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MODEL-THEORETIC K1 OF FREE MODULES OVER PIDS

SOURAYAN BANERJEE1 AND AMIT KUBER2

Abstract. Motivated by Krajiček and Scanlon’s definition of the Grothendieck ring K0(M) of a

first-order structure M , we introduce the definition of K-groups Kn(M) for n ≥ 0 via Quillen’s

S−1S construction. We provide a recipe for the computation of K1(MR), where MR is a free module

over a PID R, subject to the knowledge of the abelianizations of the general linear groups GLn(R).

As a consequence, we provide explicit computations of K1(MR) when R belongs to a large class of

Euclidean domains that includes fields with at least 3 elements and polynomial rings over fields with

characteristic 0. We also show that the algebraic K1 of a PID R embeds into K1(RR).

1. Introduction

For a first-order structure M over a language L, Krajiček and Scanlon [KS00] defined the model-

theoretic Grothendieck ring, denoted K0(M)–this ring classifies cut-and-paste equivalence classes of

definable subsets (with parameters) of finite powers of M up to definable bijections. Let S(M) denote

the groupoid whose objects are all definable subsets ofMn for n ≥ 1, and whose morphisms are definable

bijections between them. In fact, (S(M),⊔, ∅,×, {∗}) is a symmetric monoidal groupoid with a pairing,

where ⊔ denotes disjoint union, × is the Cartesian product, and {∗} is a singleton. Moreover, this

association is functorial on elementary embeddings. It is easy to see that the Grothendieck ring K0(M)

is exactly the ring K0(S(M)).

Given a (skeletally) small symmetric monoidal groupoid S, Quillen [Qui73] gave a functorial con-

struction of the abelian groups (Kn(S))n≥0, known as the K-theory of S, which seek to classify different

aspects of its objects and morphisms. When the objects of S are sets and the monoidal operation is the

disjoint union, then the Grothendieck group K0(S) classifies the isomorphism classes of objects of S up

to ‘scissors-congruence’ while the group K1(S) classifies the automorphisms of objects of S, i.e., maps

that cut an object into finitely many pieces which reassemble to give the same object, in the direct limit

as the objects become large with respect to ⊔. Following Quillen’s construction discussed above, we

define the model-theoretic K-theory of the first order structure M by Kn(M) := Kn(S(M)) for n ≥ 0.

Associated to a unital ring R is a language LR := 〈+,−, 0, {·r | r ∈ R}〉, where ·r is unary function

symbol describing the right action of the scalar r. Thus, a right R-module MR can be thought of as

an LR-structure. The theory T := Th(MR) of the module MR admits partial elimination of quantifiers

[Bau76] in terms of subgroups of MR defined using positive primitive (pp, for short) formulas. In fact,

the theory T is completely determined by the set of finite indices of pairs of pp-definable subgroups

of MR. Say that the theory T is closed under products, written T = T ℵ0, if given any pair A ≤ B of

pp-definable subgroups of MR, the index [B : A] is either 1 or ∞; otherwise we write T 6= T ℵ0 .
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2 MODEL-THEORETIC K1 OF FREE MODULES OVER PIDS

The second author computed in [Kub15, Theorem 5.2.3] the model-theoretic Grothendieck ring

K0(MR) of a module MR, and showed that this ring is isomorphic to a certain quotient Z[X ]/J of

the integral monoid ring Z[X ], where X is the multiplicative monoid consisting of pp-definable sub-

groups of powers of MR, and J is the invariants ideal of the monoid ring encoding finite indices of

pairs of pp-definable subgroups; T = T ℵ0 if and only if J = {0}.

The main contribution of this paper is the computation of the model-theoretic group K1(MR) for

an infinite free module MR over a principal ideal domain (PID) R. When R is a PID, the monoid

X appearing in its Grothendieck ring is isomorphic to N, which allows us to associate to each non-

empty definable set D a natural number dim(D) as its dimension. The automorphism(=definable self-

bijection) group Ω(D) of a definable set D admits a finite chain of normal subgroups (Ωk(D))
dim(D)
k=0 ,

where Ωk(D) is the group of automorphisms which fix all elements outside a subset of dimension at most

k. The pp-definable automorphisms, which include invertible affine linear transformations, are central

in determining the quotients Ωk+1(D)/Ωk(D). Using Bass’ description of K1(MR) (Theorem 4.9) as

the colimit lim
−→n∈N

(Ω(Mn))ab, we then obtain Theorem 6.13, which is the recipe for the computation

of K1(MR) subject to the knowledge of the general linear groups GLn(R) for n ≥ 1. All the steps of

this recipe are described in detail in the computation of K1(VF ) (Theorem 5.2), where V is an infinite

vector space over an infinite field F , and later only the differences for the PID case are highlighted.

As a consequence of Theorem 6.13, we obtain the following explicit description of K1(MR) from

Theorems 7.6 and 7.8 when the ring R belongs to a large class of Euclidean domains that includes fields

with at least 3 elements (Corollaries 7.10 and 7.11) and polynomial rings over fields with characteristic

0 (Corollary 7.9).

Theorem. Let R be an Euclidean domain that contains units u, v satisfying u+v = 1. Further, suppose

that MR is an infinite free right R-module with T := Th(MR). Let G denote the set of pp-definable

finite-index subgroups MR equipped with the subgroup relation ≤. If T = T ℵ0 or if the directed system

(G,≤)op contains a cofinal system of even-indexed subgroups of MR then

K1(MR) ∼= K1(RR) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(R× ⊕ Z2);

otherwise

K1(MR) ∼= K1(RR) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(R× ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2).

Note in the above result that K1(MR) depends only on the ring R, and not on the free module

MR. Even though the ring Z of integers does not satisfy the hypotheses of the above theorem, we

show in Theorem 8.1 that K1(ZZ) ∼=
⊕∞

n=0 Z2. Our recipe to compute K1(MR) has its limitations for

explicit computations over an arbitrary PID R since it heavily relies on the knowledge of the groups

(GLn(R))ab, and unfortunately the literature in this direction is scarce. In Remarks 7.12 and 8.2, we

note the obstacles one would face if they were to compute K1(MR) when R is the field F2 with two

elements and Z respectively.

We also give a surprising connection between algebraicK-theory and model-theoreticK-theory in the

context of PIDs–no such connection is known to exist at the level of Grothendieck rings. In particular,

we show in Theorem 9.1 that the algebraic K1-group over a PID R, K⊕
1 (R), embeds into K1(RR).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section, § 2, we briefly recall the basic theory of

semi-direct products, where we document the results on the abelianization of semi-direct products and
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certain wreath products. After setting up model-theoretic terminology, we recall the construction of

the Grothendieck ring of a module thought of as a model-theoretic structure in § 3. Then in § 4 we

briefly recall Quillen’s K-theory of a symmetric monoidal groupoid and use it to associate K-groups

to a model-theoretic structure with a special emphasis on Bass’ alternate description of K1 (Theorem

4.9). Given an infinite vector space VF over an infinite field F , the detailed computation of K1(VF ) in

§ 5 acts as a template for the computation of K1(MR) in later sections. We describe in § 6 how the

recipe of the previous section can be modified to compute K1(MR) (Theorem 6.13) when R is a PID

and MR is an infinite free R-module. The goal of § 7 is to explicitly compute K1(MR) when R falls in a

large class of Euclidean domains (ED). Theorems 7.6 and 7.8 are the main results of this section. The

computation of K1(ZZ) (Theorem 8.1) is the main goal of the short section § 7. In the final section of

the paper, § 9, we discuss the connection between the algebraic K1 of a PID R and the group K1(RR).

2. Semi-direct products and abelianization

In this section, we recall some facts from group theory that will be used in later sections.

Definition 2.1. Let (G, · , e) be a group and N,H be two subgroups of G with N normal. We say that

G is the inner semi-direct product of N and H, written G = H ⋉N if G = NH and N ∩H = {e}.

Given any two groups H and K, and a group homomorphism φ : K → Aut(H), the outer semi-direct

product of H and K, denoted K ⋉φ H, is the set H ×K with multiplication defined by (h, k)(h′, k′) :=

(hφ(k)(h′), kk′). We often suppress the subscript φ from the semi-direct product when the action is clear

from the context.

Given groups K,L and a set T on which L acts, the restricted wreath product, denoted KwrTL, is

the semi-direct product L ⋉ (
⊕

x∈T K), where l ∈ L acts on ((kx)x∈T ) as per the rule l((kx)x∈T ) :=

((kl−1x)x∈T ).

For a set T , the finitary permutation group FSym(T ) on T consists of permutations σ ∈ Sym(T )

that fix all elements of T outside a finite subset. Given a group G, the notation G ≀ FSym(T ) denotes

the restricted wreath product GwrT FSym(T ).

For a group G, we denote by G′ its commutator subgroup [G,G] and by Gab its abelianization G/G′.

The following lemma computes the abelianization of a semi-direct product.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose G is a group acting on a group H. Then (G ⋉ H)ab ∼= Gab × (Hab)G; here

(Hab)G is the quotient of Hab by the subgroup generated by the elements of the form hgh−1, where hg

denotes the action of g ∈ G on h ∈ Hab induced by the action of G on H.

Sketch Proof. The commutator subgroup [G ⋉ H,G ⋉ H ] is generated by [H,H ] ∪ [G,H ] ∪ [G,G].

Therefore (G⋉H)ab = (G ⋉H)/〈[H,H ] ∪ [G,H ] ∪ [G,G]〉.

Applying the relators [H,H ] gives G ⋉ Hab, then applying the relators [G,H ] gives G × (Hab)G.

Finally, applying [G,G], we get the desired group Gab × (Hab)G. �

Proposition 2.3 ([Bha+97, § 6.1]). If T is a set with at least two elements, then the finitary alternating

group Alt(T ) is the commutator subgroup of the finitary permutation group FSym(T ). In particular,

FSym(T )ab ∼= Z2.

The following lemma computes the abelianization of a wreath product.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a group, T be a set with at least two elements, and Σ := FSym(T ). Then

(G ≀ Σ)ab ∼= Gab × Z2.
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Proof. Let G := (
⊕

x∈T Gx), where Gx is a copy of G for each x ∈ T . Then G ≀ Σ = Σ ⋉ G, where

Σ acts on the indices of elements of G. Clearly Gab =
⊕

x∈T Gab
x . Define a map ε : Gab → Gab by

(gx)x∈T 7→
∏

x∈T gx. It can be easily seen that ε is a homomorphism.

The action of σ ∈ Σ on g := (gx)x∈T ∈ Gab, denoted gσ, is given by (gσ−1x)x∈T . Let H denote the

subgroup of Gab generated by {gσg−1 : g ∈ Gab, σ ∈ Σ}.

We claim that H = ker ε.

Note that εg = εgσ for each g := (gx)x∈T ∈ Gab, σ ∈ Σ. Hence H ⊆ ker ε.

On the other hand, consider g := (gx)x∈T ∈ ker ε. Since Σ consists only of finitary permutations of

T , there are only finitely many x ∈ T such that gx 6= 1, say x1, x2, . . . , xn. We will use induction on n

to show that g ∈ H .

The case when n = 0 is trivial. If n > 0, the identity
∏n

i=1 gxi
= 1 gives n ≥ 2.

Assume for induction that the result holds for all values of n strictly less than k > 0.

Suppose n = k. Let σ be the transposition (x1, x2) ∈ Σ and g′ := (g′x)x∈T be the element of

Gab whose only non-trivial component is g′x1
= g−1

x1
. Let g′′ := gg′((g′)σ)−1. Then g′′x1

= 1 and

εg′′ = 1. The number of non-identity components of g′′ is strictly less than k and thus, using induction

hypothesis, g′′ ∈ H . Therefore, g = g′′(g′)σ(g′)−1 ∈ H , thus proving the claim.

Now (Gab)Σ = Gab/H = Gab/ ker ε = Gab. We also have Σab = Z2 from Proposition 2.3. Thus

Proposition 2.2 gives (G ≀ Σ)ab ∼= (Gab)Σ × Σab ∼= Gab × Z2. �

3. Model-theoretic Grothendieck rings of modules

Definition 3.1. Let L be a language, M a first-order L-structure with domain again denoted M and

m ≥ 1. Say that A ⊆ Mm is definable with parameters if there is a formula φ(x1, ...xm, y1, ..., yn)

such that for all a1, ..., am ∈ M , (a1, ..., am) ∈ A if and only if M � φ[a1, ..., am, b1, ..., bn] for some

b1, ..., bn ∈ M . We will always assume that definable means definable with parameters from the universe.

For each m ≥ 1, let Def(Mm) be the collection of all definable subsets of Mm, and set Def(M) :=⋃
m≥1 Def(Mm).

Definition 3.2. Say that two definable sets A,B ∈ Def(M) are definably isomorphic if there exists a

definable bijection between them, i.e., a bijection f : A → B such that the graph Graph(f) ∈ Def(M).

Definable isomorphism is an equivalence relation on Def(M) and the equivalence class of a definable

set A is denoted by [A]. We use D̃ef(M) to denote the set of all equivalence classes with respect to this

relation.

The assignment A 7→ [A] defines a surjective map [−] : Def(M) → D̃ef(M). We can regard D̃ef(M)

as an Lring-structure. In fact, it is a semiring with respect to the operations defined as follows:

• 0 := [∅];

• 1 := [{∗}] for any singleton subset {∗} of M ;

• [A] + [B] := [A′ ⊔B′] for A′ ∈ [A], B′ ∈ [B] such that A′ ∩B′ = ∅; and

• [A]· [B] := [A×B].

Definition 3.3. We define the model-theoretic Grothendieck ring of the first order structure M ,

denoted K0(M), to be the ring completion of the semiring D̃ef(M).

Every right R-module M is a first-order structure for the language LR of right R-modules, where

LR := 〈+,−, 0, {·r : r ∈ R}〉, where each ·r is a unary function symbol for the scalar multiplication by

r ∈ R on the right. The right R-module structure M will be denoted as MR.
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The theory of MR admits a partial elimination of quantifiers with respect to pp-formulas.

Definition 3.4. [Pre88, § 2.1] A positive primitive formula ( pp-formula for short) is an LR-formula

φ(x1, . . . , xn) logically equivalent to one of the form

∃y1∃y2 . . . ∃ym

t∧

i=1




n∑

j=1

xjrij +
m∑

k=1

yksik + ci = 0


 ,

where rij , sik ∈ R and the ci are parameters from M .

A subset B of Mm is pp-definable if it is definable by a pp-formula, and a pp-definable function is

a function between two definable sets whose graph is pp-definable.

Lemma 3.5. Every parameter-free pp-formula φ(x) defines a subgroup of Mn, where n is the length

of x. If φ(x) contains parameters from M , then it defines either the empty set or a coset of a pp-

definable subgroup of Mn. Furthermore, the conjunction of two pp-formulas is (logically equivalent to)

a pp-formula.

Here is a consequence of the fundamental theorem of the model theory of modules, which is a partial

quantifier elimination result due to Baur and Monk.

Theorem 3.6. [Bau76] For n ≥ 1, every definable subset of Mn is a finite boolean combination of

pp-definable subsets of Mn.

Let Ln(MR) (or just Ln, if the module is clear from the context) denote the meet-semilattice of all

pp-definable subsets of Mn under intersection. Set L(MR) :=
⋃

n≥1 Ln(MR). The notation X (MR) (or

just X , if the module is clear from the context) will denote the set of colours, i.e., pp-definable bijection

classes of elements of L(MR). For A ∈ L, the notation [[A]] will denote its pp-definable bijection class.

The set X
∗
:= X \ [[∅]] of non-trivial colours is a monoid under multiplication.

Definition 3.7. Given a right R-module MR and subgroups A,B ∈ Ln, define the invariant Inv(M ;A,B)

to be the index [A : A ∩B] if this is finite or ∞ otherwise.

Definition 3.8. The theory T := Th(MR) of a right R-module MR is said to be closed under products,

written T = T ℵ0, if for each n ≥ 1 and for any subgroups A,B ∈ Ln, the invariant Inv(M ;A,B) is

either 1 or ∞; otherwise we write T 6= T ℵ0 .

Nontrivial finite invariants play a central role in the computation of the model-theoretic Grothendieck

ring of a module.

Definition 3.9. Let δA : X
∗
→ Z denote the characteristic function of a colour A ∈ X

∗
. Define the

invariants ideal J to be the ideal of the monoid ring Z[X
∗
] generated by the set

{δ[[P ]] = [P : Q]δ[[Q]] | P,Q ∈ L, P ⊇ Q ⊇ {0}, Inv(M ;P,Q) < ∞}.

We explicitly record the expression of K0(MR) below.

Theorem 3.10. [Kub15, Theorem 5.2.3, Corollary 5.2.11] For every right R-module MR, we have

K0(MR) ∼= Z[X
∗
]/J , where J is the invariants ideal. Moreover, if MR 6= 0 then K0(MR) 6= 0.
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4. K-theory for symmetric monoidal groupoids

The story of the model-theoretic K-theory does not end at K0. We first define a symmetric monoidal

category, which is nothing but the “categorification” of a commutative monoid. Since definable subsets

of a structure under disjoint union form a symmetric monoidal category, with the help of Quillen’s

construction, higher model-theoretic K-groups are introduced in this section. We also recall Bass’s

definition for K1 that will help us in computations in later sections.

Definition 4.1. A triple (S, ∗, e) is a symmetric monoidal category if the category S is equipped with

a bifunctor ∗ : S × S → S, and a distinguished object e such that, for all objects s, t, u ∈ S, there are

natural coherent isomorphisms

e ∗ s ∼= s ∼= s ∗ e, s ∗ (t ∗ u) ∼= (s ∗ t) ∗ u, s ∗ t ∼= t ∗ s,

that satisfy certain obvious commutative diagrams. A pairing of (S, ∗, e) is a bifunctor ⊗ : S × S → S

such that s⊗ e ∼= e⊗ s ∼= e, and there is a natural coherent bi-distributivity law

(s1 ∗ t1)⊗ (s2 ∗ t2) ∼= (s1 ⊗ s2) ∗ (s1 ⊗ t2) ∗ (t1 ⊗ s2) ∗ (t1 ⊗ t2).

Example 4.2. The category (FinSets,⊔, ∅) of finite sets and functions between them is a symmetric

monoidal category, where ⊔ denotes disjoint union, with pairing given by Cartesian product ×.

We will only work with symmetric monoidal groupoids(categories where all morphisms are isomor-

phisms) in this paper. If S is a symmetric monoidal category then its subcategory isoS consisting only

of isomorphisms is a symmetric monoidal groupoid.

Example 4.3. For a first-order L-structure M , let S(M) denote the groupoid whose objects are Def(M)

and morphisms are definable bijections between definable sets. Then (S(M),⊔, ∅) is a symmetric

monoidal groupoid, where ⊔ is the disjoint union. Moreover, the Cartesian product of definable sets

induces a pairing on this monoidal category.

Quillen’s definition of K-groups of a symmetric monoidal groupoid (S, ∗, e) uses his famous S−1S

construction (see [Wie13, Chapter 4] for more details).

Definition 4.4. If (S, ∗, e) is a skeletally small symmetric monoidal groupoid, then the K-theory space

K∗(S) of S is defined as the geometric realization of S−1S. Then the K-groups of S are defined as

K∗
n(S) := πnK

∗(S).

We use Quillen’s definition to associate a sequence of K-groups with a model-theoretic structure.

Definition 4.5. For a first order structure M , define Kn(M) := K⊔
n (S(M)) for each n ≥ 0.

Theorem 4.6 ( [Wie13, Theorem IV.4.6]). A pairing on a skeletally small symmetric monoidal groupoid

determines a natural pairing K(S)∧K(S) → K(S) of infinite loop spaces, which in turn induces bilinear

products Kp(S)⊗Kq(S) → Kp+q(S). In particular, K0(S) is a ring.

The Barratt-Priddy-Quillen-Segal theorem [Wie13, Theorem IV.4.9.3] stated below is a very deep

theorem connecting the K-theory of the apparently simple combinatorial category of finite sets and

bijections with the stable homotopy theory of spheres.

Theorem 4.7. We have Kn(isoFinSets) ∼= πs
n for each n ≥ 0, where πs

n is the nth stable homotopy

groups of spheres.
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Example 4.8. Continuing from Example 4.3, if M is a finite structure then the above theorem gives

Kn(M) ∼= πs
n. In particular, K0(M) = Z and K1(M) = Z2.

Bass was the first to introduce the groups K1 and K2. We recall his description for K1.

Theorem 4.9. [Bas68] Suppose S is a symmetric monoidal groupoid whose translations are faithful

i.e., for all s, t ∈ S, the translation AutS(s) → AutS(s ∗ t) defined by f 7→ f ∗ idt is an injective map.

Then

(4.1) K1(S) ∼= lim
−→
s∈S

H1(AutS(s);Z),

where H1(G;Z) denotes the first integral homology group of the group G, which is isomorphic to Gab.

Remark 4.10. Suppose that (S, ∗, e) is a symmetric monoidal groupoid whose translations are faithful.

Further suppose that S has a countable sequence of objects s1, s2, . . . such that sn+1
∼= sn ∗ an for some

an ∈ S, and satisfying the cofinality condition that for every s ∈ S there is an s′ and an n such that

s ∗ s′ ∼= sn. In this case, we can form the colimit Aut(S) := lim
−→n∈N

AutS(sn). Since the functor

H1(−,Z) commutes with colimits, we obtain K1(S) = H1(Aut(S);Z).

Remark 4.11. For a model-theoretic structure M , translations are faithful in S(M), and hence Theo-

rem 4.9 and the above remark can be used to compute K1(M).

5. K1 of an infinite vector space over an infinite field

The goal of this section is to compute the model-theoretic K1-group of a non-zero vector space VF

over a field F when the theory T of VF is closed under products. Under this hypothesis, it can be

readily seen that both V and F are infinite.

The theory T in the language LF completely eliminates quantifiers [Pre09, Theorem 2.3.24], and

hence every object of S := S(VF ) is a finite boolean combination of the basic definable subsets, viz.,

{0}, V, V 2, . . . and their cosets.

We start by recalling the description of the Grothendieck ring of a vector space as a special case of

Theorem 3.10. Note that this result works for any field.

Theorem 5.1. [Per11, Theorem 4.3.1] The semiring D̃ef(VF ) of definable isomorphism classes of

objects of S(VF ) is isomorphic to the sub-semiring of the polynomial ring Z[X ] consisting of polynomials

with non-negative leading coefficients. As a consequence, K0(VF ) ∼= Z[X ].

The main result of this section is the computation of K1(VF ).

Theorem 5.2. Suppose VF is an infinite vector space over an infinite field F and F× is the group of

units in F . Then

(5.1) K1(VF ) ∼= Z2 ⊕

(
∞⊕

i=1

(F× ⊕ Z2)

)
.

We divide the proof of this result in three steps.

Step I: In this step, we associate a “dimension” dim(f) to each automorphism f of a definable set

through its “support”, and show that the groups of bounded-dimension automorphisms of sufficiently

large definable sets are isomorphic.

First note that the assignment dim(∅) := −∞, dim(D) := deg([D]) for ∅ 6= D ∈ S is a well-defined

dimension function on the objects of S, where [D] denotes the class of D in the Grothendieck ring.
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Definition 5.3. Let D ∈ S and f ∈ AutS(D). The support of f is the (definable) set Supp(f) := {a ∈

D : f(a) 6= a}. If f 6= idD then set dim(f) := dim(Supp(f)); otherwise set dim(idD) := −∞.

Proposition 5.4. For D ∈ S, let Ωm(D) := {f ∈ AutS(D) : dim(f) ≤ m} be the subgroup of AutS(D)

of elements fixing all automorphisms of D outside a subset of dimension at most m. If D1, D2 ∈ S have

dimension strictly greater than m, then Ωm(D1) ∼= Ωm(D2).

Proof. Since dimD1, dimD2 > m, it is always possible to find an arrow g : D2 → D in S such that

dim(D1 ∩ D) > m. The definable bijection g induces an isomorphism between Ωm(D2) and Ωm(D).

Therefore, it is sufficient to prove the result when D1 ⊆ D2.

For each i = 1, 2, consider the full subcategory Sm(Di) of S containing definable subsets of Di of

dimension at most m. The restriction of ⊔ to Sm(Di) equips it with a symmetric monoidal structure.

Then Ωm(Di) ∼= Aut(Sm(Di)), where the groups on the right hand side can be constructed as follows.

Let S1 ⊂ S2 ⊂ · · · be a sequence of objects of Sm(D1), where S1 is a copy of V m in D1 and Sk+1

is obtained by adding a disjoint copy of V m to Sk for each k ≥ 1. This sequence is cofinal in Sm(D1)

and thus, using Remark 4.10 for this sequence, we construct Aut(Sm(D1)) as lim−→k∈N
AutS(Sk). When

D1 ⊆ D2, the same colimit can be used to construct the group Ωm(D2) ∼= Aut(Sm(D2)). Hence Ωm(D1)

is isomorphic to Ωm(D2). �

Step II: In this step, we express groups Ωn
n := AutS(V

n) as iterated semi-direct products, where the

iterations are indexed by dimensions.

For each 0 ≤ m < n, let Ωn
m := Ωm(V n) and Σn

m denote the finitary permutation group on a

countable set of cosets of an m-dimensional subspace of V n. If n, p > m, then it is easy to see that

Σn
m

∼= Σp
m. To compute groups Ωn

m, we construct a sequence Sm,1 ⊂ Sm,2 ⊂ . . . of objects of Sm(V n),

where Sm,k is a disjoint union of k copies of V m in V n as described in the above proposition. Note that

Ωn
0 = Σn

0 .

We have a chain of normal subgroups of Ωn
n:

(5.2) Ωn
0 ✁ Ωn

1 ✁ · · ·✁ Ωn
n−1 ✁ Ωn

n.

For each n ≥ 1, let Υn denote the subgroup of AutS(V
n) consisting only of definable linear (i.e., pp-

definable) bijections. In other words, Υn is the group GLn(F ) ⋉ V n, where GLn(F ) acts on V n by

matrix multiplication. Note that for each f(6= idV n) ∈ Υn, we have dim(f) = n. The group Υn acts

on Ωn
n−1 by conjugation and, in fact, Ωn

n = Υn ⋉ Ωn
n−1.

For 0 < m < n, we want to find a subgroup Υn
m of Ωn

m such that Ωn
m = Υn

m ⋉Ωn
m−1. To do this, we

look at the construction of the colimit in Remark 4.10. Note that

AutS(Sm,1) ∼= Ωm
m

∼= Υm ⋉ Ωm
m−1

∼= Υm ⋉ Ωn
m−1,

where the action of Υm on Ωn
m−1 is induced by the isomorphism Ωm

m−1
∼= Ωn

m−1 given by Proposition

5.4. For similar reasons, we also have

AutS(Sm,k) ∼= (Υm ≀ Σk)⋉ Ωm
m−1

∼= (Υm ≀ Σk)⋉ Ωn
m−1,



MODEL-THEORETIC K1 OF FREE MODULES OVER PIDS 9

where Σk is the permutation group on k elements, the group (Υm ≀ Σk) acts on Ωm
m−1 by conjugation

and permutes lower dimensional subsets of Sm,k ⊂ V n. Thus

Ωn
m

∼= lim
−→
k∈N

AutS(Sm,k)

∼= lim
−→
k∈N

(
(Υm ≀ Σk)⋉ Ωn

m−1

)

∼=

(
lim
−→
k∈N

(Υm ≀ Σk)

)
⋉ Ωn

m−1

∼= (Υm ≀ Σn
m)⋉ Ωn

m−1.

Define Υn
m := Υm ≀ Σn

m which acts on Ωn
m−1 by conjugation. Thus each Ωn

n is an iterated semi-direct

product of certain wreath products.

Ωn
n

∼= Υn ⋉ Ωn
n−1

∼= Υn ⋉ (Υn
n−1 ⋉ Ωn

n−2)

∼= Υn ⋉ (Υn
n−1 ⋉ (Υn

n−2 ⋉ Ωn
n−3))

∼= Υn ⋉ (Υn
n−1 ⋉ (Υn

n−2 ⋉ (· · · (Υn
1 ⋉ Ωn

0 ) · · · ))).(5.3)

Step III: Here we compute (Ωn
n)

ab using results in § 2 so that we can compute K1(VF ) as lim−→n∈N
(Ωn

n)
ab

using Theorem 4.9 and Remark 4.10 gives, thanks to Remark 4.11.

Proposition 5.5. For each n ≥ 1, we have

(5.4) (Ωn
n)

ab ∼= F× ⊕
n−1⊕

i=1

(F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2.

Proof. Fix n ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ m < n. We use the presentation of Ωn
n given in Equation (5.3).

We know that Υn ∼= GLn(F ) ⋉ V n. Since the additive group V n is abelian, Lemma 2.2 gives

(Υn)ab ∼= (GLn(F ))ab × (V n)GLn(F ). For any a(6= 1) ∈ F× (which exists since the field F is infinite),

we have aIn ∈ GLn(F ), where In is the identity matrix. Now each v ∈ V n can be expressed as

(aIn)v
′ − v′ for v′ = (a − 1)−1v. Thus the quotient (V n)GLn(F ) of V n is trivial which, in turn, gives

(Υn)ab ∼= (GLn(F ))ab ∼= F×.

Recall from Proposition 2.3 that (Σn
m)ab ∼= Z2. Lemma 2.4 applied to Υn

m = Υm ≀Σn
m gives (Υn

m)ab ∼=

(Υm)ab × Z2
∼= F× ⊕ Z2. The group Υn

m acts on Ωn
m−1 by conjugation. Recall that the action of Υn

m

preserves the determinant of a matrix in GLn(F ) and the parity of a permutation. Thus repeated use

of Lemma 2.2 gives

(Ωn
n)

ab ∼= (Υn ⋉ (Υn
n−1 ⋉ (· · · (Υn

1 ⋉ Ωn
0 ) · · · )))

ab

∼= (Υn)ab ⊕ ((Υn
n−1 ⋉ (· · · (Υn

1 ⋉ Ωn
0 ) · · · ))

ab)Υn

∼= (Υn)ab ⊕ ((Υn
n−1)

ab ⊕ ((· · · (Υn
1 ⋉ Ωn

0 ) · · · )
ab)Υn

n−1
)Υn

∼= (Υn)ab ⊕ ((Υn
n−1)

ab ⊕ (· · · ((Υn
1 )

ab ⊕ ((Ωn
0 )

ab)Υn
1
)Υn

2
· · · )Υn

n−1
)Υn

∼= F× ⊕ ((F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ (· · · ((F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ (Z2)Υn
1
)Υn

2
· · · )Υn

n−1
)Υn

∼= F× ⊕ ((F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ (· · · ((F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2) · · · ))

∼= F× ⊕
n−1⊕

i=1

(F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2,
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as required. �

In the construction of the sequence Sn,1 ⊂ Sn,2 ⊂ · · · to compute Aut(Sn(V
n+1)), we can choose the

copy V n × {0} as Sn,1. This induces an embedding of Ωn
n into Ωn+1

n ✁ Ωn+1
n+1. This further induces the

dimension preserving inclusion of (Ωn
n)

ab into (Ωn+1
n+1)

ab. Hence

K1(VF ) ∼= lim
−→
n∈N

(Ωn
n)

ab

∼= lim
−→
n∈N

(
F× ⊕

n−1⊕

i=1

(F× ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2

)

∼= Z2 ⊕

(
∞⊕

i=1

(F× ⊕ Z2)

)
.

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.2.

6. K1 of a free module over a PID

Throughout this section, R will denote a unital PID, MR an infinite free R-module and S := S(MR)

unless stated otherwise. The main goal of this section is to compute K1(MR). We will try to follow

the proof of the vector space case (Theorem 5.2), and identify the obstacles while doing so. Our goal is

to prove Theorem 6.13 that describes K1 as a directed colimit of abelianizations of certain groups; this

description works for free modules over any PID.

Step I: We defined the dimension of D ∈ S(VF ) as the degree of the polynomial [D] ∈ Z[X ], but we do

not have that luxury in S(MR). Thus first we will use an alternate method to associate the notion of a

non-negative integer-valued dimension for the objects of S(MR). Recall from § 3 that Ln := Ln(MR)

denote the meet-semilattice of all pp-definable subsets of Mn and X
∗
:= X

∗
(MR) = X (MR) \ [[∅]] is

the set of colours, i.e., the pp-definable isomorphism classes of non-empty pp-definable sets.

Let us recall some definitions and notations from [Kub15, § 5.1, 5.2]. Let (−)◦ : Ln → Ln denote

the function which takes a coset P to the subgroup P ◦ := P − p, where p ∈ P is any element. Denote

by L◦
n the image of this map. The commensurability relation on Ln, denoted ∼n, is defined by P ∼n Q

if [P ◦ : P ◦ ∩ Q◦] + [Q◦ : P ◦ ∩ Q◦] < ∞. This is, and it can be easily checked to be, an equivalence

relation. The ∼n-equivalence class of P ∈ Ln will be denoted by the corresponding bold letter P. Let

Yn := Ln/ ∼n and Y :=
⋃∞

n=1 Yn. Given A,B ∈ X
∗
, say that A ≈ B if there is P ∈ Y such that

P ∩ A 6= ∅ and P ∩B 6= ∅. The relation ≈ is reflexive and symmetric. We use ≈ again to denote its

transitive closure. The ≈-equivalence class of A will be denoted by Ã.

Proposition 6.1. If MR is a non-zero free R-module over a unital PID R then X
∗
(MR) ∼= N.

Proof. It suffices to check that if ∅ 6= D ∈ Ln(MR) then [[D]] = [[Mk]] for some k ≤ n. Recall from

[Pre88, Exercise 2, p.19] that if R is Noetherian then the set of pp-definable subgroups of RR is precisely

the set of right ideals of R. Moreover, since R is a PID, a pp-definable subgroup D′ of Rn
R is a finitely

generated submodule of the free module Rn
R, and hence is itself free.

It follows from [Pre09, Lemma 1.2.3] that L◦
n(RR) ∼= L◦

n(MR) for any non-zero R-module. Since

every pp-definable subset of Mn
R is pp-definably isomorphic to an element of L◦

n(MR), the discussion in

the above paragraph gives us D ∼= Mk for some k ≤ n, as required. �

Remark 6.2. It follows from the above that each pp-definable subset of Mn is (pp-definably) isomorphic

to
∏n

i=1 aiR–a product of right ideals.
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Recall from the construction ofK0(MR) in [Kub15, Section 5.2] that there is a definable-isomorphism-

invariant integer-valued function Λ
Ã

on the objects of S for each Ã ∈ (X
∗
/ ≈) such that for each

D ∈ S,Λ
Ã
(D) 6= 0 only for finitely many values of Ã. When R is a PID, then it follows from Proposition

6.1 that the set (X
∗
/ ≈) is in bijection with N. This allows us to define the dimension of a definable

set.

Definition 6.3. Let MR be a non-zero free R-module over an unital PID R. Define

dim(D) := max{Ã ∈ (X
∗
/ ≈) | Λ

Ã
(D) 6= 0} if ∅ 6= D ∈ S(MR); dim(∅) := −∞.

Following the proofs of [Kub15, Theorems 5.2.8, 5.2.9] it is easy to check that D 7→ dim(D) is

monotone with respect to definable injections, and that dim(D1⊔D2) = max{dim(D1), dim(D2)}. The

dimension of definable sets can be used to associate dimension to an automorphism of a definable set

in S as in Definition 5.3. In order to complete Step I, in the case when R is a PID, we give a proof of

the first line of the proof of Proposition 5.4 below in Lemma 6.4.

Recall that a (finite) antichain in a poset is a (finite) subset in which any two distinct elements are

incomparable. The set Ln is a poset with respect to inclusion. Say that a definable set D is a block if

it can be written in the form P \
⋃
β for some P ∈ Ln and finite antichain β in Ln satisfying

⋃
β ( P .

Lemma 6.4. Let D1, D2 ∈ S(MR). If dim(D1) and dim(D2) are both greater than m then there always

exists a D ∈ S(MR) with a definable bijection g : D → D2 such that dim(D1 ∩D) > m.

Proof. Let the dimensions of D1 and D2 be m1 and m2 respectively. Without loss of generality, assume

that m < m1 ≤ m2. Recall from [Kub15, Lemma 2.5.7] that any definable set D ⊆ Mn can be written

as a finite disjoint union of blocks. Let D1 =
⊔k

i=1 Bi and D2 =
⊔k′

j=1 B
′
j , where Bi and B′

j are blocks.

Without loss of generality, assume that dim(B1) = m1 and dim(B′
1) = m2. Since each pp-definable set

is in bijection with Mk for some k ∈ N, we have that B1
∼= Mm1 \ (

⋃
β1) and B2

∼= Mm2 \ (
⋃
β2) for

appropriate antichains β1, β2.

We may assume that a 7→ (a, 0) is an inclusion of Mm1 into Mm2 , where |0| = m2 − m1, so that

dim((Mm1 \ (
⋃

β1)) ∩ (Mm2 \ (
⋃

β2))) = m1 > m. Now we may adjust pairwise disjoint isomorphic

copies B′′
j of B′

j for 1 < j ≤ k′ in such a way that (Mm2 \ (
⋃

β2)) ∩ B′′
j = ∅. Choosing D :=

(Mm2 \ (
⋃
β2)) ⊔

⊔k′

j=2 B
′′
j along with appropriate isomorphism proves the result. �

Step II: After modifying the definition of dimension for definable sets in the context of a PID, we need

to modify the definition of the groups Υn := Υn(MR) to accommodate finite-index subgroups in case

T 6= T ℵ0 , and give a suitably modified proof of Ωn
n = Υn ⋉Ωn

n−1. Apart from this change, the proof of

Step II remains unchanged to finally yield Theorem 6.13.

For G ∈ Ln, denote by AutL(G) the set of pp-definable automorphisms of G. Further if G ∈ L◦
n then

let AutL◦(G) denote the subgroup of AutL(G) consisting of all those automorphisms g which satisfy

g(0) = 0.

Proposition 6.5. If G ∈ L◦
n and [Mn : G] is finite, then AutL(G) ∼= AutL(M

n) ∼= (GLn(R)⋉Mn).

Proof. Since any finite-index subgroup G of Mn is pp-definably isomorphic to Mn we get the first iso-

morphism. Let π1 and π2 be the projection maps of M2n of the first and last n coordinates respectively.

Recall that L◦
n(RR) ∼= L◦

n(MR) [Pre09, Lemma 1.2.3] for any non-zero free R-module MR. Thus, we

get the isomorphism AutL◦(Mn) ∼= AutL◦(Rn). Now AutL◦(Mn) acts on the group Mn naturally, and

hence AutL(M
n) ∼= AutL◦(Mn) ⋉Mn via the map g 7→ (g′, (g′)−1(g(0)), where g′(x) := g(x) − g(0).
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Combining the previous two statements, we get that AutL(M
n) ∼= AutL◦(Rn)⋉Mn. Thus it remains

to show that AutL◦(Rn) ∼= GLn(R). Since multiplication by an invertible matrix is a pp-definable map

that preserves 0, we only need to show that each element in AutL◦(Rn) arises in this way.

Let f ∈ AutL◦(Rn) and φ(x, y) be the pp-formula defining the subgroup D ∈ L2n(RR) that is the

graph of f . Since R is a PID, thanks to [Pre09, Theorem 2.3.19], D is a finitely generated submodule of

R2n, and hence is free. Since D is the graph of an automorphism, its rank equals the rank of its domain,

which equals n. Let {z1, z2, . . . , zn} ⊆ D be a basis of D. Using the entries of the basis elements, we

can construct an (n × 2n)-matrix [A B] over R such that for any a ∈ π1(D) = Rn there is a unique

w ∈ Rn and w[A B] = (a, f(a)), where A and B are respectively the left and right n× n blocks of the

n × 2n matrix. Since π1(D) = π2(D) = Rn, we conclude that A,B ∈ GLn(R). Then by a suitable

change of basis, we may assume that w = a and A = I is the identity matrix, thereby transforming the

block matrix to [I B′] for B′ ∈ GLn(R). Thus the required matrix presenting f is −B′. This completes

the proof. �

Recall that Υn(VF ) = AutL(V
n
F ). However, when R is a PID, the possible existence of finite-index

subgroups of MR requires us to reinterpret the group Υn(MR).

Definition 6.6. Say that f ∈ AutS(M
n) is an n-automorphism if the formula φ(x, y) defining the

graph of f is logically equivalent to
∨m

i=1 φi(x, y), where each φi is pp-definable and dim(φi(MR)) = n.

Let Υn := Υn(MR) be the set of all n-automorphisms f ∈ AutS(M
n).

Since a projection of pp-definable sets is again so, given an n-automorphism f of Mn, the set H(f) :=⋂m
i=1(π1(φi(M

n
R)))

◦ is a pp-definable subgroup of Mn of finite-index, say k, where π1 is the projection

of M2n onto the first n coordinates. Thus, φ(x, y) is logically equivalent to
∨

H(f)+pj∈Mn/H(f) φj(x, y),

where π1φj(M
n) = H(f) + pj . So in other words, f ∈ AutS(M

n) is an n-automorphism if and only

if there is a finite-index subgroup H(f) ∈ Ln and a permutation σf of Mn/H(f) such that for every

H(f)+ q ∈ Mn/H(f), the restriction of f |H(f)+q: H(f)+ q → σf (H(f)+ q) is a pp-definable bijection.

Since the intersection of two finite-index subgroups of an abelian group is again so, we get the following.

Proposition 6.7. The set Υn is a subgroup of AutS(M
n).

Propositions 6.7 and 6.5 together with the discussion above yields the following description of Υn as

a colimit of a system of groups.

Proposition 6.8. Let Gn be the set of all pp-definable finite-index subgroups of Mn
R. Then (Gn,≤) is

a poset under the subgroup relation in such a way that (Gn,≤)op is a directed set. Then

Υn(MR) ∼= lim
−→

G∈(Gn,≤)op

(AutL(G) ≀ FSym(Mn/G)) ∼= lim
−→

G∈(Gn,≤)op

((GLn(R)⋉Mn) ≀ FSym(Mn/G)) .

Let us explain the directed colimit in the above result through the example of Υ1(ZZ):

Υ1(ZZ) ∼= lim
−→

G∈(G1(ZZ),≤)op

(AutL(G) ≀ FSym(Z/G)) ∼= lim
−→

n∈(N∗,|)

(AutL(nZ) ≀ FSym(Zn)) ,

where N∗ := N \ {0} and | is the divisibility relation.

Suppose n | m in N∗. Then there is a natural quotient map θ : Zm → Zn. We explicitly describe the

embedding of (AutL(nZ) ≀ FSym(Zn)) ∼= FSym(Zn)⋉
⊕

l∈Zn
(Z2⋉nZ) into (AutL(mZ) ≀ FSym(Zm)) ∼=

FSym(Zm)⋉
⊕

l′∈Zm
(Z2 ⋉mZ). Recall from Proposition 6.5 that AutL(nZ) ∼= GL1(Z) ⋉ nZ. Clearly

GL1(Z) ∼= Z2.
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A natural way to think about the required embedding is component-wise. Define the embedding

α1 : FSym(Zn) →֒ FSym(Zm) by α1(σ)(t) := (t + σ(θ(t)) − θ(t)) (mod m) for σ ∈ FSym(Zn). Also

define the embedding α2 :
⊕

l∈Zn
(Z2 ⋉ nZ) →֒

⊕
l′∈Zm

(Z2 ⋉mZ) by

α2((ζl, hl)l∈Zn
) := ((ζθ(l′), hθ(l′))l′∈Zm

).

It is routine to verify that the map (α1, α2) is indeed the required embedding. The description of the

maps α1, α2 looks complicated but it is not as the next examples demonstrate.

Example 6.9. Let n = 2,m = 4 and σ ∈ FSym(Z2) is the only non-trivial permutation. Then α1(σ)

is given by assignment 0 7→ 1, 1 7→ 0, 2 7→ 3 and 3 7→ 2.

Example 6.10. Let n = 3 and m = 6. Then ((ζ, h0), (ζ
′, h1), (ζ

′′, h2)) ∈
⊕

l∈Z3
(Z2 ⋉ 3Z) maps to α2

is ((ζ, h0), (ζ
′, h1), (ζ

′′, h2), (ζ, h0), (ζ
′, h1), (ζ

′′, h2)) ∈
⊕

l′∈Z6
(Z2 ⋉ 6Z) under α2.

Let G ≤ G′ in (G1(ZZ),≤). If [G′ : G] is even then for any σ ∈ FSym(Z/G′), the permutation α1(σ)

in FSym(Z/G) is an even permutation. The same statement also holds when G1(ZZ) is replaced by

G1(MR) for any k ≥ 1. After this discussion, the following is not hard to prove.

Proposition 6.11. The following are equivalent for any free R-module MR.

(1) There is a cofinal system of even-indexed subgroups in (G1(MR),≤)op.

(2) There is a cofinal system of even-indexed subgroups in (Gk(MR),≤)op.

(3) Each permutation is eventually even in the directed colimit in Proposition 6.5.

Let us use the notations as well as definitions of groups Ωn
m from Step II of the proof of Theorem

5.2. The group Υn clearly acts on Ωn
n−1 by conjugation.

Lemma 6.12. For each n ≥ 1, we have Ωn
n
∼= Υn ⋉ Ωn

n−1.

Proof. Let f ∈ AutS(M
n), φ(x, y) be an LR-formula defining the graph D ⊆ M2n of f . Recall

from [Kub15, Lemma 2.5.7] that D =
⊔k1+k2

i=1 Bi, where each Bi is a block and dim(Bi) = n if and

only if i ≤ k1. Further partitioning into smaller blocks if necessary, we may assume for each i that

Bi = Pi \
⋃
βi for some Pi ∈ Ln and an antichain βi in Ln satisfying dim(

⋃
βi) < dim(Pi). Then

P0 :=
⋂k1

i=1(π1(Pi))
◦ is a finite-index subgroup of Mn. Let {P j

0 | 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1} be the set of all cosets

of Mn/P0. For each 0 ≤ j < k, let Bj
i ⊆ Bi be the block satisfying π1(B

j
i ) = π1(Bi) ∩ P j

0 so that

Bi =
⊔

0≤j<k B
j
i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k1. Let Bj

i = P j
i \
⋃
βj
i for some P j

i ∈ L2n and an antichain βj
i in

L2n satisfying dim(
⋃

βj
i ) < n = dim(P j

i ). Let φj
i (x, y) be the pp-definable formula defining P j

i . Then∨k1

i=1

∨k−1
j=0 φ

j
i (x, y) is a formula defining the graph of an n-automorphism, say g, of Mn. We have also

ensured g−1f ∈ Ωn
n−1 to complete the proof. �

In view of the above lemma, the remaining arguments of Step II of the proof of Theorem 5.2 go

through to give the following result for a free infinite right R-module MR over a PID R.

Theorem 6.13. Suppose R is a PID and MR is an infinite free right R-module. Then using the

notations introduced in Step II of the proof of Theorem 5.2, and with Υn as in Definition 6.6, we have

K1(MR) = lim
−→
n∈N

(Ωn
n)

ab.
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7. Computation of K1 of free modules over certain Euclidean domains

In general, given a PID R, exact computation of (GL2(R))ab is not known, and thus the computation

ofK1(MR) using the recipe in Theorem 6.13 is not possible for all PIDs. However, under a mild condition

on an ED R, we compute K1 for free R-modules in Theorems 7.6 and 7.8. As a consequence, we compute

K1(MF [X]) for a field F with char(F ) = 0 (Corollary 7.9) as well as K1(VF ) for a field F with at least

3 elements (Corollaries 7.10 and 7.11).

For a commutative unital ring R, the notation SLn(R) denotes the group of special linear group, i.e.,

n×n matrices with determinant 1 so that GLn(R)/SLn(R) ∼= R× for each n ≥ 1. The notation En(R)

denote the subgroup of GLn(R) generated by n× n elementary matrices [Wie13, Definition III.1.2].

First we compute the abelianization of the action of GLn(R) on Mn by multiplication.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose R is any commutative ring with unity and MR is a right R-module. Then for

each n ≥ 2 we have (GLn(R) ⋉Mn)ab ∼= (GLn(R))ab. Moreover, if the multiplicative identity 1 in R

can be written as a sum of two units then the conclusion also holds true for n = 1.

Proof. We prove the lemma when MR = RR; the proof for MR follows verbatim. Thanks to Lemma 2.2,

we have (GLn(R)⋉Rn)ab ∼= (GLn(R))ab ×Rn
(GLn(R)), so it is enough to show that Rn

(GLn(R)) vanishes.

By definition, Rn
(GLn(R)) = Rn/〈xA − x | A ∈ GLn(R), x ∈ Rn〉. Let x = (x1, x2, ...., xn) ∈ Rn

and for i 6= j; Eij ∈ En(R) be such that Eij = I + eij , where eij ∈ Mn(R) and every entry of the

matrix eij is 0 apart from the ijth entry, which equals 1. If Eij ∈ {E1n} ∪ {Ekk−1 | 2 ≤ k ≤ n} then

xEij − x = (0, . . . , xi, . . . , 0), where xi appears in the jth place. Since xi ∈ R is arbitrary we conclude

that 〈xA− x | A ∈ GLn(R), x ∈ Rn〉 = Rn. �

Remark 7.2. The above lemma need not hold for n = 1 if 1 cannot be written as a sum of two units,

e.g., if R = M = Z then (GL1(Z)⋉ Z)ab = (Z2 ⋉ Z)ab ∼= Z2 ⊕ Z2 by Lemma 2.2.

Now we recall several celebrated results regarding the computation of (GLn(R))ab.

Theorem 7.3. [Coh66, Proposition 9.2] If R is an ED satisfying 1 = u + v for units u, v, then

[GL2(R), GL2(R)] = E2(R).

Theorem 7.4. [Hei84, Corollary 2.3][Mag02, Theorem 10.15] Let R be an unital ring with Krull

dimension at most 1, for example, a PID, then [GLn(R), GLn(R)] = En(R) for n > 2.

Theorem 7.5. [HO89, Theorem 4.3.9] If R is an ED, then SLn(R) = En(R) for n ≥ 1.

Suppose the theory T of the module MR satisfies T = T ℵ0 . Under the combined hypotheses of

Lemma 7.1, and Theorems 7.3, 7.4 and 7.5 on R, we can follow through the proof of Proposition 5.5 to

obtain

(7.1) (Ωn
n)

ab ∼= (GLn(R))ab ⊕
n−1⊕

i=0

((GLi(R))ab ⊕ Z2).

Then we use the directed colimit description ofK1(MR) in Theorem 6.13 to get a nice explicit expression

for K1(MR).

Theorem 7.6. Let R be a Euclidean domain satisfying 1 = u + v for some units u, v, and MR be an

infinite free right R-module. If the theory T of MR satisfies T = T ℵ0 then

K1(MR) ∼= K1(RR) ∼=

∞⊕

n=0

((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(R× ⊕ Z2).
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Now suppose that the theory T of the module MR does not satisfy T = T ℵ0. Then in addition to all

the results used in the proof of the above theorem, we also need to use the dichotomy in the following

lemma while obtaining the analogue of Lemma 5.5.

Lemma 7.7. Suppose the theory T of the module MR satisfies T 6= T ℵ0. Let (G1,≤)op be the directed

system described in Proposition 6.8. If this directed system contains a cofinal system of even-indexed

subgroups of M then for n ≥ 1, (Υn)ab ∼= (GLn(R)⋉Mn)ab; otherwise, (Υn)ab ∼= (GLn(R)⋉Mn)ab⊕Z2.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 6.8 and Proposition 6.11 since abelianization commutes with

colimits. �

Using the notations of the above lemma, if (G1,≤)op contains a cofinal system of even-indexed

subgroups then the isomorphism in Equation (7.1) still remains valid; otherwise for n ≥ 1 we have

(Ωn
n)

ab ∼= ((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2)⊕
n−1⊕

i=1

((GLi(R))ab ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2.

Using these expressions together with the directed colimit description of K1(MR) in Theorem 6.13, we

get the following result.

Theorem 7.8. Let R be a Euclidean domain satisfying 1 = u + v for some units u, v, and MR be an

infinite free right R-module. Suppose that the theory T of MR satisfies T 6= T ℵ0 . Using the notations

of Lemma 7.7, if (G1,≤)op contains a cofinal system of even-indexed subgroups of M then

K1(MR) ∼= K1(RR) ∼=

∞⊕

n=0

((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(R× ⊕ Z2);

otherwise

K1(MR) ∼= K1(RR) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

((GLn(R))ab ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(R× ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2).

Corollary 7.9. If F is a field with char(F ) = 0 and MF [X] is a non-zero free module over F [x] then

K1(MF [X]) ∼= K1(F [X ]F [X]) ∼= K1(FF ) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(F× ⊕ Z2).

If F is a finite field char(F ) = 2 and F contains at least 4 elements, then the field F4 with 4 elements

embeds into F . Moreover, if F4 = {0, 1, a, b} then a+ b = 1, and thus F satisfies the hypotheses of the

first case of Theorem 7.8, and we get the following.

Corollary 7.10. Let F be the finite field F2k , where k ≥ 2. Then for every infinite F -vector space VF ,

we have

K1(VF ) ∼= K1(FF ) ∼=

∞⊕

n=0

((GLn(F ))ab ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(Z2k−1 ⊕ Z2).

If F is a finite field Fpk , where k ≥ 1 and p is a prime greater than 2. Then −1 and 2 are units in F

satisfying 1 = 2 + (−1) in F . Moreover, F satisfies the hypotheses of the second case of Theorem 7.8,

and thus we get the following.

Corollary 7.11. Let F be the finite field Fpk , where k ≥ 1 and p is a prime greater than 2. Then for

every infinite F -vector space VF , we have

K1(VF ) ∼= K1(FF ) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

((GLn(F ))ab ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2) ∼= Z2 ⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(Zpk−1 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2).
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Remark 7.12. Suppose F is the field F2 with 2 elements and VF is an infinite vector space. Since

(GL1(F ))ab is the trivial group, we obtain (Υ1(VF ))
ab ∼= V , which creates obstacles in the computation

of (Ω1
1)

ab using the methods developed so far. Thus, we are unable to use the same recipe to compute

K1(VF ).

8. Computation of K1(ZZ)

Recall that the theory T := Th(ZZ) of the abelian group ZZ of integers is not closed under products.

Even though the ring Z of integers is an ED, the identity 1 = u + v fails to hold for any units u, v

in Z. Hence Theorem 7.8 is not applicable for the computation of K1(ZZ); however, we use a slight

modification to compute K1(ZZ) in Theorem 8.1.

We have

(GLn(Z))
ab ∼=




Z2 if n = 1 or n ≥ 3;

Z2 ⊕ Z2 if n = 2.

Since abelianization commutes with directed colimits, Propositions 6.5, 6.8 and 6.11, Lemmas 2.2, 2.4

and 7.1, and Remark 7.2 together give that

(Υn(ZZ))
ab ∼= (AutL(Z

n))ab ∼= (GLn(Z)⋉ Zn)ab ∼=




(GLn(Z))

ab if n ≥ 2;

(GL1(Z))
ab ⊕ Z2 if n = 1.

Since Ω1
1
∼= Υ1 ⋉ Σ1

0, we have

(Ω1
1(Z))

ab ∼= (Υ1)ab ⊕ (Σ1
0)

ab ∼= ((GL1(Z))
ab ⊕ Z2)⊕ (Σ1

0)
ab ∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2.

Since Ω2
2
∼= Υ2 ⋉ Ω2

1
∼= Υ2 ⋉ ((Υ1 ≀ Σ2

1)⋉ Σ2
0), we get

(Ω2
2)

ab ∼= (Υ2)ab ⊕ ((Ω2
1)

ab)Υ2

∼= (Υ2)ab ⊕ (((Υ1)ab ⊕ (Σ2
1)

ab)⊕ ((Σ2
0)

ab)(Υ1≀Σ2

1
))Υ2

∼= (GL2(Z))
ab ⊕ ((((GL1(Z))

ab ⊕ Z2)⊕ (Σ2
1)

ab)⊕ (Σ2
0)

ab)Υ2

∼= (Z2 ⊕ Z2)⊕ (((Z2 ⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2)⊕ Z2)Υ2 .

Recall that Υ2 acts on Ω2
1 by conjugation. Also recall from Lemma 2.2 that ((Ω2

1)
ab)Υ2

∼= (Ω2
1)

ab/{hgh−1 |

h ∈ (Ω2
1)

ab, g ∈ Υ2}. Now focus on the only copy of Z2 that appears in the second last line in the above

sequence of isomorphisms. Apart from this copy of Z2, Υ
2 acts trivially on all other direct summands

of (Ω2
1)

ab; however, we cannot determine whether this action is trivial or not on this copy. Therefore,

we get that (Ω2
2)

ab ∼= Zk2 for k2 = 5 or 6. The computations of (Ωn
n)

ab for n > 2 proceed similarly so

that we obtain (Ωn
n)

ab ∼= Zkn for some kn satisfying kn < kn+1 for each n ≥ 1. Finally, using Theorem

6.13 we get the following.

Theorem 8.1. We have K1(ZZ) ∼=
⊕∞

n=0 Z2.

Remark 8.2. We cannot compute K1(MZ) for an infinite free Z-module MZ in a similar way for a

non-trivial quotient of MZ appears in the expression of (Υ1(MZ))
ab, which will create obstacles in the

computation of (Ω2
2)

ab.
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9. Connection with algebraic K1

Fix a PID R. Let us recall the definition of algebraic K1 of R. Let P (R) be the skeletally small

groupoid of finitely generated projective R-modules under R-module isomorphisms. This groupoid is

equipped with a symmetric monoidal structure of the direct sum (⊕). The algebraic K1 of a ring R,

denoted K⊕
1 (R), is defined to be K⊕

1 (P (R)). Since R is a PID, every finitely generated projective

R-module is free. Thus P (R) is equivalent to the symmetric monoidal groupoid Free(R) whose objects

are finitely generated free R-modules. Translations are faithful in both P (R) and Free(R), and thus

Bass’ description (Theorem 4.9) can be used for the computation of K⊕
1 (R).

We established in the proof of Proposition 6.1 that every pp-definable set in L(RR) is in bijection

with a finitely generated free R-module. Also note that the directed colimit in Theorem 6.13 is actually

directly from Bass’ description of K1 (Theorem 4.9). The following theorem establishes a connection

between algebraic and model-theoretic K1.

Theorem 9.1. If R is a PID then there is a natural embedding of K⊕
1 (R) into K1(RR).

Proof. Since every R-linear automorphism of Rn is pp-definable, the object assignment Rn 7→ Rn
R :

Free(R) → S(RR) together with morphism assignment f 7→ f defines a faithful functor. Moreover,

the map x 7→ (x, 0) is both an R-module embedding Rn →֒ Rn+1 and a definable injection Rn
R →֒

Rn+1
R . Thus defining i : AutFree(R)(R

n) → AutS(RR)(R
n
R) by i(f) := (f ⊕ idR), we get the following

commutative diagram of groups.

AutFree(R)(R
n) �

�

//

i

��

AutS(RR)(R
n
R)

i

��

AutFree(R)(R
n+1) �

�

// AutS(RR)(R
n+1
R )

Finally, since the abelianization functor commutes with colimits, Bass’ description of K1 given in

Theorem 4.9 allows us to conclude that there is a natural embedding K⊕
1 (R) → K1(RR). �

The algebraic K1 of Euclidean domains is well-understood.

Theorem 9.2. [Wie13, Example 1.3.5] If R is an ED, then K⊕
1 (R) ∼= R×, where the abelianization

map takes A ∈ GL(R) := lim
−→n∈N

GLn(R) to det(A) ∈ K1(R).

From the explicit computations of K1(RR) in this paper for different EDs, it can be seen that the

model-theoretic K1 is much larger compared to the algebraic K1–this is not a surprise as there are far

too many definable self-bijections in comparison with linear automorphisms.

Remark 9.3. Suppose R is an ED satisfying 1 = u + v for some u, v ∈ R×. Then the composition

GL(R) ։ K⊕
1 (R) →֒ K1(RR) can be described as follows: if A ∈ GLn(R) is not in the image of the

natural embedding of GLn−1(R) into GLn(R), then it maps to det(A) ∈ (GLn(R))ab, where (GLn(R))ab

is the leading term of (Ωn
n)

ab.
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