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SEPARATION AND EXCISION IN FUNCTOR HOMOLOGY

AURÉLIEN DJAMENT AND ANTOINE TOUZÉ

Abstract. We prove separation and excision results in functor homology.
These results explain how the global Steinberg decomposition of functors
proved by Djament, Touzé and Vespa [7] behaves in Ext and Tor computations.

Résumé. Nous démontrons des résultats de séparation et d’excision en ho-
mologie des foncteurs. Ces résultats expliquent comment la décomposition de
Steinberg globale des foncteurs démontrée par Djament, Touzé et Vespa [7] se
comporte dans les calculs d’Ext et de Tor.

1. Introduction

If k is a commutative ring and C is a category, we let k[C]-Mod stand for the
abelian category of functors C → k-Mod, and natural transformations between
them. These categories are classical objects of representation theory, whose study
goes back at least to Mitchell’s foundational article [14]. If C = PR is the category
of finitely generated projective right modules over a ring R, homological algebra in
k[PR]-Mod, is also notoriously related to invariants of K-theoretic nature such as
the topological Hochschild homology of R [17] or the homology of GL(R) and its
classical subgroups [18, 4].

Objects of k[C]-Mod can be very complicated, but if C = A is an additive
category, the structure is greatly clarified by considering two classes of functors.
The first one is the class of polynomial functors, initially introduced by Eilenberg
and MacLane [9]. Such functors are a natural generalization of additive functors;
a typical example of a polynomial functor T of degree d can be constructed from d
additive functors Ai by taking tensor products over k: T (x) = A1(x)⊗ · · ·⊗Ad(x).
The second class of functors is the class of antipolynomial functors, introduced in [7].
Namely, an antipolynomial functor is a functor which factors an additive category
B which has finite Hom-sets, of cardinal invertible in k. As the name suggests,
the structural properties of antipolynomial and polynomial functors are essentially
‘orthogonal’ and the only functors which are both polynomial and antipolynomial
are the constant functors.

As the global Steinberg decomposition of [7, Thm 2] shows it, a huge number of
interesting objects of k[A]-Mod can be created by mixing together these two classes
of functors. To be more specific, a functor B : A×A → k-Mod is of antipolynomial-
polynomial-type (AP-type) if it is antipolynomial as a functor of its first variable
and polynomial as a functor of the second variable. Such a bifunctor of AP-type
yields an object ∆∗B of k[A]-Mod defined by (∆∗B)(x) = B(x, x). The next
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2 A. DJAMENT AND A. TOUZÉ

theorem is the first main result of this article. It shows that this construction has a
very rigid behavior on the homological point of view. We denote by Ext∗k[C](F,G)

the Ext between two objects of k[C]-Mod, and similarly for Tor (the first argument
of the Tor must be an object of Mod-k[C], that is, a contravariant functor from C
to k-modules, see section 2 for more details on Ext and Tor).

Theorem 1 (separation). Let B and C be bifunctors of AP-type. The natural
graded morphisms

Ext∗k[A×A](B,C)
≃
−→ Ext∗k[A](∆

∗B,∆∗C) ,

Tork[A]
∗ (∆∗B,∆∗C)

≃
−→ Tork[A×A]

∗ (B,C)

are isomorphisms.

Our separation theorem essentially says that there is no homological interaction
between the antipolynomial and the polynomial part of a functor. This property is
probably best understood when the bifunctors in play are constructed from tensor
products. Given two functors F and G from A to k-modules, we denote by F ⊗G
their objectwise tensor product over k, that is (F ⊗ G)(x) = F (x) ⊗ G(x). The
separation theorem has the following consequence.

Corollary 2 (Separation for tensor products). Assume that k is a field, that A1

and A2 are antipolynomial functors and that P1 and P2 are polynomial functors.
There is a graded isomorphism:

Tork[A]
∗ (A1 ⊗ P1, A2 ⊗ P2) ≃ Tork[A]

∗ (A1, A2)⊗ Tork[A]
∗ (P1, P2) .

If in addition A1 and P1 are of type fp∞ there is also a graded isomorphism:

Ext∗k[A](A1 ⊗ P1, A2 ⊗ P2) ≃ Ext∗k[A](A1, A2)⊗ Ext∗k[A](P1, P2) .

Proof. Set B(x, y) = A1(x) ⊗ P1(y) and C(x, y) = A2(x) ⊗ P2(y). The separation
theorem shows that Ext and Tor between A1 ⊗ P1 and A2 ⊗ P2 are isomorphic
to Ext and Tor between B and C. The latter can be computed with the classical
Künneth formula, see for example [8, Lm 8.2] for the Tor version and proposition
2.6 for the Ext version. �

Remark 1.1 (The interest of tensor products). It is proved in [7, Thm 4.12] that if
k is a field containing all the roots of unity, then every simple functor with finite
dimensional values is a tensor product A ⊗ P where A is a simple antipolynomial
functor and P is a simple polynomial functor.

Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient, that is, φ is a full and essentially
surjective additive functor between two additive categories. Then every object of
F of k[B]-Mod yields an object φ∗F of k[A]-Mod defined by (φ∗F )(x) = F (φ(x)).
An elementary argument shows that composition with φ yields an isomorphism:

Homk[B](F,G) ≃ Homk[A](φ
∗F, φ∗G) .

Our second main result shows that under an elementary hypothesis on B, such
an isomorphism extends to higher Ext (and also to Tor).

Theorem 3 (excision). Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient, such that B(x, x)⊗Z

k = 0 for all object x of B. Then for all functors F and G defined on B, the natural
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graded morphisms

Ext∗k[B](F,G)
≃
−→ Ext∗k[A](φ

∗F, φ∗G) ,

Tork[A]
∗ (φ∗F, φ∗G)

≃
−→ Tork[B]

∗ (F,G)

are isomorphisms.

Theorem 3 is obtained as a special case of a more general excision result that
we state in theorem 3.4. The latter replaces the condition on B by a weaker (but
more technical) condition, which generalizes the ‘H-unital’ condition of Suslin and
Wodzicki governing excision in rational algebraic K-theory [20]. We refer the reader
to remark 3.11 for more details regarding the link with excision in K-theory. Theo-
rem 3 typically applies to the study of the homological properties of antipolynomial
functors.

Example 4 (Antipolynomial functors). Let A1 and A2 be two antipolynomial
functors of k[A]-Mod. Then there is an additive quotient φ : A → B such that:

(i) B is a category with finite Hom of cardinal invertible in k,
(ii) there are objects F1 and F2 of k[B]-Mod such that Ai = φ∗Fi for i = 1, 2.

Indeed, each Ai is antipolynomial, hence factors through an additive functor φi :
A → Bi whose codomain is a category with finite Hom of cardinal invertible in k.
Let Ii denote the ideal of the morphisms of A cancelled by φi . Then A1 and A2

both factor through the additive quotient φ : A → B = A/(I1 ∩I2), which satisfies
(i). Theorem 3 then shows the graded isomorphism:

Ext∗k[A](A1, A2) ≃ Ext∗k[B](F1, F2)

and a similar isomorphism for Tor. Such isomorphisms are interesting because
the computations in k[B]-Mod are expected to be simpler the computations in
k[A]-Mod – for example the fact that B is Hom-finite allows to use more combina-
torial methods.

We give an illustration of the approach outlined in example 4 in proposition 3.12.
Namely, we use theorem 3 to deduce the following vanishing result from the results
of Kuhn [11].

Proposition 5. Assume that k is a field of characteristic zero, and fix an additive
quotient φ : A → B = PR, where PR is the category of finitely generated (projective)
modules over a finite semi-simple ring R. Then we have

Extik[A](A1, A2) = 0 , Tor
k[A]
i (A1, A2) = 0 ,

for all positive i, as soon as A1 and A2 both factor through φ.

Theorem 3 cannot be used to study the homological properties of polynomial
functors. Indeed, by [7, prop 2.13], the hypothesis that B(x, x) ⊗Z k = 0 for all x
implies that no nonconstant polynomial functor factors through B. In theorem 4.3
we prove the following replacement of theorem 3 for polynomial functors.

Theorem 6 (Polynomial excision). Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient such
that for all x, φ induces isomorphisms

A(x, x) ⊗Z k ≃ B(x, x)⊗Z k and TorZ1 (A(x, x), k) ≃ TorZ1 (B(x, x), k) .
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Then for all functors G and for all polynomial functors F we have graded isomor-
phisms

Ext∗k[A](φ
∗G,φ∗F ) ≃ Ext∗k[B](G,F ) ,

Tork[A]
∗ (φ∗G,φ∗F ) ≃ Tork[B]

∗ (G,F ) .

Organization of the paper. We start by short recollections of functor categories
in section 2, in order to fix notations and terminology, and to make the article
self-contained.

Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the excision theorem 3.4 and its applications,
including theorem 3 of the introduction (which corresponds to theorem 3.6).

Section 4 recalls some background on polynomial functors, and establishes the
polynomial replacement for excision (theorem 6 of the introduction) in theorem
4.3. Finally, section 5 builds on the results and notions of section 4 to establish the
separation property (theorem 1 of the introduction) in theorem 5.3.

The results of section 3, as well as some of the results in section 4, depend on
some simplicial techniques and on some classical algebraic topology computations.
Since we were unable to find a reference covering all the results that we needed, we
have gathered all these results in an appendix in section 6.

Some general notations and terminology. We gather here some notations and
terminology which are used throughout the article.

• The letter k denotes a commutative ring, unadorned tensor products are taken
over k. The notation k[X ] stands for the free k-module on a set X . We also say
that k[X ] is the k-linearization of X .

• Categories have a class of objects, and we require that the morphisms between
any two objects form a set. We say that a category C is essentially small if
the isomorphism classes of objects of C form a set. We say that a category C is
additive if it is a Z-category with a zero object and finite biproducts [12, VIII.2].

• The letter A denotes an essentially small additive category.
• PR denotes the category of finitely generated right R-modules over a ring R.
• An additive quotient is a functor φ : A → B between two additive categories,

which is full and essentially surjective.

2. Recollections of functor categories

Foundations of homological algebra in functor categories are studied into details
in [14]. In this section, we only recall the notations and the properties which will
be useful to us.

2.1. Abelian structure, monoidal structure, and Ext. Let C be a small cat-
egory let k be a commutative ring. We denote by k[C]-Mod the category whose
objects are the functors from C to k-modules and whose morphisms are the natural
transformations (with the usual composition of natural transformations). This is
an abelian k-linear category with enough injectives and projectives, equipped with
a symmetric monoidal product ⊗ induced by the tensor product over k, that is
(F ⊗G)(x) = F (x)⊗G(x).

Remark 2.1. The notation k[C]-Mod is inspired by the notations for modules over
a ring, and k[C] recalls the form of the projective objects in functor categories, see
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section 2.4 below, and see section 2.5 for analogue of this notation for categories of
additive functors.

We denote by C(c, d) the Hom-sets in C while we will use Homk[C](F,G) to denote
the set of morphisms between two functors F and G. We denote by Mod-k[C] the
category of all functors from Cop to k-modules. In other words:

Mod-k[C] = k[Cop]-Mod .

Following the notation of for modules over rings, we also denote by Homk[C](F,G)
the k-modules of homomorphisms in Mod-k[C] (it will always be clear from the
context if we work with left or right modules). Composition with a functor φ : C →
D yields restriction functors (denoted in the same way for left and right modules):

φ∗ : k[D]-Mod → k[C]-Mod , φ∗ : Mod-k[D] → Mod-k[C] .

These restriction functors are exact, and they hence induce natural transformations
of δ-functors

resφ : Extik[C](F,G) → Extik[C](φ
∗F, φ∗G) .

2.2. Tensor products over C. We denote by Mod-k[C] the category of all func-
tors from Cop to k-modules. In other words

Mod-k[C] = k[Cop]-Mod .

The tensor product

−⊗k[C]− : Mod-k[C]× k[C]-Mod → k-Mod

is defined by the coend formula F ⊗k[C] G =
∫ c∈C

F (c) ⊗ G(c). It is right exact

with respect to each variable, and its derived functors are denoted by Tork[C]∗ (F,G).
Every functor φ : C → D induces a natural transformation of δ-functors:

resφ : Tor
k[C]
i (φ∗F, φ∗G) → Tor

k[D]
i (F,G) .

2.3. Duality. For all k-modules M and for all functors F : Cop → k-Mod, we
denote by DMF : C → k-Mod the functor defined by

DMF (c) = Homk(F (c),M) .

This construction defines a duality functor DM : Mod-k[C] → k[C]-Mod. We use
the same notation for the duality functor DM : k[C]-Mod → Mod-k[C]. There are
isomorphisms, natural with respect to F , G and M

Homk[C](F,DMG) ≃ Homk(F ⊗k[C] G,M) ≃ Homk[C](G,DMF ) .

If M is an injective k-module, these isomorphisms can be derived, to give isomor-
phisms of δ-functors between Ext and Tor. These isomorphisms are compatible
with restriction along φ : C → D in the following sense.
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Proposition 2.2. Let M be an injective k-module, and let φ : C → D be a functor.
There is a commutative diagram of morphisms of δ-functors:

Extik[C](F,DMG) Extik[D](φ
∗F, φ∗DMG)

Homk(Tor
k[C]
i (F,G),M) Homk(Tor

k[D]
i (φ∗F, φ∗G),M)

Extik[C](G,DMF ) Extik[D](φ
∗G,φ∗DMF )

≃

resφ

≃

≃

Homk(resφ,M)

≃

resφ

.

2.4. Standard objects of k[C]-Mod. The standard projectives are the functors
of the form P c = k[C(c,−)], where c is an object of C. Thus P c maps every object
d to the free k-module on C(c, d). We may also denote this functor by P c

C if we wish
to emphasize the category C. The Yoneda lemma yields an isomorphism, natural
with respect to F and c:

Homk[C](P
c, F ) ≃ F (c) ,(1)

and there are ‘dual Yoneda isomorphisms’ for tensor products

P c ⊗k[C] F ≃ F (c) , F ⊗k[C] P
c ≃ F (c) .(2)

Every object of k[C]-Mod has a projective resolution by direct sums of standard
projectives. The standard injectives are the functors of the form DMP c

Cop , where
M is an injective k-module and c is an object of Cop. Thus DMP c

Cop(d) is naturally
isomorphic to the k-module of maps from C(d, c) to M . Every object of k[C]-Mod

has an injective resolution by products of standard injectives.

2.5. Additive categories and functors. If A is an essentially small additive cat-
egory, we denote by k⊗ZA-Mod the full subcategory of k[A]-Mod on the additive
functors. This is an abelian subcategory with enough injectives and projectives.
The standard projectives of k⊗Z A-Mod are the functors ha = k⊗Z A(a,−) which
send every object b of A to the k-module k⊗ZA(a, b). We also denote the standard
projectives by ha

A if we want to emphasize the category A. The Yoneda lemma
yields an isomorphism of k-modules, natural with respect to a and the additive
functor A:

Homk⊗ZA(h
a, A) ≃ A(a) ,

and there are similar natural isomorphisms for the tensor products:

ha ⊗k[A] A ≃ A(a) , A⊗k[A] h
a ≃ A(a) .

Every additive functor has a projective resolution by a direct sum of standard
projectives. We will denote by Mod-k ⊗Z A the full subcategory of Mod-k[A] on
the additive functors, and by

Ext∗k⊗ZA
(A,B) , and Tork⊗ZA

∗ (A,B)

the Ext and Tor in the additive setting. That is, they are the derived functors of
the functors Homk[A](A,−), A⊗k[A] − : k ⊗Z A-Mod → k-Mod.

Remark 2.3. Since additive functors are an abelian subcategory of all functors, we
have canonical comparison maps:

Ext∗k⊗ZA(A,B) → Ext∗k[A](A,B) , and Tork[A]
∗ (A,B) → Tork⊗ZA

∗ (A,B) .
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These comparison maps are usually far from being isomorphisms, but they are
relatively well-understood if k is a field, and if the Hom of A are vector spaces over
the prime subfield of k, see [8].

In the special case k = Z, the categories of additive functors from A to Z-modules
will be denoted by A-Mod and Mod-A. That is, we will simplify Z ⊗Z A into A
in the notations.

2.6. Functors with several variables. We now review some classical results
involving homological computations with functors of several variables.

Proposition 2.4. Let B and C be two objects of k[C ×D]-Mod. Assume that one
of the following two hypotheses holds.

(i) For all x and x′ in C we have Ext∗k[D](B(x,−), C(x′,−)) = 0.

(ii) For all y and y′ in D we have Ext∗k[C](B(−, y), C(−, y′)) = 0.

Then Ext∗k[C×D](B,D) = 0.

Proof. We only prove that hypothesis (ii) implies that Ext∗k[C×D](B,D) = 0, the

proof that hypothesis (i) implies the cancellation being similar.
We write E∗

C(y, y
′) = Ext∗k[C](B(−, y), C(−, y′)) for short. There is an isomor-

phism, natural with respect to B, C, and the object D of k[Dop ×D]-Mod:

Homk[Dop×D](D,E0
C) ≃ Homk[C×D](B ⊗k[Dop] D,C) . (∗)

This isomorphism is the functor analogue of [3, IX.2 Prop 2.2], and we may con-
struct it as follows. Firstly, there is a natural isomorphism when D is a standard
projective. Indeed D(x, y) = k[D(x, c)]⊗ k[D(d, y)] and the two sides are naturally
isomorphic to E0

C(c, d) by the Yoneda lemma. Now the isomorphism extends to
every functor D by taking a projective presentation of D by standard projectives.

Using the isomorphism (∗) we construct two spectral sequences converging to the
same abutment (the construction of these spectral sequences is exactly the same as
the one given for categories of modules in [3, XVI.4]):

Ip,q = Extpk[Dop×D](D,Eq
C) ⇒ Hp+q ,

IIp,q = Extpk[C×D](T
D
q , C) ⇒ Hp+q ,

where TD
q : C × D → k-Mod is defined by TD

q (x, y) = Tork[D
op]

q (B(x,−), D(−, y)).
If D = k[D] then for all y, k[D](−, y) is a projective object of k[Dop]-Mod, hence the

functor Tork[D
op]

q (B, k[D]) is zero for positive q, and the dual Yoneda isomorphism
(2) shows that for q = 0 this functor is isomorphic to B. Thus the second spectral
sequence collapses at the second page and H∗ = Ext∗k[C×D](B,C). Hypothesis (ii)
is nothing but E∗

C = 0, hence the first spectral sequence gives the result. �

If C is additive, we have a pair of functors

∆ : C ⇆ C×n : Σ

defined by ∆(x) = (x, . . . , x) and Σ(x1, . . . , xn) = x1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ xn. We denote by
δ : x → Σ∆(x) = x⊕n the diagonal morphism, and by σ : Σ∆(x) = x⊕n → x the
sum morphism (i.e. the components of δ and σ are equal to the identity of x).
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Proposition 2.5. Assume that C is additive. For all F in k[C]-Mod and for all
G in k[C×n]-Mod the following compositions are isomorphisms:

Ext∗k[C×n](Σ
∗F,G)

res∆
−−−→ Ext∗k[C](∆

∗Σ∗F,∆∗G)
Ext∗(F (δ),∆∗G)
−−−−−−−−−−→ Ext∗k[C](F,∆

∗G) ,

Ext∗k[C×n](G,Σ∗F )
res∆
−−−→ Ext∗k[C](∆

∗G,∆∗Σ∗F )
Ext∗(∆∗G,F (σ))
−−−−−−−−−−−→ Ext∗k[C](F,∆

∗G) .

Proof. The pair (∆,Σ) is a pair of adjoint functors, with adjunction unit δ and the
pair (Σ,∆) is a pair of adjoint functors with adjunction counit σ. Thus, the result
follows from [16, Lm 1.5], with the explicit expression of the isomorphisms provided
by [16, Lm 1.3]. �

Given functors F in k[C]-Mod and G in k[D]-Mod, we denote by F ⊠ G the
object of k[C ×D]-Mod defined by (F ⊠G)(x, y) = F (x)⊗G(y). Tensor products
yield a a Künneth morphism:

Ext∗k[C](F,H) ⊗ Ext∗k[D](G,K) → Ext∗k[C×D](F ⊠G,H ⊠K) .(3)

A functor is called of type fp∞ if it has a projective resolution by finite sums of
standard projectives.

The following property is well-known; we give its short proof for the convenience
of the reader.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that k is a field and that F and G are of type fp∞.
Then the Künneth morphism (3) is a graded isomorphism.

Proof. If F = P x and G = P y are standard projectives, then F ⊠G ≃ P (x,y) is a
standard projective, and it follows from the Yoneda isomorphism that the Künneth
morphism is an isomorphism in this case. By additivity of Ext and tensor products,
it follows that the the Künneth morphism is an isomorphism if F and G are finite
direct sums of standard projectives. Assume now that P → F and Q → G are
two resolutions by finite direct sums of projectives. Then the Künneth morphism
yields an isomorphism between the complex Homk[C](P,H) ⊗ Homk[D](Q,K) and
the complex Homk[C×D](P ⊠Q,H ⊠K). Since P ⊠Q is a projective resolution of
F ⊠G, this implies the result. �

Remark 2.7. Being of type fp∞ is a rather strong property, which is usually hard
to check in an elementary way on a given functor. We refer the reader to [5, 6] for
practical conditions ensuring that functors are of type fp∞.

3. Excision in functor homology

The main purpose of this section is to prove theorem 3 from the introduction. In
fact, we will derive theorem 3 from a general ‘excision theorem’, which is a functor
homology analogue of the excision theorem of Suslin and Wodzicki in K-theory
[20], see remark 3.11 for further explanations relative to this analogy. We finish the
section by a quick computational application which is relevant for antipolynomial
functors.

3.1. The excision theorem.

Proposition-Definition 3.1. Let e be a positive integer or +∞. A restriction
functor φ∗ : k[D]-Mod → k[C]-Mod is called e-excisive if it satisfies one of the
following equivalent assertions.



SEPARATION AND EXCISION IN FUNCTOR HOMOLOGY 9

(1) For all functors F,G, the map

resφ : Extik[D](F,G) → Extik[C](φ
∗F, φ∗G)

is an isomorphism if 0 ≤ i < e.
(2) For all functors F ′, G, the map

resφ : Tor
k[C]
i (φ∗F ′, φ∗G) → Tor

k[D]
i (F ′, G)

is an isomorphism if 0 ≤ i < e.
(3) The restriction functor φ∗ : k[D]-Mod → k[C]-Mod is fully faithful and

for all objects x, y of D:
⊕

0<i<e

Tor
k[C]
i (φ∗P x

Dop , φ∗P y
D) = 0 .

Proof. Let us prove (1)⇔(2). The map resφ is a morphism of δ-functors, and every
functor G embeds into a product of standard injectives. Hence a décalage argument
shows that assertion (1) is equivalent to the following assertion:

(1’) For all standard injectives G and for all functors F , resφ is an isomorphism
in degrees 0 ≤ ∗ < e.

Finally assertion (1’) is equivalent to assertion (2) as a consequence of proposition
2.2 and the fact that a k-linear map f is an isomorphism if and only if the k-linear
map Homk(f,M) is an isomorphism for all injective k-modules M .

We now prove (2)⇔(3). If (2) holds, then φ∗ is fully faithful by (1), and moreover

Tor
k[C]
i (φ∗P x

Dop , φ∗P y
D) is isomorphic to Tor

k[D]
i (P x

Dop , P
y
D) for all 0 < i < e, hence it

is zero by projectivity of P x
Dop , which proves (3). Conversely, if φ∗ is fully faithful

then (1) holds for e = 1, hence resφ is an isomorphism in degree 0 by (2). If
in addition the Tor-vanishing is satisfied, then resφ is an isomorphism in degrees
0 ≤ ∗ < e for all projective functors F ′ and G, hence for all functors F ′ and G by
a décalage argument, which proves (2). �

Example 3.2. If a functor φ : C → D is full and essentially surjective, then the
restriction functor φ∗ : k[D]-Mod → k[C]-Mod is fully faithful, hence 1-excisive.

Remark 3.3. A standard δ-functor argument shows that if φ∗ is e-excisive for some
positive integer i, then we automatically have in addition that in degree i = e, the
map resφ is injective and the map resφ is surjective, for all functors F ′, F and G.

The next theorem is the main result of the section, and we call it the excision
theorem (see remark 3.11 for an explanation of this terminology). It gives an
equivalent condition to being e-excisive. The key point is that being e-excisive
is a homological property of the category k[A]-Mod of all functors from A to
k-modules, whereas the equivalent condition given in theorem 3.4 deals with the
homological properties of the category A-Mod = Z ⊗Z A-Mod of the additive
functors from A to abelian groups.

Theorem 3.4 (excision). Let k be a commutative ring and let φ : A → B be
an additive functor between two small additive categories, such that the restriction
functor φ∗ : k[B]-Mod → k[A]-Mod is fully faithful. For all positive integers e,
the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The restriction functor φ∗ : k[B]-Mod → k[A]-Mod is e-excisive.
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(2) For all objects x and y of B, the torsion groups T• = TorA• (φ
∗hx

Bop , φ∗hy
B)

(calculated in the category of additive functors from A to abelian groups) satisfy

k ⊗Z Ti = 0 = TorZ1 (k, Tj) = 0 , for 0 < i < e and 0 < j < e− 1.

The remainder of the section is devoted to the proof of theorem 3.4. This proof
depends on the use of simplicial techniques, and in particular on variants of the
Hurewicz theorem. For the convenience of the reader, the simplicial notions and
results that we need are recalled in the appendix (section 6). The first step of
the proof is the following general lemma, which is of independent interest. It is
well-known to experts, but we do not know any written reference for it.

Lemma 3.5. Let A : Aop → Z-Mod and B : A → Z-Mod be two additive
functors, and let k[A] and k[B] denote the composition of these functors with the
k-linearization functor k[−]. There is an isomorphism of k-modules, natural with
respect to A and B:

k[A]⊗k[A] k[B] ≃ k[A⊗Z[A] B] .

Proof. We first recall concrete formulas for tensor products. For all commutative
rings K, the tensor product F ⊗K[A]G can be concretely computed as the quotient
of the direct sum

⊕

x F (x) ⊗K G(x) indexed by a set of representatives of the
isomorphism classes of objects of A, modulo the relations F (f)(s)⊗ t = s⊗G(f)(t)
for all morphisms f : x → y and for all elements s ∈ F (y) and t ∈ G(x). We will
denote by Js⊗ tK ∈ F ⊗K[A]G the class of an element s⊗ t ∈ F (x)⊗K G(x). When
G = P c is a standard projective there is a ‘Yoneda isomorphism’

Υ : F ⊗K[A] P
c ≃ F (c)

given by sending the class Js ⊗ fK with s ∈ F (x) and f ∈ A(c, x) to F (f)(s) (the
inverse isomorphism sends u ∈ F (c) to Ju ⊗ idcK). Similarly, if F is additive and
G = hc is a standard additive projective, there is an ‘additive Yoneda isomorphism
isomorphism’

Υadd : F ⊗K[A] h
c ≃ F (c) .

When k = Z, the isomorphism Υadd sends class Js ⊗ fK with s ∈ F (x) and f ∈
A(c, x) to F (f)(s).

We are now ready to construct the isomorphism of lemma 3.5. For all objects
x of A, we let θA,B,x : k[A(x)] ⊗ k[B(x)] → k[A⊗Z[A] B] be the k-linear map such
that θA,B,x(s ⊗ t) = Js ⊗ tK for all s in A(x) and all t ∈ B(x). The maps θA,B,x

induce a k-linear map, natural in A and B:

ΘA,B : k[A]⊗k[A] k[B] → k[A⊗Z[A] B] .

If B = hc is a standard projective additive, the composition k[Υadd] ◦ ΘA,B

is equal to Υ, hence ΘA,B is an isomorphism in this case. Finite direct sums
of standard projective additives are isomorphic to standard projective additives,
hence ΘA,B is also an isomorphism if B is a finite direct sum of standard additive
projectives. Now the source and the target of ΘA,B, viewed as functors of B
preserve filtered colimits of monomorphisms, which implies in turn that ΘA,B is an
isomorphism if B is an arbitrary direct sum of standard projective additives.

Now let B be arbitrary and let ǫ : P → B be a projective simplicial resolution
of B in A-Mod by direct sums of standard projective additives. Then we have a
commutative square of simplicial k-modules in which the top row is an isomorphism,
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the bottom row features constant simplicial k-modules and the vertical arrows are
induced by ǫ:

k[A]⊗k[A] k[P ] k[A⊗Z[A] P ]

k[A]⊗k[A] k[B] k[A⊗Z[A] B]

ΘA,P

≃

ΘA,B

.

By right exactness of tensor products and by the classical Hurewicz theorem (see
proposition 6.2) the vertical morphisms are isomorphisms in π0. Hence ΘA,B is an
isomorphism. �

Proof of theorem 3.4. Let Q be a simplicial resolution by direct sums of standard
projectives in Mod-A of the additive functor φ∗hx

Bop = B(φ(−), x). By definition

of TorA• , the abelian group Ti is the i-th homotopy group of the simplicial abelian
group X := Q⊗Z[A] φ

∗hy
B:

T• = π•X .

We are now going to give an interpretation of the homotopy groups of k[X ].
Lemma 3.5 yields an isomorphism of simplicial k-modules:

k[X ] ≃ k[Q]⊗k[A] k[φ
∗hy

B] .

We first observe that k[φ∗hy
B] = φ∗P y

B . Next, we claim that k[Q] is a flat resolution
of k[φ∗hx

Bop ] = φ∗P x
Bop . Indeed, it follows from the Hurewicz theorem 6.2 that k[Q]

is a simplicial resolution of k[φ∗hx
Bop ] = φ∗P x

Bop . Moreover, if A = hc is a standard
projective in Mod-A, then k[A] = P c is a standard projective in Mod-k[A]. More
generally if A is an arbitrary direct sum of standard projectives in Mod-A, then
A is the filtered colimit of its standard projective subfunctors, and since the k-
linearization functor k[−] preserves filtered colimits of monomorphisms, we obtain
that k[A] is a filtered limit of projectives, hence that k[A] is flat. Therefore the
simplicial resolution k[Q] is degreewise flat, hence we have a graded isomorphism:

Tork[A]
• (φ∗P x

Bop , φ∗P y
B) = π•k[X ] .

To finish the proof, we observe that the k-local Hurewicz theorem (see corol-
lary 6.5) shows that assertion (2) of the theorem is equivalent to the vanishing of

Tor
k[A]
i (φ∗P x

Bop , φ∗P y
B) for 0 < i < e and for all objects x and y of B, and the latter

is equivalent to assertion (1) by proposition 3.1. �

3.2. Two special cases of the excision theorem. We now investigate some
concrete situations in which condition (2) of theorem 3.4 is satisfied. As a first
example, condition (2) is always satisfied if the category B is such that B(x, x)⊗Zk =
0 for all x, hence in this case theorem 3.4 takes the following form.

Theorem 3.6. Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient. Assume that for all x,
B(x, x) ⊗Z k = 0. Then the restriction functor φ∗ : k[B]-Mod → k[A]-Mod is
∞-excisive.

Proof. Let C denote the following full subcategory of abelian groups:

• if char k 6= 0, the objects of C are the groups on which multiplication by
char k is invertible;

• if chark = 0, the objects of C are the torsion groups whose elements have
orders invertible in k.
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This subcategory is stable under kernels, cokernels and direct sums. Moreover, for
all A ∈ C we have TorZ1 (A, k) = 0 = A⊗Z k.

The hypothesis on B implies that B(x, y) ∈ C for all (x, y), thanks to lemma 3.7
below (applied to the rings k and B(y, y), using that B(x, y) is a B(y, y)-module).
Thus, for all standard projectives ha

Aop in Mod-A, the abelian group ha
Aop ⊗A

φ∗hy
B = B(y, φ(a)) belongs to C. Therefore, if Q is a resolution of φ∗hx

Bop in
Mod-A by direct sums of standard projectives, the complex Q ⊗k[A] φ

∗hy
B cal-

culating TorA• (φ
∗hx

Bop , φ∗hy
B) is a complex in C, hence its homology groups are in C.

Thus the second assertion of theorem 3.4 is satisfied for all e, whence the result. �

Lemma 3.7. Let R and S be rings such that R⊗ZS = 0. Let us denote r := charR
and s := charS. Then (r, s) 6= (0, 0). Moreover, if r 6= 0, then r belongs to S×.

Proof. If a tensor product of abelian groups is zero, at least one of them is torsion,
whence (r, s) 6= (0, 0). If r 6= 0, then Z/r is a direct summand of the additive group
of R, whence Z/r ⊗Z S = 0, which implies r ∈ S×. �

Under some favorable assumptions on A and B, assertion (2) of theorem 3.4 can
also be reformulated in terms of excision for additive functors. We first transpose
definition 3.1 in the context of additive functors (the proof is the same as the proof
of proposition 3.1 so we don’t repeat it).

Proposition-Definition 3.8. Let e be a positive integer or +∞. Let φ : A →
B be an additive functor between two essentially small additive categories. The
restriction functor φ∗ : k ⊗Z B-Mod → k ⊗Z A-Mod is called e-excisive if it
satisfies one of the following equivalent assertions.

(1) For all functors F,G, the map

resφ : Extik⊗ZB
(F,G) → Extik⊗ZA

(φ∗F, φ∗G)

is an isomorphism if 0 ≤ i < e.
(2) For all functors F ′, G, the map

resφ : Tork⊗ZA
i (φ∗F ′, φ∗G) → Tork⊗ZB

i (F ′, G)

is an isomorphism if 0 ≤ i < e.
(3) The restriction functor φ∗ : k ⊗Z B-Mod → k ⊗Z A-Mod is fully faithful

and for all objects x, y of B:
⊕

0<i<e

Tork⊗ZA
i (φ∗hx

Bop , φ∗hy
B) = 0 .

Definition 3.9. Let k be a commutative ring. We say that an additive category
C is k-torsion-free if TorZ1 (k, C(x, y)) = 0 for all objects x, y of C.

Theorem 3.10. Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient. Assume that A and B
are both k-torsion free. Then for all positive integers e, the following assertions are
equivalent.

(1) The functor φ∗ : k[B]-Mod → k[A]-Mod is e-excisive.
(2) The functor φ∗ : k ⊗Z B-Mod → k ⊗Z A-Mod is e-excisive.

Proof. Let Qx be a resolution of the functor B(φ(−), x) in Mod-A by direct sums
of standard projectives. Then the homology of the complex

Cx,y := Qx ⊗Z[A] B(y, φ(−))
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computes TorA• (B(φ(−), x),B(y, φ(−))). We claim that the complex k ⊗Z Qx is a

resolution of k ⊗Z B(φ(−), x) in Mod-k ⊗Z A. Indeed, TorZ1 (k,−) vanishes on the
objects of Q since A is k-torsion-free, and also on π0Q because B is k-torsion-free.
Thus the claim follows from the universal coefficient theorem [13, XII Thm 12.1].
Moreover, k⊗ZQ

x is a direct sum of standard projectives in each degree. Therefore,
the complex

k ⊗Z Cx,y ≃ (k ⊗Z Qx)⊗k[A] (k ⊗Z B(y, φ(−))

computes Tork⊗ZA
• (k ⊗Z B(φ(−), x), k ⊗Z B(y, φ(−)).

Now, TorZ1 (k,−) vanishes on the tensor product ha ⊗k[A] A ≃ B(y, φ(a)) for all
standard projectives ha = A(−, a) of Mod-A (once again because B is k-torsion-
free), hence on the objects of the complex Cx,y. As a consequence, the universal
coefficient theorem [13, XII Thm 12.1] yields short exact sequences

0 → k ⊗Z Hi(C
x,y) → Hi(k ⊗Z Cx,y) → TorZ1 (k,Hi−1(C

x,y)) → 0

for all integers i. Therefore assertion (2) is equivalent to the vanishing of Hi(k ⊗Z

Cx,y) for 0 < i < e and all x and y, which is equivalent to the vanishing of

k ⊗Z Hi(C
x,y) and TorZ1 (k,Hi−1(C

x,y)) for 0 < i < e and all x and y.
Since φ is full and essentially surjective, φ∗ : Z[B]-Mod → Z[A]-Mod is 1-

excisive, hence

H0(C
x,y) = B(φ(−), x)⊗Z[A] B(y, φ(−)) ≃ B(−, x)⊗Z[B] B(y,−) ≃ B(y, x)

and since B is assumed to be k-torsion-free we always have TorZ1 (k,Hi−1(C
x,y)) = 0.

As a consequence, assertion (2) is equivalent to the vanishing of k⊗ZHi(C
x,y) and

TorZ1 (k,Hj(C
x,y)) for 0 < i < e and 0 < j < e − 1. The latter is equivalent to

assertion (1) by theorem 3.4. �

Remark 3.11. Theorem 3.10 is a functor homology analogue of Suslin-Wodzicki’s ex-
cision theorem in rational algebraic K-theory [20] (see also [19] for the non-rational
case). Indeed, the second assertion in theorem 3.10 is a natural generalization of
the ‘H-unital’ condition which governs excision in K-theory.

To be more specific, if I is a two-sided ideal of a ring R, and if we consider
A = PR, B = PR/I and φ = −⊗R R/I, then the second assertion of theorem 3.10
is easily seen to be equivalent to

(3) TorR⊗Zk
i ((R/I)⊗Z k, (R/I)⊗Z k) = 0 for 0 < i < e.

(To prove the equivalence, use proposition 3.1 and the fact that k ⊗Z A-Mod

is equivalent to R ⊗Z k-Mod by the Eilenberg-Watts theorem.) In the situation
considered in [20], that is, if R = Z ⊕ I where I is a ring without unit (seen as an
ideal in the unital ring R constructed by adding formally a unit to I) and k = Q,
the Tor appearing in assertion (3) can be computed with a bar complex, hence
assertion (3) is equivalent to R being H-unital.

3.3. An application to a vanishing result.

Proposition 3.12. Let k be a field of characteristic zero, and let F, F ′, G be three
functors from A to k-Mod, with F contravariant. Assume that there is a finite
semi-simple ring R such that PR is an additive quotient of A, and such that F, F ′, G
factor through PR. Then for all i > 0 we have:

Extik[A](F
′, G) = 0 , Tor

k[A]
i (F,G) = 0 .
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Example 3.13. If A is the category of finitely generated abelian groups, then the
categories of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field Fp of prime cardinal
p are additive quotients of A. The proposition implies for example that the functor
F : A → Q-Mod defined by F (A) = Q[A/pA] has no self-extensions of positive
degree.

The proof of proposition 3.12 is a direct application of theorem 3.6 together with
the following consequence of Kuhn’s structure results [11].

Proposition 3.14. If R is a finite semi-simple ring and if k is field of characteristic
zero, then every object of k[PR]-Mod is projective and semi-simple.

Proof. Since R is a finite semi-simple ring, then R is isomorphic to a product
R1 × · · · × Rn of finite simple rings, thus PR is equivalent to PR1 × · · · × PRn

.
Moreover each finite simple ring Ri is isomorphic to a matrix ring over a certain
finite field F(i). Hence by Morita theory, PR is equivalent to PF(1) × · · · ×PF(n).
Thus we may replace k[PR]-Mod by k[PF(1) × · · · × PF(n)]-Mod in this proof.
Every standard projective P in the latter category can be written as:

P (x1, . . . , xn) ≃ P1(x1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Pn(xn) (∗)

where each Pi is a standard projective of k[PF(i)]-Mod. The main result of [11] says
that k[PF(i)]-Mod is equivalent to the infinite product

∏

n≥0 k[GLn(F(i))]-Mod

and Maschke’s theorem implies that Pi a direct sum of simple functors. Therefore
decomposition (∗) implies that P is a direct sum of functors of the form S1(x1)⊗· · ·⊗
Sn(xn) where each Si is simple, and by [7, Cor 3.13 and Prop 3.7] such functors are
simple. We conclude that every standard projective of k[PF(1) × · · · ×PF(n)]-Mod

is semi-simple, hence that every object of k[PF(1) × · · · ×PF(n)]-Mod is projective
and semi-simple. �

4. A polynomial version of excision

In this section we prove theorem 6 from the introduction. We start by recalling
the classical concepts of reduced functors and polynomial functors defined on an
essentially small additive category A. Much of the material explained in this section
will also be used for the separation theorem proved in section 5.

4.1. Reduced functors. A functor F : A → k-Mod is reduced if it satisfies
F (0) = 0. We define the reduced part F red of a functor F by:

F red(x) := Ker(F (0) : F (x) → F (0)) .

We have a decomposition F ≃ F red ⊕ F (0), where F (0) denotes the constant
functor with value F (0). This decomposition is natural with respect to F and
induces natural isomorphisms:

Ext∗k[A](F,G) ≃ Ext∗k(F (0), G(0)) ⊕ Ext∗k[A](F
red, Gred) .

In particular, there is no nonzero Ext between a constant functor and a reduced
functor. This Ext-vanishing between constant functors and reduced functors can be
generalized to functors with several variables by applying proposition 2.4. Namely
we obtain the following vanishing result.
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Lemma 4.1. Let A1, . . . ,An be essentially small additive categories, and let F
and G be objects of k[A1 × · · ·An]-Mod. Assume that there is an i such that F is
constant with respect to its i-th variable and such that G vanishes if its i-th variable
is zero. Then Ext∗k[A1×···×An](F,G) = 0 = Ext∗k[A1×···×An](G,F ).

4.2. Polynomial functors. The notion of cross-effects was introduced by Eilen-
berg and MacLane. To be more specific, they proved [9, Thm 9.6] that for all
functors F : A → k-Mod, and for all positive integers d the functor on d variables
F (x1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ xd) has (up to isomorphism) a unique decomposition:

(4) F (x1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ xd) ≃ F (0)⊕
⊕

σ

Fσ(xσ1 , . . . , xσr
)

where the sum runs over the non-void subsets σ = {σ1, . . . , σr} of {1, . . . , d}, and
where the Fσ are functors of r variables which are zero whenever one of their
variables is zero. The functor of d variables F{1,...,d} : A×d → k-Mod is called the
d-th cross-effect of F , and we shall denote it by crdF . The functor F is polynomial
of degree less than d if its d-th cross-effect is zero. This is equivalent to the fact
that all the functors crkF for k ≥ d are zero.

If M is a k-module, applying Homk(−,M) to the decomposition (4) yields a
similar decomposition for the dual functor DMF . This proves that crd(DMF ) ≃
DM (crdF ). As a consequence, F is polynomial of degree less than d if and only if
DMF is polynomial of degree less than d for all injective k-modules M .

The next proposition explains why the concept of polynomial functors is relevant
for homological computations. The implication (i)⇒(iii) is known as Pirashvili’s
vanishing lemma. This vanishing lemma first appeared in [15] and it has been
widely used in homological computations.

Proposition 4.2. Let F : A → k-Mod be a functor and let d be a positive integer.
The following four assertions are equivalent.

(i) F is polynomial of degree less than d,
(ii) Homk[A](F1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fd, F ) = 0 for all reduced functors F1,. . . ,Fd,
(iii) Ext∗k[A](F1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fd, F ) = 0 for all reduced functors F1,. . . ,Fd,

(iv) Tork[A]
∗ (F1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fd, F ) = 0 for all for all reduced functors F1,. . . ,Fd.

Proof. The equivalences (i)⇔ (ii)⇔ (iii) are already proved in [7, Cor 2.17] – to
be more specific, [7, Cor 2.17] assumes that k is the field, but the proof carries
out verbatim over an arbitrary commutative ring k. So we bound ourselves to
proving that (iv) is equivalent to the first three assertions. By proposition 2.2
(iv) is equivalent to Ext∗k[Aop](F1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Fd, DMF ) being zero for all injective k-
modules M , which is equivalent to DMF being polynomial of degree less than d
for all injective k-modules M , which is equivalent to F being polynomial of degree
less than d. �

4.3. Polynomial excision. The next statement is an analogue of theorem 3.6
which applies to polynomial functors. Observe that the hypothesis on φ in the
polynomial excision theorem is essentially ‘orthogonal’ to the hypothesis on φ in
theorem 3.6. A typical situation in which theorem 4.3 applies is when n = 0 in k
and B is the additive quotient of A obtained by modding out each abelian group
A(x, y) by its subgroup nA(x, y).
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Theorem 4.3 (Polynomial excision). Let φ : A → B be an additive quotient.
Assume that for all x, φ induces isomorphisms

A(x, x) ⊗Z k ≃ B(x, x)⊗Z k and TorZ1 (A(x, x), k) ≃ TorZ1 (B(x, x), k) .

Then for all functors G and for all polynomial functors F , restriction along φ
induces graded isomorphisms

resφ : Ext•k[B](G,F ) ≃ Ext•k[A](φ
∗G,φ∗F ) ,

resφ : Tork[A]
• (φ∗G,φ∗F ) ≃ Tork[B]

• (G,F ) .

The proof of theorem 4.3 depends on the following vanishing lemma, which will
be also useful in the proof of the separation theorem in section 5.

Lemma 4.4. Let G : A → Z-Mod be a functor such that TorZ1 (k,G(x)) = 0 and
k ⊗Z G(x) = 0 for all objects x of A, and let k[G] be its composition with the k-
linearization functor k[−]. For all functors H and for all polynomial functors F we
have:

Ext∗k[A](k[G]red ⊗H,F ) = 0 .

Proof. The functor k[G] is isomorphic to k[G(0)] ⊗ k[Gred], hence to a direct sum
of copies of k[Gred]. Therefore it suffices to prove the lemma when G is reduced.

If G is reduced, the reduced functor k[G]red is equal to the functor I, which sends
every x to the augmentation ideal I(x) of the k-algebra k[G(x)] of the abelian group
G(x). By lemma 6.3, the abelian group G(x) has trivial homology with coefficients
in k. Thus, the reduced normalized bar construction of k[G(x)] yields an exact
complex

· · · → I⊗i+1 → I⊗i → · · · → I⊗2 → I → 0 .

Tensoring this complex by I⊗r−1⊗H yields a (non projective) resolution of I⊗r⊗H
with associated hypercohomology spectral sequence:

Es,t
1 (r) = Exttk[A](I

⊗s+r+1 ⊗H,F ) ⇒ Exts+t
k[A](I

⊗r ⊗H,F ) .

We use this spectral sequence to that Ext∗k[A](I
⊗r ⊗H,F ) vanishes for all positive

r, by downward induction on r. Since I⊗r ⊗ H is the direct sum of I⊗r ⊗ Hred

and I⊗r ⊗H(0), the vanishing holds for r > degF by proposition 4.2. Now if the
vanishing holds for a given r, then E1

∗,∗(r−1) = 0, hence Ext∗k[A](I
⊗r−1⊗H,F ) = 0.

The result follows. �

Proof of theorem 4.3. We first prove the Ext-isomorphism. Since φ is essentially
surjective and fully faithful, the restriction functor φ∗ : k[B]-Mod → k[A]-Mod is
fully faithful. Hence, in order to prove that resφ is an isomorphism, we only have
to prove that

Extik[A](φ
∗P, φ∗F ) = 0 (∗)

for all positive i and for all projective objects P of k[B]-Mod. But every projective
object of k[B]-Mod is a direct summand of a direct sum of standard projectives,
and φ is essentially surjective, hence it suffices to prove (∗) when P = k[B(φ(x),−)]
with x and object of A.

Let J (x,−) be the subfunctor of A(x,−) : A → Z-Mod such that

J (x, y) = {f ∈ A(x, y) , φ(f) = 0} .
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Then the functor φ∗P is isomorphic to the functor k[A(x,−)/J (x,−)]. Moreover,
the hypotheses of the theorem imply that φ induces isomorphisms

A(x, y)⊗Z k ≃ B(x, y)⊗Z k and TorZ1(A(x, y), k) ≃ TorZ1 (B(x, y), k)

for all y, hence that for all y

J (x, y)⊗Z k = 0 = TorZ1 (J (x, y), k) .

Now if A is an abelian group and J is a subgroup of A, then k[A] is a free
k[J ]-module, and k⊗k[J] k[A] ≃ k[A/J ]. Therefore the normalized bar construction
yields an exact complex, where I ⊂ k[J ] denotes the augmentation ideal of k[J ]:

· · · → I⊗i ⊗ k[A]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

deg i

→ I⊗i−1 ⊗ k[A] → · · · → k[A]
︸︷︷︸

deg 0

→ k[A/J ]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

deg−1

→ 0 .

We consider this complex with J = J (x,−) and A = A(x,−). The resulting
complex is a complex of functors with φ∗P in degree −1, which is a standard
projective in degree 0, and whose terms of positive degrees have no nontrivial Ext
against φ∗F by lemma 4.4 (and because φ∗F is polynomial, as the composition of
a polynomial functor with an additive functor). Therefore, the vanishing property
(∗) holds by a standard δ-functor argument.

This proves that resφ is a graded isomorphism. The fact that resφ is a graded
isomorphism now follows by duality (use proposition 2.2 and the fact that DMF is
polynomial if F is polynomial). �

5. Separation

5.1. The separation theorem. The notion of a polynomial functor is recalled in
section 4.2. We now recall the definition of an antipolynomial functor. An ideal of
the additive categoryA is [14, p.18] a subfunctor of A(−,−) : Aop×A → Ab. Given
such an ideal I, we can form the additive quotient A/I of A, with the same objects
as A and with morphisms (A/I)(x, y) = A(x, y)/I(x, y). We let πI : A → A/I
denote the additive quotient functor. The next definitions were first introduced in
[7, section 4.1].

Definition 5.1. An additive category B is k-trivial if for all objects x and y the
abelian group B(x, y) is finite and such that k ⊗Z B(x, y) = 0. An ideal I of A is
k-cotrivial if A/I is k-trivial. A functor F : A → k-Mod is antipolynomial if there
is a k-cotrivial ideal I of A such that F factors though πI : A → A/I.

Definition 5.2. A bifunctor B : A×A → k-Mod is of antipolynomial-polynomial
type (AP-type) if for all objects x of A the functor y 7→ B(y, x) is antipolynomial
and the functor y 7→ B(x, y) is polynomial.

The main result of the section is the following theorem, which is theorem 1 of
the introduction.

Theorem 5.3 (separation). Let k be a commutative ring and let B, C, B′ be three
bifunctors of AP-type, with B′ contravariant in both variables. Restriction along
the diagonal ∆ : A → A×A yields graded isomorphisms:

res∆ : Ext•k[A×A](B,C) ≃ Ext•k[A](∆
∗B,∆∗C) ,

res∆ : Tork[A]
• (∆∗B′,∆∗C) ≃ Tork[A×A]

• (B′, C) .
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5.2. Resolutions of bifunctors of AP-type. Given an ideal I of A and a pos-
itive integer d, we denote by CI,d the full subcategory of k[A × A]-Mod whose
objects are the bifunctors B such that:

i) B factors through πI × id : A×A → (A/I)×A, and
ii) for all x, the functor y 7→ B(x, y) is polynomial of degree less than d.

The subcategory CI,d of k[A×A]-Mod is stable under limits and colimits. Stability
under colimits ensures that any object B of k[A×A]-Mod has a largest subobject
BI,d belonging to CI,d.

Lemma 5.4. If B is a bifunctor of AP-type then B =
⋃

I,dBI,d, where I runs
over the set of k-cotrivial ideals of A and d runs over the set of positive integers.

Proof. We fix two objects x, y of A. Let d be the degree of t 7→ B(x, t) and let
I be a k-cotrivial ideal such that s 7→ B(s, y) factors through A/I. To prove
the lemma, it suffices to show that the inclusion BI,d →֒ B induces an equality
BI,d(x, y) = B(x, y).

Let Bd(a,−) be the largest subfunctor of B(a,−) of degree less than d. Any
map f : a → b induces a map Bd(a,−) → Bd(b,−), so that the functors Bd(a,−)
assemble into a bifunctor Bd : A ×A → k-Mod which is a subfunctor of B, poly-
nomial of degree less of equal to d with respect to its first variable. By construction
Bd(x, y) = B(x, y). Similarly, let BI(−, b) be the largest subfunctor of B(−, b)
factorizing through A/I. These functors assemble into a bifunctor BI : A ×A →
k-Mod factorizing through A/I × A. By construction BI(x, y) = B(x, y). Since
BI ∩Bd ⊂ BI,d we finally obtain that BI,d(x, y) = B(x, y). �

An object B of k[A×A]-Mod is of special-AP-type if there is an object z of A,
a k-cotrivial ideal I and a polynomial functor F in k[A]-Mod such that

B(x, y) = k[A/I(z, x)]⊗ F (y) .

Lemma 5.5. Every bifunctor B of AP-type has a resolution Q → B whose terms
are direct sums of bifunctors of special-AP-type.

Proof. It suffices to prove that every BI,d, is a quotient of a direct sum of bifunctors
of special-AP-type. By definition BI,d = (πI × idA)

∗B′ for some bifunctor B′ :
A/I × A → k-Mod such that each B′

z(−) := B′(z,−) is polynomial of degree
less than d. The standard resolution of B′ [14, section 17] yields an epimorphism
⊕

z h
z
k[A/I] ⊠ B′

z → B′, where the sum is indexed by a set of representatives z

of isomorphism classes of objects of A/I. The result follows by restricting this
epimorphism along πI × idA. �

5.3. Proof of the separation theorem 5.3. The proof will rely on the following
vanishing lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let A, B, and F be three objects of k[A]-Mod, with A reduced. If
one object of the pair {A,B} is polynomial and the other is antipolynomial, then
Ext∗k[A](A⊗ F,B) = 0.

Proof. Let A⊠ F denote the bifunctor such that (A⊠ F )(x, y) = A(x)⊗ F (y). By
proposition 2.5, Ext∗k[A](A⊗F,B) is isomorphic to Ext∗k[A×A](A⊠F,Σ∗B). Hence

if we let By(x) = B(x ⊕ y), then by proposition 2.4, it suffices to show that for all
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y, we have Ext∗k[A](A,By) = 0. Note that By is polynomial/antipolynomial if and
only if B is. Thus it suffices to show that when A is reduced,

Ext∗k[A](A,B) = 0 (∗)

whenever one argument of the Ext is polynomial and the other is antipolynomial.
There are two cases.

Case 1: A antipolynomial and B polynomial. Since A is reduced antipoly-
nomial, there is a k-cotrivial ideal I and a reduced functor A′ : A/I → k-Mod

such that A = π∗
IA

′. The reduced functor A′ has a projective resolution by direct
sums of reduced standard projectives, hence A has a resolution by direct sums of
functors of the form k[A/I(z,−)]red for some z in A. A δ-functor argument then
shows that in order to prove the cancellation (∗), it suffices to prove it for the
functors k[A/I(z,−)]red, which follows from lemma 4.4.

Case 2: A polynomial and B antipolynomial. There is a k-cotrivial ideal
I and a functor B′ : A/I → k-Mod such that B = π∗

IB
′. The functor B′ has an

injective coresolution by products of standard injectives, hence B has a coresolution
by products of functors of the form DMQ with Q = k[A/I(−, z)] and M an injective
k-module. A δ-functor argument shows that it suffices to prove the cancellation
(∗) when B = DMQ with Q = k[A/I(−, z)]. Proposition 2.2 yields a graded
isomorphism:

Ext∗k[A](A,DMQ) ≃ Ext∗k[Aop ](Q,DMA)

and since A is reduced, DMA is reduced and the right hand side of the isomorphism
is equal to Ext∗k[Aop](Q

red, DMA). Now Qred is a reduced antipolynomial functor
and DMA is a polynomial functor, hence the latter Ext is zero as a consequence of
the cancellation proved in case 1. �

Proof of theorem 1. If B is a bifunctor of AP-type, then its dual DMB is also a
bifunctor of AP-type. Therefore, by proposition 2.2 it suffices to prove the Ext-
isomorphism of theorem 1. Moreover, lemma 5.5 provides a resolution Q → B of
B whose terms Qp are direct sums of bifunctors of special AP-type. Therefore, a
standard δ-functor argument shows that it suffices to prove theorem 1 when B is a
bifunctor of special AP-type.

So we now assume that B(x, y) = A(x)⊗F (y) with F polynomial of degree less
than d and A = k[A/I(z,−)] for a k-cotrivial ideal I and an object z of A. We
have a commutative diagram

Ext•k[A×A](B,C) Ext•k[A](A⊗ F,∆∗C)

Ext•k[A×A](Σ
∗(A⊗ F ), C)

Ext•k[A×A](π,C)

res∆

α
≃

where α is the isomorphism of proposition 2.5 and π : Σ∗(A ⊗ F ) → B is the
epimorphism of bifunctors induced by the canonical projections of px : x ⊕ y → x
and py : x⊕ y → y:

πx,y := A(px)⊗ F (py) : A(x⊕ y)⊗ F (x⊕ y) → A(x) ⊗ F (y) .
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Hence, in order to prove that res∆ is an isomorphism, it suffices to prove that
Ext•k[A×A](π,C) is an isomorphism. Now we use the natural decompositions:

A(x ⊕ y) = A(x) ⊕A(x) ⊗Ared(y) , F (x⊕ y) = F (x) ⊕ F (y)⊕ cr2F (x, y)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=G(x,y)

.

They induce a decomposition Σ∗(A⊗F ) ≃ B⊕X⊕Y where the bifunctors X and
Y are defined by:

X(x, y) := A(y)⊗G(x, y) , Y (x, y) := A(x) ⊗Ared(y)⊗ F (x⊕ y) .

Moreover, the map π identifies though this decomposition with the canonical pro-
jection on the summand B. Thus, in order to prove that res∆ is an isomorphism,
it suffices to prove that there is no nonzero Ext between X ⊕ Y and C.

But for all objects y and y′, there is no nonzero Ext between the functors X(−, y)
and C(−, y′) by lemma 5.6 since C(−, y′) is antipolynomial and X(−, y) is reduced
and polynomial. Hence there is no nonzero Ext between X and C by proposition
2.4. Similarly, there is no nonzero Ext between Y and C, whence the result. �

6. Appendix: simplicial techniques

In this appendix, we gather the basic definitions and the results on simplicial
objects that we need in the proof of the excision theorem 3.4. The reader may
consult [21, Chap 8] and [10] for more details.

6.1. Simplicial resolutions in an abelian category. Recall that if Q is a sim-
plicial object in an abelian category M, its homotopy groups π∗Q are the homology
groups of the chain complex associated to Q. (If M = k-Mod, it can be proved
that these homotopy groups coincide with the homotopy groups of the underlying
simplicial set of Q). We can view every object X of M as a constant simplicial ob-
ject of X . A simplicial resolution of X is a morphism of simplicial objects Q → X
which induces an isomorphism on the level of homotopy groups. The simplicial res-
olution is called projective if the simplicial object Q is degreewise projective. The
Dold-Kan equivalence [21, Section 8.4] ensures that if M has enough projectives,
then every object has a simplicial projective resolution.

6.2. Eilenberg MacLane spaces and Hurewicz theorems. For all abelian
groups A and all n ≥ 0, we denote by K(A, n) any simplicial free abelian group
such that πiK(A, n) = 0 for i 6= n and πnK(A, n) ≃ A. Such a simplicial free
abelian group is called an Eilenberg-MacLane space and is unique up to homo-
topy equivalence. The study of simplicial abelian groups often reduces to that of
Eilenberg-MacLane spaces by the following classical lemma, see e.g. [10, Prop 2.20].
We impose that Eilenberg-MacLane spaces are degreewise free abelian groups by
definition in order to have genuine maps rather than zig-zags in this lemma.

Lemma 6.1. For all simplicial abelian groups X, there is a weak equivalence
(unique up to homotopy)

∏

i≥0

K(πiX, i)
≃
−→ X .

Moreover for all morphisms of simplicial abelian groups f : X → Y , let K(πif, i) :
K(πiX, i) → K(πiY, i) denote a lift of πif : πiX → πiY to the level of the simplicial
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resolutions. Then the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

∏

i≥0 K(πiX, i)
∏

i≥0 K(πiY, i)

X Y

∏
K(πif,i)

f

.

If X is a simplicial abelian group, the inclusion of simplicial sets X → Z[X ]
induces a natural morphism of graded abelian groups

h∗ : π∗X → π∗Z[X ]

called the Hurewicz morphism, and whose properties are described in the Hurewicz
theorem. We recall that a simplicial abelian group X is called e-connected if πiX =
0 for i ≤ e, and that a morphism of simplicial abelian groups f : X → Y is e-
connected if πi(f) : πiX → πiY is an isomorphism for i < e and an epimorphism
for i = e.

Proposition 6.2 (Classical Hurewicz Theorems). Let e be a nonnegative integer.

(1) (Absolute theorem) For all simplicial abelian groups X, the Hurewicz map
h∗ is split injective. Moreover, if X is e-connected then hi is an isomor-
phism for i ≤ e+ 1.

(2) (Relative theorem) Every e-connected morphism of simplicial abelian groups
f : X → Y induces an e-connected morphism of simplicial abelian groups
k[f ] : k[X ] → k[Y ].

Proof. (1) The canonical morphism of abelian groups Z[X ] → X yields a retract of
h∗. The isomorphism is given by [10, III Thm 3.7].

(2) Since simplicial groups are fibrant simplicial sets [10, I Lm 3.4], any weak
equivalence between simplicial groups yields a homotopy equivalence of simplicial
sets [10, II Thm 1.10], hence it induces an isomorphism in homology. Therefore,
lemma 6.1 and the Künneth theorem reduce the proof of the isomorphism to the
case where X and Y are Eilenberg-MacLane spaces, with nonzero homotopy groups
placed in the same degree i. If i < e, f is e-connected if and only if it is a weak
equivalence, hence if and only if it induces an isomorphism in homology. If i ≥ e,
then A and B are e-connected hence the result follows from (1). �

For our purposes, we need a k-local version of the absolute Hurewicz theorem.
We shall derive it from the following well-known property of Eilenberg-MacLane
spaces, which we have not found in the literature – though the case of a prime field
k is of course given by the classical calculations of Cartan [1].

Lemma 6.3. Let k be a commutative ring, let A be an abelian group. If k⊗ZA = 0
and TorZ1 (k,A) = 0, then πik[K(A, n)] = 0 for all positive integers n and i.

Proof. We say that an abelian group A is k-negligible if TorZ1 (k,A) = 0 = k ⊗Z A.
We first take n = 1. Then π∗k[K(A, 1)] is the homology with coefficients k of

the abelian group A. We start from the well-known natural isomorphism, valid for
all free abelian groups A:

π∗k[K(A, 1)] = k ⊗ Λ∗
Z
(A) = Λ∗

k(k ⊗Z A) .

(When k = Z this is proved e.g. in [2], and it extends to an arbitrary k by the
uiversal coefficient theorem). Since every torsion-free abelian group is the filtered
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colimit of its finitely generated free groups, this isomorphism extends to all torsion-
free abelian groups A by taking colimits. In particular, π>0k[K(A, 1)] = 0 if A is a
k-negligible torsion-free group. We claim that we also have π>0k[K(A, 1)] = 0 for all
k-negligible torsion group A. Indeed, A is the filtered colimit of its subgroups nA of
n-torsion elements, and these subgroups are k-negligible. So it suffices to prove the
result when A is a k-negligible group of bounded order. As such groups are direct
sums of cyclic groups, the proof reduces further to the case of the k-negligible cyclic
groups, and for the latter, the result follows by a direct computation. Now let A be
an arbitrary abelian group with torsion subgroup Ators. If A is k-negligible, then so
are Ators and A/Ators. So the lemma holds for A as a consequence of the Hochschild-
Serre spectral sequence of the fibration K(Ators, 1) → K(A, 1) → K(A/Ators, 1).

Assume now that n > 1. Then K(A, 1)⊗Z K(Z, n− 1) is an Eilenberg MacLane
space K(A, n). Thus π∗k[K(A, n)] is the abutment of the spectral sequence of the
bisimplicial k-module Mpq = k[K(Z, n−1)q⊗ZK(π, 1)p]. Let us choose K(Z, n−1)
such that it is free of finite rank r(q) in each degree q (e.g. take the image of the
complex Z[−n] by the Kan functor). Then for q fixed, the simplicial k-module M•q

is isomorphic to k[K(A×r(q), 1)]. Thus the simplicial spectral sequence of Mpq can
be rewriten as:

E1
pq = πpk[K(A×r(q), 1)] =⇒ πp+qk[K(A, n)] .

The first page is zero by the case n = 1, whence the result. �

Proposition 6.4 (k-local absolute Hurewicz theorem). Let X be a simplicial
abelian group, let k be a commutative ring and let e be a non-negative integer. As-
sume that for 0 < i ≤ e and for 0 < j < e we have k ⊗Z πiX = 0 = TorZ1 (k, πjX).
Then

(1) π0k[X ] = k[π0X ];
(2) πik[X ] = 0 for 0 < i ≤ e;
(3) πe+1k[X ] contains the following k-module as a direct summand:

k[π0X ]⊗k

(

k ⊗Z πe+1X ⊕ TorZ1 (k, πeX)
)

.

Proof. Lemma 6.1 and the Künneth theorem reduce the proof to the case of an
Eilenberg-MacLane space X . Assume that the nonzero homotopy group of X is
placed in degree i. If i = 0, the result holds by a direct computation. If 0 < i < e
then the result follows from lemma 6.3. If i ≥ e, the result follows from the
classical absolute Hurewicz theorem of proposition 6.2 together with the universal
coefficient theorem which says that the graded k-module π∗k[X ] is (non canonically)

isomorphic to k ⊗Z π∗Z[X ]⊕ TorZ1 (k, π∗−1Z[X ]). �

Corollary 6.5. The k-modules πik[X ] vanish for 0 < i ≤ e if and only if k⊗Z πiX

and TorZ1 (k, πjX) vanish for 0 < i ≤ e and 0 < j < e.
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