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Non-connective K- and Nil-spectra of additive categories
Wolfgang Liick and Wolfgang Steimle

ABSTRACT. We present an elementary construction of the non-connective al-
gebraic K-theory spectrum associated to an additive category following the
contracted functor approach due to Bass. It comes with a universal prop-
erty that easily allows us to identify it with other constructions, for instance
with the one of Pedersen-Weibel in terms of Z’-graded objects and bounded
homomorphisms.

Introduction

In this paper we present a construction of the non-connective K-theory spec-
trum K°°(.A) associated to an additive category A. Its i-th homotopy group is the
i-th algebraic K-group of A for each i € Z. The construction is a spectrum version
of the construction of negative K-groups in terms of contracted functors due to
Bass [11], §7 in Chapter XII].

By construction, this non-connective delooping of connective K-theory is the
universal one that satisfies the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition: roughly speak-
ing, the passage from the connective algebraic K-theory spectrum K to the non-
connective algebraic K-theory spectrum K is up to weak homotopy equivalence
uniquely determined by the properties that the Bass-Heller-Swan map for K is
a weak equivalence and the comparison map K — K is bijective on homotopy
groups of degree > 1. This universal property will easily allow us to identify our
model of a non-connective algebraic K-theory spectrum with the construction due
to Pedersen-Weibel [23] based on Z'-graded objects and bounded homomorphisms.

We will use this construction to explain how the twisted Bass-Heller-Swan
decomposition for connective K-theory of additive categories can be extended to
the non-connective version, compare [22]. We will also discuss that the compat-
ibility of the connective K-theory spectrum with filtered colimits passes to the
non-connective K-theory spectrum. Finally we deal with homotopy K-theory and
applications to the K-theoretic Farrell-Jones Conjecture.
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In the setting of functors defined on quasi-separated quasi-compact schemes, a
non-connective delooping based on Bass’s approach was carried out by Thomason-
Trobaugh [29] section 6]. Later Schlichting [27, 28] defined a non-connective de-
looping in the wider context of exact categories and even more generally of “Frobe-
nius pairs”; it is the universal delooping of connective K-theory that satisfies the
Thomason-Trobaugh localization theorem, i.e., takes exact sequences of triangu-
lated categories to cofiber sequences of spectra. Most recently, Cisinski-Tabuada
[14] and Blumberg-Gepner-Tabuada [12] have used higher category theory to show
that non-connective K-theory, defined as a functor on dg categories and stable co-
categories, respectively, is the universal theory satisfying a list of axioms containing
the localization theorem.

While the latter characterizations are more general in that they apply to a
broader context and emphasize the role of the localization theorem, the approach
presented here has the charm of being elementary and of possessing a universal
property in the context of additive categories.
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1. The Bass-Heller-Swan map

Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a covariant functor from the category Add-Cat
of additive categories to the category Spectra of (sequential) spectra. Our main ex-
ample will be the functor K which assigns to an additive category A its (connective)
algebraic K-theory spectrum K(A), with the property that K;(A) = m;(K(A)) for
i >0 and m;(K(A)) =0 for ¢ < —1. Let Z be the groupoid which has two objects 0
and 1 and for which the set of morphisms between any two objects consists of pre-
cisely one element. Equip A x Z with the obvious structure of an additive category.
For an additive category A let j;: A — A x Z be the functor of additive categories
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which sends a morphism f: A — B in A to the morphism f x id;: A xi — B X i
for e =0,1.

CONDITION 1.1. For every additive category A, we require the existence of a
map
u: E(A)A[0,1]4 - E(AXTI)
such that u is natural in A and, for i = 0,1 and k;: E(A) — E(A) x [0,1] the

obvious inclusion coming from the inclusion {i} — [0, 1], the composite uok; agrees

The connective algebraic K-theory spectrum functor K satisfies Condition [[T]
cf. [30L Proposition 1.3.1 on page 330].

LEMMA 1.2. Suppose that E: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfies Condition [I1.
(i) Let F;: A — B, i = 0,1 be two functors of additive categories and let
T: Fy = F, be a natural isomorphism. Then we obtain a homotopy

h: E(A) A [0,1] — E(B)

with h o k; = E(F;) for i = 0,1. This construction is natural in Fy, Fy
and T';
(i) An equivalence F: A — B of additive categories induces a homotopy
equivalence E(F): E(A) — E(B).
PROOF. The triple (Fy, F1,T) induces an additive functor H: AXZ — B
with H o j; = F; for i =0, 1. Define h to be the composite E(H) o u.

Let F': B — A be a functor such that F’ o F is naturally isomorphic to id 4 and
F o F' is naturally isomorphic to idg. Assertion |(i)| implies E(F') o E(F') ~ idg(.4)
and E(F) o E(F/) ~ 1dE(B) (|

Let A be an additive category. Define the associated Laurent category Alt,t™}]
as follows. It has the same objects as A. Given two objects A and B, a morphism
f: A= Bin A[t,t7'] is a formal sum f = >, _, fix - t*, where fi: A — B is
a morphism in A and only finitely many of the morphisms f; are non-trivial. If
f=Yisfi-t": A= Bandg=3,_,9;-t: B— C are morphisms in A[t,t™'],
we define the composite go f: A — C by

gof=Y_ ( > gjOfi) -t
keZ Vijez,
iti=k
The direct sum and the structure of an abelian group on the set of morphism from
Ato Bin A[t,t71] is defined in the obvious way using the corresponding structures
of A.

Let A[t] and A[t!] respectively be the additive subcategory of A[t,t~1] whose
set of objects is the set of objects in A and whose morphism from A to B are given
by finite Laurent series Y, -, fx - t* with f, = 0 for k < 0 and k > 0 respectively.

If A is the additive category of finitely generated free R-modules, then A[t] and
Alt,t71] respectively are equivalent to the additive category of finitely generated
free modules over R[t] and R[t,t~!] respectively.

Define functors

z[t, t7Y, 2[t], 2[t"!]: Add-Cat — Add-Cat
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by sending an object A to the object A[t,t71], A[t] and A[t~!] respectively. Their
definition on morphisms in Add-Cat is obvious. Next we define natural transfor-
mations of functors Add-Cat — Add-Cat

(1.3) % 2[t] \

idada-cat © 2[t, ¢

Niibhw/4/

We have to specify for every object A in Add-Cat their values on A. The
functors ig(A), i+(A) and i_(A) send a morphism f: A — B in A to the mor-
phism f-t%: A — B. The functors j+(A) are the obvious inclusions. The functor
evii (A): Ay[t*] — Asends a morphism 3, <o fi.-t* in A[t] or 3o fr-t® in At~
respectively to fy. Notice that evar ol =evy ot =idyg and ig = jy oty = j_oi_
holds.

Given a functor E: Add-Cat — Spectra, we now define a number of new
functors of the same type. Put

Z.E := Eoz[t*!];
ZE = Eoz[t,t ']

The square ([3]) induces a square of natural transformations

ev+ ZJrE
0 .
J+
E o Z.E
A
7Z_E

AN

Next we define a natural transformation
a:EA(SY), — ZE.

Let T': ig — io be the natural transformation of functors A — A[t,t~!] of additive
categories whose value at an object A is given by the isomorphism id4 t: A — A
in A[t,t71]. Because of Lemma it induces a homotopy h: E(A) A [0,1]+ —
E(A[t,t7]) such that hg = h; = E(ig) holds, where h; := h o k; for the obvious
inclusion k;: E(A) — E(A) x [0, 1]+ for ¢ = 0, 1. Since we have the obvious pushout

B(A) A (0,1} —— B(A) A[0,1],
E— S EWA(SY),
we obtain a map a(A): E(A)A(S1) — E(A[t,t™1]). This defines a transformation
a:EA(S")y — ZE.
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In order to guarantee the existence of a, we have imposed the Condition [I.1]
which is stronger than just demanding that E sends equivalences of additive cate-
gories to (weak) homotopy equivalences of spectra.

Define N_LE to be the homotopy fiber of the map of spectra evgE : Z*E — E.
Let

bi: NLE — ZLE 25 7B

be the composite map, where the first map is the canonical one.
Define

BE = (EA(S')4) VNLEVN_E;
B,E = EVN,EVN_E
and let
BHS:=aVb,Vvb_ : BE—Z.E;
BHS, =iy Vb, Vvb_. : B,E— Z.E.

We sometimes call BHS the Bass-Heller-Swan map and BHS,. the restricted Bass-
Heller-Swan map.
We have the following commutative diagram

(1.4) E—L SEA(SY),

\a
BHS

B,E———ZE

where the left vertical arrow is the canonical inclusion, and 1 is the obvious inclusion
coming from the identification E = E A pt, and the inclusion pt, — (S*);. It
induces a map s”: hocofib(l) — hocofib(BHS,). Let pr: hocofib(l) — YE :=
E A S' be the obvious projection which is a homotopy equivalence. Define LE to
be the homotopy pushout

pPr

(1.5) hocofib(l) ——— XE

hocofib(BHS,) pé> LE

By construction we obtain a homotopy cofiber sequence

BHS,E 225, 7k _ LE.

Denote by
s: E = QLE

the adjoint of s'.
Summarizing, we have now defined functors

BE,B,E,LE,N.E Z . E ,ZE: Add-Cat — Spectra
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and natural transformations

iv: E — ZE;

ii: E — ZiE;
jr:Z, E — ZE;

evi:Z.E — E;

a:EA(SY)y — ZE;
by: NLE — ZE;
BHS: BE — ZE;
BHS,: B,E — ZE;

s: E — QLE.

DEFINITION 1.6 (Compatible transformations). Let E, F': Add-Cat — Spectra
be two functors satisfying Condition [Tl A natural transformation ¢: E — F is
called compatible if the obvious diagram

EA) A0,1], — 22— E(AXT)

I I
FA)A0,1]y —F—— F(AXT)
is commutative. The category

func.(Add-Cat, Spectra)

is the category of functors satisfying Condition [[.Ilwhose morphisms are compatible
natural transformations.

We leave the proof of the following lemma to the reader:

LEMMA 1.7. (i) If E: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfies Condition[I1] then
so do EAX and map(X,E) for any space X .
(i) If E and E' satisfy Condition [I]] then so does EV E'.
(iii) If
El — EO — E2
is a diagram in func.(Add-Cat,Spectra) , then its homotopy pullback
satisfies Condition [I1.
() If J is a small category and F: J — func.(Add-Cat,Spectra) is a
functor, then hocolim F' satisfies Condition [L1l

REMARK 1.8. The category Spectra is the “naive” one with strict morphisms
of spectra as described for instance in [I5]. Our model for QE is the spectrum
map(S?, E) defined levelwise, and analogously for the homotopy pushout, homotopy
pullback, homotopy fiber, and more general for homotopy colimits and homotopy
limits over arbitrary index categories. For more details see for instance [15}, [19].

As an application of Lemma [[.7, we deduce:

LEMMA 1.9. If E: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfies Condition [, then so do
BE, B,E, LE, N.E, Z_E, and ZE.

We will apply this as well as the following result without further remarks.
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LEMMA 1.10. Let £: E — F be a transformation of functors Add-Cat —
Spectra. Suppose that it is a weak equivalence, i.e., £(A) is a weak equivalence for
any object A in Add-Cat. Then the same is true for the transformations Bf, B,.f,
Lf, Nif, Zif, and Zf.

2. Contracted functors
Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a covariant functor satisfying Condition [T}
DEFINITION 2.1 (c-contracted). For ¢ € Z, we call E c-contracted if is satisfies
the following two conditions:

(i) For every ¢ € Z the natural transformation m;(BHS,): m;(B,E) —
m;(ZE) is split injective, i.e., there exists a natural transformation of
functors from Add-Cat to the category of abelian groups

pPi- WZ(ZE) — Wi(BTE)

TUBHS), - (ZE) 25 y(B,E) is the

such that the composite m;(B,E)
identity;
(ii) For i € Z,i > —c + 1 the transformation
m;(BHS): m;(BE) — m;(ZE)
is an isomorphism, i.e., its evaluation at any additive category A is bi-
jective.
We call E co-contracted if BHS: BE — ZE is a weak homotopy equivalence.
LEMMA 2.2. Let E,E': Add-Cat — Spectra be covariant functors satisfying
Condition [Tl

(i) Suppose that E and E' satisfy Condition [l Consider i € Z. Then
both m;(BHS(E)) and m;(BHS(E)") are isomorphisms if and only if
m,(BHS(E V E)) is an isomorphism;

(i) Suppose that E and E' satisfy Condition [[1. Consider ¢ € Z. Then
E V E’ is c-contracted if and only if both E and E' are c-contracted.

ProoF. The transformation
by Vig: NAEVE — Z_ E

is a weak equivalence, i.e., its evaluation at any additive category A is a weak
equivalence of spectra, since evOi 0ip = idg holds. Note that

Z.EVZ.E =Z,.(EVE)
SO
NLEVNLE =N_(EVE).
The obvious map
(EASY4)V(E'ASYH:) = (EVE)A(SH,

is an isomorphism. Hence the following two obvious transformations are weak
equivalences

B,EVB,E — B.(EVE);
BEVBE — B(EVE).



8 WOLFGANG LUCK AND WOLFGANG STEIMLE

Now the claim follows from the following two commutative diagrams
m(BE) & m;(BE') —— m;(B(E V E'))
m(BHS(E))éBm(BHS(E’))\ \m(BHS(EVE’))

7(ZE) & m(ZE') —— m,(Z(E Vv E'))

and
(B, E) & m(B,E') —— m(B,(EVE'))
m(BHST(E))QBwi(BHST(E’))l \m(BHST(E\/E’))
m(ZE) & m;(ZE') ——— m(Z(E V E)) O
Define
(2.3) K: Add-Cat — Spectra

to be the connective K-theory spectrum functor in the sense of Quillen [24] page 95]
by regarding A as an exact category or in the sense of Waldhausen [30, page 330] by
regarding A as a Waldhausen category. (These approaches are equivalent, see [30,
Section 1.9]).

THEOREM 2.4 (Bass-Heller-Swan Theorem for K). The functor K is 1-contract-
ed in the sense of Definition[2.]]

PROOF. The proof that the Bass-Heller-Swan map induces bijections on 7; for
i > 1 can be found in [22] Theorem 0.4 (i)] provided that A is idempotent complete.
Denote by 7: A — Idem(.A) the inclusion of A into its idempotent completion. By
cofinality [29] Theorem A.9.1] the maps ZK(n) and B,K(n) induce isomorphisms
on m for i > 1; the map BK(n) induces isomorphisms at least for ¢ > 2. The
commutativity of the diagram

BHS

BK(A) ZK(A)

lBK(n) JZK(U)

BK (Idem(A)) — 225 ZK (Idem(A))

shows that the Bass-Heller-Swan map for A induces isomorphisms of m; for ¢ > 2
and that the restricted Bass-Heller-Swan map for A is split injective on 7; for i > 1.

Since all spectra are connective, it remains to show that the restricted Bass-
Heller-Swan map for A is split injective on 7. Notice that

mo(K(A)) = mo(K(A[t]))

is surjective as both categories A and A[t] have the same objects. It follows that
mo(NK(A)) = 0 and we need to show that the map induced by the inclusion

mo(K(A)) — mo(K(A[t, t71))
is split mono. Such a split is given by evaluation at ¢t = 1. (Il

Denote by Idem: Add-Cat — Add-Cat the idempotent completion functor,
and let
Kigem := K oldem: Add-Cat — Spectra.
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ExaMPLE 2.5 (Algebraic K-theory of a ring R). Given a ring R, then the
idempotent completion Idem(R) of the additive category R of finitely generated
free R-modules is equivalent to the additive category of finitely generated projective
R-modules. Moreover, the map Z — moK(R) sending n to [R"] is surjective (even
bijective if R™ =2 R™ implies m = n), whereas moKiqem(R) is the projective class
group of R.

For an additive category we define its algebraic K-group
(2.6) Ki(A) = 7(Kigem(A)) fori>0.
We already showed that by cofinality, the map induced by the inclusion
T K(A) = 1 Kigem(A) = K;(A)
is an isomorphism for ¢ > 1.

THEOREM 2.7 (Bass-Heller-Swan Theorem for connective algebraic K-theory).
The functor Kigem 18 0-contracted in the sense of Definition [21l

PROOF. In view of the proof of Theorem 2.4 the Bass-Heller-Swan map is
bijective on m; for ¢ > 1. It remains to show split injectivity on 7.
We will abbreviate B = A[s, s~!]. Notice for the sequel that

B[t*') = (A[tE))[s, s, B[t = (Alt,t71])[s,s7 1.
Put
NEK;(At*]) = m(Ni1Kigem(A)) = ker (K; (A[tF] — Ki(A));
NE;(B[t*]) = m(N41Kigem(B)) = ker(K;(B[t*!] — Ki(B)).

Because of Lemma also the Bass-Heller-Swan map for N1 Kigemn induces iso-
morphisms on 7.
In particular we get split injections

a: Ko(A) — Kqi(B);
By: NKo(A[tF') —  NE;(B[t*"));
g Ko(Alt,t™Y)  —  Ki(Bt,¢71).
We obtain the following commutative diagram

mo(BHS,(A))

Ko(A) ® NKo(A[t])) ® NKo(At™1]) Ko(A[t, t71])
a@ﬂ+€9ﬂl JJ'
K\ (B) @ NK1(B[t]) & NKy(B[t—']) — 28 1 (Bl 1-1))

which is compatible with the splitting. So mo(BHS,.(A)) is a split mono, being a
retract of the split mono 7 (BHS, (B)). O

LEMMA 2.8. IfE: Add-Cat — Spectra is c-contracted, then QLE: Add-Cat —
Spectra is (¢ + 1)-contracted and the map m;(s): m;(E) — m;(QLE)) is bijective
fori > —c.

PROOF. Obviously it suffices to show that LE is c-contracted and that the
map s’: YXE — LE, which is the adjoint of s, induces an isomorphism on 7; for
i > —c—+ 1.
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Since E is c-contracted, ZE, Z E and Z_E are c-contracted. We have the
obvious cofibration sequence E — E A (S'); — E A S! and the retraction E A
(S1); — E. There is a weak equivalence N:E V E — Z.E. We conclude from
Lemma 2.2l that NLE, B, E and BE are c-contracted.

By construction we have the homotopy cofibration sequence B, E — ZE — LE.
It induces a long exact sequence of homotopy groups. The existence of the retrac-
tions p; imply that it breaks up into short split exact sequences of transformations
of functors from Add-Cat to the category of abelian groups

0 — m(B,E) = m(ZE) — m;(LE) — 0.

We obtain a commutative diagram with short split exact rows as vertical arrows,
where the retractions from the middle term to the left term are also compatible
with the vertical maps.

0—— m(Z:B,E) — 1 (ZLZE) —— m;(ZLLE) —— 0
Jm(evﬁ(BTE» Jm(evﬁ(zr:» Jm(evoi(LE))
0 — m(BE) —— m(ZE) ——— m(LE) ——— 0
Since we have the isomorphism
mi(bs) ® mi(iy): mi(NLE) @ mi(E) = mi(Z2E),
and T; (ev(jf) om;(iy) = id, we obtain the short split exact sequence
0 — m(NiB,E) —» m;(NLZE) —» m;(NLLE) — 0.
We have the obvious short split exact sequences
0= m(BEA(SY)y) = m(ZEA(SY):) = m(LEA (SY)4) — 0.
Taking direct sums shows that we obtain short split exact sequences
0 — m(BB.E) = m;(BZE) — 7;(BLE) — 0,
and
0 —» m(B,B,E) = m;(B,ZE) — 7;(B,LE) — 0.
Thus we obtain for all ¢ € Z a commutative diagram with exact rows
0 —— m;(BB,E) —— m;(BZE) —— 7;(BLE) —— 0
Jm(BHS(BTE)) Jm(BHS(ZE)) Jm(BHS(LE))
0— m(ZB,E) —— m;(ZZE) —— m;(ZLE) —— 0

Since m;(BHS(B,E)) and 7;(BHS(ZE)) are isomorphisms for i > —c¢+ 1, the
same is true for m;(BHS(LE)) by the Five-Lemma.
The following diagram commutes and has exact rows

(2.9) 0— m(B,B,E) — m;(B,ZE) —— m;(B,LE) —— 0
Jm(BHST(BTE)) Jm(BHST(ZE)) Jm(BHST(LE))

0 —— m;(ZB,E) —— m;(ZZE) — m;(ZLE) —— 0
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The first two vertical arrows are split injective. We claim that the retractions fit
into the following commutative square

(2.10) m;(ZB,E) —— m;(ZZE)

Pi (BTE)\[ J/pi(ZE)

(B, B,E) —— m;(B,ZE)

This follows from the fact that we have the commutative diagram with isomor-
phisms as horizontal arrows

FZ(Zio)@Tm(Zb+)®ﬂ'l(zb7)

~

WZ(ZE) D 7TZ(ZN+E) &) WZ(ZN,E) 7T1(ZBTE)

\Pi(BTE)

T (BTBTE)

pi(BE)®pi(NLE)Dp; (N - E)J

T ri T rb ™ rb_
7(B,E) & m(B,N,E) & m(B,N_E) L Cr0)@m(B-b)om @b

o

and the following commutative diagrams

m(ZNLE) %) (778

pi(N+ E)J JPi(ZE)

and

m(ZE) — 2, o (27E)

Pi(E)l lpz‘(ZE)

Wl(BTE) s a— Wl(BTZE)
7; (Brio)

The two diagrams ([2.9) and (2I0) imply that m;(BHS,(LE)): m;(B,LE) —
m;(ZLE) is split injective for all ¢ € Z. This finishes the proof that LE is c-
contracted.

We have the following diagram which has homotopy cofibration sequences as
vertical arrows and which commutes up to homotopy.

B,E— BE— %E
\id \BHS \S/
B.E2, 7E — L LE

The long exact homotopy sequences associated to the rows and the fact that
m;(BHS,): m;(B,E) — m;(ZE) is split injective for ¢ € Z imply that we obtain
for all ¢ € Z a commutative diagram with exact rows.

0—— m(B,E) —— m(BE) —— m;(ZE) —— 0

Jid lm(BHS) }/

0—— m(B,E) —— m(ZE) —— m;(LE) —— 0
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Since 7;(BHS) is bijective for i > —c+1 by assumption, the same is true for m;(s’).
This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.8 O

3. The delooping construction

Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a covariant functor satisfying Condition [Tl
Next we define inductively a sequence of spectra

(3.1) (E[n])n>0
together with maps of spectra
(3.2) s[n]: E[n] —» E[n + 1] forn > 0.

We define E[0] to be E. In the induction step we have to explain how we construct
E[n + 1] and s[n| provided that we have defined E[n]. Define E[n + 1] = QLE[n]
and let s[n] be the map s: E[n] = QLE[n| associated to E[n].

DEFINITION 3.3 (Delooping E[co]). Define the delooping E[cc] of E to be the
homotopy colimit of the sequence

E=E0) 2% g 2 gg 22,
Define the map of spectra
d: E — E[o0]

to be the zero-th structure map of the homotopy colimit.

THEOREM 3.4 (Main property of the delooping construction). Fiz an integer
c. Suppose that E is c-contracted. Then
(i) The map m;(d): m;(E) — m;(E[oo]) is bijective for i > —c;
(i) E[oo] is co-contracted;
(iii) E is co-contracted if and only if d: E — E[oo] is a weak equivalence.
PROOF. This follows from the fact that colim, . 7 (E[n]) = m;(E[c])
and the conclusion of Lemma 28 that m;(s[n]): m;(E[n]) — m;[E[n+ 1]) is bijective
for i > c.

over n we conclude from Lemma [2Z8 that E[n] is (n + ¢)-contracted for n > 0.
Obviously hocolim and Z™ commute as well as hocolim and Z. Hence hocolim and
N. commute up to weak equivalence, since hocolim is compatible with V up to weak
equivalence and we have a natural equivalence EVN_LE — Z_E. This implies that
hocolim and B commute up to weak equivalence. Obviously hocolim commutes with
—A(S1) 1. Hence we obtain for each i € Z the following commutative diagram with
isomorphisms as horizontal maps

colimy, o0 7 (BE[n]) —— m;(BE[o0))
colim,, o0 FZ(BHS(E[’IL]))\ \ﬂ'i (BHS(E[oc0])
colimy, o m; (ZE[n]) —— m;(ZE[o0])

Since E[n] is (n + ¢)-contracted, the left arrow and hence the right arrow are iso-
morphisms for all i € Z.

If d is a weak equivalence, then BHS: BE — ZE is a weak equivalence by
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assertion and the fact that the following diagram commutes and has weak
equivalences as horizontal arrows

BE 2%, BE[]

BHS(E)l \BHS(E[OO])

ZE —— ZE|[x]
Zd

Suppose that BHS: BE — ZE is a weak equivalence. Then E is c-contracted
for all ¢ € Z. Because of Lemma 2.8 E[n| is c-contracted for all ¢ € Z and
mi(s[n]): m(ZE[n]) — m(ZE[n + 1]) is bijective for all ¢ € Z and n > 0. This
implies that m;(d) is bijective for all i € Z. O

REMARK 3.5 (Retraction needed in all degrees). One needs the retractions p;
appearing in Definition 2] in each degree i € Z and not only in degree —c. The
point is that one has a c-contracted functor E and wants to prove that E[n] is
(¢ + n)-contracted. For this purpose one needs the retraction to split up certain
long exact sequence into pieces in dimensions i > —c to verify bijectivity on m; for
i > —c, but also in degree i = —c¢ — 1, to construct the retraction for E[1] in degree
—c — 1. For this purpose one needs the retraction for E also in degree —c — 2. In
order to be able to iterate this construction, namely, to pass from E[1] to E[2],
we have the same problem, the retraction for E[1] must also be present in degree
—c — 3. Hence we need a priori the retractions for E also in degree —c — 3. This
argument goes on and on and forces us to require the retractions in all degrees.

One needs retractions rather than injective maps in the definition of c-contract-
ed. Injectivity would suffice to reduce the long exact sequences obtained after taking
homotopy groups to short exact sequences and most of the arguments involve the
Five-Lemma where only short exact but not split short exact is needed. However,
at one point we want to argue for a commutative diagram with exact rows of abelian
groups

0 Ao Ay As 0
0 By By By 0

that the third vertical arrow admits a retraction if the first and the second arrow
admit retractions compatible with the two first horizontal arrows. This is true.
But the corresponding statement is wrong if we replace “admitting a retraction”
by “injective”.

LEMMA 3.6. Suppose that the covariant functors E,F: Add-Cat — Spectra
satisfy Condition [I1] and are oo-contracted. Let £: E — F be a compatible trans-
formation. Suppose that there exists an integer N such that m;(£(A)) is bijective
for all i > N and all objects A in Add-Cat.

Then f: E — F is a weak equivalence.

PROOF. We show by induction over ¢ that m;(f(.A)) is bijective for i = N, N —
1, N — 2 and all objects objects A in Add-Cat. The induction beginning i = N is
trivial, the induction step from ¢ to ¢ — 1 done as follows.
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We have the following commutative diagram whose horizontal arrows come
from the Bass-Heller-Swan maps and hence are bijective by assumption

mi-1(E(A)) & m(E(A) & m(NLE(A) @ m(N_E(A)) — m(ZE(A))
7ri1(f(.A))eam(f(A))®wi(N+f(A))€Bwi(Nf(A))\ \m(Zf(A))
mi—1(F(A)) @ mi(F(A)) & 7 (N F(A)) @ m(N_F(A)) — m(ZF(A))

By the induction hypothesis m;(Zf(.A)) is bijective. Hence m;—1(f(A)) is bijective
since it is a direct summand in 7;(Z£(A)). O

Theorem [34] and Lemma imply

COROLLARY 3.7. Suppose that the functors E,F: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfy
Condition [L1l. Suppose that E and F are c-contracted for some integer c¢. Let
f: E — F be a compatible transformation. Suppose that there exists an integer N
such that m;(f): m;(E) — m;(F) is bijective for i > N.

Then the following diagram commutes

d(E)
E— " B[]

f\ z\f[oo]

F—  F[x]
d(F)

and the right vertical arrow is a weak equivalences.

REMARK 3.8 (Universal property of the delooping construction in the homotopy
category). Suppose that the covariant functors E, F: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfy
Condition [Tl Suppose that E is c-contracted for some integer ¢, and let f: E — F
be a compatible transformation to an co-contracted functor.

Then, in the homotopy category (of functors Add-Cat — Spectra), the trans-
formation f factors uniquely through d(E): E — E[oco]:

f =d(F)~! of[oo] 0 d(E).
4. Delooping algebraic K-theory of additive categories

Now we treat our main example for E, the functor K: Add-Cat — Spectra
that assigns to an additive category A the connective K-theory spectrum K(A) of
A.

DEFINITION 4.1 (Non-connective algebraic K-theory spectrum K*). We call
the functor
K* := KJoo]: Add-Cat — Spectra
associated to K: Add-Cat — Spectra in Definition the non-connective alge-
braic K -theory functor.
If A is an additive category, then K;(A) := m;(K*(A)) is the i-th algebraic
K-group of A for i € Z.

Notice that by Lemma[B:6 we could have as well defined K> to be Kigem[oc]. In
particular, by Theorem 271 and Theorem BZI Definition [Tl extends the previous
definition K;(A) :=m; (Kldcm(A)) for i > 0 of (2.6]).

We conclude from Theorem [2.4] and Theorem BEI
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THEOREM 4.2 (Bass-Heller-Swan-Theorem for K*). The Bass-Heller-Swan
transformation

BHS: K™ A (S1), VN,K® VN_K>* = ZK*®

is a weak equivalence.
In particular we get for every i € Z and every additive category A an in A-
natural isomorphism

Ki 1(A) ® Ki(A) & NKi(A[t]) @ NK; (A7) = Ki(At,t71)),
where NK;(A[t*]) is defined as the kernel of K;(evE): Ki(A[t*]) — Ki(A).
We will extend Theorem later to the twisted case.

REMARK 4.3 (Fundamental sequence). Theorem [.2]is equivalent to the state-
ment that there exists for each ¢ € Z a fundamental sequence of algebraic K-groups

0 — I (A) LD, g (Aln) @ K (Al )
TSI, (Al 1) 25 Ko1(A) = 0
which comes with a splitting s;_1: K;_1(A) — K;(A[t,t!]) of §;, natural in A.

REMARK 4.4 (Identification with the original negative K-groups). Bass [11],
page 466 and page 462] (see also [25] Chapter 3, Section 3]) defines negative K-
groups K;(A) for i = —1, -2, ... inductively by putting

Ki-1(A) := cok (Ki(j4) ® Ki(j-) ® Ki(Alt]) @ Ki(Alt™"]) = Ki(Alt, ¢71])) .
We conclude from Remark that the negative K-groups of Definition [£1] are
naturally isomorphic to the negative K-groups defined by Bass.

REMARK 4.5 (Identification with the Pedersen-Weibel construction). Pedersen-
Weibel [23] construct another transformation Kpw: Add-Cat — Spectra which
models negative algebraic K-theory. We conclude from Corollary [B.7] that there
exists weak equivalences

Koo E—) pr[oo] (—:— pr

since there is a natural map K — Kpw inducing on 7; bijections for ¢ > 1 and the
Bass-Heller-Swan map for Kpw is a weak equivalence as m;(Kpw[oo]) agrees in a
natural way with the i-th homotopy groups of the connective K-theory for i > 1
and with the negative K-groups of Bass for i < 0, see [23] Theorem A].

5. Compatibility with colimits
Let J be a small category, not necessarily filtered or finite. Recall the notation
func.(Add-Cat, Spectra)

from Definition Consider a J-diagram in func.(Add-Cat, Spectra), i.e., a co-
variant functor E: J — func.(Add-Cat, Spectra). There is the functor homotopy
colimit

hocolimy: func.(7, Spectra) — Spectra
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which sends a J-diagram of spectra, i.e., a covariant functor J — Spectra, to its
homotopy colimit. As a consequence of Lemma [[.7] it induces a functor, denoted
by the same symbol

hocolimy: func(7, funcc(Add-Cat, Spectra)) — funcc(Add-Cat, Spectra),

that sends a J-diagram (E(j))jes to the functor Add-Cat — Spectra which
assigns to an additive category A the spectrum hocolim 7 E(5)(.A).

THEOREM 5.1 (Compatibility of the delooping construction with homotopy
colimits). Given a J-diagram E in func.(Add-Cat, Spectra), there is a morphism
in func.(Add-Cat, Spectra), natural in E,

v(E): hocolim 7 (E(j)[oc]) = (hocolim s E(j))[oc]
that is a weak equivalence, i.e., its evaluation at any object in Add-Cat is a weak

homotopy equivalence of spectra.

The proof uses some well-known properties of homotopy colimits of spectra,
which we record here for the reader’s convenience.

LEMMA 5.2. Let E and F be J-diagrams of spectra and let f: E — F be a
morphism between them.

(i) The canonical map
(hocolimj E) \% (hocolimj F) =5 hocolim 7 (E \% F)
is an isomorphism;
(i) If'Y is a pointed space, then we obtain an isomorphism, natural in E,
hocolim 7 (E A Y) = (hocolimj E) ANY;
(iii) There is a weak homotopy equivalence, natural in E,
hocolim 7 (QE) = Q(hocolimj E);

(iv) If K is another small category and we have a I x K diagram E of spectra.
Then we have isomorphisms of spectra, natural in E,

hocolim 7 (hocolim;g E) =5 hocolim 7xkcE & hocolimg (hocolim 7 E) ;

(v) Let hofib(f) and hocofib(f) respectively be the J-diagram of spectra which
assigns to an object j in J the homotopy fiber and homotopy cofiber
respectively of £(7): E(j) — F(j).

Then there are weak homotopy equivalences, natural in f,

~

hocolim 7 hocofib(f) —  hocofib(hocolim 7 f);
hocolimz hofib(f) =+ hofib(hocolim 7 f);

(vi) If J is filtered, i.e., for any two objects jo and j1 there exists a morphism
u: j — 7' in J such that there exists morphisms from both jo and j;
to j and for any two morphisms ug: jo — j and uy: j1 — j we have
uwo jo =uouy. Then the canonical map

colim 7 m; (E(j)) — m; (hocolimj E(j))

is bijective for all i € Z.
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ProOOF OF THEOREM [l Let E be a J-diagram in func.(Add-Cat, Spectra).
We have by definition the equalities
Z(hocolimy E) = hocolimy(ZE);
Z. (hocolimy E) = hocolimy(Z+E).
We obtain from Lemma and natural weak homotopy equivalences

~

hocolimy(N+E) — Ny (hocolimy E);
(hocolimz (E A (S')4+) = (hocolims E) A (S*)4,
and thus by Lemma a natural weak homotopy equivalence

hocolims(B,E) = B, (hocolim s E).
As J takes values in functors satisfying Condition [} the maps A(j): E(j) A
(S1)4 — ZE(j) are natural in j € J. In this way LE(j) also becomes a functor in
4, and further applications of Lemma show that the induced map

hocolim; LE =» L(hocolimj E)

is a weak equivalence. We obtain a commutative diagram

hocolim 7 E —d , (hocolim 7 E)

\hocolim] s ls

hocolim 7 QLE —— QL (hocolim 7 E)

with weak homotopy equivalences as vertical arrows.
Iterating this construction leads to a commutative diagram with weak homo-
topy equivalences as vertical arrows.

hocolim 7 s[0] hocolim 7 s[1] hocolim 7 s[2]
—_— —_—

hocolim 7 E hocolim 7 E[1] hocolim 7 E[2]

lid J/N J/N
. s| . s(1] . s[2]
hocolim 7 E ————— (hocolims E)[1] ——— (hocolimy E)[2] ———— - -+

After an application of Lemma the induced map on homotopy colimits is
the desired map y(E). O

6. The Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for additive categories
with automorphisms

In [22] Theorem 0.4] the following twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition is
proved for the connective K-theory spectrum.

THEOREM 6.1 (The twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for connective
K-theory of additive categories). Let A be an additive category which is idempotent
complete. Let ®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.

(i) Then there is a weak equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, P),

aVvby Vb_: Tk@-1)VNK(As[t]) VNK(As[t']) = K(As[t,t™']);
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(i) There exist weak homotopy equivalences of spectra, natural in (A, ®),

~

ONK(As[t]) < E(A,®);
KA VEA ®) = K(Nil(A4 ®)).

Here Tk (g1 is the mapping torus of the map K(®~1): K(A) — K(A), that
is, the pushout of
o~ 1yvid

K(A) A [0,1]4 <3200 g ) A {0, 1), BV g g,
The spectrum NK(Ag[t*1]) is by definition the homotopy fiber of the map
K(As[t*]) — K(A)

induced by evaluation at 0. The category Nil(A, ®) is the exact category of ®-
nilpotent endomorphisms of A whose objects are morphisms f: ®(A4) — A, with
A € ob(A) which are nilpotent in a suitable sense. For more details of the con-
struction of the spectra and maps appearing the result above, we refer to [22]
Theorem 0.1]. In that paper it is also claimed that Theorem implies by the de-
looping construction of this paper in a formal manner the following non-connective
version, where the maps a°, bS°, and b™ are defined completely analogous to the
maps a, by, b_, but now for K* instead of K.

THEOREM 6.2 (The twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for non-connective
K-theory of additive categories). Let A be an additive category. Let ®: A — A be
an automorphism of additive categories.

(i) There exists a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, ®@),
a>™ Vb Vb>: Tke(g-1) vV NK®(Ap[t]) V NK™(As[t7]) = K> (As[t,t']);

(i) There exist weak homotopy equivalences of spectra, natural in (A, ®),

~

ONK™(As[t])) < E®(A,®);
K®(A) VE®(A,®) = KA, ),

. } . . .
where K, (A, @) is a specific spectrum whose connective cover is the

spectrum K (Nil(A, ¢)).

To deduce Theorem [6.2] from Theorem [6.1] we will think of all functors appear-
ing as functors in the pair (A, ®) and apply a variation of the delooping construction
to these functors. In particular, the spectrum K3, (A, ®) is obtained by delooping
the functor

(A, @) — K(Nil(A, ®)).
The next remark formalizes how to do deloop functors in (A, ®).

REMARK 6.3 (Extension of the delooping construction to diagrams). Let C
be a fixed small category which will become an index category. Let Add-Cat®
be the category of C-diagrams in Add-Cat, i.e., objects are covariant functors
C — Add-Cat and morphisms are natural transformations of these.

Our delooping construction can be extended from Add-Cat to Add-Cat® as
follows, provided that the obvious version of Condition [[L1 which was originally
stated for E: Add-Cat — Spectra, holds now for E: Add-Cat® — Spectra.

The functors z[t], 2[t71], z[t,t 1] from Add-Cat to Add-Cat, extend to func-
tors z[t]C, z[t1]C, z[t,t7 1€ Add-Cat® — Add-Cat® by composition. Analogously
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the natural transformations ig, i1+, j+ and ev(jf, originally defined for Add-Cat, do
extend to natural transformations of functors Add-Cat® — Add-Cat®. Now the
definitions of section [l make still sense if we start with a functor E: Add-Cat® —
Spectra and end up with functors Add-Cat® — Spectra, where it is to be un-
derstood that everything is compatible with Condition [[Jl Moreover, the notion
of a c-contracted functor, the construction of E[oo], Lemma 2.2 Theorem [B.4]
Corollary B.7 and Theorem [5.1] carry over word by word if we replace Add-Cat by
Add-Cat® everywhere. From the definitions we also conclude:

LEMMA 6.4. Let G: Add-Cat® — Add-Cat be a functor. Suppose that there
are natural tsomorphisms in a commutative diagram

o

G o 2[t]¢ z[t] o G

\G(H) lﬂ

Goz[t7 1 ——————2[t7 Yo G;

Ic(j) L

Goz[t,t Y] — = S 2[t,t7 0@

Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a functor respecting Condition [L1.
Then E: Add-Cat — Spectra is c-contracted if and only if EoG': Add-Cat® —

Spectra is c-contracted, and we have a natural isomorphism
E[oo] 0 G 2 (E o G)[o].

We will always be interested in the case where C is the groupoid with one
object and Z as automorphism group of this object. We will write Add-Cat; for
Add-Cat® in this case. Then objects in Add-Cat, are pairs (A, D) consisting of
a small additive category A and an automorphism &: A = Aand a morphism
F: (Ao, ®o) — (A1, ®1) is a functor of additive categories F': Ay — A; satisfying
Py 0 F = Fod,.

Our main examples for functors G as appearing in Lemma will be the
functors

z[s*1]: Add-Cat; — Spectra, (A, ®) — Ag[sT],
2[s,s7']: Add-Cat; — Spectra, (A, ®) — Agpls,s ']
(The subscript “t” stands for “twisted”, since these functors are the obvious twisted
generalizations of the functors z[t*!] and z[t,t~!] from Section [I with the variable
t replaced by s for the sake of readability.)
Let us go back to the situation of Section [Il where we were given a functor
E: Add-Cat — Spectra satisfying Condition [Tl Replacing z[t*!] and z[t, '] by
their twisted versions throughout, we may define the twisted versions

B'E,N. E,Z' . E,ZE: Add-Cat; — Spectra

of the corresponding functors appearing in Section [[I The role of the functor
E A (S1), is now taken by the functor

T'E(A,®) = Tg@-1)
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given by the mapping torus of the map E(®~1): E(4) — E(A). Condition [Tl
implies in this setting that there is a natural transformation
a': T'E — Z'E.
(It is induced by the natural transformation
idat: @71(4) —» A

between the functors ®~1 o and i, where i: A — Ag[t,t!] is the canonical inclu-
sion.)

In these terms, the natural transformation from Theorem is just given
by the twisted version of the Bass-Heller-Swan map

BHS": T'TEVN,EVN'E — Z'E

applied to E = K.
Next we want to apply the delooping construction to the Nil-groups.

LEMMA 6.5. The functor (A, ®) — K(Nil(A, ®)) is I-contracted.
ProOOF. The functors
(A, @) — K(Nil(Idem A4, Idem ®),
(A, @) — K(Idem A) vV ONK((Idem A)1gem o[t ')
are, by Theorem IZEI naturally equivalent. In the second functor, the first
summand is 0-contracted by Theorem 27 The second summand is 0-contracted
by Theorem [24land Lemmal6.4] noticing that Q decreases the degree of contraction
by one. From Lemma it follows that second functor is 0-contracted. Hence

the first functor is 0-contracted, too.
There is a natural splitting

K(Nil(A4, ®)) ~ K(A) v Nil(A, ®)
induced by the obvious projection Nil(A, ®) — A and its section A — (A, 0). Next
we show that the map induced by the inclusion

Nil(A, ®) — Nil(Idem A, Idem )

is an equivalence of spectra.
Denote Nil; := m;Nil. In the diagram

0— s K(A) — S Ky(Nil(A4, ) — 5 Nil;(4, &) ——— 0

\ | \

0 — K;(Idem A) — K;(Nil(Idem A, Idem ®)) — Nil;(Idem A, Idem ®) —— 0

the left and middle vertical arrows are bijections for ¢ > 1 and injections for i = 0,
by cofinality. Since both rows are split exact and the splittings are compatible with
the vertical arrows, also the right arrow is bijective for ¢ > 1 and injective for ¢ = 0.

We are left to show surjectivity for ﬁlg. So let ((A,p), ¢) represent an element
of Nilp(Idem A, Idem ®). Then the same element is also represented by ((A4, p), ¢) B
((A,1 — p),0) which clearly has a preimage in Nily(A, ®).
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Now the following diagram commutes:

~

K(Nil(A, ®)) = K(Ag[t]) v Nil(A, @)

\ |

K (Nil(Idem A, Idem ®)) = K ((Idem A)1gem ¢ [t]) V Nil(Idem A, Idem &)

Thinking of all terms as functors in (A, ®), we know that the lower left term is 0-

contracted. It follows from Lemma that ﬁl(A, ®) is 0-contracted. Moreover
the functor (A, ®) — K(As[t]) is 1-contracted by Theorem 24 and Lemma [64
Applying again proves the claim. O

Hence we may apply the delooping construction to the functor
(A, D) — K(Nil(A4, ®))

to obtain a new functor K33,(A, ®). It follows from cofinality and Lemma [3.6] that
the map induced by the inclusion

K (A, @) — KR (Idem A, Idem @)

is a weak equivalence.

PROOF OF THEOREM As K satisfies Condition [[LT] the same is true
for T'K and N% E and hence for their wedge. So we may apply the delooping con-
struction to the transformation BHS!; using compatibility with the smash product,
we get from Theorem a natural homotopy equivalence

(6.6)  BHS'[o0]: (T'K)[o0] V (N K)[oo] V (N K)[oo] = (Z'K)[oc].
An application of Lemma [3.6]to the functors z[s, s™!] and z;[sT!] implies that
(6.7) (Z'K)[o0] = ZUK™®, (N4 K)[oo] 2 NLK™.

By definition, the mapping torus is a homotopy pushout; the compatibility of the de-
looping construction with homotopy colimits (Theorem [5.1]) implies that the canon-
ical transformation

a: T'K™ — (T'K)[oo]
is a weak equivalence. Thus, from (G.0]) we obtain a natural homotopy equivalence
afooloa Vb Vb : Tge (g-1) VNK™® (Ap[t]) VINK™ (A [t ]) = K> (As[t,t']);

It remains to show that the map afoo] o @ defined in this way agree with the
map a*°, that is, the map

a': T'E —» Z'E
for E = K™ as a functor which satisfies Condition [Tl In fact, the diagram

T{QLE) ————— QLT'E

laLE JLaE

Z'QLE) —— 5 QLZ'E
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with the canonical horizontal arrows is commutative. Iterating the construction
shows that

T*(E[o0]) ———— (T'E)[oq]

J/aE[oo] laE[oo]

Z'(E[oc]) —— (Z'E)[]

is also commutative. The lower horizontal isomorphisms is ([6.7); comparing with
the proof of Theorem [B.Ilshows that the upper horizontal map agrees with «. This
implies the claim.

Here we use that K-theory may be naturally defined on chain complexes: If
A is an additive category, we denote by Ch(A) the category of bounded chain
complexes over 4. This category is naturally a Waldhausen category where the
weak equivalences are the chain homotopy equivalences and the cofibrations are the
maps which are level-wise inclusions into a direct summand. As for any Waldhausen
category, the K-theory spectrum K(Ch(A)) =: Kcn(A) is defined. By the Gillet-
Waldhausen theorem, K¢y, is naturally equivalent to K [13] Proposition 6.1].

Given (4, f) in Nil(A, ®), denote by x(A, f) the following 1-dimensional chain
complex in Aglt]:

o(A) =4 A
This leads to a functor x: Nil(A, ) — Ch(Ag[t]); this functor induces a map
K(x): K(Nil(A, ®)) = Kon(Ag[t]).

In [22] Section 8] it is shown that if A is idempotent complete, then K(x) is part
of a homotopy fiber sequence

(6.8) K(Nil(A4,?)) — Kcn(As [til]) — Ken(Ast, til]).

Now each of the terms in this sequence, as a functor in (A, ®), satisfies Con-
dition [Tl and the maps in the sequence are compatible transformations. Applying
the delooping construction to each of the terms leads to a sequence

(6.9) Rn(A @) = K&, (As[t]) = K&, (As[t,t71)).

Note that by the Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem and Lemma [6.4] the middle and
right terms are naturally homotopy equivalent to K™= (Ag[t]) and K> (As[t,t71]),
respectively.

We will show that this sequence is a fibration sequence for any (A, ®). To do
this, consider the commutative diagram

KoNil — 3 Ky 02t ——— Ko Zt

| | |

K o Nil o Idem; —— Ky, © Zf, o Idem; —— Ky, 0 ZF o Idemy

of functors whose top line at the object (A, ®) is just (6.8), and where we define
Idem, (A, @) := (Idem(.A),Idem(®)). Notice that the bottom line of this diagram,
at any object (A, ®), is a fibration sequence.

We claim that all the functors in this diagram are 1-contracted. In fact, we
showed in Lemma (and its proof) that the left terms are 1-contracted. The
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middle and right upper terms are l-contracted as the functor K ~ K¢y is 1-
contracted.
At the object (A, ®), the middle vertical arrow is given by the map induced by
the inclusion
Kcn(As[t]) = Ken((Idem A)rgem(a) [1])-
In particular, by cofinality, it induces an isomorphism in degrees > 1. When pre-
composed with Z,, it becomes

(6.10) Kon((Als])e[t]) = Kon((Idem(Afs]))raem (@) [t]-

Now the idempotent completion of (A[s])s[t] is also an idempotent completion of
(Idem(A[s]))1dem(a)[t]. As m,K is invariant under idempotent completions, we see
that (6I0) induces isomorphisms in homotopy groups of degree > 1.

The same argument works with Z replaced by Z_ and Z. We conclude that
the restricted Bass-Heller-Swan maps for the upper and the lower middle terms
in the diagram are isomorphic in degree > 1. Smashing with (S'), preserves
connectivity; so the unrestricted Bass-Heller-Swan maps for the middle terms are
also isomorphic in degrees > 2. Thus, to show that the lower middle term is 1-
contracted, we are left to show split injectivity of the restricted Bass-Heller-Swan
map in degree 0.

This map is given by

7oK ((Idem(A)s[t]) @ moK (Idem(A[s])s[t]) ® moK (Idem(A[s ) s [t])
— moK((Idem(A[s, s~ ])a[t]).

Split injectivity holds as moK(A) = moK(Ag[t]) for any (A, @) (as in the proof of
Theorem 24)), and Kigem is 0-contracted.

Thus the lower middle term is 1-contracted and the middle vertical map induces
an isomorphism in degrees > 1. The corresponding statements hold for the right
terms in the diagram, by the very same arguments.

Applying the delooping construction to the whole diagram, we obtain a new
diagram whose top line, at (A, ®) is given by (6.3)), and whose bottom line is still
a fiber sequence by Theorem [B.Il By Lemma all the vertical maps are weak
homotopy equivalences. We conclude that the upper line is a fibration sequence.
This is what we claimed, for the upper line, at the object (A, ®), is just (69).

In [22] Section 3] it is shown that part of Theorem follows formally
from (G.8). The same arguments apply to prove that part of Theorem
follows from (E.9)). O

REMARK 6.11 (Schlichting’s non-connective K-theory spectrum for exact cate-
gories). Notice that Nil(A4, @) is an exact category whose exact structure does not
come from the structure of an additive category. Schlichting [27] has defined non-
connective K-theory for exact categories. It is very likely that Schlichting’s non-
connected K-theory applied to the exact category Nil(A, ®) is weakly homotopy
equivalent to our non-connective version Kg5,(A, ®) in a natural way. This would
follow from Corollary B if Schlichting’s non-connective K-theory of Nil(A, ®) is
oo-contracted, or, equivalently, has a Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition.

It is conceivable that the twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for connec-
tive K-theory, which is described in Theorem [6.1] and whose proof is given in [22],
can be extended directly to the non-connective setting described in Theorem
using Schlichting’s non-connective version of K-theory for exact categories and his
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localization theorem instead of Waldhausen’s approximation and fibration theo-
rems.

7. Filtered colimits

Suppose that the small category J is filtered, i.e., for any two objects jo and
j1 there exists a morphism w: j — j' in J with the following property: There exist
morphisms from both jy and j; to j, and for any two morphisms ug: jo — j and
u1: j1 — j we have uo jo = wuo j;. Given a functor A: J — Add-Cat, its colimit
colim A in the category of small categories exists and is in a natural way an additive
category.

(We do not need an explicit description, but one can see that

ob(colim .A) = colim(ob(A))
and that the abelian group of morphisms from A to B is given by
(colim A)(A, B) = colim;¢ J< P AG)4;, Bj)>
Aj:Bj

where the coproducts range over all objects A;, B; € A(j) projecting to A resp. B.)
For a functor E: Add-Cat — Spectra, we say that E commutes with filtered
colimits if for any A: J — Add-Cat the canonical map

hocolimE o A — E(colim .A)

is a weak homotopy equivalence. By Lemma this is equivalent to saying
that

colimm,Eo A = m.E(colim A).

PROPOSITION 7.1. Suppose that E commutes with filtered colimits and satisfies
Condition [I1l Then E[oc] commutes with filtered colimits.

Quillen’s (or Waldhausen’s) connective K-theory spectrum K commutes with
filtered colimits [24] (9) on page 20]. Letting K°(A) := m; (K*(A)), we conclude:

COROLLARY 7.2. If J is filtered and A: J — Add-Cat is a covariant functor,
then the canonical homomorphism

colimy K;°(A) — K;°(colimy A)
is bijective for all i € Z.

Schlichting proves compatibility of negative K-theory with colimits in [28]
Corollary 5], cf. Section [

PRrROOF OF PROPOSITION [Tl Let A: J — Add-Cat. It follows from the def-
inition of the categories A[t*!] and A[t,t~!] that the the canonical functors

colim; (A(4)[tF]) — (colim A)[tE1],  colim;(A(j)[t,t1]) — (colim A)[t,t "]

are isomorphisms. It follows that the functors ZLE and ZE commute with filtered
colimits, too.
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Lemma implies then that for F € {Ng,B,,B,L}, FE commutes with
filtered colimits. The square

hocolim E o A —20¢lms 10 eolim QLE o A

E(colim A) ————=2—— QLE(colim A)

with canonical vertical arrows is commutative. Iterating this construction and

applying Lemma we see that
hocolim E[cc] o A — E[oo](colim A)
is a weak equivalence. (I

REMARK 7.3. In [Il Theorem 1.8 (i) on page 43] it is shown that the Farrell-
Jones Isomorphism Conjecture is inherited under filtered colimits of groups (with
not necessarily injective structure maps), but only for rings as coefficients. The
same statement remains true if one allows coefficients in additive categories, as
stated in [5 Corollary 0.8]. The proof of [I Theorem 1.8 (i) on page 43] in the
K-theory case carries over directly as soon as one has Theorem available, it is
needed in the extension of [5, Lemma 6.2 on page 61] to additive categories. The
analog of Theorem for L-theory is obvious since the L-groups of an additive
category with involution can be defined elementwise instead of referring to the
homotopy groups of a spectrum.

8. Homotopy K-theory

Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a (covariant) functor and let Fy : Add-Cat —
Add-Cat be the functor sending A to A[t]. Denote by FLE: Add-Cat — Add-Cat
the composite Eo Fy . The natural inclusion i : A — A[t], which sends a morphism
f:A—= Bto f-t': A — B, induces a natural transformation i, : E — F,E of
functors Add-Cat — Spectra. Define inductively the functor F?: Add-Cat —

Spectra by F?E := F,(F} 'E) starting with F} = E. Define inductively
i": F*"'E — F"E by i7 = i;(i%7"") starting with il := i;. Thus we obtain
a sequence of transformations of functors Add-Cat — Spectra

il i2 i3
E=F)E S F.E-S5FE 5. ..

DEFINITION 8.1 (Homotopy stabilization HE). Define the homotopy stabiliza-
tion
HE: Add-Cat — Spectra
of E: Add-Cat — Spectra to be the homotopy colimit of the sequence above. Let

h: E — HE

be given by the zero-th structure map of the homotopy colimit. We call E homotopy
stable if h is a weak equivalence.

This construction has the following basic properties. Let evy : As[t] — A be
the functor sending Y, fi - t* to fo.

LEMMA 8.2. Let E: Add-Cat — Spectra be a covariant functor.
(i) HE is homotopy stable;
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(i) Suppose that E is homotopy stable. Let A be any additive category with
an automorphism ®: A =5 A. Then the maps

E(evy): E(Aslf]) = B(A);
E(i"): E(4) = E(As[t),
are weak homotopy equivalences.
Proor. This follows from the definitions since the obvious map from the
homotopy colimit of
.1 .2 .3
op t ple o2t
FE—F,E—FE—.-
to
P T T g
FIE—-F E—FE—.-
given by applying iy in each degree is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Consider an additive category A with an automorphism &: A4 =, A. Define a
functor js: As[t] = (As[t])[s] by sending >=,~, fi-t" to Y50 (fi-t")-s". Let eveg
and ev,—; respectively be the functors (As[t])[s] — As[t] sending a morphism
Zizo (Zjizo fjoit7)-s': A— Bto Y jos0 fioo A= Band 3 50 5 50 fiiit
ti: A — B respectively. Recall that i4: A — Aglt] is the obvious inclusion. Then

€Vg=(0 0Js = J4 © eVaL7 evs=19Js = id a4[y -

The composite of both evs—g and evs—; with the canonical inclusion &k : Ag[t] —
(Ao[t])[s] is the identity. Since E is homotopy stable by assumption, the map
E(ky): E(As[t]) — E((As[t])[s]) is a weak equivalence. Hence the functors ev,—g
and ev,—; induce same homomorphism after applying 7; o E for ¢ € Z. This implies
that the composite

i (E(A, 1)) s (B(A)) D, (B A1)
+

is the identity. Since evy oiy = id 4, also the composite

mi(E(evy))

m:(B(ig)) mi (E(evd))
T (E(A)) —+> T (E(A¢[t])) —0> T (E(A))
is the identity. Hence E(ev{): E(As[t]) — E(A) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

(]

REMARK 8.3 (Universal property of H). Notice that Lemma says that
up to weak homotopy equivalence the transformation h: E — HE is universal
(from the left) among transformations f: E — F to homotopy stable functors
F: Add-Cat — Spectra since we obtain a commutative square whose lower vertical
arrow is a weak homotopy equivalence

E—2LHE

-

F—§>HF

Lemma essentially says that homotopy stable automatically implies
homotopy stable in the twisted case.
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DEFINITION 8.4 (Homotopy K-theory). Define the homotopy K-theory func-
tors
HK,HK>: Add-Cat — Spectra

to be the homotopy stabilization in the sense of Definition Bl of the functors
K,K*>: Add-Cat — Spectra.

LEMMA 8.5. The functor HK is 1-contracted and there is a weak equivalence
HK [00] = HK>.
PROOF. As
T HE(A) 2 colim,, m E(Alt1, ..., ts])
we conclude that HE is c-contracted provided that E is c-contracted. Applying

Theorem [2.4] we see that HK is 1-contracted. Also HK® is oo-contracted. The
claim now follows from Lemma O

LEMMA 8.6 (Bass-Heller-Swan for homotopy K-theory). Let A be an additive

category with an automorphism ®: A = A Then we get for all n € Z a weak
homotopy equivalence

a™: Tgeo(g-1) — HK™®(Ag[t,t71]).

PRrROOF. We conclude from Theorem and the fact that the Bass-Heller-
Swan map is compatible with homotopy colimits in the spectrum variable and HK>®
is defined as a homotopy colimit in terms of K* that there is a weak equivalence
of spectra, natural in (A, @),

aVb Vb_: Trge(a-1)VNHK® (Ag [t VNHK™ (Ag[t7']) = HK™® (Aplt,t ).

Since all the homotopy groups of the terms NHK > (Ag[t]) and NHK> (Ag[t~1])
vanish by Lemma Lemma follows. O

REMARK 8.7 (Identification with Weibel’s definition). Weibel has defined a
version of homotopy K-theory for a ring R by a simplicial construction in [31]. Tt
is not hard to check using Remark[83] which applies also to the constructions of [31]
instead of H, that m;(HK1gem (R)) and m;(HK*(R)) can be identified with the one
in [31], if R is a skeleton of the category of finitely generated free R-modules.

9. The Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy K-theory

The Farrell-Jones Conjecture for (non-connective) homotopy K-theory has been
treated for rings in [3]. Meanwhile it has turned out to be useful to formulate the
Farrell-Jones Conjecture for additive categories as coefficients since then one has
much better inheritance properties, see for instance [5] and [10]. The Farrell-Jones
Conjecture for (non-connective) K-theory for additive categories is true for a group
G, if for any additive G-category A the assembly map

HE (Fye(G); K%)= HE (pt; K) = Ko / A)
G

is bijective for all n € Z, where Ey¢(G) is the classifying space for the family of
virtually cyclic groups. If one replaces K*: Add-Cat — Spectra by the functor
HK®>: Spectra — Add-Cat and Ey¢(G) by the classifying space Eri,(G) for the
family of finite subgroups, one obtains the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for algebraic
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(non-connective) homotopy K-theory with coefficients in additive categories. It
predicts the bijectivity of

HE (Erin(G): HK) — HS (pt: HK) = KH, ( / A)
G

for all n € Z, where KH,,(B) denotes m, ((HK>(B)) for an additive category B.
For the following result, denote by FJH(G) the statement “The Farrell-Jones

Conjecture for algebraic homotopy K-theory with coefficients in additive categories
holds for G”.

THEOREM 9.1 (Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy K-theory).

(i) Let 1 - K — G — Q — 1 be an extensions of groups. If FJH(Q) and
FJH(p~Y(H)) for any finite subgroup H C Q, then FJH(G);
(ii) If G acts on a tree T such that FJH(G,) for every stabilizer group G, of
x €T, then FJH(G);
(ii) If G satisfies the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for algebraic K-theory with
coefficients in additive categories, then FJH(QG).
PROOF. This follows from [3], Corollary 4.4].

It is easy to check that the arguments in Bartels-Liick [3] carry over from rings
to additive categories since they are on the level of equivariant homology theories.

It follows from [16, Remark 1.6] that the assembly map
HE (Bve, (61 KF) ~ H06KF) = K [ A)
a

is bijective for n € Z, where we have replaced VC by the smaller family of subgroups
VC of virtually cyclic subgroups of type I, i.e., of subgroups which are either finite
or admit an epimorphism to Z with finite kernel. Since HK® is given by a specific
homotopy colimit, the assembly map is required to be bijective for all additive G-
categories A and is compatible with homotopy colimits in the spectrum variable,
we conclude that

HS (Eye, (G):HK) — H (pt; HKY) = KH, ( / A)
G

is bijective for n € Z. In order to replace VC; by Fin, we have to show in view of
the Transitivity Principle, see for instance [2] Theorem 1.11] or [4] Theorem 1.5],
that for any virtually cyclic group V of type I the assembly map

HE (Erin(V):HK) — HE (pt; HK) = KH, ( / A)
\%

is bijective for all n € Z. This follows for V = Z from Lemma[8.Glsince the assembly
map appearing above can be identified with the map appearing in Lemma The
general case of an extension 1 — F' — V — Z can be reduced to case V = Z by

assertion O

REMARK 9.2 (Wreath products). We can also consider the versions “with finite
wreath products”, i.e., we require for a group G that the Farrell-Jones Conjecture is
not only satisfied for G itself, but for all wreath products of G with finite groups, see
for instance [18]. The advantage of this version is that it is inherited to overgroups
of finite index. This follows from the fact that an overgroup H of finite index of
G can be embedded into a wreath product G F for a finite group F, see [17|
Section 2.6]. Theorem [0l remains true for the version with finite wreath products,
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where assertion can be reduced to the statement that for an extension 1 — G —
@ — 1 the Farrell-Jones Conjecture with wreath products holds for G if it holds
for K and Q.

REMARK 9.3 (Status of the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy K-theory).
Because of assertion and of Theorem [@.] the class of groups for which the
Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy algebraic K-theory is known is larger than
the class for the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for algebraic K-theory. For instance,
elementary amenable groups satisfy the version for homotopy K-theory, just adapt
the argument in [8, Theorem 1.3 (i), Lemma 2.12]. On the other hand, it is not
known whether the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for algebraic K-theory holds for the
semi-direct product Z[1/2] x Z, where Z acts by multiplication with 2 on Z[1/2] X Z.

To summarize, the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy K-theory for coeffi-
cients in additive categories with finite wreath products has the following properties:

e It is known for elementary amenable groups, hyperbolic, CAT(0)-groups,
GL,(R) for aring R whose underlying abelian group is finitely generated,
arithmetic groups over number fields, arithmetic groups over global fields,
cocompact lattices in almost connected Lie groups, fundamental groups
of (not necessarily compact) 3-manifolds (possibly with boundary), and
one-relator groups;

e It is closed under taking subgroups;

e It is closed under taking finite direct products and finite free products;

e It is closed under directed colimits (with not necessarily injective) struc-
ture maps;

e It is closed under extensions as explained in Remark 0.2}

e It has the tree property, see Theorem

e It is closed under passing to overgroups of finite index.

This follows from the results above and [2], [6], [7], [9], and [26].

REMARK 9.4 (Implications of the homotopy K-theory version to the K-theory
version). We have already seen above that the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for K-
theory with coefficients in additive categories implies the Farrell-Jones Conjecture
for homotopy K-theory with coefficients in additive categories. Next we discuss
some cases, where the Farrell-Jones Conjecture for homotopy K-theory with coef-
ficients in the ring R gives implications for the injectivity part of the Farrell-Jones
Conjecture for K-theory with coefficients in the ring R. These all follow by inspect-
ing for a ring R the following commutative diagram

HS (Bye(G); Ky ) — HY (pt; K¥) = K, (RG)
T
HS (Erin(G); KF) KH(h>)

hoo

where the two vertical arrows pointing downwords are induced by the transforma-
tion h*: K* — HK®™, the map f is induced by the inclusion of families Fin C VC
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and the two horizontal arrows are the assembly maps for K-theory and homotopy
K-theory.

Suppose that R is regular and the order of any finite subgroup of G is invertible
in R. Then the two left vertical arrows are known to be bijections. This follows for f
from |20, Proposition 2.6 on page 686] and for h* from [15] Lemma 4.6] and the fact
that RH is regular for all finite subgroups H of G and hence K,,(RH) — KH,(RH)
is bijective for all n € Z. Hence the (split) injectivity of the lower horizontal arrow
implies the (split) injectivity of the upper horizontal arrow.

Suppose that R is regular. Then the two left vertical arrows are rational bijec-
tions, This follows for f from [21] Theorem 0.3]. To show it for h> it suffices be-
cause of [I5] Lemma 4.6] to show that K, (RH) — KH,(RH) is rationally bijective
for each finite group H and n € Z. By the version of the spectral sequence appear-
ing in [31] 1.3] for non-connective K-theory, it remains to show that N?K, (RH)
vanishes rationally for all n € Z. Since R[t] is regular if R is, this boils down to
show that NK,(RH) is rationally trivial for any regular ring R and any finite group
H. This reduction can also be shown by proving directly that the structure maps
of the system of spectra appearing in the Definition 8] of HK are weak homotopy
equivalences. The proof that NK,(RH) is rationally trivial for any regular ring
R and any finite group H can be found for instance in [21] Theorem 9.4]. Hence
the upper horizontal arrow is rationally injective if the lower horizontal arrow is
rationally injective.
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