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ABSTRACT. In previous work, we used an co-categorical version of ultraproducts to show
that, for a fixed height n, the symmetric monoidal co-categories of En p-local spectra are
asymptotically algebraic in the prime p. In this paper, we prove the analogous result for
the symmetric monoidal co-categories of Kj(n)-local spectra, where Kp(n) is Morava
K-theory at height n and the prime p. This requires co-categorical tools suitable for
working with compactly generated symmetric monoidal co-categories with non-compact
unit. The equivalences that we produce here are compatible with the equivalences for
the E, p-local co-categories.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Chromatic homotopy theory describes how the stable homotopy category can be built
out of irreducible building blocks depending on a prime p and a height n called the K(n)-
local categories. These categories have peculiar categorical properties that are not visible
in the global context of the stable homotopy category. In particular, the K(n)-local cat-
egory inherits a symmetric monoidal structure from the stable homotopy category whose
invariants, such as Picard groups, have been an active area of research. When n is fixed
and p increases, the K (n)-local category simplifies in various ways. For instance, the Picard
groups are purely algebraic [Pst18] and certain spectral sequences grow sparser leading to
controllable calculations and the capacity to construct basic spectra.

In [BSS17], we categorify a similar simplification for the E,-local categories Sp,, ,,. This is
accomplished by introducing an algebraic analogue of Sp,, ,, called Fr;, ;,, and by constructing
an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories

Pic Pic

(1.1) I, sewp =11, Fros

where F is a non-principal ultrafilter on the set of prime numbers and H?C denotes the
Pic-generated protoproduct of [BSS17, Section 3]. This equivalence allows one to move
certain results in Fr, , to Sp,, , for large enough primes as shown in [BSS17, Section 6]. For
the purpose of applications, it is important to have a K (n)-local version of the equivalence
above and to understand how it relates to the F,-local equivalence. That is the purpose of
the current paper, which may be viewed as a sequel to [BSS17].

In this paper, we build a monochromatic analogue of Fry, ,, called FA‘rn,p, and extend the
Pic-generated protoproduct construction to include the K (n)-local categories gl\)np and the

categories Fry, ;.

Theorem 1.2. There is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories

Pic~ Pic ~
H]: Sp"’l’ = H]: Frn’p'

In particular, this induces an equivalence of Picard co-groupoids

Pic_~ Pic ~
Pic(HF Sp,,.p) = Pic(Hf Fr,, ).

Moreover, in Theorem 4.28, we relate these Picard oco-groupoids to the ultraproduct of
the Picard groups of the K (n)-local categories at a nonprincipal ultrafilter.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is not purely formal primarily because the K (n)-local category
é?)n,p behaves, in many ways, quite differently than the E,-local category. In particular, it
is a naturally occurring example of a symmetric monoidal compactly generated oo-category
in which the unit is not compact. This leads to real difficulties that must be surmounted in
order to produce a well-behaved Pic-generated protoproduct.

The construction of the Pic-generated protoproduct in [BSS17] requires that the invertible
objects in the input co-categories are compact. This is not true in éf)nyp or PA‘rn,p. We define
a notion of the Pic-generated protoproduct that does not require the invertible objects to
be compact. In general, this construction produces non-unital symmetric monoidal oco-
categories. To address this issue in our situation, we make use of the fact that the units in
gl\)n,p and ﬁnm can be built from compact objects uniformly in the prime. In this way we
obtain the symmetric mondoial co-categories in the equivalence of Theorem 1.2.
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The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the same steps as the proof of the main theorem in
[BSS17]. The first step was to produce equivalences

b b
(1.3) HI Mod o =~ H; Mod -,

and the second step was to deduce the main theorem by descent along these equivalences.

From the point of view of local duality contexts [BHV18b], the K (n)-local category can be
realized as a torsion subcategory in the E(n)-local category. Thus, to get the monochromatic
analogue of the equivalence (1.3), we restrict it to an equivalence between suitable torsion
subcategories. For a more detailed explanation, see the next section.

Acknowledgements. It is a pleasure to thank Rune Haugseng for helpful conversations.

2. MAIN THEOREM AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

2.1. The main theorem. The goal of this paper is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. For any non-principal ultrafilter F on P, there is a symmetric monoidal
equivalence of compactly generated Q-linear stable co-categories

PIC/\ Pic A
II Spop =11,

The notation in the statement of the theorem requires explanation. The oo-category
Sp,,, is the K(n)-local category, which can be constructed as the localization of Sp,, ,

by the E, ,-localization of a type n complex. Analogously, the oo-category ].E\‘rn,p is the
localization of Fr,, , at (Epp)«/Inp (see Section 4.1 of [BSS17] for a discussion of the -
operator and formality) and Fr,, , is the underlying oco-category of the category of quasi-
periodic complexes of comodules over (m Ey, p, To(En pAEy p)) periodized with respect to the
comodule 73 F,, ;,. The Pic-generated protoproduct is a generalization of the Pic-generated
protoproduct of [BSS17] to symmetric monoidal compactly generated co-categories in which
the unit is not necessarily compact.

In [BSS17, Section 3], we introduce the notion of a protoproduct of compactly generated
oo-categories. The protoproduct takes in a collection of compactly generated co-categories
equipped with a filtration on the subcategory of compact objects and produces a compactly
generated oo-category. The Pic-generated protoproduct of [BSS17, Section 3] is the special
case where the kth stage in the filtration consists of compact objects that can be built out of
at most k elements in the Picard group of the co-category. Since the unit is assumed to be
compact in [BSS17], the unit is contained in every filtration degree and the Pic-generated
ultraproduct is symmetric monoidal by construction. In this paper, we are concerned with
Spn pand Frn .p» Which are symmetric monoidal compactly generated oco-categories with non-
compact unit. However, intuition suggests that the Pic-generated protoproduct of these oo-
categories should still be symmetric monoidal: the units in these co-categories can be built
out of compact objects in a prime-independent way. A large part of the work in Section 4
goes towards proving that the oco-categories are also unital.

2.2. Leitfaden for the proof and conventions. The next diagram summarizes the var-
ious steps in the proof of Theorem 2.1:
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.l;icél\)n,p(—> Tot H?Cm(E%;H) —~ > Tot H;m(a@z)ﬂ) — = > Tot H; Mod!rs

(BR5TY
[
‘ ~
: Hi‘lc Spn"p(—> Tot H?_— NIOd(Eg);H) e TOt(Hg_. MOd(E§;+1))tors
[
1~ l” l~ ~
[ .
[ ;m Fr,, & Tot H; Mod(Egz)H)* — Tot(HbF Mod(Egﬁl)*)tors
[
[

| / -

;icf‘rn’p(—> Tot H?CMO\d(Ag;)JrI) —= > Tot H;_—l\//l-o\d(Agoerl) — = > Tot H?_— l\/lodzgg);j»l)*

In this diagram:

e E, , is Morava E-theory at height n and the prime p and K,(n) denotes the corre-
sponding Morava K-theory spectrum. Implicitly in this notation is the choice of the
Honda formal group law over F,». By the Goerss-Hopkins—Miller theorem, E, ,
has a canonical structure as a K,(n)-local Es-ring spectrum.

o A, ,=P((E,p)oEn,yp)is the commutative algebra object in the symmetric monoidal
oo-category Fr,, ,, studied in [BSS17, Section 5.3].

o Mod (BS3) denotes the symmetric monoidal co-category of modules over Ly (n) (Ef?f))
in é;)n’p, see Section 3.3 for a more precise definition.

° m( A2) denotes the symmetric monoidal co-category of modules over the com-
pletion of A% as an object in ]F/‘\rn’p.

e Torsion objects in this context refers to torsion objects in the sense of local duality
contexts [BHV18b], and the corresponding categories of torsion objects are indicated
by a superscript “tors”.

e The protoproduct of the form H_};-ic is a generalization of the Pic-protoproduct of
[BSS17, Section 3.5] to the co-categories of interest in this paper. Its construction
and properties are given in more detail in Section 4.

e Similarly to the Pic-protoproduct, the protoproduct of the form Hb}- is a generaliza-
tion of the cell-protoproduct of [BSS17, Section 3.5] to the oo-categories of interest
in this paper.

The equivalences in the top (topological) and bottom (algebraic) part of the diagram are
established in parallel, so we will only comment on the former:

e The symmetric monoidal equivalence

Pic_—— N b —
Tot H}_ Mod(Eg;’H) — Tot H]__Mod(Eg?;ﬂ)

uses the Picard group computation of Mod E,., together with a cosimplicial detection
result proved in [BSS17], see Corollary 5.4.
e The symmetric monoidal equivalence
Tot H;M/\M(Eg.pﬂ) 5 Tot H; Mod(i8. 1)
follows from applying the protoproduct construction to the local duality equivalence
of Proposition 3.11, following [BHV18b].
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e The symmetric monoidal equivalence
Tot Hi__ Modz(gé;ﬂ) — Tot(HbF MOd(Eg;H))tOrS
follows from our study of torsion objects in protoproducts in Section 4.4.
In order to finish the proof, we need to relate the topological and algebraic sides of the
diagram. This is achieved in two steps:
e By Section 5.3, there is a symmetric monoidal equivalence

b ~ b ors
TOt(H]__ MOd(Eg;)H))mrs — TOt(H]__ Mod(E%@;)H)* ytors,
e By making use of the uniform descent results described in [BSS17, Sections 5.1 and
5.2], Corollary 5.4 provides equivalences

Pic ~

. Pic_——
H]: Spmp ~ Loc Pic Tot Hf Mod(EV%H)

and
Pic ~ . Pic——
Hf Fr,, , ~ Loc Pic Tot H]: Mod 4get1y.
Since each of these equivalences is symmetric monoidal and colimit preserving, there
is an induced equivalence

HPic§\ ~ PiCF/‘\
T F
F pn,p F n,p

The commutativity of the diagram is established in Section 5.4. In particular, this implies
that the equivalence produced here is compatible with the equivalence in the main theorem
of [BSS17]. Finally, we describe some further conventions used throughout the paper:

o We write P for the set of prime numbers.

o We write Hom for mapping spectra in stable co-categories.

e The oco-category of commutative monoids in a symmetric monoidal co-category C
will be denoted by CAlg(C) and we refer to its objects as commutative algebras in
C. For C = Sp equipped with its natural symmetric monoidal structure, we usually
say Eoo-ring spectrum or E..-ring instead of commutative algebra.

e Let Pr¥ be the co-category of presentable co-categories and left adjoint functors, and
let Cat% denote the co-category of compactly generated oco-categories and colimit
preserving maps that preserve compact objects.

e Given two co-categories, C and D, let Fun® (C,D) be the oco-category of colimit
preserving functors from C to D.

e A presentable symmetric monoidal oo-category C = (C,®) is called presentably
symmetric monoidal if C € CAlg(Pr”).

e A compactly generated symmetric monoidal oco-category is an object in CAlg(Cat<)
and a symmetric oidal co-category is an object in Alggn. (Cat¥,), where EXY is the
non-unital version of the E,-operad (See [Lur, Section 5.4.4]).

e If C is a presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-category and A is a commutative
algebra in C, then Mod 4 (C) denotes the stable oo-category of modules over A in C.
In the case C = Sp, we will write Mod 4 instead of Mod 4(C) for simplicity. Similarly,
we write CAlg4(C) for the co-category of commutative A-algebras in C and omit
the oo-category C when it is clear from context and in particular whenever C = Sp.

e A module M over a commutative ring R is said to be I-torsion for an ideal I C R
if any element m € M is annihilated by a power of 1.
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3. TORSION AND COMPLETION

In this section, we collect some material on categories of torsion and complete objects; in
order to develop the theory for the algebraic and topological sides in parallel, we formulate
our results in general terms.

3.1. The context. Throughout this section, suppose C = (C,®, 1¢) is a presentably sym-
metric monoidal stable co-category which is compactly generated by its invertible objects.
In particular, this implies that the dualizable objects in C can be identifies with the compact
objects in C. Let F' € C¥ be a compact object. We will sometimes refer to the pair (C, F)
as a local duality context.

Given a pair (C, F) as above, consider the localizing ideal Loc® (F) in C generated by F,
which coincides with the localizing subcategory of C generated by F ®Pic(C). The canonical
inclusion of Loc® (F) into C admits a right adjoint 'z by the adjoint functor theorem. The
symmetric monoidal product on C restricts to a symmetric monoidal product on Loc®(F)
whose unit is given by I'r1. Furthermore, write Lx: C — C for the Bousfield localization
functor associated to X given by inverting the (X ® —)-equivalences. We define the oo-
category C. x = LxC of X-complete objects in C as the essential image of Lx; if no confusion
is likely to arise, we will also omit the subscript X from the notation and write C for C. X-

Example 3.1. Given a nonnegative integer n and a prime p, an example of a local duality
context is given by the F,, ,-local category Sp,, , with ' = Lg,  F(n,p) for some finite type

n spectrum F(n,p). In this case, Ly is equivalent to K,(n)-localization and C= gl\)n,p is
the category of K,(n)-local spectra.

The next result summarizes the key features of local duality contexts that we will use
throughout this paper; for the proofs, see [HPS97] and [BHV18b].

Proposition 3.2. The following holds for a local duality context (C, F) as defined above:

(1) The category Cisa presentable stable co-category compactly generated by F @Pic(C).
Furthermore, the canonical inclusion functor C—Cis fully faithful and preserves
limits and compact objects, while colimits in C are computed by applying Ly to the
corresponding colimit in C.

(2) The localized monoidal structure —&— = Lp(— ® —) equips C with the structure
of a presentably symmetric monoidal co-category with unit Lple. Moreover, if
X € Thick?(F), the thick tensor ideal, then LpX ~ X, so XQY ~ X Q@Y for all
Y eC.

(3) The co-groupoid Ly Pic(C) C Pic(C) generates C. In particular, C = LocPic(C).

(4) The compact objects in C consist of the thick subcategory Thick(F ® Pic(C)) =
Thick§ (F).

(5) There exists a cofiltered system of compact objects (M;(F))icr in C and a natural
equivalence LpX ~lim; M;(F)® X for all X € C.

(6) The localization functor Lg induces a symmetric monoidal equivalence Loc® (F) ~
C. In particular, there exists a nonunital symmetric monoidal colimit preserving
functor C—cC.

Proof. The first two claims follow directly from the construction of Casa localization, see for
example [BHV18b, Theorem 2.21(3)], while the identification of a set of compact generators
is a consequence of (6). Since Pic(C) generates C, Part (3) follows from adjunction. Part of
Part (4) is [BHV18b, Lemma (2.15)]. To show that Thick(F ® Pic(C)) = Thick$ (F), it is
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enough to show that Thick(F ® Pic(C)) is a thick tensor ideal. This follows from the fact
that C¥ = Thick(Pic(C)). Part (5) is a consequence of [BHV18b, Equation (2.30)] and the
local duality equivalence [BHV18b, Theorem 2.21(4)].

The first part of the final claim is the content of [BHV18b, Theorem 2.21(3) and Proposi-
tion 2.34]. The desired functor C — C is the composite of the equivalence with the canonical
inclusion Loc®(F) — C. Note that the latter functor is left adjoint to a symmetric monoidal
functor and hence has the structure of a symmetric colax monoidal functor. In order to see
that it is in fact nonunital strict symmetric monoidal, it thus suffices to pass to homotopy
categories, where it can be checked directly. |

Remark 3.3. Note that the unit object Lpl¢ € Cisin general not compact, as Example 3.1
for n > 0 demonstrates.

Corollary 3.4. Let (C,F) be a local duality context, then C* C Thick(Pic(C)).

Proof. Since F' € C is compact, Proposition 3.2(1) gives F' € Thick(Pic(C)). It thus follows
from Proposition 3.2(3) that

~

F ® Pic(C) C Thick(Lp Pic(C)) C Thick(Pic(C)).

By Proposition 3.2(4), C¥ = Thick(F ® Pic(C)), which implies the claim.
O

3.2. Modules and local duality. Let (C, F) be alocal duality context and let A € CAlg(C)
be a commutative algebra in C. Define Mods = Mod4(C) to be the oo-category of A-

~

modules internal to C and Mo\dA = Mody . 4(C) to be the oo-category of LpA-modules
internal to C = Cp. A standard argument (see e.g., [BHV18a, Lemma 2.25] applied
to A® —: C — Mod(C)) shows that the oo-category Mod4 is compactly generated by
A®Pic(C). The oco-category M/\odA is compactly generated by LrA®(F ®Pic(C)) by Propo-
sition 3.2(1). An object X € C is called full if the functor X ® —: C — C is conservative.
The next proposition generalizes a result due to Hovey [Hov95, Corollary 2.2].

Proposition 3.5. Let C be a monogenic compactly generated presentably symmetric monoidal
stable oo-category, A € CAlg(C) a commutative algebra, and F € C¥ a compact object in C,
then there is a natural equivalence

Lagr —> LpLa
of endofunctors on C. In particular, if A is full, then Lagr ~ Lp.

Proof. There is a natural transformation id — LpL 4 obtained by combining the unit maps
of Ly and L 4. We need to show that, for any X € C, the canonical morphism X — LpL X
is an (F ® A)-equivalence to an (F ® A)-local object. The map in question factors as
X — LaX — Lp(LaX), ie., an A-equivalence followed by an F-equivalence, hence the
composite is an (F ® A)-equivalence.

In order to show that LpLaX is (F ® A)-local, consider an (F ® A)-acyclic object Z.
By Parts (4) and (5) of Proposition 3.2, Lr(—) ~ lim;c;(M;(F) ® —) for a filtered diagram
consisting of objects M;(F) € Thick? (F) C C for all i € I. Consider the objects M;(F)
as objects in C and let D(—) represent the monoidal dual in C. Since (Z @ K) ® A ~
Z® (K ®A) ~ 0 for any K € Thicky (F) and since Thick§ (F) is closed under taking
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monoidal duals, our assumption on Z implies that the object Z ® DM;(F) is A-acyclic for
any ¢ € I. Thus we have equivalences

Hom(Z, M;(F) ® Lo X) ~ Hom(Z ® DM;(F), LaX) ~ 0.
This implies that Hom(Z, LpL4X) ~ 0, hence LpL4X is (F ® A)-local as claimed. O

The oco-category of F-torsion A-modules Mod'y"™ is given as the localizing ideal in Mod 4 (C)
generated by A ® F, while the oco-category Mod,™ of F-complete A-modules in C is by
definition the essential image of the Bousfield localization L4y : Moda — Mod4 with re-
spect to A ® F' constructed in Mod 4. The next result lifts local duality with respect to F
in C to the corresponding module categories over A.

Proposition 3.6. The localization functors induce symmetric monoidal equivalences
| Y q
Lﬁ@F L —
F
Mod%™® ——> Mod ;™ — = Mod 4.

Proof. The first symmetric monoidal equivalence is an instance of local duality, see Propo-
sition 3.2(6). Bousfield localization at F' induces a symmetric monoidal functor between
module categories Lp: Moda(C) — Modr,a(LrC). We claim that this functor annihi-
lates L4 p-acyclic A-modules. Indeed, let M € Mod4(C) be A ® F-acyclic, then 0 ~
M®s(A®F)~ M ® F. We thus obtain a factorization

Mod 4(C) —ZE = Mody, . 4(LrC)
7

A —
LA@F\L PR
-~ Lr

Lf@F Mod 4(C).

—

The dashed functor L is symmetric monoidal by [Hin16, Proposition 3.2.2], and it remains
to show that LA;: is an equivalence.

Note that Lf@F Mod4(C) is compactly generated by the oco-groupoid (A® F) ®4 (A®
Pic(C) ~ A® F®Pic(C), while Mody,, 4(LrC) is compactly generated by L A®(F®Pic(C)).
Since I; induces an essentially surjective functor between these oo-groupoids, it suffices to
show that Ly is fully faithful. To this end, first consider for fixed N € L4 pMod(C) the
full subcategory S(N) spanned by all M € L4 » Mod4(C) such that the map

Homypa  woda(c) (M, N) —— Homioa, 4 (Lrc) (LrM,LpN)

induced by I; is an equivalence. Because E;r preserves all colimits, S(IN) is closed under
colimits, so if F ® A®Pic(C) C S(N), then L4y p Moda(C) = S(N). Because the objects in
F ® A® Pic(C) are compact, both mapping spectra preserve colimits in the second variable
when M is in F® A®Pic(C). Thus we can reduce to proving the claim for N € F® A®Pic(C).
In other words, it suffices to show that the restriction of L to F ®A®Pic(C) is fully faithful.

This is now a consequence of the fact that, for any P € Pic(C), FR A®P ~ Lp A®Q(F®P)
in C by Proposition 3.2(2): for any P, P’ € Pic(C), we have natural equivalences

Hong‘@FModA(c)(A@F®P7A®F®P/) ~ Hom¢(F ® P,A® F ® P')
~ Home(F @ P, Lp ASF © P')
~ HomMOdLFA(LFC)(LFA®F ® P, LFA®F ® Pl)
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It follows that L L4 s pModa(C) = Modp, a(LrC) is a symmetric monoidal equivalence,
as claimed. O

3.3. Examples. In this subsection, we exhibit some special features of the two examples
we will study in the present paper and use them to deduce a result about Picard groups of
module categories.

Suppose (C, F) is a local duality context with C the full subcategory of the co-category
Sp of spectra consisting of local objects with respect to a ®-localization, in particular, the
inclusion C' < Sp is lax monoidal. Let A € CAlg(C) and assume additionally that the triple
(C, F, A) satisfies the following conditions:

(1) AeCisfull,ie, A® —: C — C is conservative.

(2) A is F-complete, i.e., the canonical map A — LgrA is an equivalence.

(3) A considered as an E.-ring spectrum is even periodic and mpA is a Noetherian
complete regular local ring. Furthermore, there exists an ideal J C myA which is
generated by a regular sequence (z1,...,z,) and such that K(A) = AR F ~ A/J
in C.

Under these assumptions, we get the following result:

Lemma 3.7. Bousfield localization at F' induces a canonical isomorphism
70 Pic(Mod 4) —== mo Pic(Mod ),
of abelian groups.

Proof. Since Bousfield localization is symmetric monoidal, L restricts to a homomorphism

¢: mo Pic(Mod ) —— 7o Pic(m,q)

of abelian groups and it remains to show that ¢ is an isomorphism. The unit A € Mody4
compact as 1¢ € C¥, so the dualizable and compact objects agree in Mod 4; in particular,
Pic(Mod4) C Mod%. Moreover, A is F-complete by assumption, so any P € mg Pic(Mod )
is already F-local and hence ¢ is injective. Conversely, by Property (3) above and [Mat16,
Proposition 10.11], any P € Pic(@A) is in Thick(A), hence we have equivalences

A~ LpA~PRsP ' ~Pgyu P!
in Mod 4, which implies the surjectivity of ¢. O

We now turn to the two main examples of this paper, starting with the topological one.
Fix a prime p and an integer n > 0, and let K,(n) be Morava K-theory of height n and
prime p and write Sp,, , = Sp Kp(n) for the stable co-category of K,(n)-local spectra. Recall
that a p-local compact spectrum F is said to be of strict type n if K,(n) ® F # 0 and
K,(n—1)® F = 0. For any n and p, compact spectra of strict type n exist at p: By
the periodicity theorem of Hopkins and Smith, there exists a generalized Moore spectrum
M'(n) = M](n) of type n with Brown-Peterson homology

BP,M'(n) = BP,/(p,vi*,... v'"})

for an appropriate sequence I = (ig,%1,...,i,—1) of positive integers. In particular, strict
type n spectra F' with 2" cells exist.

Remark 3.8. In fact, for p large enough with respect to n, E,, p-local Smith-Toda complexes
exist by [BSS17, Theorem 6.10], so may choose L, F'(n) to have BP-homology v, ' BP,/I,.
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Let E, , be Morava E-theory of height n at the prime p, with coefficients moE,, , =
WIFpn [u, ..., un—1] and associated category Sp,, , of E, p-local spectra. The pair (C, F) =
(SPyp: L, ,F(n)) form a local duality context. The monochromatic category Sp;y is
defined as the localizing ideal of Sp,, ,, generated by Lg, ,F'(n); note that by the thick
subcategory theorem, the definition of Spff’;f does not depends on the choice of F(n). Lo-
cal duality in the form of Proposition 3.2(6) establishes a canonical symmetric monoidal
equivalence

(3.9) My p: Sp,, , =—= Spf{f;s ‘L, (n)

where M, ,, denotes the monochromatic layer functor.
Let A = E,, € CAlg(Sp,, ). There is a natural equivalence Ly =~ Lk, (n) by Proposi-
tion 3.5, and the formula Proposition 3.2(4) takes the concrete form

(3.10) Lp(X) 2 Ly, (n)(X) ~ lim DM (n)® X,

where the limit is indexed on a cofinal sequence of integers as above and X € Sp,, ,,.
Conditions (1)—(3) above hold for (Sp,, ,,, Lg, ,F(n), E, ). More generally, the terms
appearing in the Amitsur complex of Lg, S° — E,, , satisfy a weak form of these conditions:

n.p
Proposition 3.11. Let s > 1, then K,(n)-localization induces a canonical symmetric
monoidal equivalence

t ~ ——
Mod!%s, —== Mod . .
n,p n,p

Furthermore, the Eoo-ring spectrum Ly, n)(EYS) is even periodic and moLg,m)(Eys) is
complete with respect to the reqular sequence (p,u1,...,un—1). If s =1, then L, (n) induces
an tsomorphism

Z/2 = m Pic(Mod g, ) —= o Pic(Modp, ),
sending the generator of Z/2 to LE,, ,.

Proof. The first claim is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.6. Next, we note that the
statement about L Kp(n)(Efi;) holds for s = 1. Write X for the underived tensor product

and —K— = (— X —)A for the m-completed tensor product of 7, FE-modules. By [BH16,
Corollary 1.24] and for any s > 1 there is an isomorphism
L, (m)(BS3) & (T L, n) (B 5)) X Eap (571

reducing the proof to the case s = 2. Recall that W*LKp(n)(ES%) ~ EYE is isomorphic
to the algebra of 7, FE,, ,-valued continuous functions on the Morava stabilizer group, see

[Hov04]. In particular, LKp(n)(Eff”%) is even periodic, 7o is complete, and (p, u1, ..., Up—1)
is a regular sequence.
The final claim follows from Lemma 3.7 and [BRO5]. O

On the algebraic side, the role of the category of E, ,-local spectra is played by Franke’s
category C = Fr, ,, a symmetric monoidal oo-categorical version of which has been con-
structed and studied in our earlier paper [BSS17]. We refer to Sections 4.3 and 5.4 of
loc. cit. for the main properties of this category. Note that, in particular, Fr, , is mono-
genic. The analogue of Lg, F(n) is given by the periodization F' = P(Ey/I,) of the quo-
tient Ey/I, = Eo/(p, ..., un—1), while we take A, , € CAlg(Fr, ;) to be P(EyE). Here P is
the quasi-periodization functor of [BSS17, Corollary 5.31]. The pair (Fry, ,, P(Eo/I,)) forms

a local duality context, because Ey/I,, is a finitely presented EyE-comodule. We write Fr,, ,,
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for the corresponding completed version of Franke’s category and Fr;?r* = Loc® (P(Eo/I,,))

for the algebraic analogue of the monochromatic category Spflo’;s. As in the topological

context, local duality Proposition 3.2(6) produces a canonical pair of mutually inverse sym-
metric monoidal equivalences

(3.12) Fric™ —=TFr,, .

As in [BSS17], we can employ Morita theory to compare the algebraic and topological
sides. Recall that, for any spectrum M € Sp, we write M, = Hn,M; this construction can
be extended to a lax symmetric monoidal functor (—)4: Sp — Modgz. With the above
notation, the argument of [BSS17, Lemma 5.34] provides a symmetric monoidal equivalence

(3.13) Ws: Mod 490 (Fryp) — Mod gs:, (Modyz) ~ Mod ge:) (Sp)

for any s > 1. We now investigate how the functor ¥y interacts with torsion and complete
objects. To this end, let Mode: = Mod, (492 )(LF Fry ;) and Mod®%: (Fr, ) be the

AZs,
localizing ideal in ModAg?sp (Fryp) generated by AS?; ® F, as in Section 3.2. Furthermore,
MOdE(I)Eri%,Z , is defined to be the localizing ideal in Mod e, ~generated by (E2%) s/ (In)xs
i.e., by the (I,).-torsion objects. Here, we use the notation (I,,), to indicate the algebraic

analogue of the ideal I,,, so that (E, p)«/(In)x = (Epnp)s Q@ Eo/ L.
tors

Proposition 3.14. For any s > 1, there is an equivalence l\fo\dA@sp ~ Mod(E®S) of sym-
n, n,p)*
metric monoidal co-categories.

Proof. The desired equivalence is a composite of the following two symmetric monoidal
equivalences:

Mod 4o: —=> Mod™% (Fry, ) —=> Mod"%"s
A% AR5\ (BES).

Indeed, applying Proposition 3.6 to the triple (Fr,, ,, P(Eo/In), A%j,) yields the first sym-

metric monoidal equivalence, while the second one results from (3.13) together with the
equivalence Wy (A2 @ F) ~ (E$?)./I,. This last equivalence is obtained from the equiva-
lences of HZ-modules:

‘I’S(A;?,Z ®F) ~ HomModA%,;(Frn,p)(AS?,“Z,, AE?;, ® F)
~ HomFrn,p(P(Eo), A%’; ® F)
~ Homen Modg, (Fo, UP(Eo) @ (EoE)®° ™! @ Eo/I,,)
~ UP(FEy) ® (EoE)** ' ® Eo/I,
>~ (Enp)s ® (ESZ)O ® Ey/I,
~ (B3)+/ (Tn )
which is proven as in [BSS17, Lemma 5.34]. O

We now establish the analogue of the Picard group computation of Proposition 3.11.

Corollary 3.15. Bousfield localization at F = P(Fy) induces an isomorphism
Z/2 = my Pic(Moda, , (Fr, ) —— 7o Pic(Mod.a, ),

sending the generator of Z/2 to LA, p.
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Proof. By the proof of Proposition 3.14, ¥; maps A, , @ F to (Ey)«/(In)«, so Proposi-
tion 3.6 and (3.13) provide symmetric monoidal equivalences

Modga, , — La, ,er Moda, , (Frn,) — Lg, ). /(1,). Mod(z, ). -

The isomorphism
7o Pic(Mod 4, ,)(Frp,p) = m Pic(Mod,, )
is thus a consequence of Lemma 3.7 applied to (Mod(g,, ), (Enp)sx: (Enp)«/(In)«), since

(Enp)« is complete with respect to (Ey, p)«/(In)«. Finally, both groups are isomorphic to
Z/2 by [BSS17, Lemma 5.5], which is essentially due to Baker and Richter [BRO5]. O

Remark 3.16. Note that, by Proposition 3.5, the localization functor Lr on Fr,, , restricted

to the category Mod 4, , (Fry ;) is equivalent to the restriction of the functor L, ,or, which

in turn transforms to Bousfield localization at (E,, ,)«/ (I, ), under Morita equivalence.
For any s > 1, an argument similar to the one used in Proposition 3.14 shows that

Vs (Lr(A73) = (Lic, (n) (ER3) -
As an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.11, we see that the E.-algebra (L, (n) (ES%;))*
is even periodic and mo(L, (n)(E525))« is complete with respect to the regular sequence
(p,u1,...,un—1). However, we will not make use of these results in the remainder of this
paper.

4. PROTOPRODUCTS

The category §1\)n has the property that §I\)n ~ LocPic §I\)np and it is compactly
generated by the E, Ve locahzatlon of any finite type n complex. However, unless n = 0, the
invertible objects in Spn p are not compact and Spn p s not equivalent to Ind Thick Pic Spn P
This leads to various complications that we resolve by constructing a modified version of
the protoproduct introduced originally in [BSS17].

4.1. Modified Pic-generated protoproducts. Suppose C is a compactly generated sta-
ble co-category and let G C C be a collection of (not necessarily compact) generators of
C such that C¥ C Thick(G). We filter the full subcategory Thick(G) of C by G-cells up to
retracts as in [BSS17, Section 3.5], i.e., we define the k-th filtration category Celly to be the
full subcategory of Thick(G) consisting of those objects which can be built in & steps from
G. We write Cell, Thick(G) for the resulting filtration and (C*), and (Thick(G)). for the
constant filtrations on C* and Thick(G), respectively.

By viewing these three filtrations as functors from N to Cat.,, we may form a new
filtration using the following homotopy pullback in Fun(N, Cats,):

G Cell, (C¥) — Cell, Thick(G)

i l

(€*)s ——— (Thick(G)).,

where the legs of the pullback diagram are the canonical inclusions. In other words,
G Cell,.(C¥) is the filtration obtained by intersecting the Cell, filtration with the compact
objects. We refer to G Cell,(C*) as the G-cell filtration on C¥. Note that the filtrations
G Cell,(C¥) and (C¥). in this diagram satisfy the conditions of a compact filtration given in
[BSS17, Definition 3.31].

We now specialize to the case of interest in the remainder of the paper.



MONOCHROMATIC HOMOTOPY THEORY IS ASYMPTOTICALLY ALGEBRAIC 13

Definition 4.1. A set of objects G C C is called a set of Pic-generators for a compactly gen-
erated presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-category C if the following three conditions
are satisfied:

(1) G is a subgroup of 7y Pic(C). In particular, the elements of G are invertible.
(2) G generates C (i.e., Loc(G) = C) and C* C Thick(G).
(3) G is closed under suspensions and desuspensions.

When G = Pic(C), we denote the resulting G-cell filtration on C¥ by PicCell.(C*), and call
it the Pic-cell filtration. We say C is Pic-generated if it admits a set of Pic-generators.

Remark 4.2. The unit in a compactly generated symmetric monoidal co-category is necessar-
ily compact. The language above is somewhat unwieldly, but chosen carefully to distinguish
from this case.

Definition 4.3. Let I be a set and let (G;);er be a collection of sets of Pic-generators for
a collection of compactly generated presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-categories
(Ci)ier, i-e., for each i € I, G; is a set of Pic-generators for C;. The Pic-generated proto-
product is defined to be

Pic b
II, ©.6)=]], .G Cell(c)) = Ind colim] | _G; Cella(CF).

If G; = Pic(C;) for all 4, then we write

HP]C

Example 4.4. Besides the maximal example given by Pic(C) of a set of Pic-generators for
a compactly generated presentably symmetric monoidal stable oo-category C, there is also
a minimal one, namely the set gce“ of all shifts of the unit of C. Let gce“ Cell,(CY¥) be
the associated filtration. Let (gce“ gce“) c1 be a collection of sets of such generators for
a collection of compactly generated presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-categories
(Ci)ier- As an instance of Definition 4.1, we define the cell protoproduct as

Ci = H (C;, PicCell,.(CY)).

P1c

cell b cell w _ . cell w
H Ci=][, (€& =[] (. Gi*" Cell.(C)) = Ind colim[ [ _G¢*" Cella(CY).

This choice of notation is justified by the observation that in the case where the unit of C;
is compact for almost all ¢ € I, the construction of the cell protoproduct specializes to the
protoproduct as defined in [BSS17, Section 3.5].

Our goal will be to study these protoproducts. In particular, we will show that the
protoproduct is symmetric monoidal and Pic-generated under a uniformity condition.

Convention 4.5. For the rest of this section and unless specified otherwise, (C;);er and
(Di)ier are collections of compactly generated presentably symmetric monoidal stable oo-
categories.

4.2. Multiplicative properties of Pic-generated protoproducts. The goal of this sub-
section is to study the monoidal properties of the Pic-generated protoproduct construction
for symmetric monoidal co-categories in which the unit is not necessarily compact. In order
to find suitable conditions on a collection of co-categories to guarantee the existence of a
monoidal unit in the Pic-generated protoproduct, we need to work with a non-unital version
EY of the Eo operad introduced and studied by Lurie in [Lur, Section 5.4.4].
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Definition 4.6. A symmetric oidal co-category is an object in the co-category AIgEgg (Caty)
and we refer to a map in this co-category as a symmetric oidal functor. If C = (C,®) is a
symmetric oidal oo-category, then the adjoint to ®: C x C — C is a functor C — Fun(C,C).
By construction, this functor lands in the subcategory of colimit preserving functors and we
refer to the resulting functor

¢: ¢ — Fun®(C,0),

as the Cayley functor. Informally speaking, € sends an object x € C to the colimit preserving
functor x ® —: C — C.

Just as there is a notion of a symmetric monoidal filtration of [BSS17, Definition 3.33],
there is an analogous notion of a symmetric oidal filtration on the compact objects in a
symmetric monoidal co-category. Note that if G is a set of Pic-generators for a compactly
generated presentably symmetric monoidal stable oco-category C, then G Cell,(C*) is a sym-
metric oidal filtration.

Lemma 4.7. Let (G;)iecr be a collection of sets of Pic-generators for (C;)icr, then the Pic-

generated protoproduct
Pic

HF (Ci,Gi)

is a full symmetric oidal subcategory of H;C7 with laz symmetric oidal right adjoint n.

Proof. Lemma 3.37 in [BSS17] gives fully faithfullness. Note that [[%C; is symmetric oidal.
Also, [15°(Ci, Gi) is a full subcategory of [[%C;. Thus, to check that [[2(C;, Gs) is sym-
metric oidal, we just need to check the tensor product on []%C; restricts to i-ic (Ci, Gi).
But this follows from the fact that the filtration is symmetric oidal. The right adjoint is
naturally promoted to a lax symmetric oidal functor by [Lur, Corollary 7.3.2.7]. (|

When (C;)ier and (G;)ier satisfy the conditions of the lemma, we will write € for the
Cayley functor associated to the symmetric oidal category H?C(Ci, Gi).

Corollary 4.8. Let (G;)ier and (H;)ier be collections of sets of Pic-generators for (C;)icr
and (D;)icr, respectively, let (fi)icr be symmetric monoidal functors (necessarily preserving
compact objects) such that f; takes G; to H;. The protoproduct

ic Hpicfi ic
H(Ci, Gi) S 115Dy, Ha)

is a symmetric oidal functor with lax symmetric oidal right adjoint g.

Our next goal is to establish conditions on a collection (G;);er of sets of Pic-generators
that guarantee the existence of a unit in H?C(Ci, Gi). We begin with the definition of a
quasi-unit.

Definition 4.9. An object u in a symmetric oidal oco-category C is called a quasi-unit if
there exists a natural equivalence

Clu) >u®— = Id¢
of endofunctors on C.

In light of the following result due to Lurie [Lur, Corollary 5.4.4.7], the problem reduces
to the construction of a quasi-unit in [2°(Ci, Gi).
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Lemma 4.10. [Lur, Corollary 5.4.4.7] A symmetric oidal co-category C can be promoted
to a symmetric monoidal co-category in a unique way if it contains a quasi-unit. A sym-
metric oidal functor C — D between symmetric monoidal oco-categories can be promoted to
a symmetric monoidal functor in a unique way if it send a quasi-unit to a quasi-unit.

Let J be a filtered diagram and let C be a small co-category. Consider a functor f: J* —
C. We will call f a formal colimit cone if the composite

ot L mdce

is a colimit cone. Note that the notion of a formal colimit is stronger than the notion of
a colimit cone; in particular all formal colimit cones are colimit cones. If C is pointed and
f:J® — C is a functor sending the cone point to the 0-object in C, then f is a formal
colimit cone if and only if for each n € J there exists an m € J and a map [: n — m in J
such that f(1) is null.

For the remainder of this subsection, let I be a set and let F be an ultrafilter on I.

Recall that the join % of simplicial sets is built using finite products and coproducts and
thus commutes with the ultraproduct. Therefore, there is an isomorphism of simplicial sets
[I-(Aix B;) = (] Ai) * ([] B:), which specializes to an isomorphism of diagrams

(4.11) II, =I5~

Lemma 4.12. Assume that G: C — D is a fully faithful finite colimit preserving func-
tor between oco-categories with finite colimits and assume that J is a filtered diagram then
f:J% — C is a formal colimit cone if and only if G o f is a formal colimit cone.

Proof. This follows from the fact that Ind(G) is a fully faithful colimit preserving functor.
]

Lemma 4.13. Let (J;);csr be a collection of filtered diagram categories and let (C;)ier be
a collection of small stable co-categories. Assume that, for each i € I, we have a formal
colimit cone f;: J© — C;. Then

[[-77 —=115C
is a formal colimit cone.

Proof. We must show that the induced map
[fi: TzT)" ——=11£C:

is a formal colimit. By stability, we can reduce to the case that each functor f;: J& — C;
sends the cone point to the zero object. Thus the cone point in (] zJ;)” is sent to the zero
object in [ zC; by []£fi- It now suffices to check that for each [n;] € [[zJ; there exists an
object [m;] € [[rJ; and a map I: [n;] = [m;] in [[ zJ; such that (], f;)({) is null. We may
choose [ to be [l;], where I; has the corresponding property for J;. (]

Let (C, F,) and (D, G.) be compactly generated co-categories with filtrations. Let 8: N —
N be a non-decreasing function. We define Fun”((C, F,), (D, G.)) to be the full subcategory
of Cat% (C,D) on the functors f: C — D such that

has the property that if ¢ € FC then f“(c) € Gg,)D.
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Lemma 4.14. Let (C;, F; .)icr be a symmetric oidal collection of compactly generated sym-
metric oidal co-categories and let k be a fized natural number. There exists a non-decreasing
function B : N — N such that the restriction of the Cayley map €x to [[2FirC; factors as
indicated in the following commutative diagram:

[1-F: 1C; [15(Ci, E..)
| -
[T Fun® ((Ci, Fi.0), (Ci, Fin)) — — = Pun ([0 (Ci, Fi..), TT5(Ci, Fis)).

Proof. Fix a non-decreasing function 5: N — N, then for any two subsets V C U in F and
s > 0, there are natural coordinate-wise evaluation functors

[Licv FisCi x [ Licr Funﬁ((Ci, Fi ), (Di, Gix)) — ey Gips)Di-

Note that the functors in Fun®((C;, F;..), (D;, Gi..)) preserve all colimits. Passing to the
colimit first over all V € F contained in U and then over s > 0 thus induces a functor

Ind colim, [ F;,sCi % [[,;cr FunB((Ci, Fi.), (Ds, G +)) — Ind colim, [ | »G; (s Di-

By naturality in U and the definition of the protoproduct, varying U, and using adjunction
then yields a functor

(4.15) [1Fun?((Ci, Fib), (Dy, Gi)) — Funl ([T%(Ci, Fil), [T e(Ds, Gik)).-

Returning to the specific situation of the lemma, we first observe that for any 7 € I and
fixed k, the Cayley map €&; for C; factors as follows

F; xC; C;

I
Ci,k | \ng‘
Y

Fun® ((C;, Fi ), (Ci, Fiv)) —= Fun®(C;, Cy),

with ) independent of i by assumption. Let V' C U be subsets in F. Composing the
functor [,y idr, ., X [];cr €ix with the evaluations, we thus obtain natural functors

[Licy FisCi x [Licy FiCi —I1;ey FisCi x [Licw Fun® ((C;, Fi.), (Ci, Fi4)

|

Hiev Fi,ﬁk(s)ci'

Informally speaking, this composite is given in each coordinate ¢ € V by the monoidal
product in C; restricted to the corresponding filtration step, i.e., the functor ®: F; ;C; x
Fi1Ci — F;, Bk(s)ci' Passing to colimits and unwinding the adjunction as in the construction
of the functor in (4.15) gives the desired factorization. O

Definition 4.16. A collection (G;);cr of sets of Pic-generators for (C;);cr is called unital if
there is a natural number d such that for all ¢ € T the co-category Ind(G; Celly(Cy)) C C;
contains the unit of C;. In the special case when (G;);er = (Pic(C;))icr, we will refer to
(Ci)ier as a unital collection of Pic-generated oco-categories.
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A collection of functors (f;);c; between two such collections (C;, G;)icr and (D;, H;)ier is
by definition a set of symmetric monoidal functors f;: C; — D; that preserve colimits and
compact objects.

Proposition 4.17. For any unital collection (G;)icr of sets of Pic-generators for (C;)ier
and any ultrafilter F on I, the category H?C(Ci,gi) contains a quasi-unit.

Proof. The definition of a unital collection of Pic-generated oco-categories implies that there
exists a d € N and functors f;: J; = G; Cell(C¥) for each ¢ € T such that J; is filtered and
fi picks out the unit in C;. In [BSS17, Proposition 3.19], we show that []J; is filtered. Let

) Pic
u=colim([]_J: Hzf: [1,6: Cella(c) — [T, (€. G:).

We will show that u is a quasi-unit for iic(c,-,g,»). First we will construct a natural
transformation

u®— — Id.

For each C;, the functor f;: J; — G; Cell4(C¥) C C; has a colimit, giving us functors
fZ: J7 — C;. Now consider the composite

g J7 s ¢, 5 Fun(ci, €.

By the oidality assumption on the filtration, there exists a function 84: N — N independent
of i and a diagram (not including the lifting)

Ji —T o G Celly(C¥) —= Fun®((C;, Gi Cell, (C¥)), (C;, G; Cell, (C¥)))

Jb == Fun(Ci,Ci)

4 gi

for each i. We will show that the lift exists. Since the right vertical arrow is fully faithful,
it is enough to provide a lift on objects. For the objects in .J;, this is clear. Since the cone
point goes to the identity functor in Fun(C;,C;), it lifts as well. Since the Cayley functor is
a colimit preserving functor, the dashed arrow is a colimit diagram.

By applying the ultraproduct to the above diagrams and using Lemma 4.14, we get the
following commutative diagram:

17 [15G: Celly(Cy) P (R

| | l

[177 — [ Fun®((Ci, G Cella(C)), (Cs, Gi Celly(C¥))) — Fun™([[52(Ci, Gi), [12°(Ci, Go).-

Recall that [[-J7 = ([[zJ:)® by Equation (4.11). Consider the composition h of the
horizontal bottom arrows which sends the cone point to the identity functor. Since the
tensor product commutes with colimits in each variable, the colimit of h restricted to [[»J;
is equivalent to u ® —. Therefore, to show that u is a quasi-unit, it is enough to show that
h is a colimit diagram.
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To this end, let X = [X;] € [[zG; Cell,(Cy), we can extend the diagram above to

177 [1#G: Cella(C¥) (G, Gi)

|

1777 —= [1x Fun® ((C;, G; Cell.(C)), (C;, G Cell. (C¥))) —= Fun®(IT57(Ci, G:), TT57°(Ci, Gi))

evy

[1G: Cellg, i) (C¥) evix

(T15(Ci, Gi)* 2, G,

where evy and ev’y are the evaluation maps at X. Since colimits in functor categories are
computed pointwise and because the objects of []r G; Celly(Cy’) as k varies form a set of
generators for ;ic (Ci, Gi), to check that h is a colimit diagram, it suffices to check that
ev’y o h is a colimit diagram for each such X. Therefore, we have reduced the claim to
showing that Hx is a formal colimit for all X. Lemma 4.12 implies that the map

[15G: Cellg, 4y (C¥) — ([T5°(C. Gi))*

preserves formal colimits. Therefore it is enough to show that Gx is a formal colimit cone.
The functor f defined above is a colimit diagram. Define Gx, = (— ® X;) o f7. The
functor Gx, factors through G; Cellg, 1) (C{’), and we will take this to be the target of Gx,.
By Lemma 4.12, Gx;, is a formal colimit cone and since Gx = [[ -G x,, by Lemma 4.13 we
are done. ]

Corollary 4.18. For any unital collection (G;)icr of sets of Pic-generators for (C;)icr and
any ultrafilter F on I, the category H?C(Ci,gi) is equipped with a canonical symmetric
monoidal structure. Moreover, there is a canonical symmetric monoidal functor

?C(Cu Gi) — H?C(CivPiC(Cz’)) = ]P:icci
with lax symmetric monoidal Tight adjoint.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7 and Proposition 4.17, HI;_-iC(Ci, G;) is a symmetric oidal oco-category
equipped with a quasi-unit, so the first claim is a consequence of Lemma 4.10, while the
second follows from this and Corollary 4.8. |

We record another corollary.

Corollary 4.19. Let (f;: C; — D;)icr be a collection of functors between unital collections
of Pic-generated co-categories (see Definition 4.16). For any ultrafilter F on I, the collection
(fi)ier induces a colimit preserving symmetric monoidal functor

Pic Pic
Pieg, — [T,

Proof. The definition of functors between unital Pic-generated co-categories guarantees that
the Pic-cell filtrations and the quasi-unit are preserved, hence by Corollary 4.8 and Propo-
sition 4.17 we obtain an induced functor between Pic-protoproducts with the desired prop-
erties. O
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The previous two corollaries admit a common generalization, which will be required in
the construction of the comparison functor in Section 5.4. The next lemmas will be useful
in the proof.

Lemma 4.20. Let I be a set and F an ultrafilter on I. Further, let (A;)icr and (B;)icr be
two collections of co-categories. Any collection of functors (fi: A; — Ind B;)icr induces a
functor

[[7Ai —Ind]].B;
which, informally speaking, can be described as follows: Given a; € A;, represent fi(a;) by a
filtered diagram KC; — B;. The image of [a;] 7 is then the filtered diagram [ [z fi(a;): [[ 2K —

[[#Bi. Moreover, if (fi: A; — Ind B;) € Alggn (Catoo) for all i € I, then we obtain a sym-
metric oidal functor

Ind H]_-.AZ' ——>Ind H]:Bz
by extending to the ind-category in the source.

Proof. The functor in the statement of the lemma is the composite
[[rA —[[rInd B; —>Ind [[-B; ,

where m is the map constructed at the beginning of [BSS17, Section 3.3]. The first map is
symmetric oidal as it is an ultraproduct of symmetric oidal functors. The second functor
is symmetric oidal functor by the proof of [BSS17, Corollary 3.26], ignoring Condition (4)
(the unit condition) of [AFT17] that plays a role in [BSS17, Lemma 3.25]. O

Proposition 4.21. Suppose (G;)icr and (H;)ier are unital collections of sets of Pic-generators
for (Ci)icr and (D;);cr, respectively. Let (f;)icr be a collection of functors f;: C; — D; be-
tween stable co-categories satisfying the following properties:

(1) For each i € I, the functor f; is symmetric monoidal and preserves colimits.
(2) There exists a strictly increasing function B: N — N such that for all i € I and all
k >0, the functor f; restricts to a functor

For any ultrafilter F on I, there exists a colimit preserving symmetric oidal functor
Pic Pic Pic

Proof. We start with the construction of the desired functor. For fixed & > 0, we may apply
Lemma 4.20 to the collection (f; x)icr to obtain a functor

H]_-gi Cellk (C;‘J) ——1Ind H]:Hz Cellﬁ(k) (D:J)

Extending this functor to the ind-category of the source and passing to colimits over k in
Cat?, then yields a colimit preserving functor

Pic Pic
HI (C:,Gi) =~ colimInd Hfgi Cell (C}*) — colim Ind H;Hi Cellg(y (DY) ~ HF (Di, H)

which we denote by H?C fi-
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It remains to verify the symmetric monoidal properties of this functor. To this end, first
observe that H?C fi fits into a commutative square

ic Hpicfi ic
2, Gi) === T174(Di, Ha)

in which the bottom functor is symmetric oidal by Lemma 4.20 and the vertical arrows are

fully faithful and symmetric oidal by Lemma 4.7. This implies that H?C fi is symmetric
oidal as well. O

Corollary 4.22. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.21, if additionally the unit in C;
is compact, then HE-IC fi is unital.

Proof. Let u; € C¢ be the unit. Consider the commutative diagram
* L> g, Celll(Cf) —— Ind Hz Cellﬁ(l)(’D;")

| |

Ci D’i:

2

where the vertical functors are fully faithful. Since f; is unital, the top composite thus gives
a representation of the unit in D;. Applying ultraproducts to this diagram and the map in
Lemma 4.20 gives the following commutative diagram

« WA 16, Cell, (€2) — = Tnd [ 21, Cell ) (DY)

S| !

Pi Pi

.FC(Ci’ gl) H;ini ]'-'IC (Di7 Hz)
The proof of Proposition 4.17 and the description of the functor in Lemma 4.20 shows that
the composite along the top is a quasi-unit for I;C(Di, H;). In other words, we see that

Pi . . .
}-IC fi preserves quasi-units, so Lemma 4.10 furnishes the claim. (Il

4.3. Pic-generated protoproducts are Pic-generated. Our next goal is to prove that
under the assumptions that (C;);cs is a unital collection of Picard-generated oco-categories
in the sense of Definition 4.16, the Pic-generated protoproduct H?CQ is in fact generated
by its Picard oo-groupoid.

Lemma 4.23. Assume C is a symmetric monoidal co-category. Then Pic(C) ® C*¥ = C¥.

Proof. Let X € Pic(C), then X ® — is an equivalence of co-categories. Since an equivalence
sends compact objects to compact objects, we see that X ® W is compact for any compact
W ecCv. a

In the proof of the next proposition we will make use of (Catggrf, 0, Sp®“), the symmetric

monoidal oco-category of small idempotent complete stable co-categories and exact functors
(see [BGT13, Section 3.1] for more details). We will also make use of (Cat:**, X, Sp), the
oo-category of compactly generated stable co-categories and colimit and compact object
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preserving maps. These symmetric monoidal structures are closely related: given C and D
in Cat2™, we have

CX® D ~ Ind(C*ODY).

Proposition 4.24. Let (C;);er be a unital collection of Pic-generated oco-categories and JF
an ultrafilter on I, then H?C(Zi is a unital Pic-generated co-category, i.e., the canonical
inclusion functor

. TPi ~ Pi
Loc Pic H]_-ICCi R ]_-ICCZ-
is an equivalence of symmetric monoidal co-categories.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we write C = Hf;cci and C for the Pic-generated protoprod-

uct Tn ick Pic(C;) of the compact ic-generated oo-categories In ick Pic(C;).
H;lIdTh k Pic(C;) of th pactly Pic-g d o Ind Thick Pic(C;)

In order to show that Pic Hiicci provides a collection of generators for C, we will construct
a symmetric monoidal functor

L£: C = 1 Ind Thick Pic(C;) — [[7°C; = C

with a conservative right adjoint R. It follows that £(Pic(C)) forms a collection of generators

for C ([BHV18a, Lemma 2.25]). Because £ is symmetric monoidal, £(Pic(C)) C Pic(C).
Moreover, given X € C¥, there exists a natural number d such that

Xe HF PicCelly(C¥) C HF Cellg Thick(Pic(C;)).

Therefore, X € Thick(Pic(C)), hence C* C Thick(Pic(C)). This proves the proposition.

We begin with the construction of £. Observe that C is a symmetric monoidal stable
oo-category compactly generated by its Picard co-groupoid and in particular has a compact
unit 1z (see [BSS17, Corollary 3.59]). For any s > 0, the construction of the Pic-cell
filtration comes with an inclusion

PicCell; s C; — Cell; ; Thick(PicC;)

that extends to a fully faithful and oidal functor ¢: C* — C~ as ultraproducts preserve fully
faithfulness of functors by [BSS17, Corollary 3.15]. The first step in the construction of £
is to produce a factorization as indicated in the next diagram:

=0id —, w
(4.25) SpvOc Cs gmee — A~ ov

al

c’oc” —-=c”.
®

Here, we have written ® for the symmetric monoidal structure of C. Furthermore, 15 denotes
the canonical finite colimit preserving functor Sp* — C which sends S° to 1z

To see that the desired factorization A“ in (4.25) exists, it suffices to check the claim
objectwise since ¢ is fully faithful. Indeed, unwinding the construction of the Pic-cell filtra-
tion, this reduces to the fact that Pic(C;) ® C¥ C Thick Pic(C;) is contained in CY¥, which
follows from Lemma 4.23. Furthermore, note that the composite A“ o (17X id) of the top
horizontal functors in (4.25) is equivalent to the identity on C*.

By Corollary 4.18, C is symmetric monoidal and we denote the (not necessarily compact)
unit by 1¢. The second step in the proof is to show that the ind-extension of A% i.e., the
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functor
A: TRC ~ nd(@0c*) 2 ma(ev) ~ ¢
is symmetric monoidal. The first equivalence in the equation follows from specializing
Remark 4.8.1.8 in [Lur] to K = {finite simplicial sets} and K’ = {all simplicial sets}. To
prove that A is symmetric monoidal, first note that A has an oidal structure, since A“
does so as the restriction of a symmetric monoidal functor along the oidal inclusion ¢. In
view of [Lur, Corollary 5.4.4.7], it remains to check that A sends a quasi-unit on CXC to a
quasi-unit on C. But we have already seen that A o (17 X id) is equivalent to the identity
functor on C, hence A(1lz ® 1¢) ~ 1¢.
Finally, we define the desired functor £ as the following composite

_ — id=X —
L:C~CRSp XeRe—Asc.

As a composite of symmetric monoidal functors, £ has the structure of a symmetric monoidal
functor as well, so it remains to show that £ admits a conservative right adjoint. Both
Z = Ind(+) and L preserve colimits, so there is a diagram of adjunctions

7 - L
C—=C—=¢C
J R

with the left adjoints displayed on top. By virtue of the commutative diagram

cUMerme 9. ¢

\
I\L I&vidc idc

C——=CXC——=C
ldfglc .A

the composite £ o Z is equivalent to ide, hence J o R ~ id¢ as well. It follows that R is

conservative, which concludes the proof. O

As in the proof of Proposition 4.24, the symmetric monoidal structure on a Pic-generated
oo-category C gives rise to a restricted action map A: Pic(C) X C¥ — C*. By construction
of the Pic-cell filtration and Lemma 4.23, the adjoint of A preserves the filtration, i.e., there
is a factorization

Pic(C) — Fun(C¥,C%¥)
Cpicc) N T
Fun'®(C¥,C¥).

In particular, any invertible object P € Pic(C) gives rise to an endofunctor €pj.(cy(P) of
PicCell; C¥ for any s > 0.

Definition 4.26. A unital collection of Pic-generated oo-categories (C;);cs is said to be
uniformly separated if the associated set of restricted Cayley functors (€pic(c,)) has the
property that there exists m > 0 independent of ¢ € I such that P; € Pic(C;) is trivial if
and only if

ToCpic(c,) (Ps): mo((PicCell,, ; Cy)°) —— mo((PicCell,, ; Cf)° )

is the identity map. Here, the superscript o indicates the maximal co-subgroupoid.
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The purpose of this definition is to provide a condition which implies that the Pic-
generated protoproduct generically detects invertible objects in (C;);er, in the sense of the
following result:

Proposition 4.27. Let (C;)ier be a uniformly separated unital collections of Pic-generated
oco-categories, then the functor of oo-groupoids

. Pic(L i
Lpic: [ 7 Pic(C;) ~ Pic( E_-IC Ind Thick Pic(C;)) Piel8) Pic HE-IC f

is injective on my. Note that the first equivalence follows from [BSS17, Lemma 5.15].
Proof. Consider the diagonal composite
moLpic

m0Cpi, nice;

o Pic HE_—ICQ 0 Fun(( ‘I;Iicci)wv ( E_icci)w)o

Fun (o (TT52C:)*)°, mo (TT5C,)*)°).

We claim that the monoid homomorphism ¢p;. is injective. Working in the homotopy cat-
egory, let P = [P]r € mo[ [~ Pic(C;) = [[zmo Pic(C;); note that, without loss of generality,
we may assume that P; € mPic(C;) is non-trivial for all ¢ € I. By assumption, there
exists m such that, for any ¢ € I, there exists an object X; € PicCell,, ;C{ satisfying
ToCpic(c,) (Ps)(Xi) # Xi. Therefore, we may take

Pic
[Xi]F € Hf PicCell,, ; C; C (Hf Ci)”
to detect that ¢pi.(P) is not the identity functor. O

WOH]: PIC(CZ)

We end this discussion of the salient features of the Pic-generated protoproducts by
applying the results above to the two key examples in this paper, namely the K, (n)-local

categories Sp,, , and the completed Franke categories Fry, ;.

Theorem 4.28. For any ultrafilter F on P, the protoproducts H;icgf)nvp and H?CPA‘I,W
are Pic-generated. Moreover, there are canonical monomorphisms

Ar: [Txmo Pic(gf)nyp) — o Pic H_P;-icgl\)nyp
and
X;ﬂg I xmo Pic(ﬁrn,p) —— 7 Pic H?Cfrn)p.

Proof. We verify the claim for §f)n7p, the one for frn,p being proven similarly. Since the
unit Lg, S° € Sp,, , is compact, it follows from Proposition 3.2(3) and Corollary 3.4 that

é;)n’p is Pic-generated. In light of Proposition 4.24 and Proposition 4.27, it remains to
show that (@n,p)pep is a unital and uniformly separated collection. To this end, recall the
generalized Moore spectra M1 (n) from Section 3.3 that may be built using 2" Pic-cells, i.e.,
Mt (n) € PicCellgn ,, §I\)n,p for all p € P. Applying K,(n)-local Spanier Whitehead duality
D to (3.10) and specializing to X = S° yields

Lic, (n)S° = colim; DM;(n) € Ind PicCellyn ,, Sp,, ..

so the collection (g[\)nvp)pe'p is unital.
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In the proof of [HS99, Proposition 14.3], Hovey and Strickland show that for any non-
trivial P € Pic(Sp,,,) there exists I with P ® M”'(n) not equivalent to M*(n). Thus
(§5n7p)pep is uniformly separated with m = 2.

The analogous arguments prove that the collection (lf‘\rn,p)pep is unital and uniformly
separated. O
4.4. Torsion in protoproducts. Let (R;);cr be a collection of even periodic Eqo-ring
spectra indexed on a set I. Let (x1,...,%,,) be a regular sequence in myR;. For k; € N,

define the compact R;-module mgki) to be RZ/(x’fl, ..,xk) so that mx") is an even

s Uni [
(ki) ~ ki

periodic 7, R;-module with mox; =~ = (WORi)/(Jc’ffi, . ,.’L‘nl) For each i € I, let A; €
CAlgy be a flat Ri-module (i.e., m A; is a flat 7,R;-module) and define M) (A;) =
A; ®r, mgki). Note that M®*i)(A;) is a compact A;-module built out of 2" A;-cells. Let
Ji = (14, -..,%n,;), the category of J;-torsion A;-modules is the localizing subcategory

Mod'{™ = Loc(M ™ (4;)) = Loc({M*)(A,)|k; € N})
of Mod 4, generated by MM (A;). We will write

ta,: Mod'{™ — Mod 4,
for the corresponding inclusion functor and I' 4, for its right adjoint. Since Mod 4, is com-
pactly generated by its unit A;, it follows that Gi°™ = T'4, A; is an invertible generator for
Mod (™.
Example 4.29. The example to keep in mind is I = P and, for p a prime, R, = E, p,
/q](gkp) ~ B,/ (k... ,uff_l), and A, = E2% for some s > 1. The category Modtb?éss then
coincides with the category of I,,-torsion E,?;—modules. Similarly, we may consider the
algebraic analogues R, = (Eynp)«, Iil()l) = (BEnp)s/In, and A, = (E2%)s.
Suppose F is an ultrafilter on I, we define:

Definition 4.30. An object W € H; Mody;, is said to be Tr[+)-torsion if every element in
7W is annihilated by [Ji][;"] = [J%]# for some [d;] € N7.
For example, for every [k;] € N*, Ml .= [M*)(A;)]# is a compact 7[,j-torsion object

in H'_’F Mod4,. The goal of this section is to show that all torsion objects can be built from
the set of compact objects {MFl|[k;] € N7}.

Lemma 4.31. If W ¢ Hbf Moda, is mps-torsion, then there exists an object

b
[kl |7, F1
M € Loc({M™¥|[k;] e N7}) C H; Mod 4,

together with a map f: M — W which is surjective on homotopy groups.
Proof. For any w = [w;] € 7, W, there exists [k;],, € N” and a map f,: MFilw W with
w € im(mp fu). Explicitly, we may choose (k;)ic; € N’ so that

{i: JFw; =0} € F.
Consequently, the map

f=@fu: M= @ Mkl —sWw
U)E?T[*]W
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gives what we want. O

Lemma 4.32. Suppose W € Hb}- Mod g, and we are given a map f: M — W with M €

Loc({M¥|[k;] € N7'}) and 7,  f surjective, then there exists N € Loc({M*il|[k;] € N7})
and a factorization

M—LsN

| A

w

such that m, g is surjective and ker(mp, f) C ker(mp,j).

Proof. Let I be the fiber of f: M — W, so that m,) ' = ker (7,1 f). Since M is 7[,]- torsion,

so is 7, F" and we can apply Lemma 4.31 to obtain a map h: N’ — F with N’ € H;— Modfffs
and 7, h surjective. Consider the following commutative diagram of cofiber sequences:

The dashed map g exists because the composite N — M — W factors through F' and is
thus null. Since 7, f is surjective, so is 7,)g. To verify that ker(m,) f) C ker(m,j), observe
that, by construction, any m € [, M with 7, f(m) = 0 lifts to an element m' € 7, N’,
hence 7, j(m) = 0.

For each i € I, recall that G{°™ = {S¥T' 4, A;|k € Z} is a set of Pic-generators for Mod'"™.
The resulting Gi°*-cell filtration on Mod!{™ will be denoted by G!°™ Cell, ((Mod'{™)*), see
Example 4.4.

Definition 4.33. With notation as above, suppose F is an ultrafilter on I, then we define
the protoproduct of the torsion categories Modfffs as

b Pic b
H; Mod (™ = HF (Mod'™®, Gio™s) = Hf(Modg;fS, GLo™s Cell, (Mod'y™)“)).

Since the unit I's, A; of Mod'{™ is contained in Ind G{°™ Celly» ((Mod'y™)*), the pro-
toproduct H; Modfffs comes equipped with a natural symmetric monoidal structure by
Corollary 4.18.

Lemma 4.34. There is a fully faithful symmetric oidal functor
b ors b
vr = (ta,)r: [[r Mody™ —— [ Moda, -

Proof. Let i € I. By the construction of I'4,, there exists a cofinal sequence of elements
(ki) € N™ and a natural equivalence

colimyy,) M(k")(Ai) ~ Ty, A = GO,
so that Gi° € Ind Cellyn Mod% . If X € G Cellp((Mod$™)%) for some k € N, then
X ® Gf°rs ~ X so the compactness of X € (Modfgs)w provides the existence of a sequence
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(k;) such that X is a retract of X @ M*:)(A;). This implies that X € Cellynj, Mod 4, and
hence

G Cell (Mod}{™)*) C Cellyng Mod 4, -

By passing to the associated protoproducts, we thus obtain from Corollary 4.8 a fully faithful
symmetric oidal functor ¢z, as claimed. O

Note that 7 preserves colimits and compact objects and that, as mentioned before, M ¥
is a compact object in H; ModX™ for all [k;] € N7. We are now ready to state the main
result of this section.

Proposition 4.35. Let W € Hb}- Mody,. The following are equivalent:

(1) W is in Loc({M%|[k;] € N7}).
(2) W is in the essential image of Lx.
(3) W is mp,-torsion.

Proof. For every [k;] € N7 the object M is in the essential image of ¢z so (1) implies (2).
It is clear that (2) implies (3). We will show that (3) implies (1). Assume W € H; Mod g4,
is 7[,)-torsion. We will construct an Adams type resolution

J2

Jo J1

My M,y M,
f1
fol / N
w

to show that W is in Loc({M¥|[k;] € N”}). Indeed, using Lemma 4.31 and Lemma 4.32
iteratively implies that there is such a resolution satisfying the following: For all £ > 0

(1) My, € Loc({M*i|[k;] € NT}),

(2) 7 fr is surjective, and

(3) ker(w[*]fk) - ker(ﬂ'[*]jk).

Thus the structure maps in the induced diagram

are trivial in homotopy, hence [BSS17, Proposition 3.59] implies that colim fib(fx) ~ 0 and
so we see that colim M ~ W as desired. O

Definition 4.36. With notation as above, define (Hbf Mod 4, )™ as the localizing subcat-
egory in H?_- Mod 4, generated by {[X% M*)(A)]#|[ni] € Z7, [k;] € N7},

Corollary 4.37. For any ultrafilter F on I, there is a canonical symmetric monoidal equiv-
alence

[T (Mod'y™) — > ([T Mod 4,)*".

Proof. Proposition 4.35 identifies the essential image of ¢ with (H;- Mod 4, )™, so it re-
mains to verify that the induced symmetric oidal equivalence is unital. This is a formal
consequence of the fact that, in light of Corollary 4.18, both co-categories are unital. O
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5. THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we will put the pieces together to prove Theorem 2.1. The missing ingredi-
ents at this point are the relationship between descent and the Pic-generated protoproducts
of Section 4 as well as the compatibility of the main equivalence of [BSS17] with passing to
torsion subcategories.

Throughout this section, let I be a set and let (C;, F;);cr be a collection of local duality

~ A

contexts such that C; is Pic-generated for each i € I. Let (C;,®);c; be the collection
of presentably symmetric monoidal stable co-categories of F;-complete objects in C; as in
Section 3.1. Recall from Proposition 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, that (,A'z is compactly generated
and Pic-generated for each i € I. We will assume that the collection (C;);es is unital in the

sense of Definition 4.16. We remind the reader that the unit object in C; is not assumed to
be compact.

Given A; € CAlg(C;), we write Mo\dAi for the co-category of Ly, A;-modules in é;

5.1. Reduction to the totalization: Descent. We refer to [BSS17, Section 5.1] for
some background material on descent and, in particular, the terminology we are going to
use throughout this subsection.

Definition 5.1. A collection of commutative algebras (4;);cr is said to be uniformly de-
scendable in (é\l)le 7 if there exists an integer r > 0 such that for all ¢ € I, A; is descendable
of fast-degree less than or equal to r. If additionally the A;-based Adams spectral sequence
for End(15 ) collapses at the Es-page for almost all i € I, then we call (A4;);c; strongly

uniformly descendable.

The next result generalizes [BSS17, Theorem 5.1] to the modified Pic-generated proto-
product of a collection (C;, ®);cs in which the corresponding units are not necessarily com-
pact. As explained in [BSS17, Section 4.2], the Amitsur complex associated to A; provides

—
a diagram of cosimplicial symmetric monoidal co-categories Mod ,@e+1.
i

Proposition 5.2. Let F be an ultrafilter on I and suppose that (A;):cr is strongly uniformly
descendable, then there is a canonical symmetric monoidal equivalence

Pies  ~ _ Piom—
7 C; — Loc Pic Tot [[ 7 Mod 4ee+1.

Proof. By Corollary 4.19 and for any s > 0, the canonical symmetric monoidal and colimit
preserving functors (Z — Mod 4®s+1 induce a symmetric monoidal functor after applying
the Pic-generated protoproduct. "This provides a canonical symmetric monoidal and colimit
preserving functor

—_ Pic 5 Picyr 3
E: 7 € ——=Tot[[~ MOdAl;@0+1.

We claim that Z is fully faithful and induces an equivalence on Picard spectra: The proof
of [BSS17, Proposition 5.13] can be adapted easily to give fully-faithfulness of =, while the
same argument as for [BSS17, Proposition 5.16] shows the claim about Picard spectra.

It follows from Proposition 4.24 that = descends to a canonical symmetric monoidal
equivalence

P' o~ ~ . P' —_—
7 C; — Loc Pic Tot [T Mod 4ee+1.
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We next verify that the conditions of the previous proposition are satisfied for the two
main examples in this paper. This is mostly a matter of collecting results from the literature.
Recall that P is the set of prime numbers.

Proposition 5.3. Let n > 0 be an integer.
(1) Ifp is an odd prime with 2p—2 > n?, then (E, p)pep is strongly uniformly descend-
able in (Sp,, ,)peP-
(2) If p is a prime with p > n+1, then (Anp)pep is strongly uniformly descendable in
(Frnp)pep-
Proof. If p > n + 1, the Morava stabilizer group has no p-torsion, which implies that it has
finite cohomological dimension, see [Mor85, Proposition 2.2.2]. As in the proof of [BSS17,
Lemma 5.33], this shows that (A, ,)pep is strongly uniformly descendable in (Fr, ,),ep.
Lifting the finite cohomological dimension of the stabilizer group to Sp,, , as in the proof
of the smash product theorem [Rav92, Section 8] yields that E, , is descendable of uni-
formly bounded fast degree, see also [Mat16, Proposition 10.10]. Furthermore, the sparsity
argument in [HMS94, Proposition 7.5] provides the collapsing of the K, (n)-local E,, ,-based
Adams spectral sequence for Lg (n)S 0 with uniformly bounded intercept in the given range,

hence (E,, p)pep is uniformly descendable in (§)n7p)pep. O

By the proof Theorem 4.28, both (él\)nyp)pep and (ﬁrn,p)pep are unital collections of
Pic-generated oco-categories. The following corollary is now immediate:
Corollary 5.4. For any ultrafilter on the set of primes P there are canonical symmetric
monoidal equivalences

E?icgl\)n,p —=> Loc Pic Tot H?CmEg;ﬂ , ;icﬁrmp —=> Loc Pic Tot H]P_-icl\Z()\ClAgop+1 .

5.2. Reduction to the cell-protoproduct: Picard groups. The next step in the proof
is to replace the modified Pic-generated protoproduct by the cell-protoproduct, so that we
can apply the cosimplicial formality theorem of [BSS17, Section 4]. To this end, let onéfp
be the unit in Mod 4@s and consider the cell-protoproduct
b~ Pic —— comp b comp I
HFModA?S = HF (ModASps,gA?s ) = H}_ (ModASps,gA?s Cell*(ModAgzas))
as in Example 4.4.
Proposition 5.5. Let F be an ultrafilter on I and suppose that (A;)ier is strongly uni-

formly descendable. If the Picard groups mo Pic(Moda,) are generated by the corresponding
suspension functor for each i € I, then there is a canonical symmetric monoidal equivalence

Tot H;I\ZO\C].AQZHJA —= > Tot H;icl\fo\dA@-H.

Proof. The assumption on the Picard groups guarantees that the Pic-cell filtration coincides
with the cell filtration, hence we obtain a canonical symmetric monoidal equivalence

H;‘mz‘h R H;icmAi .

The comparison lemma [BSS17, Lemma 5.19] thus reduces the proof to showing that the
canonical maps

b —_— Pic/\
H;MOdA?.e+l —_— H]_- MOdA;g)sH
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are fully faithful for all s > 0. This is a consequence of the construction, as the constituent
maps between the filtration steps are fully faithful, thereby finishing the proof. O

Corollary 5.6. For any ultrafilter on P there are canonical symmetric monoidal equiva-
lences

Tot H?_J\ZO\dE;?;ﬂ —= > Tot Hf:_—icl\fo\dEg;ﬂ , Tot H;@A;‘?"}fl —= > Tot H;icl\io\dAg?;rl .

Proof. By virtue of Proposition 3.11 and Corollary 3.15, these equivalences are consequences
of Proposition 5.5. O

5.3. Finishing the proof: Formality. We will focus on the two main examples of this pa-
per, which are discussed at a finite prime in detail in Section 3.3, so let I = P. On the topo-
logical side, we take (C;, A;)ier to be (Sp,, ,, En.p)pep and define nﬁ’jg?p = E,,/(p",... ,ui”_l)
so that
k k k
MO (E25H) = Bt g ki) o EOSHL /(e ke )

for all s > 0 and k, > 1. Analogously, on the algebraic side we consider (PA‘rnvp, Ay p)pep. For
k, > 1 an integer, we set /@gfg; = (Enp)«/(@",... ,uff_l)* and, for s > 0, Méfgp)(A%‘;“) =
(Bt /(.. uff_l)*. This choice of notation is justified by the Morita equivalence of
(3.13). The notion of torsion in the rest of this section will consequently be determined by

the ideals (p*»,..., uﬁ’il) and (p*»,..., uﬁ[l)* as in Section 4.4. In particular:

Definition 5.7. For all s > 0 and any ultrafilter F on P, we define localizing subcategories
b b
(I, Modgeer )™ = Loc([Migz (BE5 )] Flkp] € N7) € T[T Mod g
and

b ors kp s b
(Hf MOd(E;?,;“)*)t = LOC([Ma(dg )(A’%,p+1)]]:‘[kp}f eN”) C H}_ MOd(ES?,;“)*.

Recall from [BSS17, Theorem 5.38] that we have established a canonical symmetric
monoidal equivalence

(I).+1 : Hb}- MOdE;?;fl %- H_b}- Mod(Egg&)Jrl)*

of cosimplicial compactly generated Q-linear stable co-categories. The next result establishes
the compatibility of this equivalence with the torsion objects.

Lemma 5.8. For all s > 0 and k, > 1 and any non-principal ultrafilter F on P, the functor
O,y sends [Mor) (252 to M2 (AZ5)] 5.

top n,p alg

Proof. By construction, it suffices to check the statement for s = 0, i.e., that @1([n§§g?p};) ~

(kp)
[Kalg,p
5.38], so in particular preserves the tensor unit. Moreover, by [BSS17, Proposition 6.7], the

natural map

|7 for all (k, > 1),ep. The equivalence ®; is symmetric monoidal by [BSS17, Theorem

o[ En pl 7 = mo End([Ep ] F) %%) mo End([(En,p)+]7) = mo[(En,p)«] 7

induced by ®; can be identified with the isomorphism

<I)/17T()

o[ En plr = End(mo[En p) ) —= End(70[(En,p)+]7) = mo[(Enp)s] 7
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induced by ¢ = [[rep: [[7m0Enp = [1770(Enp)x. Therefore my®; sends the sequence

k k .
([p**]) 7, ..., [u," 1]7) to the sequence ([p*r]=, ..., [u,” ;]7); the claim follows. O

n—1

Proposition 5.9. For any non-principal ultrafilter F on P, there is a symmetric monoidal
equivalence of cosimplicial compactly generated Q-linear stable co-categories
b t ~ b t
TOt(H]_— MOd((E§,;+1)) EE—— TOt(H]_- MOd((E;%’.p‘Fl)*)'
Proof. For any s > 0, consider the following commutative diagram, in which all functors
are symmetric monoidal and colimit preserving:

o~ b b
- Mod e 11— ([T Mod gge+1)"" —— [} Mod gg.i1

I
~ | N\L<I>5+l N\L@sﬂ
Y

[T Modze ) —= (ITx Mod gy )" —= [ Mod g

The right vertical functor is an equivalence by [BSS17, Theorem 5.38] and hence restricts

to an equivalence on localizing ideals generated by [Mff; )(E§;+1)] 7 and [M&Elkgp )(A%,SPH)} F
for all [k,] € N7, respectively, using Lemma 5.8. Corollary 4.37 yields the horizontal equiv-
alences in the left square. Since the generators of the torsion categories are induced up
from the zeroth level of the respective cosimplicial diagram, the equivalences ®4%% are com-
patible with the cosimplicial structure maps. Therefore, we obtain a symmetric monoidal

equivalence upon passage to totalizations. O
We are now ready for the proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. There is a string of symmetric monoidal equivalences

Pic—— b —
Tot H]__ Mod(Eg;H) ~ Tot H}_MOdES?;Jrl by Corollary 5.6

b

~ Tot H}_ Modg);és.pﬂ by Proposition 3.11
b tors oy

~ Tot HF Mod(E§;+1)* by Proposition 5.9
b T 3 o, .

~ Tot H]:MOdA§;7+1 by Proposition 3.14
Pic_——

~ Tot H}_ MOdA§L+l by Corollary 5.6.

Note that this equivalence relies on the main result of [BSS17] via Proposition 5.9. It thus
follows from Corollary 5.4 that there are symmetric monoidal equivalences
Pic_~ Pic—— Pic—— Pic ~
HF Sp,, , = Loc Pic Tot H}_ Mod geet1) =~ Loc Pic Tot H}_ Mod yge 1 = H}_ Fr, p
which finishes the proof. O

5.4. Comparison to the FE-local category. The goal of this section is to compare the
Pic-generated protoproduct of the K, (n)-local categories to the Pic-generated protoproduct
of the By, p-local category Sp,, ,, studied in [BSS17]. As a consequence, we will establish the
compatibility of the main equivalence of [BSS17] with the equivalence of Theorem 2.1.
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We begin with the construction of a topological comparison functor, leaving the (entirely
notational) modifications necessary on the algebraic side to the interested reader. Recall
the symmetric monoidal local duality equivalence

tors

My p: SPpp =—=SPpp Lk, (n)

between the monochromatic category Sp;; and the Kp(n)-local category g}i\)n)p from (3.9).
For any s > 0, there are commutative squares

—QFE ®s+1
(5.10) Spn P 4> MOdE®5+1

Mn,pl iFE%“

Sp‘;lo,;)s W MOdEc,)®s+1,
where T’ B85 is the functor constructed in Section 4.4. These squares are compatible with
each other for varying s.

For all s > 0, the functors appearing in the square (5.10) are symmetric monoidal and
preserve colimits. Furthermore, (3.10) shows that, for any P € Pic(Sp, ,), the object
M, ,(P) is a filtered colimit of spectra P @ M](n) € (Sp,’;)* that can be built from
elements in Plc(Spm“) in 2™ steps. In other words, if we equip each of the categories with
their Pic-cell ﬁltratlons, then (5.10) restricts to a commutative square

_®E§s+1
PicCell,(Sp% ) PicCell,(Mod%.+1)

Mmpl l%g;ﬂ

Ind PicCellj,.on ((Sptorb) ) W Ind PicCellj.on ((ModE®Sq+1) )

n,p

for any s > 0 and any k > 0. Note that the analogous claim for the Ind-completed analogue
of the right vertical arrow is the content of the proof of Lemma 4.34. This puts us in
the situation of Proposition 4.21. By taking the totalization of the resulting squares, we
obtain the topological part of the following proposition; we omit the analogous details for
the algebraic one:

Proposition 5.11. For any ultrafilter F on P, there are commutative squares

Pic Pic

7 Spp, — Tot H]:ModE®.+1 7 Fr,, —— Tot H]_- Mod goesy,

| | | |

Picg_ tors b tors Pic tOI‘b b tors
F SPpp — Tot [ ModEg;)H F Frp ——Tot [ Mod(Eg;ﬂ)* ,

in which the horizontal functors are fully faithful. Moreover, all functors in the displayed
diagrams are symmetric monoidal.

Local duality allows us to replace the torsion categories in this result by their symmetric
monoidally equivalent complete counterparts. We are now ready for the proof of our main
comparison theorem.
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Theorem 5.12. For any non-principal ultrafilter F on P, there is a commutative diagram
of symmetric monoidal functors:

Pic Picg
F SPpp —1F Spy,

| |

Pic Pic~
F Frop >[I Frop.

Proof. Consider the diagram of symmetric monoidal functors

Picg> b tors
SP,y Tot [ [ ModEg;H

S —

-l;ic Sp,, , — Tot H'}_- MOdEg;fl

| |

1;_m Fr,, , — Tot Hbf Mod(Eg;)H)*

7 T

Pici b
]__ICFrn’p Tot H]_— ModE';%,erl)* .

The top and bottom commutative squares have been constructed in Proposition 5.11, while
the commutativity of the right square has been established in the proof of Proposition 5.9:
Indeed, after post-composition with the inclusion functors we obtain a diagram of cosimpli-
cial co-categories

b b tors b
H]_— MOdE;{?‘;)Jrl —_— H]_— Mod S?,;,+l —_— H}- MOdE;c?;fl

E
Hbf MOd(Eg;ﬂ)* —_— Hbf Modz(;;%ﬁl)* S H; MOd(Eg;}Jrl)* .

The right horizontal functors are fully faithful and the right square commutes by Proposi-
tion 5.9. Since the outer rectangle commutes when restricted to ] Celly (Mod‘g??l) for
any k,s > 0 by construction of the functors, it has to commute as well. Therefore, the left
square commutes and passing to totalizations yields the desired commutativity of the right
trapezoid in the larger diagram above.

The inner central and outer squares commute by the proofs of [BSS17, Theorem 5.39)
and of Theorem 2.1, respectively. Since the bottom horizontal functor is fully faithful, it
follows that the left trapezoid commutes as well. O

Remark 5.13. One may wonder whether the canonical inclusions §I\)n,p — Sp,, , and P/‘\rmp —
Fr,, , assemble into a commutative diagram of Pic-generated protoproducts as well. This
appears to be related to the following question: Given p € P sufficiently large and n > 0,
does there exists a constant N = N(n,p) such that for every P € Pic(gl\)mp) and for a
cofinal set of indices I, the spectra M. (n) ® P € Sp}; , are contained in Ind Celly (Sp;; ,)?
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