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ON THE MOTIVIC SPECTRAL SEQUENCE

GRIGORY GARKUSHA AND IVAN PANIN

ABSTRACT. It is shown that the Grayson tower f&~theory of smooth algebraic varieties is
isomorphic to the slice tower @!-spectra. We also extend the Grayson tower to bispectra and
show that the Grayson motivic spectral sequence is isonmtplthe motivic spectral sequence
produced by the Voevodsky slice tower for the motitGetheory spectrunKGL. This solves
Suslin’s problem for these two spectral sequences in therefive.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the more significant developments in algebkaitheory in the 1990-s/early 2000-s
was the construction of an algebraic analogue for the Atiifitzebruch spectral sequence. It
is a strongly convergent spectral sequence

B =HY, (X, 2) = K_pq(X)

that relates the motivic cohomology groups of a smooth tatits algebraid-groups. The
existence of this spectral sequence was first conjecturegiebinson [1]. It is also called the
motivic spectral sequencés construction is given in various forms:

(MSS1) the Bloch—Lichtenbaum motivic spectral sequeh¢ddlthe spectrum of a field to-
gether with the Friedlander—Suslin and Levine extensidind4] to the global case for
a smooth variety over a field;

(MSS2) the Grayson motivic spectral sequence [9] 26,134, 5];

(MSS3) the Voevodsky motivic spectral sequengde [3, p. 17adlyced by the slice filtration of
the motivicK-theory spectrunkKGL [30,[31].

A problem of Suslin says that the three types of the motiviecgal sequences agree with
each other. In[15] Levine solved the Voevodsky problemliierdlices of the spectrukGL [30,
31] (over a perfect field). As a consequence he shows that (I&@ees with (MSS3) over
perfect fields.

In this paper we show that over perfect fields the Grayson tdareK-theory of smooth
algebraic varieties agrees with the slice toweSbipectra (see Theordm 17.7). The Grayson
tower is then extended to bispectra. Thanks to this it isguidhat (MSS2) agrees with (MSS3)
(over perfect fields), answering the Suslin problem in tHferahtive for these two spectral
sequences (see Theorem 7.12).

To conclude the introduction, we make the following remar&ammended by the referee.
In [21], Podkopaev claims that (MSS1) agrees with (MSS2)dipparing Friedlander—Suslin’s
and Grayson’s towers. He shows in six steps that the entfibstb towers agree but does not
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show the agreement of the towers maps, on which the diffiaterib both spectral sequences
depend. It may be possible to compare the maps in the future.

Throughout the paper we denote Bgyk the category of smooth separated schemes of finite
type over the base fiekl

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect basic facts about theéheory associated with cubes of additive
categories. We mostly follow Graysan [9].

2.1. Bivariant additive categories

Let AddCatsdenote the category of small additive categories and addiinctors. LeAf fSnyk
be the full subcategory @nyk whose objects are the affine smo&techemes. By &ivariant
additive categorywe mean a functor

o © (SnYK)®P x Af fSnyk — AddCats

So to anyX € Snyk andY € AffSnyk we associate an additive categas§(X,Y) which is
contravariant ifX and covariant iry.

We also require that there is an action/Af fSny/k on <7 in the following sense. Given
U € Af fSmyk there is an additive functor

ay A (X,Y) = (X xU,Y xU),

functorial inX andY, such that for any morphisrh: U — V in Af f Snyk the following square
of additive functors is strictly commutative

(X xV,Y x V) — LDV U,y x V)
TGV TVQ{(:LXXUJYX]C)
(X,Y) L A (X xU,Y xU).

By the functoriality ofay in X we mean that the following square of additive functors igtyr
commutative for any € Af fSmyk and any morphisnf : X’ — X in Snyk

:Qf(lethyXu)

(X xU,Y xU) (X' xU,Y xU)

- -
A(X,Y) Z0) o (XY),

By the functoriality ofay in Y we mean that the following square of additive functors igtyr
commutative for an)X € Snyk and any morphisng: Y — Y’ in Af fSmyk

o (Ixxu,
(X xU,Y xU) —LE0CW) U,y xU)
TGU TGU
A(X,Y) 79 A (X,Y).

Below we shall associate an explicitly constructed bigpeetto any bivariant additive cate-
gory. For this we need to collect some facts about the algeKraéheory of additive categories.



2.2. K-theory for cubes of additive categories

We let Ord denote the category of finite nonempty ordered sets. AarOrd we define a
categorySulfA) whose objects are the palfisj) with i < j € A, and where there is an (unique)
arrow (i’,j') — (i, J) exactly when’ <i < j < j’. Given an additive category?, we say that a
functorM : SulA) — . is additiveif M(i,i) =0 for alli € A, and for alli < j < ke Athe map
M(i,k) — M(i, j) @ M(j,k) is an isomorphism. Here O denotes a previously chosen zégotob
of .#. The set of such additive functors is denotedAnyd(Sul{A),.#). Given ordered sets
Ag,..., Ay, we letAdd(SuldAq) x --- x SullAy,),.#) denote the set of multi-additive functors,
i.e., functors that are additive in each variable.
The Grayson simplicial s&”.# [8,[9] is defined as

(SP.4)(A) = Add(SUkA),.).

An n-simplexM € S7.# may be thought of as a compatible collection of direct sungrdians
M(i, ) ZM(i,i+ 1) ---dM(j—1,j). There is a natural map®.# — S# (seell9, p. 147])
which converts each direct sum diagrsf(i, k) = M(i, ) @M(j, k) into the short exact sequence
0— M(i, j) — M(i,k) = M(]j,k) — 0. HereS# stands for the Waldhaus&construction[[3B].
We follow the same constructions as in [[24, Section 8.7] thndeGrayson’s symmetric
spectrunK®'(.#). Given a positive integat, one can define the-fold multisimplicial additive
categoryS®".# := S .". S".#. Thenth space of Graysonk-theory spectrum is given by

K ()0 = | O(S™ ")),

where the right hand side is the diagonal of thfald multisimplicial set OS*".#). Thenth
symmetric grou®, acts onK®'(.#), by permuting the order of th8”-constructions. Each
structure mag is the composite

|Ob(SP".7)| A S22 | Ob(SP"SP.7)| Y ¢ | Ob(S*"SP.#)| = |Ob(S*™ L 7)),

where the superscript) stands for the 1-skeleton with respect to the last simpliiiction.
Thek-fold iterated structure magX is then defined as the composite

|Ob(S*M.#)| AS 2 | Ob(SP"S? k. S* 7)|L+D | Ob(SPNS? k. S*./7)| = | Ob(S*™K 7)),

where the superscript-- indicates the multi-1-skeleton with respect to #iast simplicial
directions. This map is plainlgz, x Zx)-equivariant. With these definition&>" (.#) becomes a
(semistable) symmetric spectrum..# happens to be a multisimplicial additive category, then
we define its GraysoK-theory symmetric spectrui®'(.#) by taking diagonal&®" (.# ), :=
|Ob(S*".#)| of the multisimplicial sets Ot5”".#), n > 0.

In [8l, §4] is presented a construction call€dwhich can be applied to a cube of additive
categories to convert it into a multisimplicial additive@gory, theK-theory of which serves as
the iterated cofiber space/spectrum of the correspondibg ofK-theory spaces/spectra. We
start with preparations.

We let[1] denote the ordered s@d < 1} regarded as a category, and we ases notation for
an object of{1]. By ann-dimensional cube in a categoty we shall mean a functor frofd]"
to 4. An objectC in ¢ gives a 0-dimensional cube denoted[6Y, and an arrovC — C' in ¢
gives a 1-dimensional cube denoted[®y— C'|. If the categorys” has products, we may define
an external product of cubes as follows. Givemadimensional cub& and an’-dimensionall
cubeY in €, we letX XY denote then+ n'-dimensional cube defined WX XY)(&1,..., &) =
X(&1,---,&n) X Y (&ni1,- .-, & ). LEtGH denote the external product oitopies of[1 — Gy



in Snyk. For example(/? is the square of schemes

Spek Gm

P

Gm —_— Gm X Gm.

Let L be a symbol, and considét } to be an ordered set. Given an orderedAsdty {L}A
we mean the concatenation ordered set Wittleclared to be less than every elementAof
Given ann-dimensional cube of additive categorieg, we define am-fold multisimplicial
additive categonC®.# as a functor from/Ord™)°P to the category of additive categories by
letting C®.#Z (Aq,...,An) be the additive category whose objects are the multi-additatural
transformations (we follow here the terminology [of [9])

Add([SuliAr) — Sul{L}A1)] - -- K [SultAn) — SUl{L}An)], . 7). (1)

More precisely, every object if](1) maps each vertex of tHeecof the domain to the corre-
sponding vertex of the cube? by means of a multi-additive functor. If we regard each edge o
the cube of the domain as a functor between categories, tieehas a commutative diagram of
functors, in which one pair of parallel arrows is this edgd #re corresponding edge (which is
an additive functor) of the cube?. Whenn = 0, we may identifyC®.# with .#. We define
SP.# to beSPC%.#, the result of applying th&”-construction of Grayson degreewise. Itis an
n+ 1-fold multisimplicial set (see [9] for details).

If we extend the following lemma to GraysorkKstheory spectra in the obvious way, then we
get that Grayson'&-theoryK®" (C®.#) of C*.# serves as the iterated cofiber space/spectrum
of the corresponding cube of GraysoKstheory spaces/spectra.

Lemma 2.1. ([9, 4.3]) Suppose we are given an additive mafy — .# of n-dimensional
cubes of additive categories. ez’ — .#] denote the correspondingnl-dimensional cube
of additive categories.

(a) There is a fibration sequence
S0 — 4] — SP|a’ — H)— S — Q.

(b) The space §.# S | is contractible.

(c) S?[0— .#] is homotopy equivalent t0°S# .

(d) S*[.# — 0] = S*S”.# is is a delooping of S.7.

(f) There is a fibration sequenc€ ' — S*.# — S°[.#" — ).

Let.o/ : (Snyk)°P x Af fSnYk — AddCatsbe a bivariant additive category. Givéne Snyk,

Y € AffSnmyk andn > 0, the cube of schemés)" gives rise to a cube of additive categories
o (X,Y x GHM. Its vertices are (X,Y x G}5), 0< £ < n. The edges of the cube are given by

the natural additive functorig : .7 (X,Y x Gé“‘”) — o (X,Y x G) induced by the embed-
dingsis: oY Gx! of the form

(Xl,.. . ,Xg_l) — (Xl,.. S ,Xg_l),
where 1 is thesth coordinate.

Thus we obtain a cube of bivariant additive categorgéG/"). Grayson'sK-theory of
</ (GJ") produces a functor

KEM(CP«/ (GIM) : (SmyK)°P x AffSmik — SPF,  (X,Y) = KE'(CPa7(X,Y x GAM).



HereS stands for the category of symmetric spectra in the senSElpf It is directly verified
that

KE(C™a/ (X,Y x GA) = KS (e (X,Y x G/ 3 (i9)e (KE(/(6Y x G 1), (2)
s=1

Indeed, the case= 1 follows from Lemma2.]1(f) and the general case is checkeddyction.

3. THE CATEGORY OF BISPECTRA

In this paper we work with the categoBre*(Snyk) of presheaves of symmetric spectra. It
has three model category structures, each of which we disamarately.

Definition 3.1. A morphismf in PreZ(Snyk) is astable weak equivalendeespectivelystable

projective fibration if f(X) is a stable weak equivalence (respectively stable progditra-

tion) in S for all X € Snyk. It is astable projective cofibratioif f has the left lifting property
with respect to all stable projective acyclic fibrations.

Recall that the Nisnevich topology is generated by elemmgrdastinguished squares, i.e.
pullback squares

U ——=X ©)

where ¢ is etale, is an open embedding arf (X \U) — (X \U) is an isomorphism of
schemes (with the reduced structure).

Definition 3.2. (1) A stably fibrant presheafl € Pre*(Snyk) is Nisnevich localf for each ele-
mentary distinguished squa@the square of symmetric spectyQ) is a homotopy pullback.
(2) A Nisnevich local preshedfl € Pre?(Snyk) is Al-local if the natural map

M(X) = M(X x A1)

is a stable equivalence of symmetric spectra foXadl Snyk.
(3) Amapf : A— Bin PreZ(Snyk) is alocal weak equivalencgespectivelymotivic equiv-
alencg if the map of spaces

f*: Map(B,M) — Map(A,M)

is a weak equivalence for any Nisnevich local (respectiveylocal) presheaM.

(4) The Nisnevich local model categorfyespectively thamotivic model categojyon pre-
sheaves of symmetric spectra, denotedPgZ(Snyk) (respectivelyPreZ,(Smyk)), is de-
termined by stable projective cofibrations and local weakivedences (respectively motivic
equivalences). The fibrations are defined by the correspgriitiing property. The homotopy
category ofPre%, . (Snyk) will be denoted bySHx (k).

We define the mapping cylinder ¢¥l) of a mapf : A — B between cofibrant objects in a
simplicial model category#. Let A A® denote the standard cylinder object farOne has a



commutative diagram
AUA—L- A

]

Ax Al

in whichi is a cofibration anar is a weak equivalence. Eachmust be a trivial cofibration.
Form the pushout diagram
f

A B
iol liO*
Aw A s cyl(f),

Then(fo)oip = f, and so there is a unique map Cyl(f) — B such thatqf, = fo and
Qio« = 1g. Putcyl f) = f,iy; thenf = qocyl(f).

If A,B are cofibrant in#, then so is Cy(f). Observe also thatis a weak equivalence. The
map cyl f) is a cofibration, since the diagram

f
AUA BLA

iol_lill lio*ucyl(f)
Ao AL "o cyi(f).

is a pushout.

Consider the categorlre(Snyk) of presheaves of pointed simplicial sets. We can define
the projective model category structure on it, where thekwazpuivalences and fibrations are
defined schemewise. Let pt = Spek — G, be the embedding(pt) = 1 € G The mapping
cylinder yields a factorization of the induced map

Spedk; — Cyl(1) — (Gm)+

into a cofibration and a simplicial homotopy equivalenc®ie(Snyk). Let G denote the cofi-
brant pointed presheaf Gyl)/ Sped; .

Let Pre>©(Snyk) denote the category dB-spectra inPre*(Snyk). Its objects are the se-
quencegXo, X1, ...) of presheaves of symmetric speckas together with bonding mapé —
Qg X1, whereQg X1 = Hom(G, X;11). Morphisms are defined levelwise and must be consis-
tent with bonding maps. This category will also be referrethecategory of(S', G )-bispectra
or justbispectra We define thestable projective model structuan Pre*© (Snyk) (respectively
theNisnevich local and motivic model structhias the stable model category@{fspectra in the
sense of Hovey [10] associated with the model cate§oey(Snyk) (respectivelyPres (Snyk)
andPreZ, .(Snyk)). Using Hovey’s notatiori [10], it is the model categ@p' (Pre* (Snyk), G ®
—) (respectivelySp' (PreZ (Snyk), G ® —) andSp' (Pre,,(Sm/k),G @ —)). In what follows
we shall denote the homotopy categorySy' (PreZ,.(Sny/k),G ® —) by SH(K). It is one of
equivalent definitions of the Voevodsky stable motivic gaty of the fieldk [29].

The main bispectrum we shall work with is produced by a bam@tradditive category

o (SyK)* x AffSnyk — AddCats

Namely, let
Ay = (Av(0),Ar(1),Av(2),...)



be the sequence of presheaves of symmetric spectra
Ay(n) =KC®'(C?e7(—,Y xGA"), n>0.
We want to construct bonding maps
an:Ay(n) = QcAv(n+1).
Eacha, is uniquely determined by a map
B:KE(Co(—,Y xGY") = KE(CPe (— x G, Y x Gp)) 4)

and a homotopy

h: KS(CP/ (—,Y x GiM") — K& (C®o7 (— x Sped,Y x GAM 1)) (5)

such thatlph = 1*8 andd; h factors trough the zero object levelwise.
We first construct the mags andh for n = 0. By definition of a bivariant additive category,
there is an additive functor

g, ' (X,Y) = (X X Gn,Y xGm), X € Snyk.
The mapgB is induced by the composition
A (X,Y) = o7 (X % Gy Y X Grn) B CZ7/ (X x G, Y x GAD),

wherepis a natural simplicial functor of simplicial categoriesgaonsiders (X x Gm,Y x Gp)
as a simplicial category in a trivial way).
One has a commutative square of additive functors

%(lx Xl,lyx({;,m)

(X X G, Y % Grn) o (X x Spedk,Y x Gm)
T aGm T o/ (Ixxspec-Isped < 1)
o (X,Y) I5pes o (X x Sped,Y x Spe).

On the other hand, there is a commutative diagram of singhléaditive categories

p

o (X x Sped,Y x Gp) CPo/ (X x Sped,Y x GAL)

] 3

o (X x Sped,Y x Spe) il CP[/ (X x Sped,Y x Spe) LN o (X x Sped,Y x Spe)]

Recall that thegpath space PXof a simplicial objectX : A°® — 2 in a category? is defined

as the composition ok with the shift functorP : A — A that takegn| to [n+ 1] (by mapping

i toi+1). The right lower corner of the diagram can be identifiechwiite simplicial path
spaceP(S”.«7 (X x Sped,Y x Spe)). By [33, 1.5.1] there is a canonical contraction of this
simplicial set into the set of its zero simplices regardedaamnstant simplicial set. Since
P(SP.«7 (X x Sped,Y x Sped)) has only one zero simplex, it follows that there is a candnica
simplicial homotopy

H : P(S"«7(X x Spedk,Y x Spek)) — P(S".«7(X x Sped,Y x Spe))'
such thatgH = 1 andd;H = const



Now the maph () is induced by the composite map

(CPa/ (X x Spedk,Y x GHb))!

A

P(S”.a7 (X x Sped, Y x Spek)) — = P(S?.a7(X x Sped,Y x Spek))'

p’T
A (X,Y) % 27(X x Spedk, Y x Spek)

Sinced;o1! oH =1, 0d; o H = const thend; h factors through the zero object. On the other
hand,

dOOllOHOp/OaSpe(k: l*OdOOHOploaSpe(k: l*op/OaSpe(k: Pol.odspek = Pol” oag,,

Moreover,pot*oag, =1%o podg,, and thereforebh = 1. The bonding mapg : Ay(0) —
QgAv (1) is now constructed. The definition of eaah: Ay(n) — QgAy(n+ 1) is similar to
that ofag. The only difference is that we replace the bivariant additategory= (X,Y) by the
multisimplicial bivariant additive catego@®.«7 (X,Y x G;").

Given an abelian monoi@, +), denote byE M(A) its Eilenberg—Mac Lane symmetric spec-
trum in the sense of [5, Appendix A]. It is defined in terms af th-construction and is similar
to the definition of the Waldhausédf-theory spectrum that uses tiseconstruction [33]. By
definition, oA is a simplicial set whose-simplices are the functions

a:ObArn — A, (i,j)—a(,j)=a,

having the property that for every a; j = 0 anda; xk = a; j + aj x Whenevei < j <k.

Given ann-dimensional cube of abelian monoitis, we define am-fold multisimplicial
abelian monoidC®M similar to formula [(1). The only difference is that we comsidunc-
tions from objects of the corresponding posets ignoringgpasows. It is worth to mention that
Lemmd 2.1 is valid for ther-construction of cubes of abelian monoids. For this one tisead-
ditivity theorem for theo-construction, just as in [33, section 1.5]. Applying theonstruction
to the multisimplicial abelian monoi€“M, one gets a symmetric spectrugM(C*M). It
serves as the iterated cofiber spectrum of the cube of Eilgrbac Lane’s spectre M(M).

Every n-dimensional cube of additive categorieg gives rise to am-fold cube of abelian
groupsK(?f(///). There is a natural mag®.# — aK(?r(///) induced by the map sending an
object of an additive category to its isomorphism class & @rothendieck group. This map
induces a map of symmetric spectra

T:KS"(CP.) = EM(CPKE' ().
For eachn > 0 we set
Aoy () = EM(CTKG" (o (—,Y x Gy))).

Note thatrp(Agy (n)) is computed by formuld {2) and the other homotopy groups ere. Ve
have that the sequence of symmetric spectra

AO,Y = (AO,Y(O)aAO,Y(l)aAO,Y(2)> .- )

forms a bispectrum, in which the bonding maps are definedtlikee for the bispectruriy.
Moreover, there is a canonical map of bispectra

TZAY —>Aojy.



This map consists of the collection of canonical maps of sgtnimspectra
Tn:Av(n) — Agy(n), n>=0,
defined as above.

4. THE GRAYSON TOWER OF BISPECTRA

In this section we work in the framework of simplicial addgicategories# over con-
tractible simplicial ringR. Given such a paif.#,R), Grayson[[9] constructs a tower of spaces
which is also referred to as tl&rayson tower Each space of the Grayson tower is defined as
a K-theory space of some “multisimplicial additive categongrwvcommuting automorphisms”
associated witli.#,R). In practice the Grayson tower gives rise to a motivic spésequence
(seel9/34], 26,15]). The Grayson tower forZ,R) can be extended to symmetric spectra [5].
We shall mostly adhere t0l[5] in this section.

In our setting the contractible ringis

K[A] : d — KA = Klto, t, ..., t] /(to+t1 + - - +tg — 1).
In what follows we require
d— /(X xA)Y)
to be ak|A]-linear additive category, where : (Snyk)° x Af fSnyk — AddCatss a bivariant
additive category.

In order to make Grayson’'s machinery applicable to ourrsgttihroughout this section we
work with a bivariant additive category

o (Snyk)°P x Af fSnyk — AddCats
satisfying the following property:
(”Aut) for everyX € Smyk,Y € AffSm’k andn > 0, the additive category? (X,Y x G;")
can be identified with the additive categasf(X,Y)(G") whose objects are the tuples
(P,61,...,6,), whereP € o7 (X,Y) and(6,.. ., 6,) are commuting automorphisms@f

More precisely, there is an isomorphism of additive categofnot only an equivalence
of categories)

Pxyn: (XY xGy") = o (X,Y)(G")
such that the diagram of functors
PX,Y,n-1

o (XY x G ) o (X Y) (G

y P

A (XY X GE) — o o/ (X Y)(G)

is commutative. Heres (respectivelyjs) stands for the functor induced by the map
(X1, %n-1) €GEM s (xq,..., 1, ... Xe_1) € GXM with 1 thesth coordinate (respec-
tively (61,...,60-1) = (61,...,1,...,6,-1)). We also require each identificatigg v n
to be functorial in both arguments.
We can form a cube of additive categorie&X,Y)(GA") whose vertices areZ (X,Y)(G}),
¢ < n, and edges are given by the functggsThe(2(ut)-property implies the cubes’ (X,Y) (G
and.</(X,Y x GpI") are isomorphic.




Consider the map of bispectra
T: AY — Aojy.
For everyn > 0 there is a triangle in the homotopy category(Pie* (Snyk)) (see 5, section 7]
for details)
Id— Av(n+1)(— x AY] % QJd > Ay (n)(— x A%)| 25 Q|d > Agy (n)(— x AY)].
The mapy; is induced by a zigzag map of spectra
KO (CP/(—,Y x GAL)) 5 QKO (S 1Se7(—,Y)) 2 QK (o7 (—,Y)).

HereS-1Sstands for Quillen’s construction (see Secfibn 6 for moteit$,s: K& (o7 (—,Y)) —
KC'(S1Se7(—,Y)) is a stable equivalence induced by the map sending an dject? (—,Y)
to (M,0) € S 1Sz (—,Y) (seel[9, 9.3] and Sectidi 6), ands a natural map that exists by [9,
9.4] and [34, p. 16]. The may, is defined asx by replacing<” (—,Y) with & (—,Y x G}").
Note that each map in the zigzag agrees with the bonding m&gdinection.

Since the category H&re*(Snyk)) is triangulated wittEs = — A St a shift functor, the latter
triangle gives a triangle

So|d = Ay(n+1)(— x A% — |d = Av(n) (= x A%)] — |d = Agy (n)(— x A%)].

We shall also call it th&rayson triangle

We obtain a tower in H@Pre* (Snyk))
= I d s Ay (N4 1) (— x AY)] = Z0]d — Ay(n) (= x AY)| = -+ — |d = Ay (0)(— x A%)),

(6)
in which successive cones are of the form
30d — Agy (n)(— x A9)|.

We shall also refer to it as tHerayson toweffor 7.

GivenF,G € Pre% (Snyk) we shall use the following notation:

[F,G] :=Homyoprez_(snyk) (F. G)-
GivenX € Smyk, Y € Affsnykandp,q € Z, we also set
HEAX,Y) = [X4, Z879d = Agy () (— x A%)]]
and '
K (X,Y) = [X,, 25" [d — Ay (0)(— xAY)|], i€z

Remark 4.1. Let D(NSH be the derived category of Nisnevich sheaves of abelianpgron
Snyk. The Dold—Kan correspondence yields a complex of presiseafvabelian groups

C*(Aoy(a))
which uniquely corresponds to the simplicial presheaf
di— KEN(CP (— x AY)Y x GL9)).

After sheafifyingC*(Aoy(q)) degreewise in the Nisnevich topology, we get a bounded above
complexC*(Aoy (a))nis € D(NSH (the indexing is cohomological). It is then proved similar
to [5, 7.8] that

HZA(X,Y) = Hig(X,C* (Poy (@) nis| @),
where the right hand side stands for Nisnevich hypercohogyoyjroups oX with coeffitients
in C*(Aoy (9))nis|[—0] (the shift is cohomological).
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Theorem 4.2 (Grayson) The Grayson towe(f)) produces a strongly convergent spectral se-
quence

ESY=HP979X,Y) = K7, ((X,Y), XeSnykY €Affsnyk, )
which will also be referred to as th8rayson spectral sequenice .7 .

Proof. This is proved similar ta 5, 7.9]. a

Corollary 4.3. If the groups H(X,Y) are homotopy invariant in the first argument, then so
are the groups K (X,Y)-s. In particular, every fibrant replacement faf — Ay (0)(— x A%)]
in the Nisnevich local model category RBggSnyk) is fibrant in the motivic model category

Pre% o (SYK).

Below we shall study conditions when the Grayson spectraliesgce [(I7) is expressed in
terms of bispectra.

Given a bispectrunX = (Xp, X1, .. .), theshift inG-directionZ¢ X is the bispectruniXy, Xz, . . .).
Similarly, thenth shift ¢, X is the bispectruniXy, Xy, 1,...). For eacm > 0, we have a triangle
in the homotopy category of bispectra (foe*C (Snyk))

S 5 Ay (= x A% 5 Q30 d > Ay (— x A% 25 Q30— Agy (— x A)].

Since the category H&re>® (Snyk)) is triangulated withEs = — A S* a shift functor, the latter
triangle gives a triangle

T INd  Av(— x A% = 30 |d s Ay (— x AY)| 5 Z]|d — Agy (— x AY)].

We shall also call it th&rayson triangle of bispectra
We obtain a tower of bispectra in iere*® (Snyk))

e IS o Ay (— x AY)| — Z05R | s Ay (— X AT)| = - = |d s Av(— x AY)], (8)
in which successive cones are of the form
050 d i Agy (— x AY)].

We shall also refer to it as th@rayson tower of bispectrfor o7 .
Given a presheaf? of abelian groups and a schetdec Snyk, one sets

F(XNGm) :=Ker(1™ : Z(X x Gm) — 7 (X x Spe)).
There is a map of complexes

B:C*(Aox(a)) = C*(Aoy(a+1))(— < Gm),

where the left arrow is induced by mdg (4). Homotdply (5) ie@B uniquely factors through
C*(Aoy(q+1))(— AGm). Therefore one gets maps

BPA:HPAX,Y) — HPE Y XA Gy Y).

Definition 4.4. We say that the bigraded presheakks (—,Y) satisfy thecancelation property
if all mapsB”Y are isomorphisms.

Let X = (Xo,X1,...) andY = (Yo,Y1,...) be two bispectra. Recall that a map of bispectra
f : X — Y is a level Nisnevich local equivalence if so is edgh X, — Y;, in PreZ(Snyk). By
common facts for model categories (see, €.g/, [10]) theadaésel Nisnevich local equivalence
of bispectra

u:X—X

11



such that each ma, : X, — X, is a cofibration and eack, is fibrant inPre%(Snyk). More-
over, the map is functorial iX. N
Consider the bispectrudyy = (Agy(0),Aoyv(1),...). Denote byAéY andAﬁY the bispectra

(Jd = Aoy (0)(— x AT, |d = Aoy (1)(— x A%)],...)
and

e~ o~ —~—

((Aé,Y)O’ (A(%,Y)l’ (A(%,Y)zﬂ e )

respectively. Then there is a map of bispectra (see above)
u:Agy — K(%,Y-
Observe that there is an isomorphism
HPA(X,Y) = 7'[(X+,Z§_q(,&87y)q),
where the right hand side stands for the usual homotopy alguige classes of maps.

Lemma 4.5. The bigraded presheaves H—,Y) satisfy the cancelation property if and only if
each structure map of the bispectrlﬁﬁ!Y

(ASy)n — Qc(AGy)ns1
is a stable weak equivalence in P(&nyk).

We can also define bispecti4 andA} similar to the bispectrad, andAd, . There is a map
of towers in HgPreZ (Snyk))

= I (A —= Z3(AY)n — - —— (A9)o
- E (At —— ZY(AY)n —— - —— (A})o,

where the upper tower is the Grayson tower and the verticaphiems are Nisnevich local
equivalences iPre%,(Snyk). Moreover, we have maps of successive cones of both towers

ZgUn : Zg(Aév)n — Zg(ﬂév)n-
For everyq > 0 andp € Z one sets
KZo(X,Y AGR) 1= [X,., 28 9(A9)q]
Observe that there is an isomorphism
KXY AGH) = (X, 22 9(A)q)

Theorem 4.6(Cancelation folK-theory) Suppose the bigraded presheavg}*&,Y) satisfy
the cancelation property. Then each structure map of theeln:itsumﬂ$

(A)a— Qc(AY)q:1, a>0, ©)
is a stable weak equivalence of symmetric spectra. In paaticthe natural map
K2 (XY AGH) = K7, 1 (XAGm,Y AGH™),

induced by(9), is an isomorphism for all g Z.

12



Proof. We have a map of towers in KiBre* (Snyk))

I ZQH(A\A()nH 22(5$)n (A$)o

l | |

= SO (A2 — Z0Q6 (Ad)ni1 —= - —= Qg (Ad)1,

where the upper tower is the Grayson tower and the verticgbhiems are structure morphisms
of the bispectrunA?. By Lemmd 4.5 all maps of successive cones

Zg('&év)n - ZQQG('&%,Y)nﬂ

are stable weak equivalencesAre* (Snyk).
For everyX € Snyk, Theoreni_ 42 implies the upper tower produces a stronglyergent
spectral sequence

qu = ”p+q(zc51(ﬂ%,v)q(x)) = "p+q((K\A()O(X))
and the lower tower produces a strongly convergent spesrplence
Egz)q = "p+q(ZgQG('&é,Y)q+l(X)) = "p+q(QG(K$)1(X))-
Since both spectral sequences are isomorphic, we condiatéhe map
(A%)o — Qc(AD)1

is a stable weak equivalence Rre*(Snyk). It is proved in a similar fashion that all other
vertical maps in the diagram above are stable weak equisedeimPre* (Snyk), and hence so
are their desuspensions. O

We are now in a position to prove the main result of the section

Theorem 4.7. Suppose the groups }4(X,Y) are homotopy invariant in the first argument
and satisfy the cancelation property. Then the bispeafrand AQ’Y are motivically fibrant in
Pre-:%(Snyk) and the maps
Ay =AY, Aoy — AQy

are motivic weak equivalences of bispectra. As a resulthasea tower in SKk)

o TIEIA 5 SIAAY = Ay, (10)
in which successive cones are of the f(i@ﬁ?}Aoy. This tower produces a strongly convergent
spectral sequence

EZq = SH(K) (X, Zg PELAgy) = SH(K) (X, 25 P 9Ay),

which is isomorphic to the Gayson spectral sequencesfor

Proof. By Corollary[Z.3(A8), is fibrant in Pre,.,(Snyk). It is proved in a similar way that
each(A%)q, g > 0, is fibrant inPreZ,,(SnYk). So the bispectrum? is level motivically fibrant.
Theoreni4 implies it is fibrant iRreX.o: (Snyk). The fact that the bispectruﬁxﬁY is fibrant in
Preyoi(Snyk) follows from Lemmd 4} and the homotopy invariance of theugeH »(X,Y)
in the first argument.

Let us show thay — A2 is a motivic weak equivalence of bispectra. This map is the
composition B
Ay — A2 — AD,
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where the right arrow is a Nisnevich local equivalence, kemmotivic weak equivalence. The
left arrow is a motivic weak equivalence by [18, 3.8]. SimifaAoy — KS‘Y is a motivic weak
equivalence of bispectra. '

The Grayson tower of bispectfd (8) in Hrre>®)(Snyk) yields a tower of bispectra i@H(k)

o ZEIE A 5 SISIAY o Ay, (11)
in which successive cones are of the foi&i%Aoy. This tower produces a spectral sequence
Epq = SH(K (X, Z5 PZE Aoy ) = SH(K) (X1, 25 P 9Ay),
which is the same as the spectral sequence
Efq = SH(K) (X}, 25 PELAGy ) = SH(K) (X, 25 P IAD).

Since all bispectra involved into the latter spectral segaeare motivically fibrant, it follows
that it is isomorphic to the spectral sequence

Edq = HOMuopres (smyky) (Xss Zs P(AGy )a) = HOMug(pres (smyky) (Ko, Zs P~ 4(AD)o).
It is plainly isomorphic to the Grayson spectral sequehbe (7 a

5. POSTNIKOV TOWERS INSHx (k) AND SH(k)

Voevodsky [31] has defined a canonical tower on the motividblst homotopy category
SHx (k), which is called thenotivic Postnikov tower

Let 22 SHx (k) be the localizing subcategory &Hg (k) generated by objects of the form
ZRE, E € SHq (k). This gives us the tower of localizing subcategories

C ZPSHg (k) € ZESHx(K) C -+ C SHx(K).
TakeE € SH« (k) and consider the cohomological functor
Homsn s, () (— E) 1 ZgSHs (k) — Ab
By [19] this functor is represented by an objegE of Z, SHx (k). SendingE to rnE defines

a right adjointr, : SHs (k) — 2, SHs: (k) to the inclusioniy : Zf SHg (k) — SHx (k). Let 1=
inory with counit f, — id. Thus, for eacte € SHq (k), there is a canonical tower BHg (k)

o= foE— fifE— - = foE = E,
the motivic Postnikov tower for'Sspectra We write f,, /n+r E for the cofibre off,,, — foE; we

use the notatios, := f, ;1 to denote theth slice in the Postnikov tower.

LetEM : Ab— Sp be the Eilenberg—Mac Lane functor in the sensé of [5, AppeA§iand
let Z(n), n > 0, be the Suslin—Voevodsky complexes|[27].

Proposition 5.1. Suppose k is a perfect field. Then for ever © we have EMZ(n)) =
$(EM(Z(n)))-
Proof. By [13, 1.4.3]EM(Z(n)) € £, SHx (k). Cancellation Theorem of Voevodsky [32] ahd|[31,
4.2] imply

Q" HEM(Z(n))r) = Qe (EM(Z(0))) =
whereEM(Z(n))+ is a local fibrant replacement BM(Z(n)). ItfoIIows thatEM(Z(n)) is right
orthogonal = SHy (k), and henc&M(Z(n)) = s,(EM(Z(n))). O
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Given an integef, call E € SHy (k) {-connectedf for eachn < /, the Nisnevich sheati(E)
is zero, wheré is a fibrant model foE in PreZ,,(Snyk). We shall also refer t6—1)-connected
spectra asonnected

Lemma 5.2. Suppose k is a perfect field anrd is a bivariant additive category witfRlut)-
property. Suppose further that eaclgyAn) € = SHy (k). If the presheaves Ffi(—,Y) are
homotopy invariant, thenyAn) € ¢ SHx (k) for every n> 0.

Proof. By CorollaryiZ3(A%), is fibrant inPreZ, ,(Snyk). Itis proved in a similar way that each
(AB),, n> 0, is fibrant inPreZ,,(Snyk). The mapAy (n) — (A%), is a motivic weak equivalence.
It is the composition
Av(n) = (AG)n = (AD)n,

where the right arrow is a Nisnevich local equivalence, bemmotivic weak equivalence. The
left arrow is a motivic weak equivalence hy [18, 3.8].

We haveAgy (m) =2 fr(Agy (M) € 2§, SHy (k) for all m> n. Applying the functorf, to the
Grayson tower((6), we get a map of towers of motivically filiaresheaves of spectra

T erprlfn(('&e)nﬂ) - ZQ fn((ﬂe)n)

- E (AD)ni Z0(ADn,

in which successive cones are of the forfi q(ﬂ%‘y)nm.
Every spectrungg (A8, 4 is (n+q— 1)-connected. X € Snyk is of dimensiond, then
e AR q(X) is (n+q—d— 1)-connected ISP by [17, 4.3.1]. By[[4, 6.1.1] the lower

tower produces a strongly convergent spectral sequence

qu = "p+q(22+q('&8,v)n+q(x)) = anrq(('E\e)n(X))-
To show that the spectral sequence produced by the upper towe

E2,= T q(Z0 (A y )niq(X)) = Thoiq( fa((AS)n) (X))

is strongly convergent, we need to know that eac(lﬁﬂ%)nm) has the same connectivity prop-
erties as(ﬂ@)mq. SinceZQ*q(ﬂe)Mq is (n+q— 1)-connected, it follows from [16, 3.2] and
Propositiof AR that 50 g 4 fn((A%)niq) = fn(Z8 4(AS)nsq)- If X € Snyk s of dimensiord,
thenZg 40 ((A8)n1q)(X) is (n+q— d — 1)-connected S by [17, 4.3.1].

It follows from [4, 6.1.1] that the second spectral sequesc#rongly convergent. We con-
clude that the map in H8 )

fa((AD)n)(X) = (AD)n(X)
is an isomorphism. We see thag(n) is isomorphic inSHg (k) to f,((A8),) € Z8SHq (k). O

The following theorem says that Grayson’s toweSbispectral(p) is isomorphic i8Hg (k)
to the motivic Postnikov tower of thi-theory St-spectrumK ' (o7 (—,Y)). In Theoreni 7.10
we shall extend this result to bispectra.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose k is a perfect field ard is a bivariant additive category witfRlut)-
property. Suppose further that eaclgyXq) = sq(Aoy()). If the presheaves Bfi(—,Y) are
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homotopy invariant, then the Grayson tow) is isomorphic in S (k) to the motivic Post-
nikov tower

= fga1 (KO (o (=) = fq(KE (o (=,Y))) = -+ = (K (& (,Y))) =K' (7 (=, Y)).

Proof. We havefo(KC®' (<7 (—,Y))) =K' (7 (—,Y)). Suppose an isomorphiséy : A% (q) =
fq(KC" (7 (—,Y))), >0, is constructed. Sinc Ay (q+1) € =3 SHy (k) by the preceding
lemma andsy(K®'(«7(—,Y))) is right orthogonal ta=%*SHy (k), it follows that there is a
unique morphism

Bar1: ZEAY(Q+ 1) = fqa (KO (o (-,Y)))
making the diagram

2 AV(A+ 1) ———— ZIAv(g)

el leq

o1 (KE' (7 (=Y))) — fq(K®' (7 (=.Y)))

commutative. We claim thay, 1 is an isomorphism isHg (k).

By assumptionfg;1(ZdA0y(Q)) = fqr1(Zdsq(Aoy (1)) = Zdf115(Aov (0)) = 0. We also
have thatfq, 15¢(K® (7 (—,Y))) = 0, and hence the horizontal arrows of the commutative dia-
gram

fara (23 Ay (g+ 1) fqr1(ZdAY(a))
fq+1(9q+1)l lfqﬂ(eq)
fr1(far 1 (KE (o (=,Y)))) — fqr1(fq(K®' (7 (=,Y))))

are isomorphisms. But,1(6;) is an isomorphism, and hence sdis1(64.1). By the previous
lemmazd™Ay(q+ 1) is in = SHy (k). Since fq.1(KS(«7(—,Y))) belongs tos% SHy (k)
as well andfq,1(64+1) is an isomorphism, we conclude trHét, 1 is an isomorphism. O

The next result computes the slices of theheory St-spectrumK®' (o7 (—,Y)). It will be
extended to bispectra in Theorém 7.11.

Theorem 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem] 5.3 there are isomorphis®is (k)
(K (7 (=.Y))) = 2oy (@), q>0.

Proof. The proof of the previous theorem shows that there is a coatimetdiagram irSHx (k)

sTAv(g+2) =3Av () =30y (9) 320y (q+1)
) ) i
fqu1 (KO ((=,Y))) — fq(KC'(/(—,Y))) — (K" (e (-, Y))) — Zsfq1(KE" (/ (-, Y))),

where the vertical arrows are isomorphisms. Si8ek: (k) is triangulated, then there exists an
isomorphism

2oy (0) = (K (7 (-, Y))),
as required. d
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Voevodsky [30] defines the slice filtration BH(K) just as it is defined irSHg (k). Let
SHeff(k) be the smallest localizing subcategory $¥i(k) containing all suspension spectra
252X, with X € Snyk; this is the same as the smallest localizing subcategoriawong all
the G-suspension spect&ZE for E € SHy (k). For each integep, let 2. SHe''(k) denote the
smallest localizing subcategory 8H(k) containing thd}-spectrazf;é" for & € SH'f(k). The
inclusionip : £2 SH''(k) — SH(k) admits the right adjoint,, : SH(k) — =L SH®f(k); setting
fo:=1iporp, one has for eacli € SH(k) the functorialslice tower

v g1 = g — o= o8 = 18— - = 8.

As for the slice tower irSHy (k), the existence of the adjoint follows from [19] and the map
fp& — & is universal for maps? — &, Z € 2L SHT(k). The cofiber offq.1&6 — f4& is
denoted by &'.

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions of Lemmal5.2 the bispecgranl Ay belong to SH (k).
Proof. We prove the assertion fé, because the same arguments will hold4gy . Itis shown
similar to [20, A.33] that every bispectru#i is the colimit of a natural sequence
Tro& —=Tré — -,

where Tr;i& stands fort thdth truncation. MoreoverTr& is naturally stably equivalent to
QL((ZZE)T) (+ £ for fibrant resolution). _

Lemma5.2 implieg=2Av (i) € 2L, SHET(k), and henc&l, ((Z2Av(1))") € SHEfT(k). We
see thaty is the colimit of the sequence

TroAy = TriAy — - -+ s

where eacli Ay is in SHef(k). It follows from [20, A.34] thatAy is isomorphic inSH(K) to
the homotopy colimit off r;Ay-s, which is inSHe'f(k). We conclude thaty € SH¥'f(k). O

6. THE BISPECTRUMKGL,,y

Given an additive category?, Quillen defines a new catego8 'S # whose objects are
pairs(A, B) of objects of.#. A morphism(A,B) — (C,D) in S"1S.# is given by a pair of split
monomorphisms

f:A>C, g:B—D
together with an isomorphist : Cokerf — Cokerg. By a split monomorphism we mean a
monomorphism together with a chosen splitting. The nervihefcategonyS 1S.# which is
also denoted b$ 1S/ is homotopy equivalent to Quillenks-theory space af# by [7].

The setS™1S.# of k-simplices of the categor$ 1S.# can be regarded as the set of objects
of an additive category in the usual way, and we use exacHys#ime notation to denote that
category. In this ways 'S # becomes a simplicial additive category. Its symmetric Goay
K-theory spectrum will be denoted §°" (S 1S#). It follows from the proof of [9, 9.3] that
the map Ob# — S~ 1S sendingM to (M, 0) induces a homotopy equivalence

S — SS9
Therefore the induced map of symmetric spectra
KS'(#) — KC'(Sisw)
is a stable weak equivalence, which is a level weak equicalémpositive degrees.
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Let <7 be a bivariant additive category. Th&n'S«7 is a simplicial bivariant additive cate-
gory. For anyY € Af fSnyk we can form a bispectrum

SIsA = (S 1sA(0),SsA(1),...),
where eacl8 1SA/(n) = KC'(C®S 1S/ (—,Y x G)M")), and define a natural map of bispectra
s:Ay — STISA.

This map is a level stable weak equivalence.

In order to construcK-theory spectra with entries being sectionwise fibrant spawe use
the category of topological symmetric specfrapSp (see [25, section 1.1]). We can apply
adjoint functors “geometric realization”, denoted py |, and “singular complex”, denoted by
.7, levelwise to go back and forth between simplicial and togial symmetric spectra

|—|:Sp = TopSp:.7. (12)

Remark 6.1. By the standard abuse of notation- | denotes both the functor fro®p to
TopSp and the realization functor from simplicial spectra to $peclt will always be clear
from the context which of either meanings is used.

Given a (multisimplicial) additive category?, denote byﬁGr(%) the symmetric spectrum
Z|KC"(.)|. The unit of the adjunction induces a map of symmetric spectr

KE' () — KO (),

functorial in.#. Observe thatk®' (S 1S#)| is anQ-spectrum inTopSg, and hence so is
KCr(S1s#)in Sp.

Supposes/ is a bivariant additive category satisfying the propefut). For anyY €
AffSnyk we can form a bispectrum

S 1SAy = (S1SAy(0), S 1SA((1),...),
where eacts 1SAy(n) = KE'(C®S 1Se7(—,Y x GAM), and define a natural map of bispectra
t:S1sA — STISA,.
This map is a level stable weak equivalence.
By [9, 9.4] and[[34, p. 16] there is a hatural map of symmeutjfmtogical spectra
IKEM(CPS 1S/ (X,Y x GAL))| — QIKE"((S19)(S 197 (X,Y))|.
It gives a natural map iRre*(Snyk)
vi: SISA (1) — QKC'((SI9)(Si9) (—,Y)).
We can get more generally a map (se€ [34, p. 16] as well)
Vn: S1SAy(n) — QKCN(CP(S19)(S19) ./ (—,Y x GAM 1)) — -+ = Q"RET((S 1™ Lz (—,Y)).
One sets
0= Qg(v1) 08y : KC'(S71Se/ (—,Y)) = Qe QKC (S 71927 (—,Y)),

whereap : AY(O) — QGAY(l) is the structure map. Applying the above construction to the
multisimplicial bivariant additive categor{sS)".<7, we get a map

st QUKEN(ST19M L (—-,Y)) = Qg QMKC (S 19207 (—,Y)).
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Definition 6.2. Let <7 be a bivariant additive category witR(ut)-property and le¥Y € Af f Smyk.
Then the bispectrurKGL,, y is defined by the sequencefme*(Snyk)

(KC'((S1947(-,Y)), QK " (S 19207 (—,Y)), Q%KE" (S 1937 (-,Y)),...).
Its structure maps are given by the magss.
The maps/y-s determine a map of bispectra
v:S1SAy = KGLyy.
So we have a map of bispectra
X :=Votos:Ay — KGLy. (13)

In the next section we shall work with the bispectriiGL ., spe« for a certain bivariant additive
category<. It will be shown that it represents Quiller¥stheory of algebraic varieties.

7. COMPARING GRAYSON'S AND SLICE TOWERS FORKGL

In this section we prove the main results of the paper. Fdmieal reasons we have dealt
with general bivariant additive categories so far. Belowoaarete example of such a category
</ is given. It will lead to solutions for the problems mentidrie the introduction. Its definition
is extracted from[6]. We start with preparations.

LetU, X € Snyk. Define SupgJ x X/X) as the set of all closed subsetdJin X of the form
A = UA;, where eachh; is a closed irreducible subset lthx X which is finite and surjective
overU. The empty subset id x X is also regarded as an element of Supp X/X).

GivenU, X € Snyk andA € SupfU x X/X), letla C Oy «x be the ideal sheaf of the closed
setA C U x X. Denote byAn the closed subscheme lthx X of the form (A, Oy «x/IX). If
m = 0, thenAy, is the empty subscheme. Define Sub@tk X/X) as the set of all closed
subschemes id x X of the formA,.

For anyZ € SubSclU x X /X) we write p§ : Z — U to denotepoi, wherei : Z — U x X is
the closed embedding amd U x X — U is the projection. If there is no likelihood of confusion
we shall writepy instead ofpf, droppingZ from notation.

Clearly, for anyZ € SubSchiU x X /X) the reduced schen#®, regarded as a closed subset
of U x X, belongs to Supfy x X/X).

For anyU, X € Snyk we define objects of7 (U, X) as equivalence classes for the triples

(n,z,¢ : pJ*(ﬁZ) — Mn(ﬁu)),
wheren is a nonnegative integeZ, € SubSckU x X /X) and¢ is a non-unital homomorphism
of sheaves ot/ -algebras. Lep(¢) be the idempotend (1) € My(I'(U, &), thenP(¢) =
Im(p(¢)) can be regarded aspg .(¢z)-module by means af.
By definition, two triples(n,Z,¢), (n',Z’,¢’) are equivalent if = n’ and there is a triple
(n",Z2",¢") such than=n"=n",Z,Z' ¢ Z" are closed subschemesZfi, and the diagrams

¢/
Pu « ) p{J,* (ﬁz/)
\ / can ¢//
(Ozn) Pu+(Oz0)

are commutative. We shall often denote an equivalence fdasike triples by®. ThoughZ is
not uniquely defined byp, nevertheless we shall also referaa U x X as thesupportof ®.

Mn(ﬁu)
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Given®, @' € o7 (U, X) we first equalize suppori,Z’ of the objectsb, @’ and then set
Hom,,y x)(®,®') = Homy, (4, (P(¢),P(¢)).
Given any three object®, ®’, ®” € o7 (U, X) a composition law
Hom,,(u x) (@, @) o Hom,,y x) (P, ") = Homg,(y x) (P, D")

is defined in the obvious way. This makes therefef@U, X) an additive category. The zero
object is the equivalence class of the tripe0, 0). By definition,
DO Py = (Ng+N2,Z1UZ2, pu «(Oz,0z,) = PU(02,) X Pu«(O2Z,) = Mny (OU)) X Mn, (OU)) = My 10, (O0))-

Clearly,P(¢1® ¢2) = P(¢1) © P(¢2).
If f:X’'— Xandg:Y — Y’ are inSnyk, then following [6, 4.13] and [6, 4.14] set

(f,9)=fog. =g.of* 1 (X)Y) = (X Y.

By [6] 4.14; 4.12] the assignmentX,Y) — <7 (X,Y) and(f,g) — </ (f,g) determine a functor
(U, X) € (SMYk)P x Snyk — o7 (U, X) € AddCats

Throughout this section by’ we shall mean this bivariant additive category

Next we shall introduce an action &ff f Snyk on <7 in the sense of Sectign 2.1. Following
notation introduced just below Theorem 4.15[¢f [6], we set

au =) 1 A (X)Y) = (X xUY xU).

To check that the assignmddt— ay defines an action oAf fSnyk on <7, we need to check
commutativity of three squares from Sectlonl2.1. Commuitgtof the second and the third
squares follow from[[6, 4.17; 4.18]. Commutativity of thesfirsquare, that is the equal-
ity o (Ixxu,1ly x f)oay = &/ (1xxu,9 x Ly) o ay, is exactly commutativity of the diagram
from [6, 4.24]. Thus the assignmedt— ay defines an action oAf fSny'k on </. Below we
shall consider the bivariant categosy equipped with this specific action #ff f Snyk.

For anyU, X € Snyk the bivariant category? produces a simplicial additive category

d— o/ (U x A9 X).

It is straightforward to check that this simplicial add@ieategory is &|A]-linear additive cate-
gory in the sense of [9, p. 158].
By [6, 4.27; 4.28] the bivariant category’ also satisfies the propert9i{it) from Sectiorl 4.
Now we have a spectral categdfywhose objects are those 8fiyk, i.e. a category enriched
overSp. Its morphism symmetric spectra are of the form

K(U,X) = K® (7 (U, X)).

We refer the reader t|[6] for details. One can associategoidrikKg to it. By definition the
objects ofKg are those oBnyk and

Ko(U,X) = mp(K(U,X)), U,X € Snyk.

In what follows we shall writeH?%(U,Z) to denoteH" (U, Sped). In Remark 1L we
defined complexes of preshea¥®@gAqy (q)) (indexing is cohomological). We set,

ZK(q) =C" (AO,Spe(k(Q)[_Q])nis-
It follows from Remark 4.1 that
HEY(U,Z) = Hi(U, Z%(a)).
We shall also denote bgGL the bispectrunKGL / spe-
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There is another ringoid which is important in our analysist &2(U,X), U, X € Snyk, be
the additive category of big coherefiy . x-modulesP such that Supp is finite overU and the
coherentdy-module (py )«(P) is locally free (seel[4,16,19]). We shall writé”(U) to denote
(U, Spek). Define a ringoicKy’ as

K$(U,X) =Ko(£(U,X)), U,X e Snyk.

Here the right hand side stands for the Grothendieck grodipechdditive categor@(u,x).
If X is affine then there is a natural additive functor ($ee [6tails)

I:U,X : %(U,X) - ‘g’j(uax)

which is an equivalence of categories whenéves affine. By [6]Fy x is functorial inU. These
functors can naturally be extended to a map of ringoids

F:Ko— K§.

Givenn > 0 we denote byZ®'(n) (respectivelyZ(n)) the Grayson complex [26, B4] corre-
sponding to the ringoi&’ (repectively the Suslin—Voevodsky [27] complex corresing to
the ringoidCor). The complexes are defined in the same fashioA™a®). Recall that motivic
cohomology is defined as

HY (X, Z) := Hi(X, Z(a)).
Theorem 7.1(Suslin [26]) For any n> 0O, the canonical homomorphism of complexes of Nis-
nevich sheaveZ®'(n) — Z(n) is a quasi-isomorphism.
Corollary 7.2. For any n> 0, the canonical homomorphism of complexes of Nisnevichvelsea
ZX(n) — Z®'(n), induced by the map of ringoids K, — Ky, is an isomorphism. Hence, for
any smooth scheme XSnyk, cohomology groups H%f‘(X,Z) coincide with motivic cohomol-
ogy groups H/\(X,Z).
Proof. As we have mentioned above, the additive fundigr : </ (U,X) — £ (U,X) is an
equivalence whenevér andX are affine. It follows that the map of simplicial abelian gosu

(d = Ko(U x A%, G;M) — (d— K (U x24,Gx"), n>0,

is an isomorphism for every smooth affine schethe Hence the map of simplicial abelian
sheaves

(d = Ko(— x AY, G Mnis) = (d = K (— x A%, G nis)
is an isomorphism of motivic spaces. Our assertion now\ialo d

Corollary 7.3. The cohomology groups;H(X,Z) are homotopy invariant and satisfy the can-
celation property.

Proof. This follows from [26, 3.1; 4.13] and Corollaky 7.2. O
Corollary 7.4. Let k be a perfect field. ThemApek(n) = Sn(Ao,spek(n)) for each n> 0.
Proof. This follows from Propositioh 511, Theordm 7.1 and Cori[@r2. O

By definition, by theK-theory ofX we shall mean the Waldhausen algebitaitheory sym-
metric spectrum of big vector bundles (regarded as an extegary)

K(X) = K(Z(X)).
We setGy := Fx spek. Observe thaBGy is functorial inX. So we get a map iﬁ’rez(Snd)
G: KO (o (~,Sped)) — K(-),
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where the left hand side spectrum is defined dd p. 3.

Proposition 7.5. G is a Nisnevich local weak equivalence and induces canbisiomorphisms
Ky (X, Sped) = Kp(X),

for any smooth scheme X and any integer p, where the left hdadypup is defined on p. 0.

Proof. The fact thatG is a Nisnevich local weak equivalence follows from the faettGy is an
equivalence of categories wheneyeis affine. So we also have that

KS" (o7 (— x A9, Sped)) — K(— xAY), d>0,

is a Nisnevich local weak equivalenceRmne* (Snyk).
Consider a commutative diagrammme* (Snyk)

KO (e (~, Sped)) — [K&(e/ (— x &, Sped))| — K (o7 (— x &, Sped) ¢ (14)

o l : X

K(-) . [K(= x4 INGRYIF

Here the lowerf-symbol refers to a fibrant replacement functoiPire?,(Snyk). The vertical
arrows are Nisnevich local weak equivalences. The leftzootal arrows are motivic weak
equivalences by [18, 3.8].

SinceK(—) is homotopy invariant, then is a stable weak equivalence. By [28]—) is
Nisnevich excisive, and hen¢® y are stable weak equivalences. It remains to observe that

K (X, Sped) = mo(JK' (o7 (— x &, Spedq)) £ (X))
for any X € Snyk. O

Corollary 7.6. Let K(—) — K(—) be any fibrant replacement of(K ) in the stable projective
model structure of PFgSnyk). Then the composite map

K'(e/ (~, Spedq)) = K(-) = K(-)
is a motivic fibrant replacement of (<7 (—, Spe)) in Pre&,.(Snyk).

Proof. All maps of diagramlIZIM) are motivic weak equivalences. Ttraopof the preceding
proposition shows tha€ (—) is fibrant inPreZ,.,(Snyk). O

We are now in a position to prove the following
Theorem 7.7. Let k be a perfect field. Then the Grayson to@rof S'-spectra in Sk (k)
g Zg+lAéped<(Q+ 1) - ngéped((q) — Aéped(
is isomorphic to the tower
= fqra(K(=)) = fg(K(=)) = - = fo(K(=)).
Moreover, §(K(—)) = EM(Z(q)) for every o O.

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorems 5.3| 5.4, 7.1, Coroll@®&E7.3[ 7.4 and Proposi-
tion[Z.3. O

The next theorem says that the bispectii@L represents algebral€-theory.
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Theorem 7.8. For any smooth scheme X one has canonical isomorphisms
KGLPA(X.) = SH(K)(ZZZSX,, 22 9ZEKGL) 2 Koq_p(X),
where K(X) is algebraic K-theory of X.

Proof. Given a bispectrunX, let X2 be the bispectruniXo(— x A')|, | Xy (— x A", ...). Taking
a fibrant replacement of2 in the level Nisnevich local model structure Bfe*© (Snyk), we
get a bispectrunX#. So one has maps of bispectra

X — X8 = XA,

where the left arrow is a level motivic weak equivalence [b%, [2.8] and the right arrow is a
level Nisnevich local weak equivalence.
Consider the bispectrs *SA,.4) 1 andKGL$. Note that the first bispectrum is equivalent

to ﬂéped(. We claim that each structure map
Pn i (KGLP)n = (KGLR)f — Qs (KGLR, 1)1

is a stable weak equivalenceFPmez(Snd). Corollary(Z.6 and 9, 9.3] imply eadiK GL)+ has
homotopy type ofR2"K(—) € Pre*(Snyk).
By construction, the mapg factors as

ng&SPe(k(o)% — QGng&Sped((l)% — QG(KGL%)f.

Corollary[Z.3 and the Cancelation Theorem Koitheory[4.6 implies the left arrow is a sta-
ble weak equivalence. It follows from|[9, 9.6] that a homagtafiber of the right arrow is

Q:Q(AS gpeq)o- By Corollary[Z.2 we have
M- 1(QeQ(AS speac)o(X)) = HRY (X AGm, Z) 2 HPO(X AGm, Z), X € Smyk,pe Z.

The proof of [31, 4.2] implieiﬂ;/o(x NGm,Z) =0. SOQG('&%,Spem)O is zero in HGPre* (Snyk)),
and hencey is a stable weak equivalence. The fact that eacis a stable weak equivalence is
proved in a similar fashion. The only difference wiifis that one iterates tHg 1S-construction
at each step.

We conclude thak GL% is a motivically fibrant bispectrum. Therefore,

KGLPI(X, ) = SH(K) (Z222 X, T2 953K GLE) 2 SHy (K) (SB35, , 52 9(KGLY)qg)
= SHy (K) (Z2Z5X,, 28 9Q9K () = Kag—p(X),
as was to be shown. O

Lemma 7.9. Let k be a perfect field. Then the bispectrugpd is isomorphic in SKK) to
fo(KGL).

Proof. It follows from Corollaries 7B 7]4 and Lemniab.5 thpe is in SHETT(k). Then
map [I3) of bispectry : Aspeds — KGL. factors as

Aspedc > To(KGL) 5 KGL.
For anyX € Snyk and anyp € Z the induced map
Z.: SHK)(Z2EX, IR fo(KGL)) — SH(K) (Z252X,, ZPKGL)
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is an isomorphism by construction é§(KGL). On the other hand, Theordm I7.8 implies the
induced map

X- : SHK)(ZZEEX Z8Asped) — SH(K) (Z2ZEX,, ZPKGL)
is an isomorphism, and hence so is
6. : SH(K)(Z8ZX., ZPAsped) — SH(K) (E235X,, 5L fo(KGL)).

SinceXZZ X, generate the compactly generated triangulated categja?y’ (k), we conclude
that 8 is an isomorphism iIBH(k). O

The following result gives an explicit model for the non-atige part of the slice tower of
the bispetrunK GL.

Theorem 7.10. Let k be a perfect field. Then the tow@dl) of bispectra in SHk)
s = ZIEA Agped — T35 Asped — -+ — Asped
is isomorphic to the tower
- = fr1(KGL) — fg(KGL) — -+ — fo(KGL).

Proof. By Lemmal7.9 there is an isomorphiséh: Aspeasc — fo(KGL) in SH(k). Suppose
an isomorphismy : Z85% Aspeq 2 fq(KGL), q > 0, is constructed. SincBIM 53 ™ Agpek €
Z?}”SH(k) andsy(KGL) is orthogonal tcE?GHSH(k), it follows that there is a unique morphism

Bg:1: T3  Agpek — fqi1(KGL)
making the diagram

+1<0+1
Zg Zg;, ASped<—>zcs]zg;ASped<

9q+1 \L l Gq

commutative. We claim thaly1 is an isomorphism isH(K).
By Theorem[4.7 and Corollaiy_7.3 a homotopy cofiber of the uppmeizontal arrow is
2952 Ao spe. Therefore,

SH(K) (2% 15257X.., 25 Agsped) = SH(K) (62252 X. . 20 spead) = HE(X A Gim, Z)

for any X € Snyk and integemp. The proof of Theorern 718 shows tha§’0(x ANGm,Z) =0,
and hencefq, 1(Zd5¢ Ao spea)) = 0.
Sincefq,1(84(KGL)) = 0, we see that the horizontal arrows of the commutative diagr

for1 (A Asped) — Tau1 (2222 Asped)
fqr1(Bg+1) l l fq11(6q)
fge1(fqra(KGL) —— fqa(fq(KGL)

are isomorphisms. Buly,1(6y) is an isomorphism, and hence sofis1(6q:1). Lemma7.9
implies 23 53 Agpeq is in X 'SH(K). Sincefq,1(KGL) belongs taz % *SH(k) as well and
fq+1(69+1) is an isomorphism, we conclude thét. 1 is an isomorphism. a
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One of the equivalent models for the motivic Eilenberg—Mamé bispectruniiz is as fol-
lows. LetCor be the ringoid of finite correspondences o@ar/k (see, e.g.,[[27]). The cube
of sheaveor(—,G)") is defined similar to the cub&$" (7 (—,Y x Gp"). Its vertices are
sheave€or(—,G;:¥), k < n. By definition,

Hz = (EM(Cor(—, Spe)), EM(C®Cor(—,GAY)),...),

whereEM stands for the Eilenberg—Mac Lane functor in the senselofAfpendix A] from
abelian groups tSp-.
The composite map of ringoids

Ko - K& — Cor
(seel[26/,_34] for the definition of the second arrow) yieldsaprof bispectra

The proof of Theorern 417 and Corollarles1V.2}7.3 showsAhiatan isomorphism iBH(k).
The next result was first conjectured by Voevodsky [30, 34 solved by Levine[[15] by
using the coniveau tower (over perfect fields).

Theorem 7.11. Let k be a perfect field. Then for every) we have isomorphisms in $k
S(KGL) = 5353 Hz,.
Proof. The proof of Theorern 7.10 shows that there is a commutatagrdm inSH(k)

+1<0+1 +2<0+1
Zg Zg;, ASped( - zgz?;ASpe(k - zgzg;,AO,Spe(k - Zg Zg;, ASped(

Bg+1 J/ J/ 6q l Zs6q+1

fqi1(KGL) fq(KGL) 5(KGL) Ssfqi1(KGL),

where the vertical arrows are isomorphisms. SiSe#k) is triangulated, then there exists an
isomorphism
397% Ao sped = Sy(KGL).
It remains to observe that : Agspea — Hz induces an isomorphisiBdS{ Ag spes = S35 Hy,
in SH(k). O

Let P m)(X) be the additive category whose objects are the tufe§;, ..., 6;) with
Pe 2(X)and(6y,...,6;) commuting automorphisms. The cube of affine sche@igbgives
rise to a cube of additive categorie8(Gm')(X) with vertices being?(Gn?)(X), 0< k < q.
The edges of the cube are given by the additive fundtars? (G X 1)(X) — Z2(GK)(X)

(P, (91, ceey ek_l)) — (P, (91, ey 1, ceey ek_l)),

where 1 is thesth coordinate.
Grayson's machinery [9] (see [34, 5] as well) produces a tawelo(Pre (Snyk))

o SYKOTCE DGR~ x )| = - = [KE(P(— x )], (15)

By [0, 10.5][K®"(2(— x A))| = |[K(P(~ x &v))|. This tower produces thérayson motivic
spectral sequenc®r & (X) (seel9] 26, 34,15])
B} =H (X, 2% (—0q)) = K_p 4(X), X €Snyk. (16)

nis
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In view of Theoreni 711 it takes the form
E}I=H *9(X,Z) = K_p_¢(X), XeSmk
We are now in a position to prove the following
Theorem 7.12. Let k be a perfect field. Then the Grayson motivic spectralisece(lq) is
isomorphic to the Voevodsky motivic spectral sequé¢Bice. 171]
E;% = SH(K) (232X, 2895 50(KGL)) = K_pg(X),
produced by the slice tower for the bispectrum KGL.
Proof. Recall that there is an additive funct@ : < (X, Sped) — Z(X), functorial in X,
which is an equivalence wheneviris affine. It induces a map of multisimplicial additive
categories N
Gax : C"/ (X, Spek)(Gfy!) — C* 2 (Gph) (X),
which is an equivalence whenewgiis affine. In view of(2(ut)-property for.e7, we can identify
o (X, Sped)(Gm') with 7 (X, Spek x Gn).
It follows that Grayson’s towe[(15) fo#?(X) is isomorphic in HOPre% (Snyk)) to Grayson’s

tower (8) for o7 (X,Spek). Corollary[7.2 and Propositidn_7.5 imply that Grayson'’s ot
spectral sequence_(16) is isomorphic to Grayson’s motpecsal sequencél(7) foy

ES9=HE 979X, Z) = K7, _4(X,Spek), X € Snyk.
Theorem$§ 4]7,7.10, 7111 now finish the proof. O

APPENDIXA. SOME FACTS ON SPECTRA

We prove here a couple of useful facts. First we wish to comphe agreement of the
bispectrumK GL with the classicaK-theoryP-spectrumBGL (see, e.g.[[29, 18, 20]).

The functordiag : SHy (k) — SHy,g(K) sending a bispectrum to its diagor@ A G-
spectrum is an equivalence of categories. In particaag(KGL) is isomorphic to the fol-
lowing S' A G-spectrum:

KGLy = (K%' (S 1S (—, Spedk)) ¥, QKC (S 1927 (—, Sped)) (), Q2K S ((S 183 (-, Speck) P, .),

where f refers to motivic fibrant replacement with respect to thedtive model structure of
motivic spaces (seé [12]) and the superscfiptrefers to thenth space of theSt-spectrum
Q"KC'((St9™1le/(—,Spek)). Let.# be a motivic fibrant replacement of the-theory

presheat) — K(Z?(U)). Then we can choose homotopy equivalences
ot Q"R (S 19™ ey (—, Sped) ) — .7, n>0,
and map$, : # A (S AG) — # which are defined as
H A (S AG) 25 QRE (519 a7 (—, Spedk)) !V A (SEAG) —
QMRS (S 1920/ (—, Spedq)) M Ity
with y, homotopy inverse oft,. We then get &' A G-spectrum
KGLy = (4, ¢, % ,...)

with structure maps given b§,-s.
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It follows from [22, 6.3] thatK GL; andKGL; are isomorphic irSHy ¢ (k). By the same
result and([23, 1.1.2KGL; is isomorphic inSHx . (k) to the spectrum

KGls= (A, 0,4 ,...)

with each structure map given Ifg.
There is a zigzag of motivic equivalences

S'AG (lAl T ;Al T (lAl Pl,
whereT is the mapping cylinder for the inclusiofGm)+ — Ai. By [12, 2.13] the zigzag
induces an equivalence of categories

0 : SHy ¢ (K) = SHp1(K).
Consider &*-spectrum

KGLy= (2,2, % ,...),
where each structure ma@” — Qp1.#” is given by

H = Qsl/\@%/ - Q]Pulc%/.

Here the left arrow is adjoint tBy and the right arrow is a chosen homotopy equivalence induced
by the zigzag above (recall that” is a motivically fibrant space).

It follows from [22, 6.3] thatf(KGLs) is isomorphic toKGLy4 in SHpi(K). It remains to
apply [23, 1.1.2] to show tha&l GLy is isomorphic inSH1 (k) to theP!-spectrumBGL defined
in [20, 1.2.1].

We document the above arguments as follows.

Theorem A.1. The image of the bispectrum KGL under the equivalence aidtikated cate-
gories B odiag: SHy ¢ (k) — SHp1(K) is isomorphic to the K-theor*-spectrum BGL in the
sense 0f20, 1.2.1]

Although the authors have not found the following resulthia titerature, they do not have
pretensions to originality. It is used in the proof of Lemim2.5

Proposition A.2. If E is a connected motivically fibrantSpectrum, then so ©gE.

Proof. Clearly, QgE is motivically fibrant. To prove that it is connected, it so#fs to check
that for any smooth local Henselian schebheone hasrgo(E(Gmy)) = 0 (recall thatG is
sectionwise equivalent to the pointed motivic spfés, 1)). SinceQg, E is motivically fibrant,
by [17, 6.1.6] it is enough to verify that for atkysmooth varietyX one hast.o(E(Gmk)) =0
with K = k(X) its function field.

Sublemma. If .% is a strictly homotopy invariant Nisnevich sheaf of Abelggoups on Sk,
then Hig(Gmkx),-#) = O0for alln > 0and X Snyk.
Proof. The result is well-known fon > 1. One has,

@ (2 3
Hois(Gmkx)»-F) g Has(S" A Gmix)» F) 2 [S" A Gngx), K(F 32,5 10 =
4

@) )
- []P)Jk_(XVK(‘g\vZ)]HAl(k) = H%S(Plvg\) =0.

—
=

Here (1) is given by the suspension isomorphis(2) holds becaus&(.#,2) is an Al-local
motivic space(3) holds becaus&! A Gpyx) = IP’&(X) in Hu1(K), (4) holds becausi (.%,2) is
anA-local motivic space, and finall§s) follows from the fact that dir?® = 1 < 2. O
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Now the spectral sequence
HP(Gmkx)> 4(E)) = Tg—p(E(Gmk(x)))

together with the sublemma above show ﬂHa(Gm’k(x),Eq(E)) = Ty(E(Gmyx))) =0 forg <
0, becauser,_o(E) = 0. O

To conclude the paper, we remark that all presheaves of symerapectra forming the main
bispectraAsped, Ao,spesc We Work with areK-modules in the sense cfi[6]. Moreover, their
structure maps ar&-module morphisms. Also, Grayson’s towgl (6) fef is in fact a tower
in the homotopy category HModK) of K-modules. It produces a tower of compact objects
in the motivic homotopy category d-modules in the sense of|[5]. This point of view to the
motivic spectral sequence motivated the authors to devblepenriched motivic homotopy
theory” of spectral categories and modules over then[5,/8.an application, the motivic
spectral sequence is realized in associated triangulatedaries. Though we tried to avoid the
use of this language here, it is this theory that led the asttmthe main results of this paper.
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