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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 (∞, 1)-category SBimE(n) of E-valued U(n) Soergel bimodules, where E is a

connective E∞-ring spectrum, and assemble them into a monoidal locally additive (∞, 2)-category

SBimE . When E has a complex orientation, we then construct a braiding, i.e. an E2-algebra struc-

ture, on the universal locally stable (∞, 2)-category K
b
loc(SBimE) associated to SBimE . 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].

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Topology of Bott-Samelson spaces 3

3. Complex oriented Bott-Samelson bimodules 6

4. (∞, 2)-category of additive and stable E-valued Soergel bimodules 17

5. Braiding on Kb
loc(SBimE) 22

References 30

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)-category1 SBim, whose objects are indexed by natural

numbers n ∈ N, and whose endomorphism category HomSBim(n, n) is SBim(n). In [LMGR+24] the

author and collaborators constructed a braiding, i.e. an E2-algebra structure, on the locally stable

(∞, 2)-category Kb
loc(SBim), which is the universal locally stable (∞, 2)-category associated to SBim.2

Just as the Sn Hecke algebras taken together form a braided monoidal category that controls type A

quantum link invariants and 3d topological field theories, we believe that Kb
loc(SBim), together with

its E2-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.3

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

1We invite the reader to [LMGR+24, Appendix A] for an accessible introduction to higher and ∞-categories, which are
utilized throughout this paper.
2The objects of Kb

loc
(SBim) are also indexed by natural numbers, and the endomorphism category

Hom
Kb

loc
(SBim)(n, n) = K

b(SBim(n)) is the universal stable ∞-category associated to SBim(n), which is the ∞-

categorical 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 E∞-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

SBimE(n) denote the full subcategory of E(BT ) − E(BT )-bimodule spectra consisting of E-valued

Soergel bimodules. Our first result is that SBimE(n) can be assembled into a monoidal locally additive

(∞, 2)-category:

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 4.33). Let E be a connective E∞-ring spectrum.4 There exists a monoidal

locally additive (∞, 2)-category SBimE whose objects are labeled by natural numbers, and whose hom

categories are

(1.2) HomSBimE
(n, m) =

{
0 n 6= m,

SBimE(n) n = m.

By abstract nonsense, we also get a monoidal locally stable (∞, 2)-category Kb
loc(SBimE) (see

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

(1.3) Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(n, m) =

{
0 n 6= m,

Kb(SBimE(n)) n = m.

Here Kb(SBimE(n)) is the universal stable (∞, 1)-category associated to SBimE(n). Additionally, we

have a fiber functor (4.41), which is an E1-algebra map Hloc : Kb
loc(SBimE) → MorE , where MorE

is the symmetric monoidal (∞, 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

E∞-ring homomorphism fE : 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 E∞-ring spectrum with a complex E∞-orientation

fE : MU → E. There exists an E2-algebra structure on Kb
loc(SBimE) together with an E2-algebra struc-

ture on Hloc : Kb
loc(SBimE) → MorE such that

(1) The E2-algebra structures enhances the E1-algebra structures on Kb
loc(SBimE) and Hloc.

(2) The braiding on two strands is given by the Rouquier complex (Definition 5.28).

Furthermore, the space of such pairs of E2-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 BSii ≃ BSi ⊕

BSi(2) (Proposition 3.59) and BSiji ≃ BSi,j ⊕ BSi(2) (Proposition 3.79) in the setting of E-valued

Soergel bimodules. Here j = i ± 1 and BSi,j is defined in Notation 3.71.

Remark 1.7. Let E = HZ together with its canonical complex E∞-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 E is

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

Soergel categories SBimE , as well as the stable analogue Kb
loc(SBimE). Lastly, in Section 5 we prove

Theorem 5.60 regarding braidings on Kb
loc(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)n the maximal

torus, and W = NG(T )/T = Sn be the Weyl group. Given a simple transposition si = (i, i + 1), we

denote by Gi the corresponding standard parabolic U(1)i−1 ×U(2)×U(1)n−i−1. Note that Gi’s, along

with other standard parabolic subgroups, are spaces with a T − T action by T multiplication on the

both the left and the right.5

Given two T − T spaces X1, X2, we can define a new T − T space X1 ×T X2 as the homotopy

quotient by the simultaneous T action, acting on the right of X1 and the left of X2.6 The T − T

action is defined to be

(2.1) (t1, t2) · (x1, x2) := (t1 x1, x2 t2).

We will view the operation −×T − 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. Fix i = (i1, · · · , im) in {1, · · · , n − 1}×m with m ∈ N. The Bott-Samelson space BSi

is the T − T space

(2.3) Gi1 ×T Gi2 · · · ×T Gim .

When i = ∅ we take BS∅ to be T .

Remark 2.4. T − T acts on the left of Gi1 and right of Gim respectively:

(2.5) (t1, t2) · (g1, · · · , gm) := (t1 g1, · · · , gm t2).

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

BSi/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 × 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 si, sj be neighboring

simple transpositions, i.e. j = i ± 1.

The elements si and sj generate a S3 subgroup in W . We denote by Gi,j = Gj,i the associated

standard parabolic subgroup of G.7 Then we have a commutative diagram of T − T spaces:

(2.7)

BSii = Gi ×T Gi BSiji = Gi ×T Gj ×T Gi

BSs = Gi Gi,j

(g1,g2) 7→(g1,1,g2)

µi µiji

where the vertical maps are multiplications. We have the following propositions from [Kit23a, Lemma

5.7] (with K = {si}):

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 si ∈ W = NG(T )/T . Pick a lift to

NG(T )/T , for which we abuse notation and also denote by si.
8 Conjugation by si on T induces the

Weyl group element’s action on T :

σi : T → T, t 7→ σi(t) := si t s−1
i .

Definition 2.9. Let T si be the T − T space whose underlying space is T and the T − T action is

given by

(2.10) (t1, t2) · t := t1 t (σi(t2)) = t1 t (si t2 s−1
i ).

Note that we conjugated the right T action by si.

Definition 2.11. Let mi : T → Gi denote the standard T − T -equivariant inclusion. Similarly, let

msi : T si → Gi denote the map t 7→ t s. It is straightforward to check that msi 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

ΛT := Hom(T, U(1)) be the character lattice. Each character β ∈ ΛT 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 Lβ on T . Applying the same argument to T si,

β also defines a T − T -equivariant line bundle Lβ on T si.

Proposition 2.12. Let αi be the root associated to the simple transposition si.
9 As a T − T based

space, the cofiber of msi is equivalent to the Thom space T Lαi . Furthermore, let ∆i denote the cofiber

map Gi → T Lα; then the composite

(2.13) T
mi−−→ Gi

∆i−−→ T Lαi

is the zero section map.

Similarly, the cofiber of mi is equivalent to the Thom space (T si)
L−αi . Furthermore, let ∆si denote

the cofiber map Gi → T s
L−αi

i ; then the composite

(2.14) T si
msi−−→ Gi

∆si−−→ (T si)
L−αi

7If j = i + 1, then Gi,j = U(1)i−1
× U(3) × U(1)n−i−2.

8One such lift is the permutation matrix associated to s.
9αi has 1 in the i-th row, −1 in the (i + 1)-th row, and 0 everywhere else.



BRAIDING ON COMPLEX ORIENTED SOERGEL BIMODULES 5

is the zero section map. To summarize, we get a diagram:

(2.15)

T T si

Gi

T Lαi (T si)
L−αi

mi msi

∆i ∆si

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

sions.

Proof. We claim that there are T − T -equivariant tubular neighborhoods ν0, ν∞ of T and T s (via

inclusions mi and msi) in Gi such that v0

⋃
v∞ = Gi and v0

⋂
v∞ = ∂ν0 = ∂ν∞.

To construct them, we first quotient Gi by the right T action. Note that Gi/T ≃ CP 1 = (C2 −

{0})/C× with T acting as

(2.16) t · [x1 : x2] := [x1 : αi(t) x2] = [αi(t)
−1 x1 : x2] = [(−αi)(t) x1 : x2]

Furthermore, the maps mi/T : T/T = pt → CP 1 and msi/T : T si/T = pt → CP 1 correspond to the

inclusions of T -fixed points [1 : 0] and [0 : 1] respectively. We can identify CP 1 with S2 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 ν0, ν∞ be

the preimages of the northern and southern semispheres along the quotient map Gi → Gi/T ≃ S2. It

is clear that they are tubular neighborhoods of T and T si satisfying the conditions above.

It follows that the cofiber of msi is T/v∞ ≃ v0/∂v0 = T V where V is the normal bundle of T in

Gi. Now we need to identify V with Lαi . 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 1. The

tangent space at [1 : 0] can be identified with the coordinate x2, on which T acts via the character

αi by (2.16). Hence V is the line bundle Lα. The same argument shows that the cofiber of mi is

(T si)
L−αi . Note that the −αi comes from the action of T on the coordinate x1 in Equation (2.16). �

Remark 2.17. Proposition 2.12 generalizes to general compact Lie groups. In particular, let G =

SU(2) ≃ S3, T = U(1), W = Sn, and s1 = (1, 2). Then we can view T and T si as two unknots

that link each other in S3. Furthermore, the decomposition of S3 into two tubular neighborhood is

precisely the standard genus one Heegaard splitting of S3.

Next we compose the two fiber sequences with Gi. Note that we have obvious T − T -equivariant

isomorphisms:

(2.18)

Gi ×T T Gi T ×T Gi

(g, t) g t

t g (t, g).

∼ ∼
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As for T si, we use the fact that si is an element of Gi to get isomorphisms:

(2.19)

Gi ×T T si Gi T si ×T Gi

(g, t) g t si

t si g (t, g).

∼ ∼

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 X1.

Then we get a T −T -equivariant vector bundle V ×E X2 over X1 ×T X2 whose total space is EV ×T X2,

where EV is the total space of V .

Corollary 2.20. By applying − ×T Gi to (2.15), we get a diagram

(2.21)

Gi Gi

Gi ×T Gi

GLα×T Gi

i (Gi)
L′

−α×T Gi

mi×T Gi msi×T Gi

∆i×T Gi ∆si×T Gi

where the diagonal maps are cofiber sequences and the other two composites are zero section inclusions.

Note that we twisted msi ×T Gi and ∆si ×T Gi by the isomorphisms in (2.19).

Similarly, by applying Gi ×T − to (2.15), we get a diagram

(2.22)

Gi Gi

Gi ×T Gi

GGi×T Lα

i (Gi)
Gi×T L′

−α

Gi×T mi Gi×T msi

Gi×T ∆i Gi×T ∆si

where the diagonal maps are cofiber sequences and the other two composites are zero section inclusions.

Once again we twisted Gi ×T msi and Gi ×T ∆si by the isomorphisms in (2.19).

Observation 2.23. Unpacking the construction, mi ×T Gi and msi ×T Gi are given by g 7→ (1, g)

and g 7→ (si, s−1
i g) respectively. Similarly, Gi ×T mi and Gi ×T msi are given by g 7→ (g, 1) and

g 7→ (gs−1
i , si) respectively.

Let us end this section with an easy yet important observation:

Observation 2.24. Observation 2.23 implies that the multiplication map

µi : Gi ×T Gi → Gi, (g1, g2) 7→ g1 g2

is a T − T -equivariant retraction of all four maps mi ×T Gi, msi ×T Gi, Gi ×T mi, and Gi ×T msi.

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[[x, y]] satisfying

(1) F(x, y) = F(y, x),

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

(3) F(x, F(y, z)) = F(F(x, y), z).

We are interested in the graded setting, where S is a Z-graded commutative ring, x and y are in degree

2, and F(x, y) is a homogenous degree 2 power series. Given a formal group law, there exists a unique

inverse ιx ∈ S[[x]] such that F(x, ιx) = 0. We will write x +F y for F(x, y) and x −F y for F(x, ιy).

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) x +F y := x + y, ιx = −x.

Example 3.3 (Multiplicative formal group law). Let S = Z[β] with β in degree −2. The multiplicative

formal group law is defined as

(3.4) x +F y := x + y − β x y, ιx = −
∑

i≥0

βi xi+1.

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 [Laz55] showed that L is a free

polynomial algebra Z[xi] on infinitely many generators, where i > 0 and xi 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[[x, y]] such that

(3.7) x − y = (x −F y) g(x, y).

Fix the pair (S, F). Let A be an abelian group, and S[[A]] be the formal power series generated by

variables xµ, µ ∈ A, each in degree two. We denote by S[[A]]F the quotient

(3.8) S[[A]]/(x0, xµ+ν − (xµ +F xν)).

When A ≃ Zn is a finite rank lattice with basis µ1, · · · , µn, then we have

(3.9) S[[A]]F ≃ S[[x1, · · · , xn]]

with xi corresponding to xµi .

The construction S[[−]]F 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]]F inherits a W action

by permuting the variables xµ. Let Λ = Zn, which we view as the root lattice of U(n). Using the

standard basis, we can write S[[Λ]]F as S[[x1, · · · , xn]]. The Weyl group W = Sn acts on S[[Λ]]F by

permuting the variables xi. For any simple transposition si, let

(3.10) S[[Λ]]si

F ≃ S[[x1, · · · , xn]]si = S[[x1, · · · , xi−1, xi + xi+1, xixi+1, xi+2, · · · , xn]

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

Observation 3.11. S[[Λ]]F is a free rank two S[[Λ]]si

F -module with basis 1 and xi.
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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 Λ. It follows from Equation (3.9) that the

element xα ∈ S[[Λ]]F = S[[x1, · · · , xn]] is regular for any simple root α.10 By [LZ20, Lemma 2.3], for

any simple transposition si, αi the corresponding simple root, and any r ∈ S[[Λ]]F , the power series

r − si(r) is divisible by xαi = xi −F xi+1 and x−αi = xi+1 −F xi.

Definition 3.12. Let si be a simple transposition and αi be the corresponding simple root. The

Demazure operator is

(3.13) ∂i : S[[Λ]]F → S[[Λ]]F , f 7→
f − si(f)

xαi

=
f − si(f)

xi −F xi+1
.

We also have a variant

(3.14) ∂′
i : S[[Λ]]F → S[[Λ]]F , f 7→

si(f) − f

x−αi

=
si(f) − f

xi+1 −F xi
.

The following proposition follows from direct computation:

Proposition 3.15. The following holds:

(1) ∂ir = 0 = ∂′
ir for any r ∈ S[[Λ]]si

F .

(2) ∂i(r1 r2) = (∂ir1) r2 + si(r1) (∂i(r2)) and ∂′
i(r1 r2) = (∂′

ir1) si(r2) + r1 (∂′
i(r2)).

(3) ∂i and ∂′
i are S[[Λ]]si

F -linear.

(4) ∂ixi = g(xi, xi+1) = −∂ixi+1, where g is defined in Lemma 3.6. Analogously, ∂ixi =

g(xi+1, xi) = −∂ixi+1.

Remark 3.16. By Observation 3.11 and Proposition 3.15(3), ∂i and ∂′
i are determined as S[[Λ]]sF -linear

maps by sending 1 to 0 and xi to the invertible elements g(xi, xi+1) and g(xi+1, xi) 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 fE : MU → E. We take this to be our notion of complex oriented ring spectra.11 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(Σ∞
+ X, E) the mapping spectrum whose homotopy

groups are the E-cohomology E∗(X) of X . If X is a based space, we denote by Ẽ(X) := Hom(Σ∞X, E)

the mapping spectrum whose homotopy groups are the reduced E-cohomology Ẽ∗(X) of X . Note

that E(X) ≃ Ẽ(X+). We also denote the graded commutative ring π−∗(E) = E∗(pt) simply as E∗.

In particular, we use the cohomological grading. Lastly, let X be a spectrum and k ∈ Z; we write

Σ−kX as X(k).12

The orientation fE provides a nice theory of E-valued Chern classes for complex vector bundles.

In particular, E∗(BU(1)) ≃ E∗[[x]], where the generator x ∈ E2(BU(1)) is the first Chern class

c1(L) of the tautological line bundle L on BU(1). Furthermore, by the well-known result of Quillen

[Qui69], the tensor products of line bundles induce a formal group law FE on E∗: consider the map

BU(1) × BU(1) → BU(1) given by tensoring of line bundles. We can define FE as the image of x

under pullback on E-cohomology:

(3.17) E∗[[x]] ≃ E∗(BU(1)) → E∗(BU(1) × BU(1)) ≃ E∗[[x, y]], x 7→ FE(x, y).

10For more general root datum and α a simple long root, the element xα may not be regular. See the discussion in

[CZZ15, §4].
11See [HL18] for discussion of notions of complex orientation.
12We use (n) rather than Σ because this suspension corresponds to the grading shift in Soergel bimodule. See Re-
mark 4.42.
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We will often denote FE 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 E∞-ring spectrum with a canonical complex E∞-orientation MU →

τ≤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

ΛT = Hom(T, U(1)) be its character lattice. For α ∈ ΛT , let Lα be the associated complex line bundle

on BT .

Proposition 3.21. There exists a functorial equivalence

(3.22) E∗(BT ) ≃ E∗[[Λ]]FE

where c1(Lα) is taken to xα for α ∈ Λ.

Now for the cohomology of BU(n) and more generally parabolic subgroups of U(n):

Proposition 3.23. Fix n ∈ N. Let W ′ ⊂ W = Sn be a parabolic subgroup and GW ′ ⊂ G = U(n) be

the corresponding standard parabolic. The inclusion T = U(1)n → GW ′ induces a map E∗(BGW ′) →

E∗(BT ). This map is injective and induces an isomorphism:

(3.24) E∗(BGW ′ ) ≃ E∗(BT )W ′

≃ E∗[[Λ]]W
′

FE
.

Example 3.25. It follows that E∗(BU(n)) ≃ E∗[[c1, · · · , cn]] ⊂ E∗[[x1, · · · , xn]] ≃ E∗(BT ), where

ci ∈ E2i(BU(n)) is the i-th symmetric polynomial in the variables x1 · · · , xn. Furthermore, ci 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∗(BGi) ≃ E∗[[Γ]]si

F = E∗[[x1, · · · , xi−1, xi + xi+1, xixi+1, xi+2, · · · , xn].

In particular, by Observation 3.11, E∗(BT ) is a rank two free module over E∗(BGi) with basis 1 and

xi.

We also get the Kunneth isomorphism:

Proposition 3.27. The Kunneth map

(3.28) E∗(BU(n1)) ⊗E∗ · · · ⊗E∗ E∗(BU(nk)) → E∗(BU(n1) × · · · BU(nk))

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 fE : MU → E 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) Ẽ(XV ) ≃ E(X)(2n).

On cohomology, the unit 1 ∈ E0(X) corresponds to the Thom class th(V ) ∈ E2n(XV ). Furthermore,

the zero section inclusion induces a map of E(X)-module spectra

(3.31) E(X)(2n) ≃ Ẽ(XV ) → E(X).

On cohomology this takes 1 to the top Chern class cn(V ) ∈ E2n(X).

Moving forward, we will always use the Thom isomorphism (3.30) to identify Ẽ(XV ) 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 E(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)n.

Definition 3.32. Fix i = (i1, · · · , im). The E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodule associated to i is

(3.33) EBi := E(T \BSi/T ),

which we view as an E(BT ) − E(BT )-bimodule. We denote EBi by EBi.

We will also denote the cohomology groups E∗(T \BSi/T ) as EB∗
i
, and E∗(T \BSi/T ) as EB∗

i .

Observation 3.34. Let − ⊗E(BT ) − denote tensoring over E(BT ); then we have an equivalence

(3.35) EBi ≃ EBi1 ⊗E(BT ) EBi2 · · · ⊗E(BT ) EBim .

Let us observe the following: suppose we have a group G and a subgroup H ⊂ G; then the double

qoutient H\G/H is equivalent to the pullback BH ×BG BH . In our case, we see that T \Gi/T ≃

BT ×BGi BT . More generally, we have

(3.36) T \BSi/T ≃ BT ×BGi1
BT · · · ×BGim

BT.

Now we can compute EB∗
i
:

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

(3.38) E∗(BT ) ⊗E∗(BGi1 ) E∗(BT ) · · · ⊗E∗(BGim ) E∗(BT ) → E∗(T \BSi/T ) = EB∗
i

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 = i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, in which case E∗(BT ) is a

free E∗(BGi) ≃ E∗(BT )si -module by Example 3.26. It follows that the Eilenberg-Moore spectral

sequence degenerates and the canonical map E∗(BT ) ⊗E∗(BGi) E∗(BT ) → EB∗
i is an isomorphism.

The general case follows inductively from the same argument. �

By Proposition 3.23, we have the following:

13Please 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∗[[Λ]]F ⊗E∗[[Λ]]
s1
F

E∗[[Λ]]F · · · ⊗E∗[[Λ]]sm
F

E∗[[Λ]]F .

Example 3.41. Fix n = 2 and s1 = (1, 2). We have E∗(BT ) ≃ E∗[[x1, x2]] and

(3.42)
EB∗

1 = E∗(BT ) ⊗E∗(BT )s1 E∗(BT )

= E∗[[x1 ⊗ 1, x2 ⊗ 1, 1 ⊗ x1, 1 ⊗ x2]]/((x1 + x2) ⊗ 1 = 1 ⊗ (x1 + x2), (x1x2) ⊗ 1 = 1 ⊗ (x1x2)).

We end this subsection by translating Proposition 2.12 and Corollary 2.20 to this setting. Note

that the double quotient BT si := T \T si/T is equivalent to BT as a space. However, the associated

map to T \pt/T = BT × BT is (id, σi).
14 It follows that the E∗(BT ) − E∗(BT ) action on E∗(BT si)

is

(3.43) (f0, f1) · r = f0 r si(f1),

where si(−) exchanges variables xi and xi+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, ẼH(XV ) ≃ Ẽ((X/H)V/H) is naturally an E(BH)-

module. In our case, we see that T Lα and (T si)
L−α correspond to BT α and (BT si)

−α. Using the

complex orientation (Proposition 3.29), we can identify Ẽ(BT α) and Ẽ((BT si)
−α) as E(BT )(2) and

E(BT si)(2) respectively.

For the rest of the subsection we fix 1 ≤ i ≤ 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

(3.45)

E(BT )(2) E(BT si)(2)

EBi

E(BT ) E(BT si).

∆i ∆si

msimi

Furthermore, the two diagonals are fiber sequences, while the two other composites E(BT )(2) → E(BT )

and E(BT si)(2) → E(BT si) are multiplications by c1(αi) = xi −FE xi+1 and c1(−αi) = xi+1 −FE xi

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

(3.47)

r r

r (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) r (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

r1 ⊗ r2

r1 r2 r1 s1(r2).

14Recall that σi : BT → BT is the automorphism given by conjugation by si.
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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∗
i → E∗(BT )⊕E∗(BT si) is injective by

[LZ20, Theorem 1.1].15 Therefore to determine the top two maps it suffices to check the composites

to E∗(BT ) and E∗(BT si). Let us first consider ∆i : E∗(BT )(2) → EB∗
i . By Proposition 3.44,

the composite msi ◦ ∆i is the 0, while ∆i ◦ mi is given by multiplication by xi −FE xi+1. It is

straightforward to see that r 7→ r (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) satisfies both conditions. The same argument

holds for ∆si : E∗(BT si)(2) → EB∗. �

Remark 3.48. Note that

xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1 = 1 ⊗ xi −FE xi+1 ⊗ 1

and

xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1 = 1 ⊗ xi −FE xi ⊗ 1.

This can be verified by checking their images in E∗(BT ) and E∗(BT si).

Remark 3.49. Since ∆i : E∗(BT )(2) → EB∗
i is an E∗(BT ) − E∗(BT )-equivariant map, we see that

for any r ∈ E∗(BT ) = E∗[[x1, x2]], we have

(3.50)

r ⊗ 1 × (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) = r (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

= (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) r

= (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) × 1 ⊗ r.

and

(3.51)

r ⊗ 1 × (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) = r (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

= (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) si(r)

= (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) × 1 ⊗ si(r).

Here × denotes the multiplication of EB∗
i .

The isomorphisms in (2.19) induces isomorphisms:

(3.52)

EBi ⊗E(BT ) E(BT si) EBi E(BT si) ⊗E(BT ) EBi

r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ t = r1 ⊗ r2 t ⊗ 1 r1 ⊗ si (r2 t)

si(t) r1 ⊗ r2 t ⊗ r1 ⊗ r2 = 1 ⊗ si(t) r1 ⊗ r2.

∼ ∼

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

Corollary 3.53. We have a diagram

(3.54)

EBi(2) EBi(2)

EBii

EBi EBi

∆i⊗E(BT )EBi ∆si⊗E(BT )EBi

msi⊗E(BT )EBimi ⊗E(BT )EBi

15In fact the image can be characterized by the Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson description, see [LZ20].
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where the diagonal maps are fiber sequences. Note that we twisted msi⊗E(BT )EBi and ∆si⊗E(BT )EBi

by the isomorphisms in (3.52). Furthermore, the induced maps on cohomology are given by

(3.55)
r1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ r2

r1 (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) ⊗ r2 r1 (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) ⊗ r2

r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3

r1 r2 ⊗ r3 r1 si(r2) ⊗ r3.

Similarly we have a diagram

(3.56)

EBi(2) EBi(2)

EBii

EBi EBi

EBi⊗E(BT )∆i EBi⊗E(BT )∆si

EBi⊗E(BT )msiEBi⊗E(BT )mi

where the diagonal maps are fiber sequences. Once again we twisted EBi ⊗E(BT ) msi and EBi ⊗E(BT )

∆si by the isomorphisms in (3.52). Furthermore, the induced maps on cohomology are given by

(3.57)
r1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ r2

r1 ⊗ (xi ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) r2 r1 ⊗ (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) r2

r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3

r1 ⊗ r2 r3 r1 ⊗ si(r2) r3.

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

3.4. Splittings of E-valued Bott-Samelson bimodules. Fix i, j neighboring simple transposi-

tions. In this subsection we construct splittings of EBii and EBiji. We start with EBii. Recall

that we have a T − T -equivariant multiplication map µi : Gi ×T Gi → Gi. This induces a map of

E(BT ) − E(BT )-bimodules:

(3.58) µi : EBi → EBii, r1 ⊗ r2 7→ r1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r2.
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Proposition 3.59. We have a splitting

(3.60)

EBi EBii EBi(2)

r1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r2

r1 r2 ⊗ r3 r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3 r1 ∂′
ir2 ⊗ r3

r1 (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ r2

µi

mi⊗E(BT )EBi

∇L
i

∆si⊗E(BT )EBi

Recall that ∂′
ir := si(r)−r

xi+1−FE
xi

is defined in Definition 3.12.

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 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3 7→ r1 ∂′
irs ⊗ r3 is the correct map. That is, we need to check that

(3.61) r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3 = r1 r2 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r3 + r1 ∂′
ir2 (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) ⊗ r3.

It is clear that we can take r1 = r3 = 1, in which case it reduces to showing that

(3.62) 1 ⊗ r2 − r2 ⊗ 1 = ∂′
ir2 (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

in EB∗
i = E∗(BT ) ⊗E∗(BT )si E∗(BT ). Furthermore, as both sides are E∗(BT )si-linear (Proposi-

tion 3.15), and E∗(BT ) is generated by 1 and xi as a left E∗(BT )si -module (Example 3.26), it

suffices to consider the cases r2 = 1 and r2 = xi. For r2 = 1, (3.62) is clear as ∂′
i 1 = 0. For r2 = xi,

note that 1 ⊗ xi − xi ⊗ 1 = xi+1 ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ xi+1. By definition of g(−, −) in Lemma 3.6, we have

(3.63) xi+1 ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ xi+1 = g(xi+1 ⊗ 1, 1 ⊗ xi+1) × (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1).

By (3.51), we can exchange a right multiplication by 1 ⊗ xi+1 on (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) with a left

multiplication by xi ⊗ 1. Therefore

(3.64)
g(xi+1 ⊗ 1, 1 ⊗ xi+1) × (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) = g(xi+1 ⊗ 1, xi ⊗ 1) × (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

= g(xi+1, xi) (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1)

= ∂′
ixi (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1),

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

Analogously, we can use µi to split EBi ⊗E(BT ) mi:
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Proposition 3.65. We have a splitting

(3.66)

EBi EBii EBi(2)

r1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r2

r1 ⊗ r2 r3 r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3 r1 ⊗ (−∂′
ir2) r3

r1 ⊗ (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+1) r2 r1 ⊗ r2

µi

EBi⊗E(BT )mi

∇R
i

EBi⊗E(BT )∆si

The proof is analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.59.

Remark 3.67. By Observation 2.24, µi also splits EBi ⊗E(BT ) msi and EBi ⊗E(BT ) msi. The induced

maps EBii → EBi(2) use the Demazure operator ∂i instead of ∂′
i.

We also need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.68. The composite

(3.69) EBi(2)
EBi⊗E(BT )∆si

−−−−−−−−−−→ EBii
∇L

i−−→ EBi(2)

is an equivalence.

Proof. One can do this by explicit computation. However, we will give an abstract argument: since

∇L
i , ∇R

i : EBii → EBi(2) are both cofibers of EBi
µ
−→ EBii, there is an automorphism φ : EBi(2)

≃
−→

EBi(2) such that ∇L
i = ∇R

i ◦ φ. Finally, we have

(3.70) (EBi ⊗E(BT ) ∆si) ◦ ∇L
i = (EBi ⊗E(BT ) ∆si) ◦ ∇R

i ◦ φ = φ,

which is invertible. �

Now we move on to the the splitting of EBiji, where i and j are neighboring simple transpositions.

Recall that Gi,j is the standard parabolic subgroup corresponding to the S3 ⊂ W generated by i and

j.

Notation 3.71. Let EBi,j denote the E(BT ) − E(BT )-bimodule E(T \Gi,j/T ). We denote its coho-

mology by EB∗
i,j .

By the same argument as Proposition 3.37, we get the following:

Lemma 3.72. EB∗
i,j ≃ E∗(BT ) ⊗E∗(BT )S3 E∗(BT ).

The multiplication map µiji : BSiji → Gi,j induces a map

µiji : EBi,j → EBiji, r1 ⊗ r2 7→ r1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r2.

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:

(3.74)

EBi,j EBi

EBiji EBii .

µiji µi
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By Proposition 3.59, the cofiber of µi : EBi → EBii is EBi(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) EBi,j
µiji
−−→ EBiji → EBi(2),

where the second map EBiji → EBi(2) is the composite

(3.77) EBiji

EBi⊗E(BT )mj⊗E(BT )EBi

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ EBii
∇L

i−−→ EBi(2).

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

(3.78) EBiji

EBi⊗E(BT )mj⊗E(BT )EBi

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ EBii
∇R

i−−→ EBi(2).

Following standard Soergel bimodule theory, we expect a splitting EBiji = EBi,j ⊕ EBi(2):

Proposition 3.79. There exists a map EBi(2) → EBiji 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 : EBi(2) → EBiji such that the composite EBi(2)
f
−→ EBiji → EBi(2) is an isomorphism, which

we will check on cohomology. On cohomology, the map EBiji → EBi(2) takes r1 ⊗ r2 ⊗ r3 ⊗ r4 7→

r1 ∂′
i(r2 r3) ⊗ r4. Let f be the composite

(3.80)

EBi(2) EBii(2) EBiji

r1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r2 r1 ⊗ (xi+1 ⊗ 1 −FE 1 ⊗ xi+2) ⊗ r2.

µi EBi⊗E(BT )mj⊗E(BT )EBi

The total composite EBi(2)
f
−→ EBiji → EBi(2) takes

(3.81) r1 ⊗ r2 7→ r1 ∂′
i(xi+1 −FE xi+2) ⊗ r2.

Therefore it suffices to check that ∂′
i(xi+1 −FE xi+2) is an invertible element in E∗(BT ), which follows

from the following calculation:

(3.82)

∂′
i(xi+1 −FE xi+2) =

(xi −FE xi+2) − (xi+1 −FE xi+2)

xi+1 −FE xi

=
(xi −FE xi+2) −FE (xi+1 −FE xi+2)

xi+1 −FE xi
g(xi −FE xi+2, xi+1 −FE xi+2)

=
xi −FE xi+1

xi+1 −FE xi
g(xi −FE xi+2, xi+1 −FE xi+2)

=
xi − xi+1

xi+1 − xi
g−1(xi, xi+1) g(xi+1, xi) g(xi −FE xi+2, xi+1 −FE xi+2)

= −g−1(xi, xi+1) g(xi+1, xi) g(xi −FE xi+2, xi+1 −FE xi+2).

Note that g is invertible by Lemma 3.6.

Since the composite EBi(2)
f
−→ EBiji → EBi(2) is an isomorphism, it has an inverse φ. It follows

that f ◦ φ is a section of EBiji → EBi(2). �

By an analogous argument, we have the following:

Corollary 3.83. There exists a map EBi(2) → EBiji 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

(3.85)

Gi ×T Gj Gi ×T Gj × Gi

Gj ×T Gi ×T Gj Gi,j

Gi×T Gj×T mi

mj×Gi×T Gj µiji

µjij

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

(3.86)

EBi,j EBiji

EBjij EBij

µiji

µjij EBij⊗E(BT )mi

mj⊗E(BT )EBij

commutes.

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

(3.87)

EBi,j EBiji

EBjij EBji.

µiji

µjij mi⊗E(BT )EBji

EBji⊗E(BT )mj

4. (∞, 2)-category of additive and stable E-valued Soergel bimodules

In this section we construct the monoidal (∞, 2)-categories SBimE and Kb
loc(SBimE) of E-valued

additive and stable Soergel (∞, 2)-categories, where E a connective E∞-ring spectrum.16 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 ∞-

category of small idempotent-complete stable ∞-categories and Sp be the stable ∞-category of spectra.

Throughout the rest of the subsection we fix E ∈ CAlg(Sp), that is, an E∞-ring spectrum. If C be

a symmetric monoidal ∞-category, we denote by Cat[C] the ∞-category of C-enriched categories, and

Ĉat[C] the ∞-category of large C-enriched categories.17 We have PerfE := (ModE(Sp))c ∈ CAlg(st)

the stable ∞-category of compact E-module spectra.18 Let stE := ModPerfE
(st). Now we define the

relevant Morita category, which is a large ∞-category enriched in stE . By [LMGR+24, Definition

4.4.4, Corollary 4.4.5], with Z = pt and K = E, we have a large symmetric monoidal stE-enriched

∞-category

(4.1) Morc
E := Moritac(ModE) ∈ CAlg(Ĉat[stE ])

such that

(1) There is a symmetric monoidal surjective-on-objects functor Alg(ModE) → Morc
E . That is,

we can label the objects of Morc
E by E-algebra spectra.

(2) Given A, B ∈ Alg(ModE), the stE-enriched hom

(4.2) HomMorc
E

(A, B) ≃ ABModc
B(ModE)

is the stE-enriched ∞-category of A − B-bimodule E-module spectra that are compact as

right B-modules.

16See Remark 5.61 for the generalization to when E is non-connective.
17We refer the reader to [LMGR+24, Appendix A.10] for a review of enriched ∞-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(ModE), the composition

(4.3) ABModc
B(ModE) ⊗ BBModc

C(ModE) → ABModc
C(ModE)

is given by − ⊗B −, i.e. tensoring over the middle algebra B.

(4) The symmetric monoidal structure ⊠ on Morc
E is given by − ⊗E −, i.e. tensoring over E. It

follows that E is the unit of ⊠.

Just as in [LMGR+24], it will be convenient to work with a small full subcategory of Morc
E :

Definition 4.4. Let PolyMorc
E ∈ CAlg(Cat[stE ]) be the full symmetric monoidal subcategory of

Morc
E containing the algebran E(BU(1)).

It follows that PolyMorc
E is the full subcategory of Morc

E containing the algebras E(BU(1))⊗E n ≃

E(BU(1)n).

Observation 4.5. PolyMorc
E can be described as follows: it is a stE-enriched ∞-category with objects

index by natural numbers. Given two natural numbers, the stE-enriched hom

(4.6) HomPolyMorc
E

(n, m) = E(BU(1)n)BModc
E(BU(1)m)(ModE)

is the stE-enriched ∞-category of E(BU(1)n) − E(BU(1)m)-bimodule E-module spectra that are

compact as right E(BU(1)m)-modules. Composition is given by tensoring over the middle algebra.

Furthermore, the symmetric monoidal structure ⊠ is given by addition on objects n ⊠ m := n + m

and tensoring over E on bimodules M ⊠ N := M ⊗E N .

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

Observation 4.7. The S2-action on the object 2 ∈ PolyMorc is implemented by the permutation

bimodule

E(BU(1)2s1) ∈ HomPolyMorc
E

(2, 2) = E(BU(1)2)BModc
E(BU(1)2)(ModE).

4.2. Additive and stable E-valued Soergel (∞, 2)-categories. In this subsection we define the

monoidal locally additive (∞, 2)-category SBimE of E-valued Soergel bimodules, as well as the locally

stable analogue Kb
loc(SBimE). We will do this by defining a generating set of data, using the machinery

of factorization systems of higher and enriched categories developed in [LMGR+24, §5, §6, Appendix

B].

We start by defining the generating category Gen ∈ Alg(Cat∞) ⊂ Alg(Cat[Cat∞]). Let pt be the

terminal category, c0 = S0 be the category with two objects and no nontrivial morphisms, and ∆1 be

the arrow category.

Definition 4.8. Let EndZ be the pushout in Cat∞:

(4.9)

(c0)⊔Z (∆1)⊔Z

pt EndZ.

Intuitively, EndZ is the walking category with one object and Z many endomorphisms. Let

FreeE1 : Cat∞ → Alg(Cat∞) be the free functor.

Definition 4.10. Let Gen be the pushout

(4.11)

Free(pt) Free(pt)

Free(EndZ) Gen

∗7→∗⊠∗
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in Alg(Cat∞).

Notation 4.12. We typically will use ⊠ to denote the monoidal tensor products.

Observation 4.13. By construction, Gen satisfies the following universal property: Gen is the uni-

versal monoidal ∞-category with a distinguished element ∗ together with N many distinguished en-

domorphisms fk ∈ HomGen(∗ ⊠ ∗, ∗ ⊠ ∗). Let D be a monoidal (∞, 1)-category, then an E1-map

G : Gen → D is equivalent to specifying an object c = G(∗) ∈ D together with Z number of endomor-

phisms G(fk) ∈ HomD(c ⊠ c, c ⊠ c). Note that this also holds when D is an (∞, 2)-category via the

fully faithful embedding Alg(Cat∞) ⊂ Alg(Cat[Cat∞]).

Observation 4.14. Gen has N many objects, with n labeling the n-th tensor product ∗⊠n. Fur-

thermore, HomGen(n, m) = ∅ if n 6= m, and every morphism in HomGen(n, n) is a composition of

morphisms of the form

fn,i,k := idi−1 ⊠ fk ⊠ idn−i−1

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and k ∈ Z.

Throughout the rest of the subsection, we fix E ∈ CAlg(Sp≥0) a connective E∞-ring spectrum. Let

us view PolyMorc
E defined in Definition 4.4 as an object in Alg(Cat[Cat∞]).

Proposition 4.15. There exists a monoidal functor F : Gen → PolyMorc
E taking ∗ to E(BU(1)) and

the k-th endomorphism fk to the k-shifted Bott-Samelson bimodule EB1(k) associated to the simple

transposition s1 = (1, 2), which we view as an E(BU(1)2) − E(BU(1)2) bimodule.

Proof. Let T = U(1)2. By Observation 4.13 and Observation 4.5, it suffices to check that EB1(k) are

indeed compact as right E(BT )-bimodules. Since suspensions of compact modules are still compact,

it suffices to show that EB1 is a compact E(BT )-bimodule. By Proposition 3.44, we have a fiber

sequence

(4.16) E(BT )(2) → EB1 → E(BT s1).

Note that as right E(BT )-module we have an isomorphism E(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. �

Observation 4.17. Fix n ∈ N. Then F takes the object n = ∗⊠n ∈ Gen to E(BU(1)n). Furthermore,

suppose we have 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and k ∈ Z. By Observation 4.14, there is an endomorphism

fn,i,k := idi−1 ⊠ fk ⊠ idn−i−1 ∈ HomGen(n, n). F takes fn,i,k to the elementary Bott-Samelson

(4.18) EBi(k) ≃ E(BU(1)i−1) ⊗E EB(1,2)(k) ⊗E E(BU(1)n−i−1)

in HomPolyMorc
E

(n, n) = E(BU(1)n)BModc
E(BU(1)n)(ModE). Furthermore, given i = (i1, · · · , im), by

Observation 3.34, F maps the composition fn,i1,k1 ◦fn,i2,k2 · · · ◦fn,im,km to the Bott-Samelson EBi(k)

where k =
∑

j kj .

Let add be the ∞-category of small idempotent-complete additive ∞-categories,19 and Sp≥0 be the

additive full subcategory of Sp consisting of connective spectra. We have CProjE := (ModE(Sp≥0))cp ∈

CAlg(add) the additive ∞-category of compact projective E-module spectra.20 Lastly we define addE

to be ModCProjE
(add).

19See [LMGR+24, §3.3] for a detailed discussion of additive ∞-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

(4.20)

addE stE

Cat∞ add st

K
b
E

K
b

−⊗CProjE −⊗PerfE

whose right adjoints are the evident forgetful functors.

Proof. See [LMGR+24, Eq. (6.1) and Proposition 3.4.5]. �

We will abuse notation and drop the E in Kb
E when it is clear from context.

Remark 4.21. If A is an 1-category, then Kb(A) is the ∞-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 Kb(A), where A is an

additive (∞, 1)-category, is the generalization of the chain homotopy category for (∞, 1)-categories.

Remark 4.22. The functors Kb
E and Kb commutes with forgetting the E action. That is, we have a

commutative diagram:

(4.23)

addE stE

add st,

K
b
E

K
b

where the vertical maps are the evident forgetful functors.

The composite Cat∞ → add → addE induces a symmetric monoidal left adjoint

(4.24) (−)addE : Cat[Cat∞] → Cat[addE ].

It follows that the functor F : Gen → PolyMorc
E in Alg(Cat[Cat∞]) induces a map

(4.25) (F )addE : (Gen)addE → PolyMorc
E

in Alg(Cat[addE ]).

We now define the (∞, 2)-category of E-valued Soergel bimodules via factorization systems.21

Definition 4.26. Let F : C → D be a functor between (∞, 1)-categories. F is fully faithful if for

every c1, c2 ∈ C, the induced map of spaces

(4.27) HomC(c1, c2) → HomD(Fc1, F c2)

is an equivalence. F is dominant if every object in D is a retract of Fc for some c ∈ C.

By [LMGR+24, Proposition 6.2.2], the (dominant, fully faithful) functors define factorization sys-

tem on addE .

Definition 4.28. Let F : C → D is a functor between addE-enriched categories. F is surjective on

objects if every object in D is of the form Fc for some c ∈ C. F is dominant on 1-morphism if it is

hom-wise dominant, that is, for every c1, c2 ∈ C, the induced map HomC(c1, c2) → HomD(c1, c2) in

addE 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 Cat[addE ] and Alg(Cat[addE ]).

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 addE-enriched (∞, 2)-category of additive E-valued Soergel (∞, 2)-

category SBimE ∈ Alg(Cat[addE ]) be the unique factorization

(4.30)

(Gen)addE PolyMorc
E

SBimE

surjective−on−objects
−and−dominant−on−1−morphisms

(F )addE

faithful

of (F )addE 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 SBimE . First we need the following

lemma:

Lemma 4.31. Let F : C → D be a functor of (∞, 1)-categories, where C ∈ Cat∞ and D ∈ addE.

Then the following are equivalent:

(1) Its adjunct (C)addE → 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. �

Applying Lemma 4.31 to (Gen)addE → SBimE in (4.30), we get

Corollary 4.32. Consider the map Gen → SBimE adjunct to (Gen)addE → SBimE in (4.30); it is

surjective on objects and every 1-morphism in SBimE is a retract of direct sums of 1-morphisms in

the image of 1-morphisms in Gen.

Proposition 4.33. The objects of SBimE are indexed by natural numbers N. Given n, m ∈ N; then

HomSBimE
(n, m) = 0 if n 6= m. Moreover,

HomSBimE
(n, n) ⊂ E(BU(1)n)BModc

E(BU(1)n)(ModE)

is the full subcategory consisting of retracts of direct sums of shifted U(n) Bott-Samelson bimodules

EBi(k).

Proof. By construction, SBimE has the same objects as (Gen)addE , which has the same objects as Gen

as (−)addE is a hom-wise construction. Since Gen has N many objects Observation 4.14, it follows

that SBimE also has N many objects.

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

(4.34)

Hom(Gen)addE (n, m) HomPolyMorc
E

(n, m).

HomSBimE
(n, m)

F (n,m)

dominant fully−faithful

By Lemma 4.31, HomSBimE
(n, m) is the full subcategory of HomPolyMorc

E
(n, m) consisting of retracts

of direct sums of 1-morphisms in the image of Gen.

Now we use Observation 4.5 to identify HomPolyMorc
E

(n, m) with E(BU(1)n)BModc
E(BU(1)n)(ModE).

Suppose n 6= m, since HomGen(n, m) = ∅ by Observation 4.14, we see that HomSBimE
(n, m) is the 0

category. On the other hand, by Observation 4.17 we see that the image of HomGen(n, n) are precisely

shifts of U(n) Bott-Samelson bimodules EBi(k). Therefore HomSBimE
(n, n) is the full subcategory

consisting of retracts of direct sums of shifted Bott-Samelson bimodules. �

Notation 4.35. We will often denote HomSBimE
(n, n) as SBimE(n).
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Now we define the stable Soergel (∞, 2)-category. Recall from Proposition 4.19 that there is a

presentably symmetric monoidal left adjoint Kb : addE → stE to the evident forgetful functor. This

induces a symmetric monoidal left adjoint

(4.36) Kb
loc : Cat[addE ] → Cat[stE ].

Definition 4.37. We call the monoidal stE-enriched (∞, 2)-category Kb
loc(SBimE) the E-valued stable

Soergel (∞, 2)-category.

Observation 4.38. By construction, Kb
loc(SBimE) has N many objects, with

(4.39) Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(n, m) =

{
0 n 6= m

Kb(SBimE(n)) n = m.

Remark 4.40. By Remark 4.21, Kb(SBimE(n)) is the ∞-categorical analogue of the chain homotopy

category of Soergel bimodules.

By adjunction, the map SBimE → PolyMorc
E in Alg(Cat[addE ]) induces a map

(4.41) Hloc : Kb
loc(SBimE) → PolyMorc

E

in Alg(Cat[stE ]). This is our fiber functor.

Remark 4.42. Fix n ∈ N; there are two type of “suspensions” in Kb(SBimE(n)) = Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(n, n).

There is the standard suspension for the stable ∞-category Kb(SBimE(n)), which we denote by Σ. It

corresponds to the shifts in chain complex degrees. On the other hand, there are the “grading shifts”

(k) : SBimE
≃
−→ SBimE of Soergel bimodules, which extend to automorphisms on Kb

loc(SBimE)(n).

While Σ and (−1) disagree on Kb
loc, the functor Hloc takes both to the standard suspension in(

E(BU(1)n)BModc
E(BU(1)n)(ModE)

)
= HomPolyMorc

E
(n, n).

5. Braiding on Kb
loc(SBimE)

In this section we construct a braiding on Kb
loc(SBimE), where E is a connective E∞-ring spectrum

equipped with a complex E∞-orientation fE : MU → E.

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 ∞-category and c ∈ Alg(C) = Alg
E1

(C). Then the

space of braidings on c is

(5.2) BraidC(c) := Alg
E2

(C) ×Alg
E1

(C) {c}.

Note that this is a space as the forgetful map Alg
E2

(C) → Alg
E1

(C) is conservative. Intuitively a

braiding on c is a lift of the E1-algebra structure on c to an E2-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 ⊠ in both cases and with associators bx,y,z in B. A prebraiding β on a monoidal

functor F : A → B consists of the data of isomorphisms

F (x) ⊠ F (y)
βx,y
−−−→ F (y) ⊠ F (x) ∀x, y ∈ A
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that form a natural transformation ⊠◦ (F ×F ) ⇒ ⊠
op ◦ (F ×F ) and satisfy the following two hexagon

axioms for all x, y, z ∈ A:

(5.4)

(F (x) ⊠ F (y)) ⊠ F (z) (F (y) ⊠ F (x)) ⊠ F (z) F (y) ⊠ (F (x) ⊠ F (z)) F (y) ⊠ (F (z) ⊠ F (x))

F (x) ⊠ (F (y) ⊠ F (z)) F (x) ⊠ F (y ⊠ z) F (y ⊠ z) ⊠ F (x) (F (y) ⊠ F (z)) ⊠ F (x)

b

βx,y⊠id b id⊠βx,z

b−1

≃ βx,y⊠z ≃

(5.5)

F (x) ⊠ (F (y) ⊠ F (z)) F (x) ⊠ (F (z) ⊠ F (y)) (F (x) ⊠ F (z)) ⊠ F (y) (F (z) ⊠ F (x)) ⊠ F (y)

(F (x) ⊠ F (y)) ⊠ F (z) (F (x ⊠ y)) ⊠ F (z) F (z) ⊠ F (x ⊠ y) F (z) ⊠ (F (x) ⊠ F (y))

b−1

id⊠βy,z b−1 βx,z⊠id

b

≃ βx⊠y,z ≃

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 E2-algebra structure on A (see [LMGR+24, Remark 7.7.7]),

we have an isomorphism

(5.7) PreBraid(id : A → A) ≃ BraidCat(1,1)
(A).

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

Remark 5.8. See [LMGR+24, Notation 8.1.1] for the ∞-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, C2 and a

braided monoidal category D. Furthermore, suppose we have monoidal functors F : C1 → C2 and

g : C2 → D. We can consider C1 as a monoidal category over D by the composite f := g ◦ F .

A prebraiding on F over D is a prebraiding on F together with the condition that g maps the

prebraiding isomorphisms β to the braiding isomorphisms in D. We denote by PreBraid/D(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 g is braided monoidal in the sense of

[EGNO15, Definition 8.1.7]. As braided monoidal functors are the same as E2 algebra maps, we have

an equivalence

(5.11) PreBraid/D(id: A → A) ≃ Braid(Cat(1,1))/D
(A).

Now let us recall our setup. Let E be a connective E∞-algebra. We have Kb
loc(SBimE) together

with a fiber functor

Hloc : Kb
loc(SBimE) → PolyMorc

E

in Alg
E1

(Cat[stE ]). We are interested in lifting the E1-algebra structures on both Kb
loc(SBimE) and

Hloc to E2-algebra structures. Equivalently, we want a braiding on Kb
loc(SBimE), viewed as an object

in the over-category Alg
E1

(Cat[stE ])/PolyMorc
E

≃ Alg
E1

(Cat[stE ]/PolyMorc
E

) ([LMGR+24, A.8.6]) via

Hloc.

We now reduce a problem about braiding on an (∞, 2)-category to a problem about prebraiding

on a 1-category, namely its homotopy 1-category.
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Definition 5.12. Let h0 : Cat∞ → Set denote the symmetric monoidal functor that takes an ∞-

category to the set of isomorphism classes of objects. This induces h1 : Cat[Cat∞] → Cat(1,1) =

Cat[Set], which takes an (∞, 2)-category C to a 1-category h1C 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)

BraidCat[stE ]/PolyMorc
E

(Kb
loc(SBimE)) → BraidCat(1,1)/h1PolyMorc

E

(h1Kb
loc(SBimE))

≃ PreBraid/h1PolyMorc
E

(id: h1Kb
loc(SBimE) → h1Kb

loc(SBimE))

→ PreBraid/h1PolyMorc
E

(h1Gen → h1Kb
loc(SBimE)),

where h1Gen → Kb
loc(SBimE) comes from the composite Gen → SBimE → Kb

loc(SBimE). Now we

use the key technical result of [LMGR+24]:

Proposition 5.14. The composite map

BraidCat[stE ]/PolyMorc
E

(Kb
loc(SBimE)) → PreBraid/h1PolyMorc

E
(h1Gen → h1Kb

loc(SBimE))

is an isomorphism.

Proof. The result follows from [LMGR+24, Theorem 8.2.1] with C = SBimE , D = PolyMorc
E , and

B = Gen, together with the described maps between them.23 It remains to check that they satisfy

the conditions of [LMGR+24, Theorem 8.2.1]. The map SBimE → PolyMorc
E is faithful by definition

(4.30), and the condition on Gen → SBimE 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 → h1SBimE over h1PolyMorc
E . We would like to

simplify the data needed to define a prebraiding from h1Gen.

Lemma 5.15. Let C be a monoidal 1-category and F : h1Gen → C be a monoidal map given by taking

∗ 7→ c and fk 7→ gk : c ⊠ c → c ⊠ c. The set of prebraiding PreBraid(F : h1Gen → C) isomorphic to

the set of morphism β : c ⊠ c → c ⊠ c satisfying the following:

(1) β is an equivalence.

(2) For every k ∈ Z, the following diagrams commute:24

(5.16)

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c

idc⊠gk

β⊠idc β⊠idc

idc⊠β idc⊠β

gk⊠idc

22We 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+24, 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.
24For the rest of the section, to simplify notation, we omit the parentheseses and associators.
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(5.17)

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c

c ⊠ c ⊠ c c ⊠ c ⊠ c.

gk⊠idc

idc⊠β idc⊠β

β⊠idc β⊠idc

idc⊠gk

Intuitively, the diagrams (5.16) (5.17) are saying that the endomorphisms fk slide across the braid-

ing given by β.

Proof. First we construct β from a prebraiding and show that it satisfies the required conditions.

Suppose we have a prebraiding natural transform γ : ⊠ ◦(F × F ) ≃ ⊠
op ◦ (F × F ). We define β to

be γ1,1 : c ⊠ c 7→ c ⊠ c. It is clearly invertible. Now we would like to show that β satisfies condition

(2). By the top hexagon axiom Equation (5.4), the braiding γ1,2 : c⊠ c⊠ c → c⊠ c⊠ c is given by the

composite

(5.18) c ⊠ c ⊠ c
β⊠idc
−−−−→ c ⊠ c ⊠ c

idc⊠β
−−−−→ c ⊠ c ⊠ c.

Now the commutativity of (5.16) follows from the naturality of γ. The analogous argument shows

that the commutativity (5.17) follows from the bottom Hexagon axiom (5.5) and naturality of γ.

Now suppose we have β : c ⊠ c
≃
−→ c ⊠ c satisfying (5.16) and (5.17). We will now construct

a prebraiding on F : h1Gen → C. First we construct the natural isomorphism γ : ⊠ ◦(F × F ) ≃

⊠
op ◦ (F × F ). Given n ∈ N and a simple transposition si in Sn, we define F (si) to be

idc⊠i−1 ⊠ β ⊠ idc⊠n−i−1 ∈ HomC(c⊠n, c⊠n).

More generally, given i = (i1, · · · , ik), we define

(5.19) F (i) := F (si1 ) ◦ · · · ◦ F (sik
) ∈ HomC(c⊠n, c⊠n).

Now we define the prebraiding:

(5.20) γm,n := F ((sn · · · s1) · · · (si+n−1 · · · si) · · · (sm+n−1 · · · sn)) ∈ HomC(c⊠m+n, c⊠m+n).

See [LMGR+24, Figure 1] for pictures of such γ.

Now we need to show that the assignments γm,n 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 γm,n and the

naturality of ⊠, 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),25 the morphism

f can slide across γm,n:

(5.21)

c⊠m
⊠ c⊠n c⊠n

⊠ c⊠m

c⊠m
⊠ c⊠n c⊠n

⊠ c⊠m.

id
c⊠m⊠F (f)

γm,n

F (f)⊠id
c⊠n

γm,n

Similarly, for any f ∈ HomGen(m, m), it can slide across γm,n:

(5.22)

c⊠m
⊠ c⊠n c⊠n

⊠ c⊠m

c⊠m
⊠ c⊠n c⊠n

⊠ c⊠m.

F (f)⊠id
c⊠n

γm,n

id
c⊠n⊠F (f)

γm,n

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 fn,i,k := idi−1 ⊠ fk ⊠ idn−i−1 ∈ HomGen(n, n) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and k ∈ Z. Furthermore,

using the functoriality of ⊠, we can reduce to the case when m = 1, n = 2, and f = fk. 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 β to prebraiding back to β is clear. On the other hand, for any prebraiding γ, the hexagon

axioms (5.4) (5.5) imply that γm,n is of the form defined in (5.20). �

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 h1Gen → h1Kb
loc(SBimE):

Corollary 5.24. The set of prebraidings PreBraid/h1PolyMorc
E

(h1Gen → h1Kb
loc(SBimE)) is equivalent

to the set of isomorphism classes of morphisms R ∈ Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(2, 2) satisfying the following

conditions:

(1) The image

Hloc(R) ∈ HomPolyMorc
E

(2, 2) = E(BU(1)2)BModc
E(BU(1)2)(ModE)

is isomorphic to the permutation bimodule E(BU(1)2s1).

(2) R is invertible.

(3) Let R1, R2 ∈ Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(3, 3) denote R⊠ idE(BT ) and idE(BT )⊠R respectively, then there

exists isomorphisms

(5.25) EB1 ◦ R2 ◦ R1 ≃ R2 ◦ R1 ◦ EB2,

and

(5.26) EB2 ◦ R1 ◦ R2 ≃ R1 ◦ R2 ◦ EB1.

Here we use ◦ to represent the composition of 1-morphisms in Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(3, 3).

Proof. By Lemma 5.15, a prebraiding γ on h1Gen → h1Kb
loc(SBimE) is equivalent to the set of

isomorphism classes of such R satisfying conditions (2) and (3). Note that it suffices to check on

EBi because the other generating endomorphisms are mapped to shifts of EBi. Furthermore, by

Observation 4.7, condition (1) is equivalent to the condition of γ being a prebraiding over h1PolyMorc

in the sense of Definition 5.9. �

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 Kb
loc(SBimE) by defining the

Rouquier complex and show that it satisfies the conditions of Corollary 5.24.

Definition 5.28. Let T = U(1)2. We define the Rouquier complex

R ∈ Kb(SBimE(2)) = Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(2, 2)

to be the fiber of

m1(−2): EB1(−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 Hloc : Kb
loc(SBimE) → PolyMorc

E takes the Rouquier complex R to

the permutation bimodule E(BT s1) ∈ HomPolyMorc
E

(2, 2).

Proof. The functor Hloc(2, 2): Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(2, 2) → HomPolyMorc
E

(2, 2) is exact.26 Therefore it

takes the Rouquier complex R to the fiber of

mi(−2): EBi(−2) → E(BT )(−2)

in

HomPolyMorc
E

(2, 2) = E(BU(1)2)BModc
E(BU(1)2)(ModE).

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′ ∈ Kb(SBimE(2)) to be the cofiber of

∆s1 : E(BT ) → EB1 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 ∞-category. Consider a commutative square

(5.32)

A B

C D

in C. The total fiber of the diagram is the fiber of the induced map A → B ×D C.

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

square

(5.34)

A B

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 ∞-category with tensor product ⊠. Let A →

B → C and A′ → B′ → C′ be fiber sequences in C. Then A ⊠ A′ is the total fiber of

(5.38)

B ⊠ B′ B ⊠ C′

C ⊠ B′ C ⊠ C′.

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

(5.39)

A ⊠ A′ A ⊠ B′ A ⊠ C′

B ⊠ A′ B ⊠ B′ B ⊠ C′

B ⊠ A′ C ⊠ B′ C ⊠ C′.

Since ⊠ 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. �

We also have a straightforward yet useful observation:

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

form

(5.41)

A D ⊕ B

C D .

(id,0)

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

(5.42)

A B

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) R ◦ R′ ≃ E(BT ) ≃ R′ ◦ R.

in Kb(SBimE(2)). Here ◦ is denoting the monoidal composition product on Kb(SBimE(2)) = Hom
K

b
loc

(SBimE)(2, 2).

Proof. Let us prove that R ◦R′ ≃ E(BT ); the proof of E(BT ) ≃ R′ ◦R is analogous. By Lemma 5.37,

ΣR ◦ R′ is the total fiber of

(5.45)

EB1 EB11(−2)

E(BT ) EB1(−2).

EB1⊗E(BT )∆s1

m1 m1⊗E(BT )EBi(−2)

By Proposition 3.59, we have a splitting

(5.46) EB11 ≃ EB1 ⊕ EB1(2)

in SBimE(2). Since the map SBimE(2) → Kb(SBimE(2)) is additive, this splitting also holds in

Kb(SBimE(2)). Replacing EB11(−2) with EB1(−2) ⊕ EB1, we can replace (5.45) with

(5.47)

EB1 EB1(−2) ⊕ EB1

E(BT ) EB1(−2).

(?, (EB1⊗E(BT )∆s1)◦∇L
1 )

m1 (id,0)
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Note that we denote maps that does not need specification by ?. By Observation 5.40, the total fiber

of (5.47) is equivalent to the fiber of

(5.48) EB1

((EB1⊗E(BT )∆s1)◦∇L
1 , m1)

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ EB1 ⊕ E(BT ).

Since (EB1⊗E(BT ))∆s1 ◦ ∇L
1 is an equivalence by Lemma 3.68, we see that the fiber of (5.48) is

ΣE(BT ). Therefore we have an equivalence R ◦ R′ ≃ E(BT ). �

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

Proposition 5.49. We have equivalences

(5.50) EB1 ◦ R2 ◦ R1 ≃ R2 ◦ R1 ◦ EB2,

and

(5.51) EB2 ◦ R1 ◦ R2 ≃ R1 ◦ R2 ◦ EB1.

in Kb(SBimE(3)).

Proof. We will construct the isomorphism (5.50). The isomorphism (5.51) can be constructed analo-

gously. Note that by Proposition 3.79, EB1,2 = E(T \G1,2/T ) is an object in SBimE(3). Note that

G1,2 is simply U(3) in our case. First we are going to show that EB1 ◦ R2 ◦ R1(4) is equivalent to the

fiber of the composite map

(5.52) EB1,2
µ121
−−−→ EB121

EB12⊗E(BT )m1

−−−−−−−−−−→ EB12.

By Lemma 5.37, we see that EB1 ◦ R2 ◦ R1(4) is equivalent to the total fiber of

(5.53)

EB121 EB11

EB12 EB1.

EB1⊗E(BT )m2⊗E(BT )EB1

EB12⊗E(BT )m1 EB1⊗E(BT )m1

EB1⊗E(BT )m2

By Proposition 3.65 and Corollary 3.83, we have compatible splittings

(5.54) EB11 ≃ EB1 ⊕ EB1(2), EB121 ≃ EB1,2 ⊕ EB1(2),

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

(5.55)

(
? ?

0 id

)
.

Now we can write (5.53) as

(5.56)

EB1,2 ⊕ EB1(2) EB1 ⊕ EB1(2)

EB12 EB1.

(id,0)

EB1⊗E(BT )m2

By Observation 5.40, the total fiber of (5.56) is equivalent to the total fiber of

(5.57)

EB1,2 ⊕ EB1(2) EB1(2)

EB12 0.

(0,id)
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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

(5.58) EB1,2
µ121
−−−→ EB121

EB12⊗E(BT )m1

−−−−−−−−−−→ EB12.

Applying the same argument, we can show that R2 ◦ R1 ◦ EB2(4) is equivalent to the fiber of the

composite

(5.59) EB1,2
µ212
−−−→ EBjij

m2⊗E(BT )EB12

−−−−−−−−−−→ EB12.

By Observation 3.84 (in particular (3.86)), the composites in (5.58) and (5.59) are equivalent. It

follows that EB1 ◦ R2 ◦ R1 is equivalent to R2 ◦ R1 ◦ EB2. �

Putting it altogether, we have our main theorem:

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

Then there exists a contractible space of braidings on Kb
loc(SBimE) in Cat[stE ]/PolyMorc

E
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. �

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

Remark 5.61. We restrict ourselves to E being a connective E∞ spectrum because addE is only well-

defined if E is connective. Without assuming connectivity, we can still define SBimE and Kb
loc(SBimE),

as well as construct a braiding on Kb
loc(SBimE). However, SBimE will be only enriched in add, and

Kb
loc(SBimE) will be an E2-algebra in Cat[st] rather than in Cat[stE ].
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