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A TWISTED BASS-HELLER-SWAN DECOMPOSITION FOR THE
ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

WOLFGANG LUCK AND WOLFGANG STEIMLE

ABSTRACT. We prove a twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for both the
connective and the non-connective K-theory spectrum of additive categories.

INTRODUCTION

Statement of the main results. Let A be a (small) additive category together

with an automorphism ®: A = A of additive categories. Let Ag [t,t7!] be the as-
sociated twisted finite Laurent category (see Definition [[LT]) and denote by A4 [t] and
Ag [t71] the obvious additive subcategories of Ag[t,t 1] (see Definition[[.2)). Denote
by K*°(A) the non-connective K -theory spectrum of the additive category A. De-
note by Tge(g-1) the mapping torus of the map of spectra K>®(®~1): K®(A) —
K>(A). Define NK*(Ag[t*1]) to be the homotopy fiber of the map of spectra
K™ (evi): K®(Ap[t*!]) — K*®(A) induced by the functor of additive categories
evgE : Ag[tT1] — A obtained by evaluating at t = 0. There is a certain Nil-category
Nil(A, @) for which its non-connective K -theory K, (A, ®) is a certain delooping
of the connective K-theory K(Nil(A, ®)).

To talk about functoriality, denote by Add-Cat the category of small additive
categories and additive functors. Let us consider the group Z as a category and
denote by Add-C at? the category of functors Z — Add-Cat, with natural transfor-
mations as morphisms. Note that an object of this category is precisely described
by a pair (A, ®) as above.

The main theorem of this paper is:

Theorem 0.1 (The Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for non-connective K-theory
of additive categories). Let A be an additive category. Let ®: A — A be an auto-
morphism of additive categories.

(i) There exists a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, @),
a® Vb Vb¥: Tke@g-1) VNK®(Ast]) v NK>®(Ag[t71]) = K®(Ag[t, t7Y]):

(ii) There exist a functor E®: Add-Cat” — Spectra and weak homotopy
equivalences of spectra, natural in (A, @),

ONK™(As[t])) < E¥(A,®);
K*(A) VE®(A,®) = KA ).
Next we state what we get after applying homotopy groups.
Remark 0.2 (Wang sequence). We obtain for all n € Z a natural splitting

Kn(As[t,t™1])

o

— Cn(As[t,t71]) @ NK,,(A) © NK,,(A),
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if we define C,,(As[t,t71]) to be the cokernel of the split injective homomorphism
K,(b) ® K,(b>): NK, (A) & NK,(A) = K,(Ag[t,t™']), and get a long exact
Wang sequence, infinite to both sides,

O g (A) KT ey K o (At 1)
ﬁ) Kn—l(.A) Ky—1(®)—id Kn—l(-A) Kn—1(io)

Example 0.3 (Finitely generated free R-modules). Let R be an (associative) ring
(with unit). Let R be the category whose objects consist of natural numbers m =
0,1,2... and whose morphisms from m to n are given by the abelian group of n-by-
m-matrices with entries in R. The composition is given by matrix multiplication.
The (categorical) direct sum of m and n is m+n and on morphisms given by taking
block matrices.

Then R is a skeleton of the category of finitely generated free right R-modules,
and RI[t,t71] = Ria[t,t7!] is a skeleton for the category of finitely generated free
modules over the group ring R[t,¢!]. In this situation Theorem [ILT[(i)| reduces for
A =R to the classical Bass-Heller Swan isomorphism

Kn(R) ® Kn_1(R) ® NK,(R) ® NK,(R) = K,(R[t,t"']) forn € Z,
and Theorem IIEI:I reduces for 4 =R and n > 0 to the classical isomorphism
K,(Nil(R)) = K, (R) ® NK,+1(R).

If R comes with a ring automorphism ¢: R — R and we equip R with the in-

duced automorphism &: R = R, then Ra[t,t7 1] is equivalent to the category of
finitely generated free modules over the twisted group ring Ry[t,t~!]. Hence Theo-
rem provides, after applying m,, a twisted Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition
of the twisted group ring Rg[t,t1].

There is also a version for the connective K-theory spectrum K. Denote by
Add-Cat;. C Add-Cat the full subcategory on idempotent complete categories.

Theorem 0.4 (The 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, ®),
aVvby Vb_: Tk@-1)VNK(As[t]) VNK(As[t']) = K(As[t,t']);

(ii) There exist a functor E: (Add-Cat;.)? — Spectra and weak homotopy
equivalences of spectra, natural in (A, ®),
ONK(Aslt]) < E(A,®);
K(A) VE(A, ®) = K(Nil(4;d)).

We emphasize that for the connective version some care is necessary concerning
the interpretation after applying 7, in the case n = 0, since in contrast to the
non-connective K-theory spectrum the passage from an additive category to its
idempotent completion does change the zeroth K-group and the assumption that
A is idempotent complete does not imply that As[t], As[t™!], or Aslt,t™] is
idempotent complete. At least the canonical inclusion of an additive category in
its idempotent completion yields a map on the connected K-theory spectra which
induces isomorphisms on m, for n > 1.

Recall that Ky(A) is obtained as the Grothendieck construction of the abelian
monoid of stable isomorphism classes of objects in A under direct sum. (Two
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objects Ag and A; are stably isomorphic if there exists an object B such that
Ao @ B and A; @ B are isomorphic.) We get for the connective version in degree 0

o (NK (As[t])) = mo (NK(As[t™1])) = 0,

since i+ : A — Ag[t*!] is bijective on objects and ev(jf oi4+ = idy, and therefore
mo(K(evy)): Ko(As[tT!]) — Ko(A) is bijective. The Wang sequence associated to
Theorem [ [(i)] agrees with the one in Remark in degree n > 1 and ends in
degree zero by

Ko(®)—id
—_—

2 Ko(A) Ko(A) 221 i (Agt,t~1]) — 0.

Relation to other work. We start by giving a (incomplete) list of previous work
on the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition. In [4], Bass-Heller-Swan proved a de-
composition of Kj(R[t,t71]) for regular rings R. Original sources for the Bass-
Heller-Swan decomposition of Ki(R[t,t!]) for an arbitrary ring R are Bass [3|
Chapter XII] and Swan [22, Chapter 16]. Bass used the decomposition to de-
fine negative K-groups and to extend the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition in this
range. Ranicki [I8, Chapter 10] extended this decomposition of middle and lower
K-groups to additive categories. Farrell-Hsiang [6] gave a decomposition of K7 of
twisted group rings. More treatments of the classical Bass-Heller-Swan decompo-
sition can be found e.g., in [19, Theorem 3.2.22 on page 149, Theorem 3.3.3 on
page 155, Theorem 5.3.30 on page 295] and [2I, Theorem 9.8 on page 207].

Grayson [7] proved a Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition on the level of higher alge-
braic K-groups, restricting to the case of a ring. In later work [§] he generalized this
result to the case of a twisted group ring. The connective K-theory of generalized
Laurent extensions of rings is treated in Waldhausen [25] 26]. Hiittemann-Klein-
Vogell-Waldhausen-Williams [9] proved a Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for con-
nective algebraic K-theory of spaces on the spectrum level; Klein-Williams [10]
identified the relative terms with the K-theory spectrum of homotopy-nilpotent
endomorphisms.

In a companion paper [I3] to the present work we will, building on Bass’s ap-
proach, develop a non-connective delooping machine for functors from additive
categories to spectra which are n-contracting, which roughly speaking means that
the (untwisted) Bass-Heller-Swan map is bijective on 7; for i > n+1 and its reduced
version is split injective on m; for ¢ < n. It will come with a universal property.
This will enable us to make sense of K*(A) and K*°(Nil(A; ®)) and to deduce
Theorem [Tl from Theorem [0.4l This delooping machine is of interest in its own
right since it is rather elementary and comes with a universal property.

A definition of K*°(A) for an additive category .4 has also been given by Pedersen-
Weibel using controlled topology in [I5]. It can be identified with our approach us-
ing the universal property. It is also obvious from the construction of our approach
that K, (A) agrees with the original definition of Bass using contracting functors.
Notice that we cannot define K> (Nil(A; ®)) using Pedersen-Weibel [15] since we use
a different exact structure than the one coming from split exact sequences. There is
a definition of negative K-groups for exact categories presented by Schlichting [20]
which has not yet been identified with our approach for Nil(A, ®@).

The result of this paper will play a key role in a forthcoming paper by the same
authors [I4] where an explicit splitting on spectrum level of the relative Farrell-
Jones assembly map from the family of finite subgroups to the family of virtually
subgroups is given and the involution on the relative term is analyzed. Such a
splitting, but without identifying the relative term, has already been constructed
by Bartels [2] using controlled topology.
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We try to keep the presentation of the present paper as self-contained as possible,
relying just on some fundamental results in algebraic K-theory [5l [23, [27], the com-
panion paper [I3], and some very basic stable homotopy theory and category theory.
While Quillen’s setting for algebraic K-theory is very well adapted to proving the
Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for rings, it is not for the more general setup of
additive categories, as the necessary localization sequences are not available. The
remedy is to pass to the category of chain complexes over A, which is a Waldhausen
category, i.e., categories with weak equivalences and cofibrations in the sense of
Waldhausen [27], and to use Waldhausen’s approach to algebraic K-theory. Thus
it is not surprising that our proof of Theorem [.4] follows the same global pattern
as the one given in the non-linear setting by Hiittemann-Klein-Vogell-Waldhausen-
Williams [9] and Klein-Williams [I0]. Some extra work is necessary to pass back
from the category of homotopy-nilpotent endomorphisms of chain complexes over A
(“Waldhausen setting”) to the category of nilpotent endomorphisms in A (“Quillen
setting”). Such a reduction was carried out by Ranicki [I8, Chapter 9] on the level
of path-components.
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Award, granted by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft, of the first author. The
second author was also supported by the ERC Advanced Grant 288082 and by
the Danish National Research Foundation through the Centre for Symmetry and
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suggestions.
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1. PRELIMINARIES ABOUT ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

In this section we present some basics about additive categories

1.1. The twisted finite Laurent category. Let A be an additive category. Let
®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.

Definition 1.1 (Twisted finite Laurent category Ag[t,t!]). Define the ®-twisted
finite Laurent category As[t,t~1] as follows. It has the same objects as A. Given
two objects A and B, a morphism f: A — B in Ag[t,t7!] is a formal sum f =
>iez fi - t', where fi: ®'(A) — B is a morphism in A from ®‘(A) to B and only
finitely many of the morphisms f; are non-trivial. If g = > jez 95 -t7 is a morphism
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in Ag[t,t!] from B to C, we define the composite go f: A — C by

gof=>_ | X aio® ()| 1"
kez \ ijez,
i+j=k
The direct sum and the structure of an abelian group on the set of morphism from A
to B in Aglt,t~!] are defined in the obvious way using the corresponding structures

in A.
So the decisive relation is for a morphism f: A — B in A

(ida(p) t) o (f - %) = ®(f) - t.

We have already explained in Example[0.3] that for a ring R with automorphism
¢ the passage from R to Re[t,t!] corresponds to the passage of finitely generated
free modules over R to finitely generated free modules over the twisted group ring
Rylt, t71).

Definition 1.2 (Ag[t] and As[t™!]). Let Aglt] and Ag[t~1] respectively be the
additive subcategory of Ag[t,t~!] whose set of objects is the set of objects in A and
whose morphisms from A to B are the formal sums ., f; ' with f; = 0 fori <0
and i > 0 respectively (in other words, polynomials in ¢ and ¢t~1, respectively).

In the setting of Example [I.3] the additive subcategories Re|[t] and Re[t™1] of
Ra(t,t~1] correspond to the category of finitely generated free modules over the
subrings Rys[t] and Ry[t™1] of Ry[t, t™1].

1.2. Idempotent completion. Given an additive category A, its idempotent com-
pletion Idem(A) is defined to be the following additive category. Objects are mor-
phisms p: A — A in A satisfying pop = p. A morphism f from p;: A; — Ay
to pa: Ay — A is a morphism f: A1 — As in A satisfying poo fop; = f. If
A has the structure of an additive category then Idem(A) inherits such a struc-
ture, and if A has a preferred choice of finite or countable direct sums then so
does Idem(A). Obviously a functor of additive categories F': A — B induces a
functor Idem(F): Idem(A) — Idem(B) of additive categories. There is a obvious
embedding
n(A): A — Idem(A)

sending an objects A to idy: A — A and a morphism f: A — B to the mor-
phisms given by f again. An additive category A is called idempotent complete if
n(A): A — Idem(A) is an equivalence of additive categories, or, equivalently, if for
every idempotent p: A — A in A there exists objects B and C' and an isomorphism
f:ASs BaCin Asuch that fopof~l: B&C — B&C is given by ( 1%3 8 )
The idempotent completion Idem(.A) is idempotent complete.

Given a ring R, then Idem(R) of the additive category R defined in Example
is a skeleton of the additive category of finitely generated projective R-modules.

Theorem 1.3 (Passage to the idempotent completion). Let A be an additive cat-
egory and let n(A): A — Idem(A) be the canonical embedding into its idempotent
completion.

(i) The map of connective spectra K(n(A)): K(A) — K(Idem(A)) induces an
isomorphism on m, for n > 1 and an injection for n = 0;
(i) The map of non-connective spectra K= (n(A)): K= (A) — K> (Idem(A))

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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Proof. This is proved in [23, Theorem A.9.1.].
This follows from assertion |(i)| and [I3], Corollary 3.7]. O

1.3. Infinite direct sums. There is a functorial way of adjoining countable direct
sums to a Z-category A (compare [I, Lemma 9.2]). We go carefully through such
a construction. In order to avoid set theoretic problems, we fix for once and all a
universe, i.e., an infinite set U with base point u € U and a bijection

(1.4) T UXUSU

with 7(u,u) = u. In the sequel all index sets will be subsets of . Since we will
essentially only deal with countable index sets, we could take 4 to be the set of
integers Z and u to be 0 € Z. Given a subset J C U and for every j € J a subset
I; C U, it is not clear how the disjoint union of the I;-s can be considered as subset
of U, but we can consider instead 7(G(I;,j € J)) for the graph G(I;,j € J) :=
{G,j)eUxU|jediecl;} CUXU.

Choose an infinite cardinal x such that the cardinality of U is greater or equal to
k. Consider a Z-category A, i.e, a small category A enriched over abelian groups.
Next we define another Z-category A" with preferred x-direct sums, i.e., for each
subset I C U of cardinality less or equal to x and a collection (A;);c; of objects
in A", there is a preferred object ,.; A; which is a direct sum of the collection
(A;)ier, ie., for each i € I there ex1sts a preferred morphism ¢;: 4; — P
such that for any object B the map

zEI

mor 4« <@ Ai,B> = HmorAn(Ai,B), F=(fot)ier
iel iel

is an isomorphism of abelian groups.

An object A in A" is given by a subset I C U of cardinality less or equal to x and
a map from I to the set of objects of A, in other words, by a collection of objects
(Ai)ier- A morphism f = (fi ;)¢ jyerxs: A= (Ai)ier — B = (Bj)je is given by a
collection of morphisms f; j: A; — B; indexed by (i,7) € I x J such that for every
i€ Itheset {j € J| f;; # 0} is finite. The composite of the morphism above with
the morphism g = (9j,x)(j,x)esxk : B = (Bj)jes — C = (Ck)rex is the morphism
gof=1(g90°f)ir)urerxx: A= (Ai)ier = C = (Ck)rex, where

(go flik = Zgj,k o fij: Ai = Ch.
j€J
The composition is well-defined and for given i € I the set {k € K | (go f)ix}
is finite, since the set {(j,k) € J x K | fi; # 0 and g, # 0} is finite for each
i € I. For two morphism f = (fi ;)i jyerxs and (f] ;)i jyerxs from A = (A;)ier to
B = (Bj)je define f + f': A— B by (fij + fi ) i.perxJ-

Consider a subset J C U of cardinality less or equal to x and a collection of
objects (A[j]);jes in A®. We want to define a model for the direct sum B, ; A[j].
Each object A[j] is given by a subset I[j] C U of cardinality less or equal to x and
a collection (A[j])i(;))ijjery) of objects in A. The object €, ; A[j] is defined by
the subset 7(G(I;,j € J)) C U, which indeed has cardinality less or equal to k, and
the collection of objects (A[T{l(k)] L Jker(G(1;,jeg)), Where 7,7 (k) denotes the
i-th component of 771(k) in U x U for i = 1,2. Consider an object B = (By)ieL
in A* and a collection of morphism (f[j]: A[j ] — B),ey of morphisms in A%. We
want to define their direct sum

P riil: DAl - B

jeJ jeJ
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Hence for every k € 7(G(I;,j € J)) and [ € L we have to specify a morphism from
A[T{l(k:)]il(k) to B;. We just take f[T{l(k)]Tfl(k”: A[T{l(k)]{l(k) — B;. One
easily checks that for given k € 7(G(I;,j € J)) the set {{ € L | f[T{l(k:)]Tfl(k)J *
0} is finite and that we just have defined a preferred k-direct sum for A”.

Consider a (small) Z-category B with a preferred s-direct sum. Then the forget-
ful functor sending a Z-category B with preferred x-direct sum to the underlying
Z-category B has a left adjoint, namely, A — A". Hence any functor of Z cate-
gories F': A — B extends in unique way to a functor F*: A" — B respecting the
preferred k-direct sums. In particular there is a well-defined functor of Z-categories
with preferred k-direct sums extending id: AR = Ax

(1.5) ¢ (AR o AR

All the constructions above go through also in the case, where one replaces the
condition of cardinality less or equal k by the condition being finite. We denote the
resulting Z-category with preferred finite direct sums (over finite index sets of U)
by Af. Thus one can extend a Z-category A to an additive category with preferred
finite sums. The construction of ¢* carries over to ¢/ in the obvious way. The
analogue of (A]) in this case is an isomorphism of categories

(1.6) cfo@aht = At

There is a canonical inclusion Af — A* respecting the preferred finite direct sums.

Let A be an additive category. Recall that this is a small Z-category with the
property that for two objects their direct sum exists, but there is no preferred model
for the direct sum required. Let A be the Z-category obtained from A by forgetting
the existence of the direct sums. Then A/ is an additive category, but now with
preferred finite sums. There is an equivalence of additive categories

F:Aijf.

It sends an object A in A to the object in Af given by the subset {u} of U and the
collection of objects indexed by {u} whose only member is A. The definition of F
on morphisms is now obvious. If we choose the structure of a preferred finite direct
sums on A, we obtain in the obvious way an equivalence of additive categories with
preferred finite direct sums

AF 2 A
So if A is already an additive category, we can replace A by A without harm.

Example 1.7. Let R be an (associative) ring (with unit). Let Ag be the Z-
category with one object * and set of morphisms mor 4,, (*,*) = R. Composition
is given by the multiplication in R and the Z-structure comes from the addition in
R. Then is Ag is another model for the additive category R of Example (.3l and in
particular a skeleton for the additive category of finitely generated free R-modules.
The category A% is a skeleton of the category of free R-modules which have R-basis
of cardinality less or equal to k.

Notation 1.8. In the sequel we will often write for A just A again. In particular

-~

(A)* will be written as A®. Moreover we think of A as sitting in A" by interpreting
A as AT
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1.4. Induction. Define functors of additive categories

(1.9) io: A — Aglt,t'];
(1.10) i A — Ap[tt);
(1.11) gi: Ap[tt] — As[t, t71];
(1.12) evi: Ap[ttl] — A

as follows. The functors ig, 74+ and i_ send a morphism f: A — B in A to the
morphism f -t°: A — B. The functors ji are just the inclusions. The functor
evi: Ap[tT!] — A is given by evaluation at ¢, i.e., it sends a morphism 3, f; -’
in Agt] or 3, fi -t in As[t!] respectively to fo. Notice that evy oiy is the
identity id4 and ig = j; 0, = j_ oi_.

These functors extend (by applying the functor A — A") to the functors denoted
by the same symbols

(1.13) io: A% — Aglt, t 1"
(1.14) ir: A — Ag[tt1";
(1.15) ga o AstT — Agt, t1)%;
(1.16) evi: Agtt]F — A"

1.5. Restriction. In the setting of Example [0.3] the additive subcategories R |[t]
and Re[t™!] of Re[t,t7!] correspond to the categories of finitely generated free
modules over the subrings Rs[t] and Ry[t™!] of Ry[t,t71], respectively, and the
functors 49, i+ and i_ corresponds to induction. If we allow countably generated
free modules, it is well known that all the three functors have right adjoints, given
by restriction. Next we extend this construction to additive categories.

To define restriction, we need to fix an embedding

(1.17) o:Z—U

satisfying o(0) = u. Actually we will suppress in the sequel ¢ in the notation and
think of Z as a subset of ¢ with 0 = w.
Define functors

(1.18) iV Ap[t, t 71" — A",

(1.19) it Ap[tT1E — A",

as follows: Consider an object B in Ag[t,t!]*. It is given by a subset J C U and
a collection (B;);es of objects in Ag[tT1]. Since Ag[tT!] and A have the same
set of objects, this is the same as a collection (B;);es of objects in A indexed
by J. The image i°(B) is the object in A”® given by the set 7(Z x J) C U and
the collection of objects in A given by (gbffl(k)BT;l(k))keT(ZXJ). Consider another
object B' in Aglt,t7!]" given by a subset J' C U and a collection (Bj/);j ey of
objects in Ag[tT!]. Let f: B — B’ be a morphisms in Ag[t,t+~!]* which is given
by a collection (f;; : B; — B;")(j,j/)e.]x.]/ of morphisms in Ag[t*!] such that
for every j € J the set {j° € J' | fj;» # 0} is finite. Each f; ; is given by a
finite formal sum Zk[j J'1€ez fj,j/,k[j,j’] . tk[j’j/’k], where fj,j’,k[j,j/] : (I)k[j’j,] (B]) — B;/
is a morphism in A. Then j(f): j(B) — j%(B’) is given by the collection of

. .0 . .O . .
morphisms (j (f)kvk,)(k,k’)GT(ZXJ)XT(ZX.]’) in A, where j°(f)gx is the morphism
I CON SN L X U L O - S (KB

) fT; ()org (k) or (k)= (k) (0] BT2 ) 0] Brgl(k')' We have
to check that for each k € 7(Z x J) the set {k' € T7(Z x J') | j°(f)k.r # 0} is finite.
This follows from the fact that the set {j' € J' | fesvg 7 0} and hence the
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set {({,7) € Z x J| ferr g # 0} are finite. One easily checks that i° respects
composition, the abelian group structure on the set of morphisms and is compatible
with the preferred k-direct sums. R

Here is a second description of i°. Define a functor of Z-categories i¥: Ag[t,t71] —
A” by sending an object A in Asg[t,t~ ], which is just an object in A, to the object
in A® given by the subset Z C U and the collection of objects (®*(B)yez. This is
the preferred direct sum €9, ., ®*(B), if we denote by abuse of notation the object
in A" given the set {k} and the collection of objects indexed by {k} C U whose
only member is ®*(B), just by ®*(B) again. A morphism in Ag[t, 1] of the shape
f-t%: A — B for a morphism f: A — B in A is sent to

Po i) P oF) — P 2.
k

k=—0o0 k=—o0

A morphism in Ag[t,t7!] of the shape ida t: ®~1(A) — A is sent to the shift
automorphism

sh: é (@71 (A) = é Ok (A)

k=—o0 k=—o0

which sends the k-th summand ®~F(®~1(A)) = &~ *+1(A) of the source iden-
tically to the (k + 1)-summand of the target. Since any morphism in Ag[t,t}]
is a finite sum of composites of such morphisms, this specifies the desired functor

i0: Ag[t,t~1] — A*. Then i is the composite
Aolt,t 1] 2 (A%)s <5 A7,

where the functor ¢* has been defined in (L3).
The construction of i* is analogous and left to the reader.

1.6. Adjunction between induction and restriction.

Lemma 1.20. The pairs (io,i°), (i1,iT) and (i_,i~) are adjoint pairs, i.e., for
objects A in A%, BT in As[t™]® and B in Ag[t,t™1]" there are isomorphisms,
natural in A and B and compatible with the preferred k-direct sum in the first
variable

mor 4« (A, i’ B);

mor 4~ (A,i" B);

MO 4, [t,¢-1) (0 A, B)

luz 1®

MOT Ag [¢]= (iJrAv B)
mor 4, 11+ (i— A, B) = morax (A,i” B).

Proof. We only treat the first isomorphism, the proof for the other ones is analogous.
The object A in A" is given by a subset I C U and a collection of objects (A;)ier
of A. The object B in As[t,t1]" is given by a subset J C U and a collection of
objects (Bj)jers of A. Then igA is the object in Ag[t,t~1]" given again by a subset
I C U and a collection of objects (A;);er of A. The object i°B in A" is given by
the set 7(Z x J) and the collection of objects (@Tflj, (Brgl(j/))j/ET(ZXJ)'

A morphism f: ig(A) — B is given by a collection (f;;: A; — Bj)(i,j)eIxJ’
where f; ;1 A; — Bj is a morphism in Ag[t,t!] such that for every i € I the set
{j € J| fij #0} is finite. Each f; ; is a finite sum Zk[i,ﬂez figk[i.d] - tklh3] | where
fikig: @19 (4;) — Bj is a morphism in A. So f is given by a collection of
morphisms f; jx: ¢*(A;) — Bj in A indexed by (i,4, k) € I x J x Z which satisfies
condition (C’): For each i € I the set {j € J | 3k € Z withf; j r # 0} is finite and
for each (¢,j) € I x J the set {k € Z| f; j » # 0} is finite.
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A morphism ¢g: A — j°B in A” is given by a collection of morphisms (gm-/ DA —
o U )(Brgl(j’)))(z‘,j’)eIxT(ZxJ) such that for each ¢ € I the set {j’ € 7(Z x J) |
gi,jv # 0} is finite. This is the same as a collection of morphisms (g; j,: A; —
(I)k(Bj))(i,j,k)eIx.]xZ in A which satisfies condition (C”): For each ¢ € I the set
{(j, k) € I XZ| gi,jr # 0} is finite.

Now we can define the desired isomorphism of abelian groups by sending a col-
lection (fm-: A, — Bj) to the same collection (fm-: A, — Bj)

(1,7)€IxJ (1,7)€IxJ
since the conditions (C’) and (C”) are equivalent.
One easily checks that this isomorphism is natural in A and B. Il

2. STRATEGY OF PROOF FOR THEOREM [0L4][(i)]

In this section we present the details of the formulation and then the basic
strategy of proof of Theorem IIEI

In the sequel K(C) denotes the connective K-theory spectrum of a Waldhausen
category C, i.e., a category with cofibrations and weak equivalences C, in the sense
of Waldhausen [27].

Remark 2.1 (Exact categories as Waldhausen categories). Any additive (in fact,
any exact) category has a canonical Waldhausen structure where the cofibrations are
the admissible monomorphisms and the weak equivalences are the isomorphisms.

In the situation of Example [I.3] we get that 7, (K(R)) = K,(R) for n > 1, the
map Z — Ko(R) sending n to [R"] is surjective and even bijective if R™ = R™
implies m = n, and 7, (K(R)) = 0 for n < —1. If we pass to the idempotent
completion Idem(R), then we obtain m,(K(Idem(R)) = K, (R) for n > 0, where
Ky (R) is the projective class group, and 7, (K(Idem(R)) = 0 for n < —1.

2.1. The NK-terms and the maps a and b.

Definition 2.2 (NK(As[t]) and NK(Ag[t™!])). Define NK(Ag[tF!]) to be the
homotopy fiber of the map of spectra K(evy): K(Ag[t*!]) — K(A).
Let b*: NK(Ag[tT!]) — K(As[tT!]) be the canonical map of spectra.

Let S: igo®~1 — iy be the natural transformation of functors of additive cat-
egories A — Ag[t,t~!] which is given on an object A in A by the isomorphism
idg t: @71(A) — A. It induces a (preferred) homotopy

(2.3) K(S): KA AL, — K(Aslt,t™1))

from K(ip) o K(®7!) to K(ip). Recall that the mapping torus of K(®~!) is by
definition the pushout

K(A) VK(A) =K(A) ALy —— K(A) AL

\K(@l)vidxw J

K(A) TK(<I>*1)

where the upper horizontal map n is given by the inclusion I — I. Hence S yields
a map of spectra

a: TK(@—I) — K(A@[t,t_lb.

Thus we have explained all terms appearing Theorem IIEI Next we explain
the strategy of its proof.
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2.2. The twisted projective line. We define the twisted projective line to be the
following additive category X = X (A, ®). Objects are triples (A, f, A™) consisting
of objects AT in As[t] and A~ in Ag[t~!] and an isomorphism f: j. AT — j_A~
in As[t,t7']. A morphism (u™,u™): (AT, f,A7) — (Bt,g,B7) in X consists of
morphisms u™: AT — BT in Ag[t] and a morphism u~: A~ — B~ in Ag[t™!]
such that the following diagram commutes in Ag[t,t7!]

jeAt —Loja-

A

j+B+T)j7B7
Let
(2.4) EE: X = As[ttl

be the functor sending (A*, f, A7) to A*.

The category X is naturally an exact category by declaring a sequence to be
exact if and only if becomes (split) exact both after applying k™ and k™.

The proof of the next result is deferred to Section

Theorem 2.5. Consider the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram of
spectra

K(k™)

K(Ag[t™1])

K(k*)l [K(j)

K(As[t, t™1])

K(j+)

There is a natural equivalence of functors T: j, o kT = j— o k™ which is given
on an object (AY, f, A7) by f. It induces a preferred homotopy K(j1) o K(kT) ~
K(j-)oK(k™).

If A is idempotent complete, then the diagram above is a weak homotopy pullback,
i.e., the canonical map from K(X) to the homotopy pullback of

K(As[t]) 2 K(Aglt,t™1)) &L K(Aglt™))

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
Let
(2.6) li:A — X fori=0,1

be the functor which sends an object A to (A4,id, A) for i = 0 and to the object
(0=1(A),ida t, A) for i = 1, and a morphism f: A — B in A to the morphism
(i4(f),i—(f)) for i =0 and (i (®71(f)),i—(f)) for i = 1.

The proof of the next result is deferred to Section
Theorem 2.7. Suppose that A is idempotent complete. Then the map of spectra
K(lo) VK(l): K(A) VK(A) = K(X).

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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2.3. Proof of Theorem [0.4] m In this subsection we finish the proof of Theo-
rem [I.4][(i)] assuming that Theorem and Theorem 2.7 are true.
There is a not necessarily commutative diagram

K(i_ )VK(i_)

(2.8) K(A) VK(A) K(As[t™'])
K(i+o<1>1)vK(i+)J lK(j)
K(Aall) ——— o Kl Aalt, 1))

The homotopy K(S): K(A) A I+ — K(Ag[t,t™!]) of [Z3) induces a preferred
homotopy K(j+) o (K((i+ o @) v K(i+)) ~ K(j_) o (K(i_) V K(i_).
Theorem 2.9. Suppose that A is idempotent complete. With respect to this choice

of homotopy, the diagram (28 is a weak homotopy pushout, i.c., the canonical
map from the homotopy pushout of

ipod VK

K(Aplt]) & O K (A) v K(A) S, g (g [1)

to K(As[t,t7Y]) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Combining Theorem and Theorem 2.7 shows that the diagram of spec-
tra (Z8)) is a weak homotopy pullback. This implies that (28] is a weak homotopy
pushout. The latter claim follows for commutative squares of spectra from [I2]
Lemma 2.6] and then follows easily for squares commuting up to a preferred homo-
topy. (I

Consider the following commutative diagram

(2.10)
K(A) vV NK (Ag [t]) B2EC Vg 4y v K (A) — 220D 30 4) v NK(As[f])
K(i+)vb+J idJ K(z’)vbJ
-1
K(Aa ) o K () VK () e K (a7 )

where m; here and in the sequel denotes the inclusion of the first summand. Let E;
and E; respectively be the homotopy pushout of the top and of the bottom row of
the diagram (2I0) respectively. One easily checks using the fact that the composite

it K(evE

K(A) K@, K(As[t*) Kleve), K(A) is the identity that all vertical arrows in
the diagram (Z.10) are weak equivalences. Hence the diagram (2.10) induces a weak
homotopy equivalence e: E; — Ey.

Let f: E, — K(Ag[t,t71]) be homotopy equivalence coming from (2.8) and
Theorem

Next we construct a weak homotopy equivalence

g: Bt - Tg(o-1) vV NK(As[t]) V NK(Ag[t71]).

Consider the following not necessarily commutative diagram

mjo(K(®1)vid)

mjo(id Vid)
—_—

K(A) v NK(As[t]) K(A) vV K(A) K(A) vV NK(As[t])

id ngVid
id v id

mio (@~ HvKad,) KA VEA) n K(A) AL

K(A) VNK(As[t™')) = —_— %
K(A) AOL; NK(As[t™'))
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where ng comes from the inclusion {0} — I, and n comes from the inclusion
0I — I. The left square commutes. The right square commutes up to a pre-
ferred homotopy coming from the standard homotopy from the inclusion oI — I
to the constant map 0I — I with value 0. Since the pushout of the lower row
is TK(@—I) VvV NK(Ag[t]) V NK(A@[til]), we obtain a map g: E; — TK(@—I) V
NK(As[t]) VNK(Agp[t~1]). Since the horizontal right arrow in the diagram above
is a cofibration and all vertical arrows are weak homotopy equivalences, the map
g is a weak homotopy equivalence. One easily checks that it fits into the following
commutative diagram

E ——— T 1) V NK(As[f]) V NK(As [t 1)
el"‘ Javb+\/b
E, ! K(Agt, t~1])

This finishes the proof of Theorem [4][(i)] i.e., that the right vertical arrow in the
diagram above is a weak homotopy equivalence, provided that Theorem and
Theorem 2.7 are true.

3. PRELIMINARIES ABOUT CHAIN COMPLEXES

Consider an additive category A. The notions of chain complexes over A, chain
maps, chain homotopies, chain contractions of chain complexes are defined in the
same way as in the category of R-modules. A short exact sequence of chain com-
plexes in A is a sequence which is level-wise split exact.

We write all chain complexes homologically. If C' is a chain complex in A, we
denote its n-th object by C,, and its n-differential by ¢,: C,, — C,,_1.

3.1. Mapping cylinders and mapping cones. Let f: C'— D be a chain map.
Define its mapping cylinder cyl(f) to be the chain complex with n-th differential

—Cp—1 0 0
—id ¢, O
fnfl 0 dn
Cnfl @Cn@Dn Cn72®0n71 @anl-

There are obvious inclusions ic: C — cyl(f) and ip: D — cyl(f) and an obvious
projection pp: cyl(f) — D such that ppoic = f, ppoip = idp and both pp and
ip are chain homotopy equivalences. Define the mapping cone cone(f) of f to be
the cokernel of ic: C' — cyl(f). Hence the n-th differential of cone(f) is

( —Cp—1 0
fn—l dn
Cn—l @ Dn

We write cone(C) := cone(id¢). Given a chain complex C, define its suspension

YC to be the cokernel of the obvious embedding C' — cone(C), i.e., to be the chain
complex with n-th differential

Cn—2 > Dn—l-

Cn—l & On—2-

We will call a chain complex elementary if it is the finite direct sum of chain
complexes el(X, d) for objects X and integers d, where el(X,d) is concentrated in
dimension d and d 4+ 1 and has as (d + 1)-th differential idx: X — X. Notice that
elementary chain complexes are contractible.

We call a chain complex C' concentrated in degrees [a,b] if C,, = 0 for n < a and
for n > b. The minimal possible nonnegative number b—a is the length of C'. We call
C bounded if there are natural numbers a, b such that C' is concentrated in degrees
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[a,b]. For an object A of A we denote by A[n] the chain complex concentrated in
degrees [n,n] whose single object is A.
We collect the following elementary statements about chain complexes.

Lemma 3.1. Let f: C — D be a chain map and E be a chain complex.

(i) There are obvious short exact sequences of chain complexes
i(C)

0 - C —5 cyl(f) — cone(f) — 0

0o - p ‘2, cyl(f) — cone(C) — 0

0 - D — cone(f) — XC - 0

b

b

(i) The natural projection pr(D): cyl(f) — D is the chain map given by
pI‘(D)n = (07 fnvian): Cnfl @Cn @Dn — Dn Then pI‘(D) OZ(D) = ldD
and there is a chain homotopy h(D): idey(s) =~ i(D) o pr(D) given by

0 ide, 0
h(D)n = 0 0 0 : Cnfl@cn@Dn %Cn@CnJrl @Dn+1;
0 0 0
(iii) Consider the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram of chain
complezes
C L b
I ]

C'——D

Consider a chain homotopy h:vo f' ~ ' ow.
Then we obtain a chain map g: cone(f) — cone(f’) by

o = (Zz_i U(i) . Coy® Dy — Cly_ @ D).

Conversely, a chain map g: cone(f) — cone(f’) given by

Up— w.
On = (hz_i U:) :Ch1® D, > C,_,&D,

yields such a diagram and homotopy;
(iv) Let f: C = D, u: C — E, andv: D — E be chain maps and let h: vo f ~
u be a chain homotopy. Then we obtain a chain map F: cyl(f) — E by

F’n, = (hn—launavn): Cn—l 2 C"l S2) D" — E"

such that the composite of F with the canonical inclusions of C and D into
cyl(f) are w and v.
The converse is also true, i.e., a chain map F yields chain maps u, v

and a chain homotopy h: vo f ~ u;

(v) A chain map is a chain homotopy equivalence if and only if its mapping
cone s contractible;

(vi) Let 0 — C 5 D 2y E — 0 be an ezact sequence of chain complexes.
Suppose that E is contractible. Then there exists a chain map s: E — D
with po s =id¢. In particular we get a chain isomorphism

i@s:C@EiD;



A TWISTED BASS-HELLER-SWAN DECOMPOSITION ... 15

(vit) Consider the following commutative diagram of chain complezes

0——C D E—0
1R
0——C' —— D —— E ——0

with exact rows. If two of the chain maps f, g and h are chain homotopy
equivalences, then all three are;

(viii) Let C be a chain complex concentrated in degrees [a,b] (where a <b+1)
such that the last differential cq41 is split surjective. Then, for any split v
of cat1 there is a short exact sequence

0—>el(Ca,a)i>C@el(Ca,a+1)£>D_>O

with a chain complex D concentrated in degrees [a,b + 1]. It is uniquely
split and natural in (C,7).
(iz) Let f: C — D be a map of bounded chain complexes in an additive category
A. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(a) f is a chain homotopy equivalence;
(b) There are elementary chain complezes E, E' in A and a commutative
diagram
C——CoE

]

D——D®F

where the horizontal maps are the canonical inclusion and projection
and the right vertical arrow is a chain isomorphism.

Proof. This is obvious.

|(i1)| This follows from a direct calculation.

This is obvious.

This is obvious.

See for instance [I1, Lemma 11.5 a) on page 214].

For each n there exists a morphism ¢, : E,, — D,, with p,ot,, =idp,. Let v be
a chain contraction for E. Define s, : E,, = D,, by dp110tn+107n +1n0Yn—10€n.
Then the collection s = (s,) is a chain map s: E — D with po s = idg.

The commutative diagram induces a short exact sequence of chain complexes
0 — cone(f) — cone(g) — cone(h) — 0. Because of assertion it remains to

show for any short exact sequence 0 — C' = D 2y E — 0 that all three chain
complexes are contractible if two of them are.

If C' and E are contractible, then D is contractible by assertion In the
sequel we will use that we have already taken care of this case.

Now suppose that C' and D are known to be contractible. Because of the short
exact sequence 0 — XC' — cone(p) — cone(E) — 0 and the conclusion from asser-
tion that cone(E) is contractible, we see that cone(p) is contractible. Because
of the short exact sequence 0 — D — cyl(p) — cone(p) — 0, the mapping cylinder
cyl(p) is contractible. Since E is chain homotopy equivalent to cyl(p), we conclude
that E is contractible.

If D and E are contractible, we get from assertion a short exact sequence
0— F — D — C — 0 and conclude from the previous case that C' is contractible.

Again we assume that C' is concentrated in degrees [0, d]. The splitting of the
last differential induces a chain map I': el(Cp,0) — C.
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The commutative diagram

Co[0] ——— €l(Cy, 0)

.

CO [O] — C

induces a map
i: €el(Cp,0) — cone(T)

on the vertical cones. Here the symbol “~—” denotes the inclusion into a direct
summand. It follows that 7 is also the inclusion into a direct summand, so it
extends to a short exact sequence

0 — el(Cp, 0) AN cone(I') & D =0

in A. But the 0-th object of cone(T") is just Cp, so D concentrated in degrees
[1,d]. Moreover the map 4 is (uniquely) split on the 0-th level; as the domain of
is elementary, it follows ¢ has a (unique) splitting.

Finally, as el(Cp,0) is canonically contractible, the map I' is canonically null-
homotopic. It follows that

cone(I") 2 cone(0: el(Cp,0) — C') = el(Cy, 1) & C.

(An explicit isomorphism is given by

(71 ?) Oy @ Cy— Oy Cy

in degree 1 and by the identity in all other degrees.)
The implication (b) == (a) is obvious, it remains to prove the implica-
tion (a) = (b). We have the exact sequences 0 — C' — cyl(f) — cone(f) — 0
and 0 = D — cyl(f) — cone(C) — 0. The chain complexes cone(f) and cone(C')
are contractible by assertion Because of assertion |(vi)|it suffices to show for a
bounded contractible chain complex C' that there are elementary chain complexes
X and X’ together with chain isomorphisms C' & X' =, X. We use induction over
the length of C'. The induction beginning d = 1 is obvious since then C' looks like
o= 0= Cht Sntl, C, = 0— --- and ¢p,41 is an isomorphism. The induction
step from (d — 1) to d > 2 is done as follows.

We assume for simplicity that C' is concentrated in degrees [0, d]. Choose a chain
contraction v for C'. Now by part there is an isomorphism

el(Cp,0)® D =2 C ®el(Cyh, 1)

where D is concentrated in degrees [1,d]. Since the induction hypothesis applies to
D, the claim follows.
This completes the proof of Lemma [311 O

3.2. Homotopy fiber sequences. A sequence A ENY;EN C of chain complexes
together with a null-homotopy g o f ~ 0 is called a homotopy fiber sequence if the
induced map cone(f) — C (see Lemma [B.1]|(iii))) is a chain homotopy equivalence.

In particular any short exact sequence of chain complexes 0 = C' = D — E — 0 is
a homotopy fiber sequence since it induces a short exact sequence 0 — cone(C) —
cone(i) = E — 0 and we can apply Lemma B:[I
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Let

A%B

k

~

c—-D
be a square in Ch(.A) which commutes up to a homotopy h: gok ~ 1o f. We call
this square homotopy cartesian if one of the following equivalent conditions holds:

(i) The induced map cone(f) — cone(g) is a homotopy equivalence.
(ii) The induced map cone(k) — cone(l) is a homotopy equivalence.
(iii) The induced sequence

AYH, pecsp

together with the null-homotopy induced by h is a fiber sequence.

We conclude from Lemma B:[I and the fact that the mapping cones of the
maps cone(f) — cone(g), cone(k) — cone(l) and cone(f, k) — D are isomorphic
that these three conditions above are indeed equivalent.

3.3. Detecting contractibility by restriction. If S is a subring of R and C' is
a bounded R-chain complex, such that each R-module C,, is of the shape R ®g C!,
for some S-module C/, and C' considered as S-chain complex is contractible, then
C is contractible as R-chain complex. We will later need the following version of
this fact for A C Ag[t,t!]. (The proof of the fact for rings follows the same lines
but will not be needed in this paper.)

Lemma 3.2. Let f: C — D be an Ag[t]"-chain map of bounded Ag[t]"-chain
complexes. Then [ is an Aglt]"-chain homotopy equivalence if and only if its
restriction 1T f: it C — iT D is an A®-chain homotopy equivalence.

The proof of this Lemma builds on the following result of category theory:

Lemma 3.3. Let
i AS Bt

be an adjunction between categories, such that the right adjoint it is faithful. Then,
for any two objects A of A and B of B, the injection

it B(iy A, B) = A(iti AiT B)

has a splitting r which is natural in A and B.
If A and B are additive and i and iy are additive, then so is the splitting.

Proof of Lemma[3.3. Denote by na: A — itiyAandep: i it B — B the unit and
the co-unit of the adjunction. The retraction sends a morphism f: iti, A — it B
to the composite

. ienA . .y . irf ..
r(f):ic A0 it A =S i itB 5 B,

This is clearly natural in A and B. Moreover it is an elementary property of
adjunctions that i*r(id;+;, o) = id;+;, 4. As i™ was assumed to be faithful, we
conclude r(id) = id.
If f is of the form itg, then by naturality we have
r(i*g) = r(g.id) = gur(id) = g.id = g

so r is indeed a retraction. O
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Proof of Lemma[3.2. We conclude from the fact that i+ (cone(f)) = cone(i* f) and
Lemma B.I[(v)] that it suffices to show for a bounded Ag[t]-chain complex C that C
is contractible as Ag[t]-chain complex if and only if :¥C' is contractible as A®-chain
complex.

We argue by induction on the length d of C'. The induction beginning d = 0 is
trivial; the induction step from d — 1 > 0 to d is done as follows.

We assume for simplicity that C is concentrated in degrees [0,d]. Since iTC
is contractible, there exists a morphism sg: i7Cy — iT™Cy in A® such that the
composite itep 059: itCy — iTCy is the identity. Let g := r(sg) for a splitting r
as in Lemma Then, by naturality,

c107 = (c1)«7(s0) = 7((c1)x80) = r(iter 0 59) = r(id) = id.

By Lemma BII[(viii)| it follows that there are an Ag[t]"-chain complex D and
elementary Ag [t]"-chain complexes F and E’ such that

COE~2D®E

and D is concentrated in degrees [1,d]. Since iTC is contractible, i*D is con-
tractible by Lemma B:I:I By the induction hypothesis D is a contractible
Ag[t]"-chain complex. Therefore C' is a contractible Ag[t]"-chain complex, again

by Lemma |3:|:| O

3.4. Finitely dominated chain complexes. Let C be an A"-chain complex.
Recall that we view A as a full additive subcategory of A*". We call C finitely
dominated if there exists a bounded A-chain complex D and A”-chain mapsi: C —
D and r: D — C such that r o ¢ is A"-chain homotopic to the identity. A proof of
the next result can be found in [I7, Proposition 3.2 (ii)].

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that A is idempotent complete. Then an A"-chain complex
is finitely dominated if and only if it is A"-chain homotopy equivalent to a bounded
A-chain complex.

3.5. Homotopy finite chain complexes. Let B be an additive category with a
full additive subcategory A C B. We call a B-chain complex C' homotopy A-finite
if C is B-chain homotopy equivalent to a bounded A-chain complex.

Lemma 3.5. Let0 — C - D % E — 0 be an evact sequence of B-chain complexes.
Suppose that two of the three B-chain complexes C, D, and E are A-homotopy
finite. Then all three are homotopy A-finite.

Proof. We begin with the case where C' and D are homotopy .A-finite. We have to
show that F is homotopy A-finite.

Choose bounded A-chain complexes P and @ together with B-chain homotopy
equivalences v: P — C and w: @ — D. Then there is a A-chain map f: P — @
such that w o f ~ u o v holds as B-chain maps. From Lemma B:[I we obtain
a B-chain map F': cyl(f) — D satisfying F o i = wo v for the canonical inclusion
i: P — cyl(f). We obtain a commutative diagram of B-chain complexes whose
rows are short exact sequences

0——C—"1D E 0

T

O—)P—i>cyl(f)—>cone(f)—>0

Since v and F are B-chain homotopy equivalences, F is a B-chain homotopy equiva-
lence by Lemma B:I:I Since P and @ are bounded A-chain complexes, cone(f)
is a bounded A-chain complexes. This proves that F is homotopy A-finite.
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Next we deal with the second case, where D and E are homotopy A-finite. We

have to show that C' is homotopy A-finite. The exact sequence 0 — C — D 2
E — 0 induces an exact sequence of B-chain complexes 0 — D — cyl(p) — XC — 0
and cyl(p) is B-chain homotopy equivalent to E. Since D and cyl(p) are homotopy
A-finite, the first case applied to 0 = D — cyl(p) — XC — 0 implies that XC and
hence C' are homotopy A-finite.

If C and E are homotopy A-finite, then cyl(p) and XC are homotopy A-finite
and by the second case applied to 0 — D — cyl(p) — XC — 0 we conclude that D
is homotopy A-finite. O

3.6. Chain homotopy equivalences and cofibrations. For the purpose of this
paper, we define a cofibration of chain complexes in an additive category to be a
chain map i: C' — D which is level-wise split-injective. The next lemma is well-
known for cofibrations of spaces, see for instance [24] Proposition 5.2.5 on page 108].

Lemma 3.6. Let j(D): C — D and j(E): C — E be cofibrations of A-chain
complexes. Suppose that there exists an A-chain homotopy equivalence v: E — D
such that vo j(F) = j(D).

Then there ezists an A-chain map w: D — E with w o j(D) = j(E) together
with a chain homotopy h: vow ~idp satisfying h o j(D) = 0.

Proof. Choose a chain map w’: D — F together with a chain homotopy h': w'ov ~
idg. Since j(E): C — E is a cofibration, we may choose for each n a morphism
rn: Dy — Cyp with 7, 0 j(D),, = id¢,,. Letting H/ : D,, — E,4+1 be the composite
hl, o j(E), o1y, we see that

H;, 0 j(D)n = hy 0 j(E)n.
Define a new chain map w”: D — FE by putting w] = w], +e,y10H) + H),_; od,.

Then w” is homotopic to w’ and hence still a chain homotopy inverse of v and
satisfies

w”oj(D) = (w’—i—eoH'—i—H'od)o

|
g
o
.

= woj
= woj(D —l—(idD—w’ov)oj(E)
= w oj(D)+

+

Let [D, E]¢ be the set of chain homotopy classes relative C' of chain maps f: D —
E satisfying f o j(D) = j(C), where a chain homotopy h relative C' is a chain
homotopy satisfying h o j(D) = 0. Define [D, D]c analogously. We obtain maps
wy: [D,D]lc — [D,E]c and vs: [D, Elc — [D, D]¢ by taking composites. Fix a
chain homotopy h: vow” ~idp. Define a map hy: [D, D]c — [D, D]c by sending
the class of f: D — D to the class of f +do h+ hod. This is well-defined since

(doh+hod)oj(D) = (vow”—1id)oj(D)
— vouoj(D)—§(D)
j(D) = i(D)

0.
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Next we prove
(37) hﬁ O Vyx O w;/ = id[D,D]c .
Consider a chain map f: D — D with f o j(D) = j(D). Then hy o v, o w/([f]) is
the chain homotopy class relative C of vow” o f +doh+ hod. We compute
vow'of+doh+hod—f
= vow'of+dohof+hodof—dohof—hodof+doh+hod—f
= (vow”+doh+hod)of—dohof—hofod+doh+hod— f
= idpof+do(h—hof)+(h—hof)od—f
= do(h—hof)+(h—hof)od.
This implies () since (h—ho f)oj(D) = hoj(D)—ho foj(D) = hoj(D)—hoj(D) =
0 holds. Obviously hy is a bijection, an inverse is given by (—h)z. We conclude
from B7) that v.: [D, E]lc — [D, D]¢ is surjective. Let w: D — E be any chain

map with w o j(E) = j(D) such that the class of [w] is mapped under v, to the
class of the identity. O

4. SOME BASIC TOOLS FOR CONNECTIVE K-THEORY

We collect some basic tools about connective K-theory of exact categories and
Waldhausen categories.

4.1. The Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem. Throughout this subsection, let £ be
an exact category. The Gillet-Waldhausen theorem compares the K-theory of &
with the K-theory of the category Ch(€) of bounded chain complexes over £. This
is a slightly subtle problem since on Ch(&) there might be different notions of weak
equivalences which give potentially different K-theories.

In this section we define a notion of a canonical Waldhausen structure on Ch(&)
such that the following holds:

Theorem 4.1 (Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem). The inclusion functor € — Ch(E)
which considers an object as a 0-dimensional chain complex induces a homotopy
equivalence

K(£) = K(Ch(€)),
provided Ch(E) carries the canonical Waldhausen structure, see Definition [{-11].

We denote admissible monomorphisms and admissible epimorphisms in £ by the
symbols “—’ and ‘—’, respectively.

Definition 4.2 (Exact structure on chain complexes). A chain complex C in & is
called ezact if each differential factors as

in—1

cn: Ch e Zp—1 — Cnh_1
such that all the sequences
Zn s Co 5 Zoy
are exact.

Notice that if £ is abelian then this is just the usual notion of exactness in the
sense that the chain complex has no homology.

Definition 4.3 (Property (P)). We say that &£ satisfies property (P) if any split
surjection p: A — B in £ is an admissible epimorphism, i.e., is part of an exact
sequence K — A — B.
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In the case where & satisfies property (P) the canonical Waldhausen structure
agrees with the one naturally defined by the exact structure. In this case the
Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem is well-known and can be found for instance in [23]
1.11.7).

We first discuss the choice of Waldhausen structure provided that property (P)
may not hold. It is not a good idea to declare a chain map to be a weak equivalence
by demanding that its mapping cone is exact. Namely, the following example shows
that a contractible chain complex C' may not be exact and that a direct summand
of an exact chain complex may not be exact either.

Example 4.4. Let M be a module over some ring R such that M is not free but
stably free, i.e., such that M @ R™ is finitely generate free for some m. Then, the

chain complex
10
(0 1) 00 (0 1)
R ——Me&R" —— M&R™ —= R™

is a chain complex in the exact category R of finitely generated free R-modules.
As such it is not exact, for the last map has no kernel in R. On the other hand, it
is chain contractible and acyclic as a chain complex of R-modules.

Moreover, if we take direct sum with the exact chain complex R™ 19 R™ to the
middle degrees, then the resulting chain complex is exact in the category of finitely
generated free R-modules.

First we explain how property (P) ensures that this pathology does not arise.

Definition 4.5 (Waldhausen structure for an exact category with Property (P)).
If £ satisfies property (P), a chain map f: C — D is called

(i) a cofibration if it is degree-wise an admissible monomorphism;

(ii) a weak equivalence if its mapping cone is an exact chain complex.

For the following, we say that an exact functor F': £ — £’ between exact cate-
gories reflects exactness provided

Ey — Ey — Es is exact in & <= F(Ey) — F(F1) — F(F2) is exact in &',
We say that F' reflects admissible epimorphisms provided

FEy — E5 admissible epimorphism in £ <=
F(Ey) — F(E) admissible epimorphism in &’.

Lemma 4.6. If an ezact functor F: £ — &' reflects exactness and admissible
epimorphisms between categories with property (P), then Ch(F): Ch(£) — Ch(&’)
reflects weak equivalences.

Proof. It suffices to show that if F/(C) is exact in Ch(E’) then so is C' in Ch(E).
The argument is by induction on the length of C. If is has length at most 2, then
the claim holds by assumption.

For the inductive step, note that a chain complex C' concentrated in [0,n] is
exact if and only if ¢;: C7 — Cp is an admissible epimorphism with kernel Z; so
that the induced chain complex

(47) ...CQC—3>CQC—2>Z1—>O

is exact. Thus if F(C) is exact in Ch(&’), then F(c;) is an admissible epimorphism
in £'. Hence by assumption, ¢; is an admissible epimorphism in &, with a kernel
Zy. Applying the inductive hypothesis to the chain complex (1) concludes the
proof. O



22 WOLFGANG LUCK AND WOLFGANG STEIMLE

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that € satisfies property (P). Then:

(i) With the above choice of cofibration and weak equivalence, Ch(E) is a
Waldhausen category that satisfies the saturation, extension, and cylinder
azrioms;

(i) If the exact structure on & is the split-exact structure of the underlying
additive category, then a chain map is a weak equivalence if and only if it
18 a chain homotopy equivalence.

Proof. In the case where &£ is an abelian category (so that weak equivalences are
homology equivalences by the long exact homology sequence), the conclusion is
well-known.

In the general case, denote by i: &€ — &’ the Gabriel-Quillen embedding [23]
A.7.1], where &' is the abelian category of contravariant left exact functors £ — Ab
to the abelian category Ab of abelian groups. (Note that surjections in &’ are
not the objectwise surjective transformations.) By [23, A.7.16], the image if ¢ is
a full subcategory, and i reflects exactness and admissible epimorphisms. Hence
Lemma implies that Ch(£) is a full Waldhausen subcategory of Ch(£’) which
is closed under taking mapping cylinders; in particular it is a Waldhausen category
satisfying the three extra axioms.

If the exact structure is the split exact one, then any additive contravariant
functor & — ADb is automatically left exact. This implies that £ coincides with the
abelian category of contravariant functors &€ — Ab where the abelian structure on
&’ is given objectwise by the one on Ab, and the Gabriel-Quillen embedding 4 is
just the additive Yoneda embedding. Therefore the image of any object of £ under
1 is projective. So for a chain map f in £ its image i(f) is exact (in other words,
a homology equivalence) if and only if i(f) is a chain homotopy equivalence in &£’.
But this is equivalent to f being a chain homotopy equivalence as the embedding i
is full. O

By [23] A.9.1], the category Idem(&) becomes an exact category if we call a
sequence exact if it is a direct summand of an exact sequence of &£; moreover the
image of the inclusion 7: £ — Idem(&) is an exact subcategory.

Definition 4.9. Let PE C Idem(€) be the full exact subcategory of all objects A
that are stably in &, i.e., for which A @® A’ is isomorphic to an object of £, for some
Al eé.

This clearly define an endofunctor P on the category of exact categories; more-
over the full embedding 7: £ — Idem(&) factors through a full embedding I: & —
PE which reflects exactness as 1 does.

Lemma 4.10. (i) For any exact category &, the exact category PE satisfies
property (P).
(i) The embedding I: € — PE is an equivalence if £ already satisfies property
(P).
(i1i) The embedding I induces a homotopy equivalence on K -theory.
Proof. To show suppose that p: A — B is a split surjection in PE, with split
s. Then K = (A,1 —sop) is a kernel of p in Idem() and K — A — B is exact.
We need to show that K € PE.
To do that, let A’, B’ € £ such that A® A’ and B @ B’ are isomorphic to objects
in €. Let
p=pdid: AoA B - BpA eB.
Obviously p and p’ obviously have isomorphic kernels. As p’ is isomorphic to a split
surjection in &, its kernel lies in PE.



A TWISTED BASS-HELLER-SWAN DECOMPOSITION ... 23

Part is clear. Part follows from Waldhausen’s Cofinality Theorem,
see [27, 1.5.9], as & C PE is strictly cofinal. O

Now we proceed to define the canonical Waldhausen structure on an arbitrary
exact category &.

Definition 4.11 (Canonical Waldhausen structure). The canonical Waldhausen
structure on Ch(€) is defined as follows: A morphism f: C — D in Ch(€) is
a canonical cofibration if and only if it is an admissible monomorphism in each
degree. A morphism f is a canonical weak equivalence if and only if I(f) has an
exact mapping cone in Ch(PE).

Lemma 4.12. For any exact category &, the category Ch(E), when endowed with
its canonical Waldhausen structure, we have:

(i) With the above choice of cofibrations and weak equivalences, Ch(E) is a
Waldhausen category that satisfies the saturation, extension, and cylinder
azrioms;

(i) If the exact structure on & is the split-exact structure of the underlying
additive category, then a chain map is a weak equivalence if and only if it
18 a chain homotopy equivalence;

(i1i) The inclusion
Ch(€) — Ch(PE)
induces a homotopy equivalence on K-theory.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 8[(7)] applied to PE and Lemma since
Ch(€) is a full Waldhausen subcategory, closed under taking mapping cylinders, of
Ch(PE) with the Waldhausen structure defined in Definition

If the exact structure on & is the split exact one, then the same is true for
Idem(&) and hence for PE. Hence assertion [(ii)] follows from Lemma EL8][(ii)] applied
to PE.

This follows from Waldhausen’s Cofinality Theorem, see [27, 1.5.9], as Ch(&)
is strictly cofinal in Ch(PE). O

Proof of the Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem [{1] If £ satisfies property (P), then the
Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem is proved in |23 1.11]. In the general case there is a
commutative diagram

K(E) K(Ch(&))
K(PE) = K(Ch(PE))

where the lower horizontal map is a homotopy equivalence since P& satisfies prop-
erty (P) by Lemma m and the vertical maps are homotopy equivalences by
Lemma [LI0|(iii)] and Lemma ET21 O

To identify the canonical weak equivalences on the exact categories we need to
consider, we use the following generalization of Lemma

Lemma 4.13. Let F: £ — &' be an ezact functor between exact categories which
reflects exactness and admissible epimorphisms. Then Ch(f): Ch(£) — Ch(&’)
reflects canonical weak equivalences.

Proof. Obviously PF is exact. Let £y — E; — FE5 be a sequence in PE which
becomes exact after applying PF. For suitable Y, Z € £, the direct sum

(4.14) (Bo =By = E)® (Y =Y ®Z > Z)
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is a sequence in £ which becomes exact after applying F'. As F' reflects exact-
ness, ([L.I4) is an exact sequence in €. This implies that the first summand on (£14)
is an exact sequence in PE.

This argument shows that PF' reflects exactness. A similar argument shows that
PF reflects admissible epimorphisms. Now apply Lemma (Il

Example 4.15 (Twisted Nil category). Given an additive category A with auto-
morphism @, consider the twisted Nil category Nil(A, ®) from Section [l It comes
with an additive functor F': Nil(A, ®) — A, sending (A, f) to its underlying object
A. This functor reflects exactness by definition, and it is not hard to see that is
reflects admissible epimorphisms. Hence a chain map ¢ in Nil(A, ®) is a canonical
weak equivalence if and only if F(y) is one. By conclusion (ii) of Lemma the
latter statement is equivalent to F'(¢) being a chain homotopy equivalence.

Example 4.16 (Projective line). A similar statement holds for the twisted projec-
tive line category & from Section By definition, the functor

F=k"Ek7): X = Aslt] x A@[til]

reflects exactness. It is not hard either to see that it reflects admissible epimor-
phisms.

Hence a chain map f in & is a canonical weak equivalence if and only if both
kT (f) and k= (f) are chain homotopy equivalences.

Unless specified otherwise, all the chain categories in the sequel will carry the
canonical Waldhausen structure and we often use Lemma [4.12] without men-
tioning this again.

4.2. The Fibration Theorem. In the sequel we use the definitions and notation
of Waldhausen [27]. Suppose that C is a category with cofibrations and that C
is equipped with two categories of weak equivalences, one finer than the other,
vC C wC. Thus C becomes a Waldhausen category in two ways. Let C* denote the
subcategory with cofibrations of C given by the objects C' in C having the property
that the map A — pt belongs to wC. Then C¥ inherits two Waldhausen structures
if we put vC* =C* NvC and wC¥ = C* NwC.

Theorem 4.17 (Fibration Theorem). Suppose that C has a cylinder functor, and
the category of weak equivalences wC satisfies the cylinder axiom, saturation axiom,
and extension axiom. Then:

i e square of path connected spaces
(i) The sq f path ted sp
[vS.CY| —— |wS.C"| ~ pt

| |

[vS.C| ——— |wS.C

1s homotopy cartesian, and the upper right term is contractible;
(ii) We get a homotopy fibration of spectra

K(C"¥,v) = K(C,v) - K(C,w).
Proof. This is proved in [27, Theorem 1.6.4].
The functor loop space 2 commutes with homotopy pullbacks and homotopy
fibrations. The K-theory spectrum K(C) is given by a sequence of maps
|wC| = QwS.C| = QQwS.S5.C| — QQQwS.S.S.C| — - --

where all structure maps are weak equivalences possibly except the first one, see [27]
page 330]. Hence assertion follows from assertion O
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4.3. The Approximation Theorem. The following result is taken from [27, The-
orem 1.6.7].

Theorem 4.18 (Approximation Theorem). Let Co and C; be Waldhausen cat-
egories. Suppose that the weak equivalences in Cy and Cy satisfy the saturation
axiom. Suppose further that Cy has a cylinder functor and the weak equivalences in
Co satisfy the cylinder axiom. Let F': Co — C1 be an exact functor. Suppose F has
the approximation property, i.e., satisfies the following two conditions:
(i) An arrow in Cy is a weak equivalence in Co if and only if its image in Cy
s a weak equivalence in Cy;
(ii) Given any object Cy in Co and any map f: F(Cy) — Cy in Cq, there exist
a cofibration i: Cy — Cf in Co and a weak equivalence g: F(C}) — Cy in
C1 satisfying f = go F(i).

Then the induced maps of spaces |wCo| = |wCi| and |wS.Co| = |wS.C1| and the
map of spectra K(Cy) = K(C1) are homotopy equivalences.

4.4. Cisinski’s version of the Approximation Theorem. The following result
is a consequence of [, Proposition 2.14].

Theorem 4.19 (Cisinski’s Approximation Theorem). Let F': Co — C1 be an ezact
functor of Waldhausen categories. Suppose for k = 0,1 that Cy satisfy the saturation
aziom and any morphism f: C — C” in Cj factorizes as C — C' = C" for a
cofibration i and a weak equivalence w. Furthermore, we assume:
(i) An arrow in Cy is a weak equivalence in Co if and only if its image in Cy
is a weak equivalence in Cy;
(i) Given any object Cy in Cy and any map f: F(Cy) — Cy in Cy, there exists
a commutative diagram in Cy

F(Co) —L 0

F(u)l zlv
F(Do) —— Dy
for a morphism u: Cy — Dy in Cy and weak equivalences v: C; — D1 and
w: F(Do) — Dl m Cl.
Then the map of spectra K(F): K(Co) = K(C1) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

This section is entirely devoted to the proof of Theorem

In the first step of the proof of Theorem we replace the additive category
Ag[t] by a larger exact category ) with equivalent K-theory. It is defined as follows:
An object of ) is a triple (A, f, B) consisting of an object A of Ag|t], an object B
of Ag[t,t71] (as opposed to Ag[t™!] in the definition of X), and an isomorphism
f:j+A — Bin Aglt,t7!]. A morphism from (A4, f, B) to (C, g, D) is a morphism
©T: A— C in Ag[t] and a commutative diagram

AL B

c—2 D

in Ag[t,t!]. The category ) is exact in the same way as X is.
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Lemma 5.1. The functors
u: Alt] =Y, A (4,id,j_A)
and
v Y = Alt], (AT f,A7)— AT
are exact. The composite v ou s the identity and the composite u o v is naturally

isomorphic to the identity functor. In particular, they induce homotopy equivalences
on K -theory, homotopy inverse to each other.

Proof. Tt is clear that the functors are exact. Obviously v o w is the identity. The
composite u o v is naturally isomorphic to the identity functor: the isomorphism

o

in ) at the object (A, f, A7) is given by (id, f): (AT,id,jL AT) — (AT, f, A7).
This implies K(u) o K(v) ~ id. O
Denote by
E:x =Y
the inclusion functor, and define
7' Ch(Y) = Ch(As[t,t71]), (AT, f, A7) A7
Then the square

Ch(k™)

Ch(X) Ch(As[t™1])
Ch(k/)l \Chw)
Ch(Y) =Y Ch(As[t,t71])

is strictly commutative, and we are going to show that it induces a homotopy
pullback after applying K. To show that the square is a homotopy pullback on
K-theory, we are going to show that the horizontal homotopy fibers of K(Ch(k™))
and K(Ch(j')) and agree.

Let wCh(X) be the subcategory of Ch(X) consisting of all chain maps which
become weak equivalences in Ag[t™!], after applying Ch(k~), and let Ch(X)®
be the full subcategory of Ch(X) of all objects which are w-acyclic. In other
words, an object (CT, f,C™) belongs to Ch(X)¥ if and only if C~ is contractible
as an Agt,t~1]-chain complex. Similarly, denote by wCh()) the subcategory of all
morphisms f such that Ch(j’)(f) is a chain homotopy equivalence in Ch(Ag[t,t~1]),
and adopt the notation Ch())% for the w-acyclic objects.

Lemma 5.2. The maps
K(Ch(k™)): K(Ch(X),w) — K(Ch(As[t™!])) and
K(Ch(j"): K(Ch(Y),w) = K(Ch(As[t,t™1]))
are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. We want to apply the Approximation Theorem We give the details
only for K(Ch(k™)), the analogous proof for K(Ch(j")) is left to the reader.

It suffices to verify the assumptions appearing in the Approximation Theo-
rem [£J8 The saturation and cylinder axioms are satisfied by Lemma The
main task is to verify the conditions and appearing in the Approximation
Theorem

A morphism f in Ch(X) is by definition in wCh(X) if and only if Ch(k™)(f) is
a chain homotopy equivalence in Ch(Ag[t~!]). This takes care of condition [(i)| for
K(Ch(k™)).
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Finally we deal with condition Consider an object (CT, f,C™) in Ch(X)
and a morphism ¢~ : C~ — D~ in Ch(Ag[t™!]). We will extend ¢~ to a morphism
p=(p*97): (CT, f,C7) = (D", g,D7)

in Ch(x).
Let m € Z such that D = 0 for * > m. Choosing K > 0, let DT be the
following chain complex:

¥ (dm) t5- @K (dm—1)

-—=>0—D,, —> (D;_l)

where d, is the differential of D~. Notice that DT is a chain complex in Ag]t]
provided K was chosen big enough. Let ¢, be the differential of C*. Enlarging K
if necessary, the following diagram provides a factorization of ¢~ o f into an Ag[t]-
morphism ¢ : CT — DT followed by the Ag[t,t~!]-isomorphism g: DT — D~

K., —o -k,
ch—— O erpry T pe

\CIL [tK'q)K (d:n) [dnL
tZK

CJF 147)(1)2K(D;1 1)%4(1)D7:L 1

J'C;—l JtK‘DZK(d;fl) Jd;kl

Hence ¢ = (¢T,¢7) is a morphism in Ch(X) projecting to ¢~ under Ch(k™).
Then, factoring ¢ = p ot into a cofibration 1 followed by a weak equivalence u
(using the mapping cylinder), we can write ¢~ = p~ o Ch(k™)(¢) where ¢ is a
cofibration and p~ is a weak equivalence, as required in condition (I
Theorem 5.3. There are fibration sequences

K(Ch(X)") = K(X) = K(Ag[t™Y]);

K(Ch())") = K(Y) — K(As[t,t7']).

Proof. We give the details only for the first sequence, the analogous proof for the
second one is left to the reader.

We apply the Fibration Theorem EIT|[(ii)|in the case C = Ch(X), w as described
above and v the structure of weak equivalences coming from chain homotopy equiv-
alences. Thus we obtain homotopy fibration of spectra

K(Ch(X)") = K(Ch(X)) — K(Ch(X), w).
Because of Lemma we obtain a homotopy fibration
K(Ch(X)") = K(Ch(X)) — K(Ch(A4s[t'])).
Now the claim follows from Theorem [4.] O
Lemma 5.4. The functor k' induces a homotopy equivalence
K(Ch(X)") = K(Ch(»)").
Proof. Again we will use the Approximation Theorem Let

(5.5) jot i o

j+w+J sta

jiDt — 5 D~
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represent a morphism in Ch(X)* which maps to a weak equivalence in Ch())™.

Then % is a chain homotopy equivalence in Aglt] and ¢~ is a chain homotopy

equivalence in Ag[t,t71]. By assumption, C~ and D~ are contractible in Ag[t™!],

so ¢~ has to be an equivalence in Ag[t™!]. Tt follows that the morphism given

by (&3] is a weak equivalence in Ch(X)* already. This takes care of condition
It remains to check condition Suppose now that

(5.6) jot Lo

M

jy D —— D~

represents a morphism in Ch())", with (C*, f,C~) in Ch(X)™. We have to fac-
tor this morphism through a map in Ch(X)" (which we may then replace by a
cofibration using the mapping cylinder) and a weak equivalence in Ch())™.

Notice that the morphism ¢~ is a chain homotopy equivalence in Ag[t,t71], as
both C~ and D~ are contractible in that category, by assumption. We conclude
from Lemma B:I:I that there is a chain isomorphism of the shape

(‘P y) . C"8E>SD @oF
x oz

where E and E’ are elementary chain complexes in Ag[t,t71], or even in A since
both categories have the same objects.

For large enough K > 0, the commutative diagram

j+CF ¢~
< vt M U Kl)
thwof (gtK.i gtK.Zy> 0
j+ DT @ K (igE") C~ @ik
(1 O)J J(@‘ v)
J+D* i D~
provides the desired factorization of (G.0l). O
Proof of Theorem [Z3. Combine Lemma 5.1l Lemma[5.3] and Lemma 5.4 O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.7]

Notation 6.1 (Truncation for objects). Let A and B be objects in A. Define for
a,b € Z1 {—o0,00} an object in A" by

b
Ala,b] = P &7*(4)
k=a

where Ala, b] is defined to be zero if a > b holds.
Given a morphism f: A — B in As[t,t™!] and ag, by, a1,b; in Z I {—o0, 0},
define the A" morphism f[] in A to be the composite
. -0
F11: Alao, bo) % A[—00,00] = i®A L i°B = B[—00,00] % Blas, by),
where 7 is the obvious inclusion and p the obvious projection.
The morphism f[]: A[—o0,00] — B[—00, 0] agrees with i%f for a morphism

f: A — Bin Ag[t,t!. If f belongs to Ag[t*!], we abbreviate (j+f)[] by f[]

again.
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Notice that (g o f)[] is in general not equal to g[] o f[] and id[] is in general not
the identity. As a typical example, let f: A — ®(A) be the morphism ¢ = idg () -t
and g: ®(A) — A be the morphism ¢t~% = id4 -t~1. Then

(t~tot)]]: A[~00,0] = A[—00,0]
is the identity while the map

Al—00,0] = é o*(A) 1 (@(A))[—00,0] = é ok (A)
k=0 k=1

is the canonical projection and in particular is not a monomorphism. As another
example,

ida[]: A[—o0, 0] = é; A — A0,0]=A
k=—oc0

is just the projection map.

Notation 6.2 (Truncation for chain complexes). If CT is an Ag|[t]-chain complex
and a,b € Z 11 {—o00, 00}, then we obtain an A”®-chain complex C™ [a, b] by defining
the n-chain object to be C;[a,b] and the n-th differential to be ¢,[]: C)f[a,b] —
Cf [a,b] if ¢, is the differential of C*. (One has to check that c,[]oc,41[] = 0.) A
chain map f: CT — D7 of Ag|t]-chain complexes induces a A®-chain map denoted
by f[]: C;rla,b] — D;fa’, V'] provided that o’ < a and b' < b.

If C~ is an Ag[t~!]-chain complex and a,b € Z II {—o00, 0}, define the A"-
chain complex C~[a, b] analogously. A chain map f: C~ — D~ of Ag[t~!]-chain
complexes induces a A"-chain map denoted by f[]: C~[a,b] = D~ [d’, V'] provided
that ¢’ > a and & > b.

Notice that Notation [6:2] (in contrast to Notation [61]) does in this generality not
make sense for chain complexes in Ag[t,t71], because of the lack of functoriality of
truncation.

Definition 6.3 (Global section functor). The global section functor
I': Ch(X) — Ch(A")
sends an object (CT, f,C7) to the A”-chain complex

»~! cone (C"’[O, oo] @ C™[—00,0] /1D, C~ [—o0, oo]) .
A morphism (p*,07): (CT, f,C7) — (D*,9,D7) of Ch(X) is sent to the mor-
phism in Ch(A") obtained by applying Lemma B:[I to the commutative diagram
(using the trivial homotopy)

CH0,00] @ O [—00,0] =L 610 o]

(w*[]vw[])l Jsﬂ[]

D0, 00] ® D™ [—00, 0] —>( TR D~ [—00, 0]
—glli

Remark 6.4 (Comparison with global sections for modules). Consider the special
case of modules over a ring R with automorphism ¢: R — R. The classical global
section functor assigns to a triple (M ™, f, M ™) consisting of a finitely generated free
Ry[t)-module M ™, a finitely generated free Ry[t~1]-module M~ and an Ry[t,t~1]-
isomorphism f: j Mt := Ry[t,t ™! |®@p, @y M* S iiM = Rylt, t™ | ®@p, -1y M~
the finitely generated projective R-module

L(f):={(a"a7) €i"™MT @&i"M")| fojs(a) =j-(b)}
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where i+ M® is the restriction to an R-module and ji: M* — Ry[t, t+1] @R, [t+1]
M is the obvious map. This can be rewritten as the kernel of the R-homomorphism

Mt @i M LI 00 -
where i° is again restriction to R. In the case of modules over rings, global sections

and its derived functors can be used to compute the K-theory of the projective
line [16, Theorem 3.1 in Section 8.3 on page 59]. In our situation, the above kernel
might not exist since A is not necessarily abelian, but we can replace it by the
mapping cone construction.

Such an idea and a similar strategy of proof has been used by Hiittemann-Klein-
Vogell-Waldhausen-Williams [9].

Let Ch"(A) € Ch(A") be the full subcategory of homotopy finite chain com-
plexes, i.e., chain complexes over A" which are homotopy equivalent to a (bounded)
chain complex over A. It follows from Lemma [3.5] that this category is closed under
pushouts along a cofibration, so it is a Waldhausen subcategory of Ch(A"). The
Approximation Theorem EI9 shows that the inclusion Ch(A) — Ch"(A) induces
an equivalence on K-theory.

Lemma 6.5. (i) The functorT' is Waldhausen ezxact (for the canonical Wald-
hausen structures).

(i1) Suppose that A is idempotent complete. Then for any object (CT, f,C7)
of Ch(X), the chain complex T(CT, f,C~) € Ch(A*) is chain homotopy
equivalent to an object in Ch(A). Thus, T' defines a Waldhausen exact
functor

I': Ch(X) — ChM(A).
Proof. [(i)] We showed in Section {1l that the functors k*: Ch(X) — Ch(Ag[t*!])
are Waldhausen exact. The restriction functors from Ch(As[t]), Ch(Ag[t™1]) and
Ch(As[t,t71]) to Ch(A") are defined on the level of additive categories and hence
are Waldhausen exact. Taking cones and suspensions is also Waldhausen exact.

The following diagram of .4%-chain complexes has exact rows

()

0 —— C[~00,0] —— [0, 00] & C [0, 0] C+[0,00] —— 0

Qlid \(f[]ﬁid[]) Jf[]

0 —— O~ [—00,0] ———— C~[~00, 00] ————— C~[1,00] —— 0

(id,0)
—_—

id[] id[]
We conclude from Subsection
(6.6) L(CT, f,C7) =~ ¥ 'cone(—f[]: CT[0,00] = C[1,0]).

Write f 1 =3,z an,k - t*. Now choose a natural number N such that we have
an = 0 for all [k| > N and all n. Then f~![] factors through

C™ [—o00, 0] —)fﬁ l

\id[] -
ffl

CTF[N, ]

and the composite

is the identity map.
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Hence in Idem(.A"), the chain complex C~[1, oo] splits as
C™[1,00] 2 CT[N, 0] ® R.

We argue that R is actually isomorphic to a chain complex in A. In fact, denote
by r: C7[1,00] — R the projection and by i: R — C~[1,00] the inclusion. The
composite

O~ [2N, 00] LU [N, o0] L -2, 0]

is the identity, which shows that the restriction of r onto C~[2N, co] is zero. Hence
r factors as

C[1,00] & C[1,2N — 1] 5 R.
The Idem(.A")-isomorphism

(C™[1,00],ir) 255 (C~[1,2N — 1], pir')

(with inverse ir') now shows that R = (C~[1,00],ér) is isomorphic to an object
in Idem(.A), hence in A, since A is idempotent complete. So R is isomorphic to a
A-chain complex, as we claimed.

Since A" is a full subcategory of Idem(A"), we obtain a exact sequence of A"-
chain complexes

0 —— CT[N,00] —— CT[0,00] —— CF[0,N —1] —— 0

\id J—f[] Jg
Il

0 —— CT[N, 00] —— C~[1, 00] —= R 0

where g is the induced map on the quotients. It shows that ¥~!cone(—f[]) ~
%~ ! cone(g) which is isomorphic to a chain complex in A. Hence I'(CT, f,C7)

belongs to Ch™(A) because of (G.6). O

Recall that the automorphism ®: A — A extends to an automorphism, de-
noted by the same letter, ®: As[t,t7!] — As[t,t7!] by sending a morphism
She gkt A= Bto Yo ®(gk) - th: ®(A) — ®(B). It induces auto-
morphisms ®: Ag[tT!] — Ag[tT!]. In particular we get for an Ag[t]-chain complex
C a new Ag|t]-chain complex ®~(C), an Ag|t]-chain map t: ~1(C) — C and a
Ag[t,t~1]-chain map t: ®71(j.C) = j & 1(C) — j.C.

Denote by s: X — X the additive functor which sends the object (CT, f,C™)
to (®71(C™T), fot,C™) and the morphism (¢, ¢7) to (®71(¢T),p ). This is
well-defined since j; @ 1(pT) = d71(jooT) =t"1oj,(¢") ot holds in Aglt,t71].
Recall that ly: A — X was defined in ([2.6]) to send A to (A4,id, A). Put

l; == s"oly: Ch(A) — Ch(&X);
[ :=Tos*: Ch(X) — Ch™(Idem(A)).

Denote by (Ch(X),w;) the Waldhausen category with underlying category the cat-
egory of bounded chain complexes over X and the usual cofibrations, but with a
new category of weak equivalences, namely, the one consisting of those chain maps
that become a weak equivalence after applying I';. Notice that wg N w; contains
all chain homotopy equivalences so that Ch(X) is a Waldhausen subcategory of
(Ch(X), wo N ’w1>.

Lemma 6.7. The map induced by inclusion of Waldhausen categories
K(Ch(&X)) = K(Ch(&X),wo Nwy)

is a homotopy equivalence.
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Proof. Let v be the standard structure of weak equivalences in Ch(X). We will show
that if an object (CT, f,C7) of Ch(X) is (wo Nwy)-acyclic, then C'T is contractible
in Ag[t] and C~ is contractible in Ag[t71], so that (CT, f,C™) is v-acyclic. This
statement implies that K(Ch(X)“™1 v) is contractible, from which the Lemma
follows by the Fibration Theorem I7

First we want to show that the .A"-chain complex C~[—00,0] is contractible.
The following diagram of .4%-chain complexes commutes

CH0, 0] @ O~ [~00, 0] — D

id[)®id .
J 01440
Ct[-1,00] ® C~[—00,0]

C~ [—o00, ]

There is an obvious identification of C[—1, oco] with ®(C)[0, oc]. Under this identi-
fication the map (—f[],id[]): C[—1,00] & C~[—00,0] — C~[—00, 0] becomes the
map (—fot™H[],id[]]): ®(C)[0, 0] & C~[—00,0] — C~[—00, c]. Hence the map-
ping cone of the lower horizontal arrow agrees with the mapping cone appearing
in the definition of T';(CY, f,C~). The mapping cone of the horizontal map is
the mapping cone appearing in the definition of T'o(C™T, f,C™). Since (CT, f,C7)
of Ch(X) is (wp N wy)-acyclic by assumption, the mapping cone of both the up-
per horizontal and the lower horizontal arrow are contractible. We conclude from
Lemma B.11[(v)] and that the inclusion id[]: C*[0,00] — CT[—1,00] is an
AF-chain equivalence.

If we apply ®" for n € Z,n > 0 to the inclusion above and use the obvious
identifications ®"(C*[0,00]) = CT[—n, 0] and ®"(C*T[—1,00]) = C*T[—n — 1, 00],
we conclude that also the inclusion id[]: Ct[—n + 1,00] — C*[—n,o0] is an A"-
chain equivalence. Hence the inclusion id[]: CT[0,00] — CT[—n, o] is a A®-chain
homotopy equivalence for every n € Z,n > 0.

Next we want to show that id[]: CT[0, 00] — CT[—00, 00] is a A®-chain homo-
topy equivalence. Since the inclusion id[]: C 1[0, 00] — C*[—n, 00] is levelwise split
injective, the canonical projection from its mapping cone to C*[—n, 00]/CT|[0, 0]
is a A"-chain homotopy equivalence by Lemma B:[I Since id[]: CT[0, 0] —
C*t[—n, 0] is a A"-chain homotopy equivalence, Lemma B:[I implies that the
A*f-chain complex C'*[—n, 00]/CT[0, o0] is contractible.

Because of Lemma B:I:I and |(vii)| we can find for n € Z,n > 0 chain contrac-
tions 7.[—n] for CT[—n,c0]/CT[0, 0], such that v.[—n] and v.[—n — 1] are com-
patible with the inclusion C*[—n, c0]/CT[0,00] — Ct[-n — 1,00]/CT[0,00]. By
inspecting the definitions of the various chain modules as direct sums, one sees that
the A-chain complex CT[—o00,00]/CT[0,00] is the colimit colim, . CT[—n, 0]
within the category of A-chain complexes. Hence CF[—00, 00]/C [0, 0o] inherits a
chain contraction from the various chain contractions v.[—n]. We conclude from
LemmaB][(v)|and [(vii)| that id[]: CT[0, 00] — C[—00, 00] is a A"-chain homotopy
equivalence.

The following diagram commutes

(= f11id[])
T I—

C*[0,00] ® C~[—00, 0] C~[~00, ]

id[]@id .
J 440
Ct[—o00,00] ® C~[—00, 0]
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Since the vertical and the horizontal arrow are A-chain homotopy equivalences,
(—f,id[]): CT[—00,00] ® C~[—00,0] = C~[—00, ] is a A-chain homotopy equiv-
alence. Since f: CT[—o0,00] = C~[—00,0] is a A-chain homotopy equivalence,
we conclude from Lemma BI[(vii)| that C~[—o0, 0] is contractible.

Analogously one proves that the A®-chain complex CT[0,00] is contractible,
Namely, choose a Ag[t, t~!]-chain homotopy inverse f~! of f and consider the triple
(C—, f~1,C7*) and conclude from the assumption that the object (C*, f,C~) of
Ch(X) is (wp Nwy)-acyclic that the mapping cones of the A”-chain maps

(=f7H1id[]]): O™ [=00,0] ® CF[0,00] —  CF[—00,00];
(—f~ [],1d[]).C’ [~00,1] @& CT[0,00] — CT[—00,00),
are contractible.

Finally we conclude from Lemma [3:2that C* is contractible in Ag[t] and C~ is
contractible in Ag[t~!]. This finishes the proof of Lemma .71 O

Observe that for all ¢ we have T';_; ol; ~ *. In fact, [';_1 0 [;(C) =T o s0ly(C)
is, up to a suspension, the cone of the chain isomorphism

id[] @ id[]: C[1,00] & C[~00,0] = C[-00, ]
and therefore contractible. In particular, ; induces a functor
K(l;): K(Ch(A)) —» K(Ch(X™1, w;)),

where Ch(X™i=1,w;) is the full Waldhausen subcategory of (Ch(X),w;) of those
X-chain complexes which are w;_1-acyclic.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that A is idempotent complete. For any i, the maps
K(Ch(A)) — K(Ch(X"-'),w;) and
K(Ch(A)) — K(Ch(X),w;)

induced by l; are weak equivalences.

Proof. Since s': (X,wp) — (X,w;) is an isomorphism of Waldhausen categories, it
suffices to treat the case ¢« = 0. The proof consists in showing that the functors Iy
and I' are mutually inverse up to homotopy in a suitable sense. To make this precise,
denote by X the Waldhausen category where an object is a triple (CT, f,C™) with
C* and C~ chain complexes in Ag[t]® and Ag[t™1]*, respectively, and f is a
Ag|t,t71]"-chain equivalence j (CT) — j_(C~). Morphisms and the Waldhausen
structure structure are defined analogously as for Ch(X).
Note that both functors I and [y extend (by the same formula) to functors

lo ~

Ch(A") =
T

We provide the right-hand side with the category wy of weak equivalences, i.e., a
morphism is a weak equivalence if it becomes one after applying I'. Then both
functors are Waldhausen exact.

We now claim that these are mutually inverse weak equivalences of Waldhausen
categories, i.e., both composites are related by a zigzag of natural weak equivalences
to the respective identity functors.

To verify our claim, we first define for C € Ch(A"*) a chain homotopy equivalence
of A"-chain complexes, natural in C

(6.9) T(C): C =T oly(C) =%""cone((—id[],id[]): C[0,00] & C[—o0, 0]
— C[—00,00])
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by the short exact sequence of A”-chain complexes

id[]
id[]
0— C=C[0,0] ——— C0,00] ® C[—00,0]
using Lemma B:I:I The chain map T(C) is a chain homotopy equivalence by
Subsection This provides a natural weak equivalence T': id — I" o ly(C).

Now consider an object (CT, f,C™) in X. In the sequel we abbreviate I'(f) :=
['(CT, f,C7). Recalling that I'(f) is the A®-chain complex
L(f) := %" cone((—f[],id[]): C*[0,00] @ C™[~00,0] = C~[~00,0]),

we obtain from Lemma B:I:I the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram
of A”"-chain complexes which commutes up to a preferred chain homotopy h: f[] o
id[]Jogp™ ~id[] o~ oid:

LI, G100, 00] — 0.

T(f) T(f)
Ct[0, 0] C™[~00,0]

Ct[—00,00] ————— C~ [—00, 0]

(From the adjunctions in Lemma we obtain an Ag[t]"-chain map
i D(f) = OF
from ¢F, an Ag[t~1]"-chain map
YTl D(f) = C™
from ¢, and a homotopy of Ag|t,t~1]"-chain maps
H: fojugt ~j o
from h.

Let D be the mapping cylinder of the Ag[t]*-chain map T : i, T(f) — CT.
Denote by u: i+ T'(f) — D and v: C* — D the canonical inclusions and by p: D —
C* the canonical projection. Notice that j, D can be identified with the mapping
cylinder of ji¢T: i0I'(f) — j+CT. Because of Lemma BII[(iv)| we obtain from

H a Aglt,t71]"-chain map f': j, D — j_C~ so that the following diagram of
Ag[t,t~1]"-chain complexes commutes (strictly):

ioT(f) —2= ol (f)

J'+“J ljw
f/

j+D—1—j_C-

o] [l

ot —L i o
Thus we get morphisms
(6.10) (u,07): (4 T(),id,i_T()) = (D, f,C7);
(6.11) (v,id): (CT, f,C™) = (D, f',C™),

~

in X.
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The morphism (@11 is a wo-equivalence as (v,id) is a weak equivalence in X'
and I' is Waldhausen exact. To show that (6.I0) is a also wp-equivalence, note first
that the following diagram in Ag[t,t~1]" commutes up to a canonical homotopy
K, which comes from the homotopy idp ~ v o p, corresponding to the collapse of
the mapping cylinder to its bottom:

jD—1 i o

o

jrCt =0

Abbreviating T'(f") := T'(D, f',C~), Lemma |3:|:| provides us therefore a
canonical map p: I'(f') — I'(f) which splits I'(j;+v,id) and hence is a weak equiv-
alence. Then it follows from the definitions that the composite

() 25, G, 0(f),id,i-T(f)) A r(s) £ s

is just the identity map. Hence (6I0) is a wyp-equivalence.
Thus the two maps (6.I0) and (6.IT]) provide a zigzag of natural weak equiva-
lences between the identity functor and [y o I'. This proves our claim that lo and T'

lo ~
are mutually inverse natural weak equivalences Ch(A") = X.
r

Now denote by A1 X the full Waldhausen subcategory on objects (CT, f,C™)
such that Ct € Ch™(Ag[t]) and C~ € Ch™(As[t™"]). The functors Iy and T'

restrict to mutually inverse natural weak equivalences

lo ~
ChM(A4) = X,
I

It follows that there are mutually inverse equivalences of spectra

K(lo) ~
K(Ch"(4)) = K",
K(I')
By the Approximation Theorem the map K(Ch(A)) — K(Ch"(A)) induced
by the inclusion is an equivalence. To show that similarly K(Ch(X)) =» K(z’? b))
we apply Cisinski’s version of Approximation Theorem twice:

Denote by Xf c XM the full Waldhausen subcategory on objects (CT, f,C™)
such that both C* and C~ are finite chain complexes in Ag[t] and Ag[t™!] re-
spectively. (It differs from Ch(X) in that f is required to be a chain homotopy
equivalence, rather than an isomorphism.) Given such an object (CT, f,C™), by
Lemma |3:|:| there are elementary chain complexes £ and £~ in A and a chain

isomorphism F: j,C* @ igEt = j_C~ @ igE~ in Ag [t,t1] such that
f=poFoi:jCt % i CtaibEt S jc-@iE™ & 0,
where ¢ and p are the inclusion and projection, respectively. (Note that any ele-
mentary chain complex in Ag[t,t~!] is of the form igE.)
Now let (D", g,D™) be an object of Ch(X) and a = (a*,a™): (D*,9,D™) —
(C*, f,C_) a morphism in Xf. Postcomposing F' by

id D idt ™ ": C™ D ’L'()E_ - C~ (&) (I)_n’t'oE_
for large enough n we may assume that in the composite map

-1 ioat . . . — . —
joD™ 2 j, Dt 2 ct @igET i)j,C Dok
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no positive powers of ¢ appear, i.e., is of the form j_(h). Then the commutative
diagram

(a/+7a/7)

(D+’g’D_) (C+’f’c_)

J(ioa*,h) :J(i,id)

id,
(Crei BHFC-0i ) —=2 (Ct @i Bt poF,C)

shows that the assumptions of Cisinski’s version of the Approximation Theorem £.T19]
are satisfied. Hence K(Ch(X)) = K(XF).

Now let (D%, g,D~) be an object of X' and a = (a*,a™): (D*,g,D7) —
(C*, f,C_) amorphism in X By assumption there exist a Ag [t ~!]*-chain equiv-
alence ¢: D™ — Z~ where Z~ is in Ch(Ag[t™']). Moreover the assumptions imply
that there is a factorization of a™ into

N
Dt izt & ot

where ¢ is a Ag[t]®-chain equivalence and Z7T is in Ch(Ag[t]). Then the commu-
tative diagram

(a*,a7)

(D+7g7D7> (C“’»’f’Ci)

l(z*,woa) :\(id,w)

(Z*,j o fojieZ27) —= s (Ct i yof 2z

shows that the assumptions of Cisinski’s version of the Approximation Theorem .19
are satisfied. Hence K(Xf) = K(XP).
This concludes the proof that

K(lp): K(Ch(A)) = K(Ch(X), wo)
is an equivalence of spectra. To show that

K(lp): K(Ch(A)) — K(Ch(X®-1),w)

is a weak equivalence as well, apply the same argument, but replacing Xhf and Xf
by their full Waldhausen subcategories of w_j-acyclic objects. (I

Finally, we can finish the proof of Theorem 2.7

Proof of Theorem[2.7, By the Fibration Theorem .17 there is a fibration sequence
K(Ch(X"°),w;) = K(Ch(X),wo Nwy) = K(Ch(X),wp))

where by Theorem 1] and Lemma [6.7] the middle term agrees with K(X). By
Lemma[6.8] K(.A) is homotopy equivalent to both the left-hand and the right-hand
side, using the functors l; and [y respectively. The fibration sequence splits as [
factors through the middle term. O

7. STRATECY OF PROOF FOR THEOREM [1.4][(ii)]

In this section we present the details of the formulation and then the basic
strategy of proof of Theorem IIEI

Definition 7.1 (Nilpotent morphisms and Nil-categories). Let A be an additive
category and ® be an automorphism of A.
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(i) A morphism f: ®(A) — A of A is called ®-nilpotent if for some n > 1,
the n-fold composite

F = fod(f)o---0®"(f): D"(A) — A.
is trivial;
(ii) The category Nil(.A, ®) has as objects pairs (A4, ¢) where ¢: P(A) — A
is a ®-nilpotent morphism in 4. A morphism from (A4, ¢) to (B,pu) is a
morphism u: A — B in A such that the following diagram is commutative:

DA —2 A

Jseo J

®B)— B

The category Nil(A, ®) inherits the structure of an exact category from A, a
sequence in Nil(A, ®) is declared to be exact if the underlying sequence in A is
(split) exact.

There is a functor

x: Nil(A, @) — Ch(As[t™'])

sending ¢: ®(A) — A to the 1-dimensional chain complex A AN D(A). (See
section B for more details.) Using the Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem F.T] this leads
to a map
K(x): K(Nil(A, ®)) — K(As(t]).
The key ingredient in the proof Theorem IIEI is the following theorem whose
proof is deferred to Section [

Theorem 7.2 (Fiber sequence for the Nil). Suppose that A is idempotent complete.
The following is a homotopy fiber sequence, natural in (A, ®):

K(Nil(A, @) 2% k(4 t7Y]) B9 K (Aot t1).

In the remainder of this section we explain how Theorem IIEI follows from
Theorem Define spectra

Eo(A,®) = hofib(K(ii): K(A) — K(As[t]));
Ei(A,®) := hofib(K(i; 0 ® ") VK(iy): K(A) VK(A) — K(As[t]));
Ex(A,®) = hofib(K(As[t™1]) 2L K(Agft,t71]).

The inclusion to the second summand K(A) — K(A) vV K(A) induces a map of
spectra

w: Eyg— E;
and the projection onto the first summand K(A) vV K(A) — K(A) induces a map
of spectra

X: El — K(A),
such that the following is a fibration sequence of spectra
(7.3) Eo(A, @) %5 Eq(A, @) = K(A).

(From the diagram (2.8) we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra, natural in
(A, D).
y:Ei(4,®) = Ey(A, ®).
Let
z: K(Nil(A, ®)) — Eq(A, @)
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be the in (A, ®) natural weak homotopy equivalence associated to the homotopy
fiber sequence of Theorem Define E(A, ®) to be the homotopy pullback

E(A4, @) X5 K(Nil(A, ®))

Ef NJZ

EO(A, (b) W E2 (.A, (I))

It follows from the sequence (Z3) that

yow xoyfloz

E(A, &) Y% K(Nil(A, ))

is a fibration sequence of spectra.
Now the inclusion i: A — Nil(A, ®) sending A to (A4, 0) induces a map of spectra

K(i): K(A) — K(Nil(A, ®)).

K(A)

Lemma 7.4. In the homotopy category, the following composite agrees with —K(®~1):

K(9)

K(A) 29 K(Nil(A, ))) 2 Ea(4,8) Y By (4, 0) 5 K(A).

Proof. As in section [ (but interchanging the roles of ¢ and t~!) we denote by
Ch(As[t™1])* C Ch(Ag[t™!]) the full Waldhausen subcategory of chain complexes
which are contractible over Ag[t,¢t7!], and by Ch(X)* C Ch(X) the full Wald-
hausen subcategory or complexes whose plus-part is contractible. Then the re-
sults of that section imply Eq(A, ®) ~ K(Ch(Ag[t™1])¥); moreover E1(A, ®) ~
K(Ch(Xx™)) if we use the equivalence

K(l) VK(l): K(A) VKA = K(X)

from Theorem 2.7
Under these identifications, the composite z o K (i) corresponds to the map in-
duced by the functor

Fi: A= Ch(As[t™1])", A rs cone(d(4) *— A).
But this is the image of the functor

Fy: A Ch(X)", A s cone(ly (d1(A)) LD, 1(4))

under the projection X — Ag[t~!]. Applying the Additivity theorem to the
cylinder-cone-sequence shows that in K(X'), we have

K(Fy) ~K(lo) —K(lio®™),
which is the image under K(I1) V K(ly) of the map
(-K(®71),id): K(A) — K(A) VK(A).
Now project to the first variable. ([
Hence the fibration sequence splits and we obtain a weak equivalence
(7.5) K(i) VK(yow): K(A) VE(A, &) = K(Nil(A, ®)).

As Eq(A, @) is the homotopy fiber of K(i1): K(A) — K(As[t]) and NK(As[t])
is the homotopy fiber of K(evy): K(As[t]) — K(A) and K(evy) o K(iy) is the
identity, we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, ¢)

u: Eg —» ONK(Agt]).
Thus we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, ®),

(7.6) uoz: E = QNK(As[t]).
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Now Theorem follows from (T3] and (7.6)), provided that Theorem[Z.2]holds.

8. ON THE NIL-CATEGORY

Lemma [5.J] and Theorem [5.3] imply that there is homotopy fiber sequence
(8.1) K (Ch(Ap (1)) > K(Ao[t™]) — K(Aslt,t1])

where Ch(Ag[t~1])*) denotes the category of bounded chain complexes over Ag [t 1]
which are contractible as chain complexes over Ag[t,t71]. The main goal of this
section is to see that the first term of this sequence can be described in terms of
the K-theory of the twisted Nil-category Nil(A, ®).

If (A, ¢) is an object of Nil(A, ®), then there is an associated chain complex

o(A) L% 4

over Ag[t™!], concentrated in dimension 0 and 1. It is contractible over Ag[t,¢™!]
since
tl—ig=(1-¢-t)ot™*
and both 1 — ¢ -t and t~! are invertible in Ap[t,#~]: inverses are 31"} (¢ - 1)’ and
t respectively, where n is such that ¢(™ = 0. This induces a functor of Waldhausen
categories
x: Nil(A4, @) — Ch(As[t™'])".

The goal of this section is to prove the following result:

Theorem 8.2. Suppose that A is idempotent complete. Then the induced map on
connective K-theory

K (x): K(Nil(A, ) — K(Ch(Ag[t~1])")
is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof of Theorem[7.2 using Theorem [8.2. Immediate from the fiber sequence (8.1]).
[l

8.1. The characteristic sequence. The first step in the proof of Theorem B2l is
to relate chain complexes over Ag[t~!] with chain complexes over A equipped with
an endomorphism. This relation is a consequence of the characteristic sequence,
which we recall now.

Recall that A" is obtained from A by adjoining countable direct sums. We have
defined induction and restriction functors i_: A® — Ag[t~!]" and i~ : Ag[t 1]~ —
A" in Subsections [[4] and Consider an object A € Ag[t™1]". Let

e:i_i”A— A
be the morphism in Ag[t~1]* which is the adjoint of id: i~ A — i~ A under the ad-
junction of Lemma [20. We have the morphism id4 ¢~ 1: ®(A4) — A in Ag[t—1]".
Applying the composite i_i~ yields a morphism i_i~(ida ¢~ 1): i_i~®(A4) —i_i~ A
in Ag[t~1]%. We also have the morphism id; ;-4 t~1: i i~ ®(A) —i_i~ A. We will
abbreviate id; ;- 4-t~! and id4 -t~ ! by t~'. The difference of the two morphisms
above yields the morphism in Ag[t—1]*

i it i=idy et =i (ida il ®(A) = iiT A

Lemma 8.3. Let A be an object in Ag[t™1]". Then the so called characteristic

sequence
“leiliTeT

0= i_i"®(A) - iiTAS A0

in As[t™1" is (split) exact and natural in A.
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Proof. We have i_i~®(A) = @, & (A) and i_i"A=@,____ & 'A. Under
this identification the short sequence under consideration becomes the following
sequence in Ag[t]":

t=1 0 0 0
—id ¢! 0 0
0 —id t' o0
0 0 —id ¢!

-1 . : : : t. 0
0 P o) —-— P @(4)

1=—00 1=—00

(id ¢+ 2 ..

A—0.

If we view this as a 2-dimensional chain complex, we obtain an Ag [t]"-chain con-
traction by

0 —id —t7t —t72 —=3 ... id
0 0 —id —t7! —¢2 0
0 0 0 —id  —t7! 0
0 0 0 0 —id 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

éé 3-(A) : : : : : é 2-i(4) : )

i=—o0 1=—00

O

Given an Ag|[t~1]"-chain complex C, we obtain from Lemma B3] that C' can be
resolved by an in C' natural short exact sequence

ittt

(8.4) 0—i_i~®(C) L it eSS 050
of chain complexes in the image of the co-unit ¢_¢~ of the adjunction.

Lemma 8.5. Consider a morphism ¢: ®(A) — A in A®. Then we obtain a (split)
exact and in ®-natural exact sequence of A" -modules

0 imid(A) — i A A o
Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Lemmam the role of t~! is now played
by ¢. Namely, we have i~ i_®(A) = Z__l_oo O~ (A)andi"i_ A= ®z——m Di(A).
Under this identification the short sequence under consideration becomes the fol-
lowing sequence in A":

¢ 0 0 0
—id ®(¢) 0 0
0 —id ®%(¢) 0
0 0 —id ®3(¢)
—1 0
0— P @74 P o'
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where ¢ := ¢ o ®'(¢) o --- 0 ®EV(p): ®F(A) — A. If we view this as a 2-
dimensional chain complex, we obtain a (A")%-chain contraction by

0 —id —®(¢) —®(¢®) —d(®) - id
0 0 —id  —®%(p) —D%(p®) 0
0 0 0 —id —03(¢) 0
0 0 0 0 —id 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

é — N : : : -é o-i(4) 2

1=—00 1=—0Q
O

Notation 8.6 (End(Ch(A), ®)).

Denote by End(Ch(.A), ®) the Waldhausen category of ®-twisted endomorphisms
of A-chain complexes. An object is a pair (C, ¢), where C is a chain complex in A4,
and ¢: ®(C) — C is a chain map. A morphism u: (C,¢) — (D,1)) is an A-chain
map u: C'— D such that wo ¢ =1 o ®(u). It is a cofibration or weak equivalence
respectively if the underlying A-chain map v has this property.

Define functors of Waldhausen categories
(8.7) xar: End(Ch(A"),®) — Ch(As[t™']"),
(C,¢) = cone(i_B(C) =% i_C);
(8.8)  Nax: Ch(As[t™1]") — End(Ch(A",®)), D (i~ D,i"t™h).

Lemma 8.9. The functors x 4~ and N~ are inverse equivalences of Waldhausen
categories.

Proof. We obtain from the sequence ([84]) using Subsection for any object D in
Ch(As[t~1]") a weak equivalence in Ch(Ag[t~1]")

tT it

T(D): xax o Nax(D) = cone(i_i_d)(D) i_i_D) = D,

and thus a natural weak equivalence T: xax 0 Nar —> id.
Conversely, for an object (C, ¢) in End(Ch(.A")), we obtain from Lemma [R5 the
short exact sequence in Ch(.A")

0 iioC) i 0 S oS0

such that the following diagram commutes:

G ) ¢
_—

i~ (i_®(C)) i ®(i_C) o(C)
i) — = i o < C

Thus we obtain using Subsection a natural weak equivalence in End(Ch(A")

S(C,¢): Naxoxar(C,p) = (C, ).
This finishes the proof of Lemma 89 O
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8.2. Homotopy nilpotent endomorphisms. The goal of this subsection is to
restrict the equivalences from Lemma [89to equivalences on suitable subcategories.

Recall that a A"-chain complex C is called homotopy finite if it is chain equiv-
alent to a chain complex in A. Recall as well that a morphism f: ®(A) — A of A
is called ®-nilpotent if for some n > 1 the n-fold composite

F) = fod(f)o-0 B (f): @A) A
is trivial.

Definition 8.10 (Homotopy ®-nilpotent). A chain map f: ®(C) — C of chain
complexes in A is called ®-homotopy nilpotent if for some n > 1 the n-fold com-
posite f(™ is A-chain homotopic to the trivial chain map.

Lemma 8.11. Let C be bounded A-chain complex. Let D be an A"-chain complex
which is homotopy equivalent to a bounded A-chain complex. Letu: (C,¢) — (D, 1))
be a morphism in End(Ch(A"), ®).

Then there exists a commutative diagram in End(Ch(A"), ®)

(C,¢) —— (D, )

L]

~

(Enu’)—)(F’U)

where the arrows labelled by ~ are weak equivalences, the vertical arrows are cofi-
brations, and E is a bounded A-chain complex as well.

Proof. We begin with two reductions.

Reduction 1: It is enough to consider the special case where u: C — D is a
cofibration.

In fact, put D’ = cyl(u). Let «': C — D’ be the canonical inclusion and p: D" —
D be the canonical projection. Since ¥ou = uo¢ holds, we conclude from naturality
of the mapping cylinder construction that there exists a chain map ¢': ®(D’') — D’
such that the following is a sequence in End (A", @)

(C.¢) = (D' 9) % (D, ).
Applying now the special case (u’ is a cofibration), we obtain the left square in

the following diagram, where F is a bounded .A-chain complex:

(C,¢) — (D, 4) —2— (D, %)

| T

(B, p) —== (F',0") —— (G, 7)

The right square is obtained by applying the pushout construction to the pair (p, y).

All vertical maps are cofibrations and all maps marked with ~ are chain homotopy

equivalences. Now the outer square is the desired diagram in End(Ch(A")).
Reduction 2: It is enough to construct

(i) a zig-zag in End(A", ®)

J

(B, 1) (C,¢)—— (D, ¥),

where E is a bounded A-chain complex and j is a cofibration;
(ii) a chain homotopy equivalence v: E — D such that v o j = u;
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(iii) a chain homotopy
H:vYpov~vod(u): ®(E)— D
which is stationary over ®(C) (i.e., H o ®(j) = 0).

In fact, suppose we are given this data. By Lemma B:[I there exists a chain
map
P = Fluwpm: ®(cyl(v)) = cyl(v)
such that the inclusions of the top and bottom end into the mapping cylinder give
rise to a zig-zag

(B, 1) —2 (eyl(v), p) E2< (D, ).

Hn—1 0 0
0 Un 0
Hy 0 n
pn: P(E)pn—1 ®P(E), & (D), E,_ 1®E,®D,,.
Thus we get a (non-commutative) diagram in End(Ch(A")):

Explicitly,

(8.12) (C,¢) —— (D, 9)

j\[ z\[i(D)

(B, 1) =y (evl(v). p)

In order to obtain a commutative diagram, we have to pass to a quotient of
cyl(v) as follows. Let k: cyl(u) — cyl(v) be the obvious cofibration induced by
Jj(C): C — E. Let i(C): C — cyl(u) and pr: cyl(u) — D be the canonical inclusion
and projection, respectively. Define an A4"-chain complex F' by the pushout of A"-
chain complexes

cyl(u) % D

kIN ki|/~

cyl(v) = F
All arrows are chain homotopy equivalences: This is always true for the projection
pr in the mapping cylinder and follows for pr from Subsection since k is a
cofibration. The morphism k is a chain homotopy equivalence, as both domain and
target are canonically homotopy equivalent to D.

Asu: (C,¢) — (D, ) is amorphism in End(Ch(A"), ®), we obtain by naturality
an induced map p’: ®(cyl(u)) — cyl(u) for which the projection pr becomes a
morphism in the endomorphism category. Moreover p restricts to p’ under k. This
follows from the explicit form of p as displayed above, together with the fact that
w restricts to ¢ and H restricts to 0 by assumption.

Hence we may define (F,o) to be the pushout in End(Ch(A"),®) in the right
square of the following diagram:

(€, 6) — S (eyl(w), ') =2 (D, )

T

(Ea :U’) W (Cyl(’U),p) % (F’ U)

The outer square provides then the conclusion of the Lemma.
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This finishes the proof of Reduction 2. We are left to show that the hypotheses
of Reduction 2 are satisfied.

Choose a bounded A-chain complex D’ together with an A®-chain homotopy
equivalence f: D' — D. Choose a homotopy inverse f~': D — D’. Consider
f~towu: C — D'. Then we can choose a homotopy f o (f~'ou) ~ u. Let
E = cyl(f~! ou) and write e for its differential. Notice that E is a bounded .A-
chain complex. We obtain from Lemma BI[(iv)] an A*-chain map v: E — D such
that v o j(C) = w and v o j(D') = f, where j := j(C): C — E and j(D'): D' —
cyl(f~! o u) denote the canonical inclusions.

Since j(D') and f are chain homotopy equivalences, the same is true for v.
From Lemma B.6] we obtain a chain map w: D — F with wowu = j(C) and a chain
homotopy h: v ow ~ idp satisfying

(8.13) howu 0.
Define p: ®(F) — E to be w o ¢ o &(v). Since
po ®(G(C) = woyod(v)od((C))
= wood(u)
= wouog
= J(@) e,
we obtain a morphism j(C): (C,¢) — (E, 1) in End(Ch(A), ®).
Consider the (not necessarily commutative) diagram of .4%-chain complexes

®(E)—LSE

It commutes up to the chain homotopy
H:=hoyod(v).
Then H is stationary over ®(C): In fact, we compute
(8.14) Hod®((C)) = hoypod(w)od(j(C))
hoo®(u)
howo¢
0

€3

This concludes the proof that the hypotheses of Reduction 2 are satisfied, and
thus the proof of the Lemma. O

Lemma 8.15. For (C,¢) € End(Ch(A*, ®)), the following are equivalent:

(i) C is homotopy finite and ¢ is homotopy nilpotent;

(ii) xa~(C, ) is homotopy finite and contractible in Ag[t,t=1]".
Proof. o If we apply Lemma 1T to the morphism (0,0) — (C, ¢), we
obtain a zigzag of weak equivalences (E, ) — (F,0) <= (C,¢) in End(Ch(A"), ®)
such that F is a A-chain complex. This implies by Subsection that x(C, ¢)
is Ag[t~1]"-chain homotopy equivalent to x(F, o). Since E is a A-chain complex,
xA(E,0) is a Ag[t~!]-chain complex.

Over Ag[t,t 1" we may split i_¢ —t~1 = (1 —¢-t) ot~ where t~1 is an iso-
morphism and 1 — ¢ - ¢ is a homotopy equivalence if ¢ is homotopy nilpotent (with
homotopy inverse .. ,(¢-t)"). In this case i_¢ — ¢t~ is a chain homotopy equiv-
alence and hence its cone x4~ (C, ¢) is As[t, t!]*-contractible by Lemma B:I:I
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= Let D = x(C, ¢). Lemma B3 implies that N (D) ~ (C, ¢) holds in
End(Ch(A"), ®). So it suffices to show that the .A"-chain complex ¢~ D is homo-
topy finite and that i~¢~1: i~ ®(D) — i~ D is homotopy nilpotent. By assumption
D is homotopy finite; by homotopy invariance we may assume that D is actually
finite, i.e., in Ch(As[t™}]).

Let H be a null-homotopy for the Ag|t,#~!]-chain complex j_D. Let M be a
large enough natural number so that all coefficients in H for t* are zero, provided
|k| > M. Then the collection of maps

H,l]: Dp[—00, —M] — Dyy1[—00,0]

(introduced in Notation [61]) is a null-homotopy for the inclusion D[—oco, —M] —
D[—00,0]. This inclusion agrees with the A®-chain map (i=t~1)*). =@M (D) =
(®M(D))[~00,0] — i~ D = D[—00,0]. We conclude that i=¢t~! is ®-homotopy
nilpotent. Moreover the exact sequence

0 — D[—o00, —M] = D[—00,0] — D[—00,0]/D[—00, —M] — 0
shows using Subsection that we obtain A"-chain homotopy equivalences

D[—00,0]/D[—00, —M] ~ cone(D[—o00, —M] — D[—00,0])
~ D[—00,0] & XD[—00, —M].

We conclude that D[—o0,0] is a homotopy retract of the (finite) .A-chain complex
D[—00,0]/D[—00, —M]. As A was assumed to be idempotent complete, we conclude
from Lemma B4 that i~ D = D[—00,0] is A-homotopy finite. O

Notation 8.16 (HNil(Ch"(A), ®) and Ch™ (Ag[t~1])®).
Let HNil(Ch™(A), ®) be the full subcategory of End(Ch(A”", ®)) consisting of ob-
jects (C, ¢) for which the A"-chain complex C' is homotopy finite and ¢ is homo-
topy ®-nilpotent. We let a cofibration (weak equivalence) in HNil(Ch™(A), ®) be
a morphism f: (C,¢) — (D,) whose underlying map is a cofibration (or weak
equivalence, respectively).

Let Ch™(Ag[t~1])® be the full subcategory of Ch(Ag[t™']") consisting of those
objects C' which are homotopy finite and become contractible in Ag[t,t71]%. A
morphism in this category is a cofibration or weak equivalence if it is such in

Ch(A@ [t_l]”).

Lemma 8.17. This notion of cofibration and weak equivalence defines a structure

of Waldhausen category on both HNil(Ch™M (A), ®) and ChM (Ag[t, t=1])*.

Proof. As both categories contain the zero object, we are left to check that they
are closed under pushouts along a cofibration. For Ch™ (Ag[t,t=1])* this follows
(as usual) from Lemma and the fact that the class of weak equivalences in
Ag[t,t71]" satisfies the glueing lemma.

Given a pushout diagram (Cy, ¢1) — (Co, o) < (Ca, ¢2) in HNil(Ch™(A), @),
denote by (C, ¢) its pushout in End(Ch(A"), ®). By Lemma RI8 each x .~ (C;, ¢;)
(where i = 0,1,2) is homotopy finite and contractible in Ag[t,t1]*. The functor
X A= commutes with pushouts, so the first part of the proof implies that x 4~ (C, ¢) is
also homotopy finite and contractible in Ag[t,t~1]*. Hence, again by Lemma B15]
(C, ¢) is an object of HNil(Ch"(A), ). 0

Proposition 8.18. The functor x 4~ appearing in Lemma[89 induces an equiva-
lence of Waldhausen categories

x(A): HNil(Ch"(A), ®) = ChM(As[t71])",
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In particular we obtain a homotopy equivalence
K (x(A)): K(HNil(Ch"(A4), ®)) = K(Ch"(As[t~1])").

Proof. We conclude from Lemma [R5 that the functor x 4 defined in (87 restricts
to a functor of Waldhausen categories

x(A): HNil(Ch™M(A), ®) = ChM (Ast1])™.

Because of Lemma and again by Lemma [RI5] an inverse up to natural equiva-
lence of Waldhausen categories is given by the restriction of the functor Na~. O

8.3. Homotopy nilpotence vs. strict nilpotence.

Lemma 8.19. Let C and D be a bounded A-chain complexes. Consider a morphism
u: (C,¢) — (D,v) in End(Ch(A),®). Suppose that ¢ is P-nilpotent and ¢ is
homotopy ®-nilpotent.

Then there exists a commutative diagram in End(Ch(A), ®)

(C,¢) —— (D, v)

LT

(B, p) —— (F,0)

where the arrows labelled by ~ are weak equivalences, the vertical arrows are cofi-
brations, and p is ®-nilpotent.

Proof. The same argument as in the proof of Lemma BT shows that we can make
the following two reductions.

Reduction 1: It is enough to consider the special case where u: ®(D) — D is a
cofibration.

Reduction 2: Tt is enough to construct (i) a zig-zag in End(A, ®)

J

(E,p) (C,9)—— (D, ¥),
where p is ®-nilpotent and j is a cofibration, (ii) a chain homotopy equivalence
v': D — FE satisfying v’ o u = j, and (iii) a chain homotopy
H:pod()~vo¢: ®(E)— D
which is stationary over ®(C') (i.e., H o ®(u) = 0).

We now proceed to show that the assumptions of Reduction 2 are fulfilled. As a
first step we prove that we can choose an integer n satisfying

(8.20) o™ = 0,
and a chain homotopy
h(¥): v ~0
satisfying
(8.21) h(1h) o ®™(u) = 0.
Let E be the cokernel of the cofibration u: C — D. Let ¢): E — E be the

A-chain map induced by 1. Because of Lemma B.I7 we can choose an integer m

such that ¢(™) = 0 and there exists a nullhomotopy H : E(m) ~ (. Since u: C — D
is a cofibration, we can assume Dy = C @ E} and that the differential of D looks
like

C X
dy = ((;V e:) D =Cr,®Ey > Dyp_1=Cx_1® FE_1,
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if ¢ and e denote the differentials of C' and E, and ¢ looks like

m 0

(m) (0 Eyﬁl) L ™ (Dy,) = B™(C) B D™ (Ey) — Dy = C @ By,
k

Define a homotopy

0 0 m . .
Hy = (0 Fk):q) (Dy) = ®"(Ck) ® P (Ex) = Dii1 = Cri1 ® Ejy1.

We have

dps1 0 Hy + Hy—y 0 @™ (dy)

_ Cht1  Tht1) 0 _0 n 0 _0 . D" (c) P (xg)
0 €r+1 0 Hk 0 Hk,1 0 q)m(ek>

_ 0 _$k+£ﬁk

o 0 exr10Hr+ Hp10d™(er)

0 Tk+4+1 OF}C
= —(m)
0 Y

Hence, if we put z;, = yp — 2p41 © Hy and define w: ®™(D) — D by

0
Wp = (0 z;) . (I)m(Dk) = (I)m(Ck> &) q)m(Ek) — Dk = Ck @Ek,

then w is a chain map and H is a chain homotopy ¢ ~ w.

It is easy to verify that if f ~ f’: C' — D are two chain maps which are homotopic
via a chain homotopy H, and g ~ ¢’: D — E are homotopic via K, then gof ~ g'of’
via the chain homotopy go H + K o f.

In our situation

1/}(27”) — 1/)(7”) o cbmq/)(m) ~wod™(w)=0

via the homotopy h (%) := (™) o ®™(H) + H o ®™(w). Since both ®™(H) and
®"™(w) are zero when restricted along u: C — D, the same is true for h(1)). This
establishes (82T)), with n = 2m.

We get from Lemma B:I:I A-chain homotopies

h(C): ideyii) = UC) o pr(C);
h(D): ideyi(yp) I(D) o pr(D).

12

satisfying
pr(C)oh(C) =
pr(D)oh(D) =
h(D)ouw = muoh(C),

0;
0;

where [(C): C — cyl(¢) and I(D): C — cyl(v)) are the canonical inclusions,
pr(C): cyl(¢) — C and pr(D): cyl(¢y) — D the canonical projections, and u is
the chain map cyl(¢) — cyl(v)) given by T, = P(upn—1) ® P(un) B upn: P(Cr1)
D(Cp)®Ch, = ®(Dy—1)®P(D,,) ® D,,. Denote by C’ and D’ the iterated mapping
cylinders.

C' = @' 3(cyl(9)) Upn-2(c) D" (cyl(8)) Upn—s(c) - - - Ua(c) cyl(9);
D' = " *(cyl(¥)) Upn—2(py @" > (cyl(¥)) Ugn-3(p) - - - Us(p) cyl(¥).
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Denote by
i(C):C — C
i(D): D — D
i(p"HO)): 2" C) - O
i(p" " '(D)): "' (D) — D',

the obvious inclusions. The various chain maps ®!(pr(C)) and ®*(pr(D) fit together
to projections

We have
p(C)oi(C) = idg;
p(D)oi(D) = idp;
p(C)oi(@"H(C)) oY
p(D)oi(®" (D)) = "7V,
Since 1 o ®(u) = u o ¢, the various maps ®(u) fit together to a cofibration
w:C' =D
satisfying
uwoi(C) = i(D)ouw
p(D)ou = wop(C).

The various chain homotopies ®¢(h(C)) and ®(h(D) fit together to chain homo-
topies

g(C): ider ~ i(C)op(C);

g(D): idpr =~ ’L(D)Op D),
satisfying
p(C)og(C) = 0
p(D)og(D) = 0
uog(C) = g(D)ou.

Next we define a chain maps ¢': ®(C’) — C" and ¢': ®(D’) — D’. The mor-
phism 1 is constructed as follows: For i < n — 2, on ®(®(cyl(y))) it is given by
the inclusion

(P (cyl(H))) = @ (cyl(H)) — D'
It remains to define ¢ on ®(®"~2(cyl(¢))). Consider the following (not necessarily
commutative) diagram of A-chain complexes

"(C) and  &"(D)
(bnl((b)l \ ¢"1(w)l \
o"1(0) ——— 3¢ "1 (D) —— 3 D

i(e" (D)) (2"~ H(D))
where i(®"71(C)) and i(®"~(D)) are the obvious inclusions. Using (B20), we
obtain explicit chain homotopies of chain maps ®"(C) — C’ and ®(D) — D’
k(C) = g(C) 0i(@"7H(C)) 0 2" (9): i("7H(C)) 0 "1 (h) ~0;
k(D) = g(D) 0 i(®" (D)) 0 @"7}(¢)) +i(D) o h(y): i(@" (D)) 0 @" 7} (1) 0,
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satisfying because of (82]])
k(D)o ®™(u) = u'ok(C);
p(C)ok(C) = 0.

We obtain from LemmaB.I[iii)| chain maps "~ (cyl(¢)) — C” and "~ (cyl(¢))) —
D’ which will be declared to be the restrictions of ¢’ and 9’ to ®"~(cyl(¢)) and
®"~!(cyl(¢p)) — D’. This finishes the construction of the chain maps

@) — C
G e(D) - D

One easily checks

(@)™ = o
@)™ = 0
uog = W odu);

p(C)o¢ = ¢o®(p(C));
p(D)o¢' o @(i(D)) = 4.
We define (E, 1) by the pushout in End(Ch(A), @)

(C", /)2 (D', )

p(C)\N Nlp(c)

(C.6)—— (E.p)

Since ¢’ is ®-nilpotent and p(C) and hence p(C) are split surjective, also p is
®-nilpotent.

Letting v := p(C) 0 4(D), we obtain an explicit chain homotopy of chain maps
(D) - E

H' :=p(C)og(D) oty o®(i(D)): po®) ~v 0.

The following computation shows that H’ is stationary over ®

(©)
(C)og(D) ot 0 @(i(D)) o D(u)

Ho®(u) = p
p(C) 0 g(D) o' 0 d(u') 0 2(i(C))
= p(C)og(D)ou' o ¢ 0 d(i(C))
= p(C)ou’ 0g(C)o¢ 0 2(i(C))

= jop(C)og(C)od o(i(C))

— jo0od 0 B(i(C))

= 0,
This completes the verification of the assumptions of Reduction 2, and therefore
completes the proof of the Lemma. (Il

Now we have all the results available to conclude the proof.

Proof of Theorem[8.2. By Lemma the Waldhausen categories Ch(Ag[t~1])
and Ch(Ag[t~']") and hence also Ch(Ag[t™'])” and Ch™(As[t=1])* satisfy the
saturation and the cylinder axiom. Cisinski’s Approximation Theorem implies
that the inclusion

Ch(As[t™])¥ — ChM(As[t71))¥

induces an equivalence on K-theory.
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We claim that also the inclusion
Nil(A, ®) — HNil(Ch™M(A), ).

induces an equivalence on K-theory. In fact, Nil(A, ®) — HNil(Ch™(A), ®) can be
split into a sequence of inclusions

Nil(A, @) £ Nil(Ch(A), ) L2 HNil(Ch(A), ) 22 HNil(Ch™ (A4), ).

We will show that each of the three inclusions I3, Is and I3 induce homotopy
equivalence on K-theory.

The morphism I; induces a homotopy equivalence on K-theory because of the
Gillet-Waldhausen Theorem .I]and Example using the identity of Waldhausen
categories Nil(Ch(A), ®) = Ch(Nil(A, ®)).

The maps I and Ig induce equivalences on K-theory by Cisinski’s Approxi-
mation Theorem We have to check the various assumptions appearing in
Theorem .19 The categones Ch(A*%, ®)), Ch(Ag-1[t71]*) and Nil(Ch(A),®) =
Ch(Nil(A, ®)) satisfy the saturation axiom and the cylinder axiom because of
Lemma EI2|[(i)] We conclude that End(Ch(A*, ®)) and the full Waldhausen sub-
categories HNil(Ch(A), ®) and HNil(Ch" (A), ®) satisfy the saturation axiom and
the cylinder axiom. The inclusion functors Iy and I3 reflect weak equivalences by
Lemma The second approximation property appearing in Theorem .19 was
shown to hold in Lemma BTIT] and Lemma B.T9

Hence, K(Nil(A, ®)) = K(HNil(Ch"(A),®)) as we claimed. Now Proposi-
tion concludes the proof. d

9. PASSING TO NON-CONNECTIVE ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY

Given the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for connective K-theory, one may
adapt Bass’s contracting functor approach to the setting of spectra. This yields a
definition of non-connective K-theory and Nil-spectra such that the Bass-Heller-
Swan decomposition automatically extends to the non-connective setting. This
definition of nonconnective K-theory agrees with the other definitions in the liter-
ature.

The details of the deﬁnitions of the non-connective versions of the K-groups
appearing in Theorem [0.I] and the argument how Theorem [0l can be deduced
from the connective version, are presented in [I3] Section 6].
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