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OPERATIONS ON MILNOR-WITT K-THEORY

THOR WITTICH

Abstract. For all positive integers n and all homotopy modules M∗, we de-
fine certain operations KMW

n
→ M∗ and show that these generate the M∗(k)-

module of all (in general non-additive) operations KMW

n
→ M∗ in a suitable

sense, if M∗ is N-graded and has a ring structure. This also allows us to explic-
itly compute the abelian group Op(KMW

n
,KMW

m
) and all operations between

related theories such as Milnor, Witt and Milnor-Witt K-theory.
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1. Introduction

Operations between invariants such as (co-)homology theories have shown to be very
useful, especially in algebraic topology and algebraic geometry. Famous examples
include Adams’ treatment of vector fields on spheres [1] and Adams’ and Atiyah’s
proof of the Hopf invariant one problem [2], both using the so-called Adams’ op-
erations ψl : K → K on topological K-theory. Also stable operations, i.e. families
of operations on a (co-)homology theory which respect the suspension functor are
of major interest. Such operations on mod p motivic cohomology H∗,∗(−;Z/pZ)
are for example constructed and used by Voevodsky in his proof of the Bloch-Kato
conjecture [30],[31] and [32], nowadays known as the norm residue isomorphism the-
orem. If F is a field, the motivic cohomology group Hn,n(Spec(F );Z/pZ) is given
by mod p Milnor K-theory KM

n (F )/p and by integral Milnor K-theory KM
n (F ) in

the case of integral coefficients. For these theories defined over field extensions
of a fixed base field k, Vial [29] determines the M∗(k)/p-module of all uniformly
bounded operations KM

n /p → M∗ and the M∗(k)-module of uniformly bounded
operations KM

n → M∗, where M∗ is a cycle module with ring structure such as
Milnor K-theory or algebraic K-theory. In both cases these modules turn out to
be spanned by divided power operations. Actually, Vial also lifts the respective
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2 THOR WITTICH

computations to the case of operations defined for smooth schemes over k. Note
that the explicit assumption of uniform boundedness was forgotten by the author,
as also Garrel states in Section 10 of [8] with respect to the p = 2 case.
Let k be a perfect base field of characteristic not 2. In motivic homotopy theory,
there is a bigraded family of spheres Sn,m = (S1)∧(n−m) ∧ G

∧m
m , where n is the

topological degree and m is the algebraic degree or weight. These spheres give
rise to the motivic sphere spectrum 1k whose homotopy sheaves πn,m(1k) are of
central interest to motivic, but also to classical stable homotopy theory. The latter
being the case due to work of Levine [13], which in particular yields isomorphisms
πn(1) ∼= πn,0(1C)(Spec(C)), where 1 denotes the usual sphere spectrum from stable
homotopy theory. In the other direction, Morel showed in [16] that for all integers
m, the sheaf π−m,−m(1k) has a purely algebraic description, called Milnor-Witt K-

theory KMW
m in degree m. By further work of Morel in [17], it arises as a pullback

square

KMW
m KM

m

Im KM
m /2

of Nisnevich sheaves on Sm/k, where I is the fundamental ideal of the Witt ring
of quadratic forms. This allows us to view Milnor-Witt K-theory as a quadratic
refinement of Milnor K-theory and also explains the name Milnor-Witt K-theory
based on the fact that Im also has an algebraic description called Witt K-theory, see
[17]. This leads to the natural question whether Vial’s aforementioned results can
be generalized to Milnor-Witt K-theory. The main goal of this paper is to explore
and prove such generalizations. Our main strategy is to make tools of Garrel from
the theory of quadratic forms available for Milnor-Witt K-theory, which we will
describe now.
In [8], Garrel computes the modules of all operations In →W and In → H∗(−;µ2)
defined over field extensions of a fixed base field k of characteristic not 2. Here
also the natural filtrations of W and H∗(−;µ2) are respected, which therefore in
particular gives all operations In → Im. Garrel’s strategy relies on Theorem 18.1
of Serre [24], which describes all operations Pfn → W and Pfn → H∗(−;µ2) as
free modules of rank 2. Here Pfn are isomorphism classes of n-Pfister forms, i.e.,
the generators of In. Garrel then defines so-called shifts, which measure how an
operation on In changes when adding and subtracting generators x ∈ Pfn. In other
words, the idea is to start with operations on generators and extend these to the
entire theory, even though the operations must not be additive. This method is
not available for Milnor-Witt K-theory, since operations on generators of Milnor-
Witt K-theory are not known. This subsheaf of generators will be denoted by
[−1, . . . ,−n] and our first main result clarifies operations on [−1, . . . ,−n].

Theorem (see Theorem 7.3). For any homotopy module M∗ with ring structure
and any positive integer n, the M∗(k)-module of operations [−1, . . . ,−n] → M∗ is
free of rank 2 generated by the constant operation 1 and the action of [−1, . . . ,−n]
on 1 ∈M∗(k).

This allows us to define Garrel’s shifts for operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory, but
they are not as nicely behaved as in the case of quadratic forms, which mainly
comes from the fact that Milnor-Witt K-theory is not commutative.
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In the case of quadratic forms, quite some operations are known, namely the pre-λ
operations of McGarraghy [14] which come from exterior powers of quadratic forms.
As shown by Garrel [8], these turn out to generate all operations in a suitable sense.
So both for Milnor K-theory and for quadratic forms there are certain operations
which are defined quite similarly and end up generating all other operations. There
is also the recent preprint [28] of Totaro in which a comparison of divided and
exterior powers of quadratic forms is given. Additionally, it is shown, that these
divided power operations are in fact compatible with the ones of Vial [29] on Milnor
K-theory mod 2. All in all, the natural guess is of course that also the operations
on Milnor-Witt K-theory are spanned by such kinds of operations. This leads us to
define operations λnl · y : KMW

n → M∗ for every homotopy module M∗, which map
sums of symbols

x = [a1,1, . . . , a1,n] + . . .+ [ar,1, . . . , ar,n]

to the action of
∑

1≤i1<...<il≤r

[ai1,1, . . . , ai1,n] · . . . · [ail,1, . . . , ail,n]

on an element y ∈ M∗(k). Such operations are not always well-defined. If n
is odd, the element y needs to be h-torsion, which we denote by y ∈ hM∗(k) (see
Proposition 6.1 and Definition 6.2). Now that we also have some natural candidates
for generators of all operations, we continue translating Garrel’s strategy to Milnor-
Witt K-theory. For this to work we restrict to N-graded homotopy modules with
ring structure M∗, which we call N-graded homotopy algebras. Furthermore we
consider certain linear combinations of operations of the form λnd , namely

σn
l =

⌊ l−1
2 ⌋

∑

j=0

(

⌊ l−1
2 ⌋

j

)

[−1]n(l−j)λnl−j

for all integers l ≥ 1 and σn
0 = λn0 (see before Proposition 8.3). Our next main

result is the following.

Theorem (see Theorem 8.5). Let n be a positive integer. For all N-graded homo-
topy algebras M∗, the map

f : M∗(k)
2 × δnhM∗(k)

N\{0,1} → Hom(KMW
n ,M∗), (al)l≥0 7→

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

is an isomorphism of M∗(k)-modules, where δn is 1 if n is odd and 0 if n is even.

Actually, we also have an appropriate filtration on both sides, which this isomor-
phism also respects. Here the right hand side is equipped with the natural filtration
induced by the filtration FdM∗ =M≥d. It is not completely obvious that the map
f is well-defined, i.e. that infinite sums of the form

∑

l≥0 σ
n
l · al with suitable co-

efficients (al)l≥0 make sense. For this we show that while these sums are infinite,

they become finite when evaluating at any element of KMW
n .

We then also recover and generalize the aforementioned results of Garrel and Vial,
which leads to the following result.

Theorem (see Theorem 9.5). Let n be a positive integer. Table 1 gives a complete
list of operations of type (n,m) between Milnor, Witt and Milnor-Witt K-theory.

Table 1
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A B Hom(A,B)

KM
n KM

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈
∏

min(m
n
,1)≥l≥0

KM
m−nl(k)×

∏

m
n
≥l≥2

δn2
(τnK

M
m−nl(k))

}

KM
n KW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈

1
∏

l=0

KW
m−nl(k)×

∏

l≥2
δn2

(τnK
W
m−nl(k))

}

KM
n KMW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈

1
∏

l=0

KMW
m−nl(k)×

∏

l≥2
δn2

(τnK
MW
m−nl(k))

}

KW
n KM

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈ KM
m (k)×

∏

m
n
≥l≥1

2K
M
m−nl(k)

}

KW
n KW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈
∏

l≥0

KW
m−nl(k)

}

KW
n KMW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈ KMW
m (k)×

∏

l≥1

hK
MW
m−nl(k)

}

KMW
n KM

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈
∏

min(m
n
,1)≥l≥0

KM
m−nl(k)×

∏

m
n
≥l≥2

δn2K
M
m−nl(k)

}

KMW
n KW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈
∏

l≥0

KW
m−nl(k)

}

KMW
n KMW

m

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

∣

∣

∣ (al)l ∈

1
∏

l=0

KMW
m−nl(k)×

∏

l≥2

δnhK
MW
m−nl(k)

}

Here τn is the action of [−1]n−1 on the respective homotopy module.
The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we state our conventions and give a
list of some of our notations. Section 3 is an introduction to Milnor-Witt K-theory.
We start by defining it for fields and list all relations that we consider essential.
Afterwards we discuss generators and recall how to lift Milnor-Witt K-theory from
fields to smooth schemes. Here we also explain howMilnor-Witt K-theory arises as a
pullback of other K-theories. In Section 4, we give a quick recollection of homotopy
modules and some of their properties. Now that the preliminaries are done, we
quickly compute the additive and Gm-stable operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory
in Section 5, using the fact that Milnor-Witt K-theory in degree n ≥ 1 is the free
strictly A1-invariant sheaf on G

∧n
m . In Section 6 we define those operations which

in a suitable sense turn out to generate all operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory. In
Section 7 we compute all operations on generators of Milnor-Witt K-theory, which
allows us to define Garrel’s shifts in our setting. Afterwards we start investigating
their properties. Section 8 deals with the computation of all operations on Milnor-
Witt K-theory based on the results from the previous sections. Finally, we recover
the aforementioned results of Garrel and Vial in Section 9.

Acknowledgement. This research was conducted in the framework of the re-
search training group 2240: Algebro-geometric Methods in Algebra, Arithmetic
and Topology. I would like to thank my supervisor Immanuel Halupczok for having
interest in my work even though it is not related to his own research interests and,
of course, for his help. I also wish to thank Marcus Zibrowius for bringing the prob-
lem of computing operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory to our attention. Finally, I
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at various stages of this project and Holger Kammeyer for some useful comments.

2. Conventions and Notations

Throughout the article we let k be a perfect base field of characteristic not 2.
Furthermore we assume all schemes to be separated and of finite type over k and
rings are not necessarily commutative. For the convenience of the reader, we give
the following table of notations:

Fldk Category of field extensions of k

Fldfg
k Category of finitely generated field extensions of k

KM
∗ Milnor K-theory as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k

KW
∗ Witt K-theory as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k

KMW
∗ Milnor-Witt K-theory as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k

GW Grothendieck-Witt ring as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k

W Witt ring as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k

I Fundamental Ideal as a functor on Fld/k or Fldfg/k
Sm/k Category of smooth schemes over k with the Nisnevich topology
Set/k Category of sheaves (of sets) on Sm/k
Set∗/k Category of sheaves of pointed sets on Sm/k
Ab/k Category of abelian sheaves on Sm/k
AbA1/k Category of strictly A1-invariant sheaves on Sm/k
ZA1 [X ] Free strictly A1- invariant sheaf on X

Z̃A1 [X ] Reduced free strictly A1- invariant sheaf on X
SH(k) Motivic stable homotopy category over k
Π∗(k) Category of homotopy modules over k

KM
∗ Milnor K-theory as a homotopy module

KW
∗ Witt K-theory as a homotopy module

KMW
∗ Milnor-Witt K-theory as a homotopy module

GW Grothendieck-Witt ring as an unramified sheaf on Sm/k
W Witt ring as an unramified sheaf on Sm/k
I Fundamental Ideal as an unramified sheaf on Sm/k

xM∗ x-torsion of some homotopy module M∗

δn 1 if n is odd and 0 if n is even
Opsp Operations on field extensions commuting with specialization maps
τn action of [−1]n−1 on some homotopy module

3. Recollection of Milnor-Witt K-theory

Let us quickly recall some basics of Milnor-Witt K-theory. For more details we
refer to Chapters 3.1 and 3.2 of [18].

Definition 3.1. The Milnor-Witt K-theory ring KMW
∗ (F ) of a field F is the free

unital Z-graded ring generated by symbols [a] of degree 1 for all a ∈ F× and a
symbol η of degree −1 subject to the following relations:

(MW1) [a][1− a] = 0 for all a ∈ F× \ {1} (Steinberg relation);
(MW2) [ab] = [a] + [b] + η[a][b] for all a, b ∈ F× (Twisted tensor relation);
(MW3) η[a] = [a]η for all a ∈ F×;
(MW4) η(2 + η[−1]) = 0 (Witt relation).
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So an arbitrary element of degree n in KMW
∗ (F ) is a sum of elements of the

form ηd[a1, . . . , ar] with r − d = n, where we denote the product [a1] · . . . · [ar]
by [a1, . . . , ar]. Furthermore we set 〈a〉 = 1 + η[a] ∈ KMW

0 (F ) for all a ∈ F×,
h = 〈1〉+ 〈−1〉 and ǫ = −〈−1〉. A summary of essential relations is:

Lemma 3.2. We have the following:

(i) 0 = [1] and 1 = 〈1〉 as elements of KMW
∗ (F ). In particular, h = 2 + η[−1]

and the fourth defining relation of KMW
∗ (F ) can be rewritten as ηh = 0.

(ii) xx′ = ǫnmx′x for all homogeneous elements x, x′ ∈ KMW
∗ (F ) of degrees n

and m respectively, i.e. the ring KMW
∗ (F ) is ǫ-graded commutative.

(iii) [a,−a] = 0 = [−a, a] for all a ∈ F×.
(iv) [a,−1] = [a, a] = [−1, a] for all a ∈ F×. In particular 〈a〉[a] = 〈−1〉[a] for

all a ∈ F×.
(v) [an] =

∑n−1
i=0 〈(−1)i〉[a] for all positive n and [an] = ǫ

∑−(n+1)
i=0 〈(−1)i〉[a]

for all negative n and all a ∈ F×. In particular, [a2] = h[a] for all a ∈ F×.
(vi) 〈a〉〈b〉 = 〈ab〉 for all a, b ∈ F×. Together with (i) this in particular yields

that 〈a〉 is a unit with inverse 〈a−1〉 and that ǫ2 = 1.
(vii) 〈a〉2 = 〈a2〉 = 1 for all a ∈ F×.
(viii) 〈a〉x = x〈a〉 for all x ∈ KMW

∗ (F ) and all a ∈ F×.
(ix) 〈a〉[b] = [ab]− [a] for all a, b ∈ F×.

All these relations will be used freely in all of our computations. Therefore we
certainly want to encourage the reader to check this list of relations in case that
some computation is unclear.

Lemma 3.3. For all n ≥ 1, the abelian group KMW
n (F ) is generated by elements

of the form [a1, . . . , an] with a1, . . . , an ∈ F× and for all n ≤ 0, the abelian group
KMW

n (F ) is generated by elements of the form ηn〈a〉 with a ∈ F×.

We will mostly make use of this statement in the case n ≥ 1. Here the proof merely
consists of getting rid of powers of η in elements of the form ηd[a1, . . . , an+d] by
using relation (MW2) often enough, thus resulting in the pure (η-free) symbols as
generators. Let us note that a list of relations with respect to these generators
was computed by Hutchinson-Tao for n ≥ 2 in [11] and by Tao/Hutchinson-Tao for
n = 1 and in [27] and [12]. We prefer to use the following standard presentation:

Lemma 3.4. For n ≥ 1, the n-th Milnor Witt K-theory group KMW
n (F ) of F is

generated by elements of the form ηd[a1, . . . , ar] with d = r − n ≥ 0 subject to the
relations:

(i) ηd[a1, . . . , ar] = 0 whenever ai + ai+1 = 1 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1.
(ii) ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, bb

′, ai+1, . . . , ar] = ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, b, ai+1, . . . , ar]
+ ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, b

′, ai+1, . . . , ar]
+ ηd+1[a1, . . . , ai−1, b, b

′, ai+1, . . . , ar]
(iii) 2ηd+1[a1, . . . , ai−1, ai+1, . . . , ar+2]+η

d+2[a1, . . . , ai−1,−1, ai+1, . . . , ar+2] = 0

Milnor-Witt K-theory is functorial with respect to field extensions. This allows us
to view bothKMW

∗ andKMW
n for a fixed integer n as Ab- and Set-valued functors on

the categories Fldk of field extensions and Fldfgk of finitely generated field extensions
of a our base field k. The more general definition of Milnor-Witt K-theory of
smooth schemes requires certain maps. For this suppose that F is a discretely
valued field with valuation ν and fixed uniformizing element π. We denote the
associated valuation ring by Oν and the residue field by κ(ν).
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Theorem 3.5. There is exactly one homomorphism

∂πν : K
MW
∗ (F ) → KMW

∗−1 (κ(ν))

of graded abelian groups with the following three properties:

(i) ∂πν (ηx) = η∂πν (x) for all x ∈ KMW
∗ (F ).

(ii) ∂πν ([π, u2, . . . , un]) = [u2, . . . , un] for all u2, . . . , un ∈ O×
ν .

(iii) ∂πν ([u1, u2, . . . , un]) = 0 for all u1, . . . , un ∈ O×
ν .

This homomorphism is called residue map and the composition

sπν : K
MW
∗ (F )

[−π]·
−−−→ KMW

∗+1 (F )
∂π
ν−−→ KMW

∗ (κ(ν))
〈−1〉·
−−−→ KMW

∗ (κ(ν))

is called specialization map and is a homomorphism of graded rings. Let a ∈ F×

and write a = πnu for some unit u ∈ O×
ν . Then the specialization map can also

be defined as the unique homomorphism KMW
∗ (F ) → KMW

∗ (κ(ν)) of graded rings
mapping [πnu] to [u] and η to η. Some useful relations of these two kinds of maps
are:

Proposition 3.6. For all u ∈ O×
ν and all x ∈ KMW

∗ (F ) we have:

(i) ∂πν ([u]x) = ǫ[u]∂πν (x) and s
π
ν ([u]x) = [u]sπν (x).

(ii) ∂πν (〈u〉x) = 〈u〉∂πν (x) and s
π
ν (〈u〉x) = 〈u〉sπν (x).

(iii) ∂uπν (x) = 〈u〉∂πν (x) and s
uπ
ν (x) = sπν (x) + ǫ[u]∂πν (x). In particular, both the

residue map and the specialization map do generally depend on the choice
of the uniformizing element π.

Proof. The first two relations for residue maps are Proposition 3.17 in [18] and
the corresponding ones for the specialization maps follow immediately from the
definition and the respective relations for the residue map. This clarifies (i) and
(ii). The first formula of (iii) is Remark 1.9 in [6]. We will quickly prove the second
one. Let u ∈ O×

ν and x ∈ KMW
∗ (F ). Then

suπν = 〈−1〉∂uπν ([−uπ]x) = 〈−1〉〈u〉∂πν ([−uπ]x) = 〈−1〉〈u〉∂πν ((〈u〉[−π] + [u])x)

= 〈−1〉(∂πν ([−π]x) + ǫ〈u〉[u]∂πν (x))

= 〈−1〉∂πν ([−π]x) − 〈u〉[u]∂πν (x)

= sπν (x) + ǫ[u]∂πν (x),

where we use that the residue map is a group homomorphism which satisfies the
two formulas from (i), (ii) and (iii). �

Recall that every closed point p ∈ A1, or equivalently every monic irreducible
polynomial f ∈ F [t], gives rise to a discrete valuation on F (t), which measures
the divisibility with respect to f . We will denote this valuation by vp or vf and
the associated residue map with respect to the uniformizer f by ∂pvp or ∂fvf . These

residue maps allow us to express Milnor-Witt of K-theory of F (t) in terms of Milnor-
Witt of K-theory of F and Milnor-Witt of K-theory of the residue fields κ(vp):

Theorem 3.7. There is a split short exact sequence

0 KMW
∗ (F ) KMW

∗ (F (t))
⊕

p∈A1

KMW
∗−1 (κ(vp)) 0

i∗
⊕p∂

p
νp

of graded KMW
∗ (F )-modules, where i∗ is the map induced by the inclusion F ⊂ F (t).
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A retraction of i∗ is given by the specialization map stvt . This kind of sequence is
usually refered to as Milnor’s short exact sequence due to Milnor’s seminal paper
[15], where he constructs this type of sequence for both Milnor K-theory and Witt
rings of quadratic forms.
For a scheme X we denote byX(c) the set of its points of codimension c. Recall that
one can define a discrete valuation ring to be a normal noetherian local domain of
dimension 1. Therefore, if we are given a smooth irreducible scheme X, any point
x ∈ X(1) gives rise to a discrete valuation vx on Frac(OX,x) = k(X). Indeed, the
local ring is noetherian since X is locally noetherian. It is normal since X is smooth
and its dimension is dim(OX,x) = codim(x) = 1. If X is reducible, then the same

holds for all codimension 1 points y ∈ X(1) in the closure of a given codimension 0
point x ∈ X(0). In particular, we get residue maps ∂

πy
vy : KMW

∗ (k(x)) → KMW
∗−1 (k(y))

for any choice of uniformizing elements πy .

Definition 3.8. The n-th Milnor-Witt K-theory group of a smooth scheme X is

KMW
n (X) = ker

(

⊕

x∈X(0)

KMW
n (k(x))

⊕∂
πy
νy

−→
⊕

y∈X(1)

KMW
n−1 (k(y))

)

Note that this does not depend on the choices of uniformizers by Proposition 3.6
and is hence well-defined. If we are given a morphism f : X → Y between smooth
schemes, one can define a pullback map f∗ : KMW

n (Y ) → KMW
n (X) as follows:

As a morphism between smooth schemes, f is a local complete intersection mor-
phism and thus factorizes as a regular embedding j : X → Z followed by a smooth
morphism g : Z → Y . The idea is to proceed by constructing the desired pullback
maps for j and g. For g this is relatively straight-forward and is really just given by
a pullback of symbols. For the morphism j, one reduces to the codimension 1 case
via a choice of a regular sequence and realizes the pullback by using specialization
maps. Finally, there is work to be done to verify that everything is independent of
all the choices that were made. The resulting n-th Milnor-Witt K-theory sheaf will
be denoted by KMW

n , whereas we will still use the notation KMW
n for its “restric-

tion” to the category Fldfgk . Such kinds of sheaves are called unramified and their
construction is the main content of Chapter 2.1 of [18].
Given two unramified sheaves M and N , we can “restrict” them to the cate-

gory Fldfg
k of finitely generated field extension of k and just consider those mor-

phisms which commute with specialization maps. By this we mean morphisms
ϕ : M |

SetFld
fg
k
→ N |

SetFld
fg
k

making the diagram

M |
SetFld

fg
k
(F ) N |

SetFld
fg
k
(F )

M |
SetFld

fg
k
(κ(ν)) N |

SetFld
fg
k
(κ(ν)).

ϕ

sπν sπν

ϕ

commutative for every finitely generated field extension k ⊂ F equipped with a
discrete valuation ν, residue field κ(ν) containing k and every choice of uniformizing
element π. The set of such morphisms will be denoted by Opsp(M,N). The proof of
the equivalence of categories between unramified sheaves and so-called unramified

Fldfgk -data found as Theorem 2.11 in [18] in particular yields:
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Proposition 3.9. For all unramified sheaves M and N we have an identification

HomSet/k(M,N) = Opsp(M |
SetFld

fg
k
, N |

SetFld
fg
k
).

Therefore we will from now on mostly restrict to the category Fldfgk of finitely
generated field extensions of our base field k.
Milnor-Witt K-theory also arises as a certain pullback. For this note that the
quotient KMW

∗ /η by definition is given by Milnor K-theory KM
∗ . A second quotient

we consider is KW
∗

∼= KMW
∗ /h, called Witt K-theory. It was defined by Morel in

terms of generators and relations similar to Milnor-Witt K-theory [17] and the

isomorphism KW
∗

∼=−→ KMW
∗ /h is given by mapping η to η + hKMW

∗ and a symbol

{a} to the class −[a] + hKMW
∗ . Furthermore, Morel showed that Witt K-theory is

nothing but the graded ring of powers of the fundamental ideal
⊕

n∈Z
In, where by

convention In = W for negative n. Here the isomorphism identifies pure symbols
{a1, . . . , an} of length n with n-Pfister forms 〈〈a1, . . . , an〉〉 and the multiplication
with η with the inclusions In+1 →֒ In. The resolution of the Milnor conjecture of
quadratic forms by Orlov-Vishik-Voevodsky [20] therefore gives a diagram

KMW
∗ KM

∗

KM
∗ /2

KW
∗ KW

∗ /ηK
W
∗+1

∼=

Morel [17] showed that this is a cartesian square when applied to fields, which then
by the content of Chapters 2 und 3 of [18] extends to the case of sheaves, as all
these maps are compatible with the respective residue/specialization maps. This
in particular recovers the classical pullback square

GW Z

W Z/2Z

in degree 0 and shows that KMW
n

∼= W for negative integers n. The pullback square

for Milnor-Witt K-theory allows us to study operations KMW
n → KMW

m by studying

operations KMW
n → KR

m, where the later can stand for Milnor K-theory, Milnor
K-theory mod 2 or Witt K-theory.

4. Recollection of Homotopy Modules

Although we are mainly interested in operations KMW
n → KMW

m and hence in op-

erations KMW
n → KR

m, quite some of our arguments work for more general targets,
namely homotopy modules.

Definition 4.1. A homotopy module (M∗, ǫ∗) is a sheaf M∗ ∈ (AbA1/k)Z together
with isomorphisms ǫn : Mn → (Mn+1)−1 for all n ∈ Z. If it additionally has the
structure of a graded ring when applied to fields, we call it a homotopy algebra.

Here ( )−1 : AbA1/k → AbA1/k is the homotopy contraction, which can be defined

as (−)Z̃A1 [Gm] = HomAb
A1/k

(Z̃A1 [Gm],−) where Z̃A1 [X ] is the kernel of the map
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ZA1 [X ] → ZA1 [Spec(k)] = Z for some point Spec(k) → X . This makes Z̃A1 the
left adjoint to the forgetful functor AbA1/k → Set∗/k. We will usually drop the
isomorphisms ǫ∗ from the notation and just say that M∗ is a homotopy module.
A morphisms of homotopy modules is a morphism of Z-graded abelian sheaves
f : M∗ → N∗ which respects the given isomorphisms. The category Π∗(k) of homo-
topy modules arises naturally as follows. The restriction of the functor

π0(−)∗ : SH(k) → Π∗(k), E 7→ π0(E)∗ =
⊕

m∈Z

π−m,−m(E)

to the heart of the homotopy t-structure

SH(k)♥ = {E ∈ SH(k) | πn(E)∗ = 0 for all n 6= 0}

defines an equivalence of categories. Here the sheaf π0(E)∗ is equipped with the
canonical isomorphisms ǫ∗ : π0(E)∗ → (π0(E)∗+1)−1. As a consequence, the cate-
gory Π∗(k) of homotopy modules is an abelian category. We say that a homotopy
module M∗ is associated to a motivic spectrum E ∈ SH(k), if π0(E)∗ ∼= M∗. Note
that we do not demand that E lies in SH(k)♥.

Example 4.2. Milnor Witt K-theory KMW
∗ is the homotopy module associated to

the motivic sphere spectrum Sk as shown by Morel [16, Theorem 6.2.1], the motivic

spectrum H̃Z representing Milnor-Witt motivic cohomology, see e.g. Déglise and
Fasel [4, Theorem 4.2.3] and the algebraic special linear cobordism spectrum MSL
by work of Yakerson [33, Proposition 3.6.3].

In particular, the Sk-module structure on any motivic spectrum E gives rise to a
KMW

∗ -module structure on the homotopy module π0(E)∗, so that every homotopy
module is equipped with such structure. This can also be seen via Chapter 2.3 of
[18] or Feld’s theory of Milnor-Witt cycle modules, see [7].

Example 4.3. As quotients of Milnor-Witt K-theory, Milnor K-theory KM
∗ , Witt

K-theory KW
∗ and KM

∗ /2 are homotopy modules. Here the KMW
∗ -actions are given

via the quotient maps. Milnor K-theory also arises as the homotopy module associ-
ated to the motivic Eilenberg-Maclane spectrum HZ and the algebraic cobordism
spectrum MGL and KM

∗ /2 as the homotopy module associated to HZ/2, see The-
orem 3.4 of [25] and Remark 3.10 of [10].

Example 4.4. (Unramified) algebraic K-theory KQ
∗ is a homotopy module, which

arises from the algebraic K-theory spectrum KGL. This is Theorem 3.13 of the
seminal paper [19] of Morel and Voevodsky.

Example 4.5. (Unramified) Hermitian K-theory KH
∗ = GW∗

∗ is a homotopy mod-
ule, which arises from the Hermitian K-theory spectrum KQ constructed by Horn-
bostel in [9]. A different model for this spectrum under the name BO was more
recently constructed by Panin and Walter [21].

By [7] or by Chapter 2.3 of [18], homotopy modules come with residue and special-
ization maps, which also satisfy the properties of Proposition 3.6. Furthermore, it
is shown that the following two properties hold:

Proposition 4.6. For any homotopy module M∗ and any transcendental element
t over k, the map M∗(k) → M∗+1(k(t)), x 7→ [t]x is injective with left-inverse ∂tνt .
In particular, if [a]x = 0 for all field extensions k ⊂ F and all a ∈ F , then x = 0.
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Proposition 4.7. For any homotopy module M∗ and any field extension k ⊂ F ,
there is a split short exact sequence

0 M∗(F ) M∗(F (t))
⊕

p∈A1

M∗(κ(vp)) 0
i∗

⊕p∂
p
νp

of graded M∗(F )-modules, where i∗ is the map induced by the inclusion F ⊂ F (t).

These properties will be used to compute operations on generators of Milnor-Witt
K-theory in Section 7.

5. Warmup: The Additive and Gm-stable Operations

The results of this Section are essentially known and can be deduced from the
results in [18], but their proofs are not recorded very well. Since these are not long,
we decided to collect them here. The key ingredient is Theorem 3.37 of [18], which
we will recall:

Theorem 5.1 (Morel). Let M be a strictly A1-invariant abelian sheaf and let n be
a positive integer. The map

u∗ : HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
n ,M) → HomSet∗/k(G

∧n

m ,M)

induced by the universal symbol u : G
∧n

m → KMW
n , (a1, . . . , an) 7→ [a1, . . . , an] is

a natural bijection in M . In other words, KMW
n is the free strictly A

1-invariant

abelian sheaf Z̃A1 [G∧n

m ] on the sheaf of pointed sets G∧n

m .

Corollary 5.2. Let n be a positive integer and let M∗ be a homotopy module. For
all integers m, the abelian sheaf HomAb

A1/k
(KMW

n ,Mm) is isomorphic to Mm−n.

In particular, we have HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
n ,KMW

m ) ∼= KMW
m−n for all integers m.

Proof. Using Theorem 5.1, we have KMW
n = Z̃A1 [G∧n

m ] ∼= Z̃A1 [Gm]
⊗n. Therefore

we get HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
n ,Mm) ∼= HomAb

A1/k
(Z, (Mm)−n) ∼= (Mm)−n via the hom-

tensor adjunction. Since M∗ is a homotopy module, this is just Mm−n. �

If one keeps track of the isomorphisms, it is not difficult to see that the isomorphism
KMW

m−n(k)
∼=−→ HomAb

A1/k
(KMW

n ,KMW
m ) maps an element x to the multiplication

with x. For general homotopy modules, it maps an element to the action of KMW
n

on said element.

Corollary 5.3. Let M∗ be a homotopy module. For all integers m, the abelian
sheaf HomAb

A1/k
(KMW

0 ,Mm) is isomorphic to Mm ⊕ hMm−1. In particular, we

have an isomorphism HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
0 ,KMW

m ) ∼= KMW
m ⊕ hK

MW
m−1 for all integers

m.

Proof. We have an isomorphism GW
∼=−→ Z⊕ I by splitting of the rank, which we

can translate to an isomorphism KMW
0

∼=−→ Z⊕KMW
1 /h on the level of Milnor-Witt

K-theory. This gives

HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
0 ,Mm) ∼= HomAb

A1/k
(Z,Mm)⊕HomAb

A1/k
(KMW

1 /h,Mm)

with the first summand being Mm. The latter one is the kernel of

h∗ : HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
1 ,Mm) → HomAb

A1/k
(KMW

1 ,Mm),

which under the isomorphism HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
1 ,Mm) ∼= Mm−1 from the previous

Corollary is hMm−1 as claimed. �
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It is also not difficult to keep track of the isomorphisms in this case:

HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
0 ,KMW

m ) = rk ·Mm(k)⊕ (〈−〉 7→ [−]) · hMm−1(k)

Note that the latter map is not well-defined by itself. It really requires an element
in the kernel of h. ForM∗ = KMW

∗ , the multiplication with an element x ∈ KMW
m (k)

is given by rk ·x+ (〈−〉 7→ [−])ηx, which allows us to write

HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
0 ,KMW

m ) = id ·KMW
m (k)⊕ (〈−〉 7→ [−]) · hK

MW
m−1(k).

Multiplication with a fixed element of suitable degree does of course also give us
operations KMW

−n → KMW
m and other operations on negative degree can be com-

puted via the previous Corollary. In light of Theorem 6.13 of [18], we see that the
isomorphism

KMW
n−1

∼= HomAb
A1/k

(KMW
1 ,KMW

n ) = HomAb
A1/k

(Z̃A1 [Gm],K
MW
n ) = (KMW

n )−1

given by multiplication is exactly theGm-suspension isomorphism. Therefore Corol-
lary 5.2 yields that a Gm-stable operation of degree m of Milnor-Witt K-theory
needs to be a constant sequence of multiplications with a fixed element x ∈ KMW

m (k),
which certainly are well-defined operations. Let us record this observation:

Corollary 5.4. The Gm-stable operations of degree m on Milnor-Witt K-theory
are exactly the constant sequences (x · id)n∈Z with x ∈ KMW

m (k).

6. The Operations λnl

We will now introduce the operations which “essentially generate” all operations on
Milnor-Witt K-theory. Here “essentially” will mean that we have to allow certain
infinite linear combinations, which we will explain later. For the entire section we
let n be a positive integer and all natural transformations/operations are considered
to be between Set-valued functors. If k ⊂ F is a field extension and

x = [a1,1, . . . , a1,n] + . . .+ [ar,1, . . . , ar,n] ∈ KMW
n (F )

is a sum of pure symbols, we call

λnl (x) =
∑

1≤i1<...<il≤r

[ai1,1, . . . , ai1,n] · . . . · [ail,1, . . . , ail,n] ∈ KMW
ln (F )

the l-th divided power of x, where we allow l to be any non-negative integer. Since
Milnor-Witt K-theory is not commutative, this does certainly not yield a well-
defined map KMW

n (F ) → KMW
ln (F ) in general. However, if we let δn be 1 if n is

odd and 0 if n is even, the following will turn out to give us divided power maps:

Proposition 6.1. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension and let M∗ be a homotopy module.
Furthermore, let Sn(F ) be the set of symbols ηd[a1, . . . , ad+n], where d is a non-
negative integer and a1, . . . , ad+n ∈ F×. For any y ∈ δnhM∗(k), the map

Λn · y : Z⊕Sn(F ) →M∗(F )[[t]]

given by mapping
∑r

i=1miη
di [ai,1, . . . , ai,di+n] to

r
∏

i=1

∏

J⊂{1,...,di+1}

(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J

ai,j , ai,di+2, . . . , ai,di+n

]

t

)(−1)
edi,J ·mi

· y,

where edi,J = di + 1 − |J |, is well-defined and factorizes through the quotient map

Z
⊕Sn(F )

։ KMW
n (F ).
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Proof. If n is odd, we have y = 〈1〉 · y = ǫ · y since y ∈ hM∗(k). Therefore the
products in Λn·y are independent of their order, which results in the well-definedness
of this map. If n is even, Λn · y is well-defined without restrictions on y by the fact
that KMW

2∗ is commutative. Therefore we are either way in a commutative setting
and will from now on freely change the order within the occuring products.
To show that Λn · y factorizes through the quotient map Z⊕Sn(F )

։ KMW
n (F ),

we need to verify that all generators of the three relations from Lemma 3.4 act
trivially on y. Let ηd[a1, . . . , ad+n] ∈ Z⊕Sn(F ) be a generator of the Steinberg
relation, i.e. we have that ai+1 = 1 − ai for some 1 ≤ i ≤ d + n − 1. If i leqd, we
can permute the aj ’s in the image and may thus assume that i = 1. Denoting the
tuple (ad+2, . . . , ad+n) by ad, the product

Λn · y(ηd[a1, . . . , ad+n]) =
∏

J⊂{1,...,d+1}

(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

t

)(−1)ed,J

· y

can be rewritten as

∏

I⊂{3,...,d+1}

(

1 +
[

∏

i∈I ai, ad

]

t
)(−1)ed,I (

1 +
[

a1a2
∏

i∈I ai, ad

]

t
)(−1)ed,I

(

1 +
[

a1
∏

i∈I ai, ad

]

t
)(−1)ed,I (

1 +
[

a2
∏

i∈I ai, ad

]

t
)(−1)ed,I

· y.

It therefore suffices to show that

(1 + [b]t)(1 + [a(1 − a)b]t) = (1 + [(1− a)b]t)(1− [ab]t)

for all a, b ∈ F×, where we are in a commutative setting. This amounts to showing
the equality of the linear and quadratic coeffients of both sides. Using the Steinberg
relation, the linear coefficient on the left hand side is

[b] + [a(1− a)b] = [b] + [1− a] + [ab] + η[1− a, ab] = [b] + [1− a] + [ab] + η[1− a, b],

which coincides with [(1−a)b]+[ab], the one from the right hand side. The quadratic
one on the left hand side is

[b, a(1− a)b] = [b, 1− a] + [b, ab] + η[b, 1− a, ab] = [b, 1− a] + [b, ab] + η[b, 1− a, b],

whereas the quadratic coefficient on the right hand side is

[(1− a)b, ab] = η[1− a, b, ab] + [1− a, ab] + [b, ab] = η[1− a, b, b] + [1− a, b] + [b, ab].

Since we are in a commutative setting, these two agree. If i = d + 1, the same
argument works, but one cannot ignore the contributions of ad. Finally, if i ≥ d+2,
the statement is clear. Therefore the map Λn · y factorizes through the quotient
map Z⊕Sn(F )

։ Z⊕Sn(F )/Rst, where Rst is the subgroup defined by the Steinberg
relation. By abuse of notation we still denote the induced map on the quotient
Z⊕Sn(F )/Rst → M∗(F )[[t]] by Λn · y. Let us now verify that the twisted tensor
relation is respected. For this we consider a generator

ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, bb
′, ai+1, . . . , ad+n]− ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, b, ai+1, . . . , ad+n]

− ηd[a1, . . . , ai−1, b
′, ai+1, . . . , ad+n]

− ηd+1[a1, . . . , ai−1, b, b
′, ai+1, . . . , ad+n]

of the twisted tensor relation in Z⊕S(F )/Rst and set Di = {1, . . . , d+1}\{i}. Using
that we are in a commutative setting, we may once again assume that i = 1 since
the case i ≥ d + 2 is trivial. Furthermore, we can ignore the contribution of the
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tuple (ad+2, . . . , ad+n) = ad as seen above. This reduces the task to showing that
the product of

∏

J⊂Di

(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J(

1 +
[

b
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J(

1 +
[

b′
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J

(

1 +
[

bb′
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed,J

and

∏

J⊂Di

(

1 +
[

b
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed+1,J (

1 +
[

b′
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed+1,J

(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed+1,J (

1 +
[

bb′
∏

j∈J aj

]

t
)(−1)ed+1,J

is 1, which it clearly is. This gives us an induced map Z⊕Sn(F )/Rst,tt →M∗(F )[[t]],
which we will still denote by Λn · y. Here Rst,tt is the subgroup defined by the
generators of the Steinberg and twisted tensor relation. Finally, let us check the
Witt relation. We pick a generator

ηd+2[a1, . . . , ai−1,−1, ai+1, . . . , ad+2+n] + 2ηd+1[a1, . . . , ai−1, ai+1, . . . , ad+2+n]

considered as an element of Z⊕Sn(F )/Rst,tt and set Di = {1, . . . , d + 3} \ {i} and
ad = (ad+4, . . . , ad+2+n). As before, we can reduce to the case that i = 1. After
cancellation, this generator is now mapped to

∏

J⊂Di

(

1 +
[

−
∏

j∈J

aj, ad

]

t

)(−1)ed+1,J(

1 +
[

∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

t

)(−1)ed+1,J

· y,

which agrees with

∏

J⊂Di

(

1 +

(

[

∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

+
[

−
∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

)

t

)(−1)ed+1,J

· y

by the fact that [a,−a] = 0 for all a ∈ F×. We also have

[a] + [−a] = [a] + [−1] + [a] + η[a,−1] = [−1] + [a](2 + η[−1]) = [−1] + [a]h

for all a ∈ F×, which yields
[

∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

+
[

−
∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

= [−1, ad] +
[

∏

j∈J

aj , ad

]

h = [−1, ad] + h
∑

j∈J

[aj , ad]

for all J ⊂ Di. The later summand does not contribute outside of degree 1 since
[−1] ∈ ker(h) and [a, a] = [a,−1] for all a ∈ F×. Thus we are left with

∑

d−|J| even

∑

j∈J h[aj, ad]t+
∏

d−|J| even

(

1 + [−1, ad]t
)

∑

d−|J| odd

∑

j∈J h[aj, ad]t+
∏

d−|J| odd

(

1 + [−1, ad]t
) · y,

which by a simple counting argument is 1 · y = y. This finishes the proof. �

From the definition of Λn · y it is clear that this map is functorial in F since y
is defined over k. Not clear may be how Λn · y relates to the divided powers as
introduced before.

Definition 6.2. Let l be a non-negative integer and let y ∈ δnhM∗(k) for some

homotopy module M∗. The l-th divided power operation on KMW
n associated to y

is the operation KMW
n → M∗ given by taking the coefficient of Λn · y(x) of degree

l for all elements x ∈ KMW
n (F ) and all field extensions k ⊂ F .
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We denote the l-th divided power operation on KMW
n associated to y by λnl · y,

which as before is not only a notation, but allows us to work with the non-defined
operation λnl as long as we act on y ∈ δnhM∗(k) in the end. Of course, λn0 = 1
and λn1 = id are defined for all y. Furthermore we will just refer to an l-th divided
power on KMW

n when speaking about λnl · y for some homotopy module M∗ and
y ∈ δnhM∗(k). By its definition, we get:

Proposition 6.3. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension. We have

λnl · y(x+ x′) =

l
∑

i=0

λni (x)λ
n
l−i(x

′) · y

for all elements x, x′ ∈ KMW
n (F ).

Corollary 6.4. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension. If

x = [a1,1, . . . , a1,n] + . . .+ [ar,1, . . . , ar,n] ∈ KMW
n (F )

is a sum of pure symbols, then

λnl · y(x) =
∑

1≤i1<...<il≤r

[ai1,1, . . . , ai1,n] · . . . · [ail,1, . . . , ail,n] · y.

This justifies the name and also explains why Λn · y is defined the way it is. An
arbitrary element of KMW

n (F ) is first rewritten in terms of pure symbols and then
one extends the desired formula from the previous corollary via Proposition 6.3
to negative signs. The element y is still needed for it to map to M∗ and to be
well-defined in the case of odd n, of course.

7. Shifts for Operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory

In this section we will state the basic tools needed for our computations later.
For these we will consider certain operations on Milnor K-theory. Let M∗ be a
homotopy module and let y ∈ M∗(k). For a positive integer n and a non-empty
ordered subset {i1, . . . , il} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, we define the operation

[−i1 , . . . ,−il ] · y : (K
M
1 )n →M∗

by mapping tuples (a1, . . . , an) ∈ G
n
m(F ) ∼= (KM

1 (F ))n to [ai1 , . . . , ail ] · y for every
field extension k ⊂ F . Furthermore we set this operation to be the constant oper-
ation with value 1 in the case that l = 0. These operations clearly commute with
specialization maps and turn out to generate all such operations (KM

1 )n → M∗,
essentially by Theorem 3.18 of Vial [29] with minor adaptations to generalize to
homotopy modules:

Theorem 7.1 (Vial). Let M∗ be a homotopy algebra and let n be a positive integer.
The M∗(k)-module Opsp((K

M
1 )n,M∗) of operations (KM

1 )n → M∗ commuting with
specialization maps is given by the free M∗(k)-module

n
⊕

l=0

⊕

1≤i1<...<il≤n

[−i1 , . . . ,−il ] ·M∗(k).

Proof. This can indeed be proven like Theorem 3.18 and the third step of Theorem
3.4 from [29]. Since the given proof does not contain all details, we will give the
full argument for the convenience of the reader and begin with the case n = 1.
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Step 1: An operation ϕ : KM
1 → M∗ commuting with specialization maps is deter-

mined by its image at a single transcendental element over k.
Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

M
1 ,M∗), let F and F ′ be a field extensions of k and let t ∈ F be

a transcendental element over k. Furthermore let a ∈ F ′. If a is transcendental
over k, we have a canonical isomorphism f : k(t) → k(a) given by substituting
a for t, so that ϕ({a}) ∈ M∗(k(a)) is determined by ϕ({t}) ∈ M∗(k(t)) via the
induced isomorphism f∗ : M∗(k(t)) → M∗(k(a)). If a is algebraic over k, we pick a
transcendental element u over F ′ and consider the square

KM
1 (F ′(u)) M∗(F

′(u))

KM
1 (F ′) M∗(F

′)

ϕ

suνu suνu

ϕ

which by our assumptions on ϕ is commutative. We get

ϕ({a}) = ϕ(suνu ({au})) = suνu(ϕ({au}))

and au ∈ F ′(u) is transcendental over k, so that ϕ({a}) is once again determined
by ϕ({t}).

Step 2: The image of ϕ at our fixed transcendental element t is unramified at all
closed points of P1

k(t)\ {0,∞}.

Let u be another transcendental element over k and consider the field extension
k(u) of k. We now pick a monic irreducible polynomial p ∈ k[t] with p 6= t and
view it as a polynomial with coefficients in k(u) via the inclusion k →֒ k(u). The
element −up ∈ k(u, t) is then a uniformizer for the corresponding discrete valuation
νp on k(u, t) and we consider the commutative square

KM
1 (k(u, t)) M∗(k(u, t))

KM
1 (κp(u)) M∗(κp(u)).

ϕ

s−up
νp

s−up
νp

ϕ

We denote by i the inclusion k(t) →֒ k(u, t). Since ϕ and, by Lemma 3.16 of [29]
also i∗, commute with specialization maps, we now have

s−up
νp (ϕ(i∗({t}))) = s−up

νp (i∗(ϕ({t}))) = i∗(ϕ(s
−up
νp ({t}))) = i∗(ϕ({t})),

which is also given by

spνp(i∗(ϕ({t}))) + ǫ[−u]∂pνp(i∗(ϕ({t}))) = i∗(ϕ({t})) + ǫ[−u]∂pνp(i∗(ϕ({t}))).

according to Lemma 3.6. Applying ∂−u
ν−u

: M∗(κp(u)) → M∗−1(κp) thus yields

ǫi∗(∂
p
νp(ϕ({t}))) = ǫ∂pνp(i∗(ϕ({t}))) = 0

and therefore i∗(∂
p
νp(ϕ({t}))) = 0. Hence ∂pνp(ϕ({t})) = 0 by the injectivity of i∗.

In other words, ϕ({t}) is unramified at all closed points of P1
k(t)\{0,∞} as claimed.

Now we put everything together. We set a = ∂νtt (ϕ({t})) ∈M∗(k) and consider the
difference ϕ({t})− [t]a ∈M∗(k(t)). This element is by construction unramified on
P1
k(t)\ {∞}, which by Milnor’s exact sequence means that it is given by an element

b ∈ M∗(k) considered as an element in M∗(k(t)). Hence we have ϕ({t}) = [t]a+ b
for some suitable elements b ∈ M∗(k) and a ∈ M∗(k). Combining this with our
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first step, we see that there exist elements a ∈ M∗(k) and b ∈ M∗(k), so that
ϕ = [−]a + b. Since assignments of this form certainly define operations, this
finishes the proof for n = 1.

Step 3: The general case.
We now conclude by induction on n ≥ 1. The case n = 1 has already been treated.
Let us therefore assume that the claim is true for all positive integers l ≤ n for
some n ≥ 1. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp((K

M
1 )n+1,M∗), let k ⊂ F be a field extension and

let x ∈ (KM
1 (F ))n be a fixed element. Then ϕ((x,−)) : KM

1 → M∗ defines an
operation over the field F , which we will denote by ϕx. By the previous step, there
exist elements ax, bx ∈M∗(F ) such that ϕx = [−]ax+ bx. The assignments x 7→ ax
and x 7→ bx define operations in Opsp((K

M
1 )n,M∗) and are by induction hypothesis

hence given by M∗(k)-linear combinations of [−i1 , . . . ,−il ] · 1 for 0 ≤ l ≤ n and
1 ≤ i1 < . . . < il ≤ n. Together with ϕx = [−]ax + bx this implies that ϕ is of the
claimed form. It remains to show that the operations of the form [−i1 , . . . ,−il ] · 1
are linearly independent. Suppose

ϕ =

n
∑

l=0

∑

1≤i1<...<il≤n

[−i1 , . . . ,−il ] · λi1,...,il = 0

where λi1,...,il ∈M∗(k) for 0 ≤ l ≤ n and 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < il ≤ n. We fix one ordered
subset {j1, . . . , js} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and consider the finitely generated field extension
k ⊂ k(tj1 , . . . , tjs) = F . We set tj = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {j1, . . . , js} and let
t = (t1, . . . , tn) ∈ (KM

1 (F ))n. Then we have

λj1,...,js = ∂
tjs
νtjs

◦ . . . ◦ ∂
tj1
νtj1

(ϕ(t)) = ∂
tjs
νtjs

◦ . . . ◦ ∂
tj1
νtj1

(0) = 0,

which we had to show. �

Remark 7.2. This proof in particular shows that we do not need to distinguish
between operations defined on all field extensions or only on finitely generated ones.
Since Theorem 7.1 is the very first ingredient of our computation, we will thus from
now just speak about operations without specifying the underlying category of field
extensions.

We now consider the subfunctor [−1, . . . ,−n] ⊂ KMW
n which for every field exten-

sion k ⊂ F is given by [F×, . . . , F×], the pure symbols with entries from F×. Note
that we use this notation both for this subfunctor and for the operations arising in
the previous Theorem. According to Lemma 3.3, this subfunctor encodes exactly
the canonical generators of KMW

n and our goal is to understand the operations on
these generators. To express what it means for such operations to commute with
specialization maps (which do not restrict to [−1, . . . ,−n]), we do the following.
Since [−1, . . . ,−n] is the image of the universal symbol u : G∧n

m → KMW
n , the op-

erations [−1, . . . ,−n] → M∗ correspond to operations Gn
m → M∗ which factorize

through (KM
1 )n = Gn

m ։ G∧n

m → [−1, . . . ,−n]. The latter map will also be called
universal symbol and denoted by u. We know what it means for the latter opera-
tions to commute with specialization maps and can restrict to those. This gives us
a definition of Opsp([−1, . . . ,−n],M∗), which we will now determine in light of the
previous theorem.

Theorem 7.3. For any homotopy algebra M∗ and any positive integer n, the
M∗(k)-module Opsp([−1, . . . ,−n],M∗) is free of rank 2 generated by the constant
operation 1 and [−1, . . . ,−n] · 1.
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Proof. By definition, theM∗(k)-module Opsp([−1, . . . ,−n],M∗) is the submodule of

Opsp((K
M
1 )n,M∗) given by those operations which factorize through the universal

symbol u : (KM
1 )n = G

n
m ։ G

∧n

m → [−1, . . . ,−n]. According to Theorem 7.1 the
M∗(k)-module Opsp((K

M
1 )n,M∗) is

n
⊕

l=0

⊕

1≤i1<...<il≤n

[−i1 , . . . ,−il ]M∗(k)

and it is clear that its submodule M∗(k)⊕ [−1, . . . ,−n]M∗(k) consists of operations
that factorize through u. It remains to show that these are the only ones, which
we will do by induction on n.
For n = 1 the statement coincides with the n = 1 case of Theorem 7.1 and is thus
already shown. We now assume that the statement is true up to some positive
integer n. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp([−1, . . . ,−n+1],M∗), let k ⊂ F be a field extension and

let x ∈ (KM
1 (F ))n. Then ϕx = ϕ(x,−n+1) defines an operation KM

1 →M∗ defined
over the field F , and is by the previous theorem hence given by bx + [−n+1]b

′
x

for some elements bx, b
′
x ∈ M∗(F ). We now let ψ and ψ′ denote the operations

(KM
1 )n →M∗ over k, given by mapping x ∈ (KM

1 (F ))n to bx and b′x respectively.

Step 1: The operation ψ is constant. In particular, the operation [−n+1]ψ
′ factorizes

through u.
By the fact that [1] = 0 in Milnor-Witt K-theory, we have [x, 1] = [x′, 1] for all field
extensions k ⊂ F and all elements x, x′ ∈ (F×)n = (KM

1 (F ))n. Since the operation
ϕ = ψ + [−n+1]ψ

′ factorizes through u, this gives us

ψ(x) = ψ(x) + [1]ψ′(x) = ϕ(x, 1) = ϕ(x′, 1) = ψ(x′) + [1]ψ′(x′) = ψ(x′).

In other words, the operation ψ is constant. Therefore, if we consider ψ as an
operation (KM

1 )n+1 → M∗, it factorizes through u : (KM
1 )n+1 → [−1, . . . ,−n+1].

Since the operations which factorize through u are aM∗(k)-module and in particular
a group, also [−n+1]ψ

′ = ϕ− ψ factorizes through u.

Step 2: The operation ψ′ factorizes through u : (KM
1 )n → [−1, . . . ,−n].

Let k ⊂ F be a field extension and let a1, . . . , an, a
′
1, . . . , a

′
n ∈ (KM

1 (F ))n with
[a1, . . . , an] = [a′1, . . . , a

′
n]. Thus, if t is a transcendental element over F , we have

[a1, . . . , an, t] = [a′1, . . . , a
′
n, t] ∈ KMW

n+1 (F (t)). Since the operation [−n+1]ψ
′ facorizes

through u : (KM
1 )n → [−1, . . . ,−n], we get [t]ψ′(a1, . . . , an) = [t]ψ′(a′1, . . . , a

′
n) and

hence ψ′(a1, . . . , an) = ψ′(a′1, . . . , a
′
n) by Proposition 4.6.

Step 3: The operation ϕ is of the wanted form.
Using step 1 and 2 and the induction hypothesis, we know that there exist elements
x, y, z ∈M∗(k) with

ϕ = x+ [−n+1](y + [−1, . . . ,−n]z) = x+ [−n+1]y + [−1, . . . ,−n+1]ǫ
nz.

Renaming ǫnz = z′ ∈ M∗(k), it remains to show that y = 0. Since both ϕ and
ϕ − [−n+1]y = x + [−1, . . . ,−n+1]z

′ factorize through u, so does the operation
[−n+1]y. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension and let a1, . . . , an−1 ∈ F×. Furthermore
let t be transcendental over F . Then we have

[a1, . . . , an−1, t, t] = [a1, . . . , an−1, t,−1] ∈ KMW
n+1 (F (t))

and hence [t]y = [−1]y. Applying the residue map ∂tνt now yields y = 0 since [−1]y
is defined over F . �
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Now that we computed the operations on the generators of Milnor-Witt K-theory,
we follow Garrel’s strategy from [8] and measure how an operation changes by
adding or subtracting generators in order to understand all operations. For this
we will now restrict to N-graded homotopy algebras M∗. For these we consider
the separated filtration given by FdM∗ = M≥d, where d ≥ 0. Note that being
N-graded in particular gives us that the filtration pieces FdM∗ define ideals in
M∗. Furthermore the filtration endows the M∗(k)-module Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗) with a

separated filtration given by

FdOpsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) = Opsp(K

MW
n , FdM∗)

for all non-negative integers d.

Remark 7.4. Even though it is per se not an example of an N-graded homotopy
algebra, all of the following arguments will also work for the Witt ring W together
with the separated filtration given by powers of the fundamental ideal I and the
usual residue and specialization morphisms, as for example found in [5]. Here the
KMW

∗ -action is the multiplication action after passing to the quotient KW
∗

∼= I∗.

Recall that n is a positive integer. In the following proposition we will make use
of the n-th negative shift of a filtration, which is commonly denoted by [−n]. We
stress this to ensure that the reader does not confuse this shift with a symbol of
Milnor-Witt K-theory.

Proposition 7.5. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗, there exist unique mor-
phisms

∂± : Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) → Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗)[−n]

of filtered M∗(k)-modules, such that

ϕ(x ± [a]) = ϕ(x)± [a]∂±(ϕ)(x)

for all ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗), x ∈ KMW

n (F ), a ∈ (F×)n and all field extensions
k ⊂ F .

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗). Furthermore let k ⊂ F be a field extension, let

x ∈ KMW
n (F ) and let a ∈ (L×)n for some field extension F ⊂ L.

We set ψ(ϕ)x([a]) = ϕ(x ± [a]), which yields a operations

ψ(ϕ)x ∈ Opsp([−1, . . . ,−n],M∗)

defined over F . Theorem 7.3 now gives ψ(ϕ)x = [−1, . . . ,−n]ax + bx for some
ax, bx ∈M∗(F ). Since 0 ∈ [F×, . . . , F×] we have

ϕ(x) = ϕ(x± 0) = ψ(ϕ)x(0) = 0 · ax + bx = bx.

Setting ∂±(ϕ)(x) = ax therefore does the job and also clarifies that ∂± is unique
with the wanted property. Furthermore, ∂± is by definition clearly a morphism of
M∗(k)-modules. It remains to verify that ∂± respects the respective filtrations. If
ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n , FdM∗) for some integer d, then for any element x ∈ KMW

n (F ) we

have ϕ(x ± [a]) = [a]∂±(ϕ)(x) ∈ FdM∗(L) for all a ∈ (L×)n. Hence ∂±(ϕ)(x) lives
in Fd−nM∗(F ), which finishes the proof. �

We will usually denote ∂±(ϕ) by ϕ(±) and refer to them as positive and negative
shifts of ϕ. Let us record some useful examples:

Proposition 7.6. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗ and all y ∈ δnhM∗(k)
we have
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(i) λn0 · 1(±) = 0 and λn1 · 1(±) = λn0 · 1;

(ii) λnl · y(+) = λnl−1 · y for all integers l ≥ 2;

(iii) λnl · y(−) =
∑l−1

i=0(−1)l−(i+1)[−1]n(l−(i+1))λni · y for all integers l ≥ 2;

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 6.3. For the convenience of the
reader we will nevertheless quickly do the computations. Let k ⊂ F be a field
extension, let x ∈ KMW

n (F ) and let a ∈ (F×)n. We have

λn0 · 1(x± [a]) = 1 = λn0 · 1(x) and λn1 · 1(x± [a]) = (x± [a]) · 1 = λn1 · 1(x)± [a] · 1,

which shows (i). Now let l ≥ 2. The computation

λnl ·y(x+[a]) =
∑

i+j=l

λni (x)λ
n
j ([a])·y = (λnl (x)+λ

n
l−1([a]))·y = λnl ·y(x)+[a]λnl−1 ·y(x)

shows claim (ii) and the computation

λnl ·y(x−[a]) =
∑

i+j=l

λni (x)λ
n
j (−[a])·y = λnl ·y(x)+[a]

l−1
∑

i=0

(−1)l−i[−1]n(l−i−1)λni ·y(x)

shows (iii) by rewriting the second summand as

[a]

l−1
∑

i=0

(−1)l−i[−1]n(l−i−1)λni · y(x) = −[a]

l−1
∑

i=0

(−1)l−(i+1)[−1]n(l−(i+1))λni · y(x).

�

It is natural to ask in which relation the two shifts are, especially when applying
both of them on the same operation. For now we get the following, which we will
improve later on.

Lemma 7.7. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) for some N-graded homotopy algebra M∗.

Then we have

(i) (ϕ(+))(−) = ǫn(ϕ(−))(+).
(ii) (ϕ(+))(+) ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n , δnhM∗);

(iii) ϕ(+) − ϕ(−) = [−1]n(ϕ(+))(−);

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗), let k ⊂ F be a field extension, x ∈ KMW

n (F ) and

a, b ∈ (F×)n. We can compute ϕ(x + [a]− [b]) in two ways. We get

ϕ(x+ [a]− [b]) = ϕ(x) + [a]ϕ(+)(x)− [b](ϕ(−)(x) + [a](ϕ(−))(+)(x))

by first applying the defining formula of ∂−1 and then the one of ∂+1 and

ϕ(x+ [a]− [b]) = ϕ(x) − [b]ϕ(−)(x) + [a](ϕ(+)(x)− [b](ϕ(+))(−)(x))

if we use the other order. Hence we have

[a, b](ϕ(+))(−)(x)− [b, a]ϕ(−))(+)(x) = 0.

Using [b, a] = ǫn
2

[a, b] = ǫn[a, b] and choosing F = k(t, s) and a = t and b = s for
some transcendental elements t and s over k, we thus have (ϕ(+))(−) = ǫn(ϕ(−))(+)

by Proposition 4.6, which shows (i). Similarly one gets

[a, b]δnh(ϕ
(+))(+)(x) = 0,
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which then by Proposition 4.6 yields that (ϕ(+))(+) ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n , δnhM∗) as

claimed in (ii). Finally, let us show (iii). Setting a = b, we get

ϕ(x) = ϕ(x) − [a]ϕ(−)(x) + [a](ϕ(+)(x) − [a](ϕ(+))(−)(x))

from the second formula above and therefore

[a]([−1]n(ϕ(+))(−)(x)− (ϕ(+) − ϕ(−))) = 0

by using that [a, a] = [a][−1]n. Choosing F = k(t1, . . . , tn) and ai = ti for some
transcendental elements ti over k therefore once again completes the argument by
Proposition 4.6. �

We will also consider quotients of Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗). For typographical reasons, we

will occasionally also denote operations from KMW
n to some N-graded homotopy

algebraM∗ by Opn(M∗) and the ones respecting specialization maps by Opnsp(M∗).

Proposition 7.8. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗ and for all non-negative
integers d, the morphisms ∂± induce morphisms

Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(Fd+nM∗)
∂±

−−→ Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(FdM∗)

of M∗(k)/FdM∗(k)-modules whose kernels are M∗(k)/Fd+nM∗(k). In particular,
the kernels of ∂± are the submodule M∗(k) of constant operations.

Proof. If ϕ, ψ ∈ Opnsp(M∗) are two operations whose images ϕ and ψ in the

quotient Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(Fd+nM∗) coincide, then we also have ϕ(±) = ψ(±) in

Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(FdM∗) since ∂
± maps Opnsp(Fd+nM∗) to Opnsp(FdM∗) by Proposi-

tion 7.5. Therefore ∂± is a well-defined.
Let ϕ ∈ Opnsp(M∗) with ϕ(±) ∈ Opnsp(FdM∗). Furthermore let k ⊂ F be a field

extension, let a ∈ (F×)n and let x ∈ KMW
n (F ). We have

ϕ(x± [a]) = ϕ(x) ± [a]ϕ(±)(x) = ϕ(x) mod Fd+nM∗(F )

and know that every element x ∈ KMW
n (F ) can be written as a sum and difference

of elements in [F×, . . . , F×]. Therefore we get

ϕ(x) = ϕ(0) mod Fd+nM∗(F )

by repeating the previous computation, so that ϕ ∈M∗(k)/Fd+nM∗(k). Since such

elements certainly are in the kernel of ∂±, this shows the first claim.
Now let ϕ be in the kernel of ∂±. Furthermore let k ⊂ F be a field extension and
let x ∈ KMW

n (F ). Then we have ϕ(x) − ϕ(0) ∈ Fd+nM∗(F ) for all non-negative
integers d, so that ϕ(x) = ϕ(0) by the fact that the intersection

⋂

d≥0 Fd+nM∗(F )

is trivial. Since elements of M∗(k) clearly are in the kernel of ∂±, we are done. �

8. Computing the Operations

Using the previously defined shifts we finally start with computing operations.
We will first deal with quotients with respect to the filtration and then lift these
computations using the separatedness of the filtration. As in the last section, we
let n be a positive integer.

Proposition 8.1. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗ and all non-negative in-
tegers d, the M∗(k)/FdM∗(k)-module Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(FdM∗) is generated by resi-
due classes of the λi · a for ni < d with a ∈ δnhM∗(k) if i ≥ 2.
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Proof. We give a proof by induction on d ≥ 0. For d = 0 we have FdM∗ = M∗, so
that the quotient Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(F0M∗) is the trivial module over the zero ring.
This is certainly generated by the empty set.
Suppose that the statement is true for non-negative integers up to some inte-
ger d and let ϕ ∈ Opnsp(M∗). We denote the image of ϕ under the quotient

map Opnsp(M∗) → Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(Fd+1M∗) by ϕ. Its positive shift ϕ(+) lies in
Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(Fd+1−nM∗) and can hence by the induction hypothesis be written

as ϕ(+) =
∑

0≤i≤ d+1−n
n

λi · ai for some ai ∈M∗(k), which for i ≥ 2 lie in δnhM∗(k).

We now consider the operation

ψ = ϕ−
∑

0≤i≤ d+1−n
n

λi+1 · ai ∈ Opnsp(M∗, )

which is well-defined since by Lemma 7.7 we have a1 ∈ δnhM∗(k). Indeed,

a1 = ((ϕ)(+))(+) −
((

∑

2≤i≤ d+1−n
n

λi+1 · ai

)(+))(+)

,

so that a1 is the difference of two elements in the kernel of δnhM∗(k) and thus itself

lives there. By the definition of ψ and Proposition 7.6 we have ψ
(+)

= 0, which
yields ψ = a−1 for some element a−1 ∈ M∗(k) according to Proposition 7.8. Here
a−1 denotes the residue class of a−1 modulo FdM∗(k) considered as a constant

operation. Thus ϕ =
∑

−1≤i≤ d+1−n
n

λi+1 · ai as wanted. �

Since higher divided power operations are not necessarily well-defined by themselves
but make use of elements of δnhM∗(k), we will need that higher shifts come with
such elements.

Corollary 8.2. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗ and all non-negative inte-
gers d, we have

(i) (ϕ(+))(−) = (ϕ(−))(+) for all ϕ ∈ Opnsp(M∗)/Opnsp(FdM∗) and all odd n.

In particular, (ϕ(+))(−) = (ϕ(−))(+) holds for all operations ϕ ∈ Opnsp(M∗)
independent of the parity of n;

(ii) ϕ(±) ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n , δnhM∗(k)) for all ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n , δnhM∗(k));

Proof. In light of Lemma 7.7, both statements are only of interest to us in the
case that n is odd. The first part of (i) follows directly from the previous state-
ment together with Proposition 7.6. Now for the second part, let ϕ ∈ Opnsp(M∗).

Using the first part, the difference (ϕ(+))(−) − (ϕ(−))(+) defines an element of
Opnsp(FdM∗) for every non-negative integer d and hence lies in the intersection
⋂

d≥0Opnsp(FdM∗) = 0.

For (ii) we also only need to consider odd n. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n , hM∗), let k ⊂ F

be a field extension, let x ∈ KMW
n (F ) and let a ∈ (F×)n. The operation ϕ(±) is

defined via the equation

ϕ(x ± [a]) = ϕ(x)± [a]ϕ(±)(x),

which gives us

±[a]ϕ(±)(x) = ϕ(x± [a])− ϕ(x) ∈ hM∗(F ).

Hence we have
[a](±h)ϕ(±)(x) = h(±[a])ϕ(±)(x) = 0,
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which as seen so often yields hϕ(±)(x) = 0 by Lemma 4.6. In other words we have
ϕ(±) ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n , hM∗). �

In particular, we may apply the two shifts independently of their order and can
define ϕ(+m,−n) as the operation ϕ shifted m times with respect to ∂+ and n times
with respect to ∂−.
As mentioned before, the operations λnl turn out to essentially generate all opera-
tions. To be able to make the word “essentially” precise, we introduce the following
operations:

σn
l =

l
∑

j=⌊ l
2 ⌋+1

(

⌊ l−1
2 ⌋

j − ⌊ l
2⌋ − 1

)

[−1]n(l−j)λnj =

⌊ l−1
2 ⌋

∑

j=0

(

⌊ l−1
2 ⌋

j

)

[−1]n(l−j)λnl−j

for all integers l ≥ 1 and we additionally set σn
0 = λn0 . Once again we need to know

the shifts of these operations:

Proposition 8.3. LetM∗ be an N-graded homotopy algebras and let y ∈ δnhM∗(k).
Then we have

(i) (σn
0 · 1)

(±)
= 0 and (σn

1 · 1)
(±)

= σn
0 · 1;

(ii) (σn
l · y)

(+)
= σn

l−1 ·y and (σn
l · y)

(−)
= (σn

l−1+[−1]nσn
l−2) ·y for l ≥ 2 even;

(iii) (σn
l · y)

(+)
= (σn

l−1 + [−1]nσn
l−2) · y and (σn

l · y)
(−)

= σn
l−1 · y for l ≥ 2 odd;

Proof. This is just a computation using Proposition 7.6, which in particular already
contains part (i). Let us therefore focus on (ii) and (iii). Let l ≥ 2 be even and
write l = 2d. Then the operation σl · y is given by

σn
l · y =

2d
∑

j=d+1

(

d− 1

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d−jλnj · y,

which gives

(σn
l · y)

(+)
=

2d
∑

j=d+1

(

d− 1

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d−jλnj−1 · y.

If l ≥ 2 is odd, we write it as l = 2d+ 1 and get

σn
l · y =

2d+1
∑

j=d+1

(

d

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d+1−jλnj · y,

which results in

(σn
l · y)

(+)
=

2d+1
∑

j=d+1

(

d

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d+1−jλnj−1 · y.

For l = 2d ≥ 2 we directly get

(σn
l · y)

(+)
=

2d
∑

j=d+1

(

d− 1

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d−jλnj−1 · y =

2d−1
∑

j=d

(

d− 1

j − d

)

[−1]2d−j−1λnj · y,

which is exactly σn
l−1 · y as written above. If l = 2d + 1 ≥ 2 is odd, we need to

compare

(σn
l · y)(+) =

2d+1
∑

j=d+1

(

d

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d+1−jλnj−1 · y =
2d
∑

j=d

(

d

j − d

)

[−1]2d−jλnj · y
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with

2d
∑

j=d+1

(

d− 1

j − d− 1

)

[−1]2d−jλnj · y + [−1]
2d−1
∑

j=d

(

d− 1

j − d

)

[−1]2d−j−1λnj · y.

Now these two terms agree by the standard recurrence relation for binomial coeffi-
cients. The two formulas for the negative shifts can be shown similarly. �

We will form infinite sums of our operations and hence need to know that this is
well-defined. The key is that these sums become finite whenever evaluated:

Proposition 8.4. Let M∗ be an N-graded homotopy algebra. For all elements y
of δnhM∗(k), all field extensions k ⊂ F and all elements x ∈ KMW

n (F ), we have
σn
l · y(x) = 0 for all but finitely many l ≥ 0.

Proof. Let M∗ be an N-graded homotopy algebra, let y ∈ δnhM∗(k), let k ⊂ F be

a field extension and let x ∈ KMW
n (F ). Then x can be written as

x = [a1] + . . .+ [ar]− [b1]− . . .− [bs]

for some elements a1, . . . , ar, b1, . . . , bs ∈ (F×)n and some non-negative integers r
and s. We claim that σn

l · y(x) = 0 for all l ≥ 2max(r, s) + 1.
First note that we may assume r = s by adding or subtracting [1]n = 0 enough
times. We now prove the claim by induction on r ≥ 0. If r = 0, we have x = 0 and
hence clearly σn

l · y(x) = 0 for all l ≥ 1.
Let us now assume that the claim is true for all non-negative integers up to some
r − 1. We consider an element of the form

x = [a1] + . . .+ [ar]− [b1]− . . .− [br]

which we will also write as x = x′ + [ar] − [br]. Using Proposition 8.3 we now get
that

σn
l · y(x) = σn

l · y(x′) + [ar]σ
n
l · y(+)(x′)− [br]σ

n
l · y(−)(x′) + [ar, br]σ

n
l · y(+,−)(x′)

is some combination of elements of the form σn
d · y(x′) with d ≥ l− 2 and therefore

vanishes if l ≥ 2r + 1 by the induction hypothesis. �

We define a filtration on M∗(k)
2 × δnhM∗(k)

N\{0,1} via taking

Fd(M∗(k)
2 × δnhM∗(k)

N\{1,2}) = {(al)l≥0 | al ∈ Fmax(d−nl,0)M∗(k) for all l ≥ 0}

to be the d-th piece of the filtration. This allows us to present our second main
result.

Theorem 8.5. For all N-graded homotopy algebras M∗ and all positive integers n,
the two maps

f : M∗(k)
2 × δnhM∗(k)

N\{0,1} → Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗), (al)l≥0 7→

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al

and

g : Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) →M∗(k)

2 × δnhM∗(k)
N\{0,1}, ϕ 7→ (ϕ(+⌊ l+1

2 ⌋,−⌊ l
2 ⌋)(0))l≥0

are mutually inverse isomorphisms of filtered M∗(k)-modules.
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Proof. First note that f is well-defined by the previous Proposition. Furthermore,
these two maps are clearly morphisms ofM∗(k)-modules which preserve the respec-
tive filtrations since σn

l takes values in FlM∗ for non-negative integers l and each
application of ∂± shifts the filtration by n as seen in Proposition 7.5.
Next we show that f is a right inverse of g. Let (al)l≥0 ∈M∗(k)

2×δnhM∗(k)
N\{1,2}.

Note that by Proposition 7.8, we can pretend that f((al)l≥0) is a finite sum to
compute its image under the map g. If d is even, we therefore have

(f((al)l≥0))
(+⌊ d+1

2 ⌋,−⌊ d
2 ⌋) =





∑

l≥0

σn
l · al





(+⌊ d+1
2 ⌋,−⌊ d

2 ⌋)

=
∑

l≥0

σn
l · ad+l

according to Proposition 8.3. If d is odd, we simply need to compute the positive
shift of this operation, which by the same Proposition is

σn
0 · ad + σn

1 · ad+1 + (σn
2 + [−1]σn

1 ) · ad+2 + σn
3 · ad+3 + (σn

4 + [−1]σn
3 ) · ad+4 + . . .

Plugging in 0 in both cases hence gives g(f((al)l≥0)) = (al)l≥0 as wanted.
Finally we show that the kernel of g is trivial. Let ϕ ∈ ker(g), in other words

we have ϕ(+⌊ l+1
2 ⌋,−⌊ l

2 ⌋)(0) = 0 for all non-negative integers l. By Proposition 8.1

and the definition of the operations σn
l , we have ϕ =

∑d−1
i=−1 σ

n
i+1 · ai for some

a0, . . . , ad−1 ∈ M∗(k)/FdM∗(k), where we consider ϕ modulo Opsp(K
MW
n , FdM∗).

Therefore we get

al = ϕ(+⌊ l+1
2 ⌋,−⌊ l

2 ⌋)(0) = 0 modulo FdM∗(k)

for all 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1. Thus all the ai live in FdM∗(k). Since this is true for
all non-negative integers d and the filtration (FdM∗(k))d≥0 is separated, we have
ϕ = 0. �

Corollary 8.6. For every integerm, theKM
∗ (k)-module Opsp(K

MW
n ,KM

≥m) is given
by

1
∏

l=0

σn
l ·KM

≥m−nl(k)×
∏

l≥2

σn
l · δn2K

M
≥m−nl(k).

In particular we have that the abelian group Opsp(K
MW
n ,KM

m ) is given by
⊕

min(m
n
,1)≥l≥0

σn
l ·KM

m−nl(k)×
⊕

m
n
≥l≥2

σn
l · δn2K

M
m−nl(k)

Corollary 8.7. For every integer m, the KM
∗ (k)/2-module Opsp(K

MW
n ,KM

≥m/2) is
given by

∏

l≥0

σn
l ·KM

≥m−nl(k)/2.

In particular the abelian group Opsp(K
MW
n ,KM

m/2) is given by
⊕

m
n
≥l≥0

σn
l ·KM

m−nl(k)/2.

Corollary 8.8. For every integer n, the W (k)-module Opsp(K
MW
n , Im) is given by

∏

l≥0

σn
l · Im−nl(k).
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Based on these corollaries and the pullback square of Milnor-Witt K-theory, we
also get the operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory.

Corollary 8.9. For all integers m, the abelian group Opsp(K
MW
n ,KMW

m ) is given
by

1
∏

l=0

σn
l ·KMW

m−nl(k)×
∏

l≥2

σn
l · δnhMm−nl(k).

Proof. The pullback diagram

KMW
m KW

m

KM
m KM

m/2

gives rise to the pullback diagram

Opsp(K
MW
n ,KMW

m ) Opsp(K
MW
n ,KW

m )

Opsp(K
MW
n ,KM

m ) Opsp(K
MW
n ,KM

m/2)

of operations. By the previous Corollaries, it therefore suffices to show that

1
∏

l=0

σn
l ·KMW

m−nl(k)×
∏

l≥2

σn
l · δnhK

MW
m−nl(k)

is the pullback of the diagram

∏

l≥0 σ
n
l ·KW

n−ml(k)

∏1
l=0 σ

n
l ·KM

m−nl(k)×
∏

m
n
≥l≥2 σ

n
l · δn2K

M
m−nl(k)

∏

m
n
≥l≥0 σ

n
l ·KM

m−nl(k)/2

which is clear by the fact that pullbacks and products commute. �

All of this also gives us a lot of operations on KMW
n for non-positive n. Recall from

Section 5 that there are operations

y · (〈−〉 7→ [−]) : KMW
0 → KMW

m

for y ∈ hK
MW
m−1(k). Due to this condition on y, also y · (ηn〈−〉 7→ [−]) is a well-

defined operation KMW
n → KMW

m , where n is non-positive and we can compose it
with any of our operations on KMW

m , which for positive m gives us a substantial
amount of operations.
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9. Recovering Garrel’s and Vial’s Operations

Now that we understand operations on Milnor-Witt K-theory, let us reprove the
known results on operations on Milnor K-theory by Vial [29] and Witt K-theory
by Garrel [8]. Let r be a positive integer. Given some further integers sid indexed
by a subset {i1, . . . , ij} ⊂ {1, . . . , r}, we denote by e(sid ) the number of even and

by o(sid ) the number of odd integers among (sid) = (si1 , . . . , sij ).

Lemma 9.1. Let n be a positive integer, let M∗ be an N-graded homotopy algebra
and let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗). Then we have

ϕ
(

x+h
r

∑

i=1

(−1)si [ai]
)

=ϕ(x)+
r

∑

j=1

hj
∑

1≤i1<...<ij≤r

(−1)
∑j

d=1sid

j
∏

d=1

[aid ]ϕ
(+e(sid ),−o(sid ))(x)

for all x ∈ KMW
n (F ), a1, . . . , ar ∈ (F×)n, all field extensions k ⊂ F and all positive

integers r and s1, . . . , sr.

Proof. We give a proof by induction on r ≥ 1. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension and
let x ∈ KMW

n (F ). If a1, . . . , an ∈ F×, then

ϕ(x ± h[a1, . . . , an]) = ϕ(x ± [a21, a2, . . . , an]) = ϕ(x) ± [a21, a2, . . . , an]ϕ
(±)(x)

= ϕ(x) ± h[a1, . . . , an]ϕ
(±)(x),

which clarifies the r = 1 case. Now suppose the statement is true for some positive
integer r and let a1, . . . , ar+1 ∈ (F×)n. Then we have

ϕ
(

x+h
r+1
∑

i=1

(−1)si [ai]
)

= ϕ
(

x+h
r

∑

i=1

(−1)si [ai]
)

±h[ar+1]ϕ
(±)

(

x+h
r

∑

i=1

(−1)si [ai]
)

.

Using the induction hypothesis for both summands and regrouping everything
clearly yields the claimed formula. �

We denote by σn
l · y the operations on the quotient KMW

n /hKM
n induced by σn

l · y,
if they are well-defined. Since the isomorphism KMW

n /hKMW
n → KW

n (∼= In) maps
[a] + hKM

n to −{a} (or further to −〈〈a〉〉), the operation σn
l · y corresponds to the

operation gln ·y of Garrel, but does not coincide with it under the above isomorphism
due to the change of sign. The operations gln · y are defined via certain operations
fd
n ·y, which are the ones corresponding to our operations of the form λnd ·y. We can
also define the operations fd

n ·y on the level of Milnor-Witt K-theory, by mapping [a]
to (1+ [a]t)−1 ·y instead of (1+ [a]t) ·y and then repeating the proof of Proposition
6.1. Then one obtains the relation

f l
n · y = (−1)l

l−1
∑

i=0

(

l − 1

i

)

[−1]niλnl−i · y

for all positive integers l and n by a simple induction. The same formula also holds
if one starts with λnl · y and wishes to express it via operations of the form fd

n · y.
This allows us to go back and forth between our operations and the ones of Garrel.

Proposition 9.2. For all positive integers n and all N-graded homotopy algebras
M∗, we have

Opsp(I
n,M∗) ∼=

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al | (al)l≥0 ∈M∗(k)× hM∗(k)

N\{0}
}
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as a filtered M∗(k)-module. In particular we recover Theorem 4.9 of [8], if M∗ =W
or M∗ = KM

∗ /2
∼= H∗(−, µ2).

Proof. We need to determine those operations ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) satisfying

ϕ(x+ hKMW
n (F )) = ϕ(x)

for all x ∈ KMW
n (F ) and all field extensions k ⊂ F . By the previous Lemma and

Lemma 4.6, operations of the form
∑

l≥0 σ
n
l ·al with (al)l≥0 ∈M∗(k)×hM∗(k)

N\{0}

do exactly that. Therefore it remains to show that these are the only such opera-
tions. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗) with ϕ(x+hK

MW
n (F )) = ϕ(x) for all x ∈ KMW

n (F )

and all field extensions k ⊂ F . Picking ±h[b1, . . . , bn] ∈ hKMW
n (F ), Lemma 9.1 tells

us that ±h[b1, . . . , bn]ϕ
(±)(x) = 0. Thus we have hϕ(±)(x) = 0 due to Lemma 4.6,

which in light of Theorem 8.5 and Proposition 8.3 means that ϕ =
∑

l≥0 σ
n
l · al

with sequence of coefficients from M∗(k)× hM∗(k)
N\{0} as claimed. �

Let us now deal with Vial’s operations. For this we will first derive a formula which
explains what happends if we add elements of the form ±η[a, b, c] before applying an
operation, at least when η acts trivially on M∗. Note that such M∗ are equivalent
to Rost’s notion of cycle modules [22] with ring structure, see Remark 2.50 of [18]
or Section 12 of [7] together with Theorem 4.0.1 of [7].

Lemma 9.3. Let n be a positive integer, let M∗ be a cycle module with ring struc-
ture and let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗). Then we have

ϕ(x± η[a, b, c1, . . . , cn−1]) = ϕ(x)− [a, b, c1, . . . , cn−1][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x)

for all x ∈ KMW
n (F ), a, b, c1, . . . , cn−1 ∈ F× and all field extensions k ⊂ F .

Proof. Let k ⊂ F be a field extension, let a, b, c1, . . . , cn−1 ∈ F×, x ∈ KMW
n (F )

and let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗). We set c = (c1, . . . , cn−1). Then we have

η[a, b, c] = [ab, c]− [a, c]− [b, c]

which gives us

ϕ(x ± η[a, b, c]) = ϕ(x)± [ab, c]ϕ(±)(x)∓ [a, c]ϕ(∓)(x)∓ [b, c]ϕ(∓)(x)

− [ab, c, a, c]ϕ(+,−)(x) − [ab, c, b, c]ϕ(+,−)(x) + [a, c, b, c]ϕ(∓2)(x)

± [ab, c, a, c, b, c]ϕ(±1,∓2)(x)

by applying Proposition 7.5 various times. The second line is given by

−(2[a, b, c][−1]n−1 + [−1]n([a, c] + [b, c])ϕ(+,−)(x) + [a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x)

and using Proposition 7.7 (iii), we can replace the first line by

ϕ(x) + [−1]n([a, c] + [b, c])ϕ(+,−)(x).

Therefore we have

ϕ(x± η[a, b, c]) = ϕ(x) − 2[a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(+,−)(x) + [a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x)

± 2[a, b, c][−1]n−1[−1]nϕ(±1,∓2)(x).

Proposition 7.7 (iii) now gives us

±2[a, b, c][−1]n−1[−1]nϕ(±1,∓2)(x) = 2[a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(+,−)(x)

− 2[a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x))
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which yields ϕ(x± η[a, b, c]) = ϕ(x)− [a, b, c][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x) as claimed. �

As also observed by Garrel in [8] with respect to the mod 2 case, Vial forgot to
explicitly mention that his operations KM

n → M∗ are uniformly bounded. Here
M∗ is a cycle module. Therefore we will be able to find more operations than are
listed in [29]. From now on we denote the action of [−1]n−1 on some homotopy
module M∗ by τn. As for the operations on Witt K-theory, we denote by σn

l · y
the operations on the quotient KM

n = KMW
n /ηKM

n+1 induced by σn
l · y, if they are

well-defined.

Proposition 9.4. For all positive integers n and all cycle modules with ring struc-
ture M∗, we have

Opsp(K
M
n ,M∗) =

{

∑

l≥0

σn
l · al | (al)l≥0 ∈M∗(k)

2 ×
δn2

(

τnM∗(k)
)N\{0,1}}

as a filtered M∗(k)-module. In particular we recover Theorem 5.5 of [29].

Proof. We need to find the operations ϕ ∈ Opsp(K
MW
n ,M∗) satisfying

ϕ(x+ ηKMW
n+1 (F )) = ϕ(x)

for all x ∈ KMW
n (F ) and all field extensions k ⊂ F . Since every element of

ηKMW
n+1 (F ) for a field extension k ⊂ F can be written as a sum of elements of

the form ±η[a1, . . . , an+1], operations of the form
∑

l≥0 σ
n
l · al with coefficients

(al)l≥0 ∈ M∗(k)
2 ×

δn2
(τn−1

M∗(k))
N\{0,1} do that by the previous Lemma and

Lemma 4.6.
No we show that these are the only such operations. Let ϕ ∈ Opsp(K

MW
n ,M∗)

with ϕ(x+ ηKMW
n+1 (F )) = ϕ(x) for all x ∈ KMW

n (F ) and all field extensions k ⊂ F .
Picking ±η[a1, . . . , an+1], Lemma 9.3 gives us that

[a1, . . . , an+1][−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x) = 0.

Therefore [−1]n−1ϕ(∓2)(x) = 0 due to Lemma 4.6, which by Theorem 8.5 and
Proposition 8.3 means that ϕ =

∑

l≥0 σ
n
l · al with coefficients (al)l≥0 from the

product M∗(k)
2 ×

δn2
(τnM∗(k))

N\{0,1}.

For the “in particular part”, note that it does not matter whether we consider linear
combinations of the operations λnl or σn

l when working with uniformly bounded op-
erations. This follows from the second part of Proposition 4.6 of [8] by substituting
σn
d for gdn and λnd for fd

n . �

We can of course also compute operations KW
n

∼= In → KMW
m and KM

n → KMW
m

analogously as we did for Corollary 8.9. Together with Proposition 3.9 and the
Corollaries of Theorem 8.5 this yields:

Theorem 9.5. For all positive integers n, table 1 gives a complete list of operations
of degree (n,m) between Milnor, Witt and Milnor-Witt K-theory.

Since algebraic K-theory agrees with Milnor K-theory in degree 1, Theorem 9.4 also

gives us all operations KQ
1 → KQ

∗ and KQ
1 → KQ

m for arbitrary m. Let us record
what our results yield for higher degrees.
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Remark 9.6. If n ≥ 2, we still obtain a large set of operations KQ
n → KQ

∗ and

KQ
n → KQ

m. There is the so-called Suslin-Hurewicz map KQ
n → KM

n , which can be
defined using the A1-fiber sequence

A
n+1 \ {0} → BGLn → BGLn+1,

coming from the canonical inclusion GLn →֒ GLn+1, see [3]. Theorem 9.4 thus also

yields all operations KQ
n → KQ

∗ factorizing over the Suslin-Hurewicz map. This
does of course raise the question what the image of the Suslin-Hurewicz map is.
On page 370 of [26] Suslin conjectured that said image is given by (n− 1)!KM

n (F )
for any infinite field F . He also showed that the n = 3 case of this conjecture is
equivalent to the Milnor conjecture on quadratic forms in degree 3, thus justifying
the interest in his conjecture. For more on the current state of this still widely
open conjecture, we refer the reader to [3], where the authors also deal with the
case n = 5 for fields of characterstic not 2 or 3. Under the same assumptions the
n = 4 case was more recently treated by Röndigs in [23].
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