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A SOLOMON-TITS THEOREM FOR RINGS

MATTHEW SCALAMANDRE

ABSTRACT. An analog of the Tits building is defined and studied for commu-
tative rings. We prove a Solomon-Tits theorem when R either satisfies a stable
range condition, or is the ring of S-integers of a global field. We then define
an analog of the Steinberg module of R, and study it both as a Z-module and
as a representation. We find the rank of Steinberg when R is a finite ring,
and compute the length of Sta(R) ® Q as a GL2(R)-representation when R is
uniserial. As an application of these results, we produce a lower bound for the
rank of the top-dimensional cohomology of principal congruence subgroups of
nonprime level.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Tits building T, (K) is a fundamental geometric object associated to GL,, (K)
for a field K. The classical Solomon—Tits theorem says that this is homotopy equiv-
alent to a wedge of (n — 2)-spheres [24]. If K is a number field or a finite field,
the top-dimensional homology of T,,(K) (called the Steinberg module) arises in the
study of arithmetic groups [4,13]. In trying to understand the cohomology of princi-
pal congruence subgroups of nonprime level, one is led to consider “Tits buildings”
associated to the rings Z/NZ. In this paper, we define a Tits complex which makes
sense for an arbitrary commutative ring. We prove that T, (R) is highly connected
when R satisfies a stable range condition, or when R is the ring of S-integers of
a number ring. We then study its top-dimensional homology, both as a Z-module
and as a GL, (R)-representation. Using these results, we produce a lower bound
for the rank of the top-dimensional cohomology of principal congruence subgroups
of nonprime level.

1.1. Classical Theory.

Let K be a field. The classical Tits building associated to GL,, K is the simplicial
complex T, (K) whose vertex set is the set of nonzero proper linear subspaces of
K", and which has a k-simplex for every flag:

0SS SV G K™

This space admits a natural simplicial action of GL,, K, and encodes fundamental
information about the structure of this algebraic group. The homotopy type of
T, (K) is determined by the Solomon-Tits theorem [24], which states that it is
homotopy equivalent to \/ Sn=2,

It follows that 7,,(K) has only one nonzero reduced homology group, which is
called the Steinberg module:

Sty (K) == H, _o(Th(K);Z).

This is naturally a representation of GL,(K). There are explicit classes called
apartment classes which generate St,(K). Let B = {b1,...,b,} be a basis for
K™, The apartment As corresponding to B is the full subcomplex on the vertices
of T,,(K) corresponding to the subspaces span{b; | ¢ € I} where I ranges over
nonempty proper subsets of {1,...,n}. The apartment Ag is isomorphic to the
barycentrically subdivided boundary of the standard (n — 1)-simplex, and is there-
fore homeomorphic to a sphere S"~2. The fundamental class of this sphere defines
an apartment class in St,, (K).

The Solomon-Tits theorem states that St,, (/) has a basis consisting of the apart-
ment classes associated to the column vectors of strict upper-triangular matrices.
In particular, this computes the dimension of the Steinberg module when K is a
finite field:

dim St,, (F,) = ¢(2).

The Steinberg module was first constructed in [25] by Steinberg as a representation
of GL,,(F,), using character-theoretic methods (the geometric construction came
later, from Solomon [24]). Steinberg proved in [25] that St,, (F,)®C is an irreducible
GL,, (F,)-representation. This result has recently been extended to infinite fields
by Putman-Snowden [19].
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For more about the history of the Steinberg module, we refer the reader to
Humphreys’ survey [10], and to Steinberg’s commentary at the end of his Collected
Papers [26].

1.2. Cohomology of Arithmetic Groups.

Let K be a number field — a finite extension of Q — and let Ok be the ring of
integers of K. The Steinberg module of K is closely related to the cohomology of
arithmetic groups by a theorem of Borel and Serre [4]. This theorem states that
Sty (K) is the rational dualizing module of any finite index subgroup I' of SL, (Ok).
If M is a Q[I']-module, and v is the cohomological dimension of SL,,(Ok), this
means that

HY(T; M) =H,_4(T; St,,(K) ® M).
In particular,
H"(I'; Q) = Ho(T; St (K)) = (St (K))r.
The right-hand side is the module of coinvariants, the largest I'-invariant quotient
of St,,(K). Using this framework, one can produce cohomology classes in H” (I"; Q)
by understanding the structure of St,,(K) as a I'-representation.

This has been profitably done in some cases. In [11], Lee-Szczarba compute
that (St,(K))sr,(0x) = 0 when Ok is a Euclidean domain with a multiplicative
norm function. Ash-Rudolph [1] prove the stronger statement that, when R is an
arbitrary Euclidean domain and F is its field of fractions, St,, (F') is in fact generated
as an abelian group by apartment classes corresponding to R-bases of F™. When
this generation result holds, it can be easily seen that (St,(F))sr, () = 0. In
particular, these results imply that

HY(SL (0x); Q) = 0

whenever Ok is a Euclidean number ring.

More recently, Church-Farb-Putman [6] prove that St,,(K) is generated by Og-
apartment classes when Ok is a PID and K admits an embedding into R. Con-
versely, they show that if Ok is not a PID, then St,,(K) is not generated by O k-
apartment classes. In fact, they show that

dim H” (SL,, (0 ); Q) > (|C1(Ok)| — 1)L,

Church-Farb-Putman leave open the case of totally complex PIDs which are not
Euclidean. By a result of Weinberger [31], if the Generalized Riemann hypothesis
holds, the only examples of these are imaginary quadratic. Miller-Patzt-Wilson-
Yasaki [14] show that St,, (K) is not generated by O g-apartment classes when Ok
is an imaginary quadratic number ring that is not Euclidean.

The above results all deal with the group SL,(Og). Borel-Serre’s theorem also
applies to finite-index subgroups of SL, (O k). Recall the principal congruence sub-
groups:

Definition 1.1. Let R be a ring, and I an ideal. Then, the principal congruence
subgroup T',(I) of GL,,(R) is the kernel of the natural map GL,(R) — GL,(R/I).
Equivalently,

I,(I)={AeGL,(R)| A=id (mod I)}.

Define the level m principal congruence subgroup of SL,(Z) to be

L,(m) :=T,(m2Z).
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The Tits buildings associated to finite fields are relevant to the top-dimensional
cohomology of principal congruence subgroups of prime level p. To find a lower
bound on the dimension of this cohomology using Borel-Serre’s theorem, we want
to find a large T, (p)-invariant quotient of St,,(Q). A natural candidate is the group
H, _2(T.(Q)/T(p),Z). We have a diagram

Tn(Q) Tn(Fp)

~

Tn(Q)/Tn(p)

where the map T, (Q) — 7, (F,) is defined on vertices by sending a subspace V' C Q"
to the image of (V NZ") in F}. In this case, Miller-Patzt-Putman [13] use T, (F)
to analyze the topology of T,,(Q)/T',(p), and conclude that the map

Stn(@) — I:In—2(7n (Q)/Fn (p), Z)

is surjective but usually not injective. We would like this framework to work for

general levels m, but to do so, we first need to understand what is meant by
Tn(Z/mZ).

Remark 1.2. In [22], Schwermer uses the theory of automorphic forms to provide a
lower bound for dim H(I'(p*), Q), for odd p, such that p¥ > 5. This is a stronger
lower bound than what is found by Miller-Patzt-Putman.

1.3. The Tits Complex over a Ring.
To this end, we define a Tits complex T,(R) for a commutative ring R:

Definition 1.3. Let T;,(R) be the simplicial complex whose vertex set consists of
those direct summands V' of R™ such that both V' and R™/V are free, and which
has a k-simplex for every flag

0cW&e - SV CR"
that is a subflag of some complete flag.

The vertex set is exactly the set of length 1 flags which can be extended to
a complete flag (cf. Proposition 2.6). This definition agrees with the classical
definition when R is a field, and is functorial in R. It is additionally always a pure
complex of dimension (n —2): every simplex is contained in a simplex of maximum
dimension.

Remark 1.4. We choose not to call this complex a “Tits building”. If R is not a
field, it does not appear to be the Brihat-Tits building associated to any BN-pair
on GL, (R). However, in some interesting cases, this complex is in fact a building.
Let Ok be the ring of integers of a number field K. Then,

Tn(0k) C Th(K).
These complexes are equal exactly when Ok is a PID (cf. Theorem 4.21). In

particular, T, (Z) is equal to the Tits building T,,(Q).

Remark 1.5. Motivated by the rank filtration in algebraic K-theory, Rognes defines
a similar complex in the unpublished [21]. This coincides with our Tits complex
when R =7Z/p"Z.
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Our main result determines the homotopy type of this complex for two families
of rings, whose definitions we recall:

Definition 1.6. A ring R satisfies SR, if, whenever a,b € R together generate the
unit ideal, there is some t € R such that a — tb is a unit.

The property SRy is one of Bass’ stable range conditions, which we discuss in
§2.2. All local rings satisfy SRa, as do all Artinian rings and thus all finite rings (cf.
Proposition 2.12). In particular, if O is a number ring and I is a nonzero ideal, then
O/1 satisfies SRy. We are especially interested in these rings for their applications
to the cohomology of arithmetic groups.

Definition 1.7. Let K be a number field. Let € be the set of places of K, thought
of as equivalence classes of nontrivial valuations on K. The infinite places are
the Archimedian valuations corresponding to embeddings of K into R or C. The
remainder correspond to embeddings into p-adic fields. We write S, for the set of
infinite places. Given a finite S C Q containing S, we define

Os={zxe K ||z|, <1lforallveQ)\S}

We call these rings Dedekind domains of arithmetic type. These include all number
rings (when S = S4) as well as certain localizations of number rings.

Our main theorem states that T, (R) is highly connected. In fact, we prove more.
A simplicial complex X is n-spherical if X is n-dimensional and (n — 1)-connected.
The star of a k-simplex o (written sto) is the closure of the subcomplex of X
consisting of all simplices containing ¢ as a face. This is always contractible. The
link of o (written lko) is the subcomplex of st o consisting of every face which is
disjoint from o. The star of a simplex o is the simplicial join of ¢ and lko.

Definition 1.8. A simplicial complex X is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n if it is
n-spherical and if, for every k-simplex o, we have that lk o is (n — k — 1)-spherical.

Our first main theorem is:

Theorem A. Let R be a ring satisfying SRa, or a Dedekind domain of arithmetic
type. Then, the Tits complex T,(R) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n — 2. In
particular, it is (n — 3)-connected.

This reduces to the classical Solomon—Tits theorem when R is a field. Our proof
of this theorem is not similar to any proof of the classical Solomon-Tits theorem
known to the author, and occupies all of §4.

Remark 1.9. Using different methods, Rognes proves Theorem A for R = Z/p"Z
n [21]. It seems difficult to extend his methods to address larger families of rings.

We define the Steinberg module of R
Sty (R) = ﬁn—Q(Tn(R)§ Z),
and define apartment classes as follows.

Definition 1.10. Let {v1,...v,} be a free basis of R". Consider the poset P([n]) of
proper nonempty subsets of {1,...,n} under containment. The nerve of this poset
(cf. Definition 3.1) is the barycentrically subdivided boundary of the (n—1)-simplex
sd OA™ !, which is homeomorphic to S™~2. We have a simplicial map

f:sdoA™ ! = T, (R)



6 MATTHEW SCALAMANDRE

sending a subset {i1, ..., ix} tospan{v;,,...,v;, }. The apartment class [v1]... |vy |
is then to be the pushforward of the fundamental class f,[S" 2] € Hy_2(Tn(R); Z).

In §5, we prove that these generate the Steinberg module:

Theorem B. If R satisfies SR2, or is a Dedekind domain of arithmetic type with
a non-complex embedding, then St,(R) is generated by apartment classes.

By Remark 1.4, this is essentially already known for Dedekind domains of arith-
metic type which are PIDs, but is otherwise new. When a number ring O is not
a PID, the results of Church-Farb-Putman [6] imply that St,,(Ox) cannot be iso-
morphic to St, (K). In fact, St,(Ok) is exactly the SL,, (O )-subrepresentation of
St,, (K) generated by O k-apartment classes. The requirement of a non-complex em-
bedding cannot be dropped, by the main theorem of Miller—Patzt—Wilson—Yasaki
[14].

It is then natural to ask if the rest of the Solomon—Tits theorem holds: namely,
does St,,(R) have a basis consisting of upper-triangular apartment classes? The
answer is negative:

Theorem C. Let R be a commutative ring. The upper-triangular apartment classes
are linearly independent in St,(R), but do not span unless R is a field.

However, we still produce a recursive formula for the dimension of St,(R) over
a finite ring.

Definition 1.11. Let n > k > 0. The Grassmannian Gry(R) is the set of rank k
free and cofree direct summands of R".

This is a transitive GL, (R)-set, and its cardinality can be computed for finite
rings (cf. Corollary 2.7 and Proposition 5.2). Notice that |Gry(R)| = 1. We prove:

Theorem D. Let R a finite ring, and, for n > 1, let d, = rkSt,(R). Define
do = 1. We have the following recursive formula:

do =1, dn, = z:(—l)i_1 |Gy _i(R)|dn—i  forn > 1.
i=1
The author is not aware of a closed form for this expression (except, of course,
when R is a finite field). We do find that, when |R] is sufficiently large, the di-

mension of St,,(R) is not much bigger than |R|(g) So in these cases, the upper-
triangular apartment classes form “most” of a basis for St,,(R). The form of The-
orem D is also amenable to computer implementation — see Table 1.
By the functoriality of the Tits complex, we have a map
St (Q) 22 St,(Z) — St (Z/m7Z).

By Theorem B, this map is surjective, and so St,,(Z/mZ) is a quotient of St,,(Q).
This is a map of SL,,(Z)-representations, and St,,(Z/mZ) is T',(m)-invariant. Borel-
Serre duality then implies

dim HG)(T,, (m); Q) > 1k St,, (Z/mZ).
A similar argument works for a larger family of number rings:

Theorem E. Let O be a number ring, and let I be a nonzero ideal of O. Let v be
the cohomological dimension of SL,,(O). Then,

dim H” (T, (I); Q) > 1k St,, (0/1).
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d
n 4 6 8 9 10
1 1 1 1 1 1
2 5 11 11 11 17
3 113 911 1121 1171 3473
4 10879 497149 978559 1149929 7649589
5 4324129 1696007149 7061119489 10247219929 174326656989
6 || 6984271295 | 35372169269639 | 414187232163839 | 824092678295459 | 40378418645294393

TABLE 1. Rank of St,,(Z/dZ), for composite d < 10.

Therefore, Theorem D computes a lower bound on the top-dimensional coho-
mology of T',,(I). This result is new, except when O = Z and I is of the form p*Z

for some prime p. In this case, our bound on dim H) (T',,(p*); Q) is weaker than
the bounds in [13] or [22].

Remark 1.12. We do not expect that this bound is tight in general. Indeed, we
expect that the methods of [13] could be applied to produce a stronger lower bound.
The author intends to take up this question in a subsequent paper.

In §6, we investigate the representation-theoretic structure of St,,(R) ® Q (which
we write as St2(R)). If R is not a field, then St2(R) is never irreducible. Indeed,
for any ideal I we have a nonzero map

St (R) — Sty (R/1),

whose kernel is a proper subrepresentation (c.f. Theorem 6.1). When R is a finite
ring, we can identify St@(R/I) with the T, (I)-invariants of St2(R):

Theorem F. Let R be a finite ring, J its Jacobson radical, and let I be an ideal of
R contained in J. Then

St2(R)"'D = St2(R/ 1)
as GL,, (R)-representations.

Notice that, in this case, the I'y, (I)-coinvariants agree with the I',,(I)-invariants.
To conclude, we ask the following question:

Question 1.13. For a finite local ring R, what is the length of St2(R) as a GL,,(R)-
representation?

For quotients of Dedekind domains, we answer the question when n = 2.

Theorem G. Let O be a Dedekind domain, and p < O a prime ideal. Then,
Stg((f)/pk) has length exactly k.

This is the minimum length allowed by Theorem F.

1.3.1. Acknowledgments. 1 would like to thank my advisor Andrew Putman for
introducing me to this problem, and for his guidance during every stage of this
project. I would also like to thank Samuel Evens for helpful conversations about
the representation theory of GL,,(F,). I would like to thank Alexander Kupers and
Jeremy Miller for pointing out some useful references.

This article is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation
under Grant Number DMS-1547292.
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2. ALGEBRAIC PRELIMINARIES

Here, we collect some algebraic tools and definitions that will be used throughout
the paper. Throughout the rest of this paper, R will always be a commutative ring.

2.1. Flags of Free Summands.
We study the collections of flags which are important to the construction of
Tn(R).

Definition 2.1. A flag in R™ is a chain of free direct summands
0CViGC - CViCR"

For a partition A = (A1,..., A\g+1) of n, we say that a flag has type X if

J
rkV; =\ for j <k.
i=1
A flag is complete if k =n — 1, in which case V; has rank ¢ (equivalently, these are
the flags of type (1,1,...,1)).

Notice that when K is a field, any flag in K™ is a subflag of a complete flag. This
makes T, (K) a pure simplicial complex: every simplex is contained in a simplex
of maximum dimension. This is a desirable property for the Tits complex to have,
since every Cohen-Macaulay complex is pure. We make the following definition:

Definition 2.2. We say that aflag F={0C V; C--- C Vi, C R"} is good if it can
be completed, i.e., if we can find a complete flag {0 C Wy, C --- C W,,_y C R"}
and indices j; with V; = W, for all i < k.
One can produce good flags using the following procedure:
Definition 2.3. Let A be a partition of n and let (vy,...,v,) be an ordered basis
of R™. We write span, (v1,...,v,) for the flag
0 C span{vy, ..., vy, } € span{vy,..., Ux 4201 & - --
... Cspan{vy, ..., U 4dr s & R
If F is a flag such that F = span, (v1, . .., v,), we say that (vq,...,v,) is a flag-basis
for .

It turns out that all good flags arise in this manner. To prove this, we need a
definition and a lemma:

Definition 2.4. Let M be an R-module and N be a direct summand of M. We
say that N is cofree in M if it has a free complement, i.e. there is a free direct
summand N’ of M with N @ N’ = M. Equivalently, N is cofree if M /N is free.

Lemma 2.5. Any free summand of R™ of rank (n — 1) is cofree.

Proof. Let N be such a free summand, and let L be its complement. Consider the

determinant construction:
n

R=N\"R = N'(Ne L) = @A N o (A" L),
=0

We will show that /\j L =0 when j > 2, so that each term of the right hand side
is zero except for ¢ = n — 1. It follows that the right hand side is L ® R = L, and
so L & R as required.
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Let p be a prime of R. By exactness of localization and the fact that all projective
modules over a local ring are free, L, is free of rank 1 over R,. If j > 2, we see
that (A’ L), = A’(Ly) = 0. Since p is arbitrary, A’ L has empty support, and so
is the zero module. (]

Proposition 2.6. For a flag F = {V; C --- C Vi} of type A, the following are
equivalent:

(1) F is good.

(2) F admits a flag-basis.

(3) Vi is cofree in Viyq for alli < k, and Vj; is cofree in R™.

Proof. (2) = (1) and (2) = (3) are both immediate.

(3) = (2): Build the flag-basis inductively: let the first A; vectors be any
basis for V7, the next Ao be any basis for a free complement of V; inside V5, and so
on.

(1) = (2): Let ¥ be a complete flag containing F. By Lemma 2.5, F' satisfies

condition (3), and admits a flag basis (v1,...,v,). Therefore:
F' = spangy,  1y(v1, -, V).
Then, by the definition of flag-bases, F = span, (v1,...,v,). O

Notice that GL,,(R) acts transitively on the set of flag-bases, and that if u € R*|

the matrix stabilizes the standard flag of type A. It follows that:

v 0
0 id,,—1
Corollary 2.7. GL,(R) and SL,(R) each act transitively on the set Fly of good
flags of type .

Example 2.8 (A non-good flag). Set R = R[x,y, 2]/(2% + y* + 22 — 1), the ring of
polynomial functions on S2, and consider the flag:

0 C R(we; + yea + ze3) C Rep @ Rea @ Res € R,

Each term in this flag is free and cofree in R*. Every projective module over R
induces a vector bundle over S?. One can check that the flag above induces the
flag of bundles:

0 C v(S?) C TR?g> C TR?| 52
where v(S?) C TR3|g: is the standard inclusion of the normal bundle of S? into
TR3. If the original flag of R-modules is a good flag, then v(S?) will be cofree in
TR3|g2. This is well-known to be false.

2.2. Bass’ Stable Range Condition.
We discuss a family of conditions on a ring which generalize the condition SRs
defined in the introduction.

Definition 2.9. Let R be aring, and let n > 2. We say that R satisfies Bass’ stable
range condition SR, if for every subset {r1,...,r,} of R generating the unit ideal,
there is a sequence of elements t1,...,t,_1 such that {ri —t;r,,...,r_1 —th_17n}
also generates the unit ideal.

Notice that a ring satisfying SR,, necessarily satisfies SR, +1. These conditions
are difficult to verify in general, but the following theorem of Bass gives many
examples:
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Theorem 2.10 (Bass Cancellation Theorem, [2, Theorem V.3.5]). If R is a com-
mutative ring of Krull dimension d, then R satisfies SRqys.

Artinian rings have Krull dimension 0, and thus satisfy SRy. Number rings
satisfy SR3, but not SRy. For example, in Z, the set {5,7} generates the unit
ideal, but there is no choice of ¢ € Z such that 5 — 7t = +1.

Definition 2.11. Let R be commutative ring, and J its Jacobson radical. We
say R is semilocal if R/J is a product of fields. Equivalently, R has finitely many
maximal ideals.

Proposition 2.12. Every semilocal ring satisfies SRs.

Proof. First, we prove the proposition in the special case where R = F} X --- X Fj
is a product of fields. Let {a,b} generate the unit ideal, where a = (a1, ...,ax)
and b = (by,...,b;). Since {a,b} generates the unit ideal, for any ¢ where a; = 0,
b; #0. Set t = (t1,...,tx) where t; =1 if a; = 0, and ¢; = 0 else. Then, a — tb is
nonzero everywhere, and thus a unit of R.

We now consider the case where R is a general semilocal ring. If J is the Jacobson
radical, then R/J is a product of fields. Let {a,b} generate the unit ideal of R.
Then, their images {a@,b} generate the unit ideal of R/J. Choose  as above, so
@— tb is a unit u of R/J. Let t be some lift of #, and let u~! be a lift of 1. Then,
(a —th)u=t € 1 + g, which consists of units, so a — tb is itself a unit. O

We state an important application of stable range conditions. Recall that a
finitely-generated projective R-module P has constant rank d if, for any maximal
ideal m, the vector space P ® R/m has dimension d.

Theorem 2.13. Let R satisfy SRy, and let P be a finitely generated R-module of
constant rank d > k — 1. If P is stably free, then it is free.

This is essentially due to Bass and Serre. See [18, Lemma 8.9] for a clear expo-
sition.

2.3. A Presentation for SL,(R).

The following material is classical, and is drawn from [15] and [30].

To handle the fundamental group of 7,,(R), we will need to produce and un-
derstand a presentation of SL,(R). If i # j and A € R, the elementary matriz
ei;(A) is the matrix which has A in the ijth position, and which agrees with the
identity matrix elsewhere. We denote by E,,(R) the subgroup of SL, (R) generated
by elementary matrices.

If R is a field or Euclidean domain, then SL,(R) is generated by elementary
matrices, and so SL,,(R) = F,,(R). For general rings, this is not the case, and the
deficit is measured by the unstable K-theory group SKj(n,R) (although we will
not need this technology here). We briefly survey the state of affairs for semilocal
rings and number rings:

Theorem 2.14. If R satisfies SRz, then SL,, (R) is generated by elementary ma-
trices for all n.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2.5 in [8], GL,(R) = GL1(R)E,(R). If g € SL,,(R), use this
to write g = ue, where u € GL1(R) &2 R* and e € E,(R). Taking determinants,
we see that u = 1. d
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Theorem 2.15. Let K be a number field, S be a set of places containing all infinite
places, and Og be be the associated Dedekind domain of arithmetic type.

e [f Og is Euclidean, then SL,(Og) is generated by elementary matrices.

e (Bass-Milnor-Serre [3]) If n > 3, then SL,(Qg) is generated by elementary
matrices.

o (Vaserstein [29]) If |S| > 2, then SL2(OQg) is generated by elementary ma-
trices.

e (Cohn [7], Nica [16]") If K is imaginary quadratic, then SLa(Ox) is gen-
erated by elementary matrices if and only if Ok is Fuclidean. In the case
where this does not hold, E2(Ok) is not normal in SLy(Ok), and has infi-
nite indez.

We now cousider relations for E,,(R). Some relations are purely structural, and
are recorded in the Steinberg group:

Definition 2.16. Let n > 3. We define the Steinberg group S, (R) to be the group
generated by formal symbols z;;(\), where 1 < 4,5 < mn, i # j, A € R, subject to
the following relations:
o ij(N)wi(p) = i (A + )
1 j#kandi#/,
o [2ij(N), wpe(p)] = Q zie(A)  j=kandi#Z,
Tpj(—pA) jF#kandi="L
The elementary matrices satisfy the defining relations of the Steinberg group, so
there is a surjective map S, (R) — E,(R) sending x;;(\) to e;;(\).
Definition 2.17. The kernel of the map S, (R) — E,(R) is written Ka(n, R).
This is a subtle algebraic invariant of R. Fortunately for us, it stabilizes. There
A0 Similar]
o 1| Similarly,
we have a map S, (R) < Sp+1(R) sending z;; () to x;;(A). Using these inclusions,
we produce a natural map Ky(n, R) — Ka(n+ 1, R).

is a natural inclusion E,(R) — E,1+1(R), sending a matrix A to

Theorem 2.18 (Bass, Vaserstein, Dennis, Suslin, Tulinbayev, van der Kallen [27]).
Let R satisfy SRy. Then for n > k, the natural maps

Kz(n, R) — KQ(TL + 1, R)
and
Kg(’/l, R) — KQ(R)
are surjective, and when n > k + 1 they are isomorphisms.

If R satisfies SR, it follows that K5(3, R) surjects onto Ka(n, R) for n > 3. The
output of this theorem is the following fact, which we need in the sequel:

Theorem 2.19. Ifn > 3 and R is such that the natural map K2(3, R) — Ka(n, R)
is surjective, then E,(R) is isomorphic to the group generated by symbols x;;(\),
where 1 <1i,j <n,i+#j, A€ R, subject to the relations:

o ;i (AN)wij(p) = ziz(A + p)

1See Sheydvasser [23] for a corrigendum.
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1 j#kandi#L,
o [zij(A)zre(w)] = qzie(An)  j=k andi# ¢,

Tpi(—pA) j#Fk andi="L
o Any additional relations present in Es(R).

3. SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES

In this section, we present tools to analyze the topology of simplicial complexes,
and then apply these tools to analyze the Tits complex.

3.1. Topology of Posets.
We discuss a relationship between posets and simplicial complexes. We have the
following definition:

Definition 3.1. Let P be a poset. The nerve of P is the simplicial complex N (P)
whose vertices are elements of P, and with a k-simplex o for every set of vertices
{po, - .-, px} such that

po <p1 < <Pk
The nerve is a functor from the category of posets to the category of spaces.

Example 3.2. Consider the poset {a1,as,b1,b2}, ordered such that a;, < b; for all
1,7, and no other comparisons hold. The nerve has four vertices, and four edges:
{a1,b1},{a1, b2}, {az, b1}, {az, ba}. The resulting space is homeomorphic to S*:

[b1]

[a1]

[b2]

Every simplicial complex is homeomorphic to the nerve of a poset:

[az]

Example 3.3. Let X be a simplicial complex. Let Px be the poset consisting of
all simplices of X, ordered by inclusion. The space N(Py) is isomorphic to the
barycentric subdivision of X, and as such is homeomorphic to X.

Definition 3.4. Let X be a poset, and let € X. The height of x, written h(x),
is the maximum h such that there is a chain in X ending at x:

Po<p1<- - <ph=2x
If there is such a chain for all h, then we write h(z) = oo.
The dimension of a poset X is dim X = max h(x); this agrees with the dimension
TE

of the nerve. If P is a poset, we say that it is n-spherical (resp. Cohen-Macaulay
of dimension n) if N(P) is. We have the following characterizations of the star and
link. Let 0 = {pp < p1 < - < pr}. Then,

stpo = N ({x € P |  is comparable to p; Vi})

lkpo = N ({z € P |z extends the chain py < p; < -+ < pg})

Additionally, we define the following subposets. If x € X, then:
o X, ={r'eX |2 <a}
o Xop,:={2'eX |2 >z}
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We have the following poset-level condition for a complex to be Cohen-Macaulay,
due to Quillen:

Proposition 3.5 (Quillen, [20, Proposition 8.6]). A poset X is Cohen-Macaulay
of dimension n if and only if the following all hold:

X is n-spherical.

For all x € X, the poset X, is (h(x) — 1)-spherical.

For all x € X, the poset X, is (n — h(x) — 1)-spherical.

For all z,2’ € X with x < ', the poset (Xs,NX<yp) is (h(x') — h(z) —2)-
spherical.

Let f: X — Y be a map of posets. Then, for any y € Y, we define:
fly:={zeX|f(x) <y}

When we speak of the homology of a poset, we refer to the homology of its nerve.
The following theorem of Quillen helps us compute this homology.

Theorem 3.6 (Quillen, [20, Theorem 9.1]). Let f: X — Y be a map of posets.
Assume that'Y is n-spherical, and that for ally € Y, the poset Y, is (n—h(y)—1)-
spherical and the poset f/y is h(y)-spherical. Then X is n-spherical, and there is
a descending filtration Fy of ﬁn(X) such that f. factors through an isomorphism

H,(X)/Fy = Hu(Y),
and where R R
Fy/Fgi1 = GB Hp—g-1(Y>y) @ Ho(f/y).
h(y)=q
3.2. The Partial Basis Complex.
In this section, we discuss a complex which is closely related to the Tits complex.

Definition 3.7. The partial basis complex B,(R) of a ring R is the simplicial
complex whose vertices are those vectors in R™ which are contained in a basis
of R", and where {v1,...v541} are the vertices of a k-simplex if this set can be
completed to a basis of R".

The partial basis complex is not the nerve of a poset, but its barycentric sub-
division is the nerve of the poset of partial bases of R", ordered by inclusion (see
Example 3.3). We call this poset B,,(R).

The following result may be deduced from the work of van der Kallen [28].

Theorem 3.8. Let R be a ring satisfying SRy for k > 2. Then, the partial basis
complex B, (R) is (n — k)-connected. It is Cohen-Macaulay if k = 2.

We give a precise exposition of this deduction. We need an auxiliary definition:

Definition 3.9. Let U, (R) be the simplicial complex where a set {v1,...vp41} of
vectors in R™ are the vertices of a k-simplex if this set spans a (k + 1)-dimensional
free direct summand of R".

We have B,,(R) C U,(R). These complexes do not necessarily agree. A simplex
o ={v1,...vk41} of Uy (R) lies in B, (R) exactly when the span{vy, ... vk} admits
a free complement. For an example where this fails, see Example 2.8.

Theorem 3.10 (van der Kallen, [28]). Let R be a ring satisfying SRy, for k > 2.
Then, the complex U, (R) is (n — k)-connected. It is Cohen-Macaulay if k = 2.
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Here is how to deduce Theorem 3.10 from the results of [28]. The first assertion
is obtained by setting 6 = 0 in part (i) of [28, Theorem from §2.6]. To deduce that
U,,(R) is Cohen-Macaulay when k = 2, we apply Proposition 3.5. Let U, (R) be the
poset of simplices of U, (R). Let o be an (¢—1)-simplex of U,,(R), let V be the span
of its vertices, and choose an isomorphism V 22 Rf. Then, U, (R)., is isomorphic
to the (¢ — 2)-skeleton of Uy(R), and hence is spherical by part (i) of [28, Theorem
from §2.6]. The connectivity of U, (R)s, follows from part (ii) of [28, Theorem from
§2.6] (again setting 6 = 0). Now, we choose ¢’ a partial basis containing o, of size
¢ and span V', and an isomorphism ¢ : V/ 2 RY. Then, (U,(R)se NUn(R) <o)
is isomorphic to the (¢’ — £ — 2)-skeleton of Uy (R)s,(»), which we know to be
spherical. Thus, Proposition 3.5 applies, and U, (R) is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. We begin with the first assertion. It suffices to check that,
if R satisfies SRy, then
Bn(R)PH = U, (R,
Once we have established this fact, by standard arguments we know that
7i(Bn(R)) = m (U (R)) =0fori <n—k—1.

Likewise, H,,_ (B, (R)) = Hy— (U, (R)) = 0, so by the Hurewicz theorem we know
that m,_,(B,(R)) = 0, whence the first assertion.

We prove that B, (R)"* = U, (R)"~*. Indeed, let ¢ = {vy,...,v,11} be a
p-simplex, for p <n —k. Let V,, = span{vi,...,vp41}, and let W be a complement
to V, in R™. We observe that W is a stably free R-module of rank n — (p +1) >
n—(n—k+1)=Fk—1. By Theorem 2.13, W is a free module, so that ¢ lies in
B, (R).

For the second assertion, note that we have already proved that

Bn(R) [n—2] _ un (R) [n—2]

when R satisfies SRy. It remains to check the (n — 1)-simplices. But, an (n — 1)-
simplex corresponds to a basis of a rank n direct summand of R™. This must be
a basis of R™ itself. Therefore, B, (R) = U,(R). We already know that U, (R) is
Cohen-Macaulay when R satisfies SRo, whence the theorem. O

When R is a Dedekind domain of arithmetic type, the main technical result of
[6] states that B, (R) is more connected than Theorem 3.8 implies.

Theorem 3.11 (Church-Farb-Putman, [6]). Let Og be a Dedekind domain of arith-
metic type, where S contains at least one non-complex place. Then, B, (0g) is
Cohen-Macaulay.

3.3. The Tits Complex.
We discuss here the properties of the Tits complex T, (R).

Definition 3.12. Let R be a commutative ring. Denote by T, (R) the poset of
free and cofree summands of R™, where V' < W when V is a cofree summand of
W. Note that this is stronger than V' C W.

The nerve of T, (R) is T,,(R). Therefore, by analyzing the poset T, (R), we can
understand T,,(R).

Proposition 3.13. Let f : R — S be a map of rings. Then, there is a simplicial
map Tn(R) — Tp(S). This map is GL,(R)-equivariant. This assignment extends
T into a functor Ring — Top.
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Proof. Consider the extension-of-scalars map
T,.(R) — T,(S)
Ve=VRgS.

Extension of scalars takes free R-modules to free S-modules, and so sends a free
and cofree summand of R™ to such a summand of S™. Therefore, this map is well-
defined as a map of sets. Consider V' < W in T, (R), so that V/W is free. Since
V, W, and V/W are all free and therefore flat, we have the exact sequence:

0=>VRrS—>WerS—=>V/WerS —0,

It follows that (V ®r S) < (W ®g S). Therefore, extension of scalars defines a
map-of-posets T, (R) — T, (S). By functoriality of the nerve, we have the desired
map Tp(R) — Tn(S5).

To see that this map is GL,(R)-equivariant, note that GL,(R) acts on the
poset T, (R) in the natural way, as well as on T,(S) via the map GL,(R) —
GL,(S) induced by f. Extension of scalars is clearly compatible with these actions.
Functoriality of the nerve then implies that the induced map on spaces is GL,,(R)-
equivariant. ([

There are other reasonable generalizations of the Tits building to the category
of rings — say, by considering larger families of flags of free modules. Most of these
will be identical when R is local or a PID. We choose this particular definition for
two reasons: first, the Tits complex is pure for every ring, i.e., every simplex is
contained in a simplex of the maximum dimension. Second, our Tits complex is
closely connected to the partial basis complex, as we will see in Lemma 3.14.

We denote by B/ (R) the (n — 2)-skeleton of B, (R), corresponding to those
partial bases which are not complete. We denote by B!, (R) the corresponding poset
of incomplete partial bases. There is a map of posets B!, (R) — T, (R) defined by
sending a partial basis of R" to the summand of R™ it spans. Clearly this span is
free and cofree. This induces a simplicial map on nerves, which we will denote

span: sd B] (R) = T,(R).

Lemma 3.14. The map span: sd B! (R) — T,,(R) is surjective.

Proof. Let o = {[Vi],...,[Vit+1]} be a simplex of T;,(R) corresponding to a flag
0CcWV & C Vi1 & R™

Choose a basis of V. Since V; is cofree in V5, this basis can be extended to a basis
of V5. Similarly, we can extend to a basis of V3, and so on through Vj;. This
chain of partial bases defines a simplex of sd B/ (R) that maps to o. Since o was
arbitrary, the map is surjective. ([

4. CONNECTIVITY OF THE T1TS COMPLEX

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem A. We will prove this by induction,
on both the degree of connectivity, and on the following natural filtration of T,,(R):

Definition 4.1. Let n > m > 1, and let R be a commutative ring. Define T, ,,(R)
to be the full subcomplex of T,,(R) whose vertices consist of free and cofree sum-
mands of R" of rank at most m.

We will first prove the following statement:
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Theorem 4.2. Letn > m > 1, and let R be a ring such that:

(1) B, (R) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n — 2.

(2) SLi(R) is generated by elementary matrices for all k > 1.

(8) The natural map K5(3, R) — Ka(k, R) is surjective for all k > 3.
Then, Tnm(R) is (m — 2)-connected.

The proof of this result comprises §4.1-4.3. Our strategy is induction on the
degree of connectivity. Our first base case is m = 1.

Remark 4.3. The space T,, 1(R) is nonempty, since [Re1] € Ty, 1. Therefore, T, 1(R)
is (—1)-connected.

Our second base case is to show that T, ., (R) is connected when m > 2. This
is true quite generally, and is proved in that generality in §4.1. Our third base
case, treated in §4.2, is simple-connectivity for m > 3. This is more delicate, and
is where we require conditions (2) and (3). In §4.3 we compute the homology of
Tpm(R) using (1), showing that it is concentrated in the top dimension.

Finally, in §4.4, we give a proof of Theorem A. This is an immediate consequence
of Theorem 4.2 in all but a few cases.

4.1. Path-connectedness of T, ,,,(R).

In this section, we prove that T, ,,(R) is connected when m > 2. We do this
twice, with the second proof giving additional information needed in §4.2. Our first
proof is an immediate deduction from the connectivity of B, (R):

Theorem 4.4. Letn >m > 2, and let R be a ring satisfying SR,,. Then, Tp m(R)
is path-connected.

Proof. By van der Kallen’s theorem (Theorem 3.8), we know that B, (R) is path-
connected. Therefore, since m > 2, so is its (m — 1)-skeleton B, (R)™~1. By
Lemma 3.14, the map

span : Bn(R)[m_l] = Tnom(R)

defined in §3.2 is surjective and continuous. Therefore, T), ., (R) is path-connected.
O

We now give a second proof, which will additionally furnish us with a map
from the Cayley graph of SL, (R). We will need this map in §4.2 to prove simple-
connectedness.

To begin, we recall the definition of the Cayley graph:

Definition 4.5. Let G be a group, and let S be a set of generators for G. The
Cayley graph T'(G, S) is the graph whose vertices are the elements of G, and with
an edge {g,¢'} if ¢ = gs for some s € S. The space I'(G, S) has a natural action
of G by graph isomorphisms, induced by left multiplication.

Since S generates G, I'(G, S) is always connected.

The obvious choice of a generating set for SL,, (R) is the set of elementary ma-
trices. We choose a slightly larger set, for the purposes of §4.2. For r € R*,
define
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This is a product of elementary matrices, using the identity

{7" 0 } B {1 r—l} {1 0} [1 r‘l—l] {1 0}
or~t |0 1 |"|11]"|0 1 |'|-r1]°
We define the generating set:
8={eij(A\) [i#j, Ae R}U{t(r) [re R"}.
Adding these extra generators only adds the relations
t(r) = e1a(r — ear (Depa(r™! — 1)eg (—7)
to the presentation of SL,,(R) found in §2.3.

Theorem 4.6. Let n > m > 2. For a ring R such that SL,(R) is generated by
elementary matrices, the following hold:

o The complex Ty, m(R) is path-connected.
e There is a continuous SL, (R)-equivariant map

¢: T (SL,(R),8) = Tnm(R)
which sends the vertex set of I' (SL,(R),8) surjectively onto T, 1(R).

Proof. If V is a free and cofree summand of R", it contains a 1-dimensional free
and cofree summand L, and so there is an edge from [V] to [L]. By this fact, we
will have proved the first assertion if we can show that all 1-dimensional summands
lie in a single path component. Since Cayley graphs are path-connected, this is an
immediate consequence of the second assertion.

We now prove the second assertion. We explicitly construct the desired map .
We first define it on vertices, sending the vertex v to v - Re;. Since SL,(R) acts
transitively on T;, 1(R) by Corollary 2.7, this is surjective onto T, 1(R).

Notice that every edge of the Cayley graph is of the form {v,vs}, for some
v € SL,(R) and s € 8. Using the natural action of SL,(R), the edge {v,~vs}
is equal to v - {id, s}. It therefore suffices to define the image of {id,s} for each
generator s € S. There will then be a unique SL,,(R)-equivariant extension over
all of T'(SL,(R), 8).

Defining the image of {id, s} amounts to choosing a path in T, ,,(R) from Re;
to s- Rey. If s = e;;(\) with j # 1, or if s = ¢(r), then s- Re; = Re;, and we
choose the constant path. If s =e; 1()), then s- Re; = R(e1 + Ae;) and we choose
the path:

[Rel]

[R@l &) Rez] E— [R(61 + )\6,’)] O

4.2. Simple Connectedness of T, ,,,(R).
Our goal in this section is to show that T, ,,,(R) is simply connected for m > 3,
using the approach of [17].

Theorem 4.7. Let n > m > 3. Let R be a ring such that SLi(R) is generated by
elementary matrices for all k > 1, and the natural map K5(3, R) — Ka(n, R) is
surjective. Then, the complex Ty m(R) is simply connected.

We will prove Theorem 4.7 at the end of the section. We begin with some
preliminary results.

Lemma 4.8. Let R either satisfy SR3, or be such that SLx(R) is generated by ele-
mentary matrices for all k. Then, every loop based at [Re1] in Ty m (R) is homotopic
rel basepoints to a loop in T, 2(R).
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Proof. Let v be such a loop. Without loss of generality, it is a simplicial loop in
the 1-skeleton of Ty, », (R). We will show that if m > 3, then v may be homotoped
into the 1-skeleton of T;, y,—1(R). Applying this repeatedly proves the result.

Let [V] be a m-dimensional summand appearing in v, and let W7 and W5 be
the summands encountered immediately before and after V. Note that the ranks
of W7 and W5 must be strictly smaller than the rank of V', since V' has maximal
rank in T, ,,(R), and each edge corresponds to the inclusion of a direct summand.

Since V' is m-dimensional, the link of [V] in T),,,(R) is the realization of the
poset of free and cofree direct summands of R™ contained in V. This poset is
isomorphic to the poset of direct summands of V, so 1k[V] = T, (R). Since m > 3
and R satisfies the hypotheses of at least one of Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.6, we
know that 1k[V] is connected. Choose a simplicial path in 1k[V] from [W7] to [Wa].
Since the star st[V] is contractible, the segment [W;] — [V] — [W3] is homotopic to
this path. This extends to a homotopy from v to a loop that misses [V]. Since
k[V] is a subset of T, ,,,—1(R), this homotopy reduces the number of m-dimensional
summands in v by 1. Repeating this process, we may homotope +y into T;, ;—1(R),
as desired. O

We need a fact about the stabilizer of Req:

Lemma 4.9. Let R be such that SLi(R) is generated by elementary matrices for
all k. Then, the SL, (R)-stabilizer of Re; is generated by the subset of 8 consisting
of elements stabilizing Re; :

{ei;(M) [i# 7, Ae R, j#1}U{t(r) |r e R*}
Proof. Fix an arbitrary matrix in the the stabilizer of Re;. This matrix has the

form {8 Y } foru e R*, v € R"1, and A € GL,,_1(R). We have u = det(A4)~!.
We will find it as a product of generators stabilizing Re;.

Set @ = v~ ¥, and note that the matrix [(1) 111):1 is clearly a product of elementary
: ulg]  [u0] 1]
matrices stabilizing Re;, and that [OA} = [O A} [Oid] .
Set
" -
A=a1

Since A’ € SL,,_1(R) and SL,,_1(R) is generated by elementary matrices, {é j,]
is a product of elementary matrices e; ;(A) with 4, j > 2, each of which stabilize

Re;. Since
u| U 1/ 0 1|7
{0 A} - {0 A’} tw) [0 id}
and t(u) stabilizes Re;, we have proved the statement. O

The hypotheses of Theorem 4.7 allow us to apply Theorem 4.6, giving us the
equivariant map ¢: I'(SL,,(R),8) — T, m(R) constructed by that Theorem. In
the next lemma, we will show that any loop in T, ,,(R) is the image of a loop in
['(SLn(R),S).
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Lemma 4.10. Let R be such that SLi(R) is generated by elementary matrices for
all k. Then, every loop based at [Re1] in Ty m(R) is homotopic to the image under
¢ of a loop based at id in T'(SL,(R), S).

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, it suffices to consider oriented loops 7y in T, 2(R). Such aloop
encounters vertices corresponding to 1-dimensional and 2-dimensional summands,
in an alternating manner. It is thus composed of segments of the following form:

[L4] [P] —— [L2]

where the L; are 1-dimensional, and P is 2-dimensional. By the construction in
Lemma 4.6, we may lift this to a segment in I'(SL,,(R),8) if there is some g €
SL, (R) such that, for some choice of 4 and A, we have

L1 =g Rey
Ly =g Rler + Ae;)
P =g-(Re1 @ Re;).

We call such segments “liftable”.

We will find a homotopy of v to a loop where each segment of the above form
is liftable. Fix such a segment in 7. By Corollary 2.7 applied to flags of type
(1,1,n—2), we may choose g € SL,,(R) such that g- Re; = L1 and ¢g-(Re1 ® Res) =
P. Write g~!Ly = L}, which is a free summand of Re; @& Rey. Since SLa(R) acts
transitively on To(R), we may choose ¢’ € SLy(R) such that ¢’ - Re; = L}. Express
¢’ as a product of elementary matrices s; ... sy in SLo(R) (which are also generators
for SL,(R)). Consider the path p:

[Re1] — [Re1 & Res] — [s1 - Re1] — [Rey @ Res] — [s182 - Rey] — ...
-+ —[Re1 @ Res] — [¢' - Re1] = L.

Each segment of this path is liftable, by construction (notice that s; - (Re; @
Rey) = Rey @ Res). The path g - p is also homotopic to the original segment, since
each edge traversed (aside from the first and last) is immediately doubled back
upon. Therefore we may homotope 7 to replace the original segment with this new
path. This decreases by 1 the number of nonliftable segments in . Repeating this
process, we can homotope 7 to a path entirely composed of liftable segments.

Now, we may lift v, segment by segment, to a path p in I'(SL,(R), ) beginning
at id. The end of the path is not necessarily id, but since the image under ¢ of this
endpoint is [Re;], it must be in the stabilizer of [Req].

By Lemma 4.9, the stabilizer of [Re1] is generated by a subset of 8, and so defines
a connected subgraph of I'(SL,(R),8). Any path contained in this subgraph will
map to the constant path in T;, ,,(R). Choosing some such path p’, we define the
loop % to be the composition p’ *x p. We have (%) ~ v (where the homotopy is a
reparametrization of the domain). O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. By Lemma 4.10, the map ¢: I'(SL,(R),8) — T,.m(R) is
surjective on 7. So, it suffices to show that the image of a based loop in I'(SL,, (R), )
bounds a disk in T, 3(R). Every such loop corresponds to some word in the gen-
erators representing the identity. Such a word is a product of conjugates of the
defining relators of a given presentation of SL,,(R).
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Since the map ¢ is SL,, (R)-equivariant, if we show that the image of a loop in
I'(SL,(R),8) corresponding to a defining relator bounds a disk, we will prove the
same for the image of any loop. This shows that the map on m; induced by ¢ is
equal to zero, whence the Theorem.

Combining Theorem 2.19 and the remark immediately preceding Theorem 4.6,
there are 3 kinds of defining relators in our presentation of SL, (R). These are the
Steinberg relations appearing in S, (R), the relations corresponding to generators
of K5(3,R), and the relations t(r) = eja(r — 1)ea1(1)era(r~! — 1)ear(—r). We list
some cases where defining relators will correspond to trivial loops in w1 (Ty 3) :

e If a relation is a product of elementary matrices e;, ;, (A\) where j, is never
1. Then, each of these generators stabilize Re;, so the associated loop in
I'(SL,(R),S) maps to the constant loop in T, (R).

e If a relation is a product of elementary matrices whose indices are drawn
from 3 distinct values {1,1,j}, then each generator is an automorphism of
Rei & Re; @ Rej. Since the flags Rey C Rei & Re; and R(eq + Ae;) €
Re;1 @ Re; can both be extended by Re; ® Re; @ Rej, it follows that the flag
corresponding to any edge in the loop can be extended by Re; © Re; ® Re;.
This shows that this loop is contained in the star of [Re; & Re; ® Re;], and
so bounds a disk.

These observations handle nearly all of the defining relations. The relations
corresponding to generators of K»(3, R) are products of elementary matrices e;; ()
with i,7 € {1,2,3}. A Steinberg relation will satisfy one of the above conditions,
unless it is of the form [e;; (), exe(pt)] with ¢ # £, j # k, and where exactly one of
J,¢is equal to 1. The loop in I'(SL,,(R), 8) corresponding to such a relation consists
of four segments. The image of two of these segments will be constant, and of the
remaining two, one will be the reverse of the other. Therefore, the image of the
loop corresponding to any Steinberg relation is trivial.

The relation t(r~!)eja(r—1)ea1(1)e12(r~t —1)ea1 (—r) is not a product of elemen-
tary matrices, so the above observations do not apply. Notice that every generator
is an automorphism of Re; & Res. Therefore, the image of the corresponding loop
lies in the star of [Re; @ Res], and therefore bounds a disk.

We have now checked the theorem for all defining relators, as required. ([l

4.3. Homological connectivity of T, ,,(R).
The goal of this section is a proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 4.11. Let n > m > 0, and R be a ring such that By(R) is Cohen-
Macaulay for all k. Assume that Ty, ¢(R) is connected for £ > 2 and simply connected
for > 3. Then, T, ,m(R) is (m — 2)-connected.

Remark 4.12. If one drops the assumptions on connectivity and simple-connectivity,
the arguments given in this section will prove the weaker statement that T, ,,,(R)
is (m — 2)-acyclic.

We will prove Theorem 4.11 by induction on n and m. The structure of this
induction is as follows. Consider the set of pairs of natural numbers (n, m) satisfying
n > m > 0, under the dictionary ordering. This is a linear order, isomorphic to N.
Remark 4.3 implies the theorem is true when m = 1. By assumption, the theorem
is true when m = 2,3. These are our base cases. The statement we must prove is
the following;:
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Inductive Proposition. Fizn > m > 3. Assume Ty (R) is (m' —2)-connected
for any (n',m’) < (n,m) in the dictionary ordering. Then, Ty mi1(R) is (m — 1)-
connected.

The remainder of this section is devoted to a proof of the Inductive Proposition.
First, we want to better understand the “filtration quotients” of T, ¢(R). Recall
that for a ring R, the Grassmannian Grj(R) is the set of rank k free and cofree
summands of R".

Proposition 4.13. The cofiber of the inclusion ig: Ty m(R) — Tpmi1(R) is ho-
motopy equivalent to

\ =T (R).
Gry, 1 (R)

Proof. Since Ty, m(R) is a closed subcomplex of Ty, ., +1(R), the cofiber of the in-
clusion is homotopy equivalent to the quotient space Ty pmt1(R)/Tn,m(R). We will
show this is homeomorphic to the indicated space.

Every vertex [V] of Ty, m+41(R) \ Tn,m(R) corresponds to a rank m + 1 free sum-
mand V' of R". Every vertex of T, +1(R) connected to [V] must correspond to
a free and cofree summand of V. Therefore, we see that 1k[V] C T, ,,(R), and
k[V] & Tpt1(R). Therefore, st[V]/1k[V] is homeomorphic to ¥ 1k[V]. These as-
semble into a map

f : \/ ETm+1(R) — Tnm-‘rl(R)/r‘Tmm(R)
VeGry, 1 (R)

There is a continuous partial inverse map defined on the image of the interior of
st[V] in Ty my1(R)/Tn,m(R). Since these sets do not overlap, these partial maps
may be glued together into a continuous inverse to f, sending the point correspond-

ing to Ty, m (R) to the wedge point of \/ YT m+1(R). O
Gr;+1(R)

The following result is deduced from the cofiber sequence in reduced homology:
Corollary 4.14. If T, ,,(R) and Tp41(R) are (m — 2)-connected, then
Hy(Tpnmi1(R) =0 forq<m-—2,
and there is an exact sequence:
0= Ho(Toms1(R) = @ Him1(Tmya(R)) —
= Hpe1(Tm (R)) = Hipe 1 (T ms1 (R)) = 0

This gets us much of the way to our goal. To prove Theorem 4.11, it suffices to
show that the map

(i‘-T)*: ﬁm—l(‘jn,m(R)) — ﬁm—l(Tn,m+1(R))

is zero. To do this, we compare with B,,(R). Denote by B, (R)™ the m-skeleton
of the partial basis complex — this consists of partial bases of size m + 1, and so
span(sd B, (R)™) = T, ,n11(R). We have the following commutative diagram of
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spaces:
Bn(R)[mflk"L> B (R)M)

lspan lspan

Tn,m(R) o > {-Tn,m+1(R)

where ig is the inclusion of the (m — 1)-skeleton into the m-skeleton. Taking
homology, we have

Hoe1 (B (R)™ 1)~ Hypy g (B (R) )

\Lspan* lspan*

ﬁmfl ((*Tn,m (R)) ) I:Imfl ({In’erl (R))

where we know (ig). = 0 by van der Kallen’s calculation of the connectivity of
B, (R) (see Theorem 3.8). It will suffice to prove that the leftmost span map is
surjective on I:Im,l. A diagram chase then shows that (i), = 0. This fact will
also be of interest later:

Lemma 4.15. Let R be such that B, (R) is Cohen-Macaulay, and assume that
T me (R) s (m' — 1)-spherical for any (n’,m’) < (n,m). Then,

span, : Hy, 1 (B, (R)™ ) = H,, 1 (Th.m(R))
18 surjective.

Proof. For this proof, we use the language of §3.1. Our goal is to invoke Theorem
3.6. We check the conditions:
e For ally € Tym(R), span /y is h(y)-spherical. Indeed, if y = [V] where V'
is a rank k free and cofree summand of R", then h(y) = k — 1, and span /y
is the complex of partial bases of V. This is homeomorphic to By (R), which
is (k — 1)-spherical by Theorem 3.8.
o Forally € Tpm(R), (Tnm(R))>y is (m—h(y) —2)-spherical. As above, let
y = [V] where V is a rank k free and cofree summand of R", so that h(y) =
k—1. In this case, (T ,m(R))>y is the complex of free and cofree summands
of R™, of rank no more than m, containing V" as a cofree summand. This
is isomorphic to the poset of free and cofree summands of R"/V = R"—F
of rank no more than (m — k). Therefore, (Tp m(R))s>y = Tnekm—i(R),
which is (m — k — 1)-spherical by the inductive hypothesis.

By Theorem 3.6, span, is surjective. (]

Proof of Theorem 4.11. The above arguments have shown that, if we assume that
T m (R) is (m/ —2)-connected for any (n', m’') < (n,m) in the dictionary ordering,
Tnm+1(R) is (m — 1)-acyclic. Since m > 3, by hypothesis T, nm41(R) is simply
connected, so by the Hurewicz theorem, it is in fact (m — 1)-connected. This proves
the Inductive Proposition. Since the base case holds, either by hypothesis or by
Remark 4.3, the theorem follows. ([l

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 4.2, which states that Ty, ,,,(R) is
(m — 1)-spherical if R is a ring where:
(1) B,(R) is Cohen-Macaulay.
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(2) SLi(R) is generated by elementary matrices for all k > 1.
(3) If k > 3, the natural map K»(3, R) — Ka(k, R) is surjective.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. If R satisfies the hypotheses of the Theorem, Theorems 4.6
and 4.7 both apply. This means that the hypotheses of Theorem 4.11 are satisfied,
proving the Theorem. (]

4.4. Proof of Theorem A.

Recall that Theorem A asserts that T, (R) is Cohen-Macaulay when R satisfies
either SRy or is a Dedekind domain of arithmetic type. Since Ty, ,—1(R) = Tp(R),
whenever Theorem 4.2 applies, we know that T,,(R) is (n — 2)-spherical. By the
results of §2, this includes all rings satisfying SRz, and any Dedekind domain of
arithmetic type Og which is either Euclidean, or where S contains at least 2 places,
at least one of which is not complex.

To handle the case of a general Dedekind domain of arithmetic type, we want to
understand the impact of localization on T,,. We recall the Picard group:

Definition 4.16. If R is a commutative ring, then its Picard group Pic(R) is the
set of rank 1 projective modules, made into an abelian group using ®g.

The following two results are classical.

Proposition 4.17. Let KO(R) be the set of projective R-modules modulo the rela-
tion P ~ Q if
P& R~ Q@ R for some k,{ >0,

made into an abelian group under @. If R is a Dedekind domain, then Pic(R) is
canonically isomorphic to Ko(R).

This is [30, Corollary I11.2.6.3], combined with the observation that Spec(R) is
connected when R is a domain. Notice that if R is a PID, then Pic(R) is trivial.

Proposition 4.18. Let R be a Dedekind domain, S a multiplicatively closed subset,
and Rs = ST'R. Identify Spec(Rg) with its image in Spec(R), and assume it is
cofinite. Let D(R, Rg) be the free abelian group on the prime ideals p of R where
pNS # (. Then, we have an exact sequence:

D(R, Rs) — Pic(R) — Pic(Rg) — 0,

where the map D(R, Rg) — Pic(R) sends the generator corresponding to a prime p
to [p] € Pic(R).

This follows from [9, Proposition I1.6.5], in the following way. Set X = Spec(R)
and U = Spec(Rg), and interpret the Picard group as the ideal class group of
fractional ideals. Surjectivity of the map Pic(R) — Pic(Rg) is part (a) of the cited
proposition. As in the proof of part (c), we notice that the kernel of this map
consists of Weil divisors whose support lies in Spec(R) \ Spec(Rg). Define the map
D(R,Rg) — Pic(R) to send a prime ideal p to its image in Pic(R). This surjects
onto the kernel, proving the proposition.

Definition 4.19. Let R be a Dedekind domain, and H a subgroup of Pic(R).
Define T, (R, H) to be the nerve of the poset T, (R, H) of direct summands P of
R", such that [P], thought of as an element of Ko(R), lies in H. Call this the
H-controlled Tits complex.
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Remark 4.20. Since R is a Dedekind domain, a projective module is stably free if
and only if it is free, and a free summand of a free module is automatically cofree.
Therefore, T,,(R) = T, (R, {1}).

Theorem 4.21. Let R be a Dedekind domain, and let S be a multiplicatively closed
set. Write Rg = ST'R, and let H = ker (Pic(R) — Pic(Rs)). Then,

Tn(Rs) 2 T,(R,H)

Proof. We prove that these are nerves of isomorphic posets. Let P be a projective
module of rank &k over R, such that [P] € H. Our definition of H tells us that
P ®g Rg is a free module of rank k over Rg. If P < @ in T, (R, H), then the
complement Q/P satisfies [Q/P] = [Q] — [P] € H. Since projectives are flat, all
derived functors vanish and

0—>P®rRs —>Q®gRs — (Q/P)®r Rs — 0

is an exact sequence of free modules. In particular, (P ®g Rs) < (Q ®r Rs).
Therefore, extension of scalars produces a map T, (R, H) — T, (Rgs).

To construct an inverse, notice that R™ is a subset of Rg. If V' is a rank k free
summand of R%, consider (V N R™) C R™. This is finitely generated and torsion-
free. Since R is a Dedekind domain, (V N R™) is therefore projective. The quotient
R"/(V N R") is a submodule of Rs/V = RZ ¥ and so is also torsion-free and
finitely generated. Therefore, the quotient map splits, so (V' N R™) is in fact a
direct summand of R™.

To show that (V N R") @r Rg = V, notice that (V N R™) is projective of rank
k,so (VN R")®g Rg is a full rank submodule of V| and therefore is isomorphic to
V. This additionally shows that [V N R"] € H. Therefore, (— N R™) is an inverse
to (— ®g Rs), and we have constructed an isomorphism T, (R, H) = T, (Rs). O

Corollary 4.22. Let R be a Dedekind domain. Then, T, (R,Pic(R)) = T,,(Frac R).
In particular, if R is a PID, then T,(R) = T, (Frac R)

Proof. Let S = R\ {0}, so that S™'R = Frac R. In this case, Pic(Frac R) = 1, so
ker (Pic(R) — Pic(Frac R)) = Pic(R). O

In some cases, localization does not change the Tits complex. This is crucial:

Lemma 4.23. Let O be a Dedekind domain, and let s € O generate a principal
prime ideal. Then,

T,(0[%]) = 7,(0).
Proof. By Theorem 4.21, it suffices to prove that ker (Pic(0) — Pic(O[1])) is trivial.
Let L € O™ be a rank 1 direct summand such that L[%] is free, and let v be its
generator. Recall that |—|, denotes the s-adic norm. Then, there is some k& > 0
such that every coordinate v; satisfies |skvi’5 < 1, but where |s*

s 'vi|S =1 for at least
one coordinate. Equivalently, s*v is a unimodular vector in ©O™. This generates a
rank 1 free summand inside L[%] N O™ = L, and so is equal to L. Therefore, L was
free to begin with. This calculation shows that ker (Pic(0) — Pic(0[1])) is trivial,
as required. [
Lemma 4.24. Let K be a number field, and Ok its ring of integers. Then, there
are infinitely many principal prime ideals in O .
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This result is a generalization of Dirichlet’s theorem on primes in arithmetic
progressions. See Chapter 8 of [12] for a lucid exposition. Theorem 48 in this book
provides the framework, which is applied to the ideal class group on p. 231. The
existence of the Hilbert class field is critical.

We are now ready to prove Theorem A, which asserts that T, (R) is Cohen-
Macaulay when R satisfies either SRy or is a Dedekind domain of arithmetic type.

Proof of Theorem A. First, we prove that, if R satisfies SRy or is a Dedekind do-
main of arithmetic type, then T, (R) is (n — 3)-connected for all n.

By Theorems 2.14, 2.18, and 3.8, any ring R satisfying SR, additionally satis-
fies all of the hypotheses of Theorem 4.2, so that T,,(R) = T, n—1(R) is (n — 3)-
connected.

Let K be a number field, S a finite set of places including all infinite places, and
Og the associated Dedekind domain of arithmetic type. By Theorems 2.15, 2.18,
and 3.11, if |S| > 2 and S contains a non-complex place, all of the hypotheses of
Theorem 4.2 will be satisfied. So, it remains to check the theorem for the rings of
integers Ok of those number fields K which do not embed into R.

In these cases, we apply Lemma 4.24 to find a principal prime ideal sOg. Since
S = Se U{|—|,} contains the non-complex place |—|,, the above arguments show
that T,,(0g) is (n — 3)-connected. Since Og = Of[1], it follows from Lemma 4.23
that T, (Ok) is also (n — 3)-connected.

We have shown that T,(R) is (n — 3)-spherical for all n. It remains to show
that it is Cohen-Macaulay. We use Proposition 3.5. Let V be a free and cofree
summand of R", and choose an isomorphism V = R*. Using this isomorphism,
we see that T, (R)<y = Tx(R), and so is (k — 2)-spherical. We additionally know
that T,(R)-y is the poset of free and cofree summands of (R"/V) = R"F. It
follows that T,,(R)>v = Ty,_r(R), and so it is (n — k — 2)-spherical. Let V' >V in
T,(R), and choose an isomorphism ¢ : V' = R¥". Then, (T, (R)sy NTp(R) <) =
Ty (R)<pvy) = Trr—x(R), which is (k' — k —2)-spherical. Therefore, by Proposition
3.5, T, (R) is Cohen-Macaulay. O

5. GENERATORS FOR H,_5(T,(R))

In the remainder of this paper, we consider the structure of the Steinberg module:
Sty (R) := Ho—o(Tn(R); Z).

This is a free Z-module. In this section, we are interested in finding generators of
St (R), and (for finite R) computing its rank.

First, we recall Definition 1.10. Let {vy,...v,} be a free basis of R™. Consider
the poset P([n]) of proper nonempty subsets of {1,...,n} under containment. The
nerve of this poset (cf. Definition 3.1) is the barycentrically subdivided boundary
of the (n — 1)-simplex sd A" 1, which is homeomorphic to S"~2. We have a map
of posets

[+ %([n]) = Tn(R)

sending a subset {41, ..., } to span{v;,, ..., v;, }. The apartment class [1)1 ‘ e ‘vn ]
is the pushforward of the fundamental class f,[S" 2] € H,_o(Tn(R); Z).
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5.1. Proof of Theorem B.

Theorem B states that St,,(R) is generated by apartment classes when R satisfies
SRs, or is a Dedekind domain of arithmetic type with a non-complex place. We
prove the following, more general result:

Theorem 5.1. If R is a ring such that B, (R) and T, (R) are both Cohen-Macaulay,
then St,,(R) is generated by apartment classes.

Proof. Notice that Cy,_1(B,(R)) is the abelian group of formal linear combinations
of free bases of R™. Let the map

span : B! (R) — T,,(R)
be the map defined at the end of §3.3. Consider the composition:

span,

Cro1(Bu(R)) —2> Hy_2(BL,(R)) ——= Sty (R).

where 0 is the boundary map
Cn-1(Bn(R)) = Cr—2(Bn(R)) = Cnf2(3;z(3))»

whose image lies in H,_5(B/,(R)) C Cp_2(B! (R)). Since we have assumed that
B (R) is (n—2)-connected, H, _5(B,,(R)) is zero, and so the map @ must be surjec-
tive onto H,_»(B/,(R)). Lemma 4.15 implies the map span, is surjective. Therefore,
the composite is surjective. It remains to show that span, o 9 ({v1,...,v,}) is equal
to the apartment class [vl ‘ . ‘vn ]

By the definition of simplicial homology, a generator {vy,...,v,} of Cp,—1(Br(R))
corresponds to a map g: A" ! — B, (R), sending the ith vertex to v;. We addi-
tionally know that d{v1,...,v,} = g.[0A" 1] inside H,,_2(B/,(R)). Notice that,
after subdividing A" !, the map (spanog|pa) is exactly the map f used in the
definition of the apartment class [vl ‘ ... ‘vn ] Therefore,

span, o 0{v1,...,v,} = (spanog),[0A" ] = £ [0A" ' = [v1]... |vp]. O

Theorem B is simply Theorem 5.1, combined with Theorem A (to verify that
Tn(R) is Cohen-Macaulay) and Theorems 3.8 and 3.11 (to verify that B, (R) is
Cohen-Macaulay).

5.2. Proof of Theorem C.

Given an apartment class [vl ‘ .. ‘Un ], we can form a matrix whose ith column
is the vector v;. Since the v; form a basis of R™, this matrix is in GL,(R). We say
that an apartment class is upper-triangular if its associated matrix is strictly upper
triangular (i.e., has 1 in all diagonal entries). When R is a field, the Solomon-Tits
theorem tells us that St,(R) has a basis given by the upper-triangular apartment
classes. In the case of a general commutative ring, Theorem C states that these are
still linearly independent, but will not span unless R is a field.

Proof of Theorem C. First, we show linear independence. Associated to any top-
dimensional simplex o of T,,(R), there is a chamber map Cp_2(Tp(R)) — Z, defined
as the projection onto the summand corresponding to [o]. Since H,,_o(T,,(R)) C
Crn—2(Tn(R)), these chamber maps restrict to St,(R). Given an apartment class
A= [Ul ‘ ... ‘vn ], let ¢4 be the chamber map associated to the flag:

0 C span{v,} G span{vn_1,v,} G -+ G span{vs, ..., vn} G R
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If A is upper-triangular, we call such a flag a reverse upper-triangular flag. We will
show that if A and B are upper-triangular apartment classes, then

CA(B):{1 if A=B

0 otherwise.

It is clear that c4(A) = 1, from the definition of apartment classes. Assume now
that c4(B) # 0. We will show that A = B. Set A = [vl‘... ‘vn} and B =
[wl ‘ .. ‘wn ], and let F be the reverse upper-triangular flag associated to A. Since
ca(B) # 0, it follows that B is supported on the simplex corresponding to .
Therefore, under some ordering, {w;} forms a flag-basis for .

First, we show that w, = v,. Since GL;(R) = R*, whichever element of {w;}
spans the 1-dimensional subspace of F must equal wv,, for some u € R*. The last
entry of v, is nonzero. Since the ordered basis (w1, ..., w,) is upper-triangular, the
only such element of {w;} is w,. So, w, = uv,. Indeed, u = 1, since the last entry
of both v,, and w,, is 1.

Likewise, the rank 2 summand must be span{w,,w,_1}, since v,_1 has last
coordinate 0 and second-last coordinate 1, and every other w; have the last two
coordinates equal to zero. Continuing in this way, we see that w; = v;, so that
A=B.

It remains to prove that St, (R) is not generated by upper-triangular apartment
classes if R is not a field. Pick a maximal ideal m of R, and choose a nonzero
element m € m. Define

n=|1|lm + [id,] € St (R).
idn—2

Here we abuse notation by conflating an apartment class with the matrix produced
by omitting some vertical bars. Notice that c4(n) = 0, for any upper-triangular
apartment class A. Indeed, the only upper-triangular flag on which either term of
7 is supported is that associated to [id,], but the relevant coefficients have opposite
signs. Nevertheless, 1 # 0, since it has nonzero support on the flag

0 ¢ span{e; + mea} C span{er,es} C span{eq,eq,es}t C ...
-~ Cspanfey,...,ep_1} S R". 0O

5.3. Proof of Theorem D.

For the remainder of the paper, we specialize to the case of finite rings. In this
case, St,,(R) is a finitely generated free Z-module, and we are interested in its rank.

Recall that the Grassmannian Grj(R), n > k > 0, is the set of rank k free and
cofree direct summands of R™. This is also the set of good flags of type (k,n — k),
and hence is a transitive GL,, (R)-set. We note that |Gry(R)| = 1.

Set d,, = tk St,,(R) for n > 1, and define dy = 1. To prove Theorem D, we must
demonstrate the following recursive formula for d,,:

n

do =1, dn = Z(—l)i_1 |Gy _i(R)| dn—; forn > 1.

n—1i
i=1

Proof of Theorem D. Proposition 4.13 and Lemma 4.15 provide the following short
exact sequence:

0= Hp(Tnmt1(R) = @D Hino1 (Tns1 (R) = Hypp—1 (T (R)) — 0.
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Setting d, m = rk I]Im_1(Tn7m(R)), this yields the recurrence
dpms1 = |Grp 1 (R)| digr — dim-
So,
dn = dp -1 = |Grh_1(R)| dp—1 — |Gr}_o(R)| dn—z + -+ £ |Gr3(R)| d2 F dn,1.

Since Ty, 1(R) is P"(R) thought of as a discrete set, dn 1 = |[P"(R)| — 1. Since
dy =tk H_1 (@) = 1, we can rewrite d,, 1 as |Gr}(R)|dy —|Grf(R)| do. This produces
the required formula. [l

We remark that this formula reproduces the known rank formula for finite fields.
Indeed, when R = F,, we will use Theorem D to show that

d, = q(5).

Consider the following classical result:

[T +dY) =3 o) arp(F,) X kY
k=0 k=0
Setting X = —1,Y =1, we extract

0= ¢l |Gr}(F,)| (-1)"7*

k=0

Rearranging, we have:
q(3) = Z( 1)+ |G (F,)] g("2")

Therefore d,, = q(g) satisfies the recurrence, as expected.

5.4. Some Computations with Theorem D.

Outside of the field case, it seems difficult to produce a closed form for d,.
However, it is fairly accessible to both computer implementation and asymptotic
analysis. As a first step, we find the cardinality of the Grassmannian.

We recall that a finite ring R is necessarily semilocal, and so if J is its Jacobson
radical, R/J is a product of fields.

Proposition 5.2. Let R be a finite ring, and g be its Jacobson radical. Let R/J =
Fy x -« x Fy. Then,

¢
n k(n—k n
Gri(R)] = 8" " P ][ G (F)
i=1
Proof. Since Gri(R) is a transitive GL,(R)-set, we can compute its cardinality
using an orbit-stabilizer argument.
Recall that for an ideal I, we write I'y(I) = ker(GL,(R) — GL,(R/I)). We

have

I',(I) = (id + Mat, (1)) N GL,(R)
where Mat,, (I) is the ideal in Mat,, (R) of matrices all of whose entries lie in I. We
observe that, since J is the Jacobson radical, (id + Mat,, (1)) C GL,(R). Indeed, the
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determinant of any matrix in (id + Mat, (d)) lies in the coset 1 + J, which consists
entirely of units. Therefore,

I',,(J) = id + Mat,,(J).

This observation tells us that
0

2
GLa(R)| = 13" [ IGLa(F)].
i=1
The stabilizer of Re; @ - -- @ Rey € Gry (R) consists of matrices of the form:

k)l Afﬂ such that A € GLk(R), B € GL,—x(R), M € Maty, ;1 (R).

So, we compute:

_ GL.(R)
lGLk (R)| ‘GLTL—k(R)‘ |Matk,n—k(R)|

8" T, [GLA (F)
(181 T IGLa(FD ) (131" T, IGLak (B ) R

|Gy (R)]

J4

_ " GL,.(F))|
191137 (g 1F R L | GL(F)| |G Ly ()| [F5F )
¥4
= 13" PTG (F)] - O
=1

One upshot of Theorem D and Proposition 5.2 is that the dimension of St,,(R)
does not depend too much on the algebraic structure of R, only on the cardinality
of its Jacobson radical and of its residue fields. For example:

Example 5.3. The rings Z/p*Z and Fp[e] are not isomorphic. Indeed, their un-
derlying abelian groups are not isomorphic. However, by Theorem D,

1k St,,(Z/p°Z) = rk St,, (Fpe]).
This implies that T, (Z/p*Z) and T,,(F,le]) are homotopy equivalent.

Along these lines, we prove an asymptotic result. This shows that, in a sense,
the upper-triangular classes span “most” of the Steinberg representation for finite
local rings.

Proposition 5.4. Let d,(q,m) = tkSt,(R), where (R,m) is any finite local ring
such that R/m =TF, and |m| = m. Fizing n, we have:

e Asymptotically in m,

dufg.m) ~ml3) TT |Gk, (F,)
k=2

e Asymptotically in q,
dy(q,m) ~m(g() = |R|(2)

These formulas are asymptotically equivalent with respect to q.
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Proof. We prove this by induction on n. The base case n = 1 is automatic, since
d1(g,m) = 1. Assume the first formula holds for all n’ < n. Then, by Theorem D,

we have:
n

dn(q,m) =Y (1) [Gryi_i(R)| du—i(g, m)

= > (DG (B [ di(g,m)
~Y ((—1)“ G () [ mim ) T |Gr’,z_1a€q>\>
i=1 k=2

n—a
((_1)i1 lGrZ_i(Fq)} m 3 (0 =m)—(® =) H ’Gr’;_l(ﬁrq)D )

k=2
This is a polynomial in m, so is asymptotically equivalent to its leading term. By
inspection, this is the ¢ = 1 term:

n—1 n
dula,m) ~ |Gy (F) [ m ) TT |Gry (F)| = m®) [T |Grk_a(Fy)]
k=2 k=2
This proves the first formula. The second formula is similar, but we additionally
need an approximation for |Grj (F,)|. The following is classical:

|Grf (Fg)| ~ ¢" ")

with respect to ¢. Using Theorem D as above, we have:

n

dn(g,m) = Z(*UH |Gy, (R)| dn—i(q,m)

&
Il
-

|

s
Il
_

(=1)" 7 [Grp_y (Fy) [ m' "D dyy—i(q,m)

n—i

2

N
Il
—

((_1)i—lqi(n—i)mi(n—i)q(";i)m(n;i))

(—1)7 g (=)= B ((n® =) (3% =),

I
NIE

i=1
As above, this is a polynomial in ¢, thus asymptotically equivalent to the i = 1

term:
dn(q,m) ~ m(g)q(;> 0

5.5. Proof of Theorem E.

In this section, we produce a lower bound on the top-dimensional cohomology of
certain principal congruence subgroups. The relevant tool is the following theorem
of Borel and Serre.

Theorem 5.5 (Borel-Serre, [4]). Let n > 2. Let K be a number field, and O its
ring of integers. Let v be the rational cohomological dimension of SL,(0). Then,
for any finite-index subgroup T' of SL,(0) and any Q[M]-module M, there is an
isomorphism

HY(T; M) = H, _(T; St (K) ®g M).
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In particular,
H"(I'; Q) = Ho(I'; St (K)) = (St (K))r

where (St (K))r is the module of coinvariants.

Proof of Theorem E. Let O be a number ring. We aim to prove that
dim H"(T",,(I); Q) > rk St,,(O/1).

By Borel-Serre’s theorem, it suffices to find a surjective SL,,(0)-equivariant map
from St,(K) to St,(0/I). Since St,(O/I) is I',(I)-invariant, any such map will
factor through a surjective map

(St (K))r, (1) — St (0/1).

This implies the desired inequality.

We construct the desired map. Let S’ be the set of places corresponding to prime
ideals p such that I & p, and let S = S’ U S,. Notice that Og is semilocal, and so
Pic(Og) = 1. Therefore, there is a SL,,(0)-equivariant homeomorphism T,,(0g) =
T,.(K). Notice also that IOg is a proper ideal of Og, and that Ogs/I0s = O/I.
This induces an SL,,(0)-equivariant map T,,(0g) — T,,(0/I). Taking homology,
we have an equivariant map

St (K) 22 St (Og) — Stn(0/1).

It suffices to show that the rightmost map is surjective. Call this map . Since I is
a nonzero ideal, O/ is finite, and so satisfies SRy. Therefore, Theorem B applies,
so that St,,(0/I) is generated by apartment classes.

We show that each apartment class in St,,(O/I) is the image of some apartment
class in St,,(0), so that ¢ is surjective. Let A be an apartment class in St,,(0/I),
and say that A = [v1|...|v, |. These vectors are a basis of (O/I)", but this basis
is not necessarily the image of a basis of O™. However, it may be transformed into
such a basis without changing A. There is a unique v € (O/I)* such that the
matrix with columns wwvy,va, ..., v, lies in SL,(0/I). Call this matrix M. Since
O/I satisfies SRy, the group SL,(O/I) is generated by elementary matrices, and
hence the map SL, () — SL, (0/I) is surjective. Let M be a lift of M in SL,(0),
and let the columns of M be w1, ..., W,. Then, by construction

e([wi]... Jwn]) = [uvr]... |on ].

Since rescaling a vector does not change its span, the right hand side is equal to A.
Since A was arbitrary, we have shown that the image of ¢ includes all apartment
classes. Therefore ¢ is surjective, as required. O

6. Hy,_2(Tn(R)) As A GL,,(R)-REPRESENTATION.
We use the following notation: If K is a field, then
StX(R) := H,_2(Tn(R); K) = St,(R) ® K.

The natural action of GL, (R) on T,(R) makes St* (R) a GL,, (R)-representation.
Recall that Steinberg [25] and Putman-Snowden [19] prove that StX (F) is irre-
ducible when F' is any field and K is of characteristic zero. We prove a converse:

Proposition 6.1. If R is not a field, then St% (R) is not irreducible.
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Proof. Let m be a maximal ideal of R, and define the subspace
V = ker(p : St%(R) — StX(R/m)).

Since ¢ is a map of GL, (R)-representations, V is a subrepresentation of Stff (R).
Notice that, if A is an upper-triangular apartment class in StX (R), then so is (A)
in St (R/m). Therefore, ¢ is not zero, and so V' is proper. The class 7 defined in the
proof of Theorem C lies in V', so V' is nonzero. Therefore, St (R) is reducible. [

For the remainder of the section, let R be a finite ring. Let I be an ideal of
R. There is a natural map T,(R) — T,(R/I), which induces a map St,(R) —
St,(R/I) on homology. Since this is a map of representations and St,(R/I) is
I, (I)-invariant, we get a map St (R)™ () — StX(R/I). Theorem F states that
this is an isomorphism when I lies inside the Jacobson radical and K is of charac-
teristic zero:

Proof of Theorem F. Let Cy(X,K) denote the augmented chain complex associ-
ated to the simplicial complex X. First, we show that C,(T,(R); K)'»() =
Co(Tu(R/I); K). Since Cy(Tn(R); K) is the module of formal linear combinations
of flags of length ¢ + 1, it follows that C,(T,(R); K)™() is the submodule such
that the coefficients of flags are constant along T, (I)-orbits. Using Lemma 2.7,
we can understand C,(T,,(R); K)'»(I) as a permutation representation. Let A be a
partition of n, and let Py(R) be the stabilizer of the standard flag span, (ey, ..., e,).
Then, C'q(Tn(R); K) is the permutation representation on the set:

|| FL@®) = || GL.(R)/P;(R).
j=o1 =g+
The I',,(I)-orbits of this are in bijection with the double cosets
| | Tu(D\GL.(R)/Px(R).
|X|=g+1
Notice that T',(I) is normal, so this is still naturally a left GL,,(R)-set. Since I is
contained in the Jacobson radical, GL,,(R) surjects onto GL,,(R/I), so we have:
L] To(D\GLu(R)/Px(R)= | | GLa(R/I)/im(Px(R)).
s =gt

Here, im(P;(R)) denotes the image of Py(R) in GL,(R/I). Notice that Py(R)
consists of block matrices, where a diagonal block lives in GLj,(R), a block below
the diagonal is zero, and a block above the diagonal is an arbitrary matrix. Since
I lies in the Jacobson radical, im(Py(R)) = Px(R/I), and so:

| | GL.(R/D)/m(P;(R)) = || GLn(R/)/P3(R/I)= || FL\(R/D).

| X|=g+1 |X|=a+1 |X|=g+1

Therefore, Cy(T,(R); K)'»() and Cy(T,,(R/I); K) are permutation representations
on the same GL,,(R)-set, and so are isomorphic.

It follows easily that this extends to an isomorphism of complexes, since the
boundary maps of both complexes are given by alternating sums of maps of these
GL,,(R)-sets which forget certain subspaces in the flag. Clearly these commute
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with our chosen isomorphisms, and so Co (T, (R); K)'() = Cy(T,(R/I); K) as
complexes.
Since I', (1) is finite and K has characteristic zero, the functor (—)
Therefore this isomorphism of complexes induces an isomorphism
Stf(R)F(U = ﬁn—Z(Tn(R)Q K)F(I) = Hn—Q(C’o (Tn(R); K)F"(I))

= H,_o(Co(Ta(R/1): K)) = S (R/D) O

I'n(D) is exact.

If (R, m) is a finite local ring, then m is its Jacobson radical, and so Theorem
F implies that the length of St2(R) as a GL,(R)-representation is at least the
length of R. We want to know, in general, what the length of St (R) is as a
GL,,(R)-representation.

This seems quite difficult to compute in general. We will solve the n = 2 case
for Z/p*Z.

First, we recall a strengthening of locality from commutative algebra:

Definition 6.2. A ring is uniserial if its ideals are linearly ordered by inclusion.
It is easily seen that Z/p*Z is uniserial. In fact:

Proposition 6.3. Let R be a Dedekind domain, and p a mazximal ideal. Then
R/p* is uniserial.

Proof. The localization R, is a DVR, since R is a Dedekind domain. Every DVR
is uniserial, and therefore so are its quotients. Since p is maximal, R/p* is local at
p, and it follows that R/p* = R, /p*, whence the proposition. O

Example 6.4. The ring Fo[z, y]/(2?, vy, y?) is a finite local ring that is not unis-
erial. Indeed, its lattice of ideals is:

(z,9)

1N

(z) (z+y) ()
\ | /

We also need the following result from Mackey theory:

Lemma 6.5. Let G be a finite group, and X a transitive G-set. Let K be a field
of characteristic zero. Denote by K[X] the permutation representation associated
to X. Then, as vector spaces,

Endg(K[X]) = K[(X x X)/G|

Proof. Since X is a transitive G-set, we may write X = G/H for some subgroup
H of G. By Mackey’s theorem ([5, Theorem 32.1], in the case Hy = H» and
Vi = Va = Kiiy), Endg(K[X]) is isomorphic to K[H\G/H]. We demonstrate a
bijection
H\G/H +— (X x X)/G

Let (z1,22) € X x X. Since X is transitive, this is in the G-orbit of (H,gH), for
some g € G. It is also in the orbit of (H, ¢’ H) if and only if ¢'H = h-(gH) for some
h € H, since H is the stabilizer of the coset H. So, associated to the orbit of (z1, x3)
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is a unique double coset HgH. This produces a map (X x X)/G — H\G/H. To
produce an inverse, one associates to the double coset HgH the orbit of (H,gH).

We have exhibited a bijection between H\G/H and (X x X)/G, and hence
proved that K[H\G/H]| = K[(X x X)/G] as vector spaces. O

The following result is a strengthening of Theorem G (cf. Proposition 6.3).

Theorem 6.6. Let (R, m) be a finite uniserial ring, and k the length of R. Let K
be a field of characteristic zero. Then, Sté{ (R) has ezxactly k irreducible summands.
Each irreducible summand appears exactly once, and none are trivial.

Proof. Theorem F implies that Sta (R/m*~!) is a direct summand of St (R). By
induction on k, St&(R/m*~1) has exactly k — 1 distinct irreducible summands.
Since Sty (R) is not I'y(m)-invariant, St&(R/m*~!) is a proper subspace, and so
StX(R) has at least k distinct irreducible summands.

We now prove an upper bound. Notice that

Co(T2(R), K) = St (R) @ K,

and that Cy(T2(R)) is the permutation representation K[P!(R)]. By the previous
lemma, we know that

Endgr, (Co(T2(R))) = K[(P! x P')/ GLs].

The dimension of the right hand side is the number of orbits of P! x P!,

Consider the pair of lines (L1, Lo), which are generated by v, vs respectively.
Let Ly N Ly be the ideal I < R. If I = 0, then the map

R? = R? := (2,9) — (z v1 +y v2)

is an element of GLy taking (Rey, Rea) to (L1, Lo).

Assume now I # 0. Acting by GLy, we may take L, = Rej, v; = e;. Write
vy = ae1+bes. We know b € Ann(7), which is a proper ideal. Since vs is unimodular
and R is local, we know a must be a unit. Without loss of generality, a = 1. So
Ly = R(ey + beg), where b € Ann(I), but is in no proper submodule of Ann(I).
By uniseriality, Ann(J) is cyclic as an R-module with generator ip, and there is
some u € R* such that b = wip. So, we may act by GLy to take (L1, Ls) to
(Rel, R(el + io 62)).

The above argument shows that P! x P! consists of k + 1 orbits as a GLg-set.
This shows that Endgr, (Co(T2(R))) is (k + 1)-dimensional, and so its length as
a GLg-representation is at most k£ + 1. But we already know its length is at least
k+ 1. Therefore Cy(T2(R)) has exactly k+ 1 irreducible summands, and so St2 (R)
has exactly k irreducible summands.

It is classical that when the length of a representation is equal to the dimension
of its endomorphism ring, every irreducible summand appears exactly once. This
implies that all summands of St&* (R) are all distinct, and that none are trivial. [

REFERENCES

[1] Avner Ash and Lee Rudolph, The Modular Symbol and Continued Fractions in Higher Di-
mensions., Inventiones mathematicae 55 (1979), 241-250.

[2] H. Bass, Algebraic K-theory, Hyman Bass, W. A. Benjamin, 1968.

[3] Hyman Bass, John Milnor, and Jean-Pierre Serre, Solution of the congruence subgroup prob-
lem for SLn(n > 3) and Span(n > 2), Publications Mathématiques de I'THES 33 (1967),
59-137 (English).



(4]
(5]
(6]

(7]
(8]

[9]
[10]

(11]

[12]
(13]

(14]

[15]
(16]

(17)

(18]

(19]
20]
21]

22]

23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
28]
[29]
[30]

(31]

A SOLOMON-TITS THEOREM FOR RINGS 35

Armand Borel and J.P. Serre, Corners and Arithmetic Groups, Commentarii Mathematici
Helvetici 48 (1973), 436—491.

Daniel Bump, Lie Groups, 2nd ed., Grad. Texts Math., vol. 225, New York, NY: Springer,
2013.

Thomas Church, Benson Farb, and Andrew Putman, Integrality in the Steinberg module
and the top-dimensional cohomology of SLpOf, Am. J. Math. 141 (2019), no. 5, 1375-1419
(English).

P. M. Cohn, On the structure of the GL2 of a ring, Publ. Math., Inst. Hautes Etud. Sci. 30
(1966), 365413 (English).

Alexander Hahn and O. Timothy O’Meara, The Classical Groups and K-theory., Grundlehren
Math. Wiss., vol. 291, Berlin etc.: Springer-Verlag, 1989 (English).

Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic Geometry, Grad. Texts Math., vol. 52, Springer, 1977.

J. E. Humphreys, The Steinberg representation, Bulletin (New Series) of the American Math-
ematical Society 16 (1987), no. 2, 247 —263.

R. Lee and R.R. Szczarba, On the Homology and Cohomology of Congruence Subgroups,
Invent Math 33 (1976), 15-53.

Daniel A. Marcus, Number Fields, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, 1977 (English).

Jeremy Miller, Peter Patzt, and Andrew Putman, On the top-dimensional cohomology groups
of congruence subgroups of SL(n,Z), Geom. Topol. 25 (2021), no. 2, 999-1058 (English).
Jeremy Miller, Peter Patzt, Jennifer C. H. Wilson, and Dan Yasaki, Non-integrality of some
Steinberg modules, Journal of Topology 13 (2020), no. 2, 441-459.

John Milnor, Introduction to Algebraic K-theory, Princeton University Press, 1971.

Bogdan Nica, The Unreasonable Slightness of E2 over Imaginary Quadratic Rings, American
Mathematical Monthly 118 (2011).

Andrew Putman, A note on the connectivity of certain complexes associated to surfaces,
Enseign. Math. (2) 54 (2008), no. 3-4, 287-301 (English).

, A new approach to twisted homological stability, with applications to congruence
subgroups, 2021. Preprint. Retrieved in August 2023 from https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.
14015.

Andrew Putman and Andrew Snowden, The Steinberg representation is irreducible, Duke
Mathematical Journal 172 (2023), no. 4, 775 —808.

Daniel Quillen, Homotopy Properties of the Poset of Nontrivial p-Subgroups of a Group,
Advances in Mathematics 28 (1978), no. 2, 101-128.

John Rognes, The Tits Buildings for Z/p™, 1991. Unpublished Manuscript. Retrieved in
August 2023 from https://www.mn.uio.no/math/personer/vit/rognes/papers/Tits.pdf.
Joachim Schwermer, Eisenstein series and the top degree cohomology of arithmetic subgroups
of SLy, /Q , Journal fiir die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelle’s Journal) 2021 (2021),
no. 777, 127-155.

Arseniy Sheydvasser, A Corrigendum to Unreasonable Slightness, The American Mathemat-
ical Monthly 123 (2016), no. 5, pp. 482-485.

L. Solomon, The Steinberg character of a finite group with BN-pair, Theory of finite groups,
1968, pp. 213-221.

R. Steinberg, A Geometric Approach to the Representations of the Full Linear Group Over a
Galois Field, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 71 (1951), no. 2, 274-282.
Robert Steinberg, Robert Steinberg, collected papers. With foreword by J.-P. Serre, Provi-
dence, RI: American Mathematical Society, 1997 (English).

Wilberd van der Kallen, Generators and Relations in Algebraic K-Theory, Proc. int. Congr.
Math., Helsinki 1978, Vol. 1, 305-310, 1980 (English).

, Homology Stability for Linear Groups., Inventiones mathematicae 60 (1980), 269—

295.

L N Vaserstein, On the Group SLa over Dedekind Rings of Arithmetic Type, Mathematics
of the USSR-Sbornik 18 (1972), no. 2, 321.

Charles A. Weibel, The K-Book: An Introduction to Algebraic K-Theory, American Mathe-
matical Society, 2013.

Peter J. Weinberger, On FEuclidean rings of algebraic integers, Analytic Number Theory,
Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 24, St. Louis Univ. Missouri 1972, 321-332, 1973 (English).


https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14015
https://www.mn.uio.no/math/personer/vit/rognes/papers/Tits.pdf

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Classical Theory
	1.2. Cohomology of Arithmetic Groups
	1.3. The Tits Complex over a Ring

	2. Algebraic Preliminaries
	2.1. Flags of Free Summands
	2.2. Bass' Stable Range Condition
	2.3. A Presentation for `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603ASLn(R)

	3. Simplicial Complexes
	3.1. Topology of Posets
	3.2. The Partial Basis Complex
	3.3. The Tits Complex

	4. Connectivity of the Tits Complex
	4.1. Path-connectedness of Tn,m(R)
	4.2. Simple Connectedness of Tn,m(R)
	4.3. Homological connectivity of Tn,m(R)
	4.4. Proof of Theorem A

	5. Generators for n-2(Tn(R))
	5.1. Proof of Theorem B
	5.2. Proof of Theorem C
	5.3. Proof of Theorem D
	5.4. Some Computations with Theorem D
	5.5. Proof of Theorem E

	6. n-2(Tn(R)) as a `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AGLn(R)-representation.
	References

