
Rewriting modulo in diagrammatic algebras

and application to categorification

Léo Schelstraete

Abstract

We develop a rewriting theory suitable for diagrammatic algebras and lay down the foun-

dations of a systematic study of their higher structures. In this paper, we focus on the ques-

tion of finding bases. As an application, we give the first proof of a basis theorem for graded

gl2-foams, a certain diagrammatic algebra appearing in categorification and quantum topol-

ogy.

Our approach is algorithmic, combining linear rewriting, higher rewriting and rewriting

modulo another set of rules—for diagrammatic algebras, the modulo rules typically capture

a categorical property, such as pivotality. In the process, we give novel approaches to the

foundations of these theories, including to the notion of confluence. Other important tools

include termination rules that depend on contexts, rewriting modulo invertible scalars, and a

practical guide to classifying branchings modulo.

This article is written to be accessible to experts on diagrammatic algebras with no prior

knowledge on rewriting theory, and vice-versa.
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1 Introduction

Monoidal categories, and more generally 2-categories, are ubiquitous in mathematics. Their study

categorifies classical algebra, exhibiting novel structures and phenomenons [Sel11]; we refer to

it as 2-dimensional algebra, or more loosely speaking, higher algebra. While symbols are the lan-

guage of classical algebra, string diagrams (dual to pasting diagrams) are the language of higher

algebra. For that reason, linear (strict) 2-categories presented using string diagrams are often called

diagrammatic algebras.

= (q + q−1)

Figure 1.1: A relation in the Temperley–

Lieb category. Thanks to the diagram-

matics, it is easily understood as “evalu-

ate the closed loop to q+ q−1
, and apply

a planar isotopy”.

Diagrammatic algebras are particularly prevalent in

representation theory and low-dimensional topology. A

classical example is the Temperley–Lieb category: it de-

scribes (some of) the representation theory of the quan-

tum group Uq(sl2). It is also at the heart of the definition

of the Jones polynomial [Jon85; Kau87], an invariant of

knots whose discovery birthed the field of quantum topol-

ogy. The morphisms of the Temperley–Lieb category are

pictured as C(q)-linear combinations of certain diagrams

(see Fig. 1.1). This allows some of its defining relations to

be interpreted as certain isotopies of diagrams—a typical

feature of diagrammatic algebras.

Other examples of diagrammatic algebras in representation theory include:

• diagrammatic algebras describing intertwiners of certain representations, such as the Tem-

perley–Lieb category, gln-webs [CKM14; Kup96], or the Brauer category;

• diagrammatic categorification, such as the 2-Kac–Moody algebra U(g) of Khovanov–Lauda
[KL09; KL10] and Rouquier [Rou08] categorifying the quantum group Uq(g) (where g is a

simple complex Lie algebra), or the Elias–Williamson categoryH(W ) [EW14] categorifying

the Hecke algebra Hq(W ) (whereW is a Coxeter group);

• diagrammatic supercategorification, such as the 2-Kac–Moody superalgebra SU(g) [BE17b]
conjecturally categorifying the covering quantum group Uq,π(g) [CHW13], or the graded-

2-categoryGFoamd of graded gl2-foams [SV23] (discussed below).

While the third family of examples is less classical than the other two, it is representative of a

general trend: newly discovered diagrammatic algebras (here SU(g)) often arise as variations, or

“deformations”, of classical diagrammatic algebras (here U(g)), in the loose sense that the presen-

tation of SU(g) has many similarities with the presentation of U(g).
Unfortunately, diagrammatic algebras are hard. In particular, finding a hom-basis, i.e. a basis

for each hom-space, is hard. Often, a careful study of the presentation leads to a candidate hom-

basis, shown to generated hom-spaces—the hard part is to show linear independence. A classical

solution is to find a concrete faithful representation of the diagrammatic algebra, extrapolating

linear independence of the candidate hom-basis from the linear independence of its image. How-

ever, in the higher context, finding such a concrete representation is a difficult task—assuming it

2



categorical property topological interpretation

interchange law planar rectilinear isotopies

pivotality planar isotopies

symmetric structure rectilinear (non-planar) isotopies

symmetric pivotality (non-planar) isotopies

Table 1: categorical properties of 2-categories and their topological

interpretations as string diagrams; see [FY89; JS; JS91; KL80] for proofs (in

partial cases) and [Sel11] for a review.

even exists. To give an example, the basis theorem for 2-Kac–Moody algebras U(g) was originally
proved in the restricted case g = sln by Khovanov–Lauda [KL10] using a representation on the

cohomology of flag varieties. The general proof for any type g was only sketched a decade later,

by work of Webster [Web18]. Outside of the case g = sl2 [BK22], the analogue statement for

2-Kac–Moody superalgebras remains conjectural.

As one can expect, many subsequent questions about these diagrammatic algebras rely on

knowing that hom-spaces have the expected dimension. For instance, if the basis conjecture holds

fo 2-Kac–Moody superalgebras, it would follow that they do indeed categorify covering groups—

this remains a conjecture outside of special cases [EL16; KK12; KKO13].

The above discussion suggests the following:

Question: Are there generic and intrinsic techniques to study presentations of diagram-
matic algebras? In particular, are there generic and intrinsic techniques to find hom-bases
in diagrammatic algebras?

Better still, we may hope to implement these techniques on a computer. In classical algebra, these

questions and related ones have a long history, which includes Gröbner basis and Buchberger’s al-

gorithm for commutative algebras [Buc06], Shirshov’s work on PBW-basis in Lie algebras [Shi09],

and Bokut’s composition lemma [Bok76] and Bergmann’s diamond lemma for associative alge-

bras [Ber78]. Each of these approaches can be seen as an instance of (classical) rewriting theory:
the study of presented (classical) algebraic structures from an algorithmic perspective. By its very

nature, the rewriting approach is well-suited to be implemented on a computer. It also gives an ab-

stract tool to find bases, and more generally to find explicit generators of higher relations, known

as syzygys; see [GHM19] for a modern perspective.

Recent decades has seen the emergence of higher rewriting theory, an analogue of classical

rewriting theory suitable for 2-categories and n-categories; see Subsection 1.1 for a discussion on

the literature. Unfortunately, the application of the theory to diagrammatic algebras have had

limited success. This is perhaps not surprising, given the many qualitative differences between

classical associative algebras and diagrammatic algebras. Rather, we should expect that mimick-

ing classical rewriting theory at the higher level will not be sufficient, and that a richer and more

flexible rewriting theory is needed. There have been notable attempts [All18a; DEL21; Dup21;

Dup22] in that direction in the later years; we discuss them and relations with our work in Sub-

section 1.2.8.

In this work, we lay down the foundations of a new rewriting theory:

Main result: There exists a rewriting theory sufficiently flexible to be applicable to
diagrammatic algebras. In particular, it gives generic and intrinsic techniques to find
hom-bases in diagrammatic algebras.

3



We now discuss some aspects of our theory; a more in-depth introduction can be found in the

extended summary (Subsection 1.2). The casual reader may wish to first read the state of the art

(Subsection 1.1), which also serves as an introduction to rewriting theory for non-experts.

Inspired by the work of Dupont [Dup22], an important feature of our theory is the ability

to rewrite modulo. As pointed out above, it is often the case that certain defining relations of a

diagrammatic algebra capture a categorical property, which in turn admits a topological interpre-

tation in terms of string diagrams (see Table 1). For instance, in a pivotal category string diagrams

are best understood up to planar isotopies. When rewriting modulo, we partition the set of rela-

tions into two sets: oriented relations, thought as specific to the given diagrammatic algebra, and

unoriented relations, thought as intrinsic to the underlying categorical structure. Working modulo

has a price: it makes the classification of branchings significantly more involved. We take some

time explaining how to deal with that situation, emphasizing the use of the naturality conditions

associated with the chosen categorical structure (see Subsection 1.2.6).

Furthermore, we allow the modulo data to contain scalars. For instance, the 2-Kac–Moody

superalgebra SU(g) is a super-2-category [BE17a], in the sense that its interchange law only holds

up to sign:

α

β
= (−1)p(α)p(β)

α

β

Here p(α) and p(β) denotes the extra data of a parity for α and β. In that situation, one would

still like to think of string diagrams up to planar rectilinear isotopies, although this equivalence

only holds up to sign. Adding scalars to the relations of a presentation is the simplest way of

“deforming” that presentation, and appears routinely in newly discovered diagrammatic algebras.

In fact, the “higher part” of our theory is not based on linear (strict) 2-categories, but on linear
sesquicategories (Section 2): in a nutshell, linear 2-categories without the interchange law. This is

bothmotivated by examples such as SU(g) and by theoretical considerations; see Subsections 1.2.4
and 1.2.7. In analogy with the terminology of [FM18], we call our theory linear Gray rewriting
modulo.

Contrary to (say) commutative algebras, our approach is not a one-fit-all approach, that could
be neatly expressed as a single black-box. Instead, our exposition of the theory (Section 3) empha-

sizes how it is a combination of smaller results. This flexibility allows the use of context-dependent
rewriting rules, in the sense that local rewriting rules may be conditioned by the global context

(see Subsection 3.5.1).

On the theoretical side, we build our theory on the novel notion of ≻-tamed congruence (see
Subsection 1.2.3 and Lemma 3.16), where≻ is a preorder. ≻-tamed congruence serves as a replace-

ment for confluence in classical rewriting theory. Here is a schematic:

•

·

·

·

f

g

•

·
·

·
·

·
·

f

g

• ≻

(1)

confluence ≻-tamed congruence

In the second diagram, horizontal positions are used to suggest relative ordering with respect to≻,

reading from left to right. ≻-tamed congruence implies confluence, but not conversely. We explain

4



in Subsection 1.2.4 whymodifying the foundation in this way is necessary and, in hindsight, makes

the theory clearer.

Finally, we apply the theory to a diagrammatic algebra arising from categorification and quan-

tum topology, the graded-2-categoryGFoamd of graded gl2-foams (Section 4):

Main theorem A (Theorem 4.10). The graded-2-categoryGFoamd has the expected hom-basis.

A graded-2-category [SV23] is analogous to a super-2-category, where the interchange law

only holds up to scalar (see Subsection 1.2.1). At the time of writing, our approach is the only

known approach to this result; it gives the first application of rewriting theory to quantum topol-

ogy. The result is of independent interest: indeed, the higher representation theoretic construction

of odd Khovanov homology given in [SV23] relies on it.

The rewriting approach allows a classification of the possible “deformations” of GFoamd, in

a sense to be made precise. This leads to another variant GFoam′
d of GFoamd. Topologically,

the diagrammatic algebras GFoamd and GFoam′
d respectively relate to type X and type Y in

odd Khovanov homology. We expect that this fact hides a greater correspondence between higher

structures; see Remark 4.37. More generally, we expect that rewriting theory will allow an explo-

ration of higher structures in diagrammatic algebras; see Subsection 1.3 for further speculations.

1.0.1 Organisation

The rest of this introduction consists of a state of the art (Subsection 1.1)—which also serves as

an introduction to rewriting theory for non-experts—an extended summary (Subsection 1.2) and

some perspectives for future directions of research (Subsection 1.3).

Apart for this introduction, the article has three sections. The short Section 2 defines the

necessary categorical structures at play; in particular, a suitable notion of presentation for lin-

ear sesquicategories given by linear sesquipolygraphs (Definition 2.11); see also Subsections 1.1.2

and 2.4.1 in the state of the art and Subsection 1.2.1 in the extended summary. Section 2 begins

with a description of the nomenclature using an example: we expect it to be mostly sufficient for

the impatient reader.

Section 3 is the heart of the paper: it develops the whole theory, starting from first principles.

See also Subsections 1.1.1 and 1.1.3 to 1.1.6 in the state of the art and Subsections 1.2.2 to 1.2.8 in

the extended summary.

Finally, Section 4 consists of the proof of the basis theorem for graded gl2-foams (Main theo-

rem A), exhibiting all the techniques developed in Section 3.

1.0.2 Acknowledgments

The author would like to thank Sigiswald Barbier, Jon Brundan, Ben Elias, Yves Guiraud, Louis-

Hadrien Robert, Pedro Vaz and Emmanuel Wagner for their interest, questions and comments.

Some string diagrams were done using SaTeX. The author was supported by the Fonds de la

Recherche Scientifique–FNRS under the Aspirant Fellowship FC 38559 and by the Max Planck

Institute for Mathematics.

1.1 State of the art

We give a restricted state of the art on rewriting theory, suitable for our purpose. This section is

also meant as a gentle introduction to rewriting theory for the casual reader.
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1.1.1 What is rewriting theory?

The word problem for monoids asks the following question: given a presented monoid G with

generators in the set X, is there an algorithm that decides whether two words with letters in X
are equal as elements of G? While known to be undecidable in general [Mar47; Pos47], one can

hope to solve the word problem in practical cases. Rewriting theory suggests the following method,

which we illustrate with the symmetric group on three strands (understood as a monoid), defined

using its Coxeter presentation:

G3 = ⟨σ, τ | σσ = 1, ττ = 1, στσ = τστ⟩ .

A rewriting system consists of a choice of orientations on the defining relations. For instance:

PG3
:= (X,R), with X = {σ, τ} and R = {σσ → 1, ττ → 1, στσ → τστ}. (2)

Let X∗
denote the set of words in letters in X. Any rewriting system defines a non-deterministic

algorithm, where for each oriented relation A→ B and words x, y ∈ X∗
, the algorithm may

perform the reduction xAy → xBy, but not the reduction xBy → xAy. In the terminology of

rewriting theory, xAy → xBy is called a rewriting step, and a successive composition of rewriting

steps, denoted a
∗→ b, is called a rewriting sequence.

A pair of co-initial rewriting sequences (f : a
∗→ b, g : a

∗→ b′) is called a branching, and a pair
of a co-terminal rewriting sequences (f ′ : b

∗→ c, g′ : b′
∗→ c) is called a confluence. A branching

that admits a confluence is said to be confluent. This is illustrated in the diagrams below, where

plain arrows (resp. dotted arrows) denote branchings (resp. confluences):

b

a

b′

∗
f

∗
g

b

c

b′

∗
f ′

∗
g′

b

a c

b′

∗
f

∗
g

∗
f ′

∗
g′

a branching a confluence a confluent branching

Figure 1.2 gives examples of confluent branchings in PG3 .

To solve the word problem, we require two key properties: termination, which postulates that

any rewriting sequence terminates, and confluence, which postulates that every branching is con-

fluent. A rewriting system which is both terminating and confluent is called convergent. In that

case, the non-deterministic algorithm always produces an output, and this output is always the

same. Given a word as input, we call the output its normal form. It is not so hard to prove that

under convergence, two words are equal in the associated monoid if and only if they have identical

normal forms. This provides a solution to the word problem.

We are left with the problem of showing that indeed, the rewriting system PG3 is convergent.

Termination is not hard: it can be shown using a suitable partial order. On the other hand, con-

fluence must in principle be checked for every branching. A branching (f, g) for which f and g
are rewriting steps (in contrast to rewriting sequences) is said to be local. For instance, the three
branchings in Fig. 1.2, depicted in plain arrows, are local. Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.13) states

that assuming termination, confluence follows from confluence of local branchings.
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σστσ

τσ

στστ

τσ

τσττ

στσσ

στ

τστσ

στ

ττστ

στστσ

σττστ

τσττσ

τ

σστ

τσσ

Figure 1.2: Critical branchings in PG3 .

Still, many local branchings remain, as the following ones (for any two words x, y ∈ X∗
):

(σσ)(ττ)

(1)(ττ)

(σσ)(1)

(1)(1) x(στσσ)y

x(στ)y

x(τστσ)y

x(στ)y

x(ττστ)y

independent branching contextualized branching

Each of them admits a “somehow canonical” confluence. The first branching is an independent
branching: intuitively, it consists of two rewriting steps that do not interact with each other. The

second branching is a contextualized branching: it is of the form x(f, g)y, for (f, g) the first local
branching in Fig. 1.2, and the confluence of x(f, g)y is canonically induced from the confluence of

(f, g). A critical branching is a local branching which is neither an independent branching nor a

contextualized branching. As suggested by our discussion, confluence of local branchings follows

from confluence of critical branchings. The latter constitute the minimal amount of computations

one needs to perform in a given situation; the rest follows from general considerations. The reader

may convince themself that Fig. 1.2 gives a complete list of critical branchings in PG3 . It follows

that the rewriting system PG3 is both terminating and locally confluent, and hence convergent by

Newmann’s lemma.

1.1.2 Polygraphs

What is a presentation of a (strict and small) n-category? As a first example, consider again the

rewriting system PG3 = (X,R) defined in (2). Viewing a monoid as a category with a single object

{∗}, the set X consists of generating 1-cells with source and target the object {∗}. We encapsulate

the latter fact with (trivial) source and target maps s0, t0 : X → {∗}. In this perspective, the set of

words X∗
is the free category generated by X. Similarly, the set R consists of generating 2-cells,

and we define maps s1, t1 : R → X∗
setting s1(r) = A and t1(r) = B for each oriented relation

r : A → B. Reformulated in this way, PG3 defines the data of a 2-polygraph. More generally, an

n-category can be presented by an (n+1)-polygraph, with generating (k+1)-cells Pk+1 defined

on the free k-category P∗
k generated by the lower cells:

{∗}∗ X∗

{∗} X R

s0

t0

s1

t1

P∗
0 . . . P∗

n−1 P∗
n

P0 . . . Pn−1 Pn Pn+1

s0

t0

sn−2

tn−2

sn−1

tn−1

sn

tn

7



structure presentation

set 1-polygraph

category 2-polygraph

(monoid) (with one object)

2-category 3-polygraph

Table 2: Low-dimensional n-polygraphs

structure presentation

module linear 1-polygraph

linear category linear 2-polygraph

(associative algebra) (with one object)

linear 2-category linear 3-polygraph

Table 3: Low-dimensional linear n-polygraphs

the 2-polygraph PG3 presenting G3 an (n+ 1)-polygraph P presenting an n-category

See Table 2 for a summary of low-dimensional n-polygraphs. The n-category presented by a

(n+1)-polygraphP is obtained by quotientingP∗
n by the relation sn(r) = tn(r) for each r ∈ Pn+1.

Polygraphs were first introduced by Street [Str76], under the name of computads; the term

signatures also appears in the literature. Polygraphs were independently introduced by Burroni

[Bur93] to study generalizations of the word problem—the terminology is by now standard in the

rewriting community.

1.1.3 Higher rewriting

Polygraphs can be thought as higher-dimensional rewriting systems. Consider once again the

2-polygraph PG3 = (X,R) presenting G3 from (2). A word in X is nothing else than a path of

generating 1-cells in X:

στσ ∈ X∗ ↔ ∗ σ→X ∗ τ→X ∗ σ→X ∗

In this way, each element of X is thought as a 1-dimensional rewriting step, and each word in X∗

as a rewriting sequence. With this point of view, a generating 2-cell in R is nothing else than a

generating 2-dimensional rewriting step between 1-dimensional rewriting sequences:

∗

∗ ∗

σσ

1

,
∗

∗ ∗

ττ

1

and

∗ ∗
∗ ∗

∗ ∗

τ σσ

τ σ τ

Similarly, in an n-polygraph one thinks of a (k + 1)-cell as a generating (k + 1)-dimensional

rewriting step between k-dimensional rewriting sequences.

Higher rewriting theory has witnessed increasing interests in the last two decades, promi-

nently by the French school [GM09; GM13; GM18; Gui06; Laf03; Mim14]. As a major application,

let us note the construction of a homology theory for ω-categories, based on polygraphic resolu-

tions [Gue21; LM09; LMW10; Mét03; Mim10]. For further details, we refer the reader to the recent

monograph on the subject [Ara+23].

In general, the rewriting theory associated to an (n+1)-polygraph is called (n+1)-dimensional
rewriting theory; it presents an n-category. The 1-dimensional case corresponds to rewriting in

sets; it is also known as abstract rewriting. As we have seen, 2-dimensional rewriting theory cor-

responds to rewriting in categories, and monoids in particular. In this case, a relation r : A → B,

i.e. a generating 2-cell, can always be composed on the left and on right with 1-cells x and y
respectively, leading to a new relation

x ⋆0 r ⋆0 y : x ⋆0 A ⋆0 y → x ⋆0 B ⋆0 y.

8



This process is called contextualization (here ⋆0 denotes the 0-composition, i.e. the horizontal com-

position). We call the data of x and y a context, denoted with the letter Γ, and write Γ[r] for the
relation x ⋆0 r ⋆0 y. In monoids, contextualization amounts to multiplying a relation on the left

and on the right with words, as we have seen already in Subsection 1.1.1 with the notion of con-

textualized branchings.

Three-dimensional rewriting is rewriting in 2-categories. In this case, a relation r : A → B is

a generating 3-cell, and contextualization amounts to first composing horizontally with 1-cells x
and y, and then vertically with 2-cells α and β:

... ... ...
α

... ... ...
x r y
... ... ...

β
... ... ...

:

... ... ...
α

... ... ...
x A y
... ... ...

β
... ... ...

−→

... ... ...
α

... ... ...
x B y
... ... ...

β
... ... ...

We similarly write Γ[r] for a contextualization of the relation r. In what follows, we will rarely

discuss the cases n > 3, and often say higher rewriting theory to refer to the case n = 3. The tool-
box of higher rewriting theory resembles the one of rewriting in monoids: Newmann’s lemma is

(as always) applicable, and one has similar notions of independent and contextualized branchings.

1.1.4 Linear rewriting

Linear rewriting is the algorithmic study of presented modules. Given a commutative ring k, a
k-module M is presented by a set B, together with a set R of oriented relations on ⟨B⟩k, the free
k-module generated by B. This is encapsulated by the data of a linear 1-polygraph:

⟨B⟩k R
t

s
.

Similarly, linear 2-polygraphs present linear categories, and in particular associative algebras [GHM19];

and linear (n+ 1)-polygraphs present linear n-categories [All18a]. See Table 2 for a summary of

low-dimensional linear n-polygraphs. The associated linear n-dimensional rewriting theory was

studied by Guiraud, Hoffbeck and Malbos in the case n = 2 [GHM19], and by Alleaume in the

case n = 3 [All18a], with application to the oriented affine Brauer algebra; see Subsection 1.2.8

for how our approach differs.

The most classical setting for linear rewriting is commutative algebras. For that reason, we

callmonomials the elements of B. An oriented relation r : s(r) → t(r) ∈ R is assumed to be of the

form “rewrite a monomial into a linear combination of monomials”, that is:

r : b→R λ1b1 + . . .+ λnbn for λ1, . . . , λn ∈ k, b, b1, . . . , bn ∈ B (3)

We say that relations in r are left-monomial.
A generic rewriting step is of the form

λr + v : λs(r) + v R λt(r) + v λ ∈ k \ {0}, v ∈ ⟨B⟩k,

and it is said to be positive if the monomial s(r) ∈ B does not appear in the linear decomposition

of v. For example, if B = {a, b, c} and r : a→ b+ c ∈ R is an oriented relation, then both

2a+ b = a+ (a+ b) R (b+ c) + (a+ b) and 2a+ b→R 2(b+ c) + b

9



are rewriting steps, but only the latter is positive (note the use of dashed and plain arrows to distin-

guish the two). To avoid rewriting loops, one must restrict to positive rewriting steps. Otherwise,

0 rewrites into 0:

0 = a− a R (b+ c)− a R (b+ c)− (b+ c) = 0.

Positivitymay look like aminormodification of the theory; in fact, it constitutes themain difficulty

of the linear setting. We shall say more about that in Subsection 1.2.4.

We denote Rst the set of rewriting steps and R+ the set of positive rewriting steps. Similarly to

the abstract setting, we can reduce the study of confluence to the study of local confluence. In fact,

we can further reduce to local monomial confluence, where a monomial branching is a branching

whose source is a monomial:

Lemma 1.1 (linear Newmann’s lemma). Let S = (B; R) be a linear 1-polygraph. If R+ terminates,
then confluence of monomial local R+-branchings implies confluence.

1.1.5 Rewriting modulo

Enforcing all relations to be oriented can be too restrictive. Instead, one may wish to rewrite with

a set of oriented relations R1
, modulo another set of unoriented relations E. More precisely, the

working data of abstract rewriting modulo is given by two 1-polygraphs

X R
t

s
and X E

t

s
,

defined on the same underlying setX . Denote byE⊤ = (E∪E−1)∗ the free groupoid generated by
E. Intuitively, relations in E⊤

are unoriented rewriting sequences in E. In this context, a rewriting
step modulo is a composition e′ ◦ r ◦ e with r ∈ R and e, e′ ∈ E⊤

:

• • • •e
E

r
R

e′

E

In other words, in between a rewriting step in R one can apply an arbitrary number of relations

in E, in any direction. The data S = (X;R,E) defines an abstract rewriting system modulo, and a

rewriting step modulo as above is called an S-rewriting step.
Typically, the modulo data E will consists of relations thought as being “structural”, in the

sense of being part of some underlying algebraic structure. For instance, rewriting in commuta-

tive algebras is implicitly rewriting in associative algebras modulo commutativity (E consists of

relations xy → yx for all monomials x and y).
Rewriting modulo allows an inductive approach to the word problem. Indeed, instead of trying

to fit the relations R ⊔ E into a single convergent rewriting system, one can instead show that R
is convergent “modulo E” on one hand, and that E is convergent on the other hand.

Different variants of rewriting modulo have been developed, often with more restrictive mod-

ulo rules than the ones described above [Hue77; JK86; JL12; Mar98; PS81; Vir95]. Rewriting mod-

ulo is used in [CDM22] to study confluence in Lawvere theories. A higher analogue to rewriting

modulo was introduced in [DM22], using the formalism of double categories. In the linear set-

ting, Dupont extended Alleaume’s approach [All18a] modulo in order to rewrite modulo pivotal-

ity in 2-categories [Dup22]. Based on his theory, he proposed an approach to the basis problem

in 2-Kac–Moody algebras in simply-laced cases [Dup21]. An approach to rewriting modulo in

super-2-categories was also proposed in [DEL21], motivated by the study of the 2-Kac–Moody

superalgebra in the case g = sl2; see Subsection 1.2.8 for how our approach differs from [DEL21;

Dup21; Dup22].

1

We use blackboard font to refer to abstract rewriting; this is unrelated to the set of real numbers.
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⇛

f ′
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f

g′
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α

f
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?

f ′

α

f

g′

β

g

3-categories Gray categories 3-sesquicategories

Figure 1.3: In a 3-category, a Gray category or a 3-sesquicategory, the interchange law for 2-

morphisms respectively holds strictly, holds weakly via interchangers, or does not hold (a priori).

1.1.6 Gray rewriting

Starting with n = 3, the strict and weak notions of an n-category start to diverge: while a bicate-

gory is alway equivalent to a 2-category (i.e. a strict bicategory), not every tricategory is equivalent

to a 3-category (i.e. a strict tricategory). However, every tricategory is equivalent to a Gray cat-
egory [GPS95]. In that sense, Gray categories provide a simpler notion than tricategories, while

retaining their expressivity:

tricategories Gray categories 3-categories

full expressivity

In Gray categories, associativity and unitality hold strictly, as for 3-categories. However, the inter-

change law for 2-morphisms only holds up to certain coherent 3-morphisms, called interchangers;
see Fig. 1.3.

In [FM22], Forest and Mimram initiated the study of rewriting theory for weak n-categories,
starting with Gray categories. It turns out to be easier to consider the more general framework of

n-sesquicategories [Ara22; FM22; Str96] (called n-precategories in [FM22]). As for Gray categories,

n-sesquicategories are strictly associative and unital structures. However, they do not contain

any coherence data for interchange laws; see Fig. 1.3. One can understand an n-sesquicategory
as an “unfinished definition” for what a semistrict n-category would be. Sesquicategories play a

prominent role in the graphical proof-assistant Globular and its successor homotopy.io [BKV18;

BV17; Dor23; RV19].

Recall that an n-category is presented by an (n + 1)-polygraph (see Subsection 1.1.2); sim-

ilarly, an n-sesquicategory is presented by an (n + 1)-sesquipolygraph [FM22]. A 0-, 1- and

2-sesquipolygraph is the same as 0-, 1- and 2-polygraph; the distinction only starts to appear

with 3-sesquipolygraphs. In particular, a 2-sesquicategory is presented by a 3-sesquipolygraph. A

3-sesquipolygraphwhich contains generating interchangers is called aGray polygraph; in this case,
it presents a 2-category. Note that both Gray polygraphs and 3-polygraphs present 2-categories.

However, the former explicitly contains interchangers as generating 3-cells, which alters the as-

sociated rewriting theory.
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1.2 Extended summary

1.2.1 Linear Gray polygraphs

Graded-2-categories [SV23] are generalizations of 2-categories and super-2-categories, where the

interchange law only holds up to scalar:

α

β
= µ(degα,deg β)

α

β
(4)

Here degα and deg β denotes the extra data of a degree for α, β in some abelian group, and µ
associates a scalar to the pair (degα,deg β). In Section 2, we define linear n-sesquicategories and
linear n-sesquipolygraphs as direct linear analogues of n-sesquicategories and n-sesquipolygraphs
[FM22]. We call graded interchangers the 3-cells capturing the graded interchange law (4). A

linear Gray polygraph is defined as a linear 3-sesquipolygraph which contains its own graded

interchangers. We get a notion of presentation for a graded-2-category, suitable for rewriting

theory:

Main definition A (Definition 2.17). A presentation of a graded-2-category is a linear Gray poly-
graph.

As our running example for this extended summary, we define
◦P, the Z-linear Gray poly-

graph of superadjunction. Its underlying 2-polygraph is defined as
◦P0 = {∗} (a single object),

◦P1 =
{ }

(a single 1-cell) and
◦P2 = { , } (unit and counit, reading from bottom to

top). In addition, the two 2-cells are given a parity

p( ) = p( ) = 1 ∈ Z/2Z,

which extends additively to generic 2-cells in
◦P∗

2. Finally, we set
◦P3 =

◦R3 ⊔ ◦E3 where

◦R3 =

{
→ , → −

}
and

◦E3 =


α

β
→ (−1)p(α)p(β)

α

β

for all α, β ∈ ◦P∗
2

 .

We denote
◦R and

◦E the linear 3-sesquipolygraphs with
◦P∗

2 as their underlying 2-polygraph and

3-cells
◦R3 and

◦E3, respectively. Here
◦E is the linear 3-sesquipolygraph of super interchangers

on
◦P∗

2 and
◦P = ◦R ⊔ ◦E is a linear Gray polygraph.

Denote
◦C the super-2-category presented by

◦P. Superadjunction is the super analogue of the
classical notion of adjunction: as such, we expect hom-spaces in

◦C to have the same dimension

as its classical analogue. We show this fact using linear Gray rewriting modulo; the working data

is
◦S = (◦R, ◦E), which records the splitting of

◦P into oriented relations
◦R and unoriented

relations
◦E. (Of course, one can give a much simpler proof, but this is not our point.) In passing,

we explain the sign in the second 3-cell of
◦R3 (see the discussion after Lemma 1.3).

Linear Gray polygraphs and related notions are formally defined in Section 2.

1.2.2 Linear rewriting modulo

Our study of rewritingmodulo starts with abstract rewritingmodulo—rewritingmodulo in sets—in

Subsections 3.1 and 3.2. We formally introduce the notion of an abstract rewriting systems modulo
S = (X;R,E) (or abstract RSM for short); see the notations of Subsection 1.1.5.

12



We then proceed with linear rewriting modulo—rewriting modulo in k-modules for some com-

mutative ring k—in Subsection 3.3, starting with the notion of a linear rewriting system modulo
S = (B; R, E) (or linear RSM for short). The working data is given by two linear 1-polygraphs R and

E defined on the same underlying set of monomialsB, with the notations of Subsection 1.1.4. There
are additional conditions, including that R is left-monomial (see (3)), and that relations in E are of

the form b → λb′ for some λ an invertible scalar; we say that E is monomial-invertible. This later
fact means that we allow rewriting modulo invertible scalars. For instance, fix two 1-morphisms

µ and ν in in
◦C. We get a module

◦C(µ, ν) presented by the linear RSM S = (B; R, E) where
B = ◦P∗

2(µ, ν), R = ◦R(µ, ν) and E = ◦E(µ, ν). In other words,
◦P induces a family of linear

RSMs, one for each hom-space, where we rewrite modulo the superinterchange law.

In analogy with the non-modulo setting, we define a set of rewriting steps Sst and a set of

positive rewriting steps S+; the later is the canonical abstract RSM associated to S. Denote NFS

the k-module of normal forms for S+, that is, the k-module consisting of elements on which S+

terminates.

Rewriting fact A (Basis-From-Convergence Theorem 3.36). Let M be a k-module presented by
a linear rewriting system modulo S = (B; R, E). If S+ is convergent, then the canonical linear map

NFS/⟨E⟩k → M

is an isomorphism. In particular, if B is basis for NFS/⟨E⟩k, then it is a basis for M.

In other words, provided we can prove convergence, finding a basis for M reduces to finding a

basis for NFS/⟨E⟩k. In the example where M = ◦C(µ, ν), the module of normal forms NFS is

linearly generated by diagrams where each strand has at most one critical point; in the module

NFS/⟨E⟩k, we view theses diagrams up to the superinterchange law. It is not too difficult to see

that any setB of representatives for the interchange law constitutes a basis ofNFS/⟨E⟩k. Provided
S+ is convergent, the set B provides a basis for

◦C(µ, ν) by Rewriting fact A.

The remaining of the theory serves the sole purpose of showing convergence. Termination

is often the easy part
2
: in our running example

◦S, the modulo data
◦E preserves the number of

generating 2-cells, while rewriting steps in
◦R strictly decrease it. Hence, we focus on showing

confluence.

1.2.3 Tamed congruence

Recall the linear Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 1.1). An analogous statement can be given in the

modulo setting. However, we shall need a more general version, based on the notion of tamed

congruence (see (1) in the beginning of the introduction and Subsection 3.2.1 in the text):

Rewriting fact B (Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43). Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM
and ≻ a preorder on B satisfying some conditions. If ≻ is terminating and every monomial local
S+-branching is ≻-tamely Sst-congruent, then S+ is convergent.

In practice, the preorder ≻ is the terminating order used to show termination; in our running

example
◦S, the preorder ≻ compares the number of generating 2-cells.

Why tamed congruence? This is explained in the next subsection (see also Subsections 1.2.5

and 1.2.7).

2

Although not always: see [GM18] for an approach to termination.
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1.2.4 Positivity and contextualization

A hom-basis is a collection of bases, one for each hom-space. In principle, linear rewriting modulo

could be applied to each hom-space at a time to find a hom-basis. Of course, in practice we would

like to leverage the higher structure, that is, the fact that these hom-spaces are related with each

other (and themselves) via contexts (see Subsection 1.1.3). More precisely, if (f, g) is a branching
and Γ is a context, we would like to say that if (f ′, g′) is a confluence for (f, g), then (Γ[f ′],Γ[g′])
is a confluence for (Γ[f ],Γ[g]). The fact is essentially trivial for monoids; see Subsection 1.1.1.

This is also true for associative algebras and for commutative algebras (i.e. associative algebras

modulo commutativity). However, this is not true in general. Indeed, positivity is in general not
preserved by contexts:

Warning: In general, the contextualization of a positive rewriting step needs not be
positive.

Consider our running example
◦S and denote ∼◦E the equivalence relation induced by

◦E, that is,
equivalence via the superinterchange law; we call it

◦E-congruence. Then:

̸∼◦E while ∼◦E .

More formally, we have two 2-cells v, w ∈ ◦Pl2 and a context Γ such that v ̸∼◦E w, while
Γ[v] ∼◦E Γ[w]. In other words, contextualization does not act freely. In particular, if λr + v is

a rewriting step, it may be that Γ[s(r)] is ◦E-congruent (up to sign) to a monomial in the linear

decomposition of Γ[v], even if s(r) is not ◦E-congruent (up to sign) to a monomial in the linear

decomposition of v. That is, it may be that λΓ[r] + Γ[v] is not positive, even if λr + v is positive.
This gives a theoretical motivation for using 2-sesquicategories as a foundation of our theory,

even when rewriting in 2-categories: contextualization is free on 2-sesquicategories, and it is the

(explicit) addition of a modulo rule that (may) prevents freeness. Note that contextualization is

free both for associative algebras and associative algebras modulo commutativity; this perhaps

explains why the problem had not been recognised before (to the author’s knowledge).

However, while the contextualization of a positive confluence needs not be a positive conflu-

ence, it is a tamed congruence:

Rewriting fact C (Contextualization Lemma 3.62). Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear rewriting
system modulo, that is, a pair of linear 3-sesquipolygraphs satisfying some conditions. Let (f, g) be
a monomial local S+-branching and Γ a context. If (f, g) is S+-confluent, then Γ[f, g] is ≻-tamely
Sst-congruent.

1.2.5 Independent branchings

An independent branching (Subsection 3.4.3) is a branching where the sources of the two branch-

ings “do not overlap”. This is the higher analogue of an independent branching for monoids; see

Subsection 1.1.1. The confluence of independent branchings is trivial for monoids, and one may

expect the same for diagrammatic algebras. However, this is not the case! The reason is the same

as the one explained in Subsection 1.2.4, and can be solved using tamed congruence:

Rewriting fact D (Lemma 3.65). Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear rewriting system modulo (see
Rewriting fact C) and ≻ a preorder satisfying some conditions. Every independent S+-branching is
≻-tamely Sst-congruent.
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1.2.6 How to classify branchings?

The arguments of this subsection are abstract; thus we fix an abstract RSM S = (X;R,E). Re-
call that the equivalence relation induced by E on X is called E-congruence; subsequently, an
unoriented composition of relations in E is called an E-congruence.

Working modulo induces a huge number of branchings: indeed, in between the two branches

of a branching, one can apply an arbitrary number of modulo relations. To classify branchings,

we should not only understand elements of X modulo, but also rewriting sequences modulo. We

say that two rewriting sequences f and f ′ are E-congruent if there exists E-congruences es and et
such that:

· ·

· ·

∗
f

S

∗
f ′

S

es et

Two branchings (f, g) and (f ′, g′) are branchwise E-congruent if f (resp. g) is E-congruent to f ′
(resp. g′). It is not difficult to see that:

Rewriting fact E (Branchwise Confluence Lemma 3.17). Let S = (R,E) be an abstract RSM.
If (f, g) and (f ′, g′) are branchwise E-congruent branchings, then (f, g) is confluent if and only if
(f ′, g′) is.

Hence, the study of confluence can be done up to branchwise E-congruence. Consider again
our running example

◦S. What does it mean to understand the rewriting steps in
◦R up to

◦E-cong-
ruence? The interchange law preserves the set of generating 2-cells; more precisely, any sequence

of interchangers between two diagrams s and t induces a canonical bijection between the gener-

ating 2-cells in s and the generating 2-cells in t. Hence it makes sense to speak about the cap and

the cup associated with a rewriting step in
◦S:

Lemma 1.2 (characterization of rewriting steps in
◦S). If two rewritings steps in ◦S apply to the

same cup and cap, then they are ◦E-congruent.

To show Lemma 1.2, we decompose
◦E-congruences as compositions of interchangers and

proceed inductively. Indeed, in a Gray category, interchangers come with naturality axioms, such

as the following (A : ϕ→ ϕ′ is a 3-cell and β is a 2-cell):

f ′ g h′
... ... ...
ϕ

β
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

ϕ′

β
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

β

ϕ
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

β

ϕ′
... ... ...
f g h

A

A

The two arrows labelled “A” are contextualizations of the 3-cellA; intuitively, we applyA “locally

on ϕ”. From the rewriting point of view, this naturality axiom gives an E-congruence between two
rewriting steps.
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The situation is similar for other modulo data; see Section 4 for an example with pivotality. As

a rule of thumb, one should always include naturality axioms in the modulo. For instance, when

working modulo pivotality, one should include the pivotal axioms associated to all generators, and

not only some of them.

Using the characterization given in Lemma 1.2, topological arguments can be used to deduce

the following:

Lemma 1.3 (classification of branchings in
◦S). Every monomial local ◦S-branching is branchwise

◦E-congruent either to an independent branching, or to a contextualization of one the following (triv-
ially positively confluent) branchings:

−

Combining Lemma 1.3 with Rewriting fact C (Contextualization Lemma 3.62), Rewriting

fact D (tamed congruence of independent branchings), Rewriting fact E (Branchwise Conflu-

ence Lemma 3.17) and Rewriting fact B (Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43) implies conflu-

ence of
◦S. Hence, ◦S is convergent.

Because confluence reduces to confluence of the two branchings in Lemma 1.3, we call the

later critical branchings. Requiring their confluence enforces that the product of the signs in the

zigzag relations
◦R3 is a minus sign; the choice given is one of the two possible conventions.

1.2.7 Further rewriting techniques

Our running example
◦S was very elementary. For instance, it is sometimes not possible to give

a satisfactory characterization of rewriting steps solely based on E-congruence; this is the case

of graded gl2-foams considered in Section 4. Indeed, we may wish to replace “branchwise E-
congruence” in Rewriting fact E by “branchwise S-confluence” (see Subsection 3.2.3 for a precise

definition). Unfortunately, this modified version doesn’t hold. However, it holds if we consider

tamed congruence instead:

Rewriting fact F (Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19). Let S = (R,E) be an abstract
RSM and≻ a preorder onX satisfying some conditions. If (f, g) and (f ′, g′) are branchwise≻-tamely
congruent branchings, then (f, g) is ≻-tamely congruent if and only if (f ′, g′) is.

This comes down to the fact that tamed congruence is transitive: if f1, f2 and f3 are three

rewriting sequences such that f1 is tamely congruent to f2 and f2 is tamely congruent to f3, then
f1 is tamely congruent to f3 (assuming the hypotheses of Rewriting fact F). This gives an abstract

reason for considering tamed congruence over confluence.

We may also wish to restrict rewriting steps depending on the context. For instance, assume

we add the following 3-cell to
◦R3 in our running example

◦S:

r : → .

If we allow all contextualizations Γ[r], our rewriting system modulo does not terminate:

→ → ∼◦E
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This is a common issue in diagrammatic algebras, including this precise example [All18a] and

graded gl2-foams (Section 4). To solve it, we consider context-dependent rewriting systemmodulo,

described in Definition 3.56.

Yet another tool is the Independent Rewriting Lemma 3.67; we refer to the main text for its

description.

1.2.8 Comparison with the literature

Our theory has three main features: it can be (weakly, i.e. Gray) higher, it can be linear and it

can be modulo. In other words, it allows to rewrite modulo in 2-sesquicategories and in linear

2-sesquicategories. We call it (linear) Gray rewriting modulo.
We now compare it with the existing literature, using the terminology strict to emphasize that

a rewriting theory does not allow modulo:

• Strict rewriting in 2-sesquicategories, and in particular strict rewriting containing inter-

changers, recovers Forest and Mimram’s Gray rewriting theory [FM22].

• Strict rewriting in 2-categories (see Subsection 1.1.3) is rewriting in 2-sesquicategories mod-

ulo interchangers.

• Strict rewriting in linear 2-categories is rewriting in linear 2-sesquicategories modulo inter-

changers. Alleaume [All18a] also developed a rewriting theory for linear 2-categories.

• Rewriting modulo in linear 2-categories is rewriting modulo in linear 2-sesquicategories

with a modulo containing interchangers. Dupont [Dup22] also developed a rewriting mod-

ulo theory for linear 2-categories.

• Rewriting modulo in graded-2-categories is rewriting modulo in linear 2-sesquicategories

with a modulo containing graded interchangers. Dupont, Ebert and Lauda [DEL21] also

developed a rewriting modulo theory for super-2-categories.

• Although we do not describe it explicitly, our work can be used to define rewriting modulo

in monoids and associative algebras; in particular, strict rewriting in associative algebras.

This latter case recovers the work of Guiraud, Hoffbeck and Malbos [GHM19].

In that sense, our work is an extension of [FM18] to linear rewriting and rewriting modulo; or an

extension of [GHM19] to (weakly) higher rewriting and rewriting modulo. We also have impor-

tant debts toward [All18a; Dup21; Dup22]: the striking connection between rewriting theory and

diagrammatic algebras in the first place, and the importance of rewriting modulo. However, our

work is distinct in many respects, both theoretically and practically, and even when restricted to

their respective setting. Let us highlight two of them:

• Theoretically, our theory is based on tamed congruence. Its importance, even for strict

rewriting in linear 2-categories, is highlighted in Subsection 1.2.4.

• Practically, we spend a fair amount of time formalizing how to classify branchings modulo

(see Subsection 1.2.6). The ability to confidently classify branchings is a cornerstone of the

theory, as if some forgotten critical branchings are not confluent, it prevents confluence

altogether.

We stress further differences in the text; see Remarks 3.24 and 3.57 and Footnotes 17, 21 and 23.
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Remark 1.4. Our theory works over a commutative ring k, and not just a field, although scalars

appearing in the modulo must be invertible. However, we stress that the modulo data must be

monomial-invertible. In other words, while it incorporates multiplication by an invertible scalar,

a relation such as b ∼E b1 + b2 for distinct monomials b, b1 and b2 is not a valid modulo rule (see

also Footnote 17 and the related discussion). Extending our work to this more general setting is

an important open problem.

1.2.9 Non-degeneracy of graded gl2-foams

In Section 4 we prove a basis theorem for the graded-2-category GFoamd of graded gl2-foams

(Theorem 4.10). This uses the full-strength of linear Gray rewriting modulo, including context-

dependent termination and rewriting with a non-coherent modulo. The proof illustrates all the

general techniques discussed above.

1.3 Perspectives

A rewriting approach can be heavy: finding a practical convergent rewriting system may require

a lot of trial and error, and classifying critical branchings can be laborious. Moreover:

Obstruction to rewriting theory: there is no guaranty that a convergent rewrit-

ing system exists, and if so, that it is sufficiently reasonable to be used in practice.

However, once established the rewriting perspective provides a rich understanding of the combi-

natorial structure of the presentation. We give some future directions of research below. As more

and more examples are studied, we hope that the theory of linear Gray rewriting modulo will

evolve into a standard set of tools, both easy-to-master and powerful, fostering the exploration of

still finer higher symmetries.

1.3.1 Examples, examples, examples

Rewriting theory could be applied to many diagrammatic algebras. This would give new (and

sometimes only) proofs of their respective hom-basis theorems, in an intrinsic and algorithmic

fashion.

1.3.2 Computer implementation

Assuming one has a candidate convergent presentation (see the obstruction above), the rewriting

approach is relatively straightforward, at least in principle: enumerate critical branchings and

show that each of them is confluent. We expect both of these processes to be implementable on a

computer, at least when working modulo (graded) interchangers. This should vastly expend what

is meant by a “sufficient reasonable” convergent presentation.

This direction of research should relate with current developments in applied category theory,

such as the graphical proof-assistants Globular and homotopy.io [BKV18; BV17; Dor23; RV19].

1.3.3 A Buchberger’s algorithm for diagrammatic algebras?

In some cases, even finding a convergent presentation can be made automatic. For commutative

algebras, this is known as the Buchberger’s algorithm; in generality, this is known as the Knuth–

Bendix completion. In fact, the Buchberger’s algorithm itself can be optimized using machine

learning [Pei21]. Results along those lineswould further help the systematic study of diagrammatic

algebras.
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1.3.4 Deformation theory

Typically, once a rewriting approach is established for a diagrammatic algebra, it also applies to all

of its “deformations”, in a loose sense. Consider the rewriting proof given in Subsection 1.2 for our

running example
◦S: the sign in the relations

◦R was only relevant once we checked confluence

of critical branchings (Lemma 1.3). Similarly, the rewriting proof given in Section 4 for graded

gl2-foams tells us how scalars can be chosen in order to get the same basis theorem, leading to

precisely two choices, the super-2-categoryGFoamd andGFoam′
d (Subsection 4.5).

Similar ideas have appeared before in the literature [Bar24; Eli22], although not explicitly using

rewriting techniques. Making the relationship between rewriting theory and deformation theory,

especially in the context of diagrammatic algebras, is an interesting direction of research; see also

[Sch24, section 6.6.4] for related comments.

1.3.5 Higher structures

The application of rewriting theory goes beyond finding bases. By considering how rewriting

sequences form unoriented cycles, one can extract an understanding of relations between relations,
or coherence data; see Subsection 3.1. Critical branchings of a convergent rewriting system lead

to an explicit description of this coherence data. For instance, coherent presentations of Artin

monoids can be obtained via rewriting theory, leading to a new proof of Deligne’s theorem on

categorical actions of Artin monoids [GGM15]. In the linear setting, this coherence data is known

as syzygies; applications include computation of homological invariants or study of Koszulness

[GHM19]. In this work, we only discuss coherence in Subsection 3.1; however, we expect that the

coherence results of [FM18; GHM19] can be adapted to our setting. We leave this for future work.

In the recent years, stable homotopy theory and ∞-categories have become more and more

prevalent in link homologies and higher representation theory [Dra+24; HKK16; Liu+24; Liu24;

LLS20; LS14a; MR20; SSS20]. At present however, the complexity of the ∞-setting remains a

major obstacle to exploration beyond the simplest cases. Explicit presentations of the coherence

data, obtained via rewriting methods, could be an important step forward.

2 Linear Gray polygraphs

This section introduces the necessary categorical structures to present graded-2-categories and

define their rewriting theory. This can be understood as a linear analogue to the work of Forest

and Mimram [FM22, section 2 and 3]; equivalently, as a generalization of the work of Alleaume

on linear n-polygraphs [All18a] to allow weak interchangers. For an introduction to the ideas of

this section, see Subsections 1.1.2, 1.1.6 and 1.2.1.

The notion of an n-sesquicategory was first defined by Street [Str96] in the case n = 2. The
general case was independently introduced by Forest–Mimram [FM22] (following the general the-

ory of Weber [Web13]) under the name of “n-precategories” and by Araújo [Ara22, section 1.6]

under the name of “n-sesquicategories”. Although we shall follow Forest and Mimram’s pre-

sentation, we choose Araújo’s terminology to avoid confusion with already existing notions of

n-precategories in the literature. Enriched category theory provides yet another defining approach
to n-sesquicategories; see [FM22, section 2.4 and Appendix A].

To motivate the formal definitions, we start with an example in Subsection 2.1. We expect it

to be sufficient for the impatient reader. Subsection 2.2 review the notions of n-sesquicategories
and n-sesquipolygraphs, following [FM22] (which they respectively call “n-prepolygraphs” and
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“n-precategories”). We then introduce their linear analogue in Subsection 2.3. Finally, Subsec-

tion 2.4 defines Gray polygraphs (still following [FM22]) and linear Gray polygraphs, the latter

defining presentations for graded-2-categories.

In this section and as throughout the paper, every categorical structure is assumed to be small.

Notation 2.1. As much as possible, we use calligraphic fonts (e.g. C) for categories, and sans

serif fonts (e.g. P) for their presentations. If necessary, blackboard fonts (e.g. P) refer to purely

set-theoretic concepts, and typewriter fonts (e.g. P) to purely linear concepts.

2.1 A summary via example

We give amore formal definition of
◦P, theZ-linear 3-sesquipolygraph of superadjunction given in

Subsection 1.2.1, introducing further nomenclature along the way. For simplicity, we don’t discuss

the parity associated to the 2-generators in
◦P, and grading in general.

To present higher categories, one needs to provide generators for each categorical level; in

this framework, relations are simply the generators at the highest categorical level. In the case

of
◦P, the first three levels are the sets

◦P0 = {∗}, ◦P1 =
{ }

and
◦P2 = { , }. Each

level
◦Pn+1 comes equipped with a source and target map into the free n-sesquicategory (◦Pn)

∗

(Subsection 2.2.4) generated by the previous level
◦Pn:

(◦Pn)
∗ ◦Pn+1

tn

sn
.

For objects, the free 0-sesquicategory is the set itself: (◦P0)
∗ = ◦P0. In our case, we have

◦P0 = {∗} and the maps s0, t0 are the trivial maps. The free 1-sesquicategory is given by for-

mal horizontal juxtaposition of 1-generators:

(◦P1)
∗ =

 . . .︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

| n ∈ N

 .

(If there were more than one object, we should ask the horizontal juxtaposition to be compatible

with the 0-source s0 and the 0-target t0). The maps s1, t1 are the obvious ones, reading s1 on

the bottom and t1 on the top, respectively. The data
◦P≤2 = (◦P0,

◦P1,
◦P2), together with their

source and target maps, form the data of a 2-sesquipolygraph (Subsection 2.2.5):

◦P≤2 =

◦P∗
0

◦P∗
1

◦P0
◦P1

◦P2

s0

t0

s1

t1

To define the highest level consisting of the defining relations, we must describe the free
Z-linear 2-sesquicategory (◦P2)

l
generated by

◦P≤2 (Subsection 2.3.2). First, juxtapose horizon-

tally the 2-generators and with elements of (◦P1)
∗
, both on the left and on the right. This

process is called whiskering. Then, juxtapose vertically an arbitrary number of these whiskered

2-generators, gluing along 1-source s1 and 1-target t1. This defines the 2-morphisms of (◦P2)
∗
,

the free 2-sesquicategory generated by
◦P≤2. Note that we did not mod out by the interchange

relation: indeed, (◦P2)
∗
is a 2-sesquicategory, and not a strict 2-category. Finally, we denote (◦P2)

l

the linearization of (◦P2)
∗
, that is, the linear 2-sesquicategory where each hom-space is the free

Z-module generated by the corresponding hom-set in (◦P2)
∗
.
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The set
◦P3 is equipped with source and target maps s2 and t2 into (◦P2)

l
:

◦P :=

◦P∗
0

◦P∗
1

◦Pl2

◦P0
◦P1

◦P2
◦P3

s2

t2

s0

t0

s1

t1

Elements of
◦P3 are pictured as two-frame movies, reading s2 on the left and t2 on the right.

In fact, the data of
◦P can be equivalently described as a scalar 3-sesquipolygraph scl(◦P) (Sub-

section 2.2.7). This is because the image of s2 lies in (◦P2)
∗
, and the image of t2 lies in Z(◦P2)

∗

(i.e. elements of (◦P2)
∗
times scalars); we say that

◦P is amonomial linear 3-sesquipolygraph (Sub-

section 2.3.4). In a general linear n-sesquipolygraph, source and target of generating 3-cells can

be any linear combinations of 2-cells.

We define scl(◦P)≤2 =
◦P≤2 and

scl(◦P)3 =

 ⇛ ,
−1
⇛ ,

α

β

(−1)p(α)p(β)

⇛
α

β

for all α, β ∈ (◦P2)
∗

 .

The set scl(◦P)3 is equipped with source and target maps s2 and t2 into (◦P2)
∗
. Moreover, each

element is equipped with a scalar, pictured here on top of the arrow; formally, a map scl : ◦P3 → Z.

scl(◦P) :=

◦P∗
0

◦P∗
1

◦P∗
2 Z

◦P0
◦P1

◦P2 scl(◦P3)

s2

t2

scls0

t0

s1

t1

The last family of 3-generators in
◦P3 and scl(

◦P)3 are the interchange generators on
◦P≤2. They

from the 3-sesquipolygraph of interchangers (Subsection 2.4.1), denoted ◦P≤2Gray; it can be viewed
either as a monomial linear 3-sesquipolygraph or as a scalar 3-sesquipolygraph. Because

◦P con-

tains its own 3-sesquipolygraph of interchangers, it is a linear Gray polygraph (Subsection 2.4.2).

The set
◦P3 describes generating relations; to describe all relations, we must define the free

3-sesquicategory (◦P3)
∗
generated by

◦P3. First, we revisit our terminology: we call horizontal

juxtaposition the 0-composition (as we glue along objects) and vertical juxtaposition the 1-compo-
sition (as we glue along 1-morphisms). We define the contextualization of a 3-generator as first

0-whiskering with elements of (◦P1)
∗
, and then 1-whiskering with elements of (◦P2)

∗
. This can

be pictured as the relevant 0-compositions and 1-compositions on its source and target:

Γ[A] :=

... ... ...

... ... ...
s2(A)

... ... ...

... ... ...

⇛

... ... ...

... ... ...
t2(A)

... ... ...

... ... ...

(5)

HereA ∈ ◦P3 is a 3-generator andΓ is a context; that is, the data of 1-cells and 2-cells “surrounding
A” via 0- and 1-whiskerings. We write Cont(◦P3) the set of contextualized 3-generators. Finally,

a generic 3-morphism in
◦P∗

3 is a 2-composition of contextualized 3-generators, gluing along 2-

source and 2-target. This is pictured as a multi-frame movie.

3-morphisms in (◦P3)
∗
have the following structure: a 2-composition (pictured as a composi-

tion ofmovies) and actions of respectively (◦P1)
∗
and (◦P2)

∗
via the 0- and 1-whiskerings (pictured

as horizontal and vertical juxtapositions). In general, the (k+1)-cells of an n-sesquicategory (Sub-

section 2.2.2) have a k-composition gluing along k-cells, and actions of lower cells via whiskerings.
Contextualization (Subsection 2.2.3) constitutes the combined action of all whiskerings. Given a

globular extension P (Subsection 2.2.1), the n-cells of the free n-sesquicategory P∗
(Subsection 2.2.4)

are given by formal (n− 1)-compositions of contextualized n-generators Cont(P).
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2.2 n-sesquicategories and their presentations

We review the notion of n-sesquicategories and their presentations, following the presentation

given in [FM22]. The last subsections introduce graded and scalar variants of n-sesquicategories
and their presentations.

2.2.1 n-globular sets

Let n ∈ N = {0, 1, . . .}. An n-globular set C is a diagram of sets and functions as follows:

C0 C1 . . . Cn
t0

s0 s1

t1

sn−1

tn−1

such that sj ◦ sj+1 = sj ◦ tj+1 and tj ◦ sj+1 = tj ◦ tj+1 for each 0 ≤ j < n. The maps sj and
tj are respectively called source maps and target maps. An element u ∈ Cj is called a j-cell, with
sj−1(u) and tj−1(u) respectively its source and target, which we sometimes simply denote by s(u)
and t(u). We refer to j as the dimension of u. For 0 ≤ i < j, we define the i-source of u to be

si(u) = si ◦ (any suitable composition of source and target maps) (u),

where the choice in the bracket does not matter thanks to the properties of source and target maps.

Note that the subscript indicates that si(u) is an i-cell. We define the i-target ti(u) similarly. A

morphism of globular sets f : C → D is a family fi : Ci → Di of functions that commute with the

source and target maps. It is an isomorphism if each function fi is a bijection.
Given ann-globular set C, a 0-sphere is an ordered pair of 0-cells in C. For 0 < i ≤ n, an i-sphere

is an ordered pair (f, g) of i-cells such that s(f) = s(g) and t(f) = t(g). For 0 ≤ i < k ≤ n and

an i-sphere (f, g), we set

Ck(f, g) = {u ∈ Ck | si(u) = f, ti(u) = g}.

The source and target maps restrict to maps Ck(f, g) Ck+1(f, g)
tk

sk
.

A globular extension of C is an (n+ 1)-globular set P such that Pk = Ck for 0 ≤ k ≤ n:

C0 C1 . . . Cn Pn+1
t0

s0 s1

t1

sn−1

tn−1

sn

tn

C

For k ∈ N such that 0 ≤ k ≤ n, the k-restriction of C is the subglobular set

C≤k := C0 C1 . . . Ck
t0

s0 s1

t1

sk−1

tk−1

2.2.2 n-sesquicategories

We review the definition of an n-sesquicategory (and n-sesquifunctor) introduced in [FM22, sec-

tion 2.2] (with minor changes to the presentation).

An n-sesquicategory is the data of an n-globular set C together with

• identity functions idk : Ck−1 → Ck, for 0 < k ≤ n,

• composition functions ⋆k,k : Ck ×k−1 Ck → Ck for 0 < k ≤ n,

22



• left- and right-whisker functions ⋆i,k : Ci ×i−1 Ck → Ck and ⋆k,i : Ck ×i−1 Ci → Ck for

0 < i < k ≤ n,

satisfying the axioms (i) and (ii) below. Hereabove we abbreviated ×Ck with ×k. We use similar

notations for composition and whiskers, but one cannot confuse one for the other as they have

different domain. In fact, this choice of notation emphasizes that whisker functions should be

thought of compositions with identities of cells of lower dimension. As such, composition and

whiskers have similar properties, and it is sometimes useful to consider ⋆k,l for all 0 ≤ k, l ≤ n.
Note that for 0 ≤ k, l ≤ n, the function ⋆k,l is defined on (u, v) ∈ Ck × Cl if and only if

si(u) = ti(v), where i = min(k, l)− 1. In that case, we say that u and v are i-composable, and we
write u ⋆i v, or even u ⋆ v, for u ⋆k,l v. While the notation u ⋆k,l v emphasizes the dimension of

the respective cells, the notation u ⋆i v emphasizes the dimension of the compatibility condition.

Also, for u an (i − 1)-cell we write idu instead of idi(u). The axioms of an n-sesquicategory are

as follows:

(i) for 0 < k ≤ n, with f ∈ Ck−1 and α, β, γ ∈ Ck suitably k-composable:

tk−1(idf ) = f = sk−1(idf )

sk−1(α ⋆k,k β) = sk−1(β) tk−1(α ⋆k,k β) = tk−1(α)

idt(α) ⋆k,k α = α = α ⋆k,k ids(α)

α ⋆k,k (β ⋆k,k γ) = (α ⋆k,k β) ⋆k,k γ

(ii) for 0 < i < k, k′ ≤ n, with x ∈ Ci−1, f, g ∈ Ci, ϕ ∈ Ck−1 and A ∈ Ck, B ∈ Ck′ suitably
composable:

f ⋆i,k (g ⋆i,k A) = (f ⋆i,i g) ⋆i,k A (A ⋆k,i f) ⋆k,i g = A ⋆k,i (f ⋆i,i g)

idx ⋆i,i A = A A ⋆i,i idx = A

(f ⋆i,k A) ⋆k,i g = f ⋆i,k (A ⋆k,i g)

sk−1(f ⋆i,k A) = f ⋆i,k−1 sk−1(A) sk−1(A ⋆k,i f) = sk−1(A) ⋆k−1,i f

tk−1(f ⋆i,k A) = f ⋆i,k−1 tk−1(A) tk−1(A ⋆k,i f) = tk−1(A) ⋆k−1,i f

f ⋆i,k idϕ = idf⋆i,k−1ϕ idϕ ⋆k,i f = idϕ⋆k−1,if

f ⋆i,max(k,k′) (A ⋆k,k′ B) = (f ⋆i,k A) ⋆k,k′ (f ⋆i,k′ B)

(A ⋆k,k′ B) ⋆max(k,k′),i f = (A ⋆k,i f) ⋆k,k′ (B ⋆k′,i f)

An n-sesquifunctor between two n-sesquicategories is a morphism between the underlying globu-

lar sets, preserving identities and compositions as expected. It is an isomorphism if the underlying

morphism of globular sets is an isomorphism. This ends the definition of an n-sesquicategory and
of an n-sesquifunctor. ⋄

Remark 2.2 (low-dimensional cases). A 0-sesquicategory is simply a set, and a 1-sesquicategory
a category. The distinction with strict n-categories only appears when n ≥ 2. Contrary to strict

n-categories, 2-cells of an n-sesquicategories cannot be horizontally composed. Instead, they can

be whiskered with 1-cells, understood as acting as identity 2-cells. In particular, in a 3-sesquicate-

gory there is a priori no relationship between the two sides of the (2-dimensional) interchange law;
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see Fig. 1.3. We use string diagrammatics to picture 2-cells of an n-sesquicategory. String diagrams

are equipped with a Morse function on the generators, as for graded-2-categories. 3-cells are then

pictured as movies, i.e. paths of 2-cells, and 4-cells as movie moves, i.e. paths of paths of 2-cells.

Remark 2.3. With the single-index notation, the relations above become:

(i) for 0 < k ≤ n, with f ∈ Ck−1 and α, β, γ ∈ Ck suitably k-composable:

tk−1(idf ) = f = sk−1(idf )

sk−1(α ⋆k−1 β) = sk−1(β) tk−1(α ⋆k−1 β) = tk−1(α)

idt(α) ⋆k−1 α = α = α ⋆k−1 ids(α)

α ⋆k−1 (β ⋆k−1 γ) = (α ⋆k−1 β) ⋆k−1 γ

(ii) for 0 < i < k, k′ ≤ n, with x ∈ Ci−1, f, g ∈ Ci, ϕ ∈ Ck−1 and A ∈ Ck, B ∈ Ck′ suitably
composable:

f ⋆i−1 (g ⋆i−1 A) = (f ⋆i−1 g) ⋆i−1 A (A ⋆i−1 f) ⋆i−1 g = A ⋆i−1 (f ⋆i−1 g)

idx ⋆i−1 A = A A ⋆i−1 idx = A

(f ⋆i−1 A) ⋆i−1 g = f ⋆i−1 (A ⋆i−1 g)

sk−1(f ⋆i−1 A) = f ⋆i−1 sk−1(A) sk−1(A ⋆i−1 f) = sk−1(A) ⋆i−1 f

tk−1(f ⋆i−1 A) = f ⋆i−1 tk−1(A) tk−1(A ⋆i−1 f) = tk−1(A) ⋆i−1 f

f ⋆i−1 idϕ = idf⋆i−1ϕ idϕ ⋆i−1 f = idϕ⋆i−1f

f ⋆i−1 (A ⋆min(k,k′)−1 B) = (f ⋆i−1 A) ⋆min(k,k′)−1 (f ⋆i−1 B)

(A ⋆min(k,k′)−1 B) ⋆i−1 f = (A ⋆i−1 f) ⋆min(k,k′)−1 (B ⋆i−1 f)

Remark 2.4. Note that if we let i ∈ N be such that 0 ≤ i < n and (f, g) be an (i− 1)-sphere3 in
C, the identity and composition functions restrict as follows:

idi+1 : Ci(f, g) → Ci+1(f, g)

⋆i+1,i+1 : Ci+1(f, g)×i Ci+1(f, g) → Ci+1(f, g)

It follows from the axioms of an n-sesquicategory that, equipped with the maps idi+1
and ⋆i+1,i+1,

the 1-globular set

Ci(f, g) Ci+1(f, g)
ti

si

defines a 1-category.

2.2.3 Contexts

Let C be an n-sesquicategory and let □ = (f, g) an (i − 1)-sphere for 0 < i ≤ n. A context in C
with boundary □ is a formal composition

Γ := vi ⋆i−1 (. . . ⋆1 (v1 ⋆0 □ ⋆0 w1) ⋆1 . . .) ⋆i−1 wi (6)

3

For i = 0, we abuse notation and assume there exists a single (−1)-sphere □, and denote Ci(□) := Ci.
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where vj , wj are j-cells suitably composable. We set si−1(Γ) := si−1(wi) and ti−1(Γ) := ti−1(vi).
For instance, if □ = (f, g) is a 1-sphere we picture Γ as

Γ :=

... ... ...
v2

... ... ...
v1 □ w1
... ... ...

w2
... ... ...

(7)

We write Cont(□) the set of contexts in C with boundary □.
For k ∈ N such that i ≤ k ≤ n and for each k-cell A in C such that (si−1(A), ti−1(A)) = □,

we write

Γ[A] := vi ⋆i−1 (. . . ⋆1 (v1 ⋆0 A ⋆0 w1) ⋆1 . . .) ⋆i−1 wi. (8)

We call Γ[A] a contextualization of A. Any context Γ defines a function

Γ: Ck(□) → Ck(si−1(Γ), ti−1(Γ)).

We call this function contextualization with Γ.
Recall from Remark 2.4 how (i− 1)-spheres in C defines categories of i-cells and (i+1)-cells.

It follows from the axioms of an n-sesquicategory that contextualization suitably commutes with

source, target, identity and composition:

Ci(□) Ci+1(□)

Ci(si−1(Γ), ti−1(Γ)) Ci+1(si−1(Γ), ti−1(Γ))

ti

si

ti

si

Γ Γ

In other words, contextualization with Γ defines a functor of categories.

A globular extension P of an n-sesquicategory C is a globular extension for the underlying

globular set of C. Given A ∈ Pn+1 and

Γ ∈ Cont ((sn−1(A), tn−1(A))) ,

we define Γ[A] as in Eq. (8). We write Cont(P) the set of such (n+ 1)-cells:

Cont(P) :=
{
Γ[A] | A ∈ Pn+1 and Γ ∈ Cont ((sn−1(A), tn−1(A)))

}
.

This defines a globular extension of C, also denoted Cont(P) by abuse of notation, which canoni-

cally extends P, in the sense that there is a canonical inclusion P ⊂ Cont(P) that commutes with

the source and target maps.

Remark 2.5 (low-dimensional cases). If n = 0 and P is a globular extension of a set C0, then
Cont(P) = P. If n = 1 and P is a globular extension of a category C0 C1

t0

s0
, then

Cont(P) ={
v ⋆1,2 A ⋆2,1 w | A ∈ P, v, w ∈ C1, s0(v) = t0(A) and s0(A) = t0(v)

}
.

Diagrammatically:

v ⋆1,2 A ⋆2,1 w =
... ... ...

v A w

... ... ...

If n = 2, then elements of Cont(P) are as in Eq. (5), with A ∈ P.
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2.2.4 Free n-sesquicategories

Let C be an n-sesquicategory and P a globular extension of C. Denote by P∗
n+1 the set consisting

of formal identities idv for each n-cell v ∈ Cn and formal compositions

u1 ⋆n+1,n+1 u2 ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 ud

with ui ∈ Cont(P) and s(ui) = t(ui−1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Formal compositions of length zero (i.e.

d = 0) are identities, and we regard the above up to the usual identity axioms. This defines an

(n + 1)-globular extension of C, denoted P∗
, with source and target maps defined as s(idv) =

t(idv) = v, and

s(u1 ⋆n+1,n+1 u2 ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 ud) = s(ud)

and

t(u1 ⋆n+1,n+1 u2 ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 ud) = t(u1).

We let ⋆n+1,n+1 : P
∗
n+1 ×Cn P∗

n+1 → P∗
n+1 be the formal juxtaposition of suitably n-composable

elements of P∗
n+1, and ⋆i,n+1 : Ci×i−1P

∗
n+1 → P∗

n+1 for 0 < i < n+1 be defined as f ⋆i,n+1 ida =
idf⋆i,na and

f ⋆i,n+1 (u1 ⋆n+1,n+1 u2 ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 uk)

= (f ⋆i,n+1 u1) ⋆n+1,n+1 (f ⋆i,n+1 u2) ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 (f ⋆i,n+1 uk).

We similarly define ⋆n+1,i. This makes P∗
into an (n+1)-sesquicategory, the free (n+1)-sesqui-

category generated by P. We sometimes abuse notation and write P∗
to denote the set P∗

n+1.

Remark 2.6 (low-dimensional case). Recall the setting of Remark 2.5. If n = 0, then P∗
is the

free category whose morphisms are formal compositions of elements in P. If n = 1, P∗
is the

free 2-sesquicategory whose 2-morphisms are formal vertical compositions, or 1-composition, of

elements inCont(P). If n = 2, then P∗
is the free 3-sesquicategory whose 3-morphisms are formal

2-compositions of elements in Cont(P), which we picture as sequences of movies.

2.2.5 n-sesquipolygraphs

An n-sesquipolygraph P [FM22, section 2.5] consists of the following data:

P∗
0 P∗

1 . . . P∗
n−2 P∗

n−1

P0 P1 P2 . . . Pn−1 Pn

defined inductively as follows:

• P0 is a set, and P∗
0 = P0,

• Pi+1 is a globular extension for the i-globular set P∗
0 . . . P∗

i , and P∗
i+1 is the free

(i+ 1)-sesquicategory generated by Pi+1.

An n-sesquipolygraph provide a notion of presentation for n-sesquicategories, which we now

describe.
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Given an n-sesquicategory C, an equivalence relation ∼ on Cn is said to be higher [FM22,

section 2.6]
4
if whenever u ∼ v, we have

• s(u) = s(v) and t(u) = t(v),

• Γ[u] ∼ Γ[v] for each context with boundary (s(u), t(u)) = (s(v), t(v)).

Any (n+1)-sesquicategory C defines a higher equivalence relation on the underlying n-sesquica-
tegory C≤n, setting∼C to be the smallest higher equivalence relation such that s(u) ∼C t(u) for all
u ∈ Cn+1. We write [C]∼ for the n-sesquicategory obtained by quotienting C≤n with∼C . if P is an

(n+1)-sesquipolygraph, we similarly define∼P and [P]∼ starting with the (n+1)-sesquicategory
P∗

. Then:

Definition 2.7 ([FM22, section 2.6]). A presentation of an n-sesquicategory C is the data of an
(n+ 1)-prepolygraph P such that [P]∼ is isomorphic to C.

Remark 2.8 (low-dimensional cases). A 0-sesquipolygraph is a set. A 1-sesquipolygraph is the

same as 1-polygraph, which is the same as a 1-globular set. A 2-sesquipolygraph is the same as a

2-polygraph (see Subsection 1.1.2). For n > 2, n-sesquipolygraphs and n-polygraphs are distinct
notions.

2.2.6 Graded n-sesquicategories and their presentations

Let G be an abelian group. We extend all the above to the graded case; setting G = {∗} recovers

the previously introduced notions. A set P is said to be graded if it is equipped with a degree

function deg : P → G. A function between graded sets is homogeneous if it preserves the degree
functions.

A graded n-globular set is an n-globular set C such that Cn is a graded set. A graded n-precate-
gory is an n-precategory whose underlying n-globular set is graded, such that ⋆n,n is additive with
respect to the grading, and such that the action of a k-cell (k < n) on n-cells preserves the grading.
If C is an n-sesquicategory and P is a graded extension of C, then P∗

is a graded n-sesquicategory,
where P∗

n inherits a grading by setting

deg
(
Γ1[x1] ⋆n+1,n+1 . . . ⋆n+1,n+1 Γm[xm]

)
:= deg(x1) + . . .+ deg(xm).

Here xk ∈ P and each Γk is a context in C. A graded n-sesquipolygraph P is the data of a

(n− 1)-prepolygraph P≤n−1 and a graded extension Pn.
Given a graded n-globular set C, a homogeneous extension is a graded globular extension P

such that the source and target maps sn, tn : P → Cn are homogeneous functions. A graded
homogeneous (n + 1)-sesquipolygraph P is the data of a graded n-sesquipolygraph P≤n and a

homogeneous extension Pn. Schematically, a graded homogeneous (n + 1)-sesquipolygraph is

the following data:

P∗
0 . . . P∗

n−1 P∗
n

P0 . . . Pn−1 Pn Pn+1

set-theoretic graded homogeneous

Given a graded set P, an equivalence relation ∼ on P is homogeneous if
4

In [FM22, section 2.6], a higher equivalence relation is called a congruence.
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x ∼ y implies deg(x) = deg(y).

If a higher equivalence relation∼ on ann-precategory C is homogeneous, the quotientn-sesquicate-
gory [C]∼ is graded. Note that the higher equivalence relation induced by a graded homogeneous

(n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph on the underlying graded n-sesquicategory is homogeneous.

Definition 2.9. A presentation of a graded n-sesquicategory is the data of a graded homogeneous
(n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph P such that [P]∼ is isomorphic to C.

2.2.7 Scalar n-sesquipolygraphs

A set is said to be scalar if it is (k, ·)-graded; that is, a scalar set is a set P equipped with a function

scl : P → k. Given a scalar set P, we write ∼scl, or ≡scl depending on context, for the smallest

homogeneous equivalence relation on P; that is, we have p ∼scl q if and only if scl(p) = scl(q). If
the image of scl consists of invertible scalars k× ⊂ k, we say that P is scalar-invertible.

The following are restatements of graded definitions introduced in the previous section.

An n-globular set (resp. an n-sesquipolygraph) P is scalar if Pn is a scalar set. An n-sesquica-
tegory C is scalar if Cn is a scalar set and for every n-cells α, β and context Γ, we have

scl(Γ[α]) = scl(α) and scl(α ⋆n−1 β) = scl(α)scl(β).

Given a scalar n-sesquipolygraph P, the free n-sesquicategory P∗
generated by P is canonically

scalar. Finally, we say that P is a scalar-invertible n-sesquipolygraph if Pn is scalar-invertible.

The linear n-sesquicategory presented by a scalar n-sesquipolygraph is defined in Defini-

tion 2.13.

2.3 Linear n-sesquicategories and their presentations

In this section, we extend the notion of n-sesquicategories to the linear case. In fact, we work in

the generality of graded linear structures; setting G = {∗} provides the analogous non-graded

linear notions.

Notation 2.10. We fix throughout the section an abelian group G, a commutative ring k and a

Z-bilinear map µ : G × G → k×. The word “graded” always refers to G-graded, and “linear” to

k-linear. Given a homogeneous element v, we write deg(v) is grading.

2.3.1 Linear n-sesquicategories

A graded linear n-sesquicategory is an n-sesquicategory C where, for each (n− 1)-sphere (f, g),
the set Cn(f, g) has the structure of a graded k-module, such that the n-composition is bilinear

and whiskering n-cells with a j-cell for j < n is linear. In other words:

(λ′u′ + v′) ⋆n,n (λu+ v)

= λ′λ(u′ ⋆n,n u) + λ′(u′ ⋆n,n v) + λ(v′ ⋆n,n u) + v′ ⋆n,n v,

x ⋆j,n (λu+ v) = λ(x ⋆j,n u) + x ⋆j,n v,

(λu+ v) ⋆j,n x = λ(u ⋆n,j x) + v ⋆n,j x,

with scalars λ, λ′ in k, (n − 1)-cells f, g, h in Cn−1, n-cells u, v (resp. u′, v′) in Cn(f, g) (resp.
Cn(g, h)), and a j-cell x suitably j-composable.
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2.3.2 Free linear n-sesquicategories

Let C be an n-sesquicategory and P a graded globular extension of C. The free graded linear n-pre-
category generated by P is the linear n-sesquicategory Pl such that Pl≤n := C≤n and for each

n-sphere (f, g) in C, Pln+1(f, g) is the free k-module generated by P∗
n+1(f, g).

The k-module Pln+1(f, g) inherits a grading (of k-module) from the grading (of set) of the set

P∗
n+1(f, g). Extending (bi)linearly the operations ⋆n+1,n+1, ⋆k,n+1 and ⋆n+1,k (k ≤ n) on P∗

n+1

defines a structure of graded linear (n+ 1)-sesquicategory on Pl.

2.3.3 Linear n-sesquipolygraphs

A graded linear (n+1)-sesquipolygraph5 P is the data of a graded n-sesquipolygraphP≤n, together
with a homogeneous extension Pn+1 of the graded linear n-sesquicategory Pl≤n:

P∗
0 . . . P∗

n−1 Pln

P0 . . . Pn−1 Pn Pn+1

set-theoretic graded linear

Given a graded k-module P, an equivalence relation∼ on P is linear homogeneous if whenever
v ∼ w for v, w ∈ P, the following two conditions hold:

• if v and w are homogeneous, deg(v) = deg(w),

• λv + u ∼ λw + u for all scalar λ ∈ k and u ∈ P.

If a higher equivalence relation ∼ on a graded linear n-sesquicategory C is linear homogeneous,

the quotient n-sesquicategory [C]∼ is a graded linear n-sesquicategory. Note that the higher equiv-
alence relation induced by a graded linear (n + 1)-sesquipolygraph P on the underlying graded

linear n-sesquicategory Pl≤n−1 is linear homogeneous.

Definition 2.11. A presentation of a graded linear n-sesquicategory is the data of a graded linear
(n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph P such that [P]∼ is isomorphic to C.

Remark 2.12 (low-dimensional cases). A linear 1-sesquipolygraph is the same as a linear 1-poly-

graph, and a linear 2-sesquipolygraph is the same as a linear 2-polygraph. For n > 2, linear
n-sesquipolygraphs and linear n-polygraphs [All18a] are distinct notions.

2.3.4 Monomial linear n-sesquipolygraphs

A graded linear (n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph P is monomial if:

sn(r) ∈ P∗
n and tn(r) ∈ kP∗

n for all r ∈ Pn+1,

where kP∗
n is the subset of Pln consisting of vectors of the form λb for λ ∈ k and b ∈ P∗

n. We

further say it is monomial-invertible if tn(r) ∈ k×P∗
n. We have the following canonical bijection:

scalar(-invertible)

graded homogeneous

(n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph




monomial(-invertible)

graded linear

(n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph

scl

lin

5

One can more generally define graded linear (n, p)-sesquipolygraphs, adapting the approach of [All18a].
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Given a scalar graded homogeneous (n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph P, its linearization is the monomial

graded linear (n+ 1)-sesquipolygraph lin(P) defined as lin(P)≤n = P≤n and lin(P)n+1 = Pn+1

as sets, but with the following source and target maps:

lin(sn)(r) = sn(r) and lin(tn)(r) = scl(r)tn(r).

The inverse scl := lin−1
is defined analogously.

Definition 2.13. Given a scalar graded homogeneous (n+1)-sesquipolygraphP, the linearn-sesquica-
tegory presented by P is the linear n-sesquicategory presented by lin(P).

2.4 Gray polygraphs and linear Gray polygraphs

This section reviews the notion of a Gray polygraph, as can be extracted from [FM22], and then

introduces its linear analogue called a linear Gray polygraph.

2.4.1 Gray polygraphs

Let Q be a 2-sesquipolygraph. The 3-sesquipolygraph of interchangers is the 3-sesquipolygraph

QGray such that QGray≤2 = Q and QGray3 consists of interchange generators, defined for each

0-composable α, f, β with α : f ⇒ f ′, g ∈ P∗
1, β : h⇒ h′ ∈ P2, as the 3-cell

Xα,g,β : (α ⋆0 g ⋆0 h
′) ⋆1 (f ⋆0 g ⋆0 β)⇛ (f ′ ⋆0 g ⋆0 β) ⋆1 (α ⋆0 g ⋆0 h),

pictured as:

Xα,g,β :

f ′ g h′
... ... ...
α

β
... ... ...
f g h

⇛

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

β

α
... ... ...
f g h

Definition 2.14. A Gray polygraph
6 is a 3-sesquipolygraph P such that

P≤2Gray ⊂ P.

In other words, P contains its own 3-sesquipolygraph of interchangers.

One checks that if P is a Gray polygraph, then [P]∼ is a 2-category. This leads to the following

definition:

Definition 2.15. A presentation of a 2-category C is the data of a Gray polygraph P such that [P]∼
is isomorphic to C.

2.4.2 Linear Gray polygraphs

Recall Notation 2.10. LetQ be a graded 2-sesquipolygraph. The 3-sesquipolygraph of (G,µ)-graded
interchangers is the scalar-invertible 3-sesquipolygraph QGray, equipped with the function

QGray → k×,
Xα,g,β 7→ µ(degα,deg β).

Weabuse notation and similarly denoteQGray the associatedmonomial-invertible linearn-sesquipo-
lygraph.

6

What we call a Gray polygraph is the underlying 3-sesquipolygraph (or 3-prepolygraph in their terminology) of

what is called a Gray presentation in [FM22].
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Definition 2.16. A (G,µ)-linear Gray polygraph is a graded linear 3-sesquipolygraph P such that
P contains its own monomial graded 3-sesquipolygraph of (G,µ)-graded interchangers.

Similarly, a (G,µ)-scalar Gray polygraph is a scalar graded 3-sesquipolygraph P such that P
contains its own scalar graded 3-sesquipolygraph of (G,µ)-graded interchangers. In other words,

a (G,µ)-scalar Gray polygraph is precisely the same data as a monomial (G,µ)-linear Gray poly-
graph.

One checks that if P is a (G,µ)-linear Gray polygraph, then [P]∼ is a (G,µ)-graded-2-cate-
gory

7
. This leads to the following definition:

Definition 2.17. A presentation of a (G,µ)-graded-2-category C is the data of a (G,µ)-linear Gray
polygraph P such that [P]∼ is isomorphic to C.

Remark 2.18. If G = {∗} is trivial, a ({∗}, id)-graded-2-category is just a linear 2-category.

Hence, a ({∗}, id)-linear Gray polygraph, and in particular a ({∗}, id)-scalar Gray polygraph,

defines a presentation of a linear 2-category.

3 Linear Gray rewriting modulo

This section introduces linear Gray rewriting modulo, the rewriting theory of graded-2-categories.
It has three main features: it allows modulo, it is linear, and it is higher. Each of these features

requires its own treatment, in addition with a description of how they combine.

We refer to the extended summary (Subsection 1.2) for an introduction to this section and

comparison with the literature. We sometimes use graded gl2-foams (Section 4) as a source of

(counter)examples; the reader is then referred to Subsection 4.1 for the definitions.

We remind the reader that every categorical structure is assumed to be small.

Notation 3.1. We fix the same notations G, k and µ as in Notation 2.10 throughout the section.

As much as possible, we follow the font conventions introduced in Notation 2.1; in addition, we

use blackboard fonts (e.g. P) for abstract rewriting systems and typewriter fonts (e.g. P) for linear

rewriting systems. Equivalence relations are denoted either with the symbol ∼ or the symbol ≡;

the former case is typically used for congruence of a rewriting system, while the latter is typically

used for an equivalence relation on rewriting sequences (see Subsection 3.2 for both notions). In

particular, ≡ is typically one “categorical dimension” higher than ∼.

3.1 Coherence modulo from convergence modulo

Given a groupoid P , one may be interested in understanding its set of connected components

π0(P),8 or itsπ1(P), that is, its coherence. In this section, we describe how one can use convergence

to answer both questions.

Let S be a category. The notion of a higher equivalence relation on n-sesquicategories defined
in Subsection 2.2.5 specializes to categories: an equivalence relation ≡ on the set of morphisms,

such that if f ≡ f ′, then (i) s(f) = s(f ′) and t(f) = t(f ′), and (ii) if g and h are suitably compos-

able morphisms, then g ◦ f ◦ h ≡ g ◦ f ′ ◦ h. In this context, we call such an equivalence relation

an abstract equivalence, and say that two morphisms f and g are ≡-equivalent if f ≡ g. We

choose this terminology to avoid confusion with the notion of ≡-congruence, used extensively

7

To save space, we will not recall the definition of a (G,µ)-graded-2-category [SV23] (although see Subsection 1.2.1

for an informal definition); one can take Definition 2.17 as a definition.

8

That is, its Grothendieck groupK0(P).
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in the next section. In particular, if ≡ = ≡dis. is the discrete abstract equivalence (see Defini-

tion 3.6), ≡-equivalence reduces to equality, while ≡-congruence reduces to congruence (see the

next sections for the definitions).

We denote S⊤
the localisation of the category S . Given a groupoid P , we fix the following

data for the section:

a category S such that S⊤ = P , a wide
9
subgroupoid E ⊂ S ,

and an abstract equivalence ≡ on S . (∗)

We use the same notation ≡ for the smallest abstract equivalence on S⊤
containing ≡.

10
Mor-

phisms in S are depicted with plain arrow x → y (or x y). Morphisms in E are depicted

with unoriented wiggly lines x ∼ y (or x y). Unspecified morphisms x→S y (resp. x ∼E y)
indicate the mere existence of a morphism in S (resp. in E) between x and y. Note the use of sub-
scripts to specify the category, used extensively in what follows.

Recall from Subsection 2.2.7 the notion of scalar category and of its associated abstract equiv-

alence ≡scl.

Definition 3.2. The category P is said to be ≡-coherent modulo E if every endomorphism is
≡-equivalent to a morphism in E , up to conjugation. That is, for every endomorphism f : x →P x,
there exist morphisms g : x→P y and e : y ∼E y, such that f ≡ g−1 ◦ e ◦ g:

xf ≡ yx e
g

g−1

If P is scalar, we say that it is scalar-coherent modulo E whenever it is ≡scl-coherent modulo E .

Remark 3.3. If E is discrete (it does not contain any morphism apart from identities; we write

E = ∅), then P is≡-coherent modulo E if and only if parallel morphisms are≡-equivalent, which

recovers the usual notion of coherence for a category. In particular, if P is scalar with scalars

scl : P1 → k, thenP is scalar-coherent if for every endomorphism f : x→P xwe have scl(f) = 1.

Lemma 3.4 (transitivity of coherence modulo). Let C be a groupoid, ≡ an abstract equivalence on
C and E ⊂ D wide subgroupoids of C. If C is ≡-coherent modulo D and D is ≡-coherent modulo E ,
then C is ≡-coherent modulo E .

An S-branching is a pair (f, f ′) with f : x →S y and f ′ : x →S y
′
. An S-confluence is a pair

(g, g′) with g : y →S z and g′ : y′ →S z. A branching (f, f ′) is said to be ≡-confluent if there
exists a confluence (g, g′) such that f ′ ◦ f ≡ g′ ◦ g:

y

x

y′

f

f ′

y

z

y′

g

g′

y

x z

y′

g

≡

f

f ′ g′

an S-branching an S-confluence an S-branching
which is ≡-confluent

We say that S is ≡-confluent if every branching is ≡-confluent.

We say that S is terminating if every infinite sequence (fn)n∈N of morphisms in S with

t(fn) = s(fn+1) eventually terminates in morphisms in E . We say that S is ≡-convergent if it
9

Containing all objects; equivalently, containing all identities.

10

In particular, if f ≡ g in S , then we both have f ≡ g and f−1 ≡ g−1
in S⊤

.
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is both ≡-confluent and terminating. An object y ∈ S for which y →S z implies y ∼E z is called
an S-normal form. We denote NFS the set of S-normal forms. If x →S y and y is an S-normal

form, we say that y is an S-normal form for x.
Note that the notions of termination, convergence and normal form all depend on the data of E .

To stress this dependency, we sometimes add modulo E , as in terminating modulo E or convergent
modulo E .

The Church–Rosser property is a classical property of ≡-confluent categories (see for instance

[Ara+23, p. 1.3.14]):

Lemma 3.5 (Church–Rosser property). Let S , ≡ and E as in (∗). If S is ≡-confluent, then every
morphism f ∈ P = S⊤ can be decomposed as f ≡ h−1 ◦ g for some g, h ∈ S .

Proof. By definition, f decomposes as f = h1 ◦ g−1
1 ◦ h2 ◦ g−1

2 ◦ . . . ◦ hk ◦ g−1
k for some k ∈ N

and gi, hi ∈ S . Inductively applying ≡-confluence leads to the desired decomposition.

Definition 3.6. The discrete abstract equivalence on S is the abstract equivalence ≡dis. such that
every pair of parallel morphisms is equivalent with respect to ≡dis..

We simply denote ≡dis.-confluence as confluence, and ≡dis.-convergence as convergence. Note
that≡-confluence (resp.≡-convergence) for any abstract equivalence≡ implies confluence (resp.

convergence).

Finally, the following two propositions explain how convergence leads to a description of

π0(P) and π1(P), respectively.

Proposition 3.7. Let P , S and E as in (∗). If S is convergent modulo E , then the canonical mapping
NFS → π0(P) sending an S-normal form to its connected component induces a bijection

NFS⧸π0(E) π0(P)∼ ,

where the quotient identifies objects belonging to the same connected component of E .

Proof. If we have f : x →S y, then x and y belong to the same connected component of P . In

particular, since S is terminating the mapping NFS → π0(P) is surjective. Assume then that x
and y are S-normal forms belonging to the same connected component of P . By the Church–

Rosser property (Lemma 3.5), there exists f : x→S z and g : y →S z. Since x and y are S-normal

forms, f and g must be in E , so that x and y belong to the same connected component of E .

Proposition 3.8. Let S , ≡ and E as in (∗). If S is ≡-convergent modulo E , then P = S⊤ is
≡-coherent modulo E .

Proof. Thanks to the Church–Rosser property (Lemma 3.5), for any endomorphism f : x→P x of

P there exist f1, f2 : x→S z morphisms in S such that f ≡ f−1
1 ◦f2. Since S is terminating, there

exists an S-normal form y and a morphism h : z →S y. Because S is ≡-confluent, the branching

(h ◦ f1, h ◦ f2) admits a ≡-confluence. Since y is an S-normal form, this confluence is in E , and
there exists e ∈ E such that e ◦ h ◦ f1 ≡ h ◦ f2. Setting g := h ◦ f1 gives e ◦ g ≡ g ◦ f , which
concludes.
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3.2 Abstract rewriting modulo

Recall that 1-polygraph, 1-sesquipolygraph and 1-globular set are identical notions (Remark 2.8).

Recall also the notion of the free category P∗
generated by a 1-polygraph P (Subsection 2.2.4). We

denote P⊤
the localisation of P∗

.

Definition 3.9. An abstract rewriting system (abstract RS) is the data (P;≡) of a 1-polygraph P
together with an abstract equivalence ≡ on P∗.

Unpacking the definition, an abstract RS is the data of a setX of 0-cells, called elements, and a
set P of 1-cells, called rewriting steps, equipped with source and target maps:

X P
t

s
,

together with an abstract equivalence ≡ on the free category P∗
generated by P. Note that we

abuse notation and denote P both the 1-polygraph and the set of relations. A morphism in P∗

(resp. in P⊤
) is called a rewriting sequence (resp. a congruence). If a rewriting sequence (resp. a

congruence) decomposes in n P-rewriting steps, we call the number n its length. We write x→P y
to refer to an unspecified rewriting step with source x and target y (note that there could be more

than one rewriting step between given source and target), or to indicate the existence of such a

rewriting step. Similarly, we write x
∗→P y (resp. x ∼P y) to denote a rewriting sequence (resp. a

congruence), and say that x rewrites into (resp. is congruent to) y.

x→P y x
∗→P y x ∼P y

rewriting step rewriting sequence congruence

Note that following these notations, x
∗→P y coincides with x →P∗ y, and x ∼P y coincides with

x→P⊤ y.
LetR = (X,R) andE = (X,E) be two 1-polygraphswith the same underlying set of elements.

We define the following 1-polygraph:

ERE := E⊤ ×X R×X E⊤.

In other words, a rewriting step in ERE is a triple (e, r, e′) ∈ E⊤ × R× E⊤
with t(e) = s(r) and

t(r) = s(e′). The source and target maps are defined as s(e, r, e′) = s(e) and t(e, r, e′) = t(e′).

Definition 3.10. An abstract rewriting system modulo (abstract RSM) is the data S = (R,E;≡)
of two 1-polygraphs R := (X,R) and E = (X,E), together with an abstract equivalence ≡ on
(ERE)

∗ ∪ E⊤. In that case, we say that S is an abstract RSM modulo E on the set X .11

An S-rewriting sequence is either an E-congruence (in which case it has length zero) or an
ERE-rewriting sequence (in which case it has the same length as the ERE-rewriting sequence).

12

We denote S∗ the set of S-rewriting sequences. Note that (ERE)
∗ ∪E⊤ = S∗. We similarly denote

x→S y (resp. x
∗→S y, resp. x ∼S y) an S-rewriting step (resp. an S-rewriting sequence, resp. an

S-congruence).
11

In [DM22; Dup22], the authors allow for a more general definition, where S is any abstract RS such that R ⊂ S ⊂
ERE. We do not work in this generality. Moreover, we impose R and E to be defined on the same set of elements; see

Footnote 21 for further comments on this.

12

Our terminology differs from [Dup21; Dup22], where S-rewriting sequences coincide with ERE-rewriting se-

quences. In particular, our notions of branching and confluence do not explicitly depend on the modulo data, while the

notion of termination does; this is the converse of [Dup21; Dup22].
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An abstract RSM inherits all the notions and results introduced in the previous section, setting

(∗) as
S := S∗ and E := E⊤.

For instance, we say that S is terminating (or terminating modulo E) if S is terminating mod-

ulo E ; equivalently, S is terminating if there is no infinite sequence {fn}n∈N such that fn is an

S-rewriting step and t(fn) = s(fn+1). (Note that with our conventions, one cannot replace “step”
by “sequence” in the above characterization.)

In contrast with the previous section, an abstract RSM provides a notion of locality. A local
S-branching is a pair (f, g) with f : x→S y and f : x→S y

′
two rewriting steps in S:

y

x

y′

∗
f

S

∗
g

S

y

x

y′

f
S

g
S

x y

x′ y′

e

R

f

R

g

an S-branching a local S-branching an S-local triple

We say that S is locally ≡-confluent if all local branchings are ≡-confluent. An S-local triple is
a triple [f, e, g] with R-rewriting steps f and g and E-congruence e, such that s(f) = s(e) and
t(e) = s(g). Note that every S-local triple defines a local S-branching (f, g ◦ e), and that if every

S-local triple is ≡-confluent, then S is ≡-confluent. Local S-branchings and S-local triples should
be thought as essentially identical notions, one being more suited for general statements while the

other being better suited for explicit computations.

Given an abstract RSM S = (R,E,≡), an abstract RSM T = (R1,E,≡1) is a sub-abstract RSM
of S if R1 ⊂ R and for all f, g ∈ T∗

, f ≡1 g implies that f ≡ g. If an S-branching (f, g) admits

a T-congruence (f ′, g′) such that f ′ ◦ f ≡ g′ ◦ g, we say that (f, g) is (T,≡)-confluent. We say

that an S-congruence h is (T,≡)-confluent (resp. (T,≡)-congruent) if there exists a T-confluence
(f, g) with s(f) = s(h), s(g) = t(h), such that f ≡ g ◦ h (resp. a T-congruence h′ such that

h ≡ h′). We use similar notations to indicate that a given notion related to S restricts to a notion

related to T.

Remark 3.11 (scalar abstract RSM). Recall from Subsection 2.2.7 the notion of scalar 1-polygraph,

scalar relation and free scalar 1-category. An abstract RSM S = (R,E,≡) is said to be scalar if R
is scalar, E is scalar-invertible and ≡ = ≡scl (that is, r ≡ s if and only if scl(r) = scl(s)).

Remark 3.12 (quotient). Given an abstract RSM S = (X;R,E;≡), we can define its quotient
abstract RS [S]E := ([X]E; [R]E; [≡]E), where [X]E is the set of E-congruence classes and [R]E

and [≡]E are defined analogously. In that case, S is terminating modulo E if and only if [S]E is

terminating, and if E is ≡-coherent, then S is ≡-confluent if and only if [S]E is [≡]E-confluent.
In other words, when E is coherent, the theory of rewriting modulo reduces to rewriting (without

modulo) on its quotient.

However, explicitly working with the modulo data highlights some of the difficulties of higher

linear rewriting (see Subsection 1.2.4 and Subsection 3.5). Moreover, one does not always have the

luxury of a coherent modulo data; indeed, the modulo data for graded gl2-foams (Section 4) is not

coherent (see Remark 3.26).

The next subsections describe how confluence can be achieved from a local analysis.

35



3.2.1 Tamed Newmann’s lemma

The classical Newmann’s lemma states that under termination, confluence follows from local con-

fluence. It readily extends to modulos:

Lemma 3.13 (Newmann’s lemma). Let S = (R,E;≡) be an abstract RSM. If S is a terminating and
locally ≡-confluent, then it is ≡-confluent.

However, local confluence turns out to be too restrictive for some purposes, especially in the

linear context. In this subsection, we introduce the weaker notion of ≻-tamed ≡-congruence, for
which an analogue of Newmann’s lemma still holds.

Recall that a binary transitive relation onX is called a preorder. Let E = (X,E) be an abstract

RS. A preorder ≻ is said to be E-invariant if (x′ ∼E x and x ≻ y and y ∼E y
′) implies (x′ ≻ y′).

We shall always assume that preorders onX are E-invariant. IfM ⊂ X is a set of elements inX ,

we write x ≻ M if x ≻ y for all y ∈ M . If f = fn ◦ . . . ◦ f1 is a sequence of composable arrows

on X , we write x ≻ f to mean x ≻ {s(f1), t(f1), . . . , t(fn)}.

Definition 3.14. Let S = (R,E;≡) be an abstract RSM on the set X and ≻ a preorder on X . An
S-branching (f, g) of source • is said to be ≻-tamely ≡-congruent (resp. ≻-tamely ≡-confluent) if
there exists a ≡-congruence h (resp. ≡-confluence (f ′, g′)) such that • ≻ h (resp. • ≻ f ′−1 ◦ g′).

In particular, ≻-tameness implies • ≻ t(f) and • ≻ t(g). Here is a schematic for a ≻-tamed

congruence, where horizontal positions are used to suggest relative orderings with respect to ≻:

•

f

g

• ≻

Our notion of ≻-tameness is reminiscent of the notion of confluence by decreasingness as intro-
duced by van Oostrom [vOos94], and as appearing in [All18a; Dup21; Dup22] in the context of

higher linear rewriting. Indeed, S-rewriting steps inherit a preorder from≻ by stating thath1 ≻ h2
if and only if s(h1) ≻ s(h2) and s(h1) ≻ t(h2). With this choice, a ≻-tame ≡-confluence is de-

creasing in the sense of [vOos94]. However, moving the order from rewriting steps to elements

allows a meaningful weakening of the notion to congruence. As far as we are aware, this has not

appeared in the literature.

Definition 3.15. Let S be an abstract RSM. A preorder ≻ on X is said to be compatible with S if
x→S y implies x ≻ y.

We denote≻S the minimalE-invariant preorder compatible with S. Note that if anE-invariant
preorder ≻ is compatible with S, then minimal elements for ≻ are S-normal forms. In particular,

if≻ is well-founded (we shall say that≻ is terminating) then S is terminating. The converse holds

if ≻ = ≻S.

Note also that if an E-invariant preorder≻ is compatible with S,≡-confluence implies≻-tame

≡-confluence, and that irrespective of whether ≻ is compatible, ≻-tame ≡-confluence always

implies ≻-tame ≡-congruence.

36



Lemma 3.16 (tamed Newmann’s lemma). Let S = (R,E;≡) be an abstract RSM and ≻ an E-
invariant preorder compatible with S. If ≻ is terminating and every local S-branching is ≻-tamely
≡-congruent, then S is ≡-confluent.

Proof. Since ≻ is terminating, we can proceed by induction on ≻ (see e.g. [Ara+23, section 1.3.9])

to show that the following property holds for every x ∈ X :

P (x): every S-branching with source y such that x ≻ y is S-confluent.

If x is minimal for ≻, then in particular x is an S-normal form, and so P (x) automatically holds.

Consider then x generic and assume that P (y) holds whenever x ≻ y.
If h is an S-congruence such that x ≻ h, one can use the induction hypothesis to show that

h is S-confluent. (Recall that h being S-confluent means that there exists a confluence (f, g) with
s(f) = s(h), s(g) = t(h), such that f ≡ g ◦ h.) In particular, every local S-branching with source

x is S is confluent.

Consider a (not necessarily local) S-branching (f, g). Decomposing f and g into S-rewriting
steps fm ◦ . . . ◦ f1 and gn ◦ . . . ◦ g1 respectively gives a local S-branching (f1, g1), S-confluent
by the previous paragraph. The rest of the confluence can be completed using induction on ≻, as

shown in the following diagram:

· · ·

· · · · ·

· · · · ·

· · ·

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

∗
S

induction

induction

inductionprevious paragraph

f1

g1

fm◦...◦f2

gn◦...◦g2

This concludes.

3.2.2 Branchwise E-congruence and Newmann’s lemma

Following the (tamed) Newmann’s lemma, we wish to study confluence (or tamed congruence)

of local branchings. In principle, working modulo makes it a difficult task. Indeed, given that

the length of the E-congruence in a local triple is not limited, the number of local branchings

is in general infinite. To circumvent this problem, rewriting steps need to be understood up to
E-congruence, similarly to how elements inX are understood up toE-congruence. In practice, one
has canonical ways to do so, coming from naturality axioms with regard to the modulo: naturality

of interchangers whenworkingmodulo interchange (see Subsection 3.4.6), naturality of the pivotal

structure when working up to isotopies (see Lemma 4.25), and so on. This subsection formalizes

this situation.

Let S = (R,E;≡) be an abstract RSM. Two S-rewriting sequences f and g are said to be

(E,≡)-congruent if there exist E-congruences es : s(f) ∼E s(g) and et : t(f) ∼E t(g) such that
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et ◦ f ≡ g ◦ es:

· ·

· ·

∗
f

S

∗
g S

es et≡

·

·

·

∗
f

S

∗
g S

e

≡

·

· ·

· ·

·

∗
g S

∗
f S

∗
f ′

S

∗
g′

S

≡

≡

two (E,≡)-congruent
S-rewriting sequences

a (E,≡)-congruent
S-branching

two branchwise (E,≡)-congruent
S-branchings

An S-branching (f, g) is said to be (E,≡)-congruent if there exists anE-congruent e : t(f) ∼E t(g)
such that e◦f ≡ g. Two S-branchings (f, f ′) and (g, g′) are said to be branchwise (E,≡)-congruent
if they have the same source and (f, g) (resp. (f ′, g′)) is (E,≡)-congruent.

The following lemma states that “confluence is preserved under branchwise E-congruence”:

Lemma3.17. Let S = (R,E;≡) be an abstract RSM. If (f, g) and (f ′, g′) are branchwise (E,≡)-cong-
ruent S-branchings, then (f, g) is ≡-confluent if and only if (f ′, g′) is.

The proof of the above lemma fits into one picture:

·

· · ·

· · ·

·

∗
g S

∗
f S

∗
f ′

S

∗
g′

S

≡

≡

∗
S

∗
S

In practice, one works with S-local triples. Two S-local triples [f, e, g] and [f ′, e′, g′] are said to be
(E,≡)-congruent if f (resp. g) is (E,≡)-congruent to f ′ (resp. g′) such that the relevant square of

E-congruences is ≡-equivalent:

x′ y′

x y

a b

a′ b′

e

g

R

f R

ex

ea

g′ R

f ′

R

e′

ey

eb

≡
≡

≡

In other words, [f, e, g] and [f ′, e′, g′] represent branchwise (E,≡)-congruent S-branchings. For
local triples, Lemma 3.17 says that [f, e, g] is (S,≡)-confluent if and only if [f ′, e′, g′] is.

3.2.3 Branchwise confluence and tamed Newmann’s lemma

Replacing E-congruence with ≡-confluence (resp. ≻-tamed ≡-congruence) defines the following

analogous branchwise notions:
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Definition 3.18. Let S = (R,E) be an abstract RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on X . Two
S-branchings (f, g) and (f ′, g′) are branchwise ≡-confluent (resp. branchwise ≻-tamely ≡-cong-

ruent) if they have the same source and the branchings (f, f ′) and (g, g′) are respectively≡-confluent
(resp. ≻-tamely ≡-congruent).

Contrary to branchwise E-congruence, working up to branchwise confluence does not pre-

serve confluence. However, the following lemma states that “tamed congruence is preserved un-

der branchwise tamed congruence”. Having applications in mind, we state it with respect to a

sub-abstract RSM.

Lemma 3.19 (Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma). Let S = (R,E) be an abstract RSM and
≻ an E-invariant preorder on X compatible with S. Let also T ⊂ S be a sub-abstract RSM. If (f, g)
and (f ′, g′) are branchwise ≻-tamely (T,≡)-congruent S-branchings, then (f, g) is (T,≡)-tamely
(T,≡)-congruent if and only if (f ′, g′) is.

The proof of the above lemma fits into one picture:

· · · ·

· ·

f ′

S

f
S

g′

S
g

S
∗
T

∗
T

∗
T

The Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19 is an important practical tool, as it can greatly

simplify the study of tamed congruence. We will use it heavily in Section 4.

3.2.4 Branchwise rewriting

As we can rewrite elements, we can similarly rewrite a rewriting sequence into another rewriting

sequence, or a branching (f, g) into another branching (f ′, g′). The latter appears as a special case
of branchwise ≡-confluence, with (f, g) branchwise ≡-confluent to a trivial branching.

Definition 3.20. Let S be an abstract RSM. We say that an S-branching (f, g) rewrites into a
branching (f ′, g′) if there exist S-rewriting sequences connecting t(f) with t(f ′), s(f) = s(g) with
s(f ′) = s(g′) and t(g) with t(g′), such that the relevant squares are ≡-equivalent:

· ·

· ·

· ·

∗

≡∗
f

∗

∗
g

∗
f ′

∗
g′

≡

∗

Lemma 3.21. Let S be an abstract RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder compatible with S. Let
also (f, g) be an S-branching that rewrites into another S-branching (f ′, g′). If (f ′, g′) is ≻-tamed
≡-congruent, then so is (f, g).

Branchwise rewriting is another practical tool used in Section 4. We shall come back to it in

Subsection 3.4.5 and Subsection 3.5.5.

3.3 Linear rewriting modulo

This section generalizes linear rewriting theory to the modulo setting. A lot of constructions and

results parallel the non-modulo setting, following [GHM19]; see Subsection 1.2.8 for further details

on the literature.

As in Notation 2.10, we fix k a commutative ring and denote k× its invertible elements. Given

a set B, we write ⟨B⟩k the free k-module generated by B.
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3.3.1 Linear rewriting systems modulo

Recall that linear 1-polygraph and linear 1-sesquipolygraph are identical notions. Unpacking the

definition, a linear 1-polygraph is the data of a set B of 0-cells, called monomials, and a set P of

1-cells, called relations, equipped with source and target maps s and t:

⟨B⟩k P
t

s
.

Elements in V := ⟨B⟩k are called vectors. We fix a choice of monomials B (and hence vectors) for

the reminder of the section. The k-module presented by (B, P) is the module ⟨B⟩k/⟨P⟩k. Note that
⟨P⟩k can be viewed as a globular extension of ⟨B⟩k, extending s and t linearly. If P= denotes the

reflexive closure of P, we write Pl := ⟨P=⟩k, viewed as a globular extension:

⟨B⟩k Pl
t

s
.

Explicitly, relations in Pl are of the form
∑

i λiri + v for λi ∈ k, ri ∈ P and v ∈ V , with source∑
i λis(ri)+v and target

∑
i λit(ri)+v. As is explained in Subsection 3.3.2, Pl should be thought

of the set of congruences associated to P, analogous to P⊤
in the abstract case.

We say that R is left-monomial if for all r ∈ R, we have s(r) ∈ B; in other words, each r is of
the form b

r→R

∑
i λibi, with λi ∈ k and b, bi ∈ B. We say that R is adapted if it is left-monomial

and we have s(r) ̸∈ supp(t(r)) for every r ∈ R. Then:

Definition 3.22. A linear rewriting system (linear RS) is the data (B; P) of an adapted linear 1-poly-
graph P on a set B.

We sometimes leave B implicit, and call P a linear RS. The adaptedness condition is not an

important restriction. Indeed, if µb+
∑

i µibi = 0 is some relation in a k-module presentation, we

can rewrite it as b = −µ−1
∑

i µibi (provided that µ is invertible). Doing so with every relation

gives an adapted linear 1-polygraph presenting the given k-module (provided we can always find

such an invertible scalar µ).

We now extend to modulos the notion of linear RS. Let E be another set of linear relations onB:

⟨B⟩k E
t

s
.

Denote k×B the subset of ⟨B⟩k consisting of vectors of the form λb for λ ∈ k× and b ∈ B. We say

that E is monomial-invertible if it is left-monomial and for all e ∈ E, we have t(e) ∈ k×B; in other

words, each e is of the form b
e→E λb

′
, with λ ∈ k× and b, b′ ∈ B. This coincides with the notion of

monomial-invertible linear 1-polygraph defined in Subsection 2.3.4. If we drop the condition that

scalars are invertible, we simply say that E is monomial. We will always assume that the modulo

data is monomial-invertible.

Similarly to abstract RSM, we write u ∼E v if there exists e ∈ El such that s(e) = u and

t(e) = v, and in that casewe say that u and v are E-congruent. In the linear context, we furthermore

have a notion of projective E-congruence, an equivalence relation on the set of monomialsB, defined
as b ∼̇E b

′
if and only if there exists λ ∈ k× such that b ∼E λb

′
. For v a vector in V , we set

˙̃suppE(v) :=
{
b ∈ B | b ∼̇E b

′
for some b′ ∈ supp(v)

}
and call

˙̃suppE(v) the E-projective support of v.
A set R of linear relations on B is said to be E-adapted if it is left-monomial and we have

s(r) ̸∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)) for every r ∈ R.
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Definition 3.23. A linear rewriting systemmodulo (linear RSM) is the data S = (B; R, E) of two lin-
ear 1-polygraphs R := (B; R) and E := (B; E), such that E is monomial-invertible and R is E-adapted.13

We sometimes leave B implicit, and call (R, E) a linear RSM. Note that if E = ∅ (i.e. the set of

relations in E is empty), we recover the notion of linear rewriting system. The module presented
by S is the module ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k. We write:

[−]S : ⟨B⟩k → ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k

the associated quotient map. Finally, we write Sl := (R ⊔ E)l.

We conclude this subsection with a few remarks; some appeal to concepts only defined in the

next subsections.

Remark 3.24. The (E-)adaptedness condition prevents “obvious” obstructions to termination. In-

deed, if s(r) ∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)) then there exists an infinite sequence of positive S-rewriting steps,

all of type r. Moreover, without this assumption the Church–Rosser property for positive rewrit-

ings steps (Lemma 3.31) does not hold; see Remark 3.32. Given how fundamental this result is,

we choose to enforce the adaptedness condition in the definition, in contrast with the abstract

case. This is only a choice of presentation; indeed, in practice one eventually wishes to work with

terminating rewriting systems, which implies adaptedness. In [GHM19], “left-monomial” encom-

passes both our “left-monomial” and “adapted” notions. However, the adaptedness condition is

dropped in [All18a] (in the context of strict higher linear rewriting) and in [Dup21; Dup22] (in

the context of strict higher linear rewriting modulo).
14

This motivates our change of terminology,

hoping to avoid further confusion. Note that while the adaptedness condition is easy to check

in the non-modulo setting, it can be more involved in the modulo setting, as one needs to scan

through projective E-congruence classes.

Remark 3.25. Recall the notion of scalar abstract RSM from Remark 3.11. A linear RSM (B; R, E)
is monomial if R is monomial. The bijection between scalar 1-polygraphs and monomial linear

1-polygraphs (see Subsection 2.3.4) extends to rewriting systems:{
scalar

abstract RSMs

} {
monomial

linear RSMs

}
scl

lin
,

sending S = (X;R,E,≡) to S = (B; R, E), with B = ⟨X⟩k, R = lin(R) and E = lin(E). (Caveat:
we did not impose the adaptedness condition in the abstract case; see also Remark 3.24.) It is

canonical in the sense that a property holds for S if and only the suitable analogue holds for S; for

instance, S is scalar-confluent if and only if S+ is confluent.

Remark 3.26. Recall the notion of quotient of an abstract abstract RSM from Remark 3.12. If E is

scalar-coherent in the sense that scl(E)⊤ is scalar-coherent, we can similarly define a quotient for

a linear RSM S = (B; R, E), working on the [B]E of projective E-congruence classes. This applies
for instance when E is scalar-free, in the sense that s(e), t(e) ∈ B for all e ∈ E.

Coherence of E is necessary to define the quotient, as otherwise an element b ∈ B may be a

zero divisor in the module ⟨B⟩k/⟨E⟩k. The case of graded gl2-foams, described Section 4, provides

an example where E is not fully coherent: interchanging two identical dots gives a scalarXY ∈ k
(for k as defined in Definition 4.4).

13

Our definition differs from that in [Dup21; Dup22], as already commented in Footnotes 11 and 12 for the abstract

case; see Remark 3.24 for a further difference, specific to the linear case.

14

In particular, Lemma 4.2.9 in [All18a] and Lemma 1.1.5 in [Dup22] are not correct as stated. However, in both

cases they eventually impose the condition of “exponentiation freedom”, which implies adaptedness. (This condition is

missing in [All18a], but this is corrected in [All18b].)
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Remark 3.27. We have chosen not to equip a linear RSMwith the extra data of an abstract equiva-

lence≡, as we did in the abstract case. In other words, a linear RSM is implicitly equipped with the

discrete abstract equivalence ≡disc., identifying any two parallel relations. While this is unneces-

sary for our purpose, there is no obstruction in generalizing linear RSMs to arbitrary equivalences

on relations.

3.3.2 Positive rewriting steps

Compared to the abstract case, the linear case requires a specific notion of rewriting step:

Definition 3.28. Let P be a linear RS. A P-rewriting step is an element α ∈ ⟨P⟩k of the form

α = λr + v, λ ∈ k \ {0}, r ∈ P, v ∈ ⟨B⟩k.

In that case, we say that α is of type r. The P-rewriting step α is said to be positive15 if

s(r) /∈ supp(v).

Wewrite a P-rewriting step as α : s(α) P t(α), and a positive P-rewriting step as α : s(α) →P t(α).
The set of (resp. positive) P-rewriting steps is denoted Pst (resp. P+).

If v = 0, we say that α is monomial; in that case, α is necessarily positive.

Note that Pst is necessarily symmetric; indeed, if α is a P-rewriting step then so is its inverse

α−1 = (−λ)r + λ(s(r) + t(r)) + v,

as defined in the proof above. Hence, Pst does not terminate and cannot provide a suitable reduc-

tion algorithm. However, if α is positive then α−1 cannot be positive; indeed, the assumptions

s(r) /∈ supp(t(r)) (adaptedness of P) and s(r) /∈ supp(v) (positiveness of α) imply that

s(r) ∈ supp(λ(s(r) + t(r)) + v).

This makes positive P-rewriting steps suitable candidates to define a reduction algorithm.

These notions are readily extended to modulos:

Definition 3.29. Let S = (R, E) be a linear RSM. An S-rewriting step is a composition

u ∼E λs(r) + v R λt(r) + v ∼E w,

where the middle arrow is a R-rewriting step. This S-rewriting step is said to be positive if

s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(v).

We write an S-rewriting step as S, and a positive P-rewriting step as→S:

s(α) S t(α) s(α) →S t(α)

(not necessarily positive)
rewriting step

positive
rewriting step

The set of (resp. positive) S-rewriting steps is denoted Sst (resp. S+).
If v = 0, we say that α is monomial; in that case, α is necessarily positive.

15

This terminology appears e.g. in [CDM22] other references [All18a; Dup22; GHM19] use the terminology elemen-
tary relation for rewriting step, and rewriting step for positive rewriting step.
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As in the non-modulo context, one can argue that Sst is symmetric, with positive S-rewriting

steps providing an answer to this formal obstruction to termination.

Note that the positivity condition is s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(v), and not s(r) /∈ supp(v). In other

words, a positive S-rewriting step is not a composition as above such that the middle arrow is

a positive R-rewriting step. The positivity condition is stronger, and depends on E. Otherwise,

positive S-rewriting steps do not provide a suitable solution to termination.
16

This contrasts with

the abstract setting.

Note that for the positivity condition tomake sense, Emust bemonomial. Extending the theory

to non-monomial modulo rules remains a non-trivial question.
17

Both Sst and S+ provide an abstract RSM associated to S, namely respectively (⟨B⟩k; Sst, Est)
and (⟨B⟩k; S+, Est)18. As such, an S-rewriting step (resp. a positive S-rewriting step) in the sense

of Definition 3.29 is the same as an Sst-rewriting step (resp. an S+-rewriting step), and we shall

use the two terminologies interchangeably. Similarly, a positive S-rewriting sequence denotes an
S+-rewriting sequence.

The following lemma shows that both S-rewriting steps and positive S-rewriting steps are

suited to study S-congruence:

Lemma 3.30. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM, u, v ∈ ⟨B⟩k and recall the notation [u]S, [v]S for
their respective image in ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) [u]S = [v]S in ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k;

(ii) u and v are Sst-congruent;

(iii) u and v are S+-congruent.

In particular, Sl = (S+)⊤ = (Sst)⊤.

The lemma implies that there is no distinction between the properties of S+-congruence, an

Sst-congruence or an Sl-congruence; note however that a given Sst-congruence may not be pos-

itive. In order to prove the lemma, we need the following Church–Rosser property for positive

rewriting steps, which generalizes modulo Lemma 3.1.2 in [GHM19]. The last statement is ex-

plained and used in Subsection 3.3.4, and can be ignored for the purpose of this subsection.

Lemma 3.31. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM. If f is an S-rewriting step, then there exist positive
S-rewriting steps g, h of length at most one such that f = h−1 ◦ g:

s(f) t(f)

w

f

S

=
g

S

=
h

S

Moreover, we have f ≽rel w for any E-invariant linear preorder ≻ on B (see Definition 3.42).
16

For instance, consider the linear RSM S = (B; R, E) with B = {a, a′, b}, R = {a → b} and E = {a ∼ a′}, and the

S-rewriting sequence 0 = a− a ∼E a− a′
R b− a′ ∼E b− a R b− b = 0.

17

In [Dup21; Dup22], a positive S-rewriting step is defined as a composition as above such that the middle arrow

is a positive R-rewriting step, and E is not constrained to be monomial. In [DEL21], Dupont’s work is applied with a

non-monomial E.
18

We may also associate the abstract RSM (⟨B⟩k; Rst, Est); this would essentially lead to the same abstract rewriting

theory as (⟨B⟩k; Sst, Est). However, (⟨B⟩k; R+, Est) and (⟨B⟩k; S+, Est) are in general very different abstract RSMs!
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Proof. Let λr + v be the R-rewriting step associated to f , with r ∈ R, λ ∈ k \ {0} and v ∈ ⟨B⟩k.
Extracting s(r) from the decomposition of v, we let µ ∈ k and v′ ∈ ⟨B⟩k such that v ∼E µs(r)+v

′

and s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(v
′). Set

w := (λ+ µ)t(r) + v′.

Then s(f) ∼E (λ + µ)s(r) + v′ (resp. t(f) ∼E µs(r) + (λt(r) + v′)) is either equal to w if

µ = −λ (resp. if µ = 0), or there exists a positive rewriting step (λ + µ)s(r) + v′ →R w (resp.

µs(r) + (λt(r) + v′) →R w):

λs(r) + µs(r) + v′ s(f) t(f) λt(r) + µs(r) + v′

λt(r) + µt(r) + v′

E

f

R E

=
g

R

=
h

R

Here we use the fact that s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)) (E-adaptedness) to ensure that s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(λt(r)+
v′). Finally, it follows from

˙̃suppE
(
λs(r) + µs(r) + v′

)
∪ ˙̃suppE

(
λt(r) + µs(r) + v′

)
⊃ ˙̃suppE

(
(λ+ µ)t(r) + v′

)
that f ≽rel w for any E-invariant linear preorder ≻ on B.

Proof of Lemma 3.30. (iii) ⇔ (ii) is given by Lemma 3.31. If u S v, then [u] = [v], so (ii) ⇒ (i).

To show (i) ⇒ (ii), assume that [u] = [v]. In that case, u ∼E v +
∑n

i=0 λi(s(ri) − t(ri)) for some

scalars λi ∈ k and relations ri ∈ R. Write uj =
∑

i≤j λi(t(ri) − s(ri)) and αj : uj → uj−1 the

obvious S-rewriting step. Successively applying the αj ’s defines an S-rewriting sequence

u ∼ v + un
αn

R v + un−1
αn

R . . .
αn

R v.

This concludes.

Remark 3.32. Without the adaptedness condition, Lemma 3.31 does not hold: for instance, one

can consider the linear RS P = {a → 2a} and the non-positive rewriting step a+ a → 2a+ a as
a counterexample.

3.3.3 Basis from convergence

Fix S = (B; R, E) a linear RSM. In this subsection, we explain how convergence of S+ can provide

a basis for the underlying module. Unsurprisingly, finding a basis is closely related to understand-

ing congruence. As in the abstract setting, normal forms are prime candidates for congruence

representatives. To get a candidate basis, we look at monomial normal forms:

Definition 3.33. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM. A monomial S+-normal form is a monomial
b ∈ B which is a normal form for S+; that is, we have b ̸ ·∼E s(r) for all r ∈ R. We denote BNFS the
set of monomial S+-normal forms.

Remark 3.34. A linear combination of S+-normal forms is an S+-normal form, and monomials in

the support of an S+-normal form are S+-normal forms. The zero vector 0 is always an S+-normal

form. In other words, NFS is a k-module and NFS = ⟨BNFS⟩k.
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Proposition 3.35. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM. If S+ is convergent modulo, the canonical
linear map

NFS/⟨E⟩k → ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k
is an isomorphism. In particular, if B ⊂ BNFS is such that [B]E is a basis for the module NFS/⟨E⟩k,
then [B]S is a basis for ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k, the module presented by S.

Proof. By definition, π0(S
+) denotes the k-module of S+-congruence classes. Lemma 3.30 can be

reformulated as stating that the canonical linear map π0(S
+) → ⟨B⟩k/⟨R⊔E⟩k is an isomorphism.

Proposition 3.7 concludes.

In the situation of the above proposition, finding a basis reduces to finding a basis of the mod-

ule NFS/⟨E⟩k. Since (BNFS, E) is a monomial linear RS, we may instead consider the scalar RS
(BNFS, scl(E)

⊤) (see Remark 3.25). If El is coherent, that is, if scl(E)⊤ is scalar-coherent, then any

choice of projective E-congruence representatives on BNFS defines a basis of NFS/⟨E⟩k.
This leads to the Basis-From-Convergence Theorem:

Theorem 3.36 (Basis-From-Convergence Theorem). Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM. If S+ is
convergent modulo and if scl(E)⊤ is scalar-coherent on the set BNFS of monomial S+-normal forms,
then the module ⟨B⟩k/⟨R ⊔ E⟩k presented by S is free, and any choice of projective E-congruence
representatives on BNFS defines a basis.

Setting E = ∅, the Basis-From-Convergence Theorem 3.36 becomes:

Corollary 3.37. Let (B; P) be a linear RS. If P+ is convergent, then BNFP is a basis for the module
⟨B⟩k/⟨P⟩k presented by P.

3.3.4 Termination order

This section extends to the linear case the notion of abstract compatible preorder (Subsection 3.2.1).

Given a linear RSM S = (B; R, E), we say that a relation ≻ on B is E-invariant if it is invariant
with respect to projective E-congruence (recall Subsection 3.3.1) in the sense of Subsection 3.2.1;

that is, if

(a′ ∼̇E a and a ≻ b and b ∼̇E b
′) implies (a′ ≻ b′).

In the presence of a linear RSM, We shall always assume that relations are E-invariant.

Definition 3.38. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on B. We say
that ≻ is compatible with S if

s(r) ≻ b for all r ∈ R and b ∈ supp(t(r)).

We denote ≻S the smallest E-invariant preorder on B compatible with S.

Recall from Subsection 2.3.3 the notion of a linear relation. An E-invariant preorder ≻ on B
induces an El-invariant linear relation ≻+

on ⟨B⟩k, setting u ≻+ v whenever the following two

conditions hold:

(a)
˙̃suppE(u) ̸= ˙̃suppE(v);

(b) for every a in ˙̃suppE(v) \ ˙̃suppE(u), there exists b ∈ ˙̃suppE(u) \ ˙̃suppE(v) such that b ≻ a.
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This definition corresponds to setting u ≻+ v if and only if
˙̃suppE(u) ≻set ˙̃suppE(v) where ≻set

is the multi-set relation induced by ≻,
19
defined on the power set P(B) as:

M ≻set N ⇔ M ̸= N and ∀y ∈ N \M, ∃x ∈M \N such that x ≻ y.

Equivalently,M ≻set N if and only if one can go fromM toN by a sequence of moves consisting

in removing an element b and adding elements ai with b ≻ ai. This last interpretation motivates

the definition of ≻+
, designed precisely such that the following holds:

Lemma 3.39. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM and ≻ a relation on B. If ≻ is a strict20 E-invariant
preorder on B compatible with S in the linear sense of Definition 3.38, then≻+ is a strict El-invariant
preorder on ⟨B⟩k compatible with S+ in the abstract sense of Definition 3.15.

Proof. It is shown in [BN98, lemma 2.5.4] that if ≻ is a strict preorder, so is ≻set
; hence if ≻ is a

strict preorder, so is≻+
. Note that without the strictness condition,≻+

may not even be transitive.

Consider then r : s(r) →R t(r). Strictness (or E-adaptedness) implies that

˙̃suppE(s(r)) \ ˙̃suppE(t(r)) =
˙̃suppE(s(r)),

so that s(r) ≻+ t(r). The general case follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.40. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM and ≻ a relation on B. For vectors u, v ∈ ⟨B⟩k, we
have:

u ≻+ v ⇒ λu+ w ≻+ λv + w

for all λ ∈ k \ {0} and w ∈ ⟨B⟩k such that ˙̃suppE(u) ∩ ˙̃suppE(w) = ∅.

Proof. Since ˙̃suppE(λu+ w) = ˙̃suppE(u) ⊔ ˙̃suppE(w), we have:

˙̃suppE(λu+ w) \ ˙̃suppE(λv + w) ⊃ ˙̃suppE(u) \ ˙̃suppE(v),

˙̃suppE(λv + w) \ ˙̃suppE(λu+ w) ⊂ ˙̃suppE(v) \ ˙̃suppE(u).

We now relate to termination:

Lemma 3.41. Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM and ≻ a preorder on B. If ≻ is E-invariant and
compatible with S, we have the following implications:

≻ is terminating on B ⇔ ≻+ is terminating on ⟨B⟩k ⇒ S+ terminates.

Moreover, if ≻ = ≻S (see Definition 3.38) then the converse of the last implication holds.

Proof. Note that if a preorder terminates, it is necessarily strict. It is shown in [BN98, theorem 2.5.5]

that ≻ is terminating if and only if ≻set
is terminating. In that case, Lemma 3.39 implies that S+

terminates.

It remains to show that if S+ terminates, then ≻S is terminating on B. We proceed by contra-

position and assume that there exists an infinite sequence

b0 ≻S b1 ≻S b2 ≻S . . . bn ≻S bn+1 ≻S . . .

in B. Let rn ∈ R such that s(rn) ∼̇E bn and bn+1 ∈ ˙̃suppE(t(rn)). We construct a sequence of

S+-rewriting steps starting with v0 = b0 and defining vn+1 recursively by applying rm on vn
(possibly after an E-congruence), form the biggest index possible. The assumption onm ensures

that we always have bm+1 ∈ supp(vn+1), so that this process does not end. Hence, S+ does not

terminate.

19

See e.g. [BN98, Definition 2.5.3]; we only use the special case of sets, and therefore denote it ≻set
.

20

A preorder ≻ is strict if b ̸≻ b for all b ∈ B.
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We conclude the subsection with the following notion, which appears in the statement of

Lemma 3.31:

Definition 3.42. Let ≻ be a relation on a set B. the relative relation ≽rel
induced by ≻ is the

following relation on the power set P(B):

M ≽rel N ⇔ ∀b ∈ B, (b ≻M) ⇒ (b ≻ N).

If S = (B; R, E) is a linear RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on B, we set u ≽rel v if and only if
˙̃suppE(u) ≽

rel ˙̃suppE(v).

Note that equivalently,M ≽rel N if and only if ∀L ∈ P(B), (L ≻M) implies (L ≻ N).

3.3.5 Tamed linear Newmann’s lemma

The linear structure of a linear RSM S = (B; R, E) induces canonical types of S+-local triples. Let
[f, e, g] be a S+-local triple such that f and g is of type r1 and r2, respectively. Then:

• if s(r1) ̸
·∼E s(r2), one says that [f, e, g] is additive,

• if s(r1) ∼̇E s(r2), one says that [f, e, g] is intersecting.

Recall the notion of branchwise E-congruence for branchings (Subsection 3.2.2). A S+-local triple

[f, e, g] is additive if, up to branchwise E-congruence, it has of the following form:

[f, e, g] = [λ1r1 + λ2s(r2) + v, id, λ1s(r1) + λ2r2 + v],

An additive branching has a canonical Sst-confluence:

λ1t(r1) + λ2s(r2) + v

λ1s(r1) + λ2s(r2) + v λ1t(r1) + λ2t(s2) + v

λ1s(r1) + λ2t(r2) + v

λ1t(r1)+λ2r2+vλr1+λ2s(r2)+v

λ1s(r1)+λ2r2+v λ1r1+λ2t(r2)+v

On the other hand, [f, e, g] is intersecting if, up to branchwise E-congruence, it has the following

form:

[f, e, g] = [λ1r1 + w, er + w, λ2r2 + w],

where er : λ1s(r1) ∼E λ2s(r2). We say that [f, e, g] is monomial if it is intersecting and if, up to

branchwise E-congruence, it has the form λ1 = 1 and w = 0 with the notations above. That is,

[f, e, g] is monomial if, up to branchwise E-congruence, it has the following form:

[f, e, g] = [r1, er, λr2].

where er : s(r1) ∼E λs(r2).
Note that both branches of a monomial branching are monomial rewriting steps. By definition,

every intersecting branching is of the form λ1[f, e, g] +w for [f, e, g] a monomial branching. Still

by definition, additive, intersecting and monomial branchings are positive branchings.
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We end the subsection with a linear analogue of the tamed Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.13).

Given a linear RSM S = (B; R, E) and a preorder≻ on B, we say“≻-tameness” to refer to≻+
-tame-

ness.

Theorem 3.43 (Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma). Let S = (B; R, E) be a linear RSM and ≻
an E-invariant preorder on B compatible with S. If ≻ is terminating and every monomial local
S+-branching is ≻-tamely Sst-congruent, then S+ is convergent.

The Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43 reduces the study of convergence to tamed con-

gruence ofmonomial local branchings. TheTamed LinearNewmann’s Lemma 3.43 and theBasis-

From-Convergence Theorem 3.36 are the two main results of linear rewriting modulo theory,

allowing one to deduce bases from a local analysis. The hypothesis that ≻ is terminating is nec-

essary; see [GHM19, Remark 4.2.4] for a counterexample.

Our proof can be understood as a generalization of [GHM19, Theorem 4.2.1, part (ii)], working

with tamed Sst-congruence instead of S+-confluence.

Proof. It follows fromhypothesis and Lemma 3.40 that every intersecting S+-branching is≻-tamely

Sst-congruent. Consider then an additive S+-local triple as pictured above. We wish to show that

its canonical Sst-confluence is tamed, that is:

λ1s(r1) + λ2s(r2) + w ≻+ λ1t(r1) + λ2t(s2) + w.

This happens precisely if s(r2) /∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r1)) or if s(r1) /∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r2)). (These two cases corre-
spond respectively to the upper branch or lower branch being positive.) Assuming otherwise, the

compatibility of ≻ implies that s(r2) ≻ s(r1) and s(r1) ≻ s(r2). This contradicts the assumption

that ≻ terminates.We conclude that every local S+-branching is ≻-tamely Sst-congruent.

Note then that:

Lemma 3.44. A branching is ≻-tamely Sst-congruent if and only if it is ≻-tamely S+-congruent.

Proof. This follows fromLemma 3.31 and the fact that forM,N1, N2, L ∈ P(B), ifM ≽rel N1∪N2

and N1 ≽rel L, thenM ≽rel N1 ∪N2.

It follows that every local S+-branching is ≻-tamely S+-congruent. We can now apply the

tamed (abstract) Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.16) and conclude.

3.4 Higher rewriting modulo

This section introduces (weak) higher rewriting modulo, extending the work of Forest and Mim-

ram [FM22], who studied the non-modulo and context-agnostic (see below) setting. Although we

restrict to 3-dimensional rewriting, many notions are not specific to the 3-dimensional case; in par-

ticular, this section could be adapted to the 2-dimensional case (rewriting modulo in categories,

including monoids).

To some extent, it serves as a blueprint for the next section, which deals with higher linear
rewriting modulo.
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3.4.1 Higher rewriting system modulo

Recall the notion of 3-sesquicategory (Subsection 2.2.2), 3-sesquipolygraph and higher equivalence

(Subsection 2.2.5). For C a 3-sesquicategory and≡ a higher equivalence on C, we say that≡ satisfies

the independence axiom if the following holds:

independence axiom: for every pair of 1-composable 3-cells f : ϕ→ ϕ′ and g : ψ → ψ′

in P∗
, the 3-cells (ϕ′ ⋆1 g) ⋆2 (f ⋆1 ψ) and (f ⋆1 ψ

′) ⋆2 (ϕ ⋆1 g) are ≡-equivalence:

...
ϕ

ψ
...

...

ϕ′

ψ
...

...
ϕ

ψ′
...

...

ϕ′

ψ′
...

f⋆1ψf⋆1ψ

f⋆1ψ′f⋆1ψ′

ϕ⋆1gϕ⋆1g ϕ′⋆1gϕ′⋆1g

≡

The independence axiom captures the interchange of 3-cells in P∗
.

Definition 3.45. A higher rewriting system (higher RS) (P;≡) is the data of a 3-sesquipolygraph P,
together with a higher equivalence ≡ on P∗ (see Subsection 2.2.5) satisfying the independence axiom.
A higher rewriting systemmodulo (higher RSM) S = (R,E;≡) is the data of two 3-sesquipolygraphs
R and E with the same underlying 2-sesquipolygraph R2 = E2,21 together with a higher equivalence
≡ on R∗ ∪ E⊤ satisfying the independence axiom.

Recall the notion of contexts (Subsection 2.2.3). Given a higher RSM S = (R,E;≡) every choice
of 1-sphere□ inR∗

1 defines an abstract RSM S(□) = (R(□),E(□);≡) on the underlying setX(□),
where

X(□) = R∗
2(□) = E∗

2(□),

R(□) = Cont(R3)(□) and E(□) = Cont(E3)(□).

We abuse notation and write ≡ for its restriction on (R∗ ∪ E⊤)(□). Moreover, every context Γ on

□ defines a morphism of abstract RSM

Γ: S(□) → S
(
s1(Γ), t1(Γ)

)
. (9)

(A morphism of abstract RSM is a pair of morphisms of 1-globular sets, the latter denoting a pair

of functions commuting with the source and target maps; see Subsection 2.2.1.) We say that a

branching (f, g) is a contextualization of another branching (f ′, g′) whenever Γ[f ′, g′] = (f, g).
We think of a higher RSM as a category of abstract RSMs, with morphisms given by contexts. In

principle, one could deal with each abstract RSM S(□) independently, using the tools of abstract

rewriting theory modulo (Subsection 3.2). In practice, one would like to leverage the fact that

these abstract RSMs gather together in a category, and relate to one another (and themself) via

contextualization. In that sense, higher rewriting theory (modulo) is nothing else than the study

of morphisms of abstract rewriting systems (modulo).

21

In [Dup21; Dup22], Dupont allows the more general definition E2 ⊂ R2 in the context of linear 3-polygraph. We

prefer to avoid this generality, as it leads to ambiguity for the statement “E is convergent”. For instance, for the linear

3-polygraphs E and R in [Dup21; Dup22], we have that E is convergent when viewed on E2, but not when viewed on

R2. Similar issues appear in [DEL21].
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In many practical situations, termination can only be obtained with context-dependent ter-

mination rule, where r being a rewriting rule does not imply that Γ[r] is. For that reason, we

introduce the following notion:

Definition 3.46. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM. An abstract sub-system T is the data of a
family of subsets T(□) ⊂ R∗

3(□) for each 1-sphere □ in R∗
1.

We think of T as a family of sub-abstract RSMs T(□) ⊂ S(□) modulo E(□) and on the set

X(□), and writeT ⊂ S to emphasize this point. We say thatT is≡-confluent (resp. terminating, or
terminating modulo E) if every sub-abstract RSM T(□) is ≡-confluent (resp. terminating modulo

E(□)), and similarly for other notions of abstract rewriting theory.

One can always consider S as its own abstract sub-system, so that the notion of abstract sub-

system generalizes the notion of higher RSM. We refer to the case T = S as context-dependent, and
to the case T ⊊ S as context-agnostic.

3.4.2 Compatibility and contextualization

The notion of compatible abstract preorder generalizes verbatim to the higher setting:

Definition 3.47. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM and T ⊂ S an abstract sub-system. A preorder
on R∗

2 is said to be compatible with T if it is compatible with every sub-abstract RSM T(□), in the
sense of Definition 3.15. We denote ≻T the smallest preorder compatible with T.

E-invariance of ≻ is defined similarly.

We now describe contextualization:

Lemma 3.48. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM and T ⊂ S an abstract sub-system. Let (f, g)
be a local T-branching and Γ a context. Assume (f, g) admits a (T,≡)-confluence (f ′, g′) such that
Γ[f ′, g′] belongs to T. Then Γ[f, g] is T-confluent.

Proof. Since ≡ is a higher equivalence, f ′ ◦ f ≡ g′ ◦ g implies that Γ[f ′ ◦ f ] ≡ Γ[g′ ◦ g].

In particular, in the context-agnostic case:

Lemma 3.49. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM. Let (f, g) be a local S-branching and Γ a context.
If (f, g) is (S,≡)-confluent, then Γ[f, g] is (S,≡)-confluent.

3.4.3 Independent branchings

The higher structure of a higher RS (P;≡) induces canonical types of local P-branchings. A local

P-branching is independent if it is of the form (f, g) = (f ⋆1 ψ, ϕ ⋆1 g), for P-rewriting steps

f : ϕ→ ϕ′ and g : ψ → ψ′
:

...

ϕ′

ψ
...

...
ϕ

ψ
...

...
ϕ

ψ′
...

f⋆1ψf⋆1ψ

ϕ⋆1gϕ⋆1g
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When working modulo, that is with a higher RSM S = (R,E;≡), independent branchings refer to
independentR-branchings. Note that the property of being an independent branching is preserved
by context: if (f, g) is an independent branching, so is Γ[f, g]. A local S-branching (or an S-local
triple) is said to be overlapping if it is not branchwise E-congruent to an independent R-branching.

An independent branching always have a canonical S-confluence, given by

(g′, f ′) := (ϕ′ ⋆1 g, f ⋆1 ψ
′).

The following is tautological, thanks to the independence axiom:

Lemma 3.50. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM and T ⊂ S an abstract sub-system. Let (f, g) is an
independent T-branching. If its canonical T-confluence (g′, f ′) is in T, then it defines a (T,≡)-conf-
luence for (f, g).

In particular, in the context-agnostic case:

Lemma 3.51. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM. Every independent S-branching is (S,≡)-conf-
luent.

3.4.4 Higher Newmann’s lemma

In the context-agnostic case, the above results can be gathered in a single black-box:

Lemma 3.52 (higher Newmann’s lemma). Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM. If S is terminating
and if every overlapping local S-branching is, up to branchwise E-congruence, a contextualization of
a (S,≡)-confluent branching, then S is convergent.

Proof. This follows from the (abstract) Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.13), in combination with the

branchwise confluence lemma (Lemma 3.17), confluence of contextualizations (Lemma 3.49) and

confluence of independent branchings (Lemma 3.51).

3.4.5 Independent rewriting

Recall the abstract notion of rewriting branchings as introduced in Subsection 3.2.4. In the higher

setting, one often wants to rewrite part of a diagram away from a given branching. This gives the

notion of independent rewriting. Given rewriting steps f : ϕ → ϕ1, g : ϕ → ϕ2 and h : ψ → ψ′
,

setting

f = f ⋆1 ψ, g = g ⋆1 ψ and h = ϕ ⋆1 h

defines three pairs of branchings (f, g), (f, h) and (h, g), the latter two being independent branch-
ings. Define also

f ′ = f ⋆1 ψ
′, g′ = g ⋆1 ψ

′, h1 = ϕ1 ⋆1 h and h2 = ϕ2 ⋆1 h.

We say that the branching (f, g) rewrites into the branching (f ′, g′) via the triple (h1, h, h2) (and
similarly if the vertical positions of f, g and h are swapped), as pictured below:

...
ϕ1

ψ
...

...
ϕ1

ψ′
...

...
ϕ

ψ
...

...
ϕ

ψ′
...

...
ϕ2

ψ
...

...
ϕ2

ψ′
...

ff

gg

hh

f ′f ′

g′g′

h1h1

h2h2

≡

≡
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We have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.53. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM, T ⊂ S an abstract sub-system and ≻ an
E-invariant preorder on R∗

2 compatible with T. In the situation above, assume (f, g) is a T-branching.
If h, h1 and h2 are in T and if (f ′, g′) is ≻-tamed (T,≡)-congruent, then so is (f, g).

In particular, in the context-agnostic case:

Lemma 3.54. Let S = (R,E;≡) be a higher RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on R∗
2 compatible

with S. In the situation above, if (f ′, g′) is ≻-tamed (S,≡)-congruent, then so is (f, g).

3.4.6 Gray rewriting system modulo

A Gray rewriting system (P;≡) is the data of a higher RS (P,≡) such that P is a Gray polygraph

and ≡ verifies the interchange naturality axiom:

interchange naturality axioms: for all 0-composable A, g, β with A : ϕ ⇛ ϕ′ : f ⇒
f ′ ∈ P3, g ∈ P∗

1 and β : h ⇒ h′ ∈ P2, and for all 0-composable α, g,B with α : f ⇒
f ′ ∈ P2, g ∈ P∗

1 and B : ψ ⇛ ψ′ : h⇒ h′ ∈ P3, we have

Xϕ′,g,β ⋆2

((
A ⋆0 g ⋆0 h

′) ⋆1 (f ⋆0 g ⋆0 β))
≡

((
f ′ ⋆0 g ⋆0 β

)
⋆1

(
A ⋆0 g ⋆0 h

))
⋆2 Xϕ,g,β

and Xα,g,ψ′ ⋆2

((
α ⋆0 g ⋆0 h

′) ⋆1 (f ⋆0 g ⋆0 B))
≡

((
f ′ ⋆0 g ⋆0 B

)
⋆1

(
α ⋆0 g ⋆0 h

))
⋆2 Xα,g,ψ,

whereXϕ′,g,β denotes a composition of interchange generators, interchanging 2-cells

in ψ with the 2-cell β, and similarly for the other Xs. These interchange naturality

axioms can be pictured as:

f ′ g h′
... ... ...
ϕ

β
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

ϕ′

β
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

β

ϕ
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

β

ϕ′
... ... ...
f g h

AA

XX XX

AA

≡

f ′ g h′
... ... ...
α

ψ
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...
α

ψ′
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

ψ

α
... ... ...
f g h

f ′ g h′
... ... ...

ψ′

α
... ... ...
f g h

BB

XX XX

BB

≡
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A Gray rewriting system modulo (Gray RSM) S = (R,E;≡) is the data of a higher RSM such that E
is a Gray polygraph.

3.5 Higher linear rewriting modulo

This section finally introduces (weak) higher linear rewriting modulo, building on all the previous

sections. In particular, linear Gray rewriting modulo is defined in Subsection 3.5.6. Similarly to

Subsection 3.4, while we restrict to 3-dimensional rewriting, many notions are not specific to

the 3-dimensional case; in particular, this could be adapted to the 2-dimensional case (rewriting

modulo in linear categories, including algebras).

3.5.1 Higher linear rewriting system modulo

Recall the notions introduced in Subsection 2.3.

Definition 3.55. A higher linear rewriting system (higher linear RS) is the same data as a linear
3-sesquipolygraph P. A higher linear rewriting systemmodulo (higher linear RSM) S = (R,E) is the
data of a left-monomial 3-sesquipolygraph R and a monomial-invertible 3-sesquipolygraph E, such
that R≤2 = E≤2.

As in the abstract higher case, a higher linear RSM S = (R,E) defines a category of linear

1-polygraphs S(□) = (B(□), R(□), E(□)), setting

B(□) := R∗
2(□) = E∗

2(□),

R(□) := Cont(R)(□) and E(□) := Cont(E)(□),

for each 1-sphere □ in R∗
1 = E∗

1. Each context Γ on □ defines a morphism of linear 1-polygraphs:

Γ: S(□) → S(s1(Γ), t1(Γ)).

Contrary to the abstract higher case however, S(□) needs not be a linear RSM, as we did not impose

the adaptedness condition appearing in Definition 3.23.

As for the abstract higher case, we define a notion of sub-systems, imposing now the adapted-

ness condition:

Definition 3.56. Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM. A linear sub-system T is the data of a
family of sub-sets T(□) ⊂ R∗

3(□) for each 1-sphere □ in R∗
1. Moreover, we assume the adaptedness

condition:
s(r) /∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)) ∀r ∈ T.

We say that S is adapted if S is a linear sub-system of itself.

As in the higher abstract case, we think of T as defining a family of sub-linear RSM T(□) ⊂
S(□) modulo E(□), and write T ⊂ S to emphasize that point. We say that T is ≡-confluent (resp.
terminating, or terminating modulo E) if every sub-linear RSM T(□) is confluent (resp. terminating

modulo E(□)), and similarly for other notions of linear rewriting theory.

Note that adaptednessmust be defined via a linear sub-system, since in general, it depends on

context: if r is adapted, Γ[r] needs not be.
A T-rewriting step has the following general form (compare with Definition 3.29):

α : u ∼E λΓ[s(r)] + v T λΓ[t(r)] + v ∼E w.
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We say that α is of type r.22 As before, α is positive if Γ[s(r)] /∈ ˙̃suppE(v). Note that contextual-
ization needs not preserve positivity: we may have

Γ′[Γ[s(r)]] ∈ ˙̃suppE(Γ
′[v]), even if Γ[s(r)] /∈ ˙̃suppE(v).

However, it is true that if α is monomial (that is, if v = 0) then Γ[α] is monomial.

Remark 3.57. In [All18a; All18b], [Dup21; Dup22] and [DEL21], the authors used the notion

of quasi-termination to deal with context-dependent termination issues, and suggested a basis

theorem based on quasi-terminating normal forms. Our approach gives a different way to deal

with the same issue, avoiding the use of quasi-terminating normal forms altogether. It is also

more general, as it applies to settings that are not quasi-terminating, such as the setting of graded

gl2-foams studied in Section 4.

Quasi-terminating normal forms are typically badly behaved. For instance, a monomial in the

support of a quasi-normal form needs not be a quasi-normal form, and a linear combination of

quasi-normal forms needs not be a quasi-normal form; compare with Remark 3.34. Extracting

a basis from a quasi-terminating system is hazardous. For instance, one can consider the quasi-

terminating linear rewriting system (non-modulo) (B = {a, b, c}, R = {a → b + c, b → a − c}):
the set of monomial quasi-normal forms is BNFR = B = {a, b, c}, which is not a basis of the

module presented by R.

3.5.2 Strong compatibility

Recall that for a linear RSM S = (B; R, E), a preorder ≻ is compatible (Definition 3.38) if for all

r ∈ R, s(r) ≻ b for all b ∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)). With the hypothesis of Definition 3.58, we say that T is

compatible is each linear RSM T(□) is compatible, that is, if

s(r) ≻ b, for all r ∈ T and b ∈ ˙̃suppE(t(r)).

As we shall see, compatibility is not sufficient for higher rewriting, and a stronger condition is

required:

Definition 3.58. Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM and T a linear-sub system. An E-invariant
preorder ≻ on R∗

2 is said to be strongly compatible with T if:

Γ[s(r)] ≻ b, for all r ∈ R, context Γ such that Γ[r] ∈ T, and b ∈ Γ
[ ˙̃suppE(t(r))

]
.

Strong compatibility is indeed stronger than compatibility:

Lemma 3.59. Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM, T a linear-sub system and ≻ an E-invariant
preorder on R∗

2. If ≻ is strongly compatible with T, then ≻ is compatible with T.

Proof. It suffices to choose the trivial context in the strong compatibility condition.

However, the converse of Lemma 3.59 does not hold! At best, one can say that since Γ[r] ∈ T,

compatibility implies that Γ[s(r)] = s(Γ[r]) ≻ b for all b ∈ ˙̃suppE(t(Γ[r])) = ˙̃suppE(Γ[t(r)]).
This is not sufficient to conclude, as the inclusion

˙̃suppE(Γ[t(r)]) ⊂ Γ
[ ˙̃suppE(t(r))

]
22

This is a slight abuse of notation: as belonging to a linear RSM, α is of type Γ[r] according to Definition 3.28.
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needs not be an equality! Consider more generically a vector w and the inclusion

˙̃suppE(Γ[w]) ⊂ Γ
[ ˙̃suppE(w)

]
.

Recall that contextualization needs not not act freely (see Subsection 1.2.4): there may exist mono-

mials b1, b2 such that b1 ̸
·∼E b2 but Γ[b1] ∼̇E Γ[b2]. In particular, if w = λ1b1+λ2b2 and λ1, λ2 have

well-chosen scalars, we have Γ[w] = 0 and thus Γ[b1] /∈ ˙̃suppE(Γ[w]).

Remark 3.60. Super gl2-foams give an explicit example where compatibility does not imply

strong compatibility. Consider k as in Definition 4.4 with X = Z = 1 and Y = −1; this is the
super case. We let S = (R,E) and T be as in Subsection 4.2. Let T̃ ⊂ T be the linear sub-system

of T consisting only in rewriting steps of type nc; that is, T̃ consists in rewriting steps of type nc
for which the two strands are distinct. Let ≻̃ be the preorder on S∗

2 which compares the number

of open shadings—shadings that are not enclosed by a strand. The preorder is ≻̃ compatible with

T̃. Compatibility is clear for Γ[nc] ∈ T̃ such that both strands are not closed, as the number of

open shadings strictly decreases. On the other hand, if at least one of the strand is closed, then the

target of Γ[nc] is zero:

→T̃ + ∼E 0.

Hence Γ[nc] is trivially compatible with ≻. However, the same situation prevents the preorder ≻̃
from being strongly compatible with T̃, as the number of open shadings is the same for Γ[s(nc)]

and b, for all b ∈ Γ
[ ˙̃suppE(t(nc))

]
.

3.5.3 Contextualization

We now study how confluence, tamed congruence and contextualization relates.

Lemma3.61. Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM, T ⊂ S a linear sub-system and≻ anE-invariant
preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with T. Consider a composition g ⋆2 f , where f is a monomial
S-rewriting step and g is a positive S-rewriting sequence. If Γ is a context such that both Γ[f ] and
Γ[g] are in T, then Γ[g] is ≻-tamed by Γ[s(f)].

Proof. Decomposing g as a composition of positive S-rewriting steps, the situation is:

s(f) v0 v1 . . . vn

Γ[s(f)] Γ[v0] Γ[v1] . . . Γ[vn]

f

S

g0
S

g1
S

gn−1

S

Γ[f ]

T

Γ[g0]

T

Γ[g1]

T

Γ[gn−1]

T

Γ

We wish to show that Γ[s(f)] ≻ ˙̃suppE (Γ[vi]) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Rather, given the inclusion

˙̃suppE(Γ[w]) ⊂ Γ
[

˙̃suppE(w)
]
which holds for generic vector w, it suffices to show

Γ[s(f)] ≻ Γ
[

˙̃suppE(vi)
]

(10)

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n.
When i = 0, we have v0 = t(f). By hypothesis Γ[f ] ∈ T, so that (10) follows from strong

compatibility. It remains to show that

Γ
[

˙̃suppE(vi)
]
≽rel Γ

[
˙̃suppE(vi+1)

]
.
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(Recall the definition of relative relation from Definition 3.42.) Write gi = λr + v, its canonical
decomposition as a positive S-rewriting step. On the one hand:

Γ
[

˙̃suppE(vi+1)
]
= Γ

[
˙̃suppE(t(r) + v)

]
⊂ Γ

[
˙̃suppE(t(r))

]
∪ Γ

[
˙̃suppE(v)

]
.

On the other hand, thanks to the positivity of gi, we have
˙̃suppE(s(r) + v) = {s(r)} ⊔ ˙̃suppE(v),

and hence

Γ
[

˙̃suppE(vi)
]
= Γ

[
˙̃suppE(s(r) + v)

]
= {Γ[s(r)]} ∪ Γ

[
˙̃suppE(v)

]
.

Because Γ[gi] ∈ T, strong compatibility implies that Γ[s(r)] ≻ Γ
[

˙̃suppE(t(r))
]
. This concludes.

Corollary 3.62 (Contextualization Lemma). Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM, T ⊂ S a
linear sub-system and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with T. Let (f, g) be a
monomial local S-branching which admits a positive S-confluence (f ′, g′). If Γ is a context such that
both Γ[f, g] and Γ[f ′, g′] belong to T, then Γ[f ′, g′] is a ≻-tamed Tst-congruence for Γ[f, g].

In general, Γ[f ′, g′] needs not be positive,23 as the example (11) below illustrates (it is taken

from Lemma 4.32). Recall that plain arrows denote positive rewriting steps, while dashed arrows

denote not-necessarily-positive rewriting steps. In the example below, the graded interchange law

is part of the modulo. On the left-hand side, the branches of the confluence (labelled “dd”) evaluate
to zero, so that only the other diagram remains. The two diagrams on the top (resp. on the bottom)

are not projectively congruent modulo, so that both branches of the confluence are positive. The

same confluent branching is pictured on the right-hand side, contextualized with a cap and cup.

Because the graded interchange law is part of the modulo, dots can now freely move between

the top and the bottom. In particular, the two diagrams on the top (resp. on the bottom) are now

projectively congruent modulo, and the branches of the confluence are not positive anymore.

+

+

T
nc

T
nc

T

dd

T

dd

+

+

T
nc

T
nc

T

dd

T

dd

(11)

In the context-agnostic setting, the Contextualization Lemma 3.62 reduces to the following:

Corollary 3.63. Let S = (R,E) be an adapted higher linear RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on
R∗
2 strongly compatible with S. Let (f, g) be a monomial local S-branching and Γ a context. If (f, g)

is positively S-confluent, then Γ[f, g] is ≻-tamely S-congruent.
23

In particular, there are related gaps in the proofs of [All18a, lemma 4.2.12] and [Dup22, theorem 2.2.9].
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3.5.4 Independent branchings

As we have seen, for higher RSM the statement that independent branchings are ≡-confluent is

tautological (Lemma 3.51). As we now explain, the linear case is more subtle.

Fix P a higher linear RS and (f, g) an independent local P+
-branching. Without loss of gen-

erality, this means that f = f ⋆1 s(g) and g = s(f) ⋆1 g, for some monomial P+
-rewriting steps f

and g. The P-confluence (g′, f ′) = (t(f)⋆1 g, f ⋆1 t(g)) defines a canonical P-confluence for (f, g).
Write:

f : s(f) → λ1x1 + . . .+ λmxm and g : s(g) → µ1y1 + . . .+ µnyn,

where the xi’s (resp. yj ’s) are monomials with pairwise distinct E-projective classes. Then the

P-confluence (g′, f ′) can be explicitly decomposed as a Pst
-confluence, setting f ′ = f ′n ⋆2 . . . ⋆2 f

′
1

and g′ = g′m ⋆2 . . . ⋆2 g
′
1, where:

f ′j =
∑
k<j

µk(t(f) ⋆1 yk) + µj(f ⋆1 yj) +
∑
j<k

µk(s(f) ⋆1 yk)

and g′i =
∑
k<i

λk(xk ⋆1 t(g)) + λi(xi ⋆1 g) +
∑
i<k

λk(xk ⋆1 s(g)).

Lemma 3.64 (independent branchings, context-dependent case). Let S = (R,E) be an adapted
higher linear RSM, T ⊂ S a linear sub-system and ≻ an E-invariant preorder strongly compatible
with T. Let (f, g) be an independent local T+-branchings. If for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n (resp. 1 ≤ i ≤ m)
and with the notations above, the S+-rewriting step f ⋆1 yj (resp. xi ⋆1 g) is in T, then the canonical
Tst-confluence (g′, f ′) is ≻-tamed by s(f) = s(g).

Proof. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the E-projective supports of s(f ′j) and t(f
′
j) are contained in the

following set:

M :=
⋃

1≤j≤n

˙̃suppE
(
t(f) ⋆1 yj

)
∪

⋃
1≤j≤n

˙̃supp
(
s(f) ⋆1 yj

)
.

It follows from strong compatibility that s(f) ⋆1 s(g) ≻ s(f) ⋆1 yj (since g = s(f) ⋆1 g belongs to

T) and that s(f) ⋆1 yj ≻ t(f) ⋆1 yj (since f ⋆1 yi belongs to T). By transitivity of the preorder≻, we

have s(f) ⋆1 s(g) ≻ t(f) ⋆1 yj . Hence:

s(f) ⋆1 s(g) ≻M

In other words, f ′ is ≻-tamed by s(f) ⋆1 s(g).
An analogous argument shows that g′ is ≻-tamed by s(f) ⋆1 s(g). This concludes.

Note the necessity of strong compatibility in the proof of Lemma 3.64: s(f)⋆1 s(g) ≻ s(f)⋆1 yj
does not follow from compatibility alone, as while yj is in the E-projective support of t(g), it may

be that s(f) ⋆1 yj is not in the support of s(f) ⋆1 t(g).
The proof of Lemma 3.64 resembles the proof of Theorem 4.2.1, part (iii) in [GHM19], with

tameness appearing implicitly. In our terminology, their setting (associative algebra) restrict to

context-agnostic systems, and as contextualization acts freely, there is no distinction between

compatibility and strong compatibility.

The following is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.64:
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Lemma3.65 (independent branchings, context-agnostic case). Let S = (R,E) be an adapted higher
linear RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with S. Every independent
S+-branching is ≻-tamely Sst-congruent.

In the context-dependent case, one cannot rely on such a general statement. However:

Lemma 3.66. Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM, T ⊂ S a linear sub-system and ≻ an E-
invariant preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with T. Assume given another linear sub-system B ⊂ T,
such that B+ is convergent. If every (S \ T)-rewriting step is B-congruent, then every independent
T-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

This will be the situation of graded gl2-foams.

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 3.64, and borrow its notations. Assume, up to reordering the

yj ’s, that f ⋆1 yj is in T for 1 ≤ j ≤ k and that f ⋆1 yj is not in T for k < j ≤ m. By the same

argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.64, f ′k ⋆2 . . . ⋆2 f
′
1 is a Tst-rewriting sequence ≻-tamed by

s(f) ⋆1 s(g). On the other hand, by the hypothesis of the lemma, f ′m ⋆2 . . . ⋆2 f
′
k+1 is B-congruent.

Arguing similarly for g′, we get a T-congruence for (f, g) given as a B-congruence “sandwiched”

between two ≻-tamed Tst-congruence. Since B+ is convergent, we can replace the B-congruence

by a B+-confluence. Compatibility of ≻ with B and transitivity of ≻+
conclude.

3.5.5 Independent rewriting

We consider the linear analogue of abstract independent rewriting defined in Subsection 3.4.5. Let

us use the same notations with f , g and h monomial rewriting steps, which decompose as:

f : ϕ→R λ1x1 + . . .+ λlxl,

g : ϕ→R µ1y1 + . . .+ µmym,

and h : ψ →R ν1z1 + . . .+ νnzn,

where xi’s (resp. yj ’s and z
′
ks) are monomials belonging to pairwise distinct E-projective classes.

In these decompositions, the independent rewriting of (f, g) into (f ′, g′) via the triple (h, h1, h2)
is pictured as follows:

∑
i λi(xi ⋆1 ψ)

∑
i,k λiνk(xi ⋆1 zk)

ϕ ⋆1 ψ
∑

k νk(ϕ ⋆1 zk)∑
j µj(yj ⋆1 ψ)

∑
j,k µjνk(yj ⋆1 zk)

f=f⋆1ψ

g=g⋆1ψ

h=ϕ⋆1h

f ′=
∑

k νk(f⋆zk)

g′=
∑

k νk(g⋆zk)

h1=
∑

i λi(xi⋆1h)

h2=
∑

j λj(yj⋆1h)

Lemma 3.67 (Independent Rewriting Lemma). Let S = (R,E) be a higher linear RSM, T ⊂ S a
linear sub-system and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with T. Let f , g and h
monomial R+-rewriting steps as above, such that:

(i) f = f ⋆1 ψ, g = g ⋆1 ψ and h = ϕ ⋆1 h are in T, and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ l (resp. 1 ≤ j ≤ m,
resp. 1 ≤ k ≤ n), the rewriting step xi ⋆1 h (resp. yj ⋆1 h) is in T,

(ii) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n, the branching (f ⋆1 zk, g ⋆1 zk) is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent,

then (f, g) is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.
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Proof. Since h = ϕ ⋆1 h is in T, strong compatibility implies that ϕ ⋆1 ψ ≻ ϕ ⋆1 zk (for all suitable
k). Let h′k be a T

st
-congruence for (f ⋆1 zk, g ⋆1 zk) ≻-tamed by its source ϕ ⋆1 zk, and hence by

ϕ ⋆1 ψ by transitivity of ≻. It follows that the Tst-congruence
∑

k νkh
′
k is ≻-tamed by ϕ ⋆1 ψ.

Moreover, strong compatibility implies that ϕ⋆1ψ ≻ xi⋆1ψ (since f = f ⋆1ψ belongs to T) and

xi ⋆1 ϕ ≻ xi ⋆1 zk (since xi ⋆h belongs to T), for all suitable i and k—hence ϕ⋆1ψ ≻ xi ⋆1 zk for all
suitable i and k, by transitivity of ≻. It follows that h1 =

∑
i λi(xi ⋆1 h) admits a decomposition

as a Tst-congruence ≻-tamed by ϕ ⋆1 ψ. Similarly, h2 =
∑

j λj(yj ⋆1 h) admits a Tst-congruence

≻-tamed by ϕ⋆1ψ, using the hypotheses that g = g ⋆1ψ and yi ⋆1 h (for all suitable i) belong to T.
We conclude that the triple (h1,

∑
k νkh

′
k, h2) defines a T

st
-congruence for (f, g),≻-tamed by

its source ϕ ⋆1 ψ.

Lemma 3.68 (independent rewriting lemma, context-agnostic case). Let S = (R,E) be a higher
linear RSM and ≻ an E-invariant preorder on R∗

2 strongly compatible with S. If for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n,
the branching (f ⋆1 zk, g ⋆1 zk) is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent, then (f, g) is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

3.5.6 Linear Gray rewriting system modulo

Linear Gray rewritingmodulo is simply higher linear rewritingmodulowhere themodulo contains

graded interchangers. Below are the formal definitions.

Recall the notations G and µ from Notation 2.10:

Definition 3.69. A (G,µ)-graded linear Gray rewriting system modulo is a higher linear RSM S =
(R,E) such that E is a (G,µ)-graded linear Gray polygraph.

In particular, we can specialize to the scalar case:

Definition 3.70. A (G,µ)-scalar Gray rewriting system modulo S := (R,E; scl) is the data of two
scalarG-graded 3-sesquipolygraphs (R; scl) and (E; scl)with R∗

2 = E∗
2, such that E is a (G,µ)-scalar

Gray polygraph.

Remark 3.71. Gray rewriting modulo corresponds to rewriting modulo in strict 2-categories, and

linear Gray rewriting corresponds to rewriting in graded-2-categories. In particular, linear Gray

rewriting where µ is trivial corresponds to rewriting in linear strict 2-categories.

3.6 Summary

Given a presented linear 2-sesquicategory, how can one use rewriting theory to find a basis? This

section summarizes themain tools developed throughout this section. While we focus on the linear

case (which is more involved), the same ideas apply for higher (non-linear) rewriting modulo.

3.6.1 The setup

Let C be a linear 2-sesquicategory presented by a linear 3-sesquipolygraph P in the sense of Defi-

nition 2.11. Assume the following choices of data has been made:

(a) a splitting of P as P = R ⊔ E, defining a higher linear RSM S = (R,E) presenting C (see

Definition 3.55),

(b) a linear sub-system T ⊂ S (see Definition 3.56),

(c) a preorder ≻ strongly compatible with T (see Definition 3.58).
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Typically, C would be a graded-2-category and E would contain the 3-sesquipolygraph of graded-

interchangers, making the data S = (R,E) a linear Gray rewriting system. To find a basis using

the Basis-From-Convergence Theorem 3.36, the following needs to be checked:

(α) S and T present the same underlying (family of) module(s): it suffices to show that every

(S \ T)+-rewriting step is T-congruent, so that two vectors are S-congruent if and only if

they are T-congruent (see Lemma 3.30).

(β) scl(E)⊤ is scalar-coherent on BNFT: recall that BNFT denotes the set of monomial T+-

normal forms (Definition 3.33), and that scl(E)⊤ is scalar-coherent on BNFT (Definition 3.2

and Remark 3.3) if for all b ∈ BNFT, the existence of an E-congruence b ∼E λb for some

scalar λ ∈ k implies that λ = 1.

Showing scalar-coherence of scl(E)⊤ on BNFT can be done either using ad-hoc arguments,

or by apply higher rewriting modulo theory to scl(E)⊤, together with Proposition 3.8 (co-

herence from convergence).

(γ) T+ is convergent: we use the Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43, showing on one hand

the order≻ is terminating,
24
and on the other hand that every monomial local T+-branching

is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

The analysis of monomial local T+-branching is the hardest task, whichwe now discuss. Of course,

in the context-agnostic case T = S, (α) is automatic.

Remark 3.72. In the example of superadjunction
◦P given in the extended summary (Subsec-

tion 1.2), we have:

(α) we are in a context-agnostic setting, so (α) is automatic;

(β) using the coherence theorem for interchangers [Sch24, Theorem A.3.1], one can check that

scl(◦E)⊤ is scalar-coherent on
◦P∗

2, and a fortiori on BNF◦S;

(γ) as said in Subsection 1.2.3, the order ≻ compares the number of generating 2-cells.

3.6.2 How to classify monomial local branchings?

Working modulo makes classifying monomial local branchings difficult, as it considerably in-

creases the number of rewriting steps. However, in the context of diagrammatic algebra, the

modulo data typically has a topological interpretation, which can be leveraged: e.g. rectilinear

isotopies when working modulo interchangers, or planar isotopies when working modulo a piv-

otal structure. We describe here a general strategy to classify local branchings, to be adapted

depending on the example at hand:

(i) Understand coherence of the modulo. In other words, provide a topological or combinatorial

description of when two monomial 2-cells are projectively E-congruent. this can be done

either using ad-hoc arguments, or by applying higher rewriting modulo theory to scl(E). In
practice, (β) in the previous section comes as a byproduct.

(ii) Describe naturalities of the modulo. The modulo typically captures some underlying cate-

gorical structure, which should come with natural compatibilities with the rewriting steps

of the rewriting system. For instance, a Gray RSM comes with interchange naturalities (see

Subsection 3.4.6). We call these E-naturalities.
24

While this will not be the case in this paper, defining a terminating order may be hard in general. For this problem,

the method of derivation of Guiraud and Malbos may be useful [GM18].
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(iii) Characterize rewriting steps modulo. In other words, provide a topological or combinato-

rial description of when two rewriting steps are E-congruent. (One needs not show that

this characterization captures all E-congruences.) To do so, use the coherence statement to

express isotopies in terms of E-naturalities. In fact, given the Branchwise Tamed Cong-

ruence Lemma 3.19, one can instead characterize when two rewriting steps are ≻-tamed

T+-congruent.

(iv) Classify monomial local branchings. Using the characterization above, provide a list of mono-

mial local T+-branchings, called critical branchings, such that everymonomial local T+-bran-

ching rewrites into (a linear combination of) either an independent branching or a branch-

wise ≻-tamely Tst-congruent to a contextualization of a critical branching.

In the last point (iv), three main tools are at play: the Independent Rewriting Lemma 3.67, the

Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19 and the Contextualization Lemma 3.62. The

results of Subsection 3.5.4 also help to deal with independent branchings. Hopefully, this leaves

only a few critical branchings for which an explicit computation is needed, and one can conclude

that every monomial local T+-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Remark 3.73. If E is scalar-free (Remark 3.26), the strategy described above greatly simplifies. For

instance, this is the case of linear Gray rewritingmodulo scalar-free (or non-graded) interchangers,

which coincides with rewriting in linear strict 2-categories [All18a]. However, even in that case it

is useful to explicitly consider the interchange law as part of the modulo, given the caveats related

to freeness of contextualization, described in Subsection 1.2.4 (see also Footnote 23).

Remark 3.74. In the example of superadjunction
◦P given in the extended summary (Subsec-

tion 1.2), this process was described in Subsection 1.2.6. We have that (i) as said above, scl(◦E)⊤

is scalar-coherent, (ii) naturalities are interchange naturalities, (iii) the characterization was given

in Lemma 1.2, and (iv) the classification was given in Lemma 1.3.

4 A basis for graded gl2-foams via rewriting theory

In this section, we apply linear Gray rewriting modulo as developed in Section 3 to a certain

graded-2-category GFoamd, the graded-2-category of gl2-foams, and show that it has the appro-

priate basis. The strategy follows the blueprint given in Subsection 3.6.2. Subsection 4.1 reviews

the graded-2-categoryGFoamd (Definition 4.8) and states the basis theorem (Theorem 4.10). Sub-

section 4.2 then defines the working data for the rewriting theory. The core of the proof is given in

Subsection 4.3 and Subsection 4.4, respectively dealing with coherence of themodulo data and con-

fluence of monomial local branchings. We conclude with an addendum (Subsection 4.5), showing

thatGFoamd admits a variant GFoam′
d satisfying the same basis theorem.

4.1 Graded gl2-foams

Fix a positive integer d ∈ N. We review the graded-2-category GFoamd of gl2-foams. To fit our

purpose, we describe it with a linear Gray polygraph GFoamd. First, we describe the underlying

2-polygraph (GFoamd)≤2.

The objects of GFoamd are
25

(GFoamd)0 :=
⊔
k∈N

{λ ∈ {1, 2}k | λ1 + . . .+ λk = d}.

25

In [SV23], (GFoamd)0 is denoted Λd.
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For each λ ∈ (GFoamd)0 with k coordinates, we define a label on its coordinates

lλ : {1, . . . , k} → {1, . . . , d}

by setting lλ(i) =
∑

j<i λj +1. For instance, l(1,1,2,1) = (1, 2, 3, 5). In other words, the label lλ(i)
is a sort of “weighted coordinate”, where coordinate with value 2 counts double.

The 1-cells of GFoamd are

(GFoamd)1 :=

(. . . , 1
i
, 1
i+1
, . . .)

i

(. . . , 2
i
, . . .) , (. . . , 2

i
, . . .)

i

(. . . , 1
i
, 1
i+1
, . . .)


Here the value lλ is given below the corresponding coordinate. We read 1-morphism from right

to left: for instance if d = 2, then the first 1-cell is a 1-morphism from (2) to (1, 1). The label i,
called the colour of the strand, has value 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1.

The 2-cells of GFoamd are

(GFoamd)2 :=



dot rightward cup leftward cap leftward cup rightward cap

i
λ

i

λ
i

λ
i

λ
i

λ

(1, 1) (0,−1) (−1, 0) (1, 0) (0, 1)

downward

crossing

rightward

crossing

upward

crossing

leftward

crossing

i j

λ

j i

λ

i j

λ

j i

λ

(0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0)

if |i− j| > 1

for every legal label λ ∈ (GFoam)0


Each 2-cell in (GFoam)2 is equipped with a Z2

-degree, denoted below its diagram.

We must explain “legal label”. If a diagramD ∈ (GFoam)2 has a region labelled by an element

λ ∈ (GFoam)0, then λ induces a label on each of the regions of D, following the rule given in

(GFoam)1.

Definition 4.1. LetD ∈ (GFoam)2 and λ ∈ (GFoam)0, where λ labels one of the regions ofD. We
say that λ is legal if:

(i) the labels induced by λ on the other regions of D are labels in (GFoam)0;

(ii) if D is a dot with colour i, then λi = 1, where λi is the coordinate i of λ.

In the remaining of the section, we omit writing objects in diagrams.

Remark 4.2. The diagrams above is a string diagrammatics for certain singular surfaces called

gl2-foams, or simply foam. A foam is made of 1-facets and 2-facets; two 1-facets and one 2-facet

can join at a singular line called a seam. The string diagrammatics encodes gl2-foams via their
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seams. Another diagrammatics, the shading diagrammatics, encodes gl2-foams via their 2-facets:

↔

i

↔

i

gl2-foams string diagrammatics shading diagrammatics

The legal condition for dots (Definition 4.1) translates as saying that dots cannot sit on 2-facets,

or in the shading diagrammatics, that dots cannot sit on shaded regions.

Definition 4.3 (Terminology). A strand labelled by a colour i is called an i-strand. We similarly
define i-dots. A region shaded with a colour i is called a i-shading. Two colours i and j are said to be
distant if |i− j| > 1. Given a colour i and a diagram ψ, we say that i is distant from ψ if for each
j-strand (resp. j-dot) in ψ, we have |i− j| > 1 (resp. j ̸= i, i+ 1).

The following gives the structural data that makes GFoamd a (G,µ)-graded-2-category:

Definition 4.4. Let k be a commutative ring together with three invertible elements X , Y and Z
in k× such that X2 = Y 2 = 1. Given this data, let µ be the following bilinear form for the abelian
group G := Z2:

µ : Z2 × Z2 → k×,
((a, b), (c, d)) 7→ XacY bdZad−bc.

We can now define (GFoam)3, the set of generating relations. Foreseeing the rewriting, we

decompose it as

(GFoam)3 = E3 ⊔ R3,

and write E and R the associated linear 3-sesquipolygraphs with (E)≤2 = (R)≤2 = (GFoamd)≤2.

4.1.1 Foams isotopies

Recall the convention that we omit objects: all the 3-cells below can be labelled by any object, as

long as the label is legal (Definition 4.1).

We define E as a scalar Gray polygraph, decomposing its 3-cells as

E3 = FGray3 ⊔ X3 ⊔ Z3.

Here FGray is the scalar 3-sesquipolygraph of (Z2, µ)-graded interchangers on (GFoamd)≤2 (see

Subsection 2.4.2). In other words:

FGray3 :=


α

β

µ(qdegα,qdeg β)

⇛
α

β

for all α, β ∈ (GFoam)∗2


Here we use the convention for scalar 3-sesquipolygraph already used in Subsection 2.1, writ-

ing the associated scalar on top of the arrow. The corresponding linear relation is the graded-

interchange law (4).
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The scalar 3-sesquipolygraph X has (X)≤2 = (GFoamd)≤2 and 3-cells

X3 :=



i j

⇛

i j i kj

⇛

i kj

for all

orientations

and i, j, k
distant colours

braid-like relations

j i

⇛

j i

j i
⇛

j i j

i

⇛ j

i

if j ̸= i, i+ 1

pitchfork relations dot slide


where we recall the terminology of Definition 4.3. The scalar associated to each 3-cell in X3 is 1;
hence we don’t write anything above the corresponding arrow.

The scalar 3-sesquipolygraph Z has (Z)≤2 = (GFoamd)≤2 and 3-cells

Z3 :=


i
⇛

i

i

X
⇛

i i

Z2

⇛
i

i Y Z2

⇛
i

zigzag relations


Note that the graded-interchange law, the braid-like relations, the pitchfork relations and the

zigzag relations encode a certain “braid-like pivotal” structure inGFoamd. This will be our mod-

ulo data (Subsection 4.3).

Topologically, these relations encode certain isotopies of singular surfaces called foam isotopies.

Definition 4.5 (Terminology). A 3-cell in E⊤ is called a foam isotopy, or simply an isotopy; ac-
cordingly, we shall say that two diagrams are isotopic if they are the source and target of a 3-cell in
E⊤.

The data of dots and strands in a given diagram is preserved under foam isotopies; that is, if

e : D0 → D1 is an isotopy, then there is a canonical bijection between the set of dots and strands

ofD0, with the set of dots and strands ofD1. The following statement is shown in Subsection 4.3:

Proposition 4.6 (coherence of foam isotopies). If two parallel morphisms in E⊤ define the same
bijection on dots and strands, then they have the same associated scalar.

Definition 4.7 (Terminology). Following on Definition 4.5, we say that two dots in a diagram are
isotopic if there exists an isotopic diagram in which the two dots are next to each other. Similarly, a
dot and a strand, or two strands, can be isotopic.

4.1.2 The graded-2-category of gl2-foams

Finally, we define the linear 3-sesquipolygraph R as (R)≤2 = (GFoamd)≤2 and 3-cells given in

Fig. 4.1.

Definition 4.8. The (G,µ)-graded-2-categoryGFoamd is the (G,µ)-graded-2-category presented
by the linear Gray polygraph GFoamd = E ⊔ R.
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i

dd
⇛ 0 i

i

dm
⇛ i+ 1

i

dot annihilation dot migration

ii + 1

bb⟲
⇛ 1 i

bb⟲
⇛ 0

i

bb⟳
⇛ Z

i
+XY Z i+ 1

counter-clockwise and clockwise bubble evaluations

i

nc
⇛

i

+

i
i+ 1 i

sq
⇛ Z−1

i+ 1 i

neck-cutting relation squeezing relation

Figure 4.1: 3-cells in R3. Recall the convention that we omit objects: all the 3-cells can be labelled

by any object, as long as the label is legal (Definition 4.1). In the last two cases, the wiggly lines

are only visual aids, and are not part of the data. Each 3-cell has its notation, depicted above the

arrow, so that R3 = {dd, dm, bb⟲, bb⟳, nc, sq}.

4.1.3 The basis theorem

We review the notion of a reduced family ([SV23]). As it will not be essential for us, we only give

a quick definition, and refer to [SV23, Section 2.5] for details.

Recall Remark 4.2. Given a foam F : W →W ′
, write sl(F ) the surface obtained by removing

its 2-facets. Similarly, given two parallel 1-morphismsW andW ′
in GFoamd, one can associate

a certain union of circles S1
denoted sl(W ⊔∂ W ′). Write π0(sl(W ⊔∂ W ′)) the set of connected

components in sl(W ⊔∂ W ′).
A foam F : W →W ′

is reduced if sl(F ) is a union of disks, with at most one dot on each disk.

Up to foam isotopies, a reduced foam is characterised by a subset δ ⊂ π0(∂sl(W ⊔∂ W ′)): a dot
lies on a disk D if and only if ∂D belongs to δ. In that case, we say that F is δ-dotted.

Definition 4.9. Let W and W ′ be two parallel 1-morphisms in GFoamd. A reduced family is a
family (Fδ)δ⊂π0(sl(W⊔∂W ′)), where Fδ : W →W ′ is a δ-dotted reduced foam.

Theorem 4.10 (Basis theorem for graded gl2-foams). LetW andW ′ be two parallel 1-morphisms
inGFoamd. Any reduced family defines a basis of the k-module HomGFoamd

(W,W ′).

4.2 A convergent presentation of graded gl2-foams

This section sets up the “working data” for the rewriting theory of graded gl2-foams. This is the

data (a), (b) and (c) as described in Subsection 3.6.1.

4.2.1 A linear Gray RSM for graded gl2-foams

Our rewriting approach to Theorem 4.10 is based on the following linear Gray RSM:

S := (R,E).
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The following is a restatement of Definition 4.8:

Lemma 4.11. The linear Gray RSM S := (R,E) presents the graded-2-categoryGFoamd.

We further define B, a linear sub-3-sesquipolygraph of R, with B≤2 := R≤2 and

B3 := {dd, dm, bb⟲, bb⟳}.

We write R := Cont(R), E := Cont(E) and B := Cont(B) the associated (family of) linear RSs,
and S := (R, E) the associated (family of) linear RSM.

Note that:

Lemma 4.12. The following are S-rewriting steps:

i

i

dm
⇛ i+ 1

i i i+ 1

sq
⇛ XY Z

i i+ 1

i

nc
⇛ XZ2

i

+ Y Z2

i

4.2.2 A context-dependent linear sub-system

The linear Gray RSM S is not terminating, and hence not suited for a reduction algorithm. For

instance, we have the following infinite sequence:

nc
⇛ +

nc
⇛ + +

nc
⇛ . . .

To avoid this obstruction to termination, we define a linear sub-system of S that prevents one from

applying a neck-cutting relation (nc) on two pieces of the same strand. Taking into account the

analogue obstruction for the squeezing relation (sq) leads to the following definition:

Definition 4.13. The (family of) linear RSM(s) T is the linear sub-system T ⊂ S (Definition 3.56)
such that for each r ∈ R3, Γ[r] ∈ T if and only if either r ∈ B, or r = nc (resp. sq) of colour i (resp.
(i, i+ 1)), and the two pieces of i-strands belong to distinct strands in Γ[r].

It is not hard to check that T is adapted, and hence is indeed a linear sub-system in the sense of

Definition 3.56; in fact, S is already adapted. Note that T is not of formCont(T) for some sub-Gray

RSM T ⊂ S.
The following lemma justifies why T is a suitable candidate to prove Theorem 4.10:

Lemma 4.14. A foam is a T+-normal form is and only if it is reduced. In particular, any choice of
foam isotopy representatives for BNFT+ is a reduced family.

The proof of Lemma 4.14 is given in [Sch24, Proposition 1.6.5]; in order to keep the focus on

the rewriting theory, we omit it here.

66



Given a foam F , we associate to F the following data (recall Definition 4.3):

#shi(F ) := number of i-shadings in the shading diagrammatics of F ,

#cli(F ) := number of closed i-strands in the string diagrammatics of F ,

#di(F ) := number of i-dots in F .

Each of these data defines a partial order on foams. Let ≻ be the lexicographic order induced by

these partial orders:

≻ := (#sh1, . . . ,#shd−1,#cl1, . . . ,#cld−1,#d1, . . . ,#dd).

By definition, ≻ is terminating.

Proposition 4.15. The preorder ≻ is strongly compatible (Definition 3.58) with T.

4.2.3 A basis for graded gl2-foams

The following is a corollary of the coherence of foam isotopies (Proposition 4.6):

Corollary 4.16. E⊤ is scalar-coherent on reduced foams.

Proof. One can check that a reduced foam, expressed in string diagrammatics, does not have any

closed strands (see [Sch24, Corollary 1.6.8]), nor isotopic dots with the same colour. Hence, foam

isotopies on reduced foams all induce the same bijection on dots and strands. The statement then

follows from Proposition 4.6.

We already know that ≻ is terminating and strongly compatible with T+ (Proposition 4.15)

and that E⊤
is scalar-coherent on monomial T-normal forms (Lemma 4.14 and Corollary 4.16). In

order to show Theorem 4.10 using the Basis-From-Convergence Theorem 3.36, it remains to

show the coherence of foam isotopies (Proposition 4.6)—this is done in Subsection 4.1.1—and to

check that, on one hand:

Lemma 4.17. The (family of) linear RSM(s) T and S present the same underlying (family of) mod-
ule(s).

and on the other hand, thanks to the Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43:

Proposition 4.18. Every monomial local T+-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Both statements are shown in Subsection 4.4.

4.3 Coherence of foam isotopies

Recall the terminology introduced in Definitions 4.3, 4.5 and 4.7 and the scalar 3-sesquipolygraphs

defined in Subsection 4.1.1. Let

E = FGray ⊔ X.

In this subsection, we prove the coherence of foam isotopies (Proposition 4.6) using the higher

Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.52) for the Gray RSM (Z,E). In that regard, the strategy of proof is

close to the one described for superadjunction in Subsection 1.2.
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We start by providing the analogous coherence result for the modulo data:

Lemma 4.19 (coherence of foam isotopies, except zigzag relations). If two parallel morphisms in
E
⊤
define the same bijection on dots and strands, then they have the same associated scalar.

Proof. Since µ is symmetric, the scalar of a relation in FGray⊤ only depends on how generating

2-cells vertically permute (see [SV23, Section 2.1], and also the coherence of interchangers in Gray

categories [Sch24, Appendix A]). In fact, it only depends on how generating 2-cells with a non-
trivial grading vertically permute. 3-cells in X⊤

have trivial associated scalar. While they do not

preserve the data of the set of generating 2-cells, they do preserve the data of the set of non-
trivially graded generating 2-cells. That is, if e : D0 → D1 is a 3-cell in X, there is a canonical

way to identify the non-trivially graded generating 2-cells ofD0 with those ofD1. In other words,

the permutation of non-trivially graded generating 2-cells is a well-defined data associated to any

3-cell in E
⊤
, and this data determines the associated scalar. Finally, we check that this permutation

data is itself determined by the bijection on dots and strands.

The modulo E
⊤
can be understood as encompassing a braided-like structure. Indeed, E

⊤
is

equivalently generated by the braided-like relations and the following 3-morphisms:

ij

⇛

ij
j

i

⇛
j

i
j

i

⇛

j

i

if |i− j| > 1 if |i− j| > 1 if j ̸= i, i+ 1

which capture the naturality of the braiding with respect to the cap, the cup and the dot. We say

“braided-like” to emphasize the restriction on the labels.

Recall that any Gray RSM has canonical interchange naturalities (Subsection 3.4.6). For (Z,E),
we further have the following braided-like naturalities:

Lemma 4.20 (braided-like E-naturalities). For any relation f : ψ0 → ψ1 in Z and i any colour
distant from ψ0 (see Definition 4.3), we have the following E-congruences:

...

...
ψ0
...

i

...

...
ψ1
...

i

...
ψ0
...

...

i

...
ψ1
...

...

i

...

...
f
...

...

...
f
...

...
f
...

...

...
f
...

...

...

...
ψ0
...

i

...

...
ψ1
...

i

...
ψ0
...

...

i

...
ψ1
...

...

i

...

...
f
...

...

...
f
...

...
f
...

...

...
f
...

...

Our next step is to upgrade our knowledge of E-naturalities to a general characterization of

E-congruence classes, leveraging our understanding of coherence in E:

Lemma 4.21 (characterization of E-congruence classes for Z). If (f, g) is a local Z-branching such
that f and g are of the same type with identical cup and cap, then (f, g) is E-scalar-congruent.
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Proof. Let [f, e, g] be a Z-local triple with f and g as in the statement of the lemma. Thanks to

coherence of the modulo (Lemma 4.19), we can choose the isotopy e : s(f) → s(g) such that each

step either does not overlap s(f), or consists of a braided-like E-naturality (Lemma 4.20). This

concludes.

With this characterization at hand, we can classify local Z-branchings and reduce scalar-

confluence to four explicit branchings, the critical branchings:

Lemma 4.22. Every local Z-branching is, up to branchwise E-congruence, either an independent
branching or a contextualization of one the following scalar-confluent branchings:

Y Z2

Y · Z2

Z2

Y · Y Z2

X

X · 1

1

X ·X

Proof. Let [f, e, g] = [Γf [rf ], e,Γf [rg]] be a Z-local triple, with rf , rg ∈ Z3. We wish to simplify

[f, e, g] by replacing it with a branchwise E-congruent branching using the characterization given

in Lemma 4.21. Given a cup ∪ and a cap ∩ belonging to the same strand S, we refer to a “strand

between the ∪ and ∩” to mean a strand crossing S on the piece of strand connecting ∪ to ∩.
Consider the cup and cap of s(rg), respectively denoted ∪g and ∩g , as sitting in s(f). They

necessarily belong to the same strand S, possibly with strands between∪g and∩g . Using isotopies
in E, we can slide these strands away, so that no strand lies between ∪g and ∩g . Moreover, we can

do so without adding strands between ∪f and ∩f , the cup and cap of s(rf ) (viewed as sitting in

s(f)). Thanks to the characterization given in Lemma 4.21, this does not change the branchwise

E-congruence class of [f, e, g].
If the cups and caps of s(rf ) and s(rg) are disjoint, we can further use interchanges tomove the

cup and cap of s(rg) one below the other, again without affecting s(rf ). This shows that [f, e, g]
is branchwise E-congruent to an independent Z-branching. If s(rf ) and s(rg) have precisely one

cap or one cup in common, we find the four critical branchings given in the lemma.

Moreover:

Lemma 4.23. Z terminates modulo E.

Proof. Z strictly diminishes the number of caps and cups, which is kept constant by E.

We now have all the ingredients to show Proposition 4.6:

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Using the higher Newmann’s lemma (Lemma 3.52), Lemma 4.22 and ter-

mination (Lemma 4.23), we conclude that Z is convergent E. Hence, Z⊤
is scalar-coherent modulo

E
⊤
(coherence modulo from convergence modulo; Proposition 3.8).

To show the proposition, it suffices to show that if a loop e in E⊤
defines the identity bijection

of dots and strands, then its associated scalar is one. Since Z⊤
is scalar-coherent modulo E

⊤
, we

can write e as e = g◦h◦g−1
with h in E

⊤
. We conclude using coherence of E

⊤
(Lemma 4.19).
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4.4 Analysis of monomial local branchings

We denote A := T \ B; that is, A consists of the rewriting step of type nc and sq which are in T.

We study of monomial local T+-branchings. It is roughly divided in three parts: both branches

are of type B (Proposition 4.26), one branch is of type B and the other is of type A (Lemma 4.35), and

both branches are of type A (Lemma 4.36). The general strategy (with some variations) is the one

described in Subsection 3.6.2: give naturalities of the modulo, characterize rewriting steps modulo,

and finally enumerate monomial local branchings.

Throughout we use the terminology of Definitions 4.3, 4.5 and 4.7.

4.4.1 Foam isotopy naturalities

Lemma 4.24 (braided-like E-naturalities). The relations in R3 ⊔ {dm, nc, sq} satisfy the same
braided-like naturalities as pictured in Lemma 4.20.

Proof. This follows from the fact that if i is distant from ψ0, then i is distant from ψ1 (using the

same notations as in Lemma 4.20). This is straightforward in most cases; we only detail type dm.

Let j be the colour of the migrating dot in ψ0. By assumption, the associated j-strand crosses an

i-strand, so that we have |i− j| > 1. In particular j + 1 ̸= i, i + 1 and the (j + 1)-dot can still

slide through the i-strand once it has migrated.

For f : ψ0 → ψ1 a 3-cell in R3 ⊔ {dm, nc, sq}, we write f

:

ψ0 → ψ1

the 3-cell obtained by

rotating each diagram by a half-turn. Most 3-cells rotate to themselves, except for dm (resp. dm),

which rotate to dm (resp. dm).

Lemma 4.25 (pivotal E-naturalities). Let f : ψ0 → ψ1 be a 3-cell in R3 ⊔ {dm, nc, sq}. Then the
following squares commute:

... ...
ψ0
... ...

... ...
ψ1
... ...

... ...

ψ0

... ...

... ...

ψ1

... ...

... ...
f
... ...

... ...
f
... ...

... ...

f

... ...

... ...

f

... ...

... ...
ψ0
... ...

... ...
ψ1
... ...

... ...

ψ0

... ...

... ...

ψ1

... ...

... ...
f
... ...

... ...
f
... ...

... ...

f

... ...

... ...

f

... ...

Proof. The statement is trivial for types dd, bb⟲ and bb⟳, and follows from graded interchange

for types dm. For types nc and sq, it comes down to the following computations:

∼E XY ∼E XY

∼E ∼E

This also implies the lemma for the overlined types dm, nc and sq, using coherence of E.
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4.4.2 Confluence of monomial local B+-branchings

We begin our study of confluence with positive branchings in the context-agnostic linear sub-

system B ⊂ T, which derives from a linear Gray RSM: B = Cont(B). In fact, we show that in that

case, confluences can also be taken in B:

Proposition 4.26. Every monomial local B+-branching is ≻-tamely Bst-congruent.

Note that since≻ is strongly compatible with T (Proposition 4.15), it is also strongly compatible

with B. As a preliminary step, we give a topological characterization of E-congruence classes:

Lemma 4.27 (characterization of E-congruence classes for B). Let (f, g) be a monomial local B+-
branching, with f and g of the same type. The following holds:

(a) type dd: (f, g) is E-congruent;

(b) type dm: If f and g have isotopic i-dot and i-strand, then (f, g) is E-congruent;

(c) type bb⟲ and bb⟳: If f and g have isotopic i-strand, then (f, g) is E-congruent.

We call the data associated to each type its combinatorial data, and say that this combinatorial data
characterizes the E-congruence class of the type.

Proof. Denote ψ the local picture of the rewriting step f ; that is, ψ = s(r) for r ∈ B and f = Γ[r]
for some context Γ. In each type, we use coherence of E (Proposition 4.6) to present the isotopy e
as a composition of E-naturalities, as described in Lemma 4.24 and Lemma 4.25:

(a) Trivial, since both f and g rewrites to zero.

(b) Through the isotopy e, the i-dot starts and ends next to the i-strand. Hence, we can choose

e such that the i-dot always remains next to the i-strands. In that case, the only isotopies

that overlap ψ are braided-like naturalities.

(c) Given that the bubble ψ starts and ends without any strand crossing it, we can choose the

isotopy e such D always crosses strands “at once”. In that case, the only isotopies that

overlap ψ are braided-like isotopies.

As B is context-agnostic, the case of independent B+
-branchings comes for free (Lemma 3.65):

Lemma 4.28. Each independent B+-branchings is ≻-tamely Bst-congruent.

We can now prove the proposition:

Proof of Proposition 4.26. We use the Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19 and the fact

that independent B+
-branchings are≻-tamely Bst

-congruent (Lemma 4.28) without further men-

tion.

Let [f, e, g] be a monomial B-local triple. If f and g are of type dd, bb⟲ or bb⟳ (not neces-

sarily both of the same type), then either they have the same combinatorial data and hence are

E-congruent, or their combinatorial data are disjoint. We can isotope them away from each other,

and [f, e, g] is branchwise E-congruent to an independent branching. A similar argument applies

if f is of type dm and g is of type bb⟲.
Assume f is of type dm and g is of type dd. If their combinatorial data are disjoint, [f, e, g] is

branchwise E-congruent to an independent branching. Otherwise, they share the data of an i-dot.
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In that case, [f, e, g] is E-congruent to a contextualization of the following local B+
-branching,

shown to be B+
-confluent:

0dm dm dd

dd

It follows from the Contextualization Lemma 3.62 that [f, e, g] is ≻-tamely B-confluent.
Assume finally that f is of type dm and g is of type bb⟳. A similar reasoning reduces the

statement to the following B+
-confluence:

Y Z
(
Z + XY Z

)
Y Z2

Y Z Y Z
(
Z + XY Z

)
XZ2

dm bb⟳ dd

bb⟳ dd

This concludes.

Finally, it follows from the Tamed Linear Newmann’s Lemma 3.43 that:

Corollary 4.29. B+ is convergent.

A bubble is an endomorphism of an identity 1-morphism, possibly viewed inside a bigger

diagram. One can check (see [Sch24, Lemma 1.6.7]) that any bubble can be “evaluated” using

B+
-rewriting steps, in the sense that it rewrites into a sum of diagrams, each consisting only of

dots. Proposition 4.26 shows that this evaluation is uniquely defined up to E-congruence, so that

we can speak of the B+
-rewriting sequence evaluating a bubble:

Definition 4.30. For each bubble ϕ, its bubble evaluation is theB+-rewriting sequence, well-defined
up to E-congruence, which rewrites ϕ into a sum of dots:

bb∗ : ϕ
∗−→B

∑
dots.

A B-rewriting sequence defined as a contextualized bb∗ is said to be of type bb∗.

4.4.3 Characterizing neck-cutting and squeezing relation up to B-confluence

In order to study rewriting steps of type nc and sq, we would like to give a topological character-

ization of their E-congruence classes akin to the one given for B in Lemma 4.27. In fact, it will be

easier to characterize their branchwise B+
-confluence classes.

Proposition 4.31 (characterization of branchwise B-confluence classes for nc and sq). Let (f, g)
be a monomial local S+-branching with f and g of type nc and label i (resp. of type sq and label
(i, i+ 1)). If f and g apply to the same i-strand(s), then (f, g) is B+-confluent.

We call the data of the i-strand(s) the combinatorial data of type nc (resp. sq), and say that it

characterizes their B+
-confluence class. Before proving Proposition 4.31, we show the following

elementary B+
-confluences:
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Lemma 4.32 (spatial-like B+
-confluence). The following branchings are B+-confluent, where ϕ is

an arbitrary bubble and the dotted wiggly line denotes either a neck-cutting or a squeezing relation:

i

ϕ

i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

i+ 1 i

ϕ

Proof. We shall see that in each case, it suffices to evaluate the bubble ϕ (see Definition 4.30) and

apply some additional dot migrations to achieve B+
-confluence. Denote

bb∗ : ϕ
∗−→B

∑
δ

δ

the bubble evaluation of ϕ. Denote by δ a generic union of dots appearing in this bubble evaluation.
Consider the first branching. We compare

i

δ

+

i

δ

with

i δ

+

i δ

.

If δ only consists of j-dots with j ̸= i, i+1, then δ can slide from top to bottom, without additional

scalar. If δ contains at least two j-dots with j = i, i+ 1, then both sides rewrite to zero, possibly

migrating an i-dot into a (i+1)-dot first. Finally, If δ contains exactly one j-dot with j = i, i+1,
then both sides rewrites to a single diagram consisting of a (i+1)-dot on top and a (i+1)-dot on
the bottom (again using dot migrations).

The other branchings are treated similarly. For the second and fourth branchings, one can use

dot migrations to rewrite i- and (i+1)-dots into (i+2)-dots, allowing them to cross the i-strands.
For the third branching, the fact that a dot cannot sit on a shaded region (for certain labels, see

Remark 4.2) prevents (i + 1)- and (i + 2)-dots, and i-dots can be treated as before, sliding then

first across the (i+ 1)-strand.

We can now prove the proposition:

Proof of Proposition 4.31. Let [f, e, g] a local triple as in the proposition. Since B+
is convergent

(Corollary 4.29), it suffices to show that [f, e, g] is B-congruent. As in Lemma 4.27, denote ψ the

local picture of the rewriting step f . That is, ψ = s(nc) is two vertical pieces of i-strands (resp.
ψ = s(sq) is four vertical pieces of strands), with f = Γ[nc] (resp. f = Γ[sq]) for some context Γ.
The main idea is to treat ψ as an extra formal generator, performing only isotopies independent

of ψ, or E-naturalities and B-confluences as described in Lemma 4.24 (braided-like E-naturalities),
Lemma 4.25 (pivotal E-naturalities), and Lemma 4.32 (spatial-like B+

-confluences). This does not

change whether [f, e, g] is B-congruent, thanks to the Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma

3.19.
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We describe the procedure in more details for type nc; the type sq is analogous. An example

is given below, picturing only the two i-strands and some bubble ϕ:

ϕ ∼E
ϕ

⇝
ϕ

First, wemove the two i-strands in s(f) closer to one another, so that they remain parallel through-

out, except possibly close to their endpoints. This procedure may require evaluating bubbles (Def-

inition 4.30). Doing so does not affect what we need to demonstrate, thanks to the Independent

Rewriting Lemma 3.67.

Then, ψ can be slid along the two parallel i-strands using pivotal E-naturalities (Lemma 4.25).

Doing so, it may cross distant strands or bubbles: both go through thanks to braided-like E-natu-
ralities (Lemma 4.24) and spatial-like B+

-confluences (Lemma 4.32). Applying the same procedure

to s(g) eventually leads to the same diagram, up to isotopies independent of ψ.

Lemma 4.33. Every monomial (S \ T)+-rewriting step is E-congruent to a B-congruence.

Proof. By Proposition 4.31, amonomial (S\T)+-rewriting step f of type nc is branchwiseB+
-conf-

luent to a rewriting step which, up to contextualization, has the following form:

nc
⇛ +

which is readily seen to be B+
-confluent. The Contextualization Lemma 3.62 together with the

Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19 implies that f is≻-tamely Bst
-congruent. A simi-

lar argument holds for (S \ T)+-rewriting step of type sq, reducing the argument to the following

rewriting step, readily seen to be B+
-confluent (see e.g. [SV23, Lemma 2.24]):

i+ 1 i

sq
⇛ Z−1

i+ 1 i

This concludes.

As a direct corollary, we have that T and S present the same underlying module (Lemma 4.17).

Moreover:

Lemma 4.34. Every independent local T+-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.66.

4.4.4 Confluence of monomial local (A+, B+)-branchings

Recall the notation A = T \ B. We use the terminology (A+, B+)-branching to refer to a branching

which has one branch in A+ and the other in B+.

Lemma 4.35. Every monomial local (A+, B+)-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.
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Proof. Throughout we use that independent local T+-branchings are ≻-tamely Tst-congruent

(Lemma 4.34) without further mention. We also stop explicitly mentioning the Branchwise

Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19.

Let [f, e, g] be a monomial (A+, B+)-local triple. As a result of the characterization of B
(Lemma 4.27) and the characterization of {nc, sq} (Proposition 4.31), we can freely choose the

combinatorial representatives of f and g. For instance, if f and g have distinct combinatorial data

then we can choose the combinatorial representatives of f and g so that [f, e, g] is an independent

branching and hence ≻-tamely Tst-congruent. In particular, if g is of type dd then [f, e, g] is au-
tomatically ≻-tamely Tst-congruent. A similar reasoning applies if g is of type dm, choosing to

apply the dot migration away from where the neck-cutting or the squeezing relation happens.

Assume that f is of type nc and g is of type bb⟲, such that the strand in its combinatorial data

(call it s1) is one of the two i-strands in the combinatorial data of f (call them s1 and s2). The fact
that s1 is closed forces s := s1 = s2, so that f is in fact not a T+-rewriting step to start with. If

instead g is of type bb⟳ sharing part of its combinatorial data with f , then [f, e, g] is branchwise
≻-tamely Tst-congruent to a contextualization of the T+-confluent branching pictured in Fig. 4.2.

Since the given T+-confluence is in B, the Contextualization Lemma 3.62 applies.

Z + XY Z (1 +XY )Z

+ (1 +XY )Z

bb⟳ dm

nc dm

Figure 4.2: Critical branching between types B and type nc.

Similar arguments can be given if f is of type sq and g is of type bb⟲ (resp. bb⟳), showing
that [f, e, g] is branchwise ≻-tamely Tst-congruent to a contextualization of the T+-confluent

branching pictured in Fig. 4.3. In that case however, the T+-confluences are not in B, and more

care is needed to apply theContextualization Lemma 3.62; in fact, it does not apply to the first of
the two critical branchings in Fig. 4.3. One can give yet another critical branching to deal with this

case. Instead, we describe another argument that does not require further computation and works

for all critical branchings. This argument is essentially the same argument as used in Lemma 3.66.

Note that each confluence in Fig. 4.2 and Fig. 4.3 contains at most one A+-rewriting step; called

it r. Assume that for some context Γ, one of these confluences fails to verify the hypothesis of the
Contextualization Lemma 3.62. That means that Γ[r] is not in A, and hence by Lemma 4.33,

[f, e, g] is B-congruent. We conclude that [f, e, g] is B+
-confluent, thanks to the convergence of

B (Corollary 4.29).

4.4.5 Confluence of monomial local A+-branchings

Lemma 4.36. Every monomial local A+-branching is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Proof. In what follows, we use that independent local T+-branchings are≻-tamely Tst-congruent

(Lemma 4.34), the Branchwise Tamed Congruence Lemma 3.19 and the Contextualization
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Z +XY Z Z + Z +XY Z +XY Z

i

i+ 1

Z +XY Z +XY Z

Z−1 Z +XY Z +XY Z + Z

bb⟳

nc

{dm,dd}

sq

bb∗⟳

dd

Z + XY Z

Z + XY Z

Z−1 XZ−1

bb⟳ dm

sq
nc

Figure 4.3: Critical branchings between types B and type sq.
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Lemma 3.62 without explicit mentions.

Let [f, e, g] be a monomial A+-local triple. As in the proof of Lemma 4.35, the characterization

of {nc, sq} Proposition 4.31 implies that we can freely choose the combinatorial representatives

of f and g.
Contrary to the proof of Lemma 4.35 however, even if f and g have distinct combinatorial

data, there may not exist combinatorial representatives for which f and g are independent. On

the other hand, we shall see that in most cases, we can choose the combinatorial representatives of

f and g such that [f, e, g] rewrites into an independent branching, in the sense of Subsection 3.5.5.

Only two cases will not follow this scheme: they are the critical branchings given in Fig. 4.4.

Consider first the case where both f and g are of type nc. If their respective colour are i
and j, we can assume that either j = i or j = i + 1 (otherwise, we can choose combinatorial

representatives such that [f, e, g] is an independent branching). In these cases, we can choose

combinatorial representatives such that [f, e, g] = Γ[f ′, e′, g′] for some context Γ and [f ′, e′, g′] is
encoded in the diagram on the left-hand side below (the two wiggly lines encode f and g):

i j i

nc∗−→
∑

suitable

dots

i

If j = i, then Γ[f ′, e′, g′] rewrites via two neck-cuttings into a linear combination of branchings

Γ[f ′′, e′′, g′′]with f ′′ and g′′ associated to the same combinatorial data, as pictured in the schematic

on the right-hand side above (we only picture the i-strands, leaving the dots implicit). If Γ does

not connect any of the i-strands involved, then all monomial rewriting steps involved are in T,

and we can apply the Independent Rewriting Lemma 3.67. Otherwise, it means that only one,

or none, neck-cutting is necessary to get to the same situation, and the Independent Rewriting

Lemma 3.67 is still applicable. In any case, [f, e, g] is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

If j = i + 1, the T+-confluence of [f ′, e′, g′] is the first critical branching pictured in Fig. 4.4.

As this confluence only uses one rewriting step of type A, we conclude as in Lemma 4.35 that

[f, e, g] = Γ[f ′, e′, g′] is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Consider now the case where f is of type sq and g is of type nc. Denote (i, i+ 1) and j their
respective colour. As before, we can assume that j = i − 1, i, i + 1 or i + 2. Then, up to choice

of combinatorial representatives and vertical symmetry, [f, e, g] is equal to Γ[f ′, e′, g′] for some

context Γ and [f ′, e′, g′] as pictured below:

i j i+ 1

If j = i+ 2, we can further isotope the branching to get an independent branching. If j = i or if
j = i+ 1, we can rewrite it using neck-cuttings and conclude similarly as above.

The last case j = i − 1 leads to the second critical branching pictured in Fig. 4.4. Note that

flipping everything vertically leads to the same critical branching because j and i+ 1 are distant

colours. The confluence uses two rewriting steps of type A, one of type sq and the other of type nc;
we refer to them simply as “sq” and “nc”. If Γ[“sq”] does not belong to T, then f does not belong to
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T either; hence if [f, e, g] = Γ[f ′, e′, g′] is a T+-branching, Γ[“sq”] necessarily belong to T. On the

other hand, if Γ[“nc”] does not belong to T, we can replace it with a B+
-confluence. We conclude

that [f, e, g] is ≻-tamely Tst-congruent.

Finally, consider the case where both f and g are of type sq, with respective colours (i, i+ 1)
and (j, j + 1). Without loss of generality we can assume that j ≥ i, and furthermore that either

j = i, j = i+1 or j = i+2. Each case will allow different choices of combinatorial representatives.

To help the exposition, we fix the positions of the i and (i + 1)-strands associated to f , simply

called the i- and (i + 1)-strands below, and discuss how the j- and (j + 1)-strands associated
to g, simply called the j- and (j + 1)-strands below, can be isotoped with regard to the i- and
(i+ 1)-strands.

If j = i + 2, then j is adjacent to i + 1. In particular, the two j-strands cannot be isotoped
through the (i+ 1)-strands. As there exists an isotopy joining the j and (j + 1)-strands, the four
strands must lie on one side of the (i + 1)-strands (at least partially for the (j + 1)-strands), as
pictured in the following schematic (replacing wiggly lines with straight lines to avoid clutter):

i

i+ 1

j

j + 1

On the side where the j-strands are, there is one i-strand. Given that i is distant from j and j+1, it
can be isotoped through the j and (j+1)-strands. In that way, [f, e, g] is branchwise E-congruent
to an independent branching.

If j = i+ 1, then the (i+ 1)-strands and (j + 1)-strands cannot intersect. This leads to three
possible schematics, up to symmetries:

nc−→

In the first schematic, one of the (i + 1)-strands coincides with one of the j-strands. The first

two schematic are independent branchings on the nose. The last one rewrites into an independent

branching, as pictured.

Finally, if j = i, either have the (i + 1)-strands and (j + 1)-strands do not intersect, or

they coincide. Below we only picture the two schematics for which rewriting the branching is

necessary:

nc−→ nc−→

This concludes.
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i+ 1 i

+ (X + Y )Z i+ 2

XZ2 + Y Z2 (X + Y )Z

nc dm

nc sq·dm

XZ2 + Y Z2

i i− 1i+ 1

XZ2 + Y Z2

Z−1 Z

nc

dm

dm

dm∗

sq

sq

nc

Figure 4.4: Critical branchings in types {nc, sq}
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4.5 Addendum: another deformation of gl2-foams

In this addendum, we use our rewriting approach to classify “deformations” of gl2-foams, leading

to a variantGFoam′
d ofGFoamd satisfying the same basis theorem (Theorem 4.10).

The structure of graded-2-category on GFoamd is already somehow universal. Indeed, the

abelian group Z2
is isomorphic to the abelian group presented by generators D,∪L,∪R,∩L,∩R

and relations

∩R + ∪R = 0

∩L + ∪L = 0

∪R + ∩L +D = 0

∪L + ∩R = D

∪L + ∪R + ∩L + ∩R = 0

obtained from taking the “abelianization” of the defining local relations of GFoamd. Hence, if

we assume that the grading is independent on the colours of the generators, then the Z2
-grading

on GFoamd is the most general one. Moreover, a symmetric bilinear map µ : Z2 × Z2 → k× is

determined by its values on the generators of Z2 × Z2
, with relations:

µ((1, 0), (1, 0))2 = µ((0, 1), (0, 1))2 = 1 and µ((1, 0), (0, 1))µ((0, 1), (1, 0)) = 1.

This gives the parameters X , Y and Z .
Let us now look how the defining relations could be deformed. For simplicity, we assume

that the braid-like relations, pitchfork relations and dot slide (i.e. relations captured by X) remain

scalar-free. Up to normalization, we can further assume that the scalars of the zigzag relations, the

dot migration (dm) and the evaluation of counter-clockwise bubble (bb⟲) keep the same scalars.

Going over all the critical branchings, one finds exactly one extra possibility where nc remains

as it is, and we have:

i
= XY Z i + Z i+ 1

i+ 1 i

= XY Z−1

i+ 1 i

This defines an a priori distinct (Z2, µ)-graded-2-category GFoam′
d. Renormalizing the right-

ward cap, we can also defineGFoam′
d by only modifying the zigzag relations as follows:

i

=
i

i
= X

i i
= XY Z2

i

i

= XZ2
i

This other graded deformation ([Sch24, Definition 6.6.9]) verifies the same basis theorem (Theo-

rem 4.10), by exactly the same rewriting proof. In particular, it verifies the same categorification

theorem [SV23, Theorem 2.29].

Remark 4.37. As noted in [SV23, Remark 3.24], GFoamd defines “type X” odd Khovanov ho-

mology, while GFoam′
d defines “type Y” odd Khovanov homology, although these two variants

are isomorphic. The existence of these variants is explained by so-called “ladybug squares”, cer-

tain squares in the hypercube that compose to zero. Interestingly, the same ladybug squares are at

the heart of Khovanov homotopy type [LS14a], a stable homotopy refinement of Khovanov homol-

ogy. Most of the refinement is canonical, except on ladybug squares, for which a choice has to be

made. This failure of canonicity is what allows Khovanov homotopy type to be a strictly stronger

invariant than Khovanov homology [LS14b; See12].
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