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A Family of Algebraic Operations

Extending the Turaev Cobracket

Toyo TANIGUCHI ∗

Abstract

We introduce a family of maps parametrised by certain ribbon graphs. It is based on a connection in non-

commutative geometry and contains the double divergence as a special case. Applying the construction

to the case of the group algebra of the fundamental group of a compact connected oriented surface with

boundary, we obtain an algebraic generalisation of the Turaev cobracket. If the connection is flat, they

define classes in the Lie algebra cohomology of the space of derivations. In the case of the free associative

algebra, we show that they are canonically identified with the standard generators of the cohomology ring

of the matrix Lie algebra gl
n
.
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1. Introduction

The Turaev cobracket is a loop operation introduced in [Tur91] together with its quantisation, and gives a

Lie bialgebra structure on the vector space spanned by the homotopy set of free loops on a connected compact

oriented surface. This Lie bialgebra is a topological counterpart of the Batalin-Vilkovisky structure on the

moduli space of flat principal super Lie group bundles; the Lie algebra part is classically known by Goldman

[Gol86], and the extension to the whole BV structure is done by Alekseev, Naef, Pulmann, and Ševera [ANPŠ24].

If the surface has only one boundary component, the associated graded of this Lie bialgebra with a suitable

filtration is isomorphic to Schedler’s necklace Lie bialgebra on the cyclic quotient |T (W )| of the free associative

algebra over a vector spaceW ; see Section 6 of [KK16] for the precise statement and original references. This al-

gebraic operation also appears in the framework of operad theory. In [MW15], Merkulov–Willwacher introduced

a prop of ribbon graphs with a canonical representation on |T (W )| whereW is equipped with a skew-symmetric

pairing. In particular, Theorem 4.2.3 in [MW15] shows that a representation over this prop is automatically an

involutive Lie bialgebra, and it can be shown that their bialgebra structure on |T (W )| coincides with Schedler’s

one.

In this paper, we will define a family of algebraic operations on the space of free loops extending the Turaev

cobracket. We shall briefly see the construction in a special case. First, we define a series of maps called

k-divergence

Div∇k : DerK(A)
⊗k → |A|⊗2

associated with a K-algebra A, an A-bimodule M , an action of DerK(A) on M and a non-commutative version

of a connection (or a covariant derivative) ∇ on M . In some situations, |A| is endowed with a Lie bracket and

a Lie algebra homomorphism ψ : |A| → DerK(A). The pull-back

Div∇k ◦ψ⊗k : |A|⊗k → |A|⊗2

is denoted by δψ,∇k .
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For k = 1, the map Div∇1 is an analogue of the usual divergence; see the author’s previous paper [Tan24b] for

more details. Its pull-back δψ,∇1 has a very interesting interaction with loop operations. The result of Alekseev–

Kawazumi–Kuno–Naef [AKKN23] and the author [Tan24b] state that, in the case of group algebra A = Kπ of

the fundamental group π = π1(Σ) of a connected oriented compact surface Σ with non-empty boundary, we can

choose M , ∇ and ψ suitably so that −δψ,∇1 coincides the framed version of the Turaev cobracket in [AKKN23].

In fact, the Lie algebra map ψ is given by the Kawazumi–Kuno action σ introduced in [KK14], which is another

loop operation. See Remark 2.7 for a more precise statement. For k = 2, some values of δσ,∇2 are computed in

Example 2.8.

The original motivation for the construction of k-divergence was to craft another loop operation such that

multiple intersections are resolved at the same time. Our rather algebraic definition of the operations δψ,∇k lacks

topological viewpoint: even in the case of the group algebra Kπ, each operation is not mapping-class-group

equivariant as opposed to the case of the Turaev cobracket, but instead, the framework is applicable to an

arbitrary algebra. See Remark 3.6 for the discussion.

In the case of A = T (W ), the free associative algebra over a K-vector space W , the ribbon graph operations

reappear. Suppose we are given a skew-symmetric pairing

〈·, ·〉 : W ⊗W → K,

from which we obtain a Lie algebra homomorphism Ham〈·,·〉 : |T (W )| → DerK(T (W )). Here, |T (W )| is equipped

with the necklace bracket.

Theorem (Theorem 3.4). Let ∇W be the canonical flat connection given in Definition 3.1 on the space of

non-commutative 1-forms on T (W ). Then, the map

(−1)kδ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k : |T (W )|⊗k → |T (W )|⊗2

coincides with the operation associated with the unique bivalent connected ribbon graph with k vertices and k

edges.

Recall that the divergence map on an oriented Riemannian manifold in the usual differential geometry is a

1-cocycle on the Lie algebra of vector fields. The following is a corresponding result for k-divergences. Let A

be any K-algebra and alt : ∧k DerK(A) → DerK(A)
⊗k the alternisation map.

Theorem (Theorem 4.13). If the connection ∇ is flat, the map Div∇k ◦ alt is a Lie algebra k-cocycle on DerK(A).

If k is even, the cocycle vanishes.

Along the way, we develop a theory of non-commutative de Rham cohomology with vector bundle coefficients,

which is eventually applied to give a proof of the theorem above.

In the important case of A = T (W ), we have an explicit description of the cocycle for k odd. Recall that

the cohomology ring H•
CE(gl(W ),K) is isomorphic to the exterior algebra with a single degree-k generator for

each k odd, 1 ≤ k ≤ 2 dim(W )− 1; for the proof, see Theorem 2.1.6 of [Fuk86] for example.

Theorem (Theorem 4.15). Let DerK(T (W ))(≥0) be the space of derivations with non-negative degree. Then,

we have a canonical isomorphism

H•
CE(gl(W ),K) ∼= H•

CE(DerK(T (W ))(≥0), |T (W )|),

under which the cohomology class of (−1)kDiv∇W

k ◦ alt for k odd is sent to the standard generator of H•
CE(gl(W ),K)

of degree k.

Organisation of the paper. In Section 2, We define k-divergences and calculate some values in the case of

group algebra. Section 3 is occupied with the proof of Theorem 3.4. Section 4 is devoted to the general theory

of non-commutative de Rham cohomology with vector bundle coefficients, which is used in the proof of Theorem

4.13. In Appendix A, we define the infinitesimal action of a derivation to a connection and discuss the relation

with the associated divergence for further analysis of divergence maps.
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Acknowledgements. The author thanks Sergei Merkulov for the heart-warming discussion and for sharing

their draft on ribbon graphs and loop operations, and Nariya Kawazumi for many comments on the draft.

Conventions. K is a field of characteristic zero. Unadorned tensor products are always over K. We use

Sweedler-type notation: an element of the tensor product X ⊗X is denoted as x = x′ ⊗ x′′.

2. Divergence Maps and a Family of Operations

Let B be a unital associative K-algebra. Recall some notions introduced in [Tan24b]. Also, see [Gin05] for

a general theory of non-commutative differential geometry.

Definition 2.1.

• The trace space of B is defined by |B| = B/[B,B], which is the quotient by the K-vector space generated

by commutators. This is merely the cyclic quotient, not the abelianisation.

• The space of non-commutative 1-forms Ω1B on B is a B-bimodule defined by

Ω1B = Be{db : b ∈ B}/〈d(bb′) = (db)b′ + b(db′), d is K-linear〉.

The space of p-forms is defined by ΩpB = Ω1B ⊗B · · · ⊗B Ω1B
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p times

.

• For f ∈ DerK(B), the Lie derivative Lf : Ω
1B → Ω1B is defined by

Lf (bdb
′) = f(b)db′ + bdf(b′) for b, b′ ∈ B.

• A derivation action on a B-module M is a triple (d, ϕ, ρ) where d is a Lie algebra over K and

ϕ : d → DerK(B) and ρ : d → EndK(M)

are Lie algebra homomorphisms satisfying the compatibility:

ρ(f)(bm) = ϕ(f)(b)m+ bρ(f)(m) for f ∈ d, b ∈ B and m ∈M .

• A connection on M is a K-linear map ∇ : M → Ω1B ⊗B M satisfying the Leibniz rule:

∇(bm) = db⊗m+ b∇(m) for b ∈ B and m ∈M.

This is extended to the degree +1 derivation by the following:

∇ : ΩpB ⊗B M → Ωp+1B ⊗B M

ω ⊗m 7→ dω ⊗m+ (−1)pω∇(m),

and the connection ∇ is flat if ∇2 : M → Ω2B ⊗B M vanishes.

Definition 2.2. Let (d, ϕ, ρ) be a derivation action on M , and ∇ a connection on M . With these data given,

we define a map c∇ as

c∇ : d → EndB(M) : f 7→ (iϕ(f) ⊗ idM ) ◦ ∇ − ρ(f) .

Note that it takes its value in the space of B-linear maps by the compatibility. The property of this map is

discussed in Section 4.

Definition 2.3. Suppose M is dualisable (i.e., finitely generated and projective). For k ≥ 1, we define the

k-divergence map Div∇k : d⊗k → |B| associated with a derivation action (d, ϕ, ρ) and a connection ∇ by the

following: for f1, . . . , fk ∈ d,

Div∇k (f1, . . . , fk) = Tr(c∇(f1) ◦ · · · ◦ c∇(fk)) .

We denote the pullback by a Lie algebra homomorphism ψ : g → d for some Lie algebra g by δψ,∇k = Div∇k ◦ψ⊗k.

3



Proposition 2.4. Div∇k is cyclically symmetric in its arguments: Div∇k (f1, f2, . . . , fk) = Div∇k (f2, . . . , fk, f1).

Proof. This follows from the property of the trace map.

Remark 2.5. The case of k = 1 is simply called the divergence map, and its details and applications are

discussed in [Tan24b]. Note that the divergence here differs from [Tan24b] by a sign, which is purely conventional.

Definition 2.6. For a K-algebraA, the default derivation action is defined by B = Ae,M = Ω1A, d = DerK(A),

ϕ : DerK(A) → DerK(A
e) : f 7→ f ⊗ id+ id⊗f , and

ρ : DerK(A) → EndK(Ω
1A) : f 7→ Lf ,

and we will use this action unless otherwise specified.

Remark 2.7. Let Σ = Σg,n+1, an oriented connected compact surface of genus g with n+1 boundary compo-

nents. Put π = π1(Σ, ∗), the fundamental group of Σ with a base point ∗ ∈ ∂Σ, and consider the group algebra

A = Kπ. Then, the Kawazumi-Kuno action σ : |Kπ| → DerK(Kπ) is defined by the following formula: for a free

loop α and a based loop β, both generically immersed, we set

σ(α)(β) =
∑

p∈α∩β

sign(p;α, β)α ∗p β

where sign(p;α, β) is a local intersection number with respect to the orientation of Σ, and α ∗p β is a curve

obtained by surgery at the intersection p. This is a Lie algebra homomorphism with |Kπ| endowed with the

structure of the Goldman Lie algebra. See [AKKN23] for the details.

Now take a free generating system C = (αi, βi, γj)1≤i≤g,1≤j≤n of π so that αi and βi form a genus pair, γj
is a boundary loop and

α1β1α
−1
1 β−1

1 · · ·αgβgα
−1
g β−1

g γ1 · · · γn

represents a boundary loop based at ∗ ∈ ∂Σ. The flat connection ∇C on Ω1
Kπ is defined by ∇C((dc)c

−1) = 0

for all c ∈ C. Then, by the result of Alekseev–Kawazumi–Kuno–Naef [AKKN23] and the author [Tan24b], the

map −δσ,∇C

1 : |Kπ| → |Kπ|⊗2 coincides with the framed version of the Turaev cobracket. From this viewpoint,

the series of maps δσ,∇C

k is regarded as an algebraic extension of the Turaev cobracket.

Table 1: Some values of δσ,∇C

2 .

x y δσ,∇C

2 (x, y) (x, y) disjoint?

sm any element 0 Y

st st 3stst⊗ 1− 2tsst⊗ 1− 2st⊗ st+ 1⊗ stst N

st tu tus⊗ t− tuts⊗ 1 + tust⊗ 1− tu⊗ st− st⊗ tu+ t⊗ t−1sttu N

st tu−1 tu−1s⊗ t− tu−1ts⊗ 1 + tu−1st⊗ 1

−tu−1 ⊗ st− st⊗ tu−1 + t⊗ t−1sttu−1 Y

su u−1tuv t[u, s]⊗ v + t⊗ tuvu−1t−1[s, u] + tuvu−1[s, u]⊗ 1 Y

sv tu 2tu[s, v]⊗ 1 + t⊗ tut−1[s, v] + ut[v, s]⊗ 1 + t⊗ [v, s]u+ 1⊗ [s, v]tu Y

tu stuvu−1t−1 0 Y

a b −ab⊗ 1 N

a bc −acb⊗ 1 N

a bcd −acdb⊗ 1 N

ab ab −2ab⊗ ab+ 2abab⊗ 1 Y

ab bc −bcba⊗ 1 + cbba⊗ 1− ab⊗ bc N

a aba−1b−1 −2ba⊗ b−1 + b⊗ b−1a+ baa⊗ a−1b−1 Y

4



Example 2.8. Some values of δσ,∇C

2 are listed in Table 1. We put a = α1, b = β1, c = α2, . . . , s = γ1, t = γ2
and so on, and omit the vertical bar | for the trace space for the sake of legibility. [x, y] = xy − yx is the usual

commutator.

It yields a non-zero value for some pair (x, y) of disjoint loops, so δσ,∇C

2 cannot be written as a composite

of a combination of the Goldman bracket and the Turaev cobracket. There are hints of topological features,

such as disjointness, reflected in the values (e.g., the sum of coefficients or the number of terms), but none

are particularly clear. For similar arguments involving cyclic words, the reader may want to compare it with

a combinatorial description of the Goldman–Turaev Lie bialgebra [Cha04] and Counting Intersection Theorem

for the TWG Lie algebra [CK21].

The original motivation to define the maps Div∇k was to eliminate the choice of a connection in reformulating

the divergence Div∇1 . Since we take the trace of c∇, the off-diagonal entries of the connection form of ∇ do

not contribute to Div∇1 at all, and the author expected that the conditions on Div∇k , to which they certainly

contribute, will restrict the choice of a connection. Therefore, we ask the following:

Question 2.9. Is there a (flat) connection ∇ on Ω1
Kπ that makes the operation δσ,∇k (anti-)symmetric in its

values?

Remark 2.10. In the case of the tensor algebra A = T (W ), we have a canonical flat connection ∇W explained

below, and a similar statement holds, as we will see in the next section.

3. Props of Ribbon Graphs

In this section, we will provide an explicit expression of Div∇k in the case of tensor algebra and see a relation

to operations associated with ribbon graphs introduced in [MW15] by Merkulov and Willwacher.

Definition 3.1. Let W be a finite-dimensional K-vector space and T (W ) the tensor algebra on W . The

canonical flat connection ∇W on Ω1T (W ) is defined by ∇W (dw) = 0 for all w ∈W .

Definition 3.2. Let 〈·, ·〉 : W ⊗W → K be a pairing. We extend the pairing to T (W )⊗T (W )→ T (W )⊗T (W )

by, for ui, wj ∈W ,

〈u1 · · ·ur, w1 · · ·ws〉 =
∑

1≤i≤r
1≤j≤s

〈ui, wj〉w1 · · ·wj−1ui+1 · · ·ur ⊗ u1 · · ·ui−1wj+1 · · ·ws .

The associated Hamiltonian flow is defined by

Ham〈·,·〉 : |T (W )| → EndK(T (W )) : a 7→ 〈a, ·〉 .

We can show that the image is contained in DerK(T (W )), and it is a Lie algebra morphism if the pairing is

skew-symmetric.

Remark 3.3. The map 〈·, ·〉 : T (W )⊗T (W ) → T (W )⊗T (W ) satisfies the axiom of a double bracket introduced

in [vdB08] by Van den Bergh. In general, a double bracket Π: A⊗A→ A⊗A induces the associated hamiltonial

flow HamΠ : |A| → DerK(A). See [Tan24a] for the details.

The following result supports the validity of the construction in the last section:

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the pairing 〈·, ·〉 : W ⊗W → K is skew-symmetric. Then, the map

(−1)kδ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k : |T (W )|⊗k → |T (W )|⊗2

coincides with the operation given by the ribbon graph Lk in Figure 1 for each k.

The explanation and the proof of the proposition occupy the rest of the section.

Before the proof, we recall the definition of a ribbon graph and the construction of the associated operations.

The notations below are aligned with the ones in [MW15].
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1̄
2̄

1

2
3

4

k−1
k

Figure 1: The ribbon graph Lk ∈ Rk
2,k. The labelling of the edges is suppressed, as any choice of these gives

the same element in RGra1(2, k).

Definition 3.5.

• A ribbon graph is a tuple Γ = (H, τ1, τ0, I) where H is a non-empty finite set of half edges, τ1 : H → H is

an involution (i.e., τ21 = id) with no fixing points, τ0 : H → H is a bijection, and I is a (possibly empty)

finite set of isolated vertices. The set of vertices, edges and boundary components are defined by

V (Γ) = (H/τ0) ⊔ I, E(Γ) = H/τ1, and B(Γ) = H/(τ−1
1 ◦ τ0) ⊔ I .

• For a vertex v ∈ V (Γ)\I, let H(v) ⊂ H be the orbit of τ0 representing v. This set is equipped with a

natural cyclic order induced by τ0. The valency of the vertex is the cardinality of the set H(v). If v ∈ I,

the valency is defined to be zero.

• A direction of an edge e = {h, τ1(h)} ∈ E(Γ) is a total order on the set {h, τ1(h)}. A directed ribbon

graph is a ribbon graph with a choice of direction for each edge.

• A labelling of a ribbon graph Γ with n vertices, ℓ edges andm boundary components is a tuple of bijections

V (Γ) → {1, . . . , n}, E(Γ) → {1, . . . , ℓ} and B(Γ) → {1̄, . . . , m̄} .

Boundary components are conventionally labelled with barred numbers k̄.

• Rℓ
m,n is the set of (isomorphism classes of) all such directed labelled ribbon graphs.

A ribbon graph is depicted as a planar graph as in Figure 1, with the cyclic order at each vertex specified

in counterclockwise rotation.

Finally, the prop RGra1 is defined as follows: as a K-vector space,

RGra1(m,n) =
⊕

ℓ≥0

KRℓ
m,n/(Sℓ ⋊ S×ℓ

2 )

for m,n ≥ 1, where the symmetric group Sℓ acts on it by the re-numbering of edges, and each copy of S2 acts

by the corresponding edge flip with the factor (−1) for each transposition. The prop structure is given by a

composition of ribbon graphs, which is an analogue of surface glueing; we will not use the explicit formula below

and refer to Section 4.2 of [MW15] for the detail.

The prop RGra1 has a canonical representation on the space of cyclic words |T (W )| over a vector space W

with a skew-symmetric pairing (Theorem 4.2.2 of [MW15]), and we shall briefly recall it. With a ribbon graph

Γ ∈ Rℓ
m,n is associated a K-linear map Γ: |T (W )|⊗n → |T (W )|⊗m by the following procedure. To compute

Γ(w1, . . . ,wn) for cyclic words wi = w
(i)
1 · · ·w(i)

ri
with w

(i)
j ∈ W :

(1) Take a cyclic-order preserving injection qi : H(i) → {1, . . . , ri} for each i ∈ V (Γ). Here each vertex v is

identified with its label i, and the set {1, . . . , ri} is equipped with the cyclic order 1 ≤ 2 ≤ · · · ≤ ri ≤ 1.

This gives a cyclic arrangement of w
(i)
j ’s around the vertex i with w

(i)
qi(h)

on the half-edge h and other

letters in-between. If not possible (i.e., if #H(i) > ri), the value of Γ(w1, . . . ,wn) is zero.

6



(2) For each directed edge e = {h, τ1(h) : h ≤ τ1(h)} from a vertex i to the other i′ in this direction, take a

pairing 〈w
(i)
qi(h)

, w
(i′)
qi′ (τ1(h))

〉. Denote by λ the product of these scalars over all edges. The letters used in

the pairing are thus consumed.

(3) Obtain the cyclic words w′
k by collecting the surviving letters w

(i)
j along the k-th boundary of Γ.

(4) Γ(w1, . . . ,wn) is the sum of λ ·w′
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗w′

m for all possible combination of injections q = (qi)1≤i≤n.

Then, this only depends on the class in RGra1(m,n) by the skew-symmetry of the pairing.

Moreover, there is also a canonical map Lieb⋄ → RGra1 from the prop governing involutive Lie bialgebras

given by

(Lie bracket) 7→
1̄

1 2
and (Lie cobracket) 7→

2̄
1̄ 1 = L1 .

For the proof, see Theorem 4.2.3 of [MW15]. Therefore, an RGra1-algebra can be considered as an enhancement

of an involutive Lie bialgebra, and |T (W )| is automatically endowed with an involutive Lie bialgebra structure.

In general, for each integer d, we can define a Z-graded prop RGrad with the canonical representation on a

graded vector space with graded-symmetric pairing.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. The proof is done by direct computation. Take w1, . . . ,wk ∈ |T (W )| of the form

wi = w
(i)
1 · · ·w(i)

ri
with w

(i)
j ∈W . For w ∈W , we have

Ham〈·,·〉(wi)(w) =
∑

1≤si≤ri

〈w(i)
si
, w〉w

(i)
si+1 · · ·w

(i)
si−1,

c∇W
(Ham〈·,·〉(wi))(dw) = −d

(
∑

1≤si≤ri

〈w(i)
si
, w〉w

(i)
si+1 · · ·w

(i)
si−1

)

= −
∑

1≤si≤ri
1≤ti≤ri
si 6=ti

〈w(i)
si
, w〉w

(i)
si+1 · · ·w

(i)
ti−1dw

(i)
ti
w

(i)
ti+1 · · ·w

(i)
si−1,

c∇W
(Ham〈·,·〉(w1)) ◦ · · · ◦ c∇W

(Ham〈·,·〉(wk))(dw)

= c∇W
(Ham〈·,·〉(w1)) ◦ · · · ◦ c∇W

(Ham〈·,·〉(wk−1))

(

−
∑

1≤si≤ri
1≤ti≤ri
si 6=ti

〈w(k)
sk
, w〉w

(k)
sk+1 · · ·w

(k)
tk−1dw

(k)
tk
w

(k)
tk+1 · · ·w

(k)
sk−1

)

= · · · (repeatedly applied) · · ·

=
∑

1≤i≤k

∑

1≤si≤ri
1≤ti≤ri
si 6=ti

〈w(1)
s1
, w

(2)
t2

〉 · · · 〈w(k)
sk
, w〉(−1)k

w
(k)
sk+1 · · ·w

(k)
tk−1 · · ·w

(2)
s2+1 · · ·w

(2)
t2−1w

(1)
s1+1 · · ·w

(1)
t1−1dw

(1)
t1
w

(1)
t1+1 · · ·w

(1)
s1−1w

(2)
t2+1 · · ·w

(2)
s2−1 · · ·w

(k)
tk+1 · · ·w

(k)
sk−1,

and, by taking the trace, we have

(−1)kδ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k (w1, . . . ,wk) =
∑

1≤i≤k

∑

1≤si≤ri
1≤ti≤ri
si 6=ti

〈w(1)
s1
, w

(2)
t2

〉 · · · 〈w(k)
sk
, w

(1)
t1

〉

|w
(k)
sk+1 · · ·w

(k)
tk−1 · · ·w

(2)
s2+1 · · ·w

(2)
t2−1w

(1)
s1+1 · · ·w

(1)
t1−1|

⊗ |w
(1)
t1+1 · · ·w

(1)
s1−1w

(2)
t2+1 · · ·w

(2)
s2−1 · · ·w

(k)
tk+1 · · ·w

(k)
sk−1| .

which is exactly equal to Lk(w1, . . . ,wk) by the definition of the ribbon graph operation.
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Remark 3.6. Having seen this, the original motivation (in addition to giving a constraint to the choice of

connections) was to craft a family of loop operations, each corresponding to an element of RGra1 being an

extension of the Goldman–Turaev Lie bialgebra. The operations given by the graphs

1̄

1 2
and

2̄
1̄ 1

are the associated graded of the Goldman bracket and the Turaev cobracket, respectively, for the surface with

only one boundary component. For the reference, see the survey [KK16] by Kawazumi–Kuno, for example.

There were already some attempts by several people (and the author is, again, thankful to Sergei Merkulov for

sharing their past attempts on it), but all were unfortunately unsuccessful; operations given by the smoothing-

intersections type argument are not well-defined when two or more intersections are resolved at the same time.

In contrast, our definition of the operations δψ,∇k are purely algebraic with a lack of topological viewpoint. The

interpretation of these operations regarding the topology of curves would be an interesting topic.

Another result in their paper is that there is a map of propsHoLieb0,1 → RGra1 (Theorem 4.3.3 of [MW15]).

It would also be interesting to investigate the HoLieb0,1-relations in the case of the group algebra Kπ.

4. Non-commutative de Rham Cohomology and Vector Bundles

The quantity c∇ defined in the section 2 was essential for the construction. To see what it really is, we will

develop a theory on a non-commutative version of de Rham cohomology with a vector bundle coefficient. We

will relate the space of endomorphism-valued non-commutative differential forms to the Chevalley–Eilenberg

(CE) complex over a derivation Lie algebra in Theorem 4.8 and show that the alternated version Div∇k ◦ alt is

a k-cocycle in the CE complex.

Let B be a unital associative K-algebra.

Definition 4.1. The graded trace space DR•B = Ω•B/[Ω•B,Ω•B] of Ω•B is the space of de Rham differential

forms. An element of DRnB is of the form |b0db1 · · · dbn| with the relation generated by

|b0db1 · · · dbn| = (−1)n−1|db2 · · · dbn b0db1| .

Being a graded derivation, the exterior derivative d descends to DR•B.

Definition 4.2. We define the space of endomorphism-valued differential forms by

Ω•(B,EndM) = HomB(M,Ω•B ⊗B M).

For a connection ∇ on a B-module M , the space Ω•(B,EndM) is endowed with a degree +1 map D∇ given

by the covariant derivative:

D∇ : Ω•(B,EndM) → Ω•+1(B,EndM) : ξ 7→ [∇, ξ] := ∇ ◦ ξ − (−1)|ξ|(id⊗ ξ) ◦ ∇.

The space Ω•(B,EndM) is a (curved) differential graded Lie algebra with the graded commutator [ξ, η] =

(id⊗ ξ) ◦ η − (−1)|ξ||η|(id⊗ η) ◦ ξ, and D∇
2 = 0 holds if ∇ is flat.

Remark 4.3. The space Ω•(B,EndM) is not equal to the B-tensor product of Ω•B and EndB(M): the

latter does not even have a B-module structure unless B is commutative. Also, since we use the Koszul sign

convention, we have (id⊗ ξ) ◦ η = (−1)|ξ||η|η′ ⊗ (ξ ◦ η′′).

Definition 4.4. Let M be B-dualisable. The trace map on Ω•(B,EndM) with values in the non-commutative

de Rham complex DR•B is defined by

Tr : Ω•(B,EndM) → DR•B : θ ⊗ ω ⊗m 7→ |θ(m)ω|

using the narutal surjection |Ω•B| ։ DR•B.
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Proposition 4.5. The trace map

Tr : (Ω•(B,EndM), D∇) → (DR•B, d)

is a (curved) differential graded Lie algebra homomorphism. Here DR•B is regarded as an abelian Lie algebra.

Proof. Putting ∇ = ∇′ ⊗∇′′ :M → Ω1B ⊗B M , one has

D∇(θ ⊗ ω ⊗m) = [∇, θ ⊗ ω ⊗m]

= dθ(·)ω ⊗m+ θ(·)dω ⊗m+ (−1)|ω|θ(·)ω∇′(m)⊗∇′′(m)

− (−1)|ω|+|ω|∇′(·)θ(∇′′(·))ω ⊗m,

so that

TrD∇(θ ⊗ ω ⊗m) = |dθ(m)ω + θ(m)dω + (−1)|ω|θ(∇′′(m))ω∇′(m)−∇′(m)θ(∇′′(m))ω|

= d|θ(m)ω| = dTr(θ ⊗ ω ⊗m),

which shows that Tr intertwines the differentials. The proof that the trace map is a Lie algebra homomorphism

is analogous to the proof that the trace map is cyclic in its argument.

Since de Rham cohomology is closely related to Chevalley–Eilenberg cohomology in the usual differential

geometry, we shall now relate these in a non-commutative setting.

Definition 4.6.

• For a Lie algebra g over K and a g-module V , CnCE(g, V ) = HomK(∧
ng, V ) is the Chevalley-Eilenberg

complex with the differential

(dCEψ)(x0, . . . , xn) =
∑

0≤i≤n

(−1)ixi · ψ(x0, . . . , x̌i, . . . , xn)

+
∑

0≤i<j≤n

(−1)i+jψ([xi, xj ], x0, . . . , x̌i, . . . , x̌j , . . . , xn).

If V is an associative K-algebra with a g-equivariant multiplication, the complex is a differential graded

algebra with the shuffle product.

• For a derivation action (d, ϕ, ρ) on a dualisable B-moduleM , the space EndB(M) is regarded as a d-module

by f · µ = [ρ(f), µ] for f ∈ d and µ ∈ EndB(M).

• The maps

ι : Ω•(B,EndM) → C•
CE(d,EndB(M)) and ι : DR•B → C•

CE(d, |B|)

are given by, for fi ∈ d and α ∈ Ωn(B,EndM) or DRnB,

ι(α)(f1 ∧ · · · ∧ fn) = iϕ(fn)· · · iϕ(f1)α .

Here if ⊗ id is briefly denoted by if .

Remark 4.7. The map c∇ defined in Section 2 lives in C1
CE(d,EndB(M)).

Theorem 4.8. The following is a commutative diagram of curved complexes:

(
Ω•(B,EndM), D∇

)
(DR•B, d)

(
C•

CE(d,EndB(M)), dCE + [c∇, · ]
) (

C•
CE(d, |B|), dCE

)
.

Tr

ι ι

Tr

We need some preparations for the proof.
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Proposition 4.9. Two ι’s are cochain maps.

Proof. We only check the left one since the right one is easier. For θ ⊗ ω ⊗m ∈ M∗ ⊗B ΩnB ⊗B M , we have

(compare with the computation in the proof of Proposition 4.5), denoting iϕ(f) simply by if ,

ι(D∇(θ ⊗ ω ⊗m))(f0 ∧ · · · ∧ fn)

= ifn · · · if0(dθ ω ⊗m+ θdω ⊗m+ (−1)nθω∇m− (θ ◦ ∇) · ω ⊗m)

=
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)j(fj ◦ θ) · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m + θ · ifn · · · if0dω ·m

+
∑

0≤j≤n

(

(−1)n+(n−j)θ · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω · ifj∇m− (−1)j(θ ◦ ifj∇) · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ⊗m
)

.

On the other hand, we have

((dCE + [c∇, · ]) ◦ ι)(θ ⊗ ω ⊗m))(f0 ∧ · · · ∧ fn)

=
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)j[fj , θ · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m] +
∑

0≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kθ · ifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if0 i[fj ,fk]ω ·m

+
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)j [c∇(fj), θ · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m]

=
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)j[ifj∇, θ · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m] +
∑

0≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kθ · ifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if0 i[fj,fk]ω ·m

=
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)j
(

(fj ◦ θ) · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m+ θ · Lfj (ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω) ·m

+ θ · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω · ifj∇m− (θ ◦ ifj∇) · ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0ω ·m
)

+
∑

0≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kθ · ifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if0 i[fj ,fk]ω ·m.

Finally, we are done if we prove, on ΩnB,

ifn · · · if0d =
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)jLfj ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0 +
∑

0≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if0i[fj ,fk].

We proceed by induction. If n = 0, this is equivalent to if0d = Lf0 , which is true because Ω0B is simply equal

to B. For n ≥ 1, by the induction hypothesis,

ifn · · · if0d = ifn · · · if1Lf0 − (ifn · · · if1d)if0

= Lf0 ifn · · · if1 +
∑

1≤k≤n

ifn · · · i[fk,f0] · · · if1

−




∑

1≤j≤n

(−1)j−1Lfj ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if1 +
∑

1≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if1i[fj ,fk]



 if0

=
∑

0≤j≤n

(−1)jLfj ifn · · · ˇifj · · · if0 +
∑

0≤j<k≤n

(−1)j+kifn · · · ˇifk · · · ˇifj · · · if0 i[fj ,fk].

This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4.8. The square is commutative since contractions and trace maps are mutually compatible.

Furthermore, since M is dualisable, Tr : EndB(M) → |B| is automatically a DerK(B)-module map; hence is

also a d-module map. Therefore, Tr commutes with dCE. For any ψ, we have

Tr(dCE(ψ) + [c∇, ψ]) = Tr(dCE(ψ)) = dCE Tr(ψ).

This shows that Tr in the bottom row is a cochain map. Finally, the proposition above ensures that ι’s are

cochain maps.

The following is the key property of the map c∇.

10



Proposition 4.10. If ∇ is flat, c∇ is a Maurer–Cartan element with respect to the differential dCE. Therefore,

dCE + [c∇, · ] is also a differential.

Proof. Let R = ∇2 be the curvature. For a general connection ∇, we have

(dCEc∇)(f ∧ g) + [c∇(f), c∇(g)] = ι(R)(f ∧ g).

The proof is essentially the same as Proposition 4.11 in [Tan24b]. By the definition of the shuffle product,

[c∇(f), c∇(g)] is equal to (c∇ ◦ c∇)(f ∧ g); this implies dCEc∇ + c∇ ◦ c∇ = ι(R), which is zero if ∇ is flat.

We will now look at the map Div∇k with these tools available. To apply the above, we only consider the

alternated version Div∇k ◦ alt, where alt is defined by

alt(f1 ∧ . . . ∧ fk) =
∑

s∈Sk

(−1)sfs(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fs(k) .

Lemma 4.11. The map Div∇k ◦ alt: ∧kd → |B| is equal to Tr(c∇
k) ∈ CkCE(d, |B|).

Proof. This follows from the definition of Div∇k .

Corollary 4.12. For k even, Div∇k ◦ alt = Tr(c∇
k) is zero.

Proof. By the cyclic symmetry of the trace, we have

Tr(c∇
k) = Tr(c∇ ◦ c∇

k−1) = (−1)k−1 Tr(c∇
k−1 ◦ c∇) = −Tr(c∇

k) .

This completes the proof.

Theorem 4.13. If ∇ is flat, the map Div∇k ◦ alt ∈ CkCE(d, |B|) is a Lie algebra k-cocycle. If k is even, the

cocycle vanishes.

Proof. If k is even, the map Div∇k ◦ alt itself is zero. Suppose k is odd. Since (dCE + [c∇, · ])(c∇) = c∇
2 and

dCE + [c∇, · ] is a degree-1 derivation of the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex, which is a differential graded algebra,

we have

(dCE + [c∇, · ])(c∇
k) =

∑

1≤i≤k

(−1)i−1c∇
(i−1)+2+(k−i) = c∇

k+1.

Taking the trace, we obtain dCE(Tr(c∇
k)) = Tr(c∇

k+1) in Ck+1
CE (d, |B|), which is zero by the corollary above.

Remark 4.14. By the theorem above, the pullback δψ,∇k is also a k-cocycle. In the case of the tensor algebra

T (W ), an alternative proof of the map δ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k in Proposition 3.4 being a Lie algebra cocycle for k ≡ 1

mod 4 is available in the framework of the ribbon graph complex by Merkulov and Willwacher [MW15]. First,

using the notation there, the ribbon graph complex is given as the deformation complex

RGC1,1 := Def(Lieb
s1−→ RGra1)

associated with the properad morphism s1 given by

(Lie bracket) 7→
1̄

1 2
and (Lie cobracket) 7→ 0 .

This complex is automatically a differential graded Lie algebra with differential induced by s1, and it is naturally

isomorphic to the space of all infinite series of directed labelled ribbon graphs with their vertex- and boundary-

labelling skew-symmetrised. Furthermore, the differential is pictorially given by the vertex expansion, which

increases the number of edges by exactly one and preserves bivalent vertices. In addition, the element corre-

sponding to the graph Lk is non-zero if and only if k ≡ 1 mod 4. From these facts, it is readily seen that the

differential of Lk is always zero.
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Finally, the functorial property of the deformation complex gives the push-out map

RGC1,1 = Def(Lieb
s1−→ RGra1) → Def(Lieb→ End|T (W )|) = Ĉ•

CE(|T (W )|,∧|T (W )|) ,

which is a differential graded Lie algebra morphism. Here, the CE complex in the last term is suitably completed.

Under this morphism, the element Lk is sent to alt ◦ δ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k , which ensures its cocycle property. When

k ≡ 1 mod 4, Lk is already skew-symmetric and therefore is sent to δ
Ham〈·,·〉,∇W

k .

We refer to [MV09] for a detailed exposition on deformation complexes.

In the case of A = T (W ), the cocycles Tr(c k
∇W

) are the essential ones in the following sense:

Theorem 4.15. Let D = DerK(T (W ))(≥0) be the space of derivations with non-negative degree, and put V =

|T (W )|, which is a D-module. Then, we have a canonical isomorphism

H•
CE(gl(W ),K) ∼= H•

CE(D,V ),

under which the cohomology class of (−1)k Tr(c k
∇W

) for k odd is sent to the standard generator of the cohomology

ring H•
CE(gl(W ),K) of degree k.

We need the following lemma. The statement is standard, but we repeat the argument for clarity.

Lemma 4.16. Let ι : S →֒ R and π : R։ S be K-algebra maps with π ◦ ι = id. Put I = Kerπ. Then, we have

an adjunction

F : R-Mod ⇄ S-Mod : G

given by F (V ) = ι∗(V/IV ) and G(N) = π∗N .

Proof. We construct the universal maps η : V → GF (V ) and ε : FG(N) → N . First, we have GF (V ) =

(ι ◦ π)∗(V/IV ), so we define η : V ։ (ι ◦ π)∗(V/IV ) to be the natural projection. This is an R-module map:

for r ∈ R, it is uniquely written as r = ι(s) + z with s ∈ S and z ∈ I, so that, for v ∈ V ,

η(rv) = η(ι(s)v + zv) = [ι(s)v] = ι(s)η(v) = (ι ◦ π)(ι(s) + z)η(v) = (ι ◦ π)(r)η(v)

holds in V/IV . Next, we have FG(N) = ι∗((π∗N)/(Iπ∗N)) = N since Iπ∗N = 0 and π ◦ ι = id. We define ε

to be the identity map. Then, we have ε ◦ F (η) = id and η ◦G(ε) = id due to the isomorphism FG ∼= id.

Corollary 4.17. Let g be a non-negatively graded K-Lie algebra, and denote by g(0) the degree-0 part. For a

g(0)-module N , we have H•
CE(g

(0), N) ∼= H•
CE(g, π

∗N).

Proof. Set R = Ug, S = Ug(0), ι the natural inclusion, π the natural projection and V = K: the trivial

Ug-module. By the lemma above, we have an isomorphism of functors

HomUg(0)(K,−) ∼= HomUg(K, π
∗(−)).

because ι∗(K/IK) is just the trivial Ug(0)-module K. Therefore, their derived functors are isomorphic. Note

that the right-hand side is a composition HomUg(K,−) ◦ π∗, and π∗ is exact by definition. This implies the

derived functor of the right-hand side is just RHomUg(K,−) ◦ π∗. Now we have

H•
CE(g

(0), N) = Ext•Ug(0)(K, N) ∼= Ext•Ug(K, π
∗N) = H•

CE(g, π
∗N).

This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4.15. We have a natural map of complexes

j : C•
CE(gl(W ),K) →֒ C•

CE(D,V )

by the identifications gl(W ) = D(0) ⊂ D and K = V (0) ⊂ V . In addition, the complex C•
CE(D,V ) is naturally

Z-graded and the differential dCE has degree 0.
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Now, we set up a spectral sequence. Define a decreasing filtration on C• by, for p ∈ Z,

F pCn =
⊕

m≥p

HomK((∧
nD)(m), V ).

We can check
⋂

p

F pCn = 0 and dCE(F
pCn) ⊂ F pCn+1 by using the fact that D is non-negatively graded. The

E0-page is given by

Ep,q0 = F pCp+q/F p+1Cp+q ∼= HomK((∧
p+qD)(p), V ).

We compute the induced differential dp,q0 : Ep,q0 → Ep,q+1
0 . For ψ ∈ Ep,q0 and f0, . . . , fp+q ∈ D with

∑

0≤i≤p+q

deg(fi) =

p, we have

dp,q0 (ψ)(f0, . . . , fp+q) =
∑

0≤i≤p+q

(−1)ifi · ψ(f0, . . . , f̌i, . . . fp)

+
∑

0≤i<j≤p+q

(−1)i+jψ([fi, fj], f0 . . . , f̌i, . . . , f̌j , . . . , fp+q).

If deg(fi0) > 0, the term fi0 ·ψ(f0, . . . , f̌i0 , . . . fp) is zero since we have
∑

0≤i≤p+q
i6=i0

deg(fi) < p. This is re-stated as

that the action of fi with deg(fi) > 0 on the space V looks trivial. More precisely, we have

( ⊕

p+q=•

Ep,q0 , d0
)
∼=
(
C•

CE(D, π
∗ι∗V ), dCE

)

as complexes. By Corollary 4.17, we obtain
⊕

p+q=•

Ep,q1
∼= H•

CE(D, π
∗ι∗V ) ∼= H•

CE(D
(0), ι∗V ).

The centre of D(0) = gl(W ) is isomorphic to K and spanned by the Euler operator eu, which is a unique

derivation on T (W ) specified by eu(w) = w for all w ∈ W . It is acting on V by multiplication-by-degree.

Therefore, the “centre kills” argument shows H•
CE(D

(0), ι∗V ) ∼= H•
CE(D

(0), (ι∗V )(0)) = H•
CE(gl(W ),K). The

map j induces an isomorphism on E1. The only surviving terms in the E1 page are E
0,q
1 , so the spectral sequence

converges, and j is a quasi-isomorphism.

Next, the result of Fuks (Theorem 2.1.6 of [Fuk86]) states that the cohomology ring H•
CE(gl(W ),K) is

isomorphic to the exterior algebra generated by ϕk for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2 dim(W )− 1 and k odd, where

ϕk : ∧k gl(W ) → K : A1 ∧ · · · ∧Ak →
∑

s∈Sk

(−1)sTr(As(1) · · ·As(k)).

For f ∈ D(0) = gl(W ), we have

(c∇W
(f))(dw) = if∇W (dw) − Lf(dw) = −df(w).

Since f is just a matrix over K, the endomorphism c∇W
(f) ∈ EndT (W )e Ω

1T (W ) is represented by the matrix

−f . Therefore, we have

Tr(c k
∇W

)(f1 ∧ · · · ∧ fk) = (−1)kϕk(f1 ∧ · · · ∧ fk)

for fi ∈ D(0), which implies j(ϕk) = (−1)k Tr(c k
∇W

).

For many classical results on the commutative counterpart, see Chapter 2 of the book [Fuk86] by Fuks. For

the cohomology of the derivation Lie algebra on a free algebra over an (augmented) operad with various other

coefficients, see the paper [Dot23] by Dotsenko.

Appendix A. The Infinitesimal Action and Divergences

This section is devoted to the further study of the interaction between the map c∇ and a derivation action.

Let B be a K-algebra and M a left B-module. Recall the following in [Tan24b], Section 7:
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Definition A.1. A homological connection onM is a triple ∇ = (P•, ∂•,∇•) where P = (P•, ∂•) is a projective

resolution of M and ∇i is a connection on Pi. A homological connection ∇ is said to be flat if each ∇i is flat.

Now, we introduce the infinitesimal action.

Definition A.2. Let (d, ϕ, ρ) be a derivation action on M . For f ∈ d, we define the adjoint action of f on ∇

as follows. Firstly, choose a lift λ[f ] of ρ(f) : M → M to the projective resolution P once and for all, so that

λ[f ] is a ϕ(f)-derivation and the association f 7→ λ[f ] is K-linear. We define the adjoint action by

adf∇ =
{
(Lϕ(f) ⊗ id+ id⊗λ[f ]i) ◦ ∇i −∇i ◦ λ[f ]i : Pi → Ω1B ⊗B Pi

}

i≥0
.

Each map is an element of Ω1(B,EndPi).

Proposition A.3. Tr(adf∇) ∈ |B| is independent of the choice of a lift.

Proof. If we take another lift λ′[f ], the difference is B-linearly null-homotopic: λ[f ] − λ′[f ] = [∂, h] for some

h ∈ End
(1)
B (P ). Then, we have

Tr{
(
Lϕ(f) ⊗ id+ id⊗λ[f ]) ◦ ∇−∇ ◦ λ[f ]

)
−
(
Lϕ(f) ⊗ id+ id⊗λ′[f ]) ◦ ∇ −∇ ◦ λ′[f ]

)
}

= Tr([[∂, h],∇])

= Tr([[∂,∇], h] + [∂, [h,∇]]).

Since [∂,∇] and [h,∇] are B-linear, Tr([[∂,∇], h] + [∂, [h,∇]]) vanishes due to the cyclic invariance of the

trace.

Remark A.4. Note that ∇ is not B-linear, so we cannot deduce Tr([[∂, h],∇]) = 0 immediately.

Now, we see the relation between the adjoint action and the divergence.

Proposition A.5. Let R = ∇2 ∈ Ω2(M,EndP ) be the curvature. Then, we have adf∇ = D∇(c∇(f)) + iϕ(f)R

in Ω1(B,EndP ) for f ∈ d.

Proof. What we have to show is the equality

(Lϕ(f) ⊗ id+ id⊗λ[f ]) ◦ ∇ −∇ ◦ λ[f ] = [∇, iϕ(f)∇− λ[f ]] + iϕ(f)R.

The terms involving λ[f ] can be cancelled out, and the remaining is (Lϕ(f) ⊗ id) ◦ ∇ = [∇, iϕ(f)∇] + iϕ(f)R.

Denoting ϕ(f) by f , we have, for p ∈ P ,

(
(Lf ⊗ id) ◦ ∇ − [∇, if∇]

)
(p)

= Lf (∇
′(p))⊗∇′′(p)−∇(if∇(p)) + (id⊗ if∇)(∇(p))

= Lf (∇
′(p))⊗∇′′(p)−∇(if∇

′(p) · ∇′′(p)) + (id⊗ if∇)(∇′(p)⊗∇′′(p))

= Lf (∇
′(p))⊗∇′′(p)− dif (∇

′(p)) · ∇′′(p)− if∇
′(p) · ∇(∇′′(p)) +∇′(p) · if∇(∇′′(p))

= ifd(∇
′(p)) · ∇′′(p)− if(∇

′(p) · ∇(∇′′(p)))

= if (∇
2(p))

= if (R(p)).

This completes the proof.

Corollary A.6. If ∇ is trace-flat, i.e., Tr(R) = 0, we have Tr(adf∇) = d(Div(∇,ϕ,ρ)(f)) in DR1B for f ∈ d.

Proof. This follows from the above proposition that Tr is a cochain map.

Remark A.7. For an oriented Riemannian manifold X , the divergence divµ(ξ) of a vector field ξ on X is a

change of a fixed volume form µ by the Lie derivative: divµ(ξ)µ = Lξ(µ). This is recovered from our definition

of the divergence by setting K = R, B = C∞(X), M = ∧topT ∗X , d = Der(C∞(X)),

ϕ = id: d → DerK(B),
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ρ = L : d → EndK(M), and

∇ = ∇µ : M → Ω1B ⊗B M : µ 7→ 0.

Here, the flat connection ∇µ should be regarded as an incarnation of the volume form µ. The Proposition above

says that, under the assumption of the flatness, the infinitesimal change of the connection (conversely thought

of as a non-commutative volume form) by a vector field f roughly gives the divergence as one may expect.

The map c∇ also naturally emerges from the infinitesimal adjoint action.

Proposition A.8. For any homological connection ∇ and f ∈ d, ι(adf∇) is equal to

adf (c∇) := [λ[f ], c∇]− c∇ ◦ adf

in C1
CE(d,EndB(P )) up to homotopy term.

Proof. For g ∈ d, we have

ι(adf∇)(g) = ig
(
(Lf ⊗ id+ id⊗λ[f ]) ◦ ∇ −∇ ◦ λ[f ])

)

= (igLf ⊗ id+ ig ⊗ λ[f ]) ◦ ∇− ig∇ ◦ λ[f ].

On the other hand, we have

([λ[f ], c∇]− c∇ ◦ adf )(g) = [λ[f ], ig∇− λ[g]]− (i[f,g]∇− λ[[f, g]])

= [λ[f ], ig∇]− i[f,g]∇+ (λ[[f, g]]− [λ[f ], λ[g]]).

The last two terms λ[[f, g]]− [λ[f ], λ[g]] is equal to [∂, h] for some h : d → End
(−1)
B (P ) since it is the difference

of the lifts of the same map ρ([f, g]) = [ρ(f), ρ(g)]. Therefore,

(ι(adf∇)− adf (c∇))(g) = (igLf ⊗ id+ ig ⊗ λ[f ]) ◦ ∇ − ig∇ ◦ λ[f ]− [λ[f ], ig∇] + i[f,g]∇− [∂, h]

= (Lf ig ⊗ id+ ig ⊗ λ[f ]) ◦ ∇ − λ[f ] ◦ ig∇− [∂, h]

= −[∂, h].

The last equality comes from the assmuption that λ[f ] is a ϕ(f)-derivation.
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