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Abstract: In this article we deduce an analogue of Quillen’s Local-Global Principle for the elemen-
tary subgroup of the general quadratic group and the hermitian group. We show that the unstable
Ki-groups of the hermitian groups are nilpotent by abelian. This generalizes earlier results of A.

Bak, R. Hazrat, N. Vavilov and etal..

1. INTRODUCTION

The vigorous study of classical groups, more generally algebraic K-
theory, stimulated in mid sixties in attempt to give a solution of Serre’s
Problem for projective modules. This prominent theorem in commutative
algebra states that finitely generated projective modules over a polynomial
ring over a field are free. (cf. Faisceaux Algebriques Coherent, 1955).
The beautiful book Serre’s Problem on Projective Modules by T.Y. Lam
gives a comprehensive account of the mathematics surrounding Serre’s
Problem. Later we see analogue of Serre’s Problem for other classical
groups in the work of H. Bass, A. Suslin, V.I. Kopeiko, R. Parimala and
etal. in [7], [18], [24], [20]. We discuss the following problems related to
Serre’s Problem, viz. normality property of the elementary subgroup of
full automorphism group, Quillen’s Local-Global Principle, stability for
K;-functors, and structure of unstable K;-groups of classical groups and
modules.

From the work of H. Bass (¢f.[§]), J.S. Wilson (¢f.[30]), L.N. Vaserstein
(c¢f.[29]) and etal. it is well known that the elementary subgroup E,(A)
of GL,(A) plays a crucial role in the study of Classical K-Theory. In
[26], L.N. Vaserstein proved that for an associative ring A, which is finite
over its center, E,(A) is a normal subgroup of GL, (A) for n > 3. Later
analogue results for the symplectic and orthogonal groups were done
by Kopeiko and Suslin-Kopeiko in [23] and [24] (for respective cases).
The difficulties of quadratic Serre’s Problem for characteristic 2 was first
noted by Bass in [7]. In fact, in many cases it is difficult to handle
classical groups over fields of characteristic 2, rather than classical groups
over fields of characteristic # 2. (For details see [13]). In 1969, A. Bak
resolved this problem by introducing Form Rings and form parameter.

We also see some results in this direction in the work of Klein, Mikhalev,
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Vaserstein etal. in [16], [I7], [27]. The concept of form parameter also
appears in the work of K. McCrimmon which plays an important role in
his classification theory of Jorgan algebras cf.[19], for details see ([14],
footnote pg. 190.) and [15].

In [9], it has been shown that this normality criterion is related to the
following well known Local-Global Principle introduced by A. Suslin to
give a matrix theoretic proof of Serre’s conjecture on projective modules.

Suslin’s Local-Global Principle: Let R be a commutative ring with
identity and a(X) € GL,(R[X]) with a(0) = 1,,. If an(X) € E,(Ru[X])
for every mazimal ideal m € Max(R), then o(X) € E,(R[X]).

We see generalization of this Principle for the symplectic group in
[18], and for the orthogonal group in [24]. In [9], we have shown that
the question of normality of the elementary subgroup of the general lin-
ear group, symplectic and orthogonal groups, is equivalent to the above
Local-Global Principle where the base ring is associative with identity
and is finite over its center. In that article we have treated uniformly
above three classical groups. Motivated by the work of A. Bak, R.G.
Swan, L.N. Vaserstein and others in [5] the author with A. Bak and
R.A. Rao has established an analogue of Suslin’s Local-Global Principle
for the transvection subgroup of the automorphism group of projective,
symplectic and orthogonal modules of global rank at least 1 and local
rank at least 3, under the assumption that the projective module has
constant local rank and that the symplectic and orthogonal modules are
locally an orthogonal sum of a constant number of hyperbolic planes. In
this article we deduce an analogue Local-Global Principle for the general
quadratic (or unitary) and hermitian groups. We treat these two groups
uniformly and give explicit proofs of those results. We have overcome
many technical difficulties which comes in the hermitian case due to the
elements aq, ..., a, (with respect to these elements we define the hermit-
ian groups). We assume a; = 0. The rigorous study of hermitian groups
can be found in [25].

The study of stability for K;-functors started in mid sixties and first
appears in the work of Bass-Milnor-Serre. Then this problem was thor-
oughly studied by L.N. Vaserstein for the symplectic, orthogonal and
unitary groups. For details cf. [26], [27], and [28]. After almost thirty
years of Vaserstein’s results in 1998 this problem was revisited for the
linear groups over an affine algebra by R.A. Rao and W. van der kallen
in [21I]. Finally, the result settled for the general quadratic and hermit-
ian groups by A. Bak, G. Tang and V. Petrov in [4] and [3]. It has been
observed that over a regular affine algebra Vaserstein’s bounds for the



stabilization can be improved for the transvection subgroup of full auto-
morphism group of projective, and symplectic modules. But cannot be
improved for the orthogonal case in general. For details cf. [10], [22].

Though the study of stability for K;-functors started in mid sixties, the
structure of unstable K;-group first studied by A. Bak in 1991 (c¢f.[2]). He
showed that the group GL,(R)/E,(R) is nilpotent-by-abelian for n > 3.
In [12], R. Hazrat and N. Vavilov generalized his result for Chevalley
groups with irreducible root system. They have shown: Let ® be a
reduced irreducible root system of rank > 2 and R be a commutative
ring such that its Bass-Serre dimension 6(R) is finite. Then for any
Chevalley group G(®, R) of type ® over R the quotient G(®, R)/E(®, R)
is nilpotent-by-abelian. In particular, K;(®, R) is nilpotent of class at
most 0(R) + 1. They use the localization-completion method of A. Bak
in [2]. In [5], the author with Bak and Rao give a uniform proof for the
transvection subgroup of full automorphism group of projective, sym-
plectic and orthogonal modules of global rank at least 1 and local rank
at least 3. Our method of proof shows that for classical groups the local-
ization part suffices. Recently, in (cf.[6]) Bak, Vavilov and Hazrat proved
the relative case for the unitary and Chevalley groups. But, in my best
knowledge, so far there is no result for hermitian groups. I observe that
using the above Local-Global Principle, arguing as in [5], it follows that
the unstable K; of hermitian group is nilpotent-by-abelian. We follow
the line of Theorem 4.1 in [5].

The first part of the paper serve as an introduction. In section 3 and
4, we discuss Suslin’s Local-Global Principle and its equivalence with
the normality property of the elementary subgroup of full automorphism
group. Finally, in section 4 we study the nilpotent property of unstable
KH;.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let R be an associative ring with identity. Recall that an involu-
tive anti-homomorphism (involution, in short) is a homomorphism s :
R — R such that (zr — y)* = z* — y*, (2y)* = y*2* and (z*)" =z
for any x,y € R. For any left R-module M the involution induces a
left module structure to the right R-module M*=Hom(M, R) given by
(xf)v = (fv)z*, where v € M, x € Rand f € M*. Let —: R — R
be an involution for which there is an element A\ € R such that \al = a
for all a € R. Setting a = 1 we obtain A\ = 1. Direct computation
shows that A\ = 1, from which it will follow that \ is invertible in R
and A™' = X. The element ) is called a symmetry of the involution “—”

and it is unique up to an element ¢ € C(R), where C'(R) is the center
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of R, such that ¢¢ = 1. An involution with symmetry A will be called a
A-involution.

We assume that — : R — R denote a A-involution on R. Let max*(R) =
{a € Rla = —)\a} and min*(R) = {a — M\a|a € R}. One checks that
max*(R) and min*(R) are closed under the operation a — Taz for any
x € R. A Mform parameter on R is an additive subgroup A of R such
that min*(R) € A C max*(R), and ZTAz C A for all € R. Note that if
A = —1, then max*(R) = R. The symplectic case is when A = R. On
the other hand if A = 1, then min*(R) = 0. The orthogonal case is when

A=0.
Let R possesses a A-involution — : a + @, for a € R. For a matrix

M = (my;) over R we define M = (m;;)!. Let A; denotes the diagonal
matrix [aq,...,a,] for aj,...,a, € R,and A= A; L I,_,. We define the

forms
0 AL A Al
q _ n h __ n
wn_(ln 0 ) andd}n_(ln 0 )

Definition 2.1. General Quadratic Group GQ,, (R, A): The group
generated by the all non-singular 2nx2n matrices {o € GLy,(R) | g¢lc =

Y1}, where o = (3 ?) (v, 8,7, 6 are nxn block matrices) and Ja, 3 €
A.

Definition 2.2. General Hermitian Group of the elements a4, . , a,
GHs, (R, aq,...,a.,A): The group generated by the all non-singular 2n x
2n matrices {0 € GLo,(R) | Y0 = ¢!},

A typical element in GQ,, (R, A) and GHy, (R, ay, ..., a,, A) is denoted

by a 2n x2n matrix (f: ?) where «, 3,7, 6 are nxn block matrices. There

is a standard embedding, GQ,,, (R, A) = GQ,, (R, A) given by

B 0
a B 00
<v 5)” 5 0
01

called the stabilization map. This allows us to identify GQ,, (R, A) with
a subgroup in GQy,,,(R,A). Similarly, there is an obvious embedding
GHgn(R, ai,...,0ap, A) — GH2n+2(R, ai,...,Qap, A)

We recall the definition of the elementary quadratic matrices in
GQ,,(R,A). Let p be the permutation defined by p(i) = n + ¢ for i =
1,...,n. Let e; denote the vector with 1 in the i-th position and O’s
elsewhere. Let e;; be the matrix with 1 in the ij-th position and 0’s
elsewhere. We define

o o
oo~ o

qeij(a) = Izn + ae;; —aey(j)p(iy for a € R, and 1 <4,j <n,i#j,

grij(a) = Ian + ae;p(j) — A@ejp;) for a € R, and 1 <4,5 < n,
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(Note that, if i = j, it forces that a € A), and

qlij(a) = Ion + aey(i); — Xﬁep(j)i for a€ R, and 1<14,j <n.

(Note that, if i = j, it forces that a € A). One checks that these above
matrices belong to GQ,,, (R, A) when a € R.

Definition 2.3. n’th Elementary Quadratic Group EQ,,(R,A):
The subgroup generated by g¢e;;(a), gri;(a) and gl;;(a) for a € R and
1<4,5 <n.

To define elementary Hermitian matrices, we need to consider
the set C' = {(z1,...,7,) € (R")!| Y. Tia;z; € min *(R)} for ay,...,a,

i=1
as above. In order to overcome the technical difficulties caused by the

elements aq,...,a,, we shall finely partition a typical matrix (3 ?) of

GHan (R, a1,...,ar,A) into the form

a11 o1z P Pz

az1 agz B2 P22

Y11 vz 611 612
Y21 y22 21 022

where aq1, 511, Y11, 511 are r Xr matrices, Qa19, ﬁlg, Y12, (512 are r X (n — 7’)
matrices, aor, fo1,721,001 are (n — r) X r matrices, and g, P22, Va2, 022
are (n —r) X (n —r) matrices. By ([25], Lemma 3.4),

(1) the columns ofay; — I, a9, Bia, 512731173217511 - [7‘7521 eC.

One checks straightforward that the subgroup of GHa, (R, ay, ..., a,, A)
consisting of

I 0 0 0

0 « 0

0 82 I, 632 € GHaon(R,a1,...,ar) p = GHy(p—p) (R, a1, . ,ar, A).
0

0 722 022

The first three kinds of generators are taken for the most part from
GQyy—ry (R, A), which is embedded as above as a subgroup of GHy, and

the last two kinds are motivated by the result () concerning the column
of a matrix in GH,,,. We define

heij(a) = I2n + aeij — Tep(jype) for a € R, and r +1<i<n, 1 <j <n,i#j,

hrij(a) = Ion + ae;p(5) — A@ej,(;) for a € R, and r +1 < 4,5 < n,

(Note that, if i = j, it forces that a € A) and

hlij(a) = Ion + aep(iy; — Xﬁep(j)i fora€ R, and 1 <14,j < n.

(Note that, if i = j, it forces that a € A). It follows from () that these

matrices belong to GHy, (R, ay,...,a,,A) when a € R.
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For ¢ € (z1,...,2,)" € C, let {; € R such that (; + )\Zf = > T
i=1

(The element (; is not unique in general). We define

I a2 0 0
I . 0 0 .
hm;(¢) = 0 Ao I 0 for ((€eC&r+1<i<n)
0 Y22 —a12 In—r

a 2n X 2n matrix, where ;s is the r x (n—r) matrix with Am;(¢)e;—, = ¢
and all other column’s zero, and 799 is the (n —r) x (n — r) matrix with
Y22€i—y, imp = Zf and 0 elsewhere.

As above, we define

I 0 0 B12
0 In_»r _)\512 522 .
; = = <<
hri(¢) 0 0 I A B for (CeC&r+1<i<n)
0 0 0 In—r

a 2n X 2n matrix, where (5 is the r x (n —r) matrix with hr;(¢)e;—, = ¢
and all other column’s zero, and By is the (n —7) x (n —r) matrix with
Ba2€i—r i—r = C f and 0 elsewhere.

Definition 2.4. Each of the above matrices is called an elementary
hermitian matrix for the elements a4, ...a,.

Note that if n = epq(a) is an elementary generator in GLs(R), then the matrix (I,—s L n L
In—s L n71) € hejj(a). It has been shown in ([25], §5) that each of the above matrices is in
GHzn (R, a1,...,ar, ).

Definition 2.5. n’th Elementary Hermitian Group EHy,(R,a1,...,a,,A):
The group generated by he;j(a), hrij(a), hl;;(a), hm;(¢) and hr;(¢) for
a€ Rand 1 <1,7 <n.

Blanket Assumption: We assume that 2n > 6 and n > r while dealing with the hermitian
case. We consider only isotropic vectors of A. We do not want to put any restriction on the elements
of C. Therefore we assume that a; € min>‘(R) fori=1,...,r, as in that case C' = R". When dealing

with the Hermitian case we always assume a; = 0.

Notation 2.6. In the sequel M(2n, R) will denote the set of all 2n x 2n
matrices. G(2n, R, A) will denote either the quadratic group GQ,, (R, A)
or the hermitian group GHs, (R, ay, . .., a., A). S(2n, R, A) will denote re-
spective subgroups SQ,,,(R, A) or SHy, (R, aq, . .., a,, A) with matrices of
determinant 1, in the case when R will be commutative. E(2n, R, A)
will denote the corresponding elementary subgroups EQ,,(R,A) and
EHs,(R,a4,...,a,,A). To treat uniformly we denote the generators of
E(2n, R, A) by ge;j(a) for a € R. Let A[X]| denote the A-form parameter
on R[X] induced from (R, A), and let A, denote the A-form parameter
on R induced from (R, A).

2n ~ ot ~ _ =tk
For any column vector v € R*" we denote v, = v'9Z and v;, = 0", .
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Definition 2.7. We define the map M : R** x R** — M(2n, R) and the
inner product (,) as follows:
M (v, w) = v.Wq — A\w.Ug when G(2n, R) = GQa,, (R, A)
=W, — \w.0;, when G(2n, R) = GHap (R, a1,...,ar,A),
(v,w) =vg.w when G(2n, R) = GQ,,, (R, A)
=vp.w when G(2n, R) = GHan (R, a1,...,ar, A).

We recall following very well known facts:
Lemma 2.8. (¢f. [1], [25]) The group E(2n, R, A) is perfect for n > 3 in
the quadratic case and for n > r 4+ 3 in the hermitian case, i.e.
[E(2n, R, A), E(2n, R, A)] = E(2n, R, A).

Lemma 2.9. (Splitting property): For all x,y € R
gij(x + ) = gi5(x)gi5 ()-
Lemma 2.10. Let G be a group, and a;, b; € G, fori=1,...,n. Then

1 n n n
forr; = 1l a; we have Il a;b; = II ribiri_l ITa;.
j=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Notation 2.11. By G(2n, R[X], A[X], (X)) we mean the group of all
invertible matrices over R[X| which are I, modulo (X).

Lemma 2.12. The group G(2n, R[X],A[X], (X)) N E(2n, R[X], A[X])
is generated by the elements of the type ege;;(Xh(X))e™t, where ¢ €
E(2n, R, A), h(X) € R[X].

3. SUSLIN’S LOCAL-GLOBAL PRINCIPLE

In his remarkable thesis (cf.[1]) Bak showed that for a form ring (R, A)
the elementary subgroup EQ(2n, R, A) is perfect for n > 3 and hence a
normal subgroup of GQ(2n, R,A). As we have noted earlier that this
question is related to Suslin’s Local-Global Principle for the elementary
subgroup. In [25], Tang has shown that for n > r + 3 the elementary
hermitian group EHy, (R, a1, ..., a,, A) is perfect for n > r+3 and hence
a normal subgroup of GHs, (R, ai,...,a,,A). In this section we deduce
analogue Local-Global Principle for the elementary subgroup of the gen-
eral quadratic and hermitian groups when R is finite over its center. We
use this result in §5 to prove the nilpotent property of unstable KH;
Furthermore, we show that if R is finite over its center the normality
of elementary subgroup is equivalent to Local-Global Principle. This
generalizes our result in [9].

The following is the key Lemma, and it tells us the reason why we need
to assume that the size of the matrix is at least 6. In [9] proof is given for
the same result for the linear group. Arguing in similar manner by using
identities of commutator laws result follows in the unitary and hermitian

cases. A list of commutator laws for elementary generators is stated in
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([, §, pg. 43-44) for the unitary group and in (|25], pg. 237-239) for the
hermitian group.

Lemma 3.1. Form > 0, there are h,(X,Y,Z) € R[X,Y, Z] such that
9epa(2)g045 (XY )gepg(~2) = [ gep, (X (XY, 2)).

Corollary 3.2. Ife = c1e- - - &,, where each €; is an elementary gener-
ator, then there are hy(X,Y") € R[X,Y] such that

- k
593Pq(X2 my)571 = tl;llgeptlh (X™he(X,Y)).

Lemma 3.3. Let (R,A) be a form ring and v € E(2n, R, A)ey,. Let
w € R?™ be a column vector such that (v,w) = 0. Then Iy, + M (v,w) €
E(2n, R, \).

Proof. Let v = ey, where € € E(2n, R, A). Then it follows that I5,+
M (v,w) = &(Iz, + M(egn,w1))e™ !, where w; = e tw. Since (eg,, w;) =

_ t_
<v,w_> = 0, we get wj = (w11, Wip—1,0, W1 pt1, ..., W12,). Therefore,
as A\ =\ =1,

I eqlin(~NOni1i) e jn(— A1 §)qly b (¥)e
1<j<n
1<i<n—1
Lon + M0 0) =4 T chlin (~Xn-415) hejn (=301 §)hmn (<01 ) Jhlz n (+)E
SKRST
r+1<j<n
1<i<n—1

(in the quadratic and hermitian cases respectively), where W 1) =
(W1ntk,0,...,0). Hence the result follows. O

Note that the above implication is true for any associative ring with
identity. From now onwords we assume that R is finite over its center
C(R).

Lemma 3.4. (Dilation Lemma) Let a(X) € G(2n, R[X], A[X]), with
a(0) = Iy,. If as(X) € E(2n, Ry[X], As[X]) for some non-nilpotent s €
R, then a(bX) € E(2n, R[X], A[X]) for b€ s'C(R), | > 0.

(Actually, we mean there ezists some (X)) € E(2n, R[X], A[X]) such
that 5(0) = Iy, and Bs(X) = a(bX). But, since there is no ambiguity,
for simplicity we are using the notation a(bX) instead of 55(X)).

Proof. We prove the Lemma in 2 steps.
Step 1. First we prove the following:

If a(X) = Iy, + XM (v,w), where v € E(2n, R, A)ey, and {(v,w) =
0, then a(X) € E(2n, R[X],A[X]) and it can be written as a product
decomposition of the form Ige;;(Xh(X)) for d > 0.

Replacing R by R[X] in Lemma we get that I, + XM (v,w) €
E(n, R[X], A[X]). Let v = ce;, where ¢ € E(n, R). Since A\ = A\ = 1,
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as in the proof of Lemma B3] we can write

I1 eqlm(—XXEnJFl i)qun(—XXﬁlj)ql;,ll(*)s*l
1<j<n
1<i<n—1

Ipn + M(v,w) = L ehlin (~AXTWpp14) hejn (—AXT1 ) himn (— X gy )hly 5 (x)E"
r+1<i<n
1<i<n—1
(in the quadratic and hermitian cases respectively), where W 1) =
('I,U1n+k, O, ey 0)
Now we split the proof into following two cases.
Case I: € is an elementary generators of the type ge,,(z), © € R.

First applying the homomorphism X ~ X? and then applying Lemma
k
BT over R[X] we get I, + X*M(v,w) = 1} <t§1gepj<t>%‘<t> (th(t)(X)))’

where hj)(X) € R[X]. Now the result follows for d > 0.

Case II: € is a product of elementary generators of the type ge,,(z).
Let p(e) = r. First applying the homomorphism X ~ X?" and then
applying the Corollary we see that the result is true for d > 0.

Step 2. Let a4(X) = I;Igei(k)j(k)(hk(X)), where hi(X) € Rs[X]. So,
as(XTY) = Elgei(k)j(k)(hk(XTd)). Choose d > 2" and r = p(a(X)).
Since a(0) = I, as in Lemma we get

0u(XTY) = Tepgeiwjuw (X T M (XT))e;”
= (L + XTN(XT)erM (€iry, eoti)(i)er ),

for \e(XT9) € R,[X,T], e, € E(n, Ry, A,). Let vy = €k€i(k)- Then tak-
ing wy (X, T) = AX A\ (XT9)ere, () k) otherwise we get (vy, w(X,T)) = 0
(without loss of generality we are assuming o (i) # j). Applying result in
Step I over the polynomial ring (R,[X])[T] we get I, +T*M (vg, wi,(X,T))
€ E(n, Rs[X,T], As[X,T]), and can be expressed as a product of the
form Ilgey, , g (Thi(X, T)), where hy(X,T) € Rs[X,T]. Let [ be the
maximum of the powers occurring in the denominators of hy(X,T') for
all k. Now applying the homomorphism 7' — s™T for m > [ we
get a(bXT?Y) € E(n, R[X,T],A[X,T]) for some b € (s')C(R). Finally,
putting 7' =1 we get the required result. O

Theorem 3.5. (Local-Global Principle) If o(X) € G(2n, R[X], A[X]),
a(0) = 1, and an(X) € E(n, Ru|X], Au[X]) for every mazimal ideal
m € Max (C(R)), then a(X) € E(2n, R[X],A[X]). (Note that Ry de-
notes SR, where S = C(R) —m.)

Proof. Since an(X) € E(2n, Ryn[X], An[X]) for all m € Max(C(R)),
for each m there exists s € C'(R)—m such that as(X) € E(n, Rs[X], As[X]).
9



Let 0(X,T) = as(X + T)as(T)~'. Then
6(X,T) € B(2n, (R,[T])[X], As[T][X])
and (0, T) = I,,. Then by Dilation Lemma, applied with base ring R[T],
0(bX, T) € E(2n, RIX, T], A[X, T]) for some b € (s)C(R), L > 0. (A)
Let by, by, ...,b, € C(R) be such that (A) holds and b; + --- + b, =
1. Then 0(b;X,T) € E(2n, RIX,T], A[X,T]) and hence iﬁle(biX’ T) e
E(2n, R[X,T), A[X,T)). But, B

o) = (00X Doy, x ) 00 X.0)
Since a(0) =1, a(X) € E(2n, R[X], A[X]). O
4. EQUIVALENCE OF NORMALITY AND LOCAL-GLOBAL

Next we show that if R is a commutative ring with identity and A is
an associative R-algebra such that A is finite as a left R-module, then
the normality criterion of elementary subgroup is equivalent to Suslin’s
Local-Global Principle for above two classical groups.

One of the crucial ingredients in the proof of the above theorem is
the following result which states that the group E acts transitively on
unimodular vectors. The precise statement of the fact is the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let R be a semilocal ring (not necessariy comuttive) with
involution and v = (v, ..., v,)" be a unimodular and istropic vector in
R*. Then v € E(2n, R)es, for n > 2. i.e. E(2n, R) acts transitively on

Let us first recall some known facts before we give a proof of the
theorem.

Definition 4.2. An associative ring R is said to be semilocal if R/rad(R)
is artinian semisimple.

We recall the following three lemmas. .

Lemma 4.3. (H. Bass) Let A be an associative R-algebra such that A is
finite as a left R-module and R be a commutative local ring with identity.
Then A is semilocal.

Proof. Since Rislocal, R/rad(R) is a division ring by definition. That
implies A/rad(A) is a finite module over the division ring R/rad(R) and
hence is a finitely generated vector space. Thus A/rad(A) artinian as
R/rad(R) module and hence A/rad(A) artinian as A/rad(A) module, so
it is an artinian ring.

It is known that an artin ring is semisimple if its radical is trivial.
Thus A/rad(A) is semisimple, as rad(A/rad(A)) = 0. Hence A/rad(A)
artinian semisimple. Therefore, A is semilocal by definition. O
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Lemma 4.4. (H. Bass) ([8], Lemma 4.3.26) Let R be a semilocal ring
(may not be commutative), and let I be a left ideal of R. Let a in R be
such that Ra+1 = R. Then the coseta+1 ={a+x|x € I} contains a
unit of R.

Proof. We give a proof due to R.G. Swan. We can factor out the
radical and assume that R is semisimple artinian. Let [ = (RanNl) & I'.
Replacing I by I’ we can assume that R = Ra&® I. Let f : R — Ra by
r +— ra for r € R. Therefore, we get an split exact sequence 0 — J —

R -5 Ra— 0, for some ideal J in R which gives us a map g : R — J

such that R (ng Ra @ J is an isomorphism. Since Ra®J = R = Ra® [
cancellation (using Jordon-Hoélder or Krull-Schmidt) shows that J = I.

Ifh: R=J=1, then R (f—’g; Ra & I = R is an isomorphism sending 1
to (a,i) to a+ i, where i = h(1). Hence it follows that a + ¢ is a unit. O

Lemma 4.5. Let R be a semisimple artinian ring and I be a left ideal
of R. Let J = Ra+ 1. Write J = Re, where e is an idempotent (possible
since J is projective. For detail cf. [11] Theorem 4.2.7). Then there is
an element v € I such that a + 1 = ue, where u is a unit in R.

Proof. Since R = J+ R(1 —e) = Ra+ I + R(1 — e), using Lemma
4.4l we can find a unit u = a + 7+ (1 —e) in R for some z € R. Since
a+ 1 € Re, it follows that ue = a + 1. O

Corollary 4.6. Let R be a semisimple artinian ring and (ay,...,a,)"
be a column vector over R, where n > 2. Let Y Ra; = Re, where e is
an idempotent. Then there exists ¢ € E,(R) such that e(aq, ..., a,)" =

(0,...,0,e)".

Proof. By Lemma we can write ue = 2;?;11biai + a,, where u is a
unit. Therefore, applying an elementary transformation we can assume
that a, = we. Multiplying from the left by (I,_» L u 1L u™!) we can
make a, = e. Since all a; are left multiple of e, further elementary
transformations reduce our vector to the required form. O

The following observation will be needed to do the case 2n = 4.

Lemma 4.7. Let R be a semisimple artinian ring and e be an idempotent.
Let f =1 —e, and b be an element of R. If fRb C Re, then we have
b € Re.

Proof. Since R is a product of simple rings, it will suffice to do the
case in which R is simple. If e = 1, we are done. Otherwise RfR is a
non-zero two sided ideal, and hence Rf R = R. Since Rb = RfRb C Re,

we have b € Re. |
11



Lemma 4.8. Let R be a semisimple artinian ring and let — : R — R
be a A-involution on R. Let (x y)' be a unimodular element of R,
where 2n > 4. Then there exists an element ¢ € E(2n, R) such that
e(x y)t = (o' ), where 2} is a unit in R.

Proof. Let z = (z1,...,2.) and b = (y1, ..., y,)". We claim that there
exists £ € E(2n, R) such that e(z y)' = (2/ '), where 2’ is a unit in R.
Among all (2’ y')" of this form, choose one for which the ideal I = X Rz
is maximal. Replacing the original (z y)' by (2’ ¢')" we can assume that
I = ¥ Rx; is maximal among such ideals. Write I = Re, where e is an
idempotent in R. By Corollary we can find an element n € E,(R)
such that nz = (0,0,...,e)". Hence we assume that x = (0,0,...,¢e)".
We claim that y; € Re for all ¢ > 1.

First we consider the case 2n > 6. Assume y; # I, but y; € I for all
i > 2. If we apply ¢e1,(1) in the quadratic case then this replaces y, to
Yn — Y1 but not changes e and y;. On the other hand for the hermitian
case we do not have the generator ge1,,(1). But if we apply hm,(1,...,1),
then it changes y, but does not changes e and b;. Therefore, in both the
cases we can therefore assume that some y; with ¢ > 1 is not in I. (Here
recall that we have put no restriction on C, i.e. for us C = R"). Apply
qri;(1) with 2 < ¢ < n in the quadratic case. This changes z; = 0 (for
i > 1) to y; while x,, = e is preserved. The ideal generated by the entries
of x now contains Re + Ry;, which is larger than I, a contradiction, as
I is maximal. In the hermitian case if we apply suitable hr;(1,...,1)
then also we see that the ideal generated by the entries of x now contains
Re + Ry;, hence a contradiction.

If 2n = 4, we can argue as follows. Let f =1 — e. Let us assume that
y1 # I as above. Then by Lemma [4.7] it will follow that we can find some
s € R such that fsy; # Re. First consider the quadratic case. Applying
qro1(fs) replaces xo = e by c = e+ fsby. Asec=¢, I = Re C Re. Also,
fe= fsby € Rebut fec ¢ I. Hence I C Re, a contradiction. We can get
the similar contradiction for y, by applying gros(fs). In the hermitian
case, apply hri(1) to get the contradiction for y;. Now note that in this
r = 1 as we have assume r < n. Hence we can apply ¢raa(fs) to get the
contradiction.

Since all y; lie in Re, the left ideal generated by the all entries of (z y)°
is Re, but as this column vector is unimodular Re = R, and therefore
e=1. O

Proof of Theorem [4.1l Let J be the Jacobson radical of R. Since

the left and the right Jacobson radical are same, J is stable under the

involution which therefore passes to R/J. Let € be as in Lemma [1.§] for

the image (2’ y')! of (z y)'. By lifting € from R/J to R and applying it to
12



(z y)! we reduce to the case where x,, is a unit in R. Let « = z,, L z;".
Then applying (I,_o L o« L I, 5 1 a™!) we can assume that z,, = 1.
Next applying 17— ql,.;(—y;) and 7= hl,;(—y;) in the respective cases
we get y; = -+ = y,_1 = 0. As isotropic vector remains isotropic under
elementary quadratic (hermitian) transformation, we have y,, + \gy,, = 0,
hence ql1;(\7,,) and hiy; (A7, are defined and applying it reduces y,, to
0 in both the cases. Now we want to make z; =0 for7=1,...,n. In the
quadratic case it can be done by applying IT/~;'he;,(—x;). Note that this
transformation does not affect any y;’s, as y; = 0. In the hermitian case
we can make x,,, = --- = x, = 0 as before applying H?:_T,1+1q€m(—x,~).
To make 1 = --- = x, = 0 we have to recall that the set C' = R", i.e.
there is no restriction on the set C'. Hence hr,(—z1,...,—z,) is defined
and applying it we get z; = --- = x,, = 0. Also note that other z;’s and
y;’s remain unchanged. Finally, applying hl,,(1) and then hr,,(—1) we
get the required vector (0,...,0,1). This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.9. Let R be a commutative ring with identity and A an
associative R-algebra such that A is finite as a left R-module. Then the
following are equivalent for n > 3 in the quadratic case andn > r+3 in
the hermitian case:
(1) (Normality) E(2n, A, A) is a normal subgroup of G(2n, A, A).
(2) (L-G Principle) If a(X) € G(2n, A[X], A[X]), a(0) =1,, and

am (X) € E(n, Am [X], Am [X])
for every mazimal ideal m € Max(R), then

a(X) € B(2n, A[X], A[X)).
(Note that Ay, denotes S™'A, where S = R —m.)

Proof. We have proved the Lemma[3.3] for any form ring with identity.
In particular, suppose E(2n, A, A) is a normal subgroup of G(2n, A, A).
Let « = I,, + M (v, w), where v = Aeq, and A € G(n, A, A). Then we can
write o = A(I, + M(eq,w;))A™Y, where w; = A~ w. Hence it is enough
to show that I, + M(e;,w;) € E(n, R). Now arguing as in the proof of
Lemma we get the result. Now in section §we have proved Local-
Global Principle as a consequence of Lemma Hence the implication
follows.

To prove the converse we need A to be finite as R-module, where R is
a commutative ring with identity (i.e. a ring with trivial involution).

Let o« € E(2n, A, A) and € G(2n, A, A). Then a = Ige;;(z), z € A.
Hence, faB7! = T1(1y, + 28 M (%1, %2)37!), where x; and *, are suitably
chosen standard basis vectors. Now let v = fBe; and w = z8e;. Then we
get BaB™t =TI(ly, + M(v,w)), where v € Umy,(A4) and (v,w) = 0. We
show that each (I3, + M(v,w)) € E(2n, A, A).

13



Let v(X) = Iy, + XM (v,w). Then v(0) = I,. By Lemma [£3 it
follows that S™'A is a semilocal ring, where S = R —m, m € Max(R).
Since v € Umy, (A), using Theorem ET we get v € E(2n, S™1A, S71A)ey,
hence Xv € E(2n,S7'A[X], ST'A[X])e;. Therefore, applying Lemma
B3 over STHA[X], A[X]) it follows that

ym (X) € E(2n, STLA[X], STIA[X]).

Now applying Theorem it follows that v(X) € E(2n, A[X], A[X]).
Finally, putting X = 1 we get the result. O

5. NIPOTENT PROPERTY FOR K; OF HERMITIAN GROUPS

We devote this section to discuss the study of nilpotent property of

unstable Kj-groups. The literature in this direction can be seen in the
work of A. Bak, N. Vavilov and R. Hazarat and that we have already
discussed in the Introduction. Throughout this section we assume R is a
commutative ring with identity, i.e. we are considering trivial involution
and n > r + 3. Following is the statement of the theorem.
SHop (R,a1,...,ar)
EHoy, (R,a1,...,Gr)
r 4 3. The class of nilpotency is at the most max (1,d + 3 — n), where
d = dim (R).

Theorem 5.1. The quotient group is nilpotent for n >

The proof follows by emitting the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [5].

Lemma 5.2. Let § € SH(2n, R, \), with § = I,, modulo I, where I is an
ideal contained in the Jacobson radical J(R) of R. Then there ezists 0 €
EH,, (R, a,...,a,) such that B0= the diagonal matriz [dy,ds, ..., day,),
where each d; is a unit in R with d; = 1 modulo I, and 6 a product of
elementary generators with each congruent to identity modulo I.

Proof. The diagonal elements are units. Let § = (f;;), where d; =
Bii = 1+ s with s; € I € J(R) fori =1,...,2n, and f;; € I C J(R)
for i # j. Flrst we make all the (2n, j)- th ‘and (Z 2n)-th entries zero
fori=2,...,n,5=2,...,n. Then repeatlng the above process we can
reduce the size of B. Since we are considering trivial involution, we take

a:jglhlnj(_ﬁwmdj )n+r+1gi§2n71hmi(_gjdj ) 7“+1§1;I§7L71 hain(ﬁp(n)p(i)dj )7
n+1<j<n+r ntr+1<j<2n-1

where j =i —r and (; = (0,...,0, Ba,,), and

= II h ni . d71 h
7 r+1<j<2n—1 Elj(al T(*) Zn) ’“n(’?),

r41<i<2n—1

where a; = 0 for ¢t > r, and n = (ﬁlgndgnl,ﬁggn 2_”1, ooy Brand 2n) Then

the last column and last row of vSa become (0,...,0 dgn) where d»,, is
a unit in R and ds, = 1 modulo I. Repeating the process we can modify
[ to the required form. O
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Lemma 5.3. Let (R,A) be a commutative form ring, i.e. with trivial
mvolution and s be a non-nilpotent element in R. Let D denote the
diagonal matriz [dy, . .., day,), where d; = 1 modulo (s') for | > 2. Then

a
[geij (gx) ,D] C EHan(R[X],a1,. .., ar) N SHan ((s"" VR, a1, ..., ar).

Proof. Let d = didj_l. Then using a list of commutator laws for

elementary generators is stated in ([25], pg. 237-239) for the hermitian
group, it follows that

[geij (%X) ,D] = ge;; (SX) geij (—%dX) .
Since d;, d; = 1 modulo (s') for [ > 2, we can write d = 1+ s™\ for some
m > 2 and A € R. Hence
o (20 s (- 205) < (2) s (2 ()

a
= gey; (—gsmxx) €EHan (R[X], a1, ..,ar) NSHan ((s™ YR, a1,...,ar).

Lemma 5.4. Let (R, A) be as above, s € R a non-nilpotent element in
R and a € R. Then forl > 2

[geij (%X) 7SHgn(is7 ai,..., ar)] C EHap (R[X], a1,.. ., ar).

More generally, [5(X), SH,, (s'R[X],ay, . .. ,ar)} CEHo, (R[X] a4, ... ar)
for1>0 and ¢(X) € EHa,(Rs[X], a1, ..., a,).

Proof. First fix (i, 7) for i # j.

Let a(X) = [gs (%X) , B3] for some 8 € SHay,(s'R, ay,...,a,). Since s is
in J(R), the diagonal entries of 5 are unipotent. As [ > 2, it follows that
a(X) € SHy, (R[X],ay,...,a,). Since EHy, (R[X], a4, ...,a,) is a normal
subgroup of SHy, (R[X], a1, ..., a,) for n > r 4+ 3 (¢f.[25], Theorem 4.2),

we get
as(X) € EHan (Rs[X], a1, ..., ar).

Let B = 1+ sR. We show that ap(X) € EHy,(Rp[X],a1,...,a,).
Since s € J(Rp, Ap), it follows from Lemma that we can decompose
Bp = e1---&D, where €; = gep,.(s'\;) € EHa,(Rp, a1,...,a,); \i € Rp
and D = the diagonal matrix [dy, . .., da,] with d; is a unit in R and d; = 1
modulo (s') for I > 2;i=1,...,2n. If t = 1, then using the commutator
laws for elementary generators is stated in ([25], pg. 237-239) it follows
from Lemma [5.3] that ap(X) € EHo,(Rp[X], a4, ...,a,). Suppose t > 1.
Then

ap(X) = [geij (%X) €L v-stD]
o () ) e (£3) ]
and by induction each term is in EHy, (Rp[X], a1, ...,a,), hence
ap(X) € EHon (Rp[X],a1,. .., ar).

Since «(0) = I,,, by the Local-Global Principle for the hermitian groups

(Theorem B.3)) it follows that «(X) € EHy, (R[X], a1, ..., a,). O
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Corollary 5.5. Let R be as above, s € R be a non-nilpotent element in
R and a € R. Then forl > 2

[geij (g) 7SHgn(is7 ai, ..., aT-)] C EHon(R, a1, ...,ar).

More generally, [5, SHy,(s'R, ay, . .., ar)} C EHy, (R, ay,...,a,) forl>
0 and e € EHQH(RS, Ay ..., a,,).

Proof of Theorem 5.1k Recall

Let G be a group. Define Z° = H, Z! = [G,G] and Z' = [G, Z'™].
Then G is said to be nilpotent if Z” = {e} for some r > 0, where e
denotes the identity element of H.

Since the map EHy, (R, ay,...,a,) = EHs,(R/I,ay,...,a,) is surjec-
tive we may and do assume that R is a reduced ring. Note that if
t > d + 3, then the group SHy,(R,ay,...,a,)/EHs, (R, aq,...,a,) =
KH; (R, ay,...,a,), which is abelian and hence nilpotent. So we consider
the case t < d + 3. Let us first fix a t. We prove the theorem by in-
duction on d = dim R. Let G = SHs, (R, a1, ..., a,)/EHa, (R, a1, ..., a;).
Let m =d+3—t and a = [3,7] for some 8 € G and v € Z™~1. Clearly,
the result is true for d = 0. Let 8 be the pre-image of S under the map
SHo, (R, ay,...,a.) — SHo,(R,aq,...,a,)/EHsn (R, ay,...,a,.). If R is
local then arguing as Lemma is follows thaE EH,, = SH,,, hence we
can choose a non-zero-divisor s in R such that s € EHy, (Rs, a1, ..., a;).

Consider G, where bar denote reduction modulo s' for some [ >>
0. By the induction hypothesis ¥ = {1} in GHy,. Since EH,, is a
normal subgroup of SHy, for n > r + 3, by modifying v we may as-
sume that 7 € SHy,(R,s'R, a1, ...,a,), where 7 is the pre image of
in SHy,(R,aq,...,a.). Now by Corollary it follows that [3,7] €
EHo, (R, aq,...,a,). Hence a = {1} in G. O
Remark 5.6. In ([9], Theorem 3.1) it has been proved that the question of normality of the el-
ementary subgroup and the Local-Global Principle are equivalent for the elementary subgroups of
the linear, symplectic and orthogonal groups over an almost commutative ring with identity. There
is a gap in the proof of the statement (3) = (2) of Theorem 3.1 in [9] (for an almost commutative
ring). The fact that over a non-commutative semilocal ring the elementary subgroups of the classical
groups acts transitively on the set of unimodular and istropic (i.e. (wv,v) = 0) vectors of length
n > 2 in the linear case and n = 2r > 4 in the non-linear cases has been used in the proof, but it is

not mentioned anywhere in the article. This was pointed by Professor R.G. Swan and he provided
us a proof for the above result.
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