + Lip (1 —a1a2>

2

- 1—a 1—as
- ] log(1 —ap) — 1 log(1 — L et L el
; og(a1)log(1 — a1) — log(az)log(1 — az) + log (1 _ a1a2> 8 <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, z9, x3, x4 € P! by the formula

(21 — x2) (w3 — w4)
(21 — 24) (23 — 22)

[961,332,333,334] =

The five-term relation implies that:

4

(1.1) D (=1)Lig([xo, ..., &, ..., 24])

=0

IIE

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 [Ganl6| 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 Li,. Here is an example in weight two:
Lil71(a1, CL2) + Li171(a2, al) + Lig(alag) = Lil(al)Lil (ag);

1—
Lil71(a1,a2) = Li2 <7all> — Li2 < 2 > — Lig (alag) .

1—ay az — 1

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 Liz(a) 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 = 2 can be expressed as a linear
combination of multiple polylogarithms of depth at most |n/2| 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 |n/2]. Theorem 1.1 was known for n < 5; see [Chal7|,
[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 9% 2,42 of con-
figurations of 2n + 2 distinct points on P'. 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 P'. Based on Coxeter’s
results Bohm outlined in [B6h64| 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

QLin7k<x07 v 7x2n+1)
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forn =1, k = 0, which are certain iterated integrals of weight n + k on the configuration
space of 2n + 2 points on P'. For n = 1 we recover the classical polylogarithm

QLiy (w0, 21, w2, 23) = (=1)" ' Lig g1 ([0, 21, w2, 23]).

We show that multiple polylogarithms can be expressed (modulo products) as linear
combinations of the functions QLi,, ,, and QLi, ,, 1, by an explicit formula, see §5.4.

On the other hand, the quadrangular polylogarithm QLi,, (w0, ...,Z2,+1) 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 zg, ..., To,+1. We position points
Zo, ..., Ton+1 at the vertices of a convex polygon P. Every quadrangle inside P with
vertices x;,, i, , Tiy, Ti, determines a cross-ratio [x;,, zi, , Ti,, Ty |, which is a regular func-
tion on Mg 2,,+2. The quadrangular polylogarithm QLi,, ;, 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 Lig(t) 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 g, ..., To,+1 € PL. Let Q(P) be the set of quadrangu-
lations of a conver (2n + 2)-gon P with vertices labeled by points xq, ..., Ta,+1 € P, For
a quadrangulation @ € Q denote by tg the corresponding labeled tree. Then the following
formula holds:

(12) QLin,k(x(b s 7$2n+1) = Z Lik(tQ)'
QeQ(P)

For instance, we have the relation

QLiy o(w0, 21, T2, B3, 24, 5) = Liy1 ([0, 23, 24, 5], [20, 1, T2, 73])

— Liy 1 ([wo, 21, T4, 25, [1, T2, v3, 24] 1) + Liv1([20, 1, T2, 5], [T2, T3, T4, 5]),

(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 M ¢ as they have a nontrivial monodromy around the divisor

(zo — 21)(22 — 73) (04 — 75)
(z1 — 22)(23 — 24) (25 — T0)
Theorem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1, because multiple polylogarithms are linear combina-

tions of QLi,, ;, for k = n or k = n+1, which can be expressed via multiple polylogarithms
of depth at most n by (1.2).

=1.

[x0, 23, 24, 5][20, 1, T2, 23] = —



0 5
(A) Quadrangles (0,3,4,5)
and (0,1,2,3) corre-
spond to arguments of

Liy 1 ([zo,23,24,25],[20,21,22,23]).

0 5)

(B) Quadrangles (0,1,4,5)
and (1,2,3,4) corre-
spond to arguments of

Lit 1 ([z0,21,24,25],[21,22,23,24] ).

0 5
(¢) Quadrangles (0,1,2,5)
and (2,3,4,5) corre-
spond to arguments of

Liy 1 ([zo,x1,22,25],[22,23,24,25])-

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 B6hm. 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 H? as a sum of seven
dilogarithms evaluated at certain functions of dihedral angles of an orthoscheme. Every
polytope in H? 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 Bohm in [Boh64] based on the results
of Coxeter (see [Cox35], [Cox36]).

Theorem 1.3 (Bohm, 1962). The volume of a hyperbolic orthoscheme of dimension 2n—1
or 2n can be expressed' 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 Schléfli formula, one can easily see that the volume of a non-
FEuclidean simplex is an iterated integral of dlog-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

IFor 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 [Miil54] that the volume of an orthoscheme can be
expressed via classical polylogarithms. In [B6h64] Bohm 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, Bohm 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 B6hm can be used to prove Theorem 1.3. Béhm 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|, [B6h60],
[Miil54], [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 Mg ;12
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 i ,,+2. A non-Euclidean orthoscheme is a
geodesic simplex in H™ ! or S™~! with faces Hy, ..., H,, such that H; is orthogonal to
H; for |i — j| > 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 = (Q;Hy,...,Hy,) in P" ! is a configuration of a quadric @ and a collection of hy-
perplanes Hy, ..., Hy,. Given a non-Euclidean simplex, we construct a projective simplex
by complexification and projectivization of Klein’s model, see §6.1. Hyperplanes H; are
obtained from the faces of the simplex; the quadric @) is obtained from the absolute.

A projective simplex is called an orthoscheme if () is smooth and H; is orthogonal to
H; with respect to the quadric for |i — j| > 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 — ort(z) between points of Mg 42 and generic
orthoschemes in P!, For m = 3 this recovers Gauss’s pentagramma mirificum [Gau66].
Figure 2 illustrates the case m = 4. Our construction of orthoscheme ort(x) 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 € M 142 defines a configuration of m+2 lines lo, . . ., [;,4+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



lo l3 ]P)(E035)
P(Eo25) P(Eo15)
I Dl
lo ls
. P(Eoas)

(A) Corner triangles are dual to faces of the
orthoscheme. Triangles with vertices [y and (B) Orthoscheme (Q; Hy, Ha, Hs, Hy) in
l5 are vertices of the orthoscheme ort(x). P3 = P(E) with vertices P(Ep; 5).

FIGURE 2. Bijection between points of My and generic 3-dimensional
orthoschemes.

collections of vectors in [; with the sum equal to zero:

m+1 5
FE = Ker (—B i =V].
i=0

For every triangle (i1,42,i3) we have a line
_ >
Ei iy =Ker [ l;, Dl Dli; —

in E. The Maslov index is a quadratic form g on E such that lines E;, ;, ;; and Ej, ;, i, are
orthogonal with respect to ¢ if and only if triangles (i1, 42, 43) and (j1, j2, j3) have disjoint
interiors. From here it is easy to construct an orthoscheme ort(z) in P(E) (see Figure 2b).
It is a configuration of a quadric ) defined by equation ¢ = 0 and hyperplanes H;, which
are polar to lines E;_1;;+1 for 1 < i < m. These lines correspond to corner triangles
of the polygon, and interiors of two corner triangles (i — 1,4, + 1) and (5 — 1,4,7 + 1)
intersect only if |i—j| < 1. Thus the configuration ort(x) = (Q; Hy, . .., Hy,) is a projective
orthoscheme.

Theorem 1.4. Generic orthoschemes in P™~' are in bijection with points of Mo m+2-
Faces of an orthoscheme ort(z) corresponding to a configuration © = (xg,...,Tms1) are
isometric to orthoschemes, and correspond to configurations

(l‘o, N IR ,:Em+1) € mo,erl

for1<i<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 @ n [ ,c; H; for all subsets I < {1,...,m}. Oriented
projective orthoschemes are parametrized by an abelian cover MG ..o of Mo 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 Dﬁgvm +2 © MG 1,40, which is a real ball of
dimension m — 1.

The volume of an oriented orthoscheme ort(z*) for z° € Mg . .5 is an iterated integral
on MG ..o 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 x° € MG 4,9, Which lies over z = (z¢,...,72n+1) € Mo 2nt2. Let
P be a convex (2n + 2)-gon with vertices labeled by points zg,..., 2,41 € Pl. For a
quadrangulation @ € Q(P) 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 (ig,41,1i2,i3) by the square
root of the cross-ratio of the corresponding points /[y, Zi, , iy, Tis|. Let ALi(t) be the
alternating sum of Lig(t) over all choices of signs of square roots divided by 2™ (see
§6.5). Multiple polylogarithms are periods of framed mixed Hodge-Tate structures and
in [Gon99, §4.7] Goncharov defined their real periods perg, see §2.2.

Theorem 1.5 (Quadrangulation formula volumes of orthoschemes). For z° € M%, ., we
have the following formula for the hyperbolic volume of an orthoscheme ort(x?®) :

(1.4) Vol(ort(z®)) = > perg (ALi(tg)) .
QeQ(P)

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 H ¢ of framed mixed Tate motives over an arbitrary
field F. Currently, the existence of H ¢ is known only for some fields, see [DG05|. Next,
Goncharov conjectures that H . is generated as a Q-vector space by elements

M
Liy o (a1,a2,...,a;) for aj,...,ap €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 Hag.
Let
L =Hm/(Ha>0 Ha>0)
be the corresponding Lie coalgebra of indecomposable elements and denote by Zaq its
coideal of elements of weight greater than one. Denote the graded dual Lie algebra to £ g



10

by L3},. Consider a filtration on L}, defined by the formula FoLY, = L}, F_1L}, = L},
and

FemaLiy =T, F-mLliy] for m=>=1.

The Goncharov depth conjecture [Gon01, Conjecture 7.6] states that the filtration 7oL},
is dual to the filtration on L4 by the depth of motivic multiple polylogarithms. The Lie
coalgebra L is graded by weight, from where it is easy to see that (for m > 1) elements
in (F_,,L),)" 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 H a4 out of cohomology groups of algebraic varieties, which carry mixed Hodge structure
of mixed Tate type, see [Del71a|, [Del74]. For a projective simplex S = (Q; Hy, ..., Ha,)
in P?"~! consider the following cohomology group with rational coefficients:

2n
(1.5) H* 1 <P2"1\Q, (U H) \Q; Q> .

i=1

Goncharov showed in [Gon99, §3.4] that it has mixed Tate type and thus is supposed to
define an element m(S) € H.

The existence of Haq(F') 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, H((C) 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

Lit

mims,ng (@1, 02, .. ag) for ar,az, ... a€C.

For an oriented projective simplex S he also constructed an element h(S) € 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 A*™. 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 h(S), 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 (2n + 2)-gon P with vertices labeled by points g, ..., 22,41 € P'. Recall that for
every convex quadrangle (i, %1,12,73) in P we defined a cross-ratio [z;,, Zi, , Ti,, Tis|. For
a quadrangulation @@ € Q(P) consider a multiple polylogarithm, whose arguments are
products of cross-ratios corresponding to quadrangles in (). For example, for n = 3 we
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could take

(1.6) Lii a1 ([zo, 1, 22, 23], [T0, 23, 24, 5], [20, 5, 6, T7]).

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

1 ® Lil,l,l([$07 €1,T2, 33‘3], [330, €3, T4, 33‘5], [gjO) T5,T6, 33‘7])
+Li;y ([wo, 21, 22, 23]) @ Liv 1 ([w0, 23, 24, 5], [T0, 25, T6, 27])
+Lil,1([$07$17$27$3]7 [$07$37$47$5]) ®Lil([$07$57$67$7])

+Li1 1 ([wo, 1, 2, 23], [%0, 3, T4, 5], [%0, 5, T6, 27]) @ 1,

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

Tp = Z Li(tq)
)

QeQ(P

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

[er(0,1,2,3),1|cr(1,3,4,7),1|cr(4,5,6,7),1]

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 APP: Fp — Fp ® Fp. Using the Connes-Kreimer Hopf
algebra of rooted trees, we construct a special element Tp € Fp whose coproduct can
be expressed via elements of a similar type for subpolygons of P. We define a coaction
AMP . Fp — H ® Fp which is related to the “complicated part” of the coproduct of mul-
tiple polylogarithms. The formal quadrangulation formula states that elements Tp € Fp
are coinvariants of this coaction.

In order to prove Theorem 1.2 we construct a collection of maps Li; for £ > 0 from
Fp to the Lie coalgebra £ of indecomposable elements of H. Liy is just the multiple
polylogarithm and Lig for & > 0 is a slight generalization of it. We deduce from the
formal quadrangulation formula that the “complicated part” of the coproduct of Lig(Tp)
vanishes, and the remaining part is identical to the coproduct for the quadrangular poly-
logarithm QLi,, ;. 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 ALi(Tp) vanishes and the remaining part is identical to the coprod-
uct of the class of an oriented orthoscheme h(ort(x®)) for x° € 9MG 5, 5, 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 Béhm 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

|(11|, |a2|7- B |ak| <1

by the power series

my M2

mg

a a A
Liy, no . no@1,a0,...,a5) = E L2 k__
1,12,..., k( ) ) ) ) m?lm;nmzk

mi>mao>--->mp>0

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 w1, ..., w,, on M
and a piecewise smooth path ~: [0,1] — M. Denote by v*w; = f;(t)dt the pull-back of
the form w; to the segment [0, 1]. The iterated integral of wy,...,w, along ~ is defined
as follows:

f wlo---own_f fl(tl)dtl AN /\fn<tn)dtn.
vy 0<t1 <to<--<tp <1

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

Linl,nz,...,nk(ala(IQv"'7ak2)
1
(21) :(_1)k‘f dt 1O£OO£OO#O£OO£
Of—(al...ak)* t t t—a, t
m n

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 [Brol7]. 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 mized Hodge-Tate structures. Intuitively, this corresponds to working
modulo an ideal of the ring of periods, generated by 2m¢. 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 € Z on H is a decreasing filtration F'® on the complexification Hc¢

- DFPHc 2D FP'He D ...

such that

FPHc@® F1Hc = He for any p+qg=n + 1.
A mized 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

W n
H = =

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 F""H = H and
F" 1 H = 0 is denoted by Q(—n) and is called pure Tate; we have Q(—1) = Q(1)¥ and
Q(n) = Q(1)®". A mixed Hodge structure H is called mired Hodge-Tate if its graded
pieces gry +1(H) vanish and graded pieces gt (H) are sums of pure Tate structures
Q(—n). 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 H?"(P",Q) and H?*"~! (IP’Q"_l\Q,Q) for a smooth quadric @ in P?"~! equal to
Q(—n) and are pure Tate. Here is an example of a mixed Hodge-Tate structure, which
is not pure.

Example 2.1. For a € C*\{1} consider the cohomology group H*(P'\{0,0},{1,a}).
From the long exact sequence of pairs one can deduce that the corresponding mized Hodge
structure is mized Hodge-Tate and defines an extension

(2.2) 0 — Q(—1) — H' (P"\{0,0}, {1,a}) — Q(0) — 0.

One can show that all extensions of Q(0) by Q(—1) are obtained in this way. Moreover,
Ext!(Q(0),Q(-1)) = Cq and a € Cgy corresponds to the extension (2.2). Here we define
the rationalization of an abelian group A by Ag == A® Q.

A general family of examples of mixed Hodge-Tate structures comes from non-Euclidean
geometry. Goncharov showed that for a projective simplex S = (Q; Hy, ..., Hay,) in P2?~1
the following cohomology group is mixed Hodge-Tate:

2n
H(S) = H*! <P2"1\Q, (U H) \Q:; Q) .
i=1

The dimension of H(S) depends on the relative position of the hyperplanes and the
quadric. For instance, for a generic projective tetrahedron S in P2 we have

gy (H(S)) = Q(0), gry (H(S)) = Q(-1)%, @il (H(S)) = Q(-2).

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 = @,,>( Hn. The elements of H
can be described explicitly as follows.

An n-framed mixed Hodge-Tate structure is a triple [H;v, f], where H is a mixed
Hodge-Tate structure, v is a vector in gri. (H), and f is a vector in (grgV (H )) * . Consider
the coarsest equivalence relation on the set of all n-framed Tate structures for which
Hy ~ Hy if there is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures H; — Hs respecting the
frames. Then H,, is the set of equivalence classes; Hy = Q.

Addition in H,, is defined by the following rule:

[Hi;v1, f1] + [Ha;v2, f2] = [H1 @ Ha;v1 @ ve, f1 + fa].
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The tensor product of mixed Hodge structures induces a commutative product. Next,
the (n — k, k)-component of the coproduct A**: 3, — Pio Hn—k ® Hy, is defined by
formula

AWK H v, f] =D [H®Q(k); v, '] @ [Hs e, f]

2

for a basis (e;) of griy (H) and the dual basis (e?) of (gr¥¥ (H))"
Example 2.2. The Hodge logarithm log™(a) € M1 is the triple [H,v, f], where
H = H" (P'\{0,%},{1,a}),

d
vector v is the generator of griy (H) = H'(P'\{0,0}) represented by the form —Z, and
z

vector f is the generator of (grgv(H))V = Hy(P',{1,a}) represented by a path from 1
to a. Hodge logarithms generate Hi = (Ca. It is easy to see that Hodge logarithms are

primitive elements for the coproduct A"

A 1ogM(a) = log™(a) ® 1 + 1 @ log™(a).

The usual logarithm log(a) is defined only up to a multiple of 27i. Notice that Hodge
logarithm logH(a) is defined canonically. In particular, there does not exist an evaluation
morphism from H to C. Remarkably, there exists a canonical morphism

(2.3) perg: Hy, — R(n — 1),

where R(n — 1) = R(27i)" ! < 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

perp (log™(a)) = log(|a]) € R.

Example 2.3. Consider an nondegenerate oriented projective tetrahedron S = (Q; Hy, . .., Hy)
in P3 defined in §6.1; let ¢ = 0 be an equation of the quadric Q. We associate to S a
framed mized Hodge structure

h(S) = [H(S)7U7f] € Ha,

where H(S) = H3 <]P’3\Q, (U?:l HZ> \Q) , v is a generator of H3 (P3\Q) , and f is a

generator of Hs (IP’3, U HZ) . The coproduct A™""h(S) e H® H is a version of the Dehn
mvariant.

Notice that both Hsz (P3,|JH;) = Q(0) and H3(P\Q) = Q(—2) have two natural
generators. The choice of f is fized by the ordering of the hyperplanes Hy,...,H4 and
the choice of

3 _— Z > DS /\.
U:im&:o( Dfwgdey A - Adeg AL A dg

(]2
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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 H? then the real period of h(S) equals to
the hyperbolic volume of S.

We will use the same symbol H for the completion of H with respect to the Z-adic
topology, where Z is the fundamental ideal @,,.,#,. The Lie coalgebra of indecompos-
able elements in # is denoted by L :

L= H>O/(H>O : H>O)-

For A, B € H~q we say that A and B equal modulo products if their projections coincide
in £; we write A = B. We denote the Lie cobracket in £ by AL,

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 H[S]. Not much changes in this setting, see
[Gon01, §5.2] and [Brol7, §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 x,...,x,+1 € C Goncharov constructed Hodge
iterated integrals
(24) IH($0;x17x27"'7xn;$n+l) eHn7

which are Hodge versions of iterated integrals
j Tntl o dt dt

J dtq dto dty,
O+++0 = A A e .
2z 1 t=Tn  Jpgctito<Sta<ang 1121 12— X2 tn — In
Note that unlike usual iterated integrals, Hodge iterated integrals do not depend on the
paths from ¢ to x,1. We give a brief outline of their construction for x; ¢ {xg, xp41}.

For the general case one needs to work with tangential base points, see [Gon01, §5.3].
Let

T = 1 (C\w1, . 20} T0, Tns1)

be the prounipotent completion to the topological torsor of paths from xg to x,41. In
|Hai87| Hain showed that its algebra of functions O(7"") 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

gy (O(7"™)) = Q(0) and gry;, (O(7*")) = H'(C\{z1, ..., 2,})®".
The Hodge iterated integral (2.4) is a framed mixed Hodge-Tate structure
[O(@*"); v, f]
for the obvious f € (gr(V]V ) Y and

dz dz
€ gry, (O(x"")) .

v =
zZ— T zZ— Tn
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T4
I3 x5

T2 Ze

I T

X0 s

FIGURE 3. The term corresponding to the sequence (0, 3,4, 6, 8) is equal
to (I (zo; 21, 223 23) 1M (w45 w55 6) 1 (w63 273 28) ) @ 1M (w0; 23, 24, 765 5).

Example 2.4. We have I"(zg;21) = 1 € Ho and
IH(xo;xl;m) = logH(:Eg — 1) — logH(xl —x0) € Hy.
Next, we define the Hodge dilogarithm:
Li}f(a) = —I"(0;1,0;a) € Ha.
In [Gon05, Theorem 3.3(c)] Goncharov computed the coproduct of Hodge iterated
integrals:
A’H’HI’H(

o, L1, - - 7xn;xn+1)

= Z HI (Ti); Tip g1y s Tip -1 Tipy ) | U (@igs @iy, oo, 24,324, )s
p=0

(i07i17"'7i7‘+1)

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 = ig < i1 < -+ < i, < Q41 =n + 1 (see
Figure 3).

We will use the following property of Hodge iterated integrals: if xg # z1 and n > 1
then for any A € C* we have

(2.6) (2 21,22, -y Tns Tng1) = T (Azo; Awr, Az, -, A A1),

For xg = x1 this is true only modulo products. In general, the following property holds.
For zg # x1 we put

H . . _ H . .
I(xo; 21, oy ooy Ty Tpy1) = E I (205 20y - -+, X0y X1, X2y v« s Ty Tppg1) € He
—_——

n=0 n

It is well-known that for n > 0 and A # 0 we have

H n
M. o (log™ (V)
(2.7) P40:0,...,0:0) = ==

)
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and so I7¢(0; \) = elos™ (M) Then the following formula generalizes (2.6):

(2.8) I (Ao Azt Az, < Ans A1) = €987 VI (@ 01,2, . 23 T);

we leave the proof to the reader.
Another important fact is that if g = x,41 then

H . .
Io (xo,flfl,IEQ,- .. 7$n7$n+1) = 0.

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

k
(2.9) Z (H ei> " (x0; 21,y Tn; tng1) = Ul(ad; ol a2 ).

517~~~757L€{_171} i=1

In [Gonl9] Goncharov constructed elements in £ called Hodge correlators, see also
[GR18, §2]. Consider a € C and zg,...,z, € C\{a}. Hodge correlators are certain
elements Corgy(zo,...,2n) € Ly; there construction is based on a natural description
of the prounipotent completion of the fundamental group 7**(P"\{z1,...,2,},a), see
[GR18, §2|. For a = o0 we put

Cor(zg,...,xn) = Corg(xg, ..., Tpn)-

There is a simple formula reducing the correlator with an arbitrary a to the correlator
with @ = 00 :

(2.10) Corg(z0,...,xn) = Z Z (—=1)°Cor(zg,...,ay... 0, ...,Tp).

s=00<i1<-<is<n

Here the s-th term is (—1)® times a sum over 0 < i; < -+ < i; < n of correlators obtained
from the correlator Cor(zo, ..., x,) by inserting the point a instead of points z;,, ..., z;,.

Denote the projection of I € H to £ by I*. Hodge correlators and Hodge iterated
integrals are related by a simple formula

(2.11) (—1)"+1I£(m0;x1,x2, oy T Tpy1) = Cor(z, ..., xn41) — Cor(zg, ..., x,).
It is easy to see that Cor(zg,...,x,) =0 for xg = z; = --- = x,. Formula (2.11) implies
that
n
Cor(zg, ..., xn) = (—1)"! Z Iﬁ(mo;xo, ey Ty Ty ey Ty Tp—i1)-
1=1

i
Example 2.5.
Cor(zg, 1) = logﬁ(mo —x1);
Cor(zg, z1,21,...,21) =0 for n = 2;
—_—
n

Corg (o, 21, 22) = Li5 ([a, 20, 1, 22]).
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T2 I3

z1 T4

Zo T5

FIGURE 4. The term Cor(zg, z3, 24, x5) A Cor(xg, x1,x2) in the coproduct
AF (Cor(zg, 1, 2, 23, T4, 25)) comes from the cut beginning at x¢ and
ending between xo and x3.

Hodge correlators are cyclically symmetric, i.e.,
(2.12) Corg(xgy ..y Tp-1,2n) = Corg(x1,...,Tn,To)-
Their coproduct can be computed by the following formula:

(2.13) AECora(:EO, Cey X)) = Z Corg(zj,...,xi—1) A Corg(x;, ..., x;),

1<J
where the notation “i < j” means that the order of the points x;, ..., x; in the first factor,
and hence in the second, is compatible with the cyclic order of the points x;. We say

that the term Cory(z;,...,zi—1) A Corg(x;,...,x;) comes from the “cut” beginning at x;
and ending between x;_; and x;, see Figure 4.
For nq,...,n, € N we define the multiple polylogarithm
LiZL-Ll,...,nk (al, as, ... ,ak)
(2.14) = (=1)*1"(0;1,0,...,0,a1,...,0,...,0,a1a3...a5_1,0,...,0;a1a9 . ..az);
;l(l 71221 ;L;

this definition is motivated by (2.1). We will need a slight generalization: for ny,...,n; € N
and ng = 0 we define the (generalized) multiple polylogarithm

“H
Llno;nl,...,nk (alv az, ... 7ak)
ETH (- .
= (—1) I (0,0,...,0,1,0,...,O,al,...,O,...,0,a1a2...ak,l,O,...,O,alag...ak).
;_\/__/ . ~- . ~- /. ~-
no ni N1 N

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

The number n = ng+ny+na+- - -+ng is called the weight of the multiple polylogarithm
and k is called its depth. We have Li{" (1 — %) = logH(:E), see Example 2.4. It is often
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convenient to consider the sum

0
“H _ “H
Llo;nl,...,nk ((11, az,... ,(Ik) = Z Llno;nl,...,nk ((11, azy. .. ,(Ik) €H.
no=0

Using (2.5) one can compute the coproduct of multiple polylogarithms.
Example 2.6. In weight two and depth one we have
AL (a) = —=ATT(0;1,05a) = 1 ® LiY(a) + Lij (a) ® 1 + log™(a) ® Lil*(a).
In weight two and depth two we have
AHHLi%(al, ag) = AMHT(0:1,a1;a1a0)
=1® Lii{l(al, as) + Lil*(a1) @ Lij (ag) + Lii’fl (a1,a2)®1
+ (Lilt(ag) — Lift(a; ")) ® Lilt(ayaz).

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 27i 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 H[S]. Given an element
[H;v, f] € H[S], one can recover the multivalued function by choosing a (local) splitting
of the weight filtration W, Hg 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 277 and a complex period of a framed variation of mixed
Hodge-Tate structure of lower weight.

So, every identity between elements of H[S] implies an identity between the corre-
sponding multivalued functions. Similarly, every identity between elements of £[S] 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 H,,. 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 A""A = AP,
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Note that this step is parallel to checking the equality of differentials of functions, as the
(1,n — 1)-component of the coproduct is closely related to the differential.

By the Rigidity Lemma [Gon02, Lemma 8.2|, vanishing of the coproduct A**(A — B)
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 £ 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,(F) of multiple polylogarithms. Conjecturally, G.(F) is isomorphic to
the Hopf algebra H g from §1.5.

First, we define a commutative Hopf algebra I, (F) generated by symbols

(2.15) I(zo; 21, -« Zn; Tpt1) € Ly (F)
for g, z1,...,Tn, Tne1 € F subject to the following relations:
(1) Kwo;w1) = 1
(2) I(xo; w1, ... 7xn§xn+1) =0 for xp = Tpmy1;
(3) ]I(‘T07 L1y Tn; xn-i—l) = Z:L:OI[('Z'O; T1ye-o5Tp; x)]I(‘T7 Lr+1s---5Tn; xn-i—l)-

The cobracket
A: I, (F) — I,(F) ® L, (F)

is defined by the formula

AH(‘TO;‘TL <oy Tns xn—i—l)

T
= Z (H H(xip;iﬂipﬂ,---,!ﬂiﬁl1;:Ei,,+1)> ® W @ig; Tiys -+ + s Tir; iy )
p=0

(i07i17---7i7‘+1)

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 =g < i1 < -+ <ip <tpp1 =n+ 1. It is
easy to see that I,(F) is a commutative Hopf algebra, see [Gon05, Proposition 2.2].

Next, we define the space of relations R, (F) < I,(F) inductively; the coalgebra of
multiple polylogarithms is defined as the quotient

I (F)
Ry (F)

In weight one we define R;(F) to be the kernel of the map sending I(xo; z1; z2) € G1(F)
To — X0

Gn(F) =

to

€ F(a := F for distinct zg, 21,22 and to zero otherwise. By definition, G1(F).
Trog— T1
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Next, assume that spaces R;(F) are defined for i < n. The space R, (F) is spanned by
elements

(2.16) r(0) — (1) € I, (F)

for elements r(t) € I,,(F(t)), which are primitive in G4(F(t)) ® G+ (F(t)). 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 G(C) to H sending I to I7*.
We can easily define elements of G4(C) 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 G4(C) 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 € A by a-b e A.
Next, consider a set of words A* over the alphabet A. For a word w € A* we denote by
l(w) the number of letters in w, called its length. The only word of length 0 is the empty
word 1 € A*. For two words wi,wy € A* we denote their concatenation by wiws € A*.
Next, for a word w = ajaz...a, € A* and a € A we denote the word (a - aq)as...a, 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 QSh* and call a free quasi-shuffle algebra on A. We use
the bar notation for its elements, i.e., we denote v1 @ Ua® - - - ®v;, by [v1|va]. .. |v,]. Next,
we use the same notation for a word w = ajag...a, € A* and an element [a1]...|a,] of
the quasi-shuffle algebra; such elements form a basis of QSh**. The quasi-shuffle product
of the basis elements w1, ws € QSh* is defined recursively:

wrxl=1xw=uw,
(alwl) * ((IQLUQ) = al(wl * ((IQWQ)) + ag((alwl) * (WQ)) + (a1 . ag)(wl * LUQ).

The deconcatenation coproduct is defined by the formula
n

(3.1) Alw) = Zal...ai®a,~+1...an.
=0

As an abstract Hopf algebra, QSh* 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 QSh* 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 (¢, n) where ¢ € C(S)* is a nonzero rational
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function on S and n is a positive integer. The product

(¢1,m1) - (p2,12) = (192,71 + N2)

defines a semigroup structure on the alphabet (¢, n). Let Fg be the corresponding quasi-
shuffle algebra with deconcatenation coproduct A7 .

Let Hg be the inductive limit of Hopf algebras H[U] of framed unipotent variations
of mixed Hodge-Tate structures over all nonempty open subset U < S. Consider a map
Li": Fg — Mg defined by the rule

Li™([o1, n1l@2, nal . ok ne]) = LiZE o (01,02, %)

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 [Gon0O1, §2.5] for an analytic
version (where it is called the first shuffle relation).

Example 3.1. For S = A? the equality

[a1,n1]|az, no] + [az, n2lat, n1] + [a1a2, n1 + na] = [a1,n1] * [az, n2]
implies that

Li?jlm (a1,a2) + Lig%m(ag, ay) + Ligﬁn2 (ara9) = Lig1 (al)LiZL'L2 (a2).

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 (F, A”7 mz) and (X, A" my) be com-
mutative Hopf algebras. In applications we will take F = Fg and H = Hg defined in
§3.1. In this section, we recall the construction of a smash coproduct Hopf algebra H x F
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

AV F S HRF,

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 ® F

AT FQF —HRF®F.
defined by a map
AT (2 @y) = (my@101)(1T@1)(AM (2) @ A (y),



24

where T denotes the twist map T'(t; ® t3) = to ® t1. Assume that the coaction ARF
commutes with the product mz and coproduct A**, as well as with the unit and the
counit. Under these assumptions we can construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra
H x F, see [Mol77, Theorem (2.14)]. As an algebra, H x F is the tensor product H ® F.
The coproduct

(3.2) AT Y x F—s (Hx F)® (H x F)
in H x F is defined by a rather complicated formula
(3.3) A — 1TRD1miy®1Q1)(1Q1T® 1) (A @1 AM ) (1o ATF).
The space of coinvariants
—{zeF|A"r=1®ux)

is a subalgebra of F; it is closed under the product mz. Let i: F — H x F be an
embedding i(z) = 1®x. 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

re F and A(z) e F* @ F™, we have
(3.4) AP (i(2)) = (i @) AT ().

We use the same symbol for z € F™ and i(x) e H x F.

Next, we give a group-theoretic interpretation of the smash coproduct Hopf algebra
H x F. Let F and H be pro-affine algebraic groups dual to F and H. Then the coaction
AM7 that commutes with product, coproduct, unit, and counit gives a homomorphism

©: H —> Aut(F).

The dual of H x F is the semidirect product H X F. Finally, F™ is the algebra of

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

A" (2) = A" (2) - 1®ux
and for the reduced coproduct:
AP ()= AT (2) —2®@1 - 1@z,
A () = A" (2) —2@1 - 1@z

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

For an element x = [¢1,n1]. .. @k, nk] € Fs and any o € C(S)* consider a sequence

Vo () = (T0y -+, Tng1)
:(07(100707"' 707(100(101707"' 707(700(701(1027"' 707"' 707(100(101(102 (10/6)

ni n2 Nk
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0

ajasasg

FIGURE 5. Term corresponding to (0,1,4,5,8) in A" [ay, 1|as, 2|ag, 1] is
equal to (I"(1;0,a1;0)I*(0; a1as, 0; a1 azas)) ® [a1azas, 2].

For an increasing sequence [ of indices 0 = ig <y < -+ <ip < ipp1 =n+ 1 with iy =1
the subsequence
(Tigs Tiyy e v s Tipyy)

is equal to vy, (x 1) for a unique element x; € Fg. We define the coaction
AT Fs — Hs ® Fs
by the formula

T

3.5) A () = (1)@t (H (2, @iy 41, - - - ,xip+1—1;$ip+1)> ®r
I=(ig,..0rir+1) \P=1

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 =g < 1] < -+ < i < tp11 =n + 1 with

i1 = 1. For the empty word we have A*7 (1) = 1 ® 1. Using (2.8) one can show that the

coaction does not depend on g, so we can assume that ¢g = 1.

To illustrate the formula (3.5) consider a polygon inscribed in a semi-circle with diame-
ter 2o 5,41 and vertices xg, . .., Z,,1 arranged clockwise. Each term in A™/ corresponds
to a choice of marked points ;,,...,x; ., on it with ig = 0,41 = 1,441 = n + 1. These
points form a convex polygon I, which defines the term z;. The “complement” of this
polygon in the semi-circle defines a collection of polygons. The first one has vertices
TiysTi+1,- - - > Tiy, the second one has vertices z;,, Tiy+1, ..., Ti; and so on. The term

T

M . o
H U@, Ty 15+ ooy Ty —13 T )
p=1

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

LIH(x) = Ligl,ng,...,nk (9017 P2y .- 790k)'
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More precisely, if we substitute in (3.5) each 27 with Li’*(z7) we will get the terms of the
coproduct AHHLiH(:E), which correspond to sequences 0 = ig < i1 < -+ <@y < py1 = n+1
with 4; = 1. In §3.6 we show that in order to get the whole coproduct AHHLi™ (z) we
need to apply the formula (3.3) for the coproduct in Hg x Fg. The sign (—1)®) =) ig
related to the sign (—1) in (2.14).

Example 3.2. We take S = A2. In weight 2 we have
A" Tar 1ag,1] = 1® [a1, 1|ag, 1] — 1 (1;a1; a1a2) ® [araz, 1];
A" [a,2] = 1®[a,2] + log"(a) ® [a, 1].
Here is a more complicated example in weight 3 and depth 2:
A" [ay,1]az,2] = 1® [a1, 1az, 2] — I(1;a1,0; a1a2) ® [aras,1]

>®[a1a2,2].

Lemma 3.3. The morphism A" : Fg — Hg ® Fg defines a coaction of Hg on Fg.

a

+ logH(ag) ® [a1, 1]az, 1] — logH <1 _—

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

(3.6) (1@ AMHARS — (AT @ 1)AT .

Each term in Hg ® Hs ® Fs on both sides of equation (3.6) corresponds to a choice of a
pair of nested polygons

{xo,xl,an} clclc {xo,xl, R ,xn+1}.
and is equal to the product (—1)!@—ED 1M @ HI%" ® x7, where iterated integrals
It correspond to the polygons between I’ and {zq,..., 7,1} and iterated integrals IZ;"
correspond to the polygons between I and I’. O

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

Lemma 3.4. The coproduct A7 is a map of Hg-comodules. In other words, the follow-
ing diagram is commutative:

HF

Fs Hs ® Fs
lA}']—' l1®A}'}' .
HFF
Fs®@Fs 2 >Hs® Fs® Fs

Proof. We need to show that
(3.7) AMFFATT () = (1@ AT AT ()

for x = [p1,n1]|p2,n2] ... |@k, nk]. After applying formulas (3.1) and (3.5), both sides of
(3.7) are the sums of the terms of the type

(3.8) (—1)H@)~Uen=la) <H 1H> @z ® ).
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P1P2¥3

FIGURE 6. The pair of the subpolygon (0,1, 3,4,5,8) and the chord (0, 3)
corresponding to (IH(l; 0; 1)1 (0; 0199, 0; cplcpggpg)) ®[e1, 1] ® 23, 3]

Each term corresponds to a pair consisting of a subpolygon of xg, ..., ;1 with vertices
Tig, ..., T4, such that i = 0,4y = 1,441 = n + 1 and a chord from ¢ to ;. # 0, see
Figure 6. Assume that x;, = ¢1...¢;. Then I is a sequence (ig,1,...,%,%n+1) and xy

is the unique element in Fg with

vi(xr) = (Tig, Tigs -+, Tiy)-

Next, ; is the unique element of Fg with

Vg;, (l‘}) = (07 Lics LicyrsLicyor .- - 7$i7-+1)'

Finally, the iterated integrals in (3.8) correspond to the connected components of the
complement of the subpolygon with vertices x;,...,x;, .
Since the terms in both sides of (3.7) are the same, the statement follows.
O

To construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra Hg x Fg, we need to check that the
quasi-shuffle multiplication Fg ® Fg 5 Fg is a morphism of Hg-comodules. We will
prove it in §3.5; we need to do some preparation first.

3.4. Principal coefficient. The elements [p|n] € Fg play a particular role as these
elements are primitives in Fg :

A [pln] = 1@ [pln] + [pln] ® 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:

n—1 o H i
8] = 3 LB g g
i=0 :
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Proof. By (3.5) we have
n—1
A" [pln] = 3 T4(0:0,...,0:0) ® [ioln — d],
i=0 DS

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

Consider a linear map 7g: Fs — Hg for d = 0 which sends x = [p1, n1|p2, na| . .. |k, nk]
to the coeflicient in Hg at the term

k
[Hcpi,n1+n2+...+nk—d]

i=1
of the coaction. For the empty word we put

1 ifd=0
1) = :
ma(1) {o if d > 0.

It is easy to see that

0 for k=1,

mo([w1,m1lp2, mal . . |k, ) = {1 for k=1

From here it follows that

(3.9) mo(x *y) = mo(x)mo ().
The map m; lands in the weight 1 component of Hg, which is isomorphic to (C(S)(a.
We call the map m;: Fg —> C(S)@ 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 = 3
m1([p1,2]) = log™ (1),
m1([1,n]) = log™ (1),
w( 1=
(3.10) mi([p1, Uz, 1]) =log™ (| ———— |,
— P2
71'1([(,01,71 - 1‘(1027 1]) = _lOgH (1 - (102) )
771([9017 1|C,02,7”L - 1]) = IOgH (1 - wfl) :
For all other words in Fs we have w1 ([¢1,n1]|e2,n2l . .. |¢k, nk]) = 0.

Proof. For x = [p1,n1|p2,n2| ... |¢k, nk] consider a sequence

(:EOv"'v:EnJrl) = (071707“‘707(701707“‘707(701(1027“‘707“‘707(701(702“‘(10]6)‘
n n2 i
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Then 7 (x) is equal to zero unless the sequence (xo,...,Z,+1) has a subsequence
(071707”’ 707(101(102”’Q0k)7
;v__/
n—2

where n = ny +ng + ... +ng. This cannot happen for k > 2. For k = 2 it is only possible
if n; or ng is equal to 1; these cases can be verified by hand. Finally, for K = 1 the
statement follows from Lemma 3.5. O

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 € Fg:
(3.11) mi(z *y) = mo(x)m1(y) + m1(z)m0(y) € C(9)g)-

Proof. If the length of one of the words = 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. 0

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

Proposition 3.8 (Formal Quasi-Shuffle Relation). The quasi-shuffle product : Fs®Fs — Fgs
is a map of Hg-comodules. In other words, the following diagram is commutative:

AH]—']—'
Fs®Fs —=Hs Q@ Fs®Fs

l ’ l 1®*
AHF

Fs Hs @ Fs

Proof. Tt is easy to see that it suffices to prove that for S = Spec (Clay, ..., ax,a,. .., a}])
and

x = [a1,n|...|ag, ng] € Fs,
(3'12) I AW o
y = lar,n|. .. |ag, ny] € Fs
we have AT (zxy) = A" (2)AM7 (y). We prove this statement by induction on n +n’,
where n = ny +--- +ny, and n’ = n} +--- + n},. The base case of n = n’ = 0 is obvious.

Denote the difference by

(3.13) D = (A" (2 xy) — A (2) AT (y)) € Hs ® Fs.
First, we show that the difference D satisfies
(3.14) (1®A77)D =o.

In more concrete terms, we need to show that

(3.15) (1A D =D®1+(T®1)(1®D)e Hs® Fs® Fs
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where T'(a ® b) = b® a. Indeed, assume that
ATy = Z:El(-l) ®:172(-2) € Fs ® Fg,

ATy =Ny @y e Fe @ Fs.
Then ) . ) ,
AP xy) = Y« g @ (@ «yP) e Fs ® Fs.
By induction, we know that
AH}'(x(l) *y§1)) _ AHF(%(D)AHF(%G))

)

unless () = z and y() = y; similar for A7 (152) * 93('2))-
Thus the following equality holds in Hg ® Fs ® Hs ® Fg :

(ATF @ AMF)AFF (1 % y) = ZAHf(xgl) N §1)) ®A7—L}"<x§2) *ngz))
=AM (rx ) @101+101 A" (zxy)
- (AH]:(:E)AH}—(y)) RIVLI-1R1® (AH]:(:E)AH}—(y))
n Z <AH}'(xZ(1))AH}'(y](1))> ® (AHI($§2))AHI(ZIJ(_2))) :
which implies that
(A @ A"MVATF (2xy) =DR®1®1+1®1®D
+ (A" @ AMF)ATF (2)) ((AMF @ AMF)ATT () .
Using the definition of A" we can rewrite it as follows:
AT(AT (@ xy)) = D1+ (T®1)(A® D) + (A7 (AT (2)) (AT (AT (y))).
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.4 and (3.13) this implies that
(1eA"F)(D)=D®1+ (T®1)(1®D),

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

(3.16) (A" @1)D = (1@ A*)D.
Equivalently, we need to show that
(3.17) (A" @1)D - (1 A™)D =1®D.
By Lemma 3.3 we have
(3.18) (A @ DA (2 xy) — (1@ AM)AMT (2% y) = 0.
Assume that

AT () = Zfi(l) ®x§2) EH®F,

AMF (y) = Zg](-l) ®y](-2) eEHRF.
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Then
(A" @ 1) (A" (2) AT (y ZAHH ®( 2) *yj( ))

ZAHH A?—L?—L( ) ( *y] )

Z (AHH f(l ®x(2 ) <A (2)>
_Z (f(l AH]—' )) (g 1) @AH}' )))
_Zf(l gj (AH]-‘(xE2 )AH]-'( ))

By induction we know that AHF(x( )y(2)) AR (g 52))AHF(y§.2)) unless :EZ(I) ~ 2 oand
y](_z) = y. It follows that

(A Q1AM () A% (1) = 3 (VgY@ (AMF (o) A% (y7)))

:Zfi(l)gj(-l) ® <Aﬂf(x(2) N y](_z))) 1@ AT (2 y) + 1@ AT (2) AT (y)

:<1 ® AHI)(AHI(x)AH‘F(y)) —-1®D.
So, we have
(3.19) (A" 1) (A" (2)AM (y)) - 1 @ AT (A" (2)AM (y)) = —-1® D.

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 Fg by Prlm(fg) this space is generated by words of length 1. Let
a= Hé;l a; and o’ = Hi=1 a. From (3.14) it follows that the element D € Hg ® Fg lies
in Hg ® Prim(Fg), and it is easy to see that only words in Prim(Fg) which may appear
in D have the form

lad’,n +n' —d].
for 0 < d < n+n’ — 1. This follows from the observation that all the sequences v;(w)
corresponding to the words w appearing in x * y have aa’ as the last term. So, we have

n+n’—1

D= Z hi®[aa',n+n'—i]
i=0
for certain hg, ..., hpyn—1 € Hs. We need to show that hg = -+ = hy 11 = 0. Assume

that it is not the case; let r be the smallest index such that A, # 0.
We have hg = mo(x * y) — mo(x)mo(y) = 0 by (3.9), so r # 0. Also, by (3.11) we have
hi = mi(z *y) — mo(z)m1(y) — mi(x)mo(y) = 0, so r > 1.
From (3.16) we have
n+n’—1 N n+n’—1 N
Z (AHH(hi) ® [aa',n +n — z]) = Z (hi ® AMF [aa',n +n — z]) .

1=0 1=0
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Comparing coefficients in front of [aa’|n + n' — r] we get that

r H "\
XHH (log™ (aa’))
A (hr) = Zhr—i®?y
=1
and since hg = --- = h,_1 = 0 we have AHH(hT) = (. Consider specialization to the point
aj=---=ap=aj=---=a, =0.From (3.5) it is clear that h, is a linear combination
of iterated integrals
IH(O;l,Q,...,O,my...,O,...,0,m1m2...ms,l,(\),...,O;mlmg...mg),
;1 dil ;lrs

where m; are monomials in ay,...,ax,a,...,a of degree at least 1, so h, vanishes after
the specialization. By the rigidity argument (§2.4) h, vanishes, which contradicts our
assumption. This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

3.6. Quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms. Using the results of §§3.2-
3.5 we construct the smash coproduct Hopf algebra Hgx Fg. Consider a map Li’t: Fg—> Hg
defined by the formula

Li™ (o1, mal2, nal .. [0, ] = Lilk . (01,02, @)
This map can be extended to an Hg-linear map Li’*: Hg x Fg — Hg.

Proposition 3.9. The map Li’: Hg x Fg —> Hs is a homomorphism of Hopf algebras.
In particular, the quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms

Li (z * y) = Li*(2)Li* (y)
holds for x,y € Fg.
Proof. Tt is easy to see that the map Li’* commutes with the unit and the counit. We
need to check that it commutes with the product and the coproduct. For elements
h®1 e Hg® Fg this is obvious. It suffices to check these statements on elements of type

1®zeHs® Fs.
First, we check compatibility with the coproduct, namely the equality

Li" @ LAY (1@ z) = AMLIM (1 ® x)
for x = [p1, n1|e2, nal ... |¢k, nk]. From (3.3) it is easy to see that we have
A7 (1@2) =10 (1@ A )AT 1) e He ® Fs @ Hs ® Fs.
Recall the presentation of Li’!(z) as an iterated integral

LiZt (o102, k)
= (_1)kIH(071707 707(101797' . 7079019027"' 707"' 70a(101(702(70k)
n n2 i
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Let
(x07"'7$n+1) = (071797"'707(10997' '70790190%7"'797"'707(101(102"'(10]3)
n n2 i

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

AMHL (2) = (—DRAT I (wg; 20, .. 20 Tng)

T
= (—1)* Z ( IH(wip;:Ei,,+1,---,:vi,,H1;:Ei,,+1)>®IH(:L"Z-0;$¢1,---,:Eir;xml)
0

(105-yir+1)€T \P=
where the summation goes over the set Z of sequences
O=g<t1 < <lp <tpy1 =n+ 1.
We break the set Z into subsets Z; with ¢y = j. Since xg = 0, the iterated integral

IH(aziO;xiOH, ..., Tj—1; T, ) vanishes if z;; = 0, so all the terms in the formula above
corresponding to sequences in Z; vanish unless

je{l,14+ni,14+ny+n9,....,1+ny +ng+---+ng}
For j=14+n1+ -+ ngs where 0 < s < k we have

(_1)SIH(gjio§$io+1’ s 711:7:1*1;'17@'1) = LiH[gpl,n1|g02,n2| s |9087n8]

r
(-DF (HIH($ip§xip+la e ,xz‘pﬂlsxz‘pﬂ)) T (wigs iy, - i mi )
(0,--irs+1)€L; \p=1
=(1® LiH)AH]:[‘:D8+17 N4 1|Pst2, Nsral - - - [Pk, N ]
It follows that
ARRL (1)

(3.20) G e A F
=3 (Li*[pr,ml .. e sl ©1) (LO LM A" o1, mera - ok )
s=0

Compatibility of the map Li’: Hg x Fg —> H.g 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
Li*(z * y) = Li™(2)Li*(y) € Hs,
namely the quasi-shuffle relation for multiple polylogarithms. We apply the rigidity
argument from §2.4. By Proposition 3.8 we have
AMH (LM ( x y) — Lif(@)Li%(y)) = AMX(Li(w » y)) — AMH(Li(2) AP (Li(y))
— (LM @ Li*) (AM*F (2 % y) — AMF () AP ()
= 0.
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Specializing (Li’(z » y) — Li*(2)Li*(y)) to the point a1 = -+ =ay = a} = -+~ = a}, =0
we conclude that Li’* (z+y)—Li’*(2)Li*(y) = 0. This finishes the proof of the proposition.
O

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 Li¥: Fg — Lg defined by the formula

Lif (o1, mal2, nal . . . |0k, ] = Ll.nl,, (1,025, k)

= Z Llno,nl, “n 9017()027"'790k)-

no=0

Proposition 3.10. The generalized quasi-shuffle relation Lif(a;*y) = 0 holds for homo-
geneous elements x,y € Fg of positive degrees.

Proof. Similarly to (3.20), we have

AL:LI. MLy Mg (9017 . 7(1016)
= Li% sy (P15 PE) A log£(¢1 e Ok)

(3.21) '
+ Z Llf;nl,...,ns((plv ce Q) A Li% T (/- PR , Ok)
s=0

+ (1 A LiD)A™ [o1,ma] . Jor, ni].
Here is the brief explanation. Let

(‘T()u"'axn-l-l) (OO 010 07Q01707”’707(101(1027"'797"'707Q01Q02"'(10k)

no ni ng ng

be the sequence of arguments of the iterated integral corresponding to the generalized
multiple polylogarithm Lif The terms of the coproduct ALLi~ corre-

no;N1,...,Ng " no;n1,.. Nk
spond to pairs 0 <7< j<n +1. Indeed, in (2.5) only the terms with r = 2 survive in

LAL.
The term Li~ g (PLy - L) AlogE (@1 ... ) in (3.21) comes from the pairi = 1, = n+1.
The term

Z Lif:;nl,...,ns ((1017 s 7908) A Llo Ms1yeyTl ((,Derl, s 79019)

comes from pairs with 1 < i <ng < j <n The term
(1A Lis) A" o1, ma] ... g, ]

comes from pairs with ng < i < j < n. The remaining terms vanish in A2L.
Now, we finish the proof of the generalized quasi-shuffle relation. For

T = [al,n1| |ak,nk] € ]:5,

y = la1,ml.. lak, nip] € Fs
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let a = Hle a; and b = Hflzl bj. We argue by induction on k + k’. The base case is
trivial. Then

AFLIE (2 * y)
— Li€(a v y) A logE (ab) + (L€ A LIEYATF (2 % 9) + (1 A LIE)ARF (2 4 )
= Lif(z xy) A logc (ab) + (Lif A Li&) (AT (z) » AT (y)) + (1 A LiF)(AT (2) AR ().

The terms (Li% A Li%)(A77(z) » A7 (y)) and (1 A Li%)(AMF (2) A7 (y)) vanish by
induction. We get
AFLIE (x » y) = Lif(z x y) A log” (ab),
or, equivalently,
AELiﬁoﬂ(az *y) = Liﬁ0 (z % y) A log” (ab) for ng = 0.

The statement follows by induction on ng and the rigidity argument. O

4. FORMAL POLYLOGARITHMS ON THE CONFIGURATION SPACE

4.1. Alternating polygons. An alternating polygon P = (po,p1,...,pon+1) is an in-
creasing sequence of positive integers such that p;11 — p; is odd for 0 < i < 2n. It is
convenient to draw terms pg, p1, . .., Pan+1 in the vertices of a convex (2n + 2)-gon, which
we will denote by the same letter P. Note that py — pan+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 (0,1,...,2n + 1) and (1,2,...,2n + 2). The polygon
P is called even if pg is even and odd if pg is odd.

An alternating subpolygon of P is a subsequence (piy, pi; ;- - - ; Piy,, ) such that indices
p;, have alternating parity for 0 < r < 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 P; and Po. We say that P is a disjoint
union of P; and P2 and denote it by P = Py u Py. More generally, every collection of
such diagonals which do not intersect pairwise decomposes P into disjoint alternating
polygons. Denote by D(P) the set of all such decompositions of P.

The set D(P) is partially ordered: Dy < Ds if every polygon in the decomposition Doy
is contained in some polygon in the decomposition D;. The poset D(P) has {P} as its
smallest element. Maximal elements of D(P) are called quadrangulations. In other words,
a quadrangulation ) of P is a decomposition of P into disjoint quadrangles, which will
necessarily be alternating subpolygons of P (see Figure 7). We denote by Q(P) < D(P)
the set of quadrangulations of P. The number of quadrangulations of a (2n + 2)-gon is
equal to

3n)!
2Pl = n'(én —)F n-
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0 15

FIGURE 7. A decomposition of a hexadecagon into five odd and two even
quadrangles.

For an alternating sequence P consider the moduli space 9p of configurations of 2n + 2
POINES Ty, Tpy s - - -, Tpony, i PL. We get a contravariant functor P +— 9Mp 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 9ip, which we call
the cross-ratio:

(4 1) cr(P) _ H?:l[:ppo’xpzifp"npzmxp2i+1] if Pis even,
' TRl I=' if Pisodd
i=11Tpo> Tpa;—1> Lpai> Tpait1 1 1s odd.
Abusing the notation, we use the same symbol cr(P) to denote the pullback of the cross-

ratio function to Mp: for an arbitrary alternating polygon P’ containing P. For a decom-
position {Pq,...,Pr} € D(P) we have

k
(4.2) cr(P) = Hcr(Pi).
i=1

To make Definition 4.1 more explicit, assume that P = (0,1,...,2n+1) and z2; € C < P
Then

n

cr(P) = H[xo,w2i—1,$2iaﬂf2i+1] = (-1
i=1

net1 (o — 1) (T2 — 23) . . . (T2n — T2n+1)
(331 — $2)(l‘3 — ZE4) e (5172n+1 — :E(]) )

From this equality one can easily deduce (4.2).

For an alternating polygon P we denote by Fp and Hp the Hopf algebras Fg and Hg
defined in §3.1, where S = Mp is the Deligne-Mumford compactification of Mp. Similarly,
we denote Lg by Lp.

Definition 4.1. Let P be an alternating polygon. The algebra of coinvariants
Fit = Ker(A" . Fp — Hp ® Fp)
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1s called the algebra of formal quadrangular polylogarithms.

A priori it is not clear how to construct elements in ]:g," of weight greater than 1. In §4.3
we construct an element Tp in ]:g;l of weight n for an arbitrary alternating (2n+2)-gon P.

Example 4.2. For P = (0,1,2,3,4,5) the element
Tp = [cr(0,3,4,5),1]cr(0,1,2,3),1]
— [er(0,1,4,5),1|er(1,2,3,4),1] + [cr(0,1,2,5),1|cr(2, 3,4, 5),1]
lies in ]:g,". Indeed, we have
AP Tp = A" [er(0,3,4,5), 1er(0,1,2,3),1]—
A7 [er(0,1,4,5), 1er(1,2,3,4),1] + A [er(0,1,2,5), 1]er (2,3, 4,5), 1]
— (=I"(1;¢x(0,3,4,5); cr(0,1,2,3,4,5))) @ [cr(0,1,2,3,4,5),1]
— (=T%(1;e1(0,1,4,5); cr(0, 1,2, 3,4, 5))) ® [cr(0,1,2,3,4,5), 1]
+ (=I"(1;e1(0,1,2,5); cx(0, 1, 2,3,4,5))) ® [cr(0,1,2,3,4,5), 1]

~ log" <(1 — [z0, 23,4, 5] 1) (1 — [21, 22, 3, 24] 1) (1 — [960,331,3327335]1)>
(1 — [zo, 21,22, 23]) (1 — [z0, 21, T4, x5 | 1) (1 — [22, T3, T4, T5])
® [er(0,1,2,3,4,5),1]
= 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 T4 generated by isomorphism classes of decorated rooted trees. A Q-basis
of this algebra is given by decorated rooted forests. The product in 7 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; 7 is graded by weight. We define the bialgebra
structure on 7 in the following way. A cut ¢ 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 Adm(t)
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 R°(t). The product of the
remaining connected components is denoted P¢(t). Then the coproduct

AT TA S TAQTA
is given by the formula

AT(H) =1@t+t®@1+ > R(t)®P(t).
ceAdm(t)
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For a € A we define the “grafting” operator
Bf: TA — 74

associating to every labeled rooted forest t1 ...t, a tree obtained by grafting the roots of
t1,...,t, on the common new root labeled by a € A. This operator satisfies the following
equation: for t € T4 we have

AT o Bf (t) = (Bf ®id) o AT (t) +1® B (t).

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

The Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra has the following universal property. Let (H, A, m)
be a Hopf algebra with a collection of Hochschild 1-cocycles L, for a € A, namely linear
maps L,: H — H such that

AL, = (Ly®id)A+1® L, for a€e A
Then there exists a unique Hopf algebra homomorphism ¢: 7% — H such that
poBf =Lyo6.

Let QShy 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 Ly (w) = —aw and L,(w) = aw + a - w are Hochschild 1-cocycles on QSh 4.

Now, assume that a “parity” map p: A — {0,1} is given. We call vertices labeled
by a € A even if p(a) = 0 and odd if p(a) = 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: T4 — QSh 4
such that

—aArb(t) if p(a)

07
aArb(t) + a - Arb(t) if p(a) =1.

(4.3) Arb(B} () = {

Example 4.4. Let A = {a1,a2,a3} be an alphabet with p(ai) = 1, p(az) = p(ag) = 0.
Consider a tree t with a root labelled by a1 and two leaves labelled by as and as. Then

t = B (B, (1)B}.(1)).
By (4.3) we have Arb (Bf (1)) = —[az] and Arb (BJ, (1)) = —[as], so
Arb (B, (1)Bg, (1)) = (—[az])  (—[as]) = [az]as] + [as]az] + [a2 - as].
It follows that

Arb(t) = [a1]az|as] + [a1]|as|as] + [a1]az - as] + [a1 - az|as] + [a1 - aslaz] + [a1 - ag - as].
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7 8
6 9
5 10 [er(1,2,3,4),1]
4 11 e (L5.6)1] [er(7,10,11,12),1]
cr(l,4,0,0),
3 19 [er(1,6,7,12),1]
2 13 [cr(1,2,3,4),1]
[er(12,13,14,15),1]
1 14
0 15 [cr(0,1,12,15),1]

FIGURE 8. Quadrangulation of a hexadecagon and its dual tree. Vertex
[cr(0,1,12,15),1] is the root.

4.3. Formal quadrangular polylogarithms. For an alternating polygon

P = (p07p17 s 7p2n+1)
consider the Hopf algebra 7T of rooted trees labeled by elements

[Cr(piovpi1api27pi3)7 1] € .FP.

To a quadrangulation @ = {Qu,...,Q,} € Q(P) we associate a tree tg € 7' in the
following way. The tree is the dual tree of the quadrangulation (see Figure 8); the
quadrangle adjacent to the side pg, pan 11 is the root. Each vertex of the tree is labeled by
a pair [cr(Q;), 1] € Fp, where Q; is the corresponding quadrangle of the quadrangulation.
A parity of the vertex [cr(Q;), 1] is defined as the parity of the quadrangle Q;. We define
an element tp of 7 as the sum of trees corresponding to quadrangulations of P:

(4.4) tp = Z tg.
)

QeQ(P

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

Tp = Arb(tp) € Fp.

In §4.5 we show that Tp is an element of the algebra of formal quadrangular polylog-
arithms .7-"17;‘.

Example 4.6. We have the following equalities for P = (pg, p1,p2,p3) :

(4.5) Tp = {—[Cl"(po,pl,pg,pg),l] if P is even,

[er(po, p1,p2,p3),1] if P is odd.
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Consider the set alt(P) of alternating subpolygons (piy, pi;, - - -, Pig,,,) of P with ig = 0
and ig..1 = 2n + 1. For a polygon S € alt(P) denote by S°,...,S?" the subpolygons,
which are obtained by taking closures of connected components of the set P\S. It is easy

to see that
2r
P=SL <|_| si> .

1=0

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

2r
(4.6) AFFTp = ) TS®<HTSi>.

Sealt(P) i=0

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:

2r
ATtp = Z ts ® (th) .
i=0

Sealt(P)
It is easy to see that the coproduct of the sum of trees tg corresponding to quadrangu-
lations @ € Q(P) such that
{S,8%,...,8"}y < Q
is equal to tg ® (tgo - ... - tg2r) . The conclusion follows from this. O

Next we prove a simple inductive formula for Tp. It suffices to compute Tp for
P=(0,1,...,2n+ 1) and P = (1,2,...,2n + 2).

Lemma 4.8. For an even polygon P = (0,1,...,2n + 1) we have

Tp = Z T0,ij,2n+1) <T(0,...,i) * T ) * T(j,...,2n+1)>'

(4.7) O<i<j<2n+1
i is odd
J s even

For an odd polygon P = (1,2,...,2n + 2) we have
Tp = Z <T(1,z',j,2n+2) (Taayiy * Ty * T 2n42))

I<i<j<2n+2
(48) 115 even

j is odd
+ Tigen+2) (T * Tl * T(j,...,2n+2)))-

Proof. We consider the even case; the odd case is similar. Let (tp), ; be the sum of trees
tg corresponding to quadrangulations () with the root (0,4,7,2n + 1). Then

tp = Z (tp)ij :

O<i<j<2n+1
i is odd

7 is even
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Let a = [(0,4,7,2n + 1),1]. Then we have
(tp)i; = Ba (40,...si) (i, b2t 1))
This implies (4.7). O
Example 4.9. For an even polygon P = (0,1,2,3,4,5) we have
Tp = [cr(0,1,2,5),1|cr(2,3,4,5),1]
— [er(0,1,4,5),1|er(1,2,3,4),1] + [cr(0,3,4,5),1|cr(0,1,2,3),1].

For an odd polygon P = (1,2,3,4,5,6) we have
Tp = [ex(1,2,3,6), L|er(3,4,5,6),1] — [cr(1,2,5,6), 1cr(2,3,4,5), 1]
+[er(1,4,5,6), Ler(1,2,3,4),1] + [er(1,2,3,4,5,6), 2.

4.4. Principal coefficient of a formal quadrangular polylogarithm. Our goal is to
show that formal quadrangular polylogarithms lie in the algebra of coinvariants ]:g)-t. In
this section, we prove that the principal coefficient 71(Tp) € Hp defined in §3.4 is equal
to zero.

For an element x € Fp denote by pr,(x) the projection of x to the subspace of Fp
spanned by elements [|n]. Next, let pr,_; ; be the projection from Fp to its subspace
spanned by elements

(49) [*,’I’L— 1|*71]
and let pry,,_; be the projection from F to its subspace spanned by elements
(4.10) [#,1]*,n — 1].

To compute 71 (Tp), we first compute the values of these projections on formal quadran-
gular polylogarithms.

Lemma 4.10. For a (2n + 2)-alternating polygon P with n = 2 we have

pI‘n(TP) = {

0 if P is even,

[cr(P),n] 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 pr,,(Tp) = 0.

For an odd polygon P = (1,...,2n + 2) we proceed by induction. Only terms in the
second sum in formula (4.8) may contribute to pr, (Tp) by the same reason as in the even
case. Terms with j =i + 1 give a contribution [cr(P),n] and terms with j = i + 3 give
a contribution —[cr(P),n]. It is easy to see that words coming from other terms have
length at least two, so do not contribute to the projection pr,,(Tp). Thus

pr,(Tp) = nfer(P), n] + (n — 1)(=[cr(P),n]) = [cr(P), n].
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O
Next, notice that for all words [cr1,nq]. .. |crg, ng] in Tp we have Hle cr; = cr(P) and
Zle n; = 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 = (0,1,...,2n + 1)
forn>=3:

pry ,—1(Tp) = [cr(0,1,2n — 2,2n + 1), 1|*] — [cr(0,1,2n,2n + 1), 1]+]
— [er(0,3,2n —2,2n + 1), 1] + [cr(0,3,2n,2n + 1), 1|*],
Prn—l,l(TP) = 0.

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

Lemma 4.12. The following equalities hold for an odd polygon P = (1,2,...,2n+2) for
n = 3:

2n—2

N

prnfl,l(TP) = (—1)i[*|CI‘(i + 17’5' + 27i + 37i + 4)7 1]7
=0
n n—1
pri,—1(Tp) = > [er(1, 26,2 + 1,2n +2), 1] — > [er(1,2i,2i + 3,2n + 2),1]+].
=1 i=1
Proof. The statement follows from (4.8) and Lemma 4.10. O

Corollary 4.13. For an alternating polygon P we have m(Tp) = 0.

Proof. Cases n = 1,2 can be easily checked by hand. For an even P = (0,1,...,2n + 1)
and n > 3 by Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 4.11 we need to check that

log™ (1 —cr(0,1,2n — 2,2n + 1)7') —log™ (1 — cr(0,1,2n,2n + 1)~ )
—log™ (1 —cr(0,3,2n — 2,2n + 1)) +log™ (1 — cr(0,3,2n,2n + 1]) ') = 0,

which follows from an equality

[20, Ton—2, T2n 41, 21] [0, T2, Tant1,21) " (20, Tan—2, ans1, 23]~ (20, Tan, Tant1, w3] = 1.
The proof for an odd polygon is similar though more tedious. O
4.5. Quadrangulation formula.

Theorem 4.14 (Quadrangulation Formula). For an alternating polygon P the formal
quadrangular polylogarithm Tp lies in ]:]Z){.

Proof. We need to show that AMFTp = 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
A77Tp lies in ]:g;l ®]:P7,", so we have

AMFTFATF(Tp) = (T®1)(1 @ A (Tp)) + A (Tp) @1 + 1@ ATF (Tp).
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On the other hand, we have
(1 ® A]:]:)AH]:(TP)

=(1@ ATN)AM (Tp) + (T®1)(1® AM (Tp)) + A" (Tp) @11

(1@ ATF)AHF (Tp) + (T @ 1)(1 @ A" (Tp)) + A (Tp) @1 + 1@ AT7 (Tp).

Lemma 3.4 implies that

AH'F]:A}—]: (TP) _ (1 @A]:]:)AH]: (TP)a
thus
(1® AT)AM Tp = 0.

In other words, AH}-TP lies in Hp ® Prim(Fp).

For all words [cry,ni|...|crg,ng] appearing in Tp we have Hle cr; = cr(P) and

Zle n; = n. Thus a primitive word appearing in A** Tp equals [er(P),i] for 1 <i < n—1.
It follows that there exist elements hq,..., h,_1 € H such that

n—1

AP Tp = > b @ [ex(P),n — i].
i=1
Let r be the smallest index such that h, # 0. From Corollary 4.13 we know that
7T1(Tp) = hl = 0, sor > 1.
By Lemma 3.3 we have

(A" @ 1)AMF Tp = (1@ AW ) AN Ty,

nZ_]l <(ﬁ7mhi) ® [cr(P),n — z’]) = ni (hz- Q A" [er(P),n — i]) .
i=1 i=1

Comparing coefficients in front of [cr(P),n — r] we get that

r—1 H i
XHH(p \ ~ (log™(cr(P))
A" (hy) = Zlhr_z(@i—!a
so since hy = --- = h,_1 = 0 we have AHH(hT) = 0. Consider the specialization to a

point p in the Deligne-Mumford compactification 9p where points xo; and 9,41 collide
for 0 < i < n. For an alternating subpolygon Q of P the function cr(Q) vanishes at p.
From (3.5) it is clear that h, is a linear combination of Hodge iterated integrals

Hin. .
I (0,1,9,...,O,m%,...,(\),...,0,m1m2...ms,k,g),...,07m1m2...m§),
d1 ds—1 ds

where m; are monomials in variables cr(Q) 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) h, = 0,
which contradicts our assumption. This finishes the proof of the theorem. O
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In §4.3 we defined a collection of alternating subpolygons alt(P) of an alternating
polygon P. By Theorem 4.14 we can view the element Tp as an element in fgf C H x Fp.

Corollary 4.15. The following equality holds:

2r
(4.11) APTTp = ) T (HTSz) :
i=0

Sealt(P)

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

9. QUADRANGULAR POLYLOGARITHMS

5.1. The formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via Hodge correlators. For
n = 0 consider a collection of points xq,...,xon+1 € C. For any k£ > 0 we define the
quadrangular polylogarithm QLi,, ;, as a certain element of the Lie coalgebra of framed
mixed Hodge-Tate structures of weight n + k

QLin7k(x0, . ,$2n+1) € £n+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 C,, j of all nondecreasing sequences 5 = (ig, ..., ip4+k) of indices

O0<ip< iy < <lpyp <2n+1

such that every even number 1 < s < 2n + 1 appears in the sequence s at most once and
the sequence s contains at least one element in each pair {2i,2i + 1} for 0 < i < n. For a
sequence 5 € Cp, , we define

in(5) —1 if 5 contains an odd number of even elements,
sign(s) = o )
1 if 5 contains an even number of even elements.

Example 5.1. We have
Cio =1{(0,2), (0,3), (1,2), (1,3)}
and
Ciq=1{(0,1,2), (0,2,3), (0,1,3), (0,3,3), (1,2,3), (1,1,2), (1,1,3), (1,3,3)}.

Definition 5.2. Forxg,...,xon+1 € C we define the quadrangular polylogarithm of weight
n + k by the formula

(5.1) QLi,, (20, - - -, Tont1) = (—1)n*t Z sign(s)Cor(ziy, - - -, Ti, ;) € Lotk

§eCn7k
Example 5.3. In weight 1 we have

QLi(]’l(-Z'(),.Z'l) = Cor("lj‘oy,’zl) = log‘c<x0 _ ‘Tl)
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and
QLi; o(w0, 71, 2, 23) = Cor(xg, z2) — Cor(xg, z3) — Cor(x1, z2) + Cor(w1, 3)

= log“(1 — [zo, 21,22, 23]) = —Li1 ([0, 71, 72, 3]).

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

Example 5.4. Forn =1,k =1 we recover the dilogarithm:
QLiy 4 (zo, 71, 72, 23) = Cor(xo, 21, 22) + Cor(zo, z2,73) — Cor(zo, r1,73)

— Cor(zg, 3, x3) — Cor(z1, 29, z3) — Cor(zy,x1,x2) + Cor(xy,x1,23) + Cor(x1, z3, x3)
— Li% ([00, %o, 1, 2]) + Li% ([00, 0, 2, ¥3]) — Li% ([00, 0, 1, 3]) — Li% ([00, 1, 2, 3])
= —Li5 ([zo, z1, 29, 3]) = Liﬁl([:no,:nl,:rg,:ng]).

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

QLin($0, ce ,33‘2n+1) = Z QLin,k($07 ce 7$2n+1) eL.

k=0
We introduce the following notation:
(- QLi,, (zo, 1, .., Ton, Tont1)  if s 1is even,
Q ln (‘7307‘7317"'7x2n7332n+1) = . . .
—QLi, (z1, 2, ..., 2on41,20) if sis odd.

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

AEQLin(x()) cee 7$2n+1) =

(52) Z QLinfs(ﬂj‘o,...,:Ei,l‘j,...,ﬂj‘gnJrl) A QLig_)l(ZEi,...,$j).
0<i<j<2n+1
j—i=2s+1
Proof. For a sequence § = (ig,...,i4+x) We put
Cor(5) = Cor(zig, .- Ti, ) € Logk

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

+Cor(51) A Cor(Ss2)

for certain nondecreasing admissible sequences 51, 52 € C,, o. 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 Cor(s1) A Cor(sz) appearing in (5.2) both sequences §; and S contain
each even index from 0 to 2n at most once. It is easy to see that the set-theoretic
intersection 51 N §o contains at most two indices. We look at all possibilities for the
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cardinality of the set 51 n 9 and show that in each case the corresponding terms in the
LHS and the RHS coincide after all the cancellations are performed.

Case 1

Case 2

Case 3

The intersection 81 N So is empty. In the LHS such terms do not appear since in
the coproduct of a correlator Cor(z;, ..., ;,,,) the sequences 5; and 5 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

QLinfs($07 N ,:Ei,$j, e ,33‘2n+1) A\ Qng_)l (l‘i, N ,xj)

for0<i<j<2n+1, j—i=2s+ 1. This term has a form Cor(5;) A Cor(52)

for a subsequence s; of 0,1,...,4,4,...,2n + 1 and a subsequence s, 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 C,, 1, sequence

§1 contains ¢ or j.

(a) Case la: i€ 51 and j ¢ 5. In this case the same term appears in exactly
one other place in the RHS coming from

QLinfs($07 N ,:Ei+1,l‘j+1, N ,33‘2n+1) A\ QLi;($Z’+1, e ,ﬂj‘j+1)

with the opposite sign.
(b) Case 1b: i¢ 51 and j € ;. In this case the same term appears in

QLinfs($07 N ,$i,1,l‘j,1, N ,33‘2n+1) 7a\ QLis_($i,1, e ,ﬂj‘jfl)

with the opposite sign.
(c) Case 1c: i,j € 51. In this case the same term appears in

QLin—s+1(‘T07 ey Ti4l, ‘Tj—l7 o 7‘T2n+1) N QLis__1<xi+17 cee 7‘Tj—l)

with the opposite sign.
The intersection 51 N So contains two even indices. Such terms do not appear.
Indeed, in the LHS, all the terms come from cutting a sequence 5 € C,, . One
even index in 51 N §9 has to come from the beginning point of the cut. Any even
index appears in 5§ at most once, so the second index in the intersection must be
odd. Next, in in a term in the RHS coming from

QLinfs($07 e ,:Ei,$j, e ,33‘2n+1) A\ Qng_)l (l‘i, e ,xj)

the indices in the intersection 51 N S have to be equal to i or j where j—i = 2s+1.
Thus, one of them has to be odd.

The intersection 1 N 8o consists of an even index i or a pair of an even index i
and an odd index j. Consider a term Cor(51) A Cor(sy) in the LHS. Let j be the
largest odd number such that §; contains j — 1 or j. The same term (with the
same sign) comes from

QLi,_ (20, Ti, Tjy .o s Toms1) A QLig*)i(xi, )

in the RHS.
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Case 4 The intersection §1 N Sy consists of an index i, which is odd. Consider a term
Cor(51) ACor(52) in the LHS coming from a cut beginning with 4. Since §1 5y = {i},
the end point of the cut is located between two distinct indices, which we call j;
and jo. Such term comes from

) ()i
QLi,, (20, Tis Tjy o ooy Tomg1) A Qng ) (@i, ., x5),

where j is the largest even number less than jo.

Case 5 The intersection 51 N §o 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 Cor(s;) A Cor(83) of this type
obtained from a cut of a sequence 5 € C, } beginning at 7 and ending between
j’s. The term Cor(s2) A Cor(81) appears in the coproduct of another admissible
sequence § obtained from s by adding an extra ¢ and deleting j. For this, one
should take a cut beginning at j and ending between 4’s. Since

Cor(s1) A Cor(s2) + Cor(s2) A Cor(s1) =0,

the statement follows.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.5. O

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

(5.3) QLig (20, 1) = log*(zo — 1),
because
Cor(zg,x1,21,...,21) =0 for m > 2.
—_——
m

Here is a more interesting computation.
Proposition 5.6. We have
QLiy (w0, 21, 2, 23) = (—1)*Lig,, ([wo, 21, 22, 73])

—Li§;1<[$0, T1,X2, ‘T3])

Proof. We have
AFQLI, (g, 21, T2, 3)
= QLi; (w0, #1, w2, 23) A (QLig(z0, 1) + QLG (21, z2) + QLig (22, x3))
+ QLig(z0, z3) A QL (20, 21, 22, 23)

o c [ (o —x1)(22 — 23)
= QLi; (zo, 71,72, 73) A log <($1 — x9) (w3 — xo)> ’

so for k > 1 we have

AFQLI, i (0, 21, 72, 23) = QLi; 41 (20, 21,72, 23) A log”[wo, 21, 2, 73]



48

It is easy to see that for k£ > 1 we have
ALIE,  (a) = logt(a) A Lif (a),
AELiﬁl(a) = Ligﬁl;l(a) A logF(a).

From here and the fact that QLij o(zo, 71,72, 73) = log“(1 — [0, 21,22, 23]) both the
equality
QLil7k(x0, T1,T2, xg) = (—1)kLi£+1 ([xo, T1,T2, xg])
and the equality
QLiLk(x(), T1,x2, xg) = —Liﬁl([mo, T1,x2, xg])
follow by induction. O

Proposition 5.7. Quadrangular polylogarithms QLi,,  for n = 1 are invariant under
projective transformations, i.e., for ¥ € PGLo(C) we have

(5.4) QLi, x((20), - - - s ¥(¥2n41)) = QLiy (0, - - -, Tant1)-

Proof. From (5.3) we see that for n > 1 the formula (5.2) can be rewritten in the following
way:

n
AﬁQLin(:EOv s Topg1) = QL (wo, - -+, Tang1) A log£ (H[$0,$2i1,$2i,$2i+1]>
i=1

5.5 . (=)
(5:5) + Z QLi,_o(x0, .. Ti, Tjy .o s Toms1) A Qng ) (zi,...,xj).
0<i<j<2n+1
Jj—i=2s+1
s=1

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 AEQLin,k e A2L is
invariant under projective transformations. Now the statement follows by the rigidity
argument (§2.4), because (5.4) is true for ¢ = Id € PGLy(C). O

5.3. The formula for quadrangular polylogarithms via multiple polylogarithms.
Let P = (po, . ..,pan+1) 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 :

QL (P) = {

QLimk(ajpo, ey Tpy,,,) if Pis even,
QLi, 4 (Tpgs -+ -y Tpynyy) i P is odd.

We define
QLi(P) = ) QLi4(P) € Lp.

k=0
Next, consider a map Li%: Fp — Lp defined by formula

Lif[(vplv n1| s |(10k7 ’I’Lk] = Lif;nl,...,nk (9017 R 7‘;0k)
for functions ¢1,...,¢or € C(Mp)* and nq,...,n, = 1. Also, in §4.3 we constructed an

element Tp € Fp called formal quadrangular polylogarithm.
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Theorem 5.8. The following equality holds for an alternating (2n+2)—gon P and k = 0:
(5.6) QLij,(P) = Lig (Tp).

Proof. To show that QLi(P) = Li%(Tp) we proceed by induction on n. For n = 1 the
statement follows from (4.5) and Proposition 5.6.

Assume that n > 1. Recall that alt(P) is the set of all alternating subpolygons
(Pigs Divs - -+ » Pioyyr) of P with ig = 0 and 2,41 = 2n 4+ 1. Let altg(P) be the subset
of alt(P) consisting of alternating subpolygons S = (po,...,Di,Dj,---,P2n+1). Then for
S" = (pi,...,pj) we have a decomposition P =S S

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

(5.7) ALQLi(P) = QLi(P) A log“(cr(P)) + > QLi(S) A QLi(S).
Sealto (P)

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

AﬁLif;nl,...,nk (9017 I ,(-Pk)
= Lif;m’m’nk(gpl, Ce Ok) A log£(<,01 e PK)

k
+ Z Lif;m,...ms (P1,.--505) A Lif;nﬁh---mk (st Pk)
s=0

+ (1A LA™ [or,mal . [or, i)
It follows that
AFLIE(Tp) = Li%(Tp) A log”(cr(P)) + (Lif A Lif)AF7Tp + (1 A Lif) AR Tp.
By Proposition 3.8 we have A" Tp = 0, so
(5.8) AFLiE(Tp) = Li%(Tp) A log©(cr(P)) + (Lif A Lif)AT Tp.
By formula (4.6) we have
(Lif A LiS)A7FTp = ) Lis(Ts) A Li, <f_[ TSZ-> = ) Liu(Ts) A Lis(Tg).
Sealt(P) i=0 Sealto(P)
The second equality holds because for polygons S in alt(P) but not in alty(P) the term
Li, (H?LO Tsi> vanishes in £p by the generalized quasi-shuffle relation (Proposition 3.10).

Now, from (5.8) we have

AFLIS(Tp) = Lif(Tp) A log©(er(P)) + > Lis(Ts) A Lis(Tg).

5.9
(59) Sealt(P)

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

AF(QLi(P)) = A%(Lif(Tp)).
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It is easy to see that for both framed variations, the specialization to a point with

Lpg = Lp1sLpy = Tpgy -+ Tpoy, = Lpapy1

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

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 QLi,, ;. is less than or equal
to n.

Proof. We need to show that for an alternating (2n + 2)—gon P the depth of Li£(Tp) 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 Lif sends a word of length 7 to a multiple
polylogarithm of depth r, the statement follows. O

5.4. Universality of quadrangular polylogarithms.

Proposition 5.10. The following formula holds:
2n+2

(5.10) Corg(zo,...,xm) = Z Z (=1)°QLi, (%0, .-+ 505,05, T2, 0).

s=0 0<ii<-<is<2n

Here the s-th term is (—1)° times a sum over 0 < i1 < -+ < ig < 2n of quadrangu-
lar polylogarithms obtained from the quadrangular polylogarithm QLi,, , (%o, ..., T2,,a) by
substituting the point a instead of points x;,, ..., z; . Similarly,
(5.11)
2n+-2
Corg(xg, ..., Topt1) = Z Z (=1)°QLi,, 11 (05 - 5@y oo oy @y D21 1).

s=0 0<i1<---<is<2n+1
Here the s-th term is (—1)° times a sum over 0 < i1 < --- < is < 2n+ 1 of quadrangular

polylogarithms obtained from the quadrangular polylogarithm QLi,, , (%o, ..., T211) by
substituting the point a instead of points x;,, ..., x;

s*

Proof. We prove (5.11); the proof of (5.10) is similar. Consider a vector space of functions
depending on variables (x,...,Z2,+1). Consider an endomorphism of this space given
by the formula

2n+2

T(f)(z0,- -, Toms1) = . > (=12 (205 sy s Tons)-

s=0 0<i1<---<is<2n+1

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

QLi,, p1(0, - - -, T2n11) = Cor(wo, ..., T2,11) + (correlators with repeating argument),



51

SO

T(QLin,n+1<x07 N ,a;2n+1)) = T(COI'(II;O, . ,$2n+1)).
On the other hand, by (2.10) we have

T(Cor(xg, ..., Toam+1)) = Corg(zo, ..., Tant1)-
]

Corollary 5.11. lterated integrals I and multiple polylogarithms Li* can be expressed
as linear combinations of quadrangular polylogarithms QLi,, ,, and QLi,, ,,,1 for n = 0.

Proof. The statement follows from 2.11 and 2.14. O
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 ¢ € S2EY. The set of zeros of ¢ in the
projectivization P(FE) is a quadric, which we denote by Q). The quadric @ is smooth if
and only if the quadratic form ¢ is nondegenerate. A smooth quadric defines a duality
between subspaces of P(E), known as the polar duality. For a subspace m < P(F) the
polar subspace 7 has dimension m — 2 — dim(7). Two hyperplanes H; and H in P(E)
are called orthogonal if Hi- € Hy (equivalently, Hy € Hy.)

m
A smooth quadric ) contains projective subspaces of dimension [EJ — 1 parametrized

by a certain Fano variety. This variety is irreducible if dim(Q) is odd and has two
connected components if dim(Q) 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 = (Q;H) in P(E) is a configuration, consisting
of a quadric Q and an ordered set of hyperplanes H = {Hy, Ha, ..., Hy,} in P(E).

Two projective simplices S1 = (Q1;H1) and Sy = (Q2;Hz) are called isometric if
there exists a projective transformation sending ()1 to (2 and hyperplanes in H; to the
corresponding hyperplanes in Hso. Denote by h; hyperplanes in E with projectivization H;
and for any subset I < {1,2,...,m} define hy = (\,.; hs € E and H; = (,.; H; < P(E).
A projective simplex S is called nondegenerate if intersections Q7 = Hy n @ are smooth

for every subset I < {1,...,m} (in particular, @ itself is smooth). An orientation of S is
an orientation of Qr for every I < {1,...,m}. A nondegenerate projective simplex has
22" ') orientations.

Let S be a nondegenerate simplex. For every subset I < {1,...,m} we define the

projective simplex Sy, called the I-face of S. Simplex Sy is a configuration of the quadric
@ N Hy in the projective space Hy and hyperplanes Hy n H; for j ¢ I. Next, we define
projective simplex S, called I-angle of S. It is a configuration of the quadric Q n (Hy)*
in the projective space (H)" and a collection of hyperplanes Hpgy 0 (Hp)* for i e 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 S; and S2 be a pair of projective simplices in spaces P(E) and P(E’) defined by
quadratic forms ¢ and ¢’ and hyperplanes hi, ..., hy, and hY,..., k. ,. Their join S; - Sy
is a projective simplex in P(E @ E’) defined by hyperplanes h; ® E',;1 < i < m and
E® h;-, 1<j<m If S; and Sy are nondegenerate, then S; - Sy is nondegenerate. If Sy
and So are oriented, then Sp - 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 Gy = Q and for
n = 1 the component G, is generated by isometry classes [S] of oriented nondegenerate
(2n — 1)-dimensional projective simplices, subject to the following relations:

(1) For the class [S] of a simplex S = (Q; Hy, ..., Ha,) in P2»~! and o € Sy, we have
[(Q7 Ho‘(l)7 cee 7Ho(2n))] = (_1)0[(Q7 Hy,... 7H2n)]-

The class [S] does not depend on orientations of the quadrics Qg for I # {1,...,m}.
If S is the same simplex with the opposite orientation of Q then [S] = —[S]. If
@ hyperplanes H; are not in general position, we put [S] = 0.

(2) Consider a collection of hyperplanes Hy, Hy, Hy ..., Hs, and an oriented quadric
Q in P2~ Then

2n

S (~1)[(Q; Ho, ... Hy, ..., Hz,)] = 0.

i=0
The product in G is defined on generators as the join:
[S1][S2] = [S1 - Sa].
Clearly, it is commutative. The coproduct is defined by the formula
(6.1) A9SI = > [S®[s'].

|I] is even

The coproduct AY 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— H,

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

2n
H2n—1 <P2n_1\Q, <U Hz) \Q>
1=1

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 Hy = (C(a. For a 1-dimensional simplex S = (Q; Hy, Hs)

a quadric Q is a pair of points Q1,Qa € P'. An orientation of the quadric is the choice
of an ordering of points Q1 and Q3. We have

H(S) = —5log™ ([Qu, Hy, Qa, Hal) € Hi.

For every hyperbolic simplex & < H?"~! 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) perg: H, — R(n —1)

where R(n — 1) = R(27i)"~! < C. Goncharov proved in [Gon99, Theorem 4.7] that the
following equality holds:

Vol(S) = perg(h(S)) € R(n —1).

Notice that our normalization of the hyperbolic volume is different from the standard one
by a factor of (2mi)"i/(2n — 2)!.

6.2. Orthoschemes and Maslov index.

Definition 6.3. A projective simplex S = (Q; Hy,...,Hy) in P™ is called an or-
thoscheme if Q) is smooth, the hyperplanes Hy, ..., H,, are in general position and the
hyperplanes H; and H; are orthogonal for |i — j| > 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 P! 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 = (Q; Hy, ..., H,,) in P! we define two more hyper-
planes in P!

m L m—1 €L
(6.3) Hy = (ﬂ H) and Hy,pq = (ﬂ H) .
=2

i=1

We label hyperplanes Hy, ..., Hp4+1 by an index i € Z/(m+2)Z and denote by hg, ..., hmi1
the corresponding hyperplanes in F. Distinct indices i, j € Z/(m +2)Z are called adjacent
if (i —j) = £1 (mod m + 2). Clearly, the hyperplanes H; and H; are orthogonal for any
pair of nonadjacent indices.

Definition 6.4. An orthoscheme S is called generic if hyperplanes Hy, ..., Hpn11 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

1
H, = ﬂ H; for reZ/(m+ 2)Z.
ig{r—1,rr+1}
Remark 6.5. If S is a generic orthoscheme, then simplices
SU = (Q; Hiz1, Hiyo, ..., Hitp), i€Z/(m+2)Z,
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 My ,,,+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 (zg,...,Zm4+1) € Mo mie of points in P! = P(V) and let
1o, -, Lyms1 be lines in V corresponding to points g, ..., Zm+1 € PL. Let w e A2VY be a
symplectic form. The vector space

m+1 >
(6.4) E = Ker (69 l; => V)
=0

has dimension m and carries a non-degenerate quadratic form defined on a vector
v=(vgy...,Un41) EFE

by the formula

aw)y=" > wlv,v).

0<i<j<m+1

We denote by q(v1,v2) the symmetric bilinear form, associated to q.

Example 6.6. Consider the case m = 1. Fix nonzero vectors eg € ly,e1 € l1,e2 € ls. The
vector space E is spanned by the vector

v = (w(e,ez)ep,w(es, eg)er,w(eg,er)es) .

Then
(6.5) q(v,v) = w(ey, e2)w(ea, eg)w(eg, e1).
For any subset I = {ig,41...,i,41} < {0,1,...,m + 1} we define a vector space
r+1 7
E; = Ker @lij = ,
=0

which is a subspace of E. As a quadratic space it is isometric to the space obtained from
the configuration (x,,...,%;,.,) € Mo m+2 by the same construction as above.
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Lemma 6.7. For 0 < i < j < m + 1 consider subsets I = {0,...,i,7,...,m + 1}
and I' = {t,i+ 1,...,5} of {0,...,m + 1}. Then we have an orthogonal decomposition
E=E ®Ep.

Proof. We have dim(E) = dim(E7) +dim(Ep) and Ern Ep = 0,s0 E = Er@® Ep. Also,
consider v € Er and v’ € Ep such that v = (vo,...,Um+1),V" = (V). ..,V 1) € E. Then
we have v, = 0 for i <r < j and v). = 0 for r < i and for r > j. We have

q(v,v") = Z w(”?“l??]:‘g) = Z W(UTUU;*Q) = Z w<v7”17v’:‘2)

r1<ro r1<r2 r1<i<re<y
(6.6)
:W(Z Upy s Z v;,2>=w<2 vr1,0>=0.
r1<t 1<ra<j r1<i
This implies that E; and Ejp are orthogonal subspaces of F, so the decomposition
E = E; ® Ep is orthogonal. O
Theorem 6.8. For a configuration (xg,...,Tm+1) consider a projective simplex

Ort(‘r07 o 7xm+1) = (Q7 H17 o 7Hm+1)

in P(E), where Q is the quadric defined by a quadratic form q and H; = P <Eil_17i7i+1> for
1 <i<m. Then ort(zg,...,Tm+1) IS a generic projective orthoscheme. This gives a bi-
jection between points of Mo m+2 and isometry classes of generic projective orthoschemes.
Proof. To prove that S = ort(zg, ..., Tp+1) is an orthoscheme first notice that by Lemma
6.7 we have
1
EiZ 101 = B, i—1i+1,.m+1}-

From here it is obvious that for |i — j| > 1 we have Ej_1 ;41 < Ez‘lfl,i,iﬂ’ so S is an

orthoscheme. By the same argument, hy = E&Lmﬂ and Ap,q1 = E(]L’m’mﬂ. It is easy to
see that

(6.7) () hr=0

r¢{i,j}
for any 0 < i # j < m + 1. Indeed, by Lemma 6.7 if v = (vg,...,Un4+1) iS & vector in
(Voggijy Ior then we have an equality v, = 0 for any r ¢ {4, j}. Since Sty =0, we
conclude that v; + v; = 0, which contradicts our assumption that the lines ly,. .., 11

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 = (QaHvam)
in P(F) we consider the sum of projection maps

m+1

(6.8) p: E— @ (E/h).
i=0
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Since Hy, ..., Hy,+1 are in general position, p is injective and images of the lines E/h; in
the space Coker(p) are distinct. We define conf(S) to be the configuration of these lines
in P! = P(Coker(p)).

To see that conf(ort(zo,...,Zm+1)) = (Zo,...,Tm+1) notice that for a configuration
(zo,...,Tm+1) we have an exact sequence
m+1
(6.9) 0—>E—>@li—>V—>0.
i=0

By Lemma 6.7 we have a canonical isomorphism l; = E;_1 ;41 = E/h; for 0 <i <m+1.
Moreover, it is easy to see that the embedding £ — (—B?:{)lli is identified with the sum of
projections (6.8).
Finally, we need to show that the generic orthoschemes
S = (Q:Hy,..., Hy)
and
ort(conf(S)) = (Q'; Hy, ..., H.,)
are isometric. By the same argument as above, the configurations of hyperplanes Hy, ..., Hy11
and H),...,H], , are projectively equivalent. The fact that @ is uniquely determined

by the hyperplanes Hy, ..., H,, 1 can be easily checked in coordinates and is left to the
reader. g

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

Proposition 6.9. Let S = ort(zg,...,Tm+1) be a generic orthoscheme. For a subset
I={i,....,i,} < {1,...,m} we define ig = 0,i,41 = m + 1. Then we have
(6.10) St = ort(Tig, Tiyy .o Tipyy),
and
T
(611) SI = H Ol“t(l‘ip,$ip+1, e 7$ip+1717 $ip+1)-
p=0

Proof. Let J =T u{0,m+1} < {0,...,m + 1} and J, = {ip,ip + 1,...,0p41 — L, ipt1}
for 0 < p < r. Applying Lemma 6.7 consequently we deduce that we have an orthogonal
decomposition

s
E=E;®&@E,,,.
p=0

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 = (Q, Hy,...,Hy,) the quadric @ is smooth, and
every face St is a generic orthoscheme, so quadrics Hy n Q are also smooth. O

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 9ﬁ6‘7m+2 C Mo, m+2 15 the connected component
of the set of real points of the variety Mo 42 consisting of configurations projectively
equivalent to

T = (3307 s 7xm+1)

with xg, ..., Tmy1 € R and
(6.12) Tial < X1 < Top < - < Tyl < T < L.

Proposition 6.12. For x € i)ﬂgmw the orthoscheme ort(x) is the projectivization of a

hyperbolic orthoscheme. This gives a bijection between points of im&m+2 and isometry
classes of hyperbolic orthoschemes.

Proof. For x € Dﬁgvm 1o 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 w € A2V to be the usual area form. Denote the index
of a quadratic space E by Ind(FE). Since index is additive, Lemma 6.7 implies that

IIld(E) = Z Ind(EO’i’iJrl).
i=1

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

1 if 1 = m,

Ind(Ep 1) = {_1 ifi+£m

so Ind(E) = m — 2 and ¢ has signature (1,m — 1). The hyperboloid {v € F | ¢(v) = 1}
has two connected components and we identify one of them with H™!. Since

Ind(E07i7m+1) =1for 1<i<m,
we can define a hyperbolic tetrahedron with vertices
A; = Egim1 n H™ !

for 1 < i < m. In this way we get a hyperbolic orthoscheme with projectivization ort(z).

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 Hy, H,, ;1 defined by (6.3) do not intersect H™~!. The map (6.8) is
a complexification of the corresponding map of real vector spaces, so the configuration
conf(S) is equivalent to a configuration (xg,...,ZTn+1) With zg,...,Zyne1 € R. Without
loss of generality, ,,+1 < . Since ort(conf(S)) is isometric to S by Theorem 6.8, we
know that

Ind(E07i7m+1) =1for 1<i<m,
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SO Tma1 < x; < xg for 1 < 4 < m. On the other hand, for any 1 < ¢ < j < m the
quadratic space Ep; jm+1 must have signature (1,1), so

IIld(E()’Z'J') = Ind(E()JJ,m_;_l) — Ind(EQJ'mH_l) =—1for 1<i<m,
thus z; < z; by (6.5). O
6.4. Orientations of orthoschemes. Let

P= <p07 cee 7p2n+1)

be an alternating polygon. The variety 9p has an étale covering M. This covering can
be characterized by the fact that for an alternating subpolygon P’ of P the square root
of the cross-ratio 4/cr(P’) is a regular function on M.

By Theorem 6.8 we have a generic orthoscheme ort(z) for every x € Mp; let @, be the
corresponding quadric. Since @), has two orientations, we have an action of the spherical
pure braid group 71 (9Mp) on the set with two elements. Consider the corresponding
cohomology class

Orp € H' (Mp, Z/27) .
For an alternating subpolygon P’ of P we have the forgetful morphism fp pr: Mp — Mps.

Lemma 6.13. For every decomposition P = Py 1 Py the following equality holds:
Orp = (fp,p,)*Orp, + (fp,p,)"Orp,.

Proof. The statement follows immediately from the following observations. By Lemma
6.7 for a point z € Mp the quadratic space E, defined by (6.4) is the orthogonal sum
of the corresponding spaces EfP,Pl(x) and Efp,p2(x)' It is easy to see that a choice of

orientations of quadrics Qy, P, (2) and @ (z) defines a choice of an orientation of the

Ip.py
quadric @), from where the statement can be easily deduced. O

Definition 6.14. For an alternating polygon P consider a subgroup

ﬂ Ker(Orp/) € m1(Mp).
P'cP

We denote by IMMP the corresponding étale cover of Mp.

Remark 6.15. The group (\pcp Ker(Orp/) 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 ort(z) for each point z* € M}
over x € Mp it is sufficient to fix a choice of an orientation of ort(x) for just one “base
point” xg € MP. The hyperbolic locus IME < Mp is simply connected, and hyperbolic
simplices have a canonical orientation, so any point of 931?, can be taken as the base
point. If P is odd, we define ortp(z®) as the scissors congruence class of the oriented
orthoscheme ort(z*) 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 AY[ort(z*)] in G. Recall that we have defined a set of alternating subpoly-
gons alt(P) in §4.3.

Proposition 6.16. For an alternating polygon P the following equality holds
2r
AYortp = Z ortg ® (H ortsz) .
Sealt(P) 1=0

Proof. By (6.1), we have

AYortp = Z [(ortp);] ® [(Ol“tp)l] .

|I] is even

It is easy to see that [(ortp)l ] = (0 if [ is not alternating. Indeed, by Proposition 6.9, if 1
is even and not alternating, then [(ortp)l ] 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. O

6.5. Alternating polylogarithms. For a,...,a, € C fix the choice of square roots
/a1, ...,+/a, € C. An alternating polylogarithm is a framed mixed Hodge structure
defined by the following formula:

ALiZL-tl,...,nk (al, e ,ak) =
k

2% Z (H ei> Li#h...mk(el\/a_’ e €RN/OE).

€1,..,ex€{—1,1} \i=1
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 :

ALif(a1) = %(Li?(\/a—l) — Li¥(—/ay)) = %loga <%\/Z—%> ;

ALar) = S (L (var) — L (- vaD);

ALiT{l (al, CLQ)

= & (L4 (Van, V) — L (—ar, yaz) — Lith (var, —as) + Lifh (s, —vaa))

Assume that S is an irreducible algebraic variety over C. For ¢1,...,¢r € C(S)*
consider a covering S of S such that ,/¢1, ...,/ are regular on S. We define

AL o1, ml 2, nal ..o, i) = AL | (01,02, 0%) € Hg.
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Proposition 6.18. The coproduct of alternating polylogarithms can be computed by the
following formula:

AHHALiH([(pl, nl\ e |(pk, nk])
k
Z ((ALi"" 1, 1] . .. |ps, 5] @ 1) (1 ® ALIT) A [0 1, g1 - [or, n])) -

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that
1 k
(oL (5 ] [ e ) A" [erv/eor,mal .- lexn/or, mi]
(6.13) 2 _ —
€1,..,ex€{—1,1} \1=1
= (1® AL A [or,ma| .. or, ma];
after that the statement would follow from (3.20).

For € = (€1,...,€;) consider a sequence
€= (x5, .-, Tryt)
= (0, 1,(3, oo, 0,€6140/01,0,...,0,€162/01/ P2, - - - ,E), cos0,€1€9 L €/ PIN D2 - A/ PR )-
ni no ng

By (3.5) we have
A [ery/or,mal .. |€kn/ s k]

~ (1)EiEn Y (HIH T e TS 15 ,pﬂ))@x?

I=(i0,....ir+1)

where the summation goes over all sequences 0 = ig < i1 < -+ < i <441 =n + 1 with
i1 = 1. From (2.9) it follows that for any sequence I we have

2ik Z (H ) <H1H< 2 3 L +17"'7x§p+11;x§p+1)> ®L1H(x§)

€1,,ex€{—1,1}

<H1H< L, zp+17 -'7$?p+1717 zp+1>>®AL1 ( )

which implies (6.13). O
Example 6.19. We have

AMALIY, (a1, a2) = 1 ® ALi{, (a1, a2) + ALi} (a1) ® ALi}! (a2) + ALiY) (a1, a2) ® 1
- IH(L ai, alag) ® ALi,{L(alag).
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Corollary 6.20. Alternating polylogarithms satisfy the quasi-shuffie relation
ALi (2 y) = AL’ (2)ALi’ (y)
Jor x,y € Fg.
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 h(ortp) over M} in
terms of alternating polylogarithms. For that, we first construct a collection of functions
on 9P, which are square roots of cross-ratios.
We start with the case n = 1. For an alternating polygon P = (pg, p1, p2, p3) consider
a point z° € MP over
T = (Tpg; Tpy s Tpys Tpy) € Mp.

Then ort(z®) = (Q; Hy, H), where @ is a quadric of dimension zero, thus a pair of
points Q@ = {Q1,Q2} in PL. Since Q is oriented, the pair {Q1,Q2} is ordered. It follows
from the proof of Theorem 6.8 that the configuration (zp,,2p,, Tp,, Tpy) is projectively
equivalent to the configuration (Hy, Hy, Hy, H3), where Hy = H2L and Hs = Hll A direct
computation shows that

[Q1, Hy, Qs, Hy] + 1)
(Zpos Tp1»> Tpo, Tps | = [Ho, Hi, Ho, H3| = <[Q1,H1,Q2,H2] -1/

We put

[Q1, H1,Q2, Ha] +1
[Q1, Hy,Q2,Ha] — 1

if P is even,

(6.14) cr(P) =
[Q2, H1,Q1,Ha] — 1
[Q2, H1,Q1, Ha] +1

Lemma 6.21. Consider an alternating polygon P. The product
n
Ver(P) = [ [ ver(@)
=1

does not depend on the choice of a quadrangulation Q = {Qq,...,Qn} € Q(P).

if P is odd.

Proof. Since cr(P) does not depend on the choice of a quadrangulation, the product
[T, 4/cr(Q;) 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)

cr(Q;) is real and positive if Q; corresponds to the edge length. Similarly, 4/cr(Q;)
equals to Ai for positive A if Q; 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. O
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For an alternating polygon P we put Hyp, to be Hg for S = My,. Since square roots of
cross-ratios are regular functions on 9}, we have an element

ALi™(Tp) e Ho.
Theorem 6.22. We have the following equality of framed variations on NP :
(6.15) h(orty) = ALi"(Tp).

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. We start with the case n = 1. Consider
a point &% = (Tpy, Tp,, Tps, Tps) € Mp. From (6.14) we have an equality

ver(P)+1

cr(P)—1

if P is even,

[Q1, H1,Q2, H2| =
1 —+/cr(P)
1+ +/cr(P)
Recall that by Example 6.2 we have an equality h[ort(z®)] = —% log™ ([Q1, Hyi, Q2, Hs)) .
For an even polygon P = (0, 1,2, 3)

1 1,2,
AL(Tp) = —ALT([(0,1,2,3), 1]) = — log# LT V(0. 129)

2% 1C cr(0,1,2,3)’

if P is odd.

so h(ortp) = ALi’(Tp). For an odd polygon P = (0,1,2,3) we have
ALl’{l (TP) = ALITL([(L 2,3, 4)7 1])

1 14 /cr(1,2,3,4 1 1— \/er(1,2,3 4
i IOgH + CI'( ) _ _ lOgH I'(
2 1—4/cr(1,2,3,4) 1+ +/cr
so again h(ortp) = ALi’(Tp). This finishes the proof for n = 1.

Next, assume that n > 1. From Theorem 4.14 we know that A" Tp = 0. Thus
Proposition 6.18 and Corollary 6.20 imply that

AMHAL(Tp) = (AL @ ALI")AT7Tp = ) ALI™(Ts) ® (HAM TS>
SeAlt(P)

Comparing it with Proposition 6.16 we see that by induction we have
AMHALI®(Tp) = A" h(ortp),

so the variation ALi"*(Tp) — h(ortp) is constant on M. On the divisor x,, = zp, both
sides equal to zero. Indeed, this is obvious for alternating polylogarithms. For h(ortp)
it follows from the fact that in this specialization the quadric @@ becomes singular, which
can be easily deduced from (6.5). This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

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