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BRAIDING ON COMPLEX ORIENTED SOERGEL BIMODULES

YU LEON LIU

ABSTRACT. In this note, we study U(n) Soergel bimodules in the context of stable homotopy the-
ory. We define the (oo, 1)-category SBimpg(n) of E-valued U(n) Soergel bimodules, where E is a
connective Eso-ring spectrum, and assemble them into a monoidal locally additive (oo, 2)-category

SBimpg. When E has a complex orientation, we then construct a braiding, i.e. an Eg-algebra struc-

b
loc

ture, on the universal locally stable (oo, 2)-category K{ _(SBimpg) associated to SBimp. Along the
way, we also prove spectral analogs of standard splittings of Soergel bimodules. This is a topological

generalization of the type A Soergel bimodule theory developed in [LMGR™24].
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last twenty years, there has been tremendous progress in quantum topology and categorifi-
cation, with Soergel bimodules [Soe92] at the center of much of the advancement (see [Str22]). While
Soergel bimodules can defined for any compact Lie group G, in this paper we restrict ourselves to
the U(n) case and denote by SBim(n) the category of U(n) Soergel bimodules. The U(n) Soergel bi-
modules can be packaged together into a (2, 2)-category’ SBim, whose objects are indexed by natural
numbers n € N, and whose endomorphism category Homgp: (n,n) is SBim(n). In [LMGR'24] the
author and collaborators constructed a braiding, i.e. an Es-algebra structure, on the locally stable
(00, 2)-category Kb (SBim), which is the universal locally stable (0o, 2)-category associated to SBim.?
Just as the S,, Hecke algebras taken together form a braided monoidal category that controls type A
quantum link invariants and 3d topological field theories, we believe that K% (SBim), together with
its Eqo-algebra structure, controls type A homotopy-coherent link homology theories and 4d topological
quantum field theories (see the introduction of [LMGR™24]).

In this paper we generalize the results of [LMGR'24] to the setting of stable homotopy theory.?

Let T denote the maximal torus U(1)" in U(n). The U(n) Soergel bimodules are retracts of direct

LWe invite the reader to [LMGR*24, Appendix A] for an accessible introduction to higher and co-categories, which are
utilized throughout this paper.
2The objects of K{’OC(SBim) are also indexed by natural numbers, and the endomorphism -category
Ho_mK{, (SBim) (n,n) = K"(SBim(n)) is the universal stable co-category associated to SBim(n), which is the oo-
categor?éal generalization of the chain homotopy category. See Remark 4.21.
3See [Kit23a, Kit23b] for previous work on spectral generalizations of Soergel bimodules.
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sums of Bott-Samelson bimodules, which are T' — T-equivariant rational cohomology groups of Bott-
Samelson spaces (Definition 2.2). Let E be an Ey-ring spectrum. We can similarly define E-valued
Soergel bimodules as retracts of direct sums of E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodules, which are E-
mapping spectra of T — T-equivariant quotients of Bott-Samelson spaces (see Definition 3.32). Let
SBimpg(n) denote the full subcategory of E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule spectra consisting of E-valued
Soergel bimodules. Our first result is that SBimg(n) can be assembled into a monoidal locally additive
(00, 2)-category:

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 4.33). Let E be a connective Eo-ring spectrum.* There exists a monoidal
locally additive (00, 2)-category SBimpg whose objects are labeled by natural numbers, and whose hom
categories are

0 n # m,

1.2 Homgp; n,m) =
(1-2) Homgpin, ) {SBimE(n) n=m.

By abstract nonsense, we also get a monoidal locally stable (oo, 2)-category K (SBimpg) (see

Observation 4.38) whose objects are also labeled by natural numbers, and whose hom categories are

0 n #m,
(13) Hothg, (sBim) (1) = {Kb(SBimE(n)) n=nm.
Here K*(SBimg(n)) is the universal stable (oo, 1)-category associated to SBimg(n). Additionally, we
have a fiber functor (4.41), which is an Ej-algebra map Ho: KfOC(SBimE) — Morg, where Morg
is the symmetric monoidal (0o, 2)-category of E-algebras and bimodules (satisfying some finiteness
condition), and bimodule homomorphisms.

Next we turn to the braiding. Interestingly, we need a complex E.-orientation on E, which is an
Eoo-ring homomorphism fg: MU — E, where MU is the complex bordism spectrum. Intuitively, such
an orientation is necessary because it allows us to trivialize Thom spectra of complex vector bundles
(see Proposition 3.29 and Proposition 3.44).

Here is the main result of the paper:

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 5.60). Let E be a connective Ex -ring spectrum with a complex B, -orientation
fe: MU — E. There exists an Es-algebra structure on K{’OC(SBimE) together with an Es-algebra struc-
ture on Hioe: KfOC(SBimE) — Morg such that

(1) The Eg-algebra structures enhances the E;-algebra structures on K{’OC(SBimE) and Hise.

(2) The braiding on two strands is given by the Rouquier complex (Definition 5.28).
Furthermore, the space of such pairs of Eo-algebra structures satisfying the above conditions is con-
tractible.

Remark 1.5. See Theorem 5.60 for the precise statement.

Remark 1.6. A crucial step in the proof of Theorem 5.60 is constructing the splittings BS;; ~ BS; ®
BS;(2) (Proposition 3.59) and BS;j; ~ BS; ; ® BS;(2) (Proposition 3.79) in the setting of E-valued
Soergel bimodules. Here j =14 £ 1 and BS; ; is defined in Notation 3.71.

Remark 1.7. Let E = HZ together with its canonical complex Eo.-orientation (see Example 3.18).
It follows immediately from Theorem 5.60 that the braiding constructed in [LMGR'24] on rational
Soergel bimodules can be lifted to integral Soergel bimodules.

4We worked with connective ring spectra for technical reasons. However, the connectivity condition can be removed;
see Remark 5.61.
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Outline. In Section 2 we introduce Bott-Samelson spaces and construct two important cofiber
sequences. In Section 3 we study E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodules and their splittings, where F is

equipped with a complex Eq-orientation. In Section 4 we construct the (oo, 2)-categories of additive
b

Le(SBimpg). Lastly, in Section 5 we prove

Soergel categories SBimpg, as well as the stable analogue K
Theorem 5.60 regarding braidings on Kfoc(SBimE).
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2. TOPOLOGY OF BOTT-SAMELSON SPACES

In this section, we review the basics of Bott-Samelson spaces. We will restrict ourselves to U(n),
although much of the following works for general compact Lie groups.

2.1. The basics of Bott-Samelson spaces. Fix n > 1. Let G be U(n), T be U(1)" the maximal
torus, and W = Ng(T)/T = S, be the Weyl group. Given a simple transposition s; = (i,4 + 1), we
denote by G; the corresponding standard parabolic U(1)*~! x U(2) x U(1)"~¢~!. Note that G;’s, along
with other standard parabolic subgroups, are spaces with a T' — T  action by 7" multiplication on the
both the left and the right.’

Given two T — T spaces X1, X2, we can define a new T — T space X; X1 X as the homotopy
quotient by the simultaneous 7' action, acting on the right of X; and the left of X5.° The T — T
action is defined to be

(2.1) (t1,t2) - (21, 22) = (t1 21,22 12).

We will view the operation — X — as composition, as it will correspond to composition of 1-morphisms.
We now define Bott-Samelson spaces as spaces with T — T actions:

Definition 2.2. Fixi= (i1, -+ %) in {1,---,n —1}*™ with m € N. The Bott-Samelson space BS;
is the T'— T space

(2.3) Gil X7 Gi2"' XTG
When i = @ we take BSy to be T.

i

Remark 2.4. T — T acts on the left of G;, and right of G;,, respectively:

(25) (t17t2)'(glu"' 7gm) = (tlglu"' 7gmt2)'

Remark 2.6. The more standard notion of Bott-Samelson variety [BS58] associated to i is the quotient
BS;/T.

5A parabolic subgroup is standard if it contains T'. They are in one-to-one correspondence with parabolic subgroups of
w.

6In this paper the left and right T actions are free (but the combined T' x T action might not be!), therefore the naive
quotient and the homotopy quotient coincide.
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We end the subsection with a useful proposition needed for the slide maps. Let s;, s; be neighboring
simple transpositions, i.e. j =17+ 1.

The elements s; and s; generate a S3 subgroup in W. We denote by G, ; = G;; the associated
standard parabolic subgroup of G.” Then we have a commutative diagram of T'— T spaces:

(91,92)—(91,1,92)

BSQZGl XTGi BSm:Gl XTGj XTGZ‘

(2.7) Iz Jp

BS, = G; Gi,;

where the vertical maps are multiplications. We have the following propositions from [Kit23a, Lemma
5.7] (with K = {s;}):

Proposition 2.8. The diagram (2.7) is a pushout diagram.

2.2. Two fiber sequences. In this subsection we construct two fiber sequences that are crucial in
constructing the braiding. To start, fix a simple transposition s; € W = Ng(T)/T. Pick a lift to
Ng(T)/T, for which we abuse notation and also denote by s;.* Conjugation by s; on T induces the
Weyl group element’s action on 7"

O'iZT—>T, tHUi(t) ::sitsfl.

Definition 2.9. Let T's; be the T — T space whose underlying space is T' and the T" — T action is
given by

(210) (tl,tg) -ti= tlt(ai(tg)) Ztlt(Si t2 8;1)
Note that we conjugated the right T' action by s;.

Definition 2.11. Let m;: T — G; denote the standard T — T-equivariant inclusion. Similarly, let
ms;: Ts; — G; denote the map t — ts. It is straightforward to check that ms; is also T — T-
equivariant.

Let H be a group and X be a space with H action. Furthermore, let V' be an H-equivariant
vector bundle on X; then the Thom space XV is a H-equivariant based space. In our case, let
Ar = Hom(T,U(1)) be the character lattice. Each character 8 € Ap defines a one-dimensional
complex representation of T, i.e. a T-equivariant line bundle over the trivial T-space * = T/T.
Equivalently, we get a T — T-equivariant line bundle £g on T'. Applying the same argument to 7's;,
B also defines a T — T-equivariant line bundle £ on T's;.

Proposition 2.12. Let o; be the root associated to the simple transposition s;.° As a T — T based
space, the cofiber of ms; is equivalent to the Thom space T**:. Furthermore, let A; denote the cofiber
map G — T =; then the composite
(2.13) T M Gy 25 The
is the zero section map.

Similarly, the cofiber of m; is equivalent to the Thom space (T's;)~~*i. Furthermore, let As; denote
the cofiber map G; — Tsff‘” ; then the composite

(2.14) Ts; =% G; N (T&')Lai
TIf j =i+ 1, then G; ; = U(1)'~1 x U(3) x U(1)" =2,

80ne such lift is the permutation matrix associated to s.
9 has 1 in the i-th row, —1 in the (i + 1)-th row, and 0 everywhere else.
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s the zero section map. To summarize, we get a diagram:

T T
G;
AN
Tk,

(TSi)L*"‘l

54

(2.15)

where the diagonal maps are cofiber sequences while the other two composites are zero section inclu-

stons.

Proof. We claim that there are T — T-equivariant tubular neighborhoods vy, Vo, of T and T's (via
inclusions m; and ms;) in G; such that vo |Jvee = Gi and v () Vee = OV = V.

To construct them, we first quotient G; by the right 7" action. Note that G;/T ~ CP! = (C% —
{0})/C* with T acting as

(2.16) teay ] =21 i(t) 2] = [ai(t) " 2y ¢ a0] = [(—a)(t) 21 ¢ 2]

Furthermore, the maps m;/T: T/T = pt — CP! and ms;/T: T's;/T = pt — CP* correspond to the
inclusions of T-fixed points [1 : 0] and [0 : 1] respectively. We can identify CP! with S? such that the
two T-fixed points corresponds to the north and south poles. Furthermore, the northern and southern
semispheres form T-equivariant tubular neighborhoods of the north and south poles. Let vy, vs be
the preimages of the northern and southern semispheres along the quotient map G; — G;/T ~ S%. Tt
is clear that they are tubular neighborhoods of T and T's; satisfying the conditions above.

It follows that the cofiber of ms; is T'/vee = vo/dvg = TV where V is the normal bundle of T in
G,. Now we need to identify V with £,,. Once again we quotient out the free right T" action; then V'
corresponds to the T' representation that is the tangent space of the T-fixed point [1 : 0] in CP!. The
tangent space at [1 : 0] can be identified with the coordinate z2, on which T' acts via the character
a; by (2.16). Hence V is the line bundle £,. The same argument shows that the cofiber of m; is
(T's;)*~=i. Note that the —a; comes from the action of 7" on the coordinate x; in Equation (2.16). O

Remark 2.17. Proposition 2.12 generalizes to general compact Lie groups. In particular, let G =
SU(2) ~ 83, T =U(1), W = S,, and s; = (1,2). Then we can view T and T's; as two unknots
that link each other in S3. Furthermore, the decomposition of 52 into two tubular neighborhood is
precisely the standard genus one Heegaard splitting of S3.

Next we compose the two fiber sequences with GG;. Note that we have obvious T' — T-equivariant
isomorphisms:

GixrT —— G; +——— T x7 G
(2.18) (9,t) —— gt

tg «— (t,9).
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As for T's;, we use the fact that s; is an element of G; to get isomorphisms:

Gi XT TSZ ~ G, ~ TSZ‘ XT Gl

(2.19) (g,t) ——— gts;

tsig «— (t,9).

It is straightforward to check that these are well-defined and are T' — T-equivariant.

Fix two T' — T spaces X1, X2. Suppose that we have a T' — T-equivariant vector bundle V on Xj;.
Then we get a T'— T-equivariant vector bundle V' x g X5 over X; X7 X5 whose total space is Ey X1 Xo,
where Ey is the total space of V.

Corollary 2.20. By applying — x1 G; to (2.15), we get a diagram

Gi Gi
wc& ms; X7G;
(221) Gl XT GZ
AiX‘V w'pcﬁ
Lox1Gi L’ G
Gyonr (Gi)==oT

where the diagonal maps are cofiber sequences and the other two composites are zero section inclusions.
Note that we twisted ms; X7 G; and As; X1 G; by the isomorphisms in (2.19).
Similarly, by applying G; X7 — to (2.15), we get a diagram

G G
GiXpm; GL)V
(222) Gi XT Gz
G; XV Q‘TA‘SQ
. X ’
szXTﬁu (Gi)GzXT»C_(,

where the diagonal maps are cofiber sequences and the other two composites are zero section inclusions.
Once again we twisted G; X ms; and G; X1 As; by the isomorphisms in (2.19).

Observation 2.23. Unpacking the construction, m; X G; and ms; X G; are given by g — (1, g)
and g — (si,si_lg) respectively. Similarly, G; xp m; and G; X7 ms; are given by g — (g,1) and
g (gsi_l, s;) respectively.

Let us end this section with an easy yet important observation:
Observation 2.24. Observation 2.23 implies that the multiplication map
pi: Gi xr Gi = Gy, (91,92) = 61 92
is a T — T-equivariant retraction of all four maps m; xr G;, ms; x1 G;, G; X7 m;, and G; X1 ms;.
3. COMPLEX ORIENTED BOTT-SAMELSON BIMODULES

In this section we define Bott-Samelson bimodules valued in complex E-oriented ring spectra and
study their splittings. We start by reviewing the basics of formal group laws.
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3.1. Basics of formal group laws. Let S be a commutative ring. Recall that a (one-dimensional)
formal group law F on S is a power series F € S[[z,y]] satisfying

(1) Fla,y) = Fly,x),

(2) F(0,z) = F(x,0),

3) Flz, Fly,2)) = F(F(z,9), 2).
We are interested in the graded setting, where S is a Z-graded commutative ring, z and y are in degree
2, and F(z,y) is a homogenous degree 2 power series. Given a formal group law, there exists a unique
inverse 1z € S[[z]] such that F(z,.x) = 0. We will write z + 7 y for F(x,y) and x —r y for F(z, ty).

Example 3.1 (Additive formal group law). Let S be a commutative ring, which we view as a graded
commutative ring concentrated in degree 0. The additive formal group law is

(3.2) r+ry=zx+y,x=—x.

Example 3.3 (Multiplicative formal group law). Let S = Z[3] with 8 in degree —2. The multiplicative
formal group law is defined as

(3.4) x—l—]:y::a:—l—y—ﬂxy,Lx:—Zﬂi:r”l.
i>0

Example 3.5 (Lazard ring). There exists a graded commutative ring L, called the Lazard ring,
together with a formal group law F on L such that for any graded commutative ring R, formal group
laws on R are in one-to-one correspondence with ring homomorphisms from L to R. Categorically,
L is the initial object in the category of formal group laws. Lazard [Lazb5] showed that L is a free
polynomial algebra Z[x;] on infinitely many generators, where ¢ > 0 and z; in degree —2i.

See [KK24, Examples 3.3-3.6] for more examples.
We need the following lemma from [KK24, Claim 3.8]:

Lemma 3.6. There exists a unique invertible element g(x,y) € S|[[z,y]] such that
(3.7) v—y=(z—-ry)g(@y)

Fix the pair (S, F). Let A be an abelian group, and S[[4]] be the formal power series generated by
variables z,, u € A, each in degree two. We denote by S[[A]]r the quotient

(3.8) S[A]l/ (o, Tty — (T +F 20)).
When A ~ Z" is a finite rank lattice with basis u1,-- - , n, then we have
(3.9) S[[A]]l 7 =~ S[[x1,- -, zn]]

with x; corresponding to ;.

The construction S[[—]]# defines a functor from the category of abelian groups to S-algebras. In
particular, if there is a group W that acts on the abelian group A, then S[[A]]# inherits a W action
by permuting the variables x,. Let A = Z", which we view as the root lattice of U(n). Using the
standard basis, we can write S[[A]]x as S[[z1,- - ,zn]]. The Weyl group W = S,, acts on S[[A]]= by
permuting the variables x;. For any simple transposition s;, let

(3.10) S[A]E ~ S[[xr, -+, 2n)]™ = S[[@1, -+, Tim1, Ti + Tig1, Ti%it1, Tig2, - T

denote the subring of elements that are fixed by s;. Here’s an elementary but useful observation:

Observation 3.11. S[[A]]r is a free rank two S[[A]]%-module with basis 1 and x;.
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Next we move on to Demazure (divided difference) operators. Note that simple roots of U(n)
together with the vector (1,0,---,0) form a basis of A. It follows from Equation (3.9) that the
element z,, € S[[A]]7 = S[[z1,- -, ] is regular for any simple root a.'’ By [LZ20, Lemma 2.3], for
any simple transposition s;, a; the corresponding simple root, and any r € S[[A]] 7, the power series
r — s;(r) is divisible by zo, = z; —F Ti41 and o, = Ti41 —F T;.

Definition 3.12. Let s; be a simple transposition and «; be the corresponding simple root. The
Demazure operator is

(3.13) 0;: S[[All» — S[AllF, fr— f=sif) _ f=s(f)

T, Ti —F Ti+1

We also have a variant

siltf)—f _ silf)—f
T, Tig1 —F i

(3.14) 9;: S[[All7 = S[[Allz, f+=

The following proposition follows from direct computation:

Proposition 3.15. The following holds:

(1) O;r = 0= 0jr for any r € S[[A]]%.

(2) 0i(r1re) = (0sr1) ro + si(r1) (0i(r2)) and 0i(r1re) = (0ir1) si(re) + 71 (9i(r2)).

(3) 0; and 0] are S[[A]]%-linear.

(4) Oix; = g(xi,xi41) = —0ixiy1, where g is defined in Lemma 3.6. Analogously, Oix; =

g($i+1,$i) = —0iTiy1.

Remark 3.16. By Observation 3.11 and Proposition 3.15(3), 0; and 0; are determined as S[[A]]%-linear
maps by sending 1 to 0 and x; to the invertible elements g(x;, z;+1) and g(x;41, ;) respectively.

3.2. Complex oriented ring spectra and cohomology of classifying spaces. Throughout the
rest of the section we fix E an E,-ring spectrum with a complex E.-orientation, that is, an E..-
ring map fz: MU — E. We take this to be our notion of complex oriented ring spectra.'’ In this
subsection we review the relation between of complex oriented ring spectra and formal group laws, as
well as the complex oriented cohomology of BU(n).

Let X be a space. We denote by E(X) := Hom(X5°X, F) the mapping spectrum whose homotopy
groups are the E-cohomology E*(X) of X. If X is a based space, we denote by E(X) := Hom(X>* X, )
the mapping spectrum whose homotopy groups are the reduced E-cohomology E* (X) of X. Note
that F(X) ~ E(X,). We also denote the graded commutative ring 7_,(F) = E*(pt) simply as E*.
In particular, we use the cohomological grading. Lastly, let X be a spectrum and k € Z; we write
YkX as X(k).2

The orientation fg provides a nice theory of E-valued Chern classes for complex vector bundles.
In particular, E*(BU(1)) ~ E*[[z]], where the generator z € E?*(BU(1)) is the first Chern class
c1(L) of the tautological line bundle £ on BU(1). Furthermore, by the well-known result of Quillen
[Qui69], the tensor products of line bundles induce a formal group law Fg on E*: consider the map
BU(1) x BU(1) — BU(1) given by tensoring of line bundles. We can define Fg as the image of x

under pullback on E-cohomology:
(3.17) E*[[z]] ~ E*(BU(1)) — E*(BU(1) x BU(1)) = E*[[z,y]], =+ Fe(z,y).

LO0For more general root datum and a a simple long root, the element x, may not be regular. See the discussion in
[CZZ15, §4].

Hgee [HL18] for discussion of notions of complex orientation.

12We use (n) rather than ¥ because this suspension corresponds to the grading shift in Soergel bimodule. See Re-
mark 4.42.
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We will often denote Fg as F when it is clear from context.

Example 3.18 (Ordinary commutative ring). Let S be a commutative ring. The associated Eilenberg-
MacLane spectrum HS is an Eo-ring spectrum with a canonical complex E.-orientation MU —
T7<1MU ~ HZ — HS. The associated formal group law is the additive formal group law described in
Example 3.1.

Example 3.19 (K-theory). Let ku be the connective complex K-theory spectrum. It has a canonical
complex E,.-orientation MU — ku and the associated formal group law is the multiplicative formal
group law described in Example 3.3.

Example 3.20 (MU). The universal complex oriented ring spectrum is MU with the orientation
id: MU — MU. By a result of Milnor [Mil60], MU™ is isomorphic to the Lazard ring L described in
Example 3.5. Furthermore, in [Qui69] Quillen showed that the associated formal group law is indeed
the universal formal group law on L.

Now we review the E-cohomology of classifying spaces of tori and U(n). Let T be a torus and
Ar = Hom(T,U(1)) be its character lattice. For o € Ap, let £, be the associated complex line bundle
on BT.

Proposition 3.21. There exists a functorial equivalence
(3.22) E*(BT) ~ E*[[A]]
where ¢1(Ly,) is taken to xo for a € A.
Now for the cohomology of BU(n) and more generally parabolic subgroups of U(n):

Proposition 3.23. Fizn € N. Let W C W = S,, be a parabolic subgroup and Gw: C G = U(n) be
the corresponding standard parabolic. The inclusion T = U(1)™ — Gw- induces a map E*(BGw') —
E*(BT). This map is injective and induces an isomorphism:

(3.24) E*(BGw) ~ E*(BT)"' ~ E*[[A]l¥..

Example 3.25. It follows that E*(BU(n)) ~ E*[[c1, - ,cn]] C E*[[x1, -+ ,2,]] = E*(BT), where
¢; € E*(BU(n)) is the i-th symmetric polynomial in the variables =7 --- ,z,. Furthermore, ¢; is
indeed the i-th Chern class of the tautological vector bundle over BU(n).

Example 3.26. Fix 1 < i <n — 1. Proposition 3.23 implies that
E*(BGz‘) = E*[[FH? = E*[[Ilv Ty L1, T Tig 1, TiTig 1, Tig2, Jn]-

In particular, by Observation 3.11, E*(BT) is a rank two free module over E*(BG@G,;) with basis 1 and

Zj.
We also get the Kunneth isomorphism:

Proposition 3.27. The Kunneth map

(3.28) E*(BU(n1)) ®g» - - Qg E*(BU(ng)) = E*(BU(n1) X --- BU(ng))

is an isomorphism.

Lastly we review of orientations and Thom isomorphisms for complex vector bundles. We refer
the reader to [ABG*14a, ABG'14b] for more details. As MU has the universal orientation for
complex vector bundles, the map fr: MU — F induces an E-orientation for complex vector bundles.
Orientations give rise to Thom isomorphisms:
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Proposition 3.29. Let X be a space and V' a rank n complex vector bundle on X. We have an
equivalence of E(X )-module spectra

(3.30) E(XV)~ E(X)(2n).

On cohomology, the unit 1 € E°(X) corresponds to the Thom class th(V) € E**(XV). Furthermore,
the zero section inclusion induces a map of E(X)-module spectra

(3.31) E(X)(2n) ~ E(XV) —» E(X).

On cohomology this takes 1 to the top Chern class ¢, (V) € E?™(X).

Moving forward, we will always use the Thom isomorphism (3.30) to identify E(X") with E(X)(2n).

3.3. E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodules. In this subsection we define E-valued Bott-Samelson
bimodules. Given H a group and X a H-space, E(X/H) is naturally an E.-algebra over F(BH)
via pulling back along the map X/H — pt/H = BH. Note that here X/H is the homotopy (stacky)

quotient. In our case, if X is a H — H-space, then E(H\X/H) is an E(BH) — E(BH)-bimodule

spectrum.13

Throughout the rest of the section we fix n € N, G = U(n), and T = U(1)".
Definition 3.32. Fix i = (i1, ,4m,). The E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodule associated to i is
(3.33) EB; = E(T\BS/T),
which we view as an F(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule. We denote EB; by EB,;.

We will also denote the cohomology groups E*(T\BS;/T) as EB;, and E*(T\BS;/T) as EB;.

Observation 3.34. Let — ®g(pr) — denote tensoring over E(BT); then we have an equivalence

(3.35) EB; ~ EB;, @gp1) EBiy - QpBT) EB

tm *

Let us observe the following: suppose we have a group G and a subgroup H C G} then the double
qoutient H\G/H is equivalent to the pullback BH xpg BH. In our case, we see that T\G;/T ~
BT X pg, BT. More generally, we have

(336) T\BSL/T ~ BT XBGil BT--- XBG;,, BT.
Now we can compute EB;:

Proposition 3.37. The canonical map on cohomology induces by (3.36)

(3.38) E*(BT) ®E+(BG:,) E*(BT)- - ®p+(Ba,, ) E"(BT) = E*(T\BS;/T) = EB;

is an isomorphism. The left and right E*(BT) action is on the leftmost and rightmost factors respec-
tively.

Proof. First consider the case that i = 4 for some 1 < ¢ < n — 1, in which case E*(BT) is a
free E*(BG;) ~ E*(BT)%-module by Example 3.26. It follows that the Eilenberg-Moore spectral
sequence degenerates and the canonical map E*(BT) ®g-(pg,) E*(BT) — EB] is an isomorphism.
The general case follows inductively from the same argument. O

By Proposition 3.23, we have the following:

13pJease note that by E(BH)— E(BH)-bimodule, we are referring to an E(BH)— E(BH)-bimodule E-module spectrum,
meaning the left and right E action is identified. We will use this simplified terminology in this section.
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Corollary 3.39. We have an isomorphism of graded rings:

(3.40) EB;i ~ E*[[Allr @peapy E*[[All7 - @peagge E¥[[A]] 7.

Example 3.41. Fix n = 2 and s; = (1,2). We have E*(BT) ~ E*[[x1, x2]] and
(3.42)
EB] = E*(BT) @g=(pr):» E*(BT)

= E*[[,Tl R1Lrzo1,10r,1® xg]]/((,fl + LL‘Q) ®R1=1® (acl + LL‘Q), (,Tlxg) RX1=1® (5[:1,@2)).
We end this subsection by translating Proposition 2.12 and Corollary 2.20 to this setting. Note
that the double quotient BT's; := T\T's;/T is equivalent to BT as a space. However, the associated
map to T\pt/T = BT x BT is (id, 0;).'* Tt follows that the E*(BT) — E*(BT) action on E*(BT's;)
is

(3.43) (fo, f1) -7 = forsi(fi),

where s;(—) exchanges variables x; and x;1.

Furthermore, we need to consider equivariant cohomology of Thom spaces: suppose H is a group
and X is a H-space. In addition, suppose V is a H-equivariant vector bundle on X, so it descends
to a vector bundle V/H over X/H. Furthermore, Ex(XV) ~ E((X/H)"/H) is naturally an E(BH)-
module. In our case, we see that 7%« and (T's;)*~* correspond to BT® and (BT's;)~“. Using the
complex orientation (Proposition 3.29), we can identify E(BT®) and E((BTs;)~®) as E(BT)(2) and
E(BT's;)(2) respectively.

For the rest of the subsection we fix 1 <7 < n—1. We get an E-valued version of Proposition 2.12:

Proposition 3.44. We have maps of E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule spectra

E(BT)(2) (BT's;)(2)

E
A, As;
(3.45) \ EB; /

E(BT) E(BTs;).

Furthermore, the two diagonals are fiber sequences, while the two other composites E(BT)(2) — E(BT)
and E(BTs;)(2) — E(BTs;) are multiplications by ¢1(a;) = i —ry Tiv1 and c1(—o;) = Tip1 —Fp T;
respectively.

Next we determined what these maps in (3.45) are on cohomology:
Proposition 3.46. The induced maps on cohomology from (3.45) are given by
T \ / T
T(lﬁ@l*]:El@l‘H,l) T($i+1®17]:E1®l‘i+1)

(3.47)

7’1®7’2

/\

T1 T2 T1 81(7“2).

MRecall that o;: BT — BT is the automorphism given by conjugation by s;.
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Proof. The forms of the bottom two maps are determined by being ring homomorphisms and E*(BT)—
E*(BT) bimodule maps. Furthermore, the combined map EB; — E*(BT)® E*(BT's;) is injective by
[LZ20, Theorem 1.1].'5 Therefore to determine the top two maps it suffices to check the composites
to E*(BT) and E*(BTs;). Let us first consider A;: E*(BT)(2) — EB}. By Proposition 3.44,
the composite ms; o A; is the 0, while A; o m; is given by multiplication by x; —r, zi+1. It is
straightforward to see that r — 7 (x; ® 1 — 7, 1 ® x;41) satisfies both conditions. The same argument
holds for As;: E*(BT's;)(2) — EB*. O

Remark 3.48. Note that

2@l —rp 1@zt =1Qx —rp Tix1 @1
and

Tip1 1l =57, 1®@zi1 =1Qz; —Fp 7 @ 1.
This can be verified by checking their images in E*(BT) and E*(BT's;).

Remark 3.49. Since A;: E*(BT)(2) — EB} is an E*(BT) — E*(BT)-equivariant map, we see that
for any r € E*(BT) = E*[[z1, x2]], we have
TR1IX(2;®01 —rp 1@wip1) =7 (2 @1 =5, 1 @ 2i41)
(3.50) =(2;®1—r, 1@ @ig1) T
=(@i®l - 1@xi1) X1

and

r@1IX (i1 @1 =Fp 1@ Tig1) =7 (Tig1 @1 =5 1Q 2i41)
(3.51) = (i1 ®1 =7, 1 @ ig1) s:(7)
= (@it1 @1 =z 1 ®@xi41) X 1@ 54(7).

Here x denotes the multiplication of EFB;.

The isomorphisms in (2.19) induces isomorphisms:

(3.52) AT @t=r Q@ret®1 —— r; ®s; (rat)

Si()r1®@re +——1t®r1 @1y =1® s;(t) r1 @ 71o.

Finally we have the E-valued version of Corollary 2.20:

Corollary 3.53. We have a diagram
EB;(2

) EB;(2)

Ai@E(Bm AE(BT)EBi
EDBy;

m; ®E(BV W(BﬂEBi

151 fact the image can be characterized by the Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson description, see [LZ20].

(3.54)
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where the diagonal maps are fiber sequences. Note that we twisted ms; @ g(pr)EB; and As; @)y EB;
by the isomorphisms in (3.52). Furthermore, the induced maps on cohomology are given by
(3.55)

T1®T2,\ (/7‘1®7’2

(2 ®1—Fp 1@ xiq1) @12 (21 @1 —Fp 1®Ti41) @12

rL®re @13

/ \ 71 Si(T2)®’l"3.

Similarly we have a diagram

r1re @13

EB;(2) EBy(2)

EBq’,@E(BT)R; %E(BT)A&
(3.56) EBy;

EBi@Emy wwmm&

where the diagonal maps are fiber sequences. Once again we twisted EB; @ g(pryms; and EB; @ p(pr)
As; by the isomorphisms in (3.52). Furthermore, the induced maps on cohomology are given by
(3.57)

@@L —r, 1 Qxit1) 72 1@ (@1 QL —r, 1@ xiq1) 72

1 @71

rL®re @73

/ \ 1 ® si(r2) r3.

Here we used Proposition 3.46 and (3.52) to compute the maps on cohomology.

L @Tr2T3

3.4. Splittings of F-valued Bott-Samelson bimodules. Fix 4,j neighboring simple transposi-
tions. In this subsection we construct splittings of £B;; and EB;j;. We start with EB;;. Recall
that we have a T" — T-equivariant multiplication map p;: G; X C? — (. This induces a map of
E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodules:

(3.58) it EB; — EBy, 11 Qr2—=r1®1Qrs.
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Proposition 3.59. We have a splitting

(3.60)
Hi v
EB; EB;; EB;(2)
m;Q@rsT)EB; - AsiQpsT)EBi
1 Q1o 1 ®1®7r
7’1T2®T3 7’1®7’2®7’3 1"18;1"2@7’3
1 (i1 ®1 =5, 1@ xi41) @72 1 QT2

Recall that d/r = —si="_ g defined in Definition 3.12.

Tit1—FpTi

Proof. The splitting follows from Observation 2.24. We only need to verify the maps on cohomology.
As three of the four maps are described in (3.55) and (3.58), it is enough to check that the projection
r1 ®re @ r3 — 11 dirs @ r3 is the correct map. That is, we need to check that

(3.61) M @re®@ry =112 @173+ 7102 (Tit1 @1 =5, 1 @ Tig1) @73
It is clear that we can take r1 = r3 = 1, in which case it reduces to showing that
(3.62) 1®ryg—ro®1 = (9{7‘2 ($i+1 Rl—-—r,1® xi-‘,—l)

in EBf = E*(BT) ®g+Br)> E*(BT). Furthermore, as both sides are E*(BT)*-linear (Proposi-
tion 3.15), and E*(BT) is generated by 1 and z; as a left E*(BT)*-module (Example 3.26), it
suffices to consider the cases ro = 1 and 7 = ;. For ro = 1, (3.62) is clear as 9/ 1 = 0. For r = x;,
note that 1 ® x; —x; ® 1 = 2,41 ® 1 — 1 ® x;41. By definition of g(—, —) in Lemma 3.6, we have
(363) Ti+1 ® 1-1 ® Ti4+1 = g($i+1 & 1, 1 & $i+1) X (IiJrl X 1 —Fr 1 (24 Ii+1).

By (3.51), we can exchange a right multiplication by 1 ® z;41 on (z;41 ® 1 — 5, 1 ® x;41) with a left
multiplication by x; ® 1. Therefore

(3.64)
9(@ir1 ® 1,1 @ 2iq1) X (41 ®1 =5 1@ Ti11) = 9(2i41 ® 1,2, @ 1) X (Ti41 ® 1 =75 1 @ i41)

=g(@iy1, %) (i1 ®1 =5, 1 @ x441)
=0/w; (i1 ®1 —ry 1 @ wi41),

where the last equality is given by Proposition 3.15(4). O

Analogously, we can use y; to split EB; ® g(pr) m;:
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Proposition 3.65. We have a splitting

(3.66)
i vE
EB; EB;; EBl(2)
EBi®gBT)M:i - EBi®pBT)AS:
1 X 7o "M R1LRry
1 ®Ters r1®ro®rs r1 @ (=0jra)rs
1 ®(xip1 ®1 —x, 1 @ Tiq1) ro T ® T2

The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.59.

Remark 3.67. By Observation 2.24, y; also splits EB; @ g(pr) ms; and EB; @ g(pr) ms;. The induced
maps EB;; — EB;(2) use the Demazure operator 0; instead of 0;.

We also need the following lemma:;:

Lemma 3.68. The composite

(3.69) EB;(2) 222 . Y BB(2)

is an equivalence.

Proof. One can do this by explicit computation. However, we will give an abstract argument: since
VE VE: EB;; — EB;(2) are both cofibers of EB; % EB;;, there is an automorphism ¢: EB;(2) =
EB;(2) such that VI = Vo ¢. Finally, we have

(3.70) (EB; ®p(pr) Asi) o VI = (EB; ®p(pr) Asi) o Viio g = ¢,
which is invertible. O

Now we move on to the the splitting of £'B;;;, where 7 and j are neighboring simple transpositions.
Recall that G ; is the standard parabolic subgroup corresponding to the S3 C W generated by ¢ and

.
Notation 3.71. Let EB; ; denote the E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule E(T\G, ;/T). We denote its coho-
mology by EB; ;.

By the same argument as Proposition 3.37, we get the following:
Lemma 3.72. EB;; ~ E*(BT) ®@pg-(pr)ss E*(BT).
The multiplication map ;j; : BS@ — G, ; induces a map
Wiji: EB; ; — EB@, Mra—=rlelrs.
By Proposition 2.8, we get the following;:

Proposition 3.73. We have a pullback (equivalently pushout) square of E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule
spectra:

EBi’j E— EBl
(374) J{Hiji J{;Uﬂi
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By Proposition 3.59, the cofiber of y;: EB; — EBj; is EB;(2). Since parallel maps in a pushout
diagram have the same cofibers, we get the following:
Corollary 3.75. We have a fiber sequence
(3.76) EB;; =% EByji — EB;(2),
where the second map EB;j; — EB;(2) is the composite

EBi®pT)mi®E(BT)EB:

L
(3.77) EByj: EB; 5 EB;(2).

Similarly, there is another fiber sequence of the form (3.76) where the second map is the composite

EBi®gT)mi®E(BT)EB:

R
(3.78) EB;j: EBy; ~% EB;(2).

Following standard Soergel bimodule theory, we expect a splitting EBM =EB;; ® EB;(2):
Proposition 3.79. There exists a map EB;(2) — EB;j; that splits (3.76).

Proof. Let us assume that j =i+ 1. The other case j =i — 1 is analogous. First we construct a map
f: EB;(2) — EB;j; such that the composite EB;(2) EN EB;;; — EB;(2) is an isomorphism, which
we will check on c?homology. On cohomology, the map EBij_l-—> EB;(2) takes 11 @ 12 @ 13 @ T4 >
r10/(rar3) ® 4. Let f be the composite N

EBi®pBT)yMm;j®F(BT)EDB:

EB;(2) —— EB;(2) EBij;

(3.80)
rMM®®re, —— r®1Qryg — 7’1®($Z‘+1®1—]:E 1®1‘i+2)®7"2.

The total composite EB;(2) ERN EB;ji — EB;(2) takes
(3.81) T ®ry — 1y 8{(:@“ —Fg $i+2) X 1ro.

Therefore it suffices to check that 9}(x;4+1 — 7, it+2) is an invertible element in E*(BT), which follows
from the following calculation:
(Ti —Fp Tiv2) = (Tit1 —Fp Tit2)

Tiyl —Fp Ti

Oi(Tiy1 —Fp Tiya) =

Ti —Fg Lit+2) —Fg \Litl —Fg Li+2
_ ( i r Vit ) E ( i+ r Vit ) g(:vi — Fp Tit2, Tig1 —Fp $i+2)
LTi+1 —Fg Ti

3.82 Ti —Fg Tit+1
( ) == Jp it g(iﬂi —Fp Li42,Ti+1 —Fg $i+2)
Ti+1 —Fg i
Ti — Ti+1 1
= ————0g (Ti,Tit1) 9(@iy1,Ti) 9(Ti —Fp Tiy2, Tit1 —Fp Tit2)
Ti41 — T4

= —g" (@i, %it1) 9(ir1, ) 9(Ti —Fp Tiv2, Tiv1 —Fp Tita)-
Note that g is invertible by Lemma 3.6.
Since the composite FB;(2) EN EB,;j; — EB;(2) is an isomorphism, it has an inverse ¢. It follows

that f o ¢ is a section of EB;;; — EB;(2). O
By an analogous argument, we have the following:
Corollary 3.83. There exists a map EB;(2) — EB;j; that splits (3.78).

We conclude this section with the following simple observation:
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Observation 3.84. The commuting square of T'— T spaces

GiXTGj XTm;

Gi XTGj Gz XTG]' XGZ'
(385) lmijijGj J/,uiji
Gj X7 G X7 Gj il GiJ

induces a commuting square of E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule spectra:

Hiji

EB; ;

(3.86) Jym
m;Q@gBT)EBij

EBiji

J{EBQ®E(BT)mi

commutes.
By the same argument, we have a commuting square E(BT) — E(BT)-bimodule spectra:

Hiji

EB;;

(3.87) lﬂm‘
EB;ji®pBT)m;

EB;j;

lmi(@E(BT)EBﬁ

4. (00,2)-CATEGORY OF ADDITIVE AND STABLE E-VALUED SOERGEL BIMODULES

In this section we construct the monoidal (oo, 2)-categories SBimp and K, _(SBimpg) of E-valued
additive and stable Soergel (0o, 2)-categories, where E a connective Eqo-ring spectrum.'® Much of the

argument here relies on the machinery developed in [LMGR ' 24].

4.1. The Morita category. Let us recall some results from [LMGR'24, §3,4]. Let st be the co-
category of small idempotent-complete stable co-categories and Sp be the stable co-category of spectra.

Throughout the rest of the subsection we fix E € CAlg(Sp), that is, an Eo.-ring spectrum. If C be
a symmetric monoidal co-category, we denote by Cat|C] the co-category of C-enriched categories, and
@[C] the co-category of large C-enriched categories.!” We have Perfg := (Modg(Sp))¢ € CAlg(st)
the stable co-category of compact E-module spec‘cra.18 Let stp := Modpet, (st). Now we define the
relevant Morita category, which is a large oo-category enriched in stg. By [LMGR™24, Definition
4.4.4, Corollary 4.4.5], with Z = pt and K = E, we have a large symmetric monoidal stg-enriched
oo-category

(4.1) MorY, := Morita®(Modg) € CAlg((/]-a\t[stE])
such that

(1) There is a symmetric monoidal surjective-on-objects functor Alg(Modg) — Mor%. That is,
we can label the objects of Mory, by E-algebra spectra.
(2) Given A, B € Alg(Modpg), the stg-enriched hom

(4.2) Homy e (A, B) ~ 4BMod% (Modg)

is the stg-enriched oco-category of A — B-bimodule E-module spectra that are compact as
right B-modules.

16566 Remark 5.61 for the generalization to when E is non-connective.

IT\We refer the reader to [LMGR™24, Appendix A.10] for a review of enriched co-categories.

18By [LMGR 24, Lemma 3.5.7(2)] compact E-module spectra are retracts of iterated finite colimits of the regular
E-module.
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(3) Given A, B,C € Alg(Modg), the composition
(4.3) 4BMod$, (Modg) ® 5BModS (Modg) — 4BModS (Modz)

is given by — ®p —, i.e. tensoring over the middle algebra B.
(4) The symmetric monoidal structure X on Mor}; is given by — ® g —, i.e. tensoring over E. It
follows that F is the unit of X.

Just as in [LMGR™24], it will be convenient to work with a small full subcategory of Mor};:

Definition 4.4. Let PolyMory € CAlg(Cat[stg]) be the full symmetric monoidal subcategory of
Mor$, containing the algebran E(BU(1)).

It follows that PolyMor$; is the full subcategory of Mor}, containing the algebras F(BU(1))®£™ ~
E(BU(1)™).
Observation 4.5. PolyMor}, can be described as follows: it is a st g-enriched co-category with objects
index by natural numbers. Given two natural numbers, the stg-enriched hom

(4.6) Homp,jyniors (7:m) = E(pU)")BMody gy()m)(Modg)
is the stp-enriched oco-category of E(BU(1)") — E(BU(1)™)-bimodule E-module spectra that are
compact as right E(BU(1)™)-modules. Composition is given by tensoring over the middle algebra.

Furthermore, the symmetric monoidal structure X is given by addition on objects n X m = n +m
and tensoring over E on bimodules M X N := M @ N.

Let us end this subsection with a simple yet important observation:

Observation 4.7. The Ss-action on the object 2 € PolyMor® is implemented by the permutation
bimodule
E(BU(1)251) S HomPolyMor% (2, 2) = E(BU(1)2)BMOdCE(BU(1)2)(MOdE)-

4.2. Additive and stable E-valued Soergel (co,2)-categories. In this subsection we define the
monoidal locally additive (0o, 2)-category SBimg of E-valued Soergel bimodules, as well as the locally
stable analogue K? _
of factorization systems of higher and enriched categories developed in [LMGR 24, §5, §6, Appendix
BJ.

We start by defining the generating category Gen € Alg(Cato) C Alg(Cat[Catno]). Let pt be the
terminal category, co = S° be the category with two objects and no nontrivial morphisms, and A! be

(SBimpg). We will do this by defining a generating set of data, using the machinery

the arrow category.

Definition 4.8. Let End”? be the pushout in Categ:

(CO)uZ SN (Al)uZ

(4.9) J i

pt ——— End?.
Intuitively, End? is the walking category with one object and Z many endomorphisms. Let
Freeg, : Cato, — Alg(Cats) be the free functor.
Definition 4.10. Let Gen be the pushout

s>k X%

Free(pt) ——— Free(pt)

(4.11) l l

Free(End”) ——— Gen
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in Alg(Cato).
Notation 4.12. We typically will use X to denote the monoidal tensor products.

Observation 4.13. By construction, Gen satisfies the following universal property: Gen is the uni-
versal monoidal co-category with a distinguished element * together with N many distinguished en-
domorphisms fr € Homgen(* X x,% X x). Let D be a monoidal (0o, 1)-category, then an E;-map
G: Gen — D is equivalent to specifying an object ¢ = G(x) € D together with Z number of endomor-
phisms G(fx) € Homp(c® ¢,cXc). Note that this also holds when D is an (00, 2)-category via the
fully faithful embedding Alg(Cats) C Alg(Cat[Catso)).

Observation 4.14. Gen has N many objects, with n labeling the n-th tensor product X7, Fur-
thermore, Homg,,(n,m) = 0 if n # m, and every morphism in Homg,,(n,n) is a composition of
morphisms of the form

frip = idi—1 X fi, Widy—i—1
for1<i<n-—1andkce€Z.

Throughout the rest of the subsection, we fix £ € CAlg(Sps) a connective Eo-ring spectrum. Let
us view PolyMorf; defined in Definition 4.4 as an object in Alg(Cat[Cat)).

Proposition 4.15. There exists a monoidal functor F': Gen — PolyMor§, taking * to E(BU(1)) and
the k-th endomorphism fi to the k-shifted Bott-Samelson bimodule EB(k) associated to the simple
transposition s1 = (1,2), which we view as an E(BU(1)?) — E(BU(1)?) bimodule.

Proof. Let T = U(1)2. By Observation 4.13 and Observation 4.5, it suffices to check that EB; (k) are
indeed compact as right E(BT)-bimodules. Since suspensions of compact modules are still compact,
it suffices to show that EB; is a compact F(BT)-bimodule. By Proposition 3.44, we have a fiber
sequence

(4.16) E(BT)(2) = EBy — E(BTs;).

Note that as right F(BT)-module we have an isomorphism F(BT's1) ~ E(BT). Now the result follows
from the fact that E(BT) and E(BT)(2) are compact and compactness is closed under extensions. [J

Observation 4.17. Fix n € N. Then F takes the object n = *¥" € Gen to E(BU(1)"). Furthermore,
suppose we have 1 < ¢ < mn — 1, and k € Z. By Observation 4.14, there is an endomorphism
Frik =1d;—1 B f Kid,—;—1 € Homg,, (n,n). F takes fp;x to the elementary Bott-Samelson

(4.18) EBi(k) ~ E(BU(1)" ') @ EB( (k) ®g E(BU(1)" 1)

in Hompgypiors (7,7) = e(Bu)»)BMody gya)yn)(Modg). Furthermore, given i = (i1, ,im), by
Observation 3.34, F maps the composition fy i, ki © fris,ks = © frip,km t0 the Bott-Samelson EBj(k)
where k =3 k;.

Let add be the oo-category of small idempotent-complete additive co-categories,'? and Sp~ be the
additive full subcategory of Sp consisting of connective spectra. We have CProj = (Mod E(S];_)ZO))CP €
CAlg(add) the additive co-category of compact projective E-module spectra.?’ Lastly we define addg
to be Modcproj, (add).

195¢e [LMGR24, §3.3] for a detailed discussion of additive co-categories.
20By [LMGR 24, Lemma 3.5.7(1)], compact projective E-module spectra are retracts of finite direct sums of the regular
E-module.
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Proposition 4.19. There are presentably symmetric monoidal functors

K
addg —F, stg

(420) 7®CPrOjET 7®PerfET
Catoo add K st

whose right adjoints are the evident forgetful functors.
Proof. See [LMGR 124, Eq. (6.1) and Proposition 3.4.5]. O
We will abuse notation and drop the E in K% when it is clear from context.

Remark 4.21. If A is an 1-category, then K?(A) is the co-categorical version of the chain homotopy
category of A by [LMGR ™24, Corollary 3.4.10]. Formally, it is the dg nerve of the dg category of
bounded chain complexes in A ([LMGR*24, Definition 3.4.1]). Therefore K°(A), where A is an
additive (oo, 1)-category, is the generalization of the chain homotopy category for (oo, 1)-categories.

Remark 4.22. The functors K% and K° commutes with forgetting the E action. That is, we have a
commutative diagram:

Kb
addE *E> StE

(4.23) l J

add L st,
where the vertical maps are the evident forgetful functors.
The composite Cato, — add — addg induces a symmetric monoidal left adjoint
(4.24) (—)*de ; Cat[Cats] — Cat[addg].
It follows that the functor F': Gen — PolyMor}, in Alg(Cat[Catso]) induces a map
(4.25) (F)*4e : (Gen)2ddz — PolyMor$,

in Alg(Cat[addg]).

We now define the (0o, 2)-category of E-valued Soergel bimodules via factorization systems.?!

Definition 4.26. Let F': C — D be a functor between (oo, 1)-categories. F' is fully faithful if for
every ci,ca € C, the induced map of spaces

(4.27) Home (e, ¢2) = Homp (Fey, Feg)

is an equivalence. F'is dominant if every object in D is a retract of F'c for some ¢ € C.

By [LMGR™24, Proposition 6.2.2], the (dominant, fully faithful) functors define factorization sys-
tem on addg.

Definition 4.28. Let F': C — D is a functor between addg-enriched categories. F' is surjective on
objects if every object in D is of the form Fc for some ¢ € C. F is dominant on 1-morphism if it is
hom-wise dominant, that is, for every ci,co € C, the induced map Hom,(c1,c2) — Homp(cy,c2) in
addg is dominant. Similarly, F' is faithful if it is hom-wise fully faithful.

By [LMGR 24, Corollary 6.2.4], the (surjective on objects and dominant on 1-morphisms, faithful)
functors define a factorization system on Catladdg| and Alg(Cat[addg]).

21We refer the reader to [LMGR™*24, Appendix B] for an introduction to factorization systems.
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Definition 4.29. Let the monoidal add g-enriched (oo, 2)-category of additive E-valued Soergel (0o, 2)-
category SBimpg € Alg(Cat[addg]) be the unique factorization

(F)addE

(Gen)2dds PolyMor;
(4.30)
surjective—on—objects faithful
—and—dominant—on—1—morphisms SBim
E

of (F)*4e with respect to the (surjective on objects and dominant on 1-morphisms, faithful) factor-
ization system.

We would like to describe the objects and hom-categories of SBimg. First we need the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.31. Let F: C — D be a functor of (0o, 1)-categories, where C € Cato and D € addg.
Then the following are equivalent:
(1) Its adjunct (C)*d4e — D is dominant.
(2) Every object of D is a retract of (finite) direct sums of objects in the image of F.
Proof. The argument is the same as [LMGR ™24, Lemma 6.3.1], just without the Z action. 0
Applying Lemma 4.31 to (Gen)®9# — SBimpg in (4.30), we get

Corollary 4.32. Consider the map Gen — SBimp adjunct to (Gen)*42 — SBimp in (4.30); it is
surjective on objects and every 1-morphism in SBimpg is a retract of direct sums of 1-morphisms in
the image of 1-morphisms in Gen.

Proposition 4.33. The objects of SBimpg are indexed by natural numbers N. Given n,m € N; then
Homgg;,,, . (n,m) = 0 if n # m. Moreover,

HO—mSBimE (TL,?’L) C E(BU(l)n)BMOdCE(BU(l)n)(MOdE)
is the full subcategory consisting of retracts of direct sums of shifted U(n) Bott-Samelson bimodules
EB;(k).

Proof. By construction, SBimg has the same objects as (Gen)?39# which has the same objects as Gen
as (—)*9F is a hom-wise construction. Since Gen has N many objects Observation 4.14, it follows
that SBimpg also has N many objects.

Fix n,m € N; by (4.30) we have a factorization

F(n,m)

Hom ¢y yadaz (7, M) Homp,)ynore, (n,m).

(4.34)
dominant fully —faithful

Homgg;,, (n,m)

By Lemma 4.31, Homgg;,,, . (7, m) is the full subcategory of Homp,jynore, (n,m) consisting of retracts
of direct sums of 1-morphisms in the image of Gen.

Now we use Observation 4.5 to identify Hompyjore (n,m) with g(pu()»)BModg gy)n)(Modg).
Suppose n # m, since Homg,,(n,m) = () by Observation 4.14, we see that Homgp; . (n,m) is the 0
category. On the other hand, by Observation 4.17 we see that the image of Hom,, (n,n) are precisely
shifts of U(n) Bott-Samelson bimodules EB;(k). Therefore Homgp;,, . (n,n) is the full subcategory
consisting of retracts of direct sums of shifted Bott-Samelson bimodules. O

Notation 4.35. We will often denote Homggp;,,, (7,n) as SBimg(n).
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Now we define the stable Soergel (co,2)-category. Recall from Proposition 4.19 that there is a
presentably symmetric monoidal left adjoint K: addg — stz to the evident forgetful functor. This
induces a symmetric monoidal left adjoint

(4.36) K? .: Cat[addp] — Cat[stg].

loc*

Definition 4.37. We call the monoidal st g-enriched (oo, 2)-category K (SBimpg) the E-valued stable
Soergel (00, 2)-category.

Observation 4.38. By construction, K (SBimg) has N many objects, with

0 n#*m

4.39 Hom imp) 1, M) =
(4.39) Hom,, (spims) () {Kb(SBimE(n)) n=m.

Remark 4.40. By Remark 4.21, K?(SBimg(n)) is the co-categorical analogue of the chain homotopy
category of Soergel bimodules.

By adjunction, the map SBimg — PolyMor}, in Alg(Cat[addg]) induces a map
(4.41) Hoe: Kb (SBimp) — PolyMor$,
in Alg(Cat[stg]). This is our fiber functor.

Remark 4.42. Fixn € N; there are two type of “suspensions” in K?(SBimg(n)) = Homgs (SBim ) (1 7).

loc

There is the standard suspension for the stable co-category K®(SBimg(n)), which we denote by . Tt
corresponds to the shifts in chain complex degrees. On the other hand, there are the “grading shifts”
(k): SBimg — SBimp of Soergel bimodules, which extend to automorphisms on K (SBimg)(n).
While ¥ and (—1) disagree on K? . the functor H,. takes both to the standard suspension in

loc?

E(BU(l)")BMOdE(BU(l)n)(MOdE)) = Homp )y ppore (7,7)-

5. BRAIDING ON K/ _(SBimpg)

In this section we construct a braiding on Kf _(SBimg), where E is a connective Eo-ring spectrum
equipped with a complex E-orientation fr: MU — FE.

5.1. From braiding to prebraiding to Rouquier complex. We start by recalling the definition
of a braiding as well as the parallel notion of a prebraiding.

Definition 5.1. Let C be a symmetric monoidal co-category and ¢ € Alg(C) = Algg, (C). Then the
space of braidings on c is

(5.2) Braide(c) = Algg, (C) X alg, (c) {¢}-

Note that this is a space as the forgetful map Algg, (C) — Algg, (C) is conservative. Intuitively a
braiding on c is a lift of the E;-algebra structure on ¢ to an Es-algebra structure.

We also have the the notion of prebraidings on monoidal functors between 1-categories over a
symmetric monoidal 1-category:

Definition 5.3. [LMGR™"24, Definition 2.4.1] Let A and B be monoidal 1-categories, with monoidal
product denoted by X in both cases and with associators b 4 . in B. A prebraiding 8 on a monoidal

functor F': A — B consists of the data of isomorphisms

Flz)RF(y) &% Fly) R F(z)  Vo,ye A
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that form a natural transformation Ko (F x F') = K° o (F x F') and satisfy the following two hezagon
axioms for all z,y, z € A:

(F(2) B F(y)) B F(z) 2225 (P(y) R F(2)) B F(z) —2 F(y) B (F(2) B F(2) “o3 F(y) B (F(2) B F(a))

(5.4) l}

F(o) R (Fly) R F(z)) —=— Flz) RF(yRz) —=% 4 p(yR2)R F(z) —=— (F(y) R F(2)) R F(x)

-1

<

Fz) R (F(y) B F(2) 2245 P(a) B (F(z) R F(y)) ——— (F(z) B F(2)) R F(y) 2225 (F(z) B F(2)) B F(y)

(5:5) lb—l ib

BaRy, =

(F(x) R F(y)) B F(z) —=— (F(e By)) R F(z) —22 4 P(:)R Pz Ry) —=— F(z) R (F(z) B F(y))

where the isomorphisms ~ are part of the data of F. We denote the set of prebraidings on F by
PreBraid(F).

Observation 5.6. [LMGR ™24, Corollary 2.4.2] Let A be a monoidal 1-category; then a pre-braiding
on the identity functor id: A — A is equivalent to a braided monoidal structure on A (in the sense
of [EGNO15, Definition 8.1.1]) that extends its monoidal structure. Furthermore, since a braided
monoidal structure on A is equivalent to a Eg-algebra structure on A (see [LMGR 24, Remark 7.7.7]),
we have an isomorphism

(5.7) PreBraid(id: A — A) ~ Braidcas,, ,, (A).

See [LMGR ™24, Example 8.1.2] for a detailed discussion.

Remark 5.8. See [LMGR ™24, Notation 8.1.1] for the co-categorical generalization of prebraiding.
We also need the notion of prebraiding over a base braided monoidal 1-category.

Definition 5.9. [LMGR ™24, Definition 2.4.5] Suppose we have monoidal categories C1,Cs and a
braided monoidal category D. Furthermore, suppose we have monoidal functors F': C; — Co and
g: Ca — D. We can consider C; as a monoidal category over D by the composite f == go F.

A prebraiding on F over D is a prebraiding on F' together with the condition that g maps the
prebraiding isomorphisms 3 to the braiding isomorphisms in D. We denote by PreBraid,p (F') the set
of prebraidings on F' over D.

Observation 5.10. [LMGR™24, Corollary 2.4.7] Let A be a monoidal category, D a braided monoidal
category, and g: A — D be a monoidal functor. Then a prebraiding on the identity functor id: A —
A over D is a braided monoidal structure on A such that ¢ is braided monoidal in the sense of
[EGNO15, Definition 8.1.7]. As braided monoidal functors are the same as Ey algebra maps, we have
an equivalence

(511) PreBraid/D (ld A — A) =~ Braid(Cat(l’l))/'D (A)

Now let us recall our setup. Let E be a connective Eo-algebra. We have K! (SBimp) together

with a fiber functor
Hyoe: K2 (SBimg) — PolyMor$,

in Algg (Cat[stg]). We are interested in lifting the E;-algebra structures on both K, (SBimg) and
Hy, to Eg-algebra structures. Equivalently, we want a braiding on Kf’oc(SBim E), viewed as an object
in the over-category Algg, (Cat[str]) polymors, = Algg, (Cat[ste]/poiymors ) ([LMGR'24, A.8.6]) via
Hige.

We now reduce a problem about braiding on an (oo, 2)-category to a problem about prebraiding
on a l-category, namely its homotopy 1-category.
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Definition 5.12. Let hg: Cat,, — Set denote the symmetric monoidal functor that takes an oo-
category to the set of isomorphism classes of objects. This induces hy: Cat[Cats] — Cat(y1) =
Cat[Set], which takes an (0o, 2)-category C to a 1-category hiC who has the same objects and whose
1-morphisms are isomorphism classes of 1-morphisms in C. We call h1C the homotopy 1-category of

C.22

We have a sequence of maps
(5.13)

Braidcag[st ] (K! .(SBimpg)) — BraidCat(lyU/hlpolmeE (K} (SBimpg))

/PolyMorCE
=~ PreBraidp, porymors, (id: b K}, (SBimg) — h KJ, (SBimg))
— PreBraid s, polyMors, (h1Gen — hK? (SBimp)),

where hyGen — K% (SBimp) comes from the composite Gen — SBimp — K! (SBimg). Now we
use the key technical result of [LMGR™24]:

Proposition 5.14. The composite map

Braidcag (K}, (SBimp)) — PreBraid /s, porynors, (1 Gen — K, (SBimp))

ste) /PolyMor¢,

s an isomorphism.

Proof. The result follows from [LMGR™24, Theorem 8.2.1] with C = SBimg, D = PolyMor};, and
B = Gen, together with the described maps between them.? It remains to check that they satisfy
the conditions of [LMGR ™24, Theorem 8.2.1]. The map SBimg — PolyMor?; is faithful by definition
(4.30), and the condition on Gen — SBimg is proven in Corollary 4.32. Note that there are no Z-shifts
as we don’t have a Z-grading. |

It remains to define a prebraiding on h1Gen — h1SBimpg over hiPolyMory,. We would like to
simplify the data needed to define a prebraiding from h;Gen.

Lemma 5.15. Let C be a monoidal 1-category and F': hyGen — C be a monoidal map given by taking
x = ¢ and f — gr: c®e — cXe. The set of prebraiding PreBraid(F: hyGen — C) isomorphic to
the set of morphism (: c®c — c¢X ¢ satisfying the following:

(1) B is an equivalence.
(2) For every k € Z, the following diagrams commute:**

id X
cReRe —% 4 cReRe

lﬁ&idc JBIXidC

(5.16) cXcelXe cXeXe

.Xid,
cRee —27% s cRele

22\We refer the reader to [LMGR ™24, §5] for detailed discussions about the functors h1, and more generally the homotopy
n-category functors hn,.

23[LMGR+Q4, Theorem 8.2.1] is stated for E = Hk with a Z-grading. However, the statement works more generally
for any E and with or without grading, see [LMGR 24, Footnote 37]. In our case we take K to be E and Z = pt.
24Tor the rest of the section, to simplify notation, we omit the parentheseses and associators.
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.Xid,
cReRe —2"% 4 cRceNe

lidbﬂﬂ lﬁdcm

(5.17) cXcelXe cXclKe

J{B&idc JBXidc

cReBe —22% , ReRe
Intuitively, the diagrams (5.16) (5.17) are saying that the endomorphisms fj, slide across the braid-

ing given by S.

Proof. First we construct § from a prebraiding and show that it satisfies the required conditions.
Suppose we have a prebraiding natural transform v: K o(F X F) ~ K°P o (F x F). We define 3 to
be v1,1: ¢®Wc— cXe. It is clearly invertible. Now we would like to show that § satisfies condition
(2). By the top hexagon axiom Equation (5.4), the braiding 71 2: ¢cXe¢®K e — ¢KcK e is given by the
composite

(5.18) cReRe 22 cmeRe 9 cReRe.

Now the commutativity of (5.16) follows from the naturality of 7. The analogous argument shows
that the commutativity (5.17) follows from the bottom Hexagon axiom (5.5) and naturality of .

Now suppose we have f: ¢ X ¢ = ¢ X ¢ satisfying (5.16) and (5.17). We will now construct
a prebraiding on F': hyGen — C. First we construct the natural isomorphism v: X o(F x F) ~
X°P o (F x F). Given n € N and a simple transposition s; in S, we define F(s;) to be

id mi-1 X A Rid g, € Home (2", &),
More generally, given i = (i1, - , ), we define
(5.19) F(i) := F(s;,)0-+-0 F(s;,) € Home (™", ™).
Now we define the prebraiding:
(5.20) Ymon = F((sn--51) (Sign=1"8i) " (Sm4n—1-"8n)) € Homc(cgm"’"7 c‘g"”").

See [LMGR ™24, Figure 1] for pictures of such ~.
Now we need to show that the assignments 7, , are natural and that they satisfy the two Hexagon

axioms. Both of the Hexagon axioms (5.4) (5.5) follow directly from the construction of v, ,, and the
naturality of X, which allow us to exchange the order of far away crossings.

As for naturality, we need show that for any m,n € N and any f € Homgen(n,n),?® the morphism
f can slide across v, n:

C&m X C&n Ym,n C&n X C&m
(5.21) [T |romida,
C&m X C&n Ym,n CIZn X CIZm.

Similarly, for any f € Homgen(m,m), it can slide across ym n:

C@m X C@n Ym,n C@n X C@m
(5.22) lF(f)gidcgn fdcmﬁﬂn
C&m X C&n Ym,n CIZn X CIZm.

25Recall that Gen only has endomorphisms by Observation 4.14.
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Let us prove the commutativity of (5.21). By Observation 4.14, it suffices to consider the case of f
being fr ik =1d;—1 ® fr Kid,—;—1 € Homgen(n,n) for some 1 <i <n —1 and k € Z. Furthermore,
using the functoriality of X, we can reduce to the case when m =1, n = 2, and f = f;. In this case
(5.21) unpacks to (5.16). Similarly, we can reduce the commutativity of (5.22) to that of (5.17).

To finish the proof, we need to check that the two constructions above are inverse constructions.
The case of § to prebraiding back to 3 is clear. On the other hand, for any prebraiding v, the hexagon
axioms (5.4) (5.5) imply that 7y, is of the form defined in (5.20). O

Remark 5.23. Lemma 5.15 is a rigorous formalization of much of the reduction arguments given in
[LMGR ™24, §2.5].

We apply Lemma 5.15 to hyGen — h; K? (SBimg):

loc

b
loc

Corollary 5.24. The set of prebraidings PreBraid;, polynore, (h1Gen — hi K} _(SBimg)) is equivalent

to the set of isomorphism classes of morphisms R € HomK{, (SBimE)(2,2) satisfying the following
conditions:

(1) The image
Hoc(R) € I{O—mPolyMorCE (2,2) = E(BU(1)2)BM0d(E(BU(1)2)(MOdE)
is isomorphic to the permutation bimodule E(BU(1)2s1).
(2) R is invertible.
(3) Let R1, Ry € HomK? (SBimp) (3, 3) denote RXidp(pr) and idgpr) X R respectively, then there
exists isomorphisms
(525) EBl e} RQ o Rl ~ RQ o Rl o EBQ,
and
(526) EBQ @) Rl o R2 ~ Rl o R2 o EBl
Here we use o to represent the composition of 1-morphisms in HomK{) (SBimp) (3; 3).
Proof. By Lemma 5.15, a prebraiding v on hiGen — h1K} (SBimpg) is equivalent to the set of
isomorphism classes of such R satisfying conditions (2) and (3). Note that it suffices to check on
EB; because the other generating endomorphisms are mapped to shifts of EB;. Furthermore, by

Observation 4.7, condition (1) is equivalent to the condition of y being a prebraiding over hiPolyMor®
in the sense of Definition 5.9. O

Remark 5.27. Note that we only ask for the isomorphisms in conditions (1) and (3) of Corollary 5.24
to exist, as we are working on the level of homotopy 1-categories.

5.2. Main theorem. In this subsection we construct a braiding on K! (SBimg) by defining the

Rouquier complex and show that it satisfies the conditions of Corollary 5.24.
Definition 5.28. Let T = U(1)?. We define the Rouquier complex
R € K°(SBimp(2)) = Homgy (sBimg)(2:2)
to be the fiber of
ma(=2): EBi(=2) - E(BT)(-2)
defined in Proposition 3.44.

Now we show the Rouquier complex satisfies the conditions of Corollary 5.24. We start with
condition (1):
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Proposition 5.29. The functor Hio.: Kb _(SBimg) — PolyMor; takes the Rouquier complex R to
the permutation bimodule E(BTs1) € HompolyMor%(2, 2).

Proof. The functor Hjoc(2,2): Homeoc(SBimE)(ZQ) — Hompolymors, (2,2) is exact.?® Therefore it
takes the Rouquier complex R to the fiber of
mi(=2): EB,(=2) — B(BT)(~2)
in
Hompolymorg, (2,2) = p(pu(1)2BModg py(1y2)(Modg).

Now the result follows from the anti-diagonal fiber sequence in Proposition 3.44. |

Next we move on to condition (2) of Corollary 5.24 that R is invertible. First we define the inverse:

Definition 5.30. We define the inverse Rouquier complex R' € K*(SBimg(2)) to be the cofiber of
Asy: E(BT) — EB; defined in Proposition 3.44.

We need the basic aspects of the theory of total fibers. We refer the reader to [MV15, §3.4] for the
general theory.

Definition 5.31. Let C be a stable co-category. Consider a commutative square

A—— B

(5.32) l J

C — D

in C. The total fiber of the diagram is the fiber of the induced map A — B xp C.

Lemma 5.33. [MV15, Proposition 3.4.3] Let C be a stable co-category. Consider a commutative

square
A—— B
(5.34) l l
C —— D
in C. Then the total fiber of the square is equivalent to the fiber of
(5.35) fib(A — B) — fib(C — D).

Analogous, the total fiber of the square is also equivalent to the fiber of
(5.36) fib(A — C) — fib(B — D).

Lemma 5.37. Let C € Alg(st) be a monoidal stable co-category with tensor product XK. Let A —
B — C and A" — B' — C’ be fiber sequences in C. Then AR A’ is the total fiber of

BXB —— BXC(C

(5.38) l l

CRB —— CKC(C.

26Recall that a functor between stable co-categories is exact if it takes finite (co)limits to finite (co)limits.
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Proof. Consider the following diagram:

AXA —— AXB —— AX(C

| | |

(5.39) BXA — 5 BXB —— BR('

| | |

BXA —— CXB —— CKC(C".

Since X is exact in both variables, each row and column is a fiber sequence. In particular, the top row
is a fiber sequence. Now the result follows from Lemma 5.33 as the last two columns are also fiber
sequences. O

We also have a straightforward yet useful observation:

Observation 5.40. Let C be a stable co-category. Suppose we have a commutative square of the
form

A—— D®B
(5.41) | |0
C —— D.

Then the total fiber of the above square is equivalent to the total fiber of

A—— B

(5.42) l l

C ——0,
which is simply the fiber of A - B & C.
Now we prove condition (2) of Corollary 5.24, that is, that R and R’ are inverses of each other:
Proposition 5.43. We have equivalences
(5.44) RoR ~E(BT)~R oR.
in K*(SBimg(2)). Here o is denoting the monoidal composition product on K?(SBimg(2)) = Homgo (sBimp) (2,2).

Proof. Let us prove that Ro R’ ~ E(BT); the proof of E(BT) ~ R'o R is analogous. By Lemma 5.37,
YR o R is the total fiber of
EBl®E(BT)A81

EB, EBi1(-2)
(5.45) lml lm1®E<BT>EBi<—2)
E(BT) EB;(-2).
By Proposition 3.59, we have a splitting
(5.46) EBy, ~ EB, ® EB,(2)

in SBimp(2). Since the map SBimpg(2) — K°(SBimp(2)) is additive, this splitting also holds in
K'(SBimg(2)). Replacing EBi;(—2) with EB;(—2) & EBy, we can replace (5.45) with

(7, (EB1®p(pT)As1)oVT)

EB, EB(-2)® EB;
(5.47) lml |00
E(BT) EBy(-2).
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Note that we denote maps that does not need specification by 7. By Observation 5.40, the total fiber
of (5.47) is equivalent to the fiber of

(EB1®p(pT)As1)oVL,m1)

(5.48) EB, EB, @ E(BT).

Since (EB1®p(pr))As1 o VI is an equivalence by Lemma 3.68, we see that the fiber of (5.48) is
Y E(BT). Therefore we have an equivalence Ro R’ ~ E(BT). O

Lastly, we prove condition (3) of Corollary 5.24:

Proposition 5.49. We have equivalences

(550) EBl e} RQ (e} Rl ~ RQ (e} Rl o E11327
and
(551) EBQ @) R1 @) R2 ~ R1 @) R2 o EBl

in K°(SBimg(3)).

Proof. We will construct the isomorphism (5.50). The isomorphism (5.51) can be constructed analo-
gously. Note that by Proposition 3.79, EB;y 2 = E(T\G1,2/T) is an object in SBimpg(3). Note that
G1 2 is simply U(3) in our case. First we are going to show that EB; o Ry 0 Ry(4) is equivalent to the
fiber of the composite map

EB12® m
(5.52) EBy 3 2% EByyy — """, EByy.

By Lemma 5.37, we see that EBj o Ry o R1(4) is equivalent to the total fiber of

EB1®pBT)M2@E(BT)EB1

EByy EBy,
(553) iEBH@)E(BT)ml J{EBl®E(BT)m1
EBQ EBl-

EB1®Eg(BT)Mm2
By Proposition 3.65 and Corollary 3.83, we have compatible splittings
(554) EBH >~ EBl D EBl (2), EBl 1= EBLQ ©® EBl (2),

such that the top horizontal map of (5.53) is of the form

? 7
(5.55) <o id) .

Now we can write (5.53) as

EBi2 @ EB;(2) EB, @ EB(2)
(5.56) l l(id’o)

EB1®g(BT)m2
By Observation 5.40, the total fiber of (5.56) is equivalent to the total fiber of

EBis & EBy(2) @) EB(2)

(5.57) l i

EBiy 0.
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By Lemma 5.33 and taking fibers horizontally, the total fiber of (5.57) is equivalent to the fiber of the
composite map

EB12® m
(5.58) EBio 224 EByy —— 2070 EB)s.
Applying the same argument, we can show that Rg o Ry o EBs(4) is equivalent to the fiber of the
composite

mo® EB
(5.59) EB,, 222 EBj;; — 2" 2, EB,.
By Observation 3.84 (in particular (3.86)), the composites in (5.58) and (5.59) are equivalent. It
follows that £ Bj o Ry o R; is equivalent to Ry o Ry o EBs. O

Putting it altogether, we have our main theorem:

Theorem 5.60. Let E be a connective Eo-ring spectrum together with a complex E-orientation.

b

Then there exists a contractible space of braidings on K,

(SBimpg) in Caut[stE]/pob,l\/[or«}:S whose braiding
on 2 strands is isomorphic to the Rouquier complex R defined in Definition 5.28.

Proof. By Proposition 5.14 and Corollary 5.24, it suffices to check conditions (1), (2), (3) of Corol-
lary 5.24 for the Rouquier complex R. These conditions are respectively proven in Proposition 5.29,
Proposition 5.43, and Proposition 5.49. O

We end with a remark about generalizing to the non-connective case:

Remark 5.61. We restrict ourselves to E being a connective Eo, spectrum because addg is only well-
defined if E is connective. Without assuming connectivity, we can still define SBimp and K, _(SBimg),
as well as construct a braiding on K? (SBimg). However, SBimg will be only enriched in add, and

K? (SBimp) will be an Ey-algebra in Cat[st] rather than in Cat[stz].
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