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ABSTRACT. We consider a filtration of the K-theory space for a regular noetherian ring
proposed by Goodwillie and Lichtenbaum and show that its successive quotients are geo-
metric realizations of explicit simplicial abelian groups. The filtration in weight ¢ involves
t-tuples of commuting automorphisms of projective R-modules. It remains to show that
the Adams operations act appropriately on the filtration.

1. Introduction.

Much of the interest in algebraic K-theory today arises because it points the way
toward development of a motivic cohomology theory. According to the philosophy of
Beilinson, if R is a regular noetherian ring and X = Spec(R), then motivic cohomology
groups H™(X,Z(t)), once defined, ought to appear in a spectral sequence

(1.1) By = HP™ (X, Z(=q)) = K_p—q(R)

which is reminiscent of the spectral sequence of Atiyah and Hirzebruch for topological
K-theory. A natural way to approach this problem is to take the space K(R) whose
homotopy groups are the K-groups, K, (R) = m, K(R), and produce a filtration

KR =W% W' —W? — ...

of it. See, for example, the exposition in [9]. The two basic requirements are
(A) that the quotient W!/W'*H! should be the geometric realization of a simplicial
abelian group, and
(B) that the Adams operations ¥* act on the filtration, and act purely on the quotients
Wt /WL ie., by multiplication by k.
Adopting the definition Z(t) = Q2W?!/WT! in the sense of spectra (with negative
homotopy groups), or equivalently H™ (X, Z(t)) = mat—m (W /W) leads immediately
to an exact couple and thus to a spectral sequence as in (1.1), and allows one (if the two
basic requirements are fulfilled) to identify H™ (X, Q(t)) with th_m(R)g), the weight
t part of Koy, (R)q.
The Postnikov filtration of K(R) is an example where (A) is fulfilled, but (B) is
not. The quotients are geometric realizations of simplicial abelian groups with a single
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nonvanishing homotopy group, but they fail to have pure weight, because K, R is not
pure of weight n, even for n = 3 and R a field.

In this paper we examine a proposed filtration Wt of K(R) due to Goodwillie and
Lichtenbaum. In section 2 we review the motivation behind their proposal, which makes
property (B) plausible. We prove that each quotient W?*/W?®*! is the geometric re-
alization of a simplicial abelian group (10.6), thereby fulfilling requirement (A). This
provides the first known example of a filtration of K (R) satisfying (A), and which could
conceivably satisfy (B), at least when R is local. The fact that the simplicial abelian
group is known explicitly may make further computations possible.

2. The proposed filtration.

I explain now the ideas of Goodwillie and Lichtenbaum.

Goodwillie has made the following important motivational observation. Suppose the
filtration W? is compatible with multiplication, in the sense that there are pairings
WEAWI — W, Suppose also that W0 /W1 = Z: according to property (B), we expect
this when R is a domain because the weight zero part of K-theory all occurs in K. It
follows that W /W1 will be a module for the ring W°/W1 = Z. Hence W /W't will
be homotopy equivalent to the geometric realization of a simplicial abelian group, by a
general fact about spectra which are Z-modules.

In order to arrive at the proposed definition of W?, let us consider temporarily the
case where R is local and see what advantages arise in that case. Soulé has shown [16,
Corollary 1, p. 498] for such local rings that

(2.1) K.(R)y =0 forn<t.
Thus we might well expect that the homotopy groups
7T0Wt, 7T1Wt, Ce ,7Tt_1Wt

would vanish, and that W* would arise as the t-fold delooping of another space V*. The
group moV'*' = mW?* would be related to the weight ¢ part of K;(R), which in turn is
closely related to the Milnor K-group K (R). The Milnor K-group is constructed from
t-tuples of units in R, so the space V! might be constructed from the same ingredients,
but it is a bit hard to see how to extract homotopy theory from units. The idea of Good-
willie and Lichtenbaum is to use invertible matrices (or, equivalently, automorphisms of
projective modules) instead.

When M is an exact category we let KM denote the space whose homotopy groups
are the K-groups, i.e., K, M = m, KM. Given a ring R let P(R) denote the exact
category of finitely generated projective R-modules. Given two rings R and S with 1,
let P(R,S) denote the exact category of R-S-bimodules which as R-modules are finitely
generated and projective. Observe that P(R,Z) = P(R). Set K(R,S) = KP(R,S).
If T is another ring, then tensor product over S gives a bi-exact functor P(R,S) X
P(S,T) — P(R,T) which leads to a pairing K(R,S) A K(S,T) — K(R,T). Let G,,
denote the multiplicative group, as a group scheme over Spec(Z). The underlying scheme
is G,, = Spec Z[U, U~!]. We see that the exact category P(R,G,,) = P(R,Z[U,U"1]) is
(isomorphic to) the exact category where an object is a pair (P, 8) consisting of a finitely
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generated projective R-module P and an automorphism 6 € Aut(P). This is the same
category that was considered in [5] and [6].

We can generalize this notation a bit: if M is an exact category, and S is a ring,
then we let M(.S) denote the exact category of pairs (M, p), where M is an object of M
and p : S — Endy M is an “S-module structure” for M. As above, we may interpret
M(G,,) as the exact category of automorphisms of objects of M. Observe also that
P(R)(S) = P(R,S). This definition has often been used before, and appears in [14,
12.1-2] and [11].

The pairing K(R,G,,) A K(G,,) — K(R) together with multiplication by the unit
U € Z|U U =2 K Z[U, U] gives a map K(R,G,,) — QK (R), which is presumably
the same as the map considered in [5] and [6]. On homotopy groups, the image of
that map ought to consist of elements of weight > 1, because U, being a unit, has pure
weight 1, and weights add upon multiplication. Since 1 is the trivial element of the group
K1G,,, multiplication by U kills the K-theory of the subcategory P(R, 1) of P(R,G,)
consisting of those pairs (P,6) where @ is the identity. Let’s introduce K(R,G,,"!) as
notation for the second factor in the decomposition K(R,G,,) ~ K(R) x K(R,G,,").
The relevant part of the map above is the map K (R, G,,"") — QK (R).

Similarly, we may consider P(R,G,,"), each of whose objects (P,f1,...,6,) is essen-
tially a finitely generated projective R-module P equipped with commuting automor-
phisms 61, ...,6;. Multiplication by U, gives us a map K(R,G,") — QK (R,G,," 1),
and multiplication by Uj - ... U; gives us a map K(R,G,,") — Q'K (R) whose image
on homotopy groups ought to consist of elements of weight > ¢. The latter map dies on
each of the subcategories P(R, G, X -+ X 1 x -+ x G,,) where one of the automorphisms
is the identity, and indeed it factors through the iterated cofiber space constructed from
the ¢-dimensional cube of spaces obtained from K (R, G,,") by setting various G, factors
to 1.

Here is some convenient notation for cubes, as in [8, §4]. We let [1] denote the ordered
set {0 < 1} regarded as a category, and we use € as notation for an object of [1]. By
an n-dimensional cube in a category C we will mean a functor from [1]” to C. An
object C in C gives a 0-dimensional cube denoted by [C], and an arrow C' — C’ in C
gives a 1-dimensional cube denoted by [C' — C’]. If the category C has products, we
may define an external product of cubes as follows. Given an n-dimensional cube X
and an n/-dimensional cube Y in C, we let X XY denote the n + n’-dimensional cube
defined by (X X Y)(€e1,...,éntn) = X(€1,...,6n) X Y(€nt1,--v)€nins). If M is an
exact category, and X is a cube of affine schemes, then we let M(X) denote the cube
of exact categories defined by M(X)(e1, ..., €n) = M(X (€1, ...,€,)). Let G,,"" denote
the external product of ¢ copies of [I — G,,]. The cube G,,"" of affine schemes gives
rise to a cube P(R,G,,""") = P(R)(G,,"") of exact categories. In [8, §4] is presented
a construction called C' which can be applied to a cube of exact categories to convert
it into a multisimplicial exact category, the K-theory of which serves as the iterated
cofiber space of the corresponding cube of K-theory spaces. We use K(R,G,,"") as
notation for that K-theory space, and we let K, (R, G,,"") = 7, K(R,G,,"""). We see
that Ko(R,G,,"") can be described more concretely as the quotient of Ko(R,G,,") by
the subgroup generated by those objects (P, 04,...,0;) where 6; = 1 for some i.

We let Ord denote the category of finite nonempty ordered sets, and for each d > 0
we introduce the object [d] = {0 < 1 < --- < d} of Ord. We let A? = Homo,q(—, [d]),
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so that |A9| is the standard d-simplex.

We recall now the standard simplicial polynomial ring over R, which occurs in the
Karoubi-Villamayor K-theory. We introduce the affine space A¢ of dimension d with
the coordinate system implied by writing it as

A? = Spec(Z[Ty, ..., Ta]l/(To + -+ Ty — 1).
For d > 0 one has the R-algebra
RAY = R[T,,....Ty/(To+ -+ Ty —1).

It is a polynomial ring over R in d variables, and is isomorphic to R when d = 0. Given
a map [d] % [e] the map ¢* : RA® — RA? is defined by ¢*(T}) = > o(i)=j Li- The
resulting simplicial ring RA" : d — RA? has the element T = T, in degree 1, which
satisfies 957 = 0 and 07 = 1. Thus T is an edge which connects 1 to 0, making RA" a
connected simplicial ring.

As for any connected simplicial ring, RA" is actually contractible, for one can construct
a homotopy f : A' x RA" — RA" from 0 to 1 by defining, for each ¢ > 0, the map
fo: A} x RA* — RA® with the formula f,(p,7) = (¢*T) - r. Any connected simplicial
ring contains an element 7" in degree 1 with 957 =0 and 0T = 1.

If F is a functor from rings to spaces, then we may consider the simplicial space
(d — F(RA%)); we let F(RA’) denote it when there is no possibility of confusion. We
see that mo|F'(RA")| is the quotient of my|F'(R)| by the equivalence relation generated by
the requirement that z(0) ~ z(1) for every z = x(T) € mo|F(R[T])| = mo|F(RA)|. This
equivalence relation may be called polynomial homotopy, and the functor F’ defined by
F'(R) = |F(RA")| may be said to be obtained from F' by working modulo polynomial
homotopy.

There is a natural map F' — F’ arising from the structure map A? — Spec(Z). From
[20, 1.71 and 2.4] it follows that the natural map F’ — F” is a homotopy equivalence;
this justifies the terminology. Another proof can be obtained by using the diagonal map
A? — A4 x A% to define a map |d — F(RA? @z RAY)| — |d — F(RAY)| to serve as a
homotopy inverse; one composite is the identity, and the other is simplicially homotopic
to the identity via the evident affine homotopy.

For future use, we mention now that if we are given a simplicial exact category d — Py
then we define its K-theory space K (P) to be |d — K(Py)|.

We are ready for the proposed filtration of Goodwillie and Lichtenbaum. We let
Vt = K(RA',G,,"") = |d — K(RA? G,,,"")|, and define W* = Q~*V* making use of
the deloopings available to spaces arising from K-theory.

We assume henceforth that R is a regular noetherian ring. The Fundamental Theorem
of K-theory then says that the map K(R) — K(R[T]) is a homotopy equivalence. It
follows easily that the map

(2.2) K(R) = K(RA)

is a homotopy equivalence. We see that W° = K(RA',G,,"") = K(RA",1) = K(RA") ~
K(R). Multiplication by U € K1(G,,) gives a map W't — W?. Assembling these two
facts gives us a filtration

KR)~ W% W - W2 ..
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of the type desired.

It is conceivable, at least when R is local and thus (2.1) holds, that W* captures all
of the weight > t part of K-theory. Even if R is not local, it is conceivable that m, W
captures all of the weight > t part of K, R provided n > t.

We see that
KO(R7 Gm)

and it is an easy exercise to identify the latter group with K1 R when R is a regular

mWt =n V1 =

noetherian ring. The main point of the exercise is that an elementary matrix ( 0 Cf)

0 1 ) and letting T go

can be deformed to the identity matrix by using the matrix < L Ta

from 1 to 0.

Since mW? = m1gW?2 = 0 we see that ;W1 /W? = 7yW?! = K;(R). The group K;
has no weight zero part, and so when (2.1) holds, this group has pure weight 1, but this
fact is too trivial to be viewed as evidence for the general conjecture that W*/W*+! has
the right weight.

The group moW? is given explicitly as the quotient

K 0 <R7 Gm2)

im Ko(R, G,, x 1) +im Ko(R, 1 x G,,) 4 im Ko(R[T], G,,,%)
This formula amounts to an explicit definition of GW5R by generators and relations.
Goodwillie has provided evidence for the correctness of the proposed filtration, for by
a hard calculation he has shown that GW5R is isomorphic to Ko R when R is an alge-
braically closed field, and that KsR is a direct summand of GW5R when R is a field
which is either perfect or not of characteristic 2. He expects to be able to show that the
complementary summand vanishes.

An additional suggestion I received from Lichtenbaum is that the quotient W /W+!
might be

(2.3) Q7 d — Ko(RAY, G, ).

This is the explicit simplicial abelian group promised earlier, whose corresponding chain
complex should figure in motivic cohomology. The techniques in this paper depend on
the use of direct-sum K-theory (ignoring the exact sequences), so we end up with

(2.4) Q7 d— K (RAY,G,,")|

instead. It is possible that (2.3) and (2.4) are homotopy equivalent, or equivalently, that
the corresponding chain complexes are quasi-isomorphic; if this were not the case, it
would be discouraging, for there are exact sequences arising from exterior powers which
are not naturally split, and presumably we will need to use them to show that the opera-
tions arising from exterior powers behave properly here. On the other hand, it shouldn’t
be taken as a bad sign that these initial results involve direct sum K-theory, as the same
was true for two of Quillen’s three definitions of higher K-theory of a ring, and the def-
inition most removed from consideration of exact sequences (the plus construction) was
the one where the operations arising from exterior powers were first constructed. More-
over, direct sum K-theory might turn out to have certain computational advantages due
to the simplicity of the construction.

GW5R = moW?
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3. Loop spaces for simplicial sets.

We present now the definition of wY from [3] for a simplicial set Y with base point
yo € Yp. It provides a combinatorial approximation to the loop space Q]Y| in the sense
that there is always a natural map |wY| — Q|Y|, and in favorable cases this map turns
out to be a homotopy equivalence.

Given A, B € Ord we let AB € Ord denote the ordered set obtained by concatenating
A and B, with the elements of A smaller than the elements of B. The natural inclusion
maps A — AB «— B provide natural face maps Y (A) «— Y(AB) — Y (B). Let PY be
the simplicial path space of edges in Y with initial endpoint at yg; it can be defined for

AcOrdb
S v ([0]4)

(PY)(A4) = lim |

{yo} —— Y([0)

The space | PY | is contractible; one sees this with an explicit homotopy h : Al x PY —
PY from yg to 1py defined as follows. For (p,y) € AY(A) x (PY)(A) we define h(p,y) =
to(y) where t, : [0]A — [0]A is defined by

t,(0) =0
wo-{L G
The face maps Y ([0]A) — Y (A) provide a projection map PY — Y. We define
PY
WY = lim |
PYy —— Y

The commutative square
WY| —— |PY]

l |

|PY| —— Y|
together with the contractibility of the space | PY| provides a natural map [wY| — Q|Y].
A vertex of wY is nothing more than a pair of edges
Yo — Y1 < Yo
in Y, and an edge of wY is a pair of triangles

Yo — Y1 <~ Yo
NS
Y2

in Y. In these diagrams yq is the base point, and y; and y, are variable. A vertex of
wY yields a loop in |Y| which starts at yg, follows one edge to y;, and returns along the
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other edge to yo, and an edge of wY yields a homotopy between two such loops. This
motivates the definition of wY.

In the case where Y is actually a category (regarded as a simplicial set by identifying
it with its nerve) the simplicial set PY is the same as the comma category yo/Y, and
wY is the comma category (yo,yo)/Ay, where Ay : Y — Y X Y is the diagonal map.
The triangles in the diagram above are then to be interpreted as commutative triangles.
One can also write wY as the iterated comma category yo/F, where F' is the projection

yo/Y L y; we'll use this later.

We remark that if ¥ is a simplicial group, then the map |wY| — QY| is always a
homotopy equivalence. To prove this one assumes that Y is connected and uses the Kan
extension property to show that PY — Y is a surjective map of simplicial groups, hence
is a Kan fibration.

In [3] it was shown that [wSM| — Q|SM]| is a homotopy equivalence, where M is an
exact category, and S is the S-construction of Waldhausen; we defined G.M = wSM.
(See also [7] and [10].)

It is worth observing that |wS®M| — Q|S® M| is a homotopy equivalence, where
|S® M| is the direct-sum K-theory defined in section 4 below; the proof can be obtained
by applying lemma 2.1 of [3]. Indeed, one of Quillen’s original constructions for K-
theory (described in [4]) was the category S~1SM introduced below, which is essentially
equivalent to wS® M. He introduced S~1SM for the purpose of relating the K-theory
of P(R), as defined with the @-construction, to the K-theory defined via the infinite
general linear group of R. Quillen has also remarked that looping a space combinatorially
seems to be a good way to perform computations, but delooping seems to be a good way
to prove general theorems. As an example of the former, one could cite the fact that
Milnor’s Ko group agrees with Quillen’s — to prove this, one seems to need a K-theory
space where Ko appears as o, such as BG/(R)". As an example of the latter, one could
cite the localization theorem for abelian categories of Quillen — to prove it, one seems
to need a K-theory space where Ky appears as w3, such as the the ()-construction of
Quillen. In line with this observation, in this paper we are forming multiple loop spaces,
with the hope that they will lead to specific computations.

4. Direct sum K-theory.

An exact category in which every exact sequence splits is completely determined by
the underlying additive category. It is well known from work of Quillen and Waldhausen
that the K-theory of such a category can be constructed in various ways. We begin by
describing a slight modification of theire ideas.

Let S® M denote the version of the S-construction where the short exact sequences
are replaced by direct sum diagrams. We make this precise as follows. For A € Ord
we define a category Sub(A) whose objects are the pairs (i,j) with i < j € A, and
where there is an (unique) arrow (i, j') — (i, j) exactly when ¢/ <i < j < j'. We say
that a functor M : Sub(A) — M is additive if M (i,i) = 0 for all i € A, and for all
i1 <j<ke€Athemap M(i, k) — M(i,j) ® M(j, k) is an isomorphism. Here 0 denotes
a previously chosen zero object of M. The set of such exact functors is denoted by

Add(Sub(A), M).
Definition 4.1. We define the simplicial set S® M by setting
(SPM)(A) = Add(Sub(A), M).
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The simplicial set S® M is closely related to NpM of Waldhausen [17, p. 174], but
doesn’t include as many direct sum diagrams. An n-simplex M € S M may be thought
of as a compatible collection of direct sum diagrams M (i,5) = M (i,i+1)®--- DS M (j —
1,7). There is a natural map S® M — SM which converts each direct sum diagram
M((i k) = M(i,j) & M(j,k) into the short exact sequence 0 — M (i,j) — M(i, k) —
M(j, k) — 0.

Definition 4.2. If M is a simplicial additive category, then we define S*M = (d —
S®My). When M is an additive category or a simplicial additive category, we define
K®M = Q|S® M|, and refer to its homotopy groups as the direct sum K -groups, Ki@/\/l.

For rings R and S we define K®(R,S) = K®P(R, S).

Now we extend the definition of S® to cubes of exact categories just as the definition
of S was extended to cubes in [8, §4], yielding multirelative direct-sum K-theory. Much
of this material is essentially the same as the treatment of Np(W, V) in [17, p. 174]. Let
L be a symbol, and consider {L} to be an ordered set. Given an n-dimensional cube of
additive categories M, we define an n-fold multisimplicial additive category C® M as a
functor from (Ord™)°P to the category of exact categories by letting C¥ M(Aq, ..., A,)
be the set

Add([Sub(A;) — Sub({L}4;)] K - - - ® [Sub(A,,) — Sub({L}A,)], M)

of multi-additive natural transformations. When n = 0, we may identify C® M with
M. We define SPM to be SPCPM, the result of applying the S® construction of
Waldhausen degreewise. It is an n 4 1-fold multisimplicial set.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose we are given an additive map M’ — M of n-dimensional cubes
of additive categories. Let [M' — M| denote the corresponding n + 1-dimensional cube
of additive categories.

(a) There is a fibration sequence

S0 — M| — SE[M' — M] — SPIM’ — 0).

(b) The space ST|M 5 M] is contractible.
(c) S®[0 — M| is homotopy equivalent to S® M.
(d) S®|M — 0] is a delooping of S® M.
(e) There is a fibration sequence SPM’ — SP M — S®[M’' — M].
Proof. One uses the additivity theorem of Waldhausen, just as in [18, p. 343] or [17, p.

182-184]. Actually, since these are direct sum diagrams instead of short exact sequences,
the analogue of the additivity theorem we actually use is much easier.

Here is the precise definition of Quillen’s category S~'SM, for an additive category

M. We define a split monomorphism 1 : M N in M to be a pair consisting of an
admissible monomorphism ¢ : M »— N and an admissible epimorphism p : N — M
such that pi = 1. There is an evident notion of composition for split monomorphisms.
An object of ST1SM is a pair (M’, M") of objects of M, and an arrow (M’, M") —

(N',N") of ST1SM is a triple (f’, f”, h) consisting of split monomorphisms f’ : M N
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“«—

and f” : M"—N" with an isomorphism h : ckr ' — ckr f". (It is possible to specify
the isomorphism h without having picked objects to serve as cokernels of f' and f”, for we

may specify such an h simultaneously for all possible choices of cokernels. Alternatively,

we could specify h by means of the map <8 2) : N"— N")

In the case where M’ =0 and M"” = 0 then f’ and f” are uniquely determined and

can be omitted from the notation; thus an arrow (0, 0) 2, (N’, N") is the same thing as

an isomorphism h : N — N”. In the case where f’ and f” are isomorphisms, then the
isomorphism h is uniquely determined and can be omitted from the notation; thus an

isomorphism (M’ M") L), (N', N") is simply a pair of isomorphisms. Any arrow
of S™1SM is isomorphic to one of the form

(f 7 1x) - (M, M) — (Mo X, M" & X),

where f’ and f” are the split inclusions onto the first factor.

Composition of arrows in the category S—1SM is done by composing the split mono-
morphisms and taking the direct sum of the isomorphisms. This can be made a bit
more explicit: we leave that as an exercise. The object (0,0) will be the base point in
S=1SM.

There is an evident map wS®M — ST1SM. A map the other way can be obtained by
first choosing cokernels for all admissible monomorphisms in M, so using the techniques
involved in Lemma 3.1.1 of [3] and the paragraph following it, one sees that the two
maps are inverse homotopy equivalences. Here is another approach to the equivalence
which roughly follows Waldhausen’s reasoning in part (2) of the Corollary on p. 335 of
[18]. For A € Ord let

A —— [0]A

r(4) =tlim | | ,

[0]A

and interpret (wSPM)(A) as the set of additive functors Sub(I'(4)) — M. Let 0
and 0" denote the two copies of 0 in I'(4). Let Is'wS M denote the groupoid of
those natural isomorphisms M — N between elements of wS,?M that induce identity
arrows M (0',i) — N(0',i) and M(0”,i) — N(0”,i) for each i € [k]. We see that
S—1S8,M is the set mols’ wS,?./\/l of isomorphism classes in the groupoid, and since the
groupoid’s objects have trivial automorphism groups, the map [ s’wS,?M — SIS M
is a homotopy equivalence. Let Is'wS® M denote the bisimplicial set (k — Is’ wS,?./\/l).
The map Is'wS®M — S~1SM is a homotopy equivalence, because it is a homotopy
equivalence in each degree. The degeneracy map wS®M = I'sjwSPM — IsjwSPM is
a simplicial homotopy equivalence: the inverse is the face map arising from the inclusing
[0] — [k] sending O to k, and the simplicial homotopy required can be constructed
explicitly by a formula essentially the same as that of Waldhausen displayed in the proof
of Lemma 3.1.1 of [3].

Quillen proved in [4] that K (M) ~ |S™1SM| when M is an exact category in which
every exact sequence splits. The isomorphism 719S~1SM — KoM is implemented by
sending the component containing (P’, P”) to the class [P’] — [P"] in Ko(M).
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Let’s examine the category wS~'SM more closely now. The objects are diagrams
(0,0) % (P!, Py £ (0,0)
in $~1SM, and the arrows are commutative diagrams

(0,0) = (P, Py £ (0,0)
N\ ! /
@, Q")

By taking the vertical arrow in this diagram to be the isomorphism
(Oé, 1P”) . (P/,P//) N (P”,P//)
we see that any object of wS~1SM is isomorphic to an object of the form
1p B
(070) - (P,P) — (an)

in which the left hand arrow arises from the identity map of P, and the right hand
arrow is determined by an automorphism 3 € Aut P. The full subcategory w’S~1SM of
wS~1SM consisting of such objects is equivalent to wS~'SM. An arrow in w’S~1SM
is a commutative diagram

0,0) —2— (P,P) —2— (0,0)

R

0,0) —2— (Q.Q) —~— (0,0)

The commutativity of the left hand square implies that the maps 1¢g, 1p, and h provide
an isomorphism from the direct sum diagram ) = P @ ckr f determined by f to the
direct sum diagram ) = P & ckr g determined by g. This implies that f =g and h =1,
so if we write X = ckr f, and write (Q as P @ X, then we see that y =0 ® 1x.

We can rephrase the result of the discussion in the previous paragraph as follows. The
category wS~1SM is equivalent to the category C where an object is any pair (P, 3) with

P € M and 8 € Aut P, and an arrow (P, ) — (Q, ) is any split monomorphism P :Q
with respect to which one has the equation v = & 1. The objects of C are themselves
the objects of the exact category M(G,,), the arrows of C are also the objects of an exact
category, and indeed, the nerve of C can be interpreted as a simplicial exact category.
(If T had enough nerve, I would simply inform you that C is the category of objects of a
category exact category, and leave it at that!) We will let C also denote this simplicial
additive category. There is a map C EB/\/l((GmM) — C which amounts to forgetting some
choices of cokernels, so as before, the map is a homotopy equivalence. It is also true
that S@C’@M(Gm/\l) — S®C is a homotopy equivalence. Thus we have a homotopy
equivalence

(4.4) KPM(G,, M) ~ KPwS™1SM.
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Now we give an example to show why the map
lwS™ISM| — QSTSM|

is not always a homotopy equivalence. Let R be a ring. We take for M the exact
category F(R) finitely generated free R-modules. (Taking M = P(R) works just as
well.) To see that the map

lwSTISF(R)| — QISTISF(R)|
is not a homotopy equivalence it is sufficient to show that the induced map
molwSTISF(R)| — Ki(R)

is not an isomorphism. It follows from the discussion above that the set on the left is
70|C| = mo| obj F(R) (G, )|, and so it is the quotient of the set

f[ Gl (R)

by the equivalence relation generated by the following two requirements.

A~ CAC™?
ANA@lk

Here A and C are in G/, (R) for some n, and 1j is the k by k identity matrix. It follows
that molwS~1SF(R)| is the set of conjugacy classes in G/(R), and this is definitely not
the same thing as K;(R), as it isn’t even a group under @.

Even though we know that |wS~1SM]| is not the loop space of |S~1SM]|, it is worth
considering, in the remaining paragraphs of this section, how close one comes in trying
to prove it, for later on we will eliminate the obstacle by replacing M by a simplicial
additive category over a connected simplicial ring.

For a pointed simplicial set, space, or category Y we let I,Y denote the connected
component of Y containing the base point. (If y is a point of Y, we let I,Y" denote the
connected component of Y containing y.)

The loops used in the construction of wS~1SM start at the base point * = (0,0),
and don’t wander into other components, so wS~'SM = wl,S~'SM. In order to prove

that the square
lwS™ISM| —— |PI.STISM|

| |
|PI.S7'SM| —— |L.S™1SM|

is homotopy cartesian, we could try to compute the homotopy fiber of the map F :
PI.S71SM — I,S7'SM using Theorem B of Quillen [15]. (The fiber (0,0)/F is
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evidently the same as wS~'SM.) In order to apply Theorem B, we would need to show
that for any arrow (P’, P") — (V', V") of I,S71SM the transition map

(V/,V//)/F N (P/,P//)/F

on right fibers is a homotopy equivalence. A necessary condition for this to succeed is
that each fiber (P’, P"”)/F be nonempty, for at least one of the fibers is nonempty, and
the base space I,S~1SM is connected. The category (P’, P”)/F is nonempty if and
only if there is a diagram of the form

(P',P") — (Q',Q") « (0,0)
in Xy which connects (P’, P") to the base point, for such diagrams are the objects of
(P',P")/F. In fact, there always is such a diagram when (P, P") € I,S~1SM, for then

[P'] = [P"] = 0in K§ M, and it follows that P’ and P” are stably isomorphic. A stable
isomorphism 6 : P/ & Q = P” & Q yields a diagram

(P',P") = (P'&Q,P" & Q) < (0,0)

of the desired type.

Since every object of (P’,P"”)/F is isomorphic to one of this form, we will call
(P', P")/F the category of stable isomorphisms from P’ to P”, and let Stab(P’, P")
denote it. A worthwhile exercise is to describe the arrows of this category in explicit
terms.

One might consider using the G-construction of [3] instead of S™1S to try to bring
the exact sequences of M into play, but the right fibers would not all be nonempty.
For a simple example, take for M the category of finitely generated abelian groups, and
consider the object (Z/27Z,0) € I.GM. Connecting it to the origin by a path

(Z/2,0) — (M, M) <L (0,0)
amounts to finding a pair of exact sequences
0—2%2/2—M— N —0
0—-0—M—N—0
in M, and this can’t be done, because any surjective endomorphism of the noetherian
module M is an isomorphism. Such a simple example doesn’t seem to exist in the
opposite category, though, so this offers some hope of handling the G-construction for
certain sorts of exact categories.
It turns out that when M is the category of modules of finite length over a Dedekind
domain R, the right fibers are all nonempty (still using the G-construction). To see this,

let P and () be two such modules with the same simple factors, and assume, without
loss of generality, that they are primary for the prime p. Write P & @?:1 R/p* and
Q2 @, , R/p¥. For 1 <k < n define ¢, = Zle(ai —b;) + K, where K is an integer
sufficiently large to ensure that c¢; > aj for all k. One checks that ¢ — ar = cp_1 — bg
for 1 <k <nandc; —a; =c, —by. It follows that there are exact sequences

0—P—-M-—N—0
0—@Q —M —N —0

with M = @ R/p“ and N = @, _, R/p*~% = @, _, R/p-17% @ R/p~01.
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5. Fibers for maps of simplicial categories.

Let F' : B — C be a map of simplicial categories. Waldhausen [19, Section 4] provides
us with a method of computing the homotopy fiber of |F| in certain cases, which we
proceed to explain. For any ¢ > 0 and any object C' € C; the right fiber C'/F is the
simplicial category defined in terms of the comma categories for the component functors
Fy of F as follows.

(C/F)q = H " C/Fy

p:[d]—[4]

Notice that the index set for the coproduct depends on d, so C//F is not a disjoint union
of simplicial categories.

We write an object of the category (C/F)q as a triple (¢, f, B) with ¢ : [d] — [{],
f:9*C — FyB, and B € B;. The face map 6* : (C/F)q — (C/F)4 corresponding
to a map d : [d'] — [d] is defined by the formula 6*(p, f, B) = (6*p,0*f,6*B). Here
§*p = ¢ o4 is the image of ¢ under the face map §* : A§ — A%,

There are transition maps of two types. Given an arrow p : ¢’ — C in C; the
transition map

(5.1) u(p): C/F — C'/F

is defined by u(p)(¢, f, B) = (¢, f o ¢*p, B). Given a map A : [{'] — [{] the transition
map vy : (A*C)/F — C/F is defined by va(¢, f, B) = (Ao, f, B).

Waldhausen’s Theorem B’ states [19] that if the transition maps are all homotopy
equivalences, then for any C the square

|C/F| —— |B]

(5.2) l Fl

¢/ —— |C|

is a homotopy cartesian square, and the space |C/1|, where 1 denotes the identity map
on C, is contractible.

In the case where C' is the base point object Cy of X, then ¢ = 0, and for each d > 0
there is a unique map ¢ : [d] — [0]. Thus the disjoint union in the definition of (Cy/F)q
has just one term, and we find that (Cy/F)q = ¢;C/Fy.

Theorem 5.3. With notation as above, if each category Cy is connected, and all transi-
tion maps arising from arrows C' — C' are homotopy equivalences, then the square (5.2)
1s homotopy cartesian.

Proof. Given a map [ : [m] — [{], we may show that the transition map (5*C)/F —
C/F is a homotopy equivalence as follows. Let Cy be any object of Cy, and using
connectedness locate a path

0,Co=CH—C,—Cy—...—Cl,=C

in C; which connects C' to the base point. As Waldhausen remarks [19, Addendum,
p. 166], it is easy to check that there is a homeomorphism |} Co/F| =2 A* x |Cy/F|, in
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terms of which the transition map |¢;Cy/F| — |Cy/F| associated to ¢, is the projection
on the second factor, and is thus a homotopy equivalence. The transition map for ¢,,
is also a homotopy equivalence, and since ;3 = ¢,,, we see that the transition map
|3*Cy/F| — |Cy/F| associated to [ is a homotopy equivalence, too. Now we prove that
|6*C! /F| — |C) /F| is a homotopy equivalence by using a sequence of commutative
squares

6*Ci/F| ——— |8"Ciy, /[ F]|

! J

ICi/F| —— |Cis1/F]

in which the horizontal maps are transition maps coming from arrows, thus are homotopy
equivalences by assumption, and the vertical maps are transition maps for 3, one of which
is a homotopy equivalence by induction, thereby allowing us to conclude that the other
vertical map is a homotopy equivalence.

6. Homotopies between transition maps.

In this section we develop a method for producing homotopies between transition
maps like u(p) above.

First we introduce some notation. If X and Y are simplicial sets, we let X XY denote
the bisimplicial set (p,q) — X, x Y;. A symbol like X x Y X Z will be interpreted to
mean (X x V)X Z, i.e., the operator x will be regarded as having higher precendence
that X. We let A®™ denote AY K A™, and A*™ will denote AY x A™. We combine
this notation and let A" denote Af x A™ K A",

Yoneda’s lemma gives a correspondence X, = Hom(AP, X),soif p € AP and f € X,
we may write variously ¢*(f) = f(p) = f o .

If X is a bisimplicial set, then X,,, = Hom(A®™, X), so if ¢ € Af;, Y € A7, and
f € X¢m, we may write variously (¢ X ¢)*(f) = fo (X)) = f(e,¢). We define
Xoxmmn = Hom(A®*™n" X). Given ¢ € Af,, Y e A, 7€ Ap, and g € Xpwm,n We
will write ((¢,¢) ¥ 7)*(9) = g((p,¥),T) € X,q. We will often use g(¢,) to denote
g((@ﬂﬂ)» 1) S le‘

Let C be a simplicial category, so that for £ > 0 we have the category C,. Identifying
a category with its nerve allows us to write

Cro = objCy
Cpp = arrCy
src = 07 : Cp1 — Cyo

tar = 9y : Co1 — Cuo

and to think of C as a bisimplicial set (¢,m) — Cgy,. We let Cixp,m denote the simplicial
set d — Cgxs,m, and we think of an element g € Cyxs,m as a d-parameter family of
(£,m)-simplices of C. We say that g is constant if g is totally degenerate, i.e., there
exists b € Coxe,m = Co,m such that g = ¢%(b). The subsimplicial set of C, ¢, generated
by b will be denoted by {b}.
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Given objects C" and C' of C; we define Hom,(C’, C') to be the simplicial set
Cuxe1
lim J(src,tar)
(O} X {0} —— Coxeo X Coxt

It is clear that Hom,(C’, C')o = Home, (C’,C). If d > 0 and g € Hom,(C’, C)4, then for
any ¥ € AL and ¢ € AY, we have an arrow g(¢, ¢) in C,,. We compute

sre(g(v, ) = (¥, ¢) W1)*(sre(g))
(¢, ) ®1)" (3(C"))
(¥, 9) K1) (pa x 1R 1)*(C")
((pa ot ) M1)*(C")

((pm, ) X 1)"(C")

Now, identifying A® x A? with Af, we see that we may identify (¢, @) with ¢, and
thus

sre(g(v, @) = (e B1)(C") = "
The same sort of computation shows that tar(g(vy, ¢)) = ¢*C, so that

g(¢, ) € Home,, (¢*C’, p*C),

making it clear that the d-simplex g can be regarded as a d-parameter family of maps
from C’ to C.

We define Isom,(C’, C') to be the subsimplicial set of Hom,(C’, C') whose d-simplices
are those g such that g(1, ) is an isomorphism for every m > 0, every ¥ € A%, and
every ¢ € A’ . We define End.(C) = Hom,(C, C) and Aut.(C) = Isom.(C,C).

Definition 6.1. Given arrows p and ¢ in Home, (C’, C'), we call an element
g € Hom.(C',C),

a homotopy from p to ¢ if 07g = p and 959 = q. We say that p and ¢ are homotopic
if there is a chain of homotopies connecting them, i.e., they are in the same connected
component of Hom,(C’, C).

If B and C are simplicial categories, then we let Hom(B,C) denote the simplicial set

whose d-simplices are the maps A%Y x B S, C. The face maps are defined in the evident
way so that *G = Go ((6 X 1) x 1). It is clear that Hom(B,C)g = Hom(B,C).
Now suppose F' : B — C is a map, that £ > 0, and that C' and C’ are objects of C,.

We define a map
u : Hom,(C’,C) — Hom(C/F,C’'/F)

which generalizes the function
Hom¢(C’,C') — Hom(C/F,C'/F)
p > u(p)
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introduced in (5.1). For a d-simplex g € Hom.(C’, C)4 we define the simplicial functor
u(g) on objects in degree m by setting

w(g)(¥, (¢, [, B)) = (¢, fog(¢, ¢), B)
for any .
Y e Ay,
(. f, B) € 0bj(C/F)m
p €A,
B € objB,,
f € Home, (¢*C, F'B)

To define it on arrows is easy because the arrows in C'/F involve composition on the
other side of f, and we omit the details.

Now we must check that u(g) is compatible with face maps p : [m'] — [m], so we
compute

1 (u(g) (W, (@, f, B))) = pn* (@, fog(¥,¢), B)
= (1o, (fog(, ), u*B)
= (1 o, 1" fou (g, 9)), w* B)
= (o, p fo(u®1)*(9(v,9)), u B)
= (W, " fo(p®1)"((4,¢)X1)*g, u*B)
= (1 o, p" f o ((Yu, ou) ¥ 1)*g, u* B)
= (1, 1" f o g(u™ b, p* ), u*B)
u(g) (L™, (n"p, 1™ f, 1" B))
u(g) (1 (i, (o, f, B))).

We have thus checked that p* and u(g) commute on objects. Checking it on arrows is
similar and we omit the details.

Now that we’ve defined u(g), we must check that u is a simplicial map, i.e., that it
commutes with any face map ¢ : [d] — [d’]. So suppose we are given ¢’ € Hom.(C’,C) 4.
The computation

*

*

*

(6™ (u(g))) (W, (@, f, B)) = u(g") (6™, (¢, f, B))
= (¢, fog(6™Y, ), B)
= (¢, fo (0"9)(¢, ¢), B)

= u(37g) (¢, (¢, f, B))

shows commutativity on objects, and commutativity on arrows is similar.
It is clear that
ug : Hom(C', C)g — Hom(C/F,C’'/F)q

sends an arrow p : C' — C in Cy to the transition map u(p) : C/F — C'/F defined in
(5.1).
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If C, C’, and C" are objects of Cy, then there are composition operations
Hom,(C”,C") x Hom,(C’,C) — Hom.(C", C)

and
Hom(C/F,C'/F) x Hom(C'/F,C" /F) — Hom(C/F,C" /F),
and the map we have constructed respects these operations.

If R is a simplicial ring, and M is a simplicial additive category, we say the M is
R-linear if, for each d > 0, M, is an Rg4-linear category, and for each map ¢ : [e] — [d],
each r € Ry, and each arrow f in My, we have the equation ¢*(rf) = ¢*(r)e*(f).

If M is a simplicial additive category, and M and N are objects of My, then
Hom ,, (M, N) is a simplicial abelian group, which is an additive functor of both vari-
ables. It follows that

Hom (M, Ny & N3) = Hom ,,(M, N1) & Hom (M, N3),

and the analogous formula holds in the other variable.

If M is a simplicial abelian group, we say that M is an R-module if there is a simplicial
map R x M — M which makes M, into an Rz-module for each d.

Assume that M is R-linear. Given ¢ > 0 and objects M and N of M,, we make
the simplicial abelian group Hom ,,(M, N) into an R-module as follows. Given d > 0,
r € R4, and g € Hom (M, N)q we define rg € Hom (M, N)q4 by the formula

(rg)((¥, ¢), B) = (r(¥)(9((, ¢), B))

form >0,¢v € A2 o€ Al jand B € Al .

For n > 0 we let Endr(R"™) denote the simplicial ring d — Endg,(R}). We define
the simplicial group G/, (R) = Auty(R") similarly.

We may use scalar multiplication to define a simplicial map

R — Hom (M, M)

by sending r € R4 to r - ¢}(1a), where 15y € Hompg, (M, M) = Hom (M, M)o.
Another way to say it is that r - % (1,7) sends an element ((¢, ), 1) in A4, x AL KAl
to ¥*(r) - 1y«p. We may assemble n? instances of this map into a map Endg(R") —
End ), (M™). This map induces a map

(6.2) Gl (R) — Aut . (M™).

7. Loop spaces for simplicial spaces.

Suppose now that X is a pointed simplicial space. As above, we let [,X; denote
the connected component of X; containing the base point. One might expect that
the space |d — QX | would be a close approximation to Q| X|, and indeed, there is a
map |d — QX4 — Q|X]|, but there is an essential obstruction to this map being an
equivalence. Observe that QI,X; = QX; because the loops in the loop space start at
the base point, and don’t wander into the other components of the space. Thus the map
|d — QX4 — Q| X]| factors through the map Q|d — I.X4| — Q| X|. Since the composite
map [, Xy — Xyq — mo Xy is constant (at the base point) we see that the composite map
|d — QX4 — Q| X| — Q|d — 7o X4| is the constant map, so that when |d — mXy4] is
nontrivial, the map |d — QX4 — Q|X| might fail to be an equivalence. The following
theorem says that this obstruction is the only one when X is a simplicial group-like
H-space.
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Theorem 7.1. If X is a simplicial group-like H-space then the sequence
(7.2) |d— QX4 — QX| — Q|d — 7o X4|

1S a fibration sequence.

Proof. In all the applications of this theorem to K-theory, X is actually a simplicial loop
space, i.e., there is a simplicial space Y such that X is homtopy equivalent (degreewise)
to (d — QYy). We give first a simple proof adapted to that situation. Work in the
category of topological spaces, or begin by making everything satisfy the Kan extension
condition. We may assume that each space Yy is connected. There is a functorial way
of producing a space Y4(1) with m;Y;(1) = 0 for ¢ # 1 and a map Yy — Yu(1) inducing
an isomorphism on 7. We may then modify Y, functorially so the map g4 : Yy — Yg(1)
is a fibration. The path space PY, is contractible, and the map f; : PY; — Y, is a
fibration. The fibration sequence

Ja= (%) = (gafa) (%) = ga (%)

has connected base space, so by [17, Lemma 5.2] the sequence obtained from it by
geometric realization with respect to d is a fibration sequence. Since g4 ! (%) is connected,
Q|d — g4 ()| is homotopy equivalent to |d — g4 1 (*)|, so we have a fibration
sequence

|d = Qga™ (%) = |d = fa= ' (+)] = |d = (gafa) " (%)]

which can be identified with

(7.3) |d — L. X4| — | X|— |d— m0 X4
We loop it once to obtain the following fibration sequence.
(7.4) Qld — L.X4| — QX| — Q|d — 7 X4

Since each space I, X, is connected, it follows from the realization lemma [17, Lemma
5.2] of Waldhausen that the natural map |d — QI. X4 — Q|d — [.X4| is a homotopy
equivalence. Combining this with the equality QX = QI, X  gives the desired result.

Here is our second proof, which does the general case. We refer to Theorem B.4 and
exercise B.3.1 of [2], and use the notation and terminology used there. Each component
of X, is a simple space, and for n > 1 the map

(d = 7Tn<Xd)free) - (d = 7TOXd)

is a surjective map of simplicial groups, hence is a fibration. It follows that X satisfies the
m-Kan condition. The simplicial group (d — myX) also satisfies the 7,-Kan condition,
so the cited theorem says that the square

|d— I.X4] —— | X |

| J

* — |d+— mX4|
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is homotopy cartesian, i.e., the sequence (7.3) is a fibration sequence. To finish, one
continues as in the first proof.

The standard diagonalization technique allows us to generalize (7.1) to multisimplicial
spaces. For example, if X is a bisimplicial group-like H-space, then

|(d,e) — QXge| — QX| — Q|(d,e) — T X4,

is a fibration sequence.

Now suppose that X is a pointed simplicial set. From the discussion above, it is clear
that the best one could hope for the space |d — wXy| is that it fit into the following
fibration sequence.

(7.5) |d — wXq| — QX| — Q|d — 7 Xal,
which is evidently equivalent to hoping that
|d — wXy| — |d— QX4

is a homotopy equivalence. The sequence (7.5) turns out to be a fibration sequence
for certain simplicial H-spaces X arising from the K-theory of a simplicial additive
category over a connected simplicial ring, as we will see in (8.3). The H-spaces involved
are actually commutative, because the operation arises from the direct sum operation
for modules, so that d — my Xy is a simplicial abelian group. This is the way that our
fibration Witt — Wt — Wt /W'l will arise, and this explains how natural it is for the
space Wt /W't to be homotopy equivalent to a simplicial abelian group.

Now let’s investigate what would be involved in showing that (7.5) is a fibration
sequence. Comparing with (7.4), and realizing that wl,X; = wXy (because the loops
in X, starting at the base point don’t stray out of the base component), we see that
it would suffice to show that the map |d — wl, X4 — Q|d — [,Xy4| is a homotopy
equivalence. That in turn would amount to showing that

|d — wl, Xy —— |d— PI.X4]

(7.6) l l

|d — PI.X4| —— |d— L.X4|

is a homotopy cartesian square. Of course, we would succeed if for each d > 0, the

square
|wI*Xd| —_— |PI*Xd|

J J

were homotopy cartesian, but in our situation, this is too much to hope for; in fact, we
are introducing the simplicial direction involving d because

|wI*X0| —_— |PI*X0|

J !
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is not homotopy cartesian.
Suppose now that each X is actually a category (thought of as a space via geometric
realization), and X is a simplicial category. The projection map

(7.7) (d— PIX,) 5 (d— 1.XJ)

is a map of simplicial categories, and we can apply theorem (5.3), because each category
1, X4 is connected. The result is the following theorem.

Theorem 7.8. If X is a simplicial category, and for all ¢ > 0 the transition map u(p) :
C/F — C'/F arising from any arrow p : C' — C in I.X, is a homotopy equivalence,
then the sequence (7.5) is a fibration sequence.

8. A loop space for S7!S.

In this section we let R be a simplicial ring, and let M be an R-linear simplicial
additive category. For the simplicial space X of section 7 we use X = S™1SM = (d —
S=1SMy).

Notation 8.1. Given ¢ > 0 and an object M of M, we consider the two arrows fi, fo :

(M, M) — (M? M?) in S™1SM, where fi, = (i, ix,1), and where i; = ((1)) (split by

p=(1 O)),andz'2:<(1)> (split by po = (0 1)).

Lemma 8.2. With notation as above, if R is contractible, then f1 is homotopic to fo
in the sense of (6.1).

0 -1y
I8 0
verifies that fo = (oar,007) 0 fi. Indeed, opy0d1 = i9, prooa ! = po, and if j and i are
composable split monomorphisms of My, the composite (4, 4,1) o (i,7,1) in STLSM, is
(jogj,ioi,l).

We compose the map Aut \,(M?) — Autg-1gr((M?, M?)) defined by g — (g,9)
with the map G/3(R) — Aut \(M?) of (6.2) to obtain a map

Gl3(R) — Autg 1, ((M?, M?))

Proof. We define oy = ( ) € Aut(M?) and observe that a brief calculation

which sends the matrix
0 —1
o= (1 0 ) c Ggg(Ro)
to (oa,om) € Autg-19q,((M?, M?)). But o is the product
1 -1 1 0 1 -1
0 1 11 0 1
of three elementary matrices, so is connected to the identity matrix by the 1-simplex
1 =T 1 0 1 -T
0 1 T 1 0 1

in Gl3(Ry), where T € Ry connects 1 to 0. It follows that (o7, o) is homotopic to
(1ps2, 1ps2), and thus by composition, f; is homotopic to fs.
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Theorem 8.3. Let R be a simplicial ring, M be an R-linear simplicial additive category,
and X = STLSM. If R is contractible, then (7.5) is a fibration sequence.

Remark. An obvious prerequisite for (7.5) to be a fibration sequence is that G =
mold — wX | be a group. Contractibility of R allows us to show G is a group as follows.
If M € Mo and 6 € Aut(M), then (4.4) allows us to produce a class [M, 0] € G. Then

0 0!
product of elementary matrices, and so is connected to the identity matrix.

the class [M,071] serves as an inverse for [M, 6] because the matrix <9 0 ) is a

Proof. In order to apply (7.8) we consider an arrow p : Cp — C; in I,S™1SM,, and
show the transition map u(p) : C1/F — Cy/F is a homotopy equivalence, where F' is
the map in (7.7).

We write Cy = (C}), C{/) and assume, as we may, that C, = (C) & M,Cl{ & M), and
that p = <(é) , (é) , 1 M). Direct sum with the identity stable isomorphism of M
with M gives a map v : Cy/F — C1/F. It is enough to show that the two composites
v o u(p) and u(p) o v are homotopic to the identity. We agree to write an object of
(Cy/F)q as a pair

(QO, (P*CO — B« (07 0))

where ¢ : [d] — [f] and ¢*Cy — B « (0,0) is a diagram in S™1SM . The composite
u(p) o v is given by direct sum with

(0,0) 225 (M, M) <2~ (0,0)

so direct sum with the commutative diagram

(0,0) — (M, M) — (0,0)
N\ T /
(0,0)
gives a homotopy from u(p)owv to 1.
We have a diagram
Co/F O (Co@ (M, M))/F

(Co& (M, M)/F < (Coe (M2, M)/F

P

u(p"’)
where v’ is like v and adds on the first (M, M) factor, p’ : Co® (M, M) — Co@® (M, M) D
(M, M) is determined by the inclusion on the first (M, M) factor, and p” by inclusion on
the second factor (with corresponding projections as splittings). The square commutes
up to natural isomorphism (using u(p’) as the lower arrow), u(p’) is homotopic to u(p”)
(according to (8.2) and the construction of u as a simplicial map in section (6)), and
u(p”) o v’ is homotopic to 1 by the same argument used above to show that u(p) o v
is homotopic to 1. Hence v o u(p) is homotopic to 1. (It would have been possible to
eliminate section 6 at the expense of presenting an explicit formula at this point for the
homotopy between v o u(p) and 1, but that formula is difficult to present succinctly in
printed form.)
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Remark 8.4. If (d,e, f) — Mgy is a trisimplicial additive category, R is a simplicial
ring, and each M. is Rg-linear in a natural way, then we can abuse notation and
identify R with the trisimplicial ring (d, e, f) — Rg, allowing us to say simply that M
is R-linear.

A standard diagonalization argument yields the following result.

Corollary 8.5. Let R be a multisimplicial ring, M be an R-linear multisimplicial ad-
ditive category. If R is contractible, then the sequence

l(d,....,[)— wS_lst___f| —QISTISM| - Q|d,....f) — WOS_lst___ﬂ
18 a fibration sequence.

9. Iterated loop spaces for S—18S.

We introduce some notation for bar resolutions. Let G be a group acting on the right
on a set S. Let S//G denote the category where an object is an element s of S, and an
arrow from s to s’ is an element g € G with sg = s’. As usual we identify a category
with its nerve. We see that *//G is the classifying space of G, and G//G has an initial
object, so is contractible. If the action is free, then the map S//G — mo(S//G) is a
homotopy equivalence. If S and G are abelian groups written additively and the action
satisfies s + (s +¢) = (s + ') + g then S//G is a simplicial abelian group.

Let M be an additive category, and let S™1S. M denote the set of e-simplices of
the category S™1SM. We may think of S~1S.M as the set of objects of an additive
category in the usual way, and use exactly the same notation to denote that category. In
this way S~1SM becomes a simplicial additive category, for which direct sum K-groups
are defined in (4.2). The same remark applies to e — (wWS™1S5) .M.

The natural map

(9.1) le— KP(S™1S.M)| — K& (S71SM)

is a homotopy equivalence because the source of the map is isomorphic to the bar con-
struction

KM@ KEM//KEM
associated to the diagonal action (which is free), and the target of the map is
ckr (K$ (ST M) — K§ (S7HSoM)) .
The same reasoning shows that the map
(9.2) le— K& (wS™19)eM)| — KF (wS™1SM)
is a homotopy equivalence.

Lemma 9.3. If M is an additive category, then the map S~1SM — (S71S9)2M arising
from the map obj M — S=LSM that sends M to (M,0) is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that S® M — S®(S~1S)M is a homotopy equivalence, for
|ISTISM| ~ Q|S®M]|. The sequence

le— SEM| — |e— SPSTIS M| — |e — STPSPE M|
of geometric realizations of simplicial spaces is a fibration sequence (with connected

base space) in each degree according to the additivity theorem, so is itself a fibration
sequence. The contractibility of the base space gives the result.



WEIGHT FILTRATIONS VIA COMMUTING AUTOMORPHISMS 23

Theorem 9.4. Let R be a simplicial ring, and M an R-linear simplicial additivie cat-
egory. If R is contractible, then the sequence

ld — (wS™L8) (1) My

|

Qld — (wS™1S)H(S718)v I M|

|

Qld — K§((wS™18) (S71S)“My)|
s a fibration sequence.

Proof. We apply (8.5) to the R-linear multisimplicial category
(d7617"'7et7f17"'7fu)’_)(wS_ls)él ..... et(S_ls>1f1 fuMd

to get a fibration sequence whose third term can be rewritten as required according to
(9.1) and (9.2).

Corollary 9.5. The homotopy type of |d — (wS™1S)T1(S™LS)uMy| is independent of
u > 0.

Proof. The map used in (9.3) gives rise to a map
|d — (wS™19) (S8 " My| — |d — (wS™1S)TH(S18) T My

which we want to show is a homotopy equivalence. This follows immediately from (9.3)
if w > 1 so we may assume u = 0. If we apply (9.4) both to the simplicial additive
category M and to the bisimplicial additive category S~!SM we get a map of fibration
sequences which, according to (9.3), induces homotopy equivalences on the base and
total spaces, hence on the fibers, yielding the result.

Corollary 9.6. There is a filtration
KO(M)=WY — Wt e ..

with
W' =07 "d — K®Mqa(G,, )]

and
WHWH = Q7' d — K§ Ma(Gp ™).

Proof. We use (9.4) and (9.5) to produce a fibration sequence
|d— ST1S(wS™LS) 1 My

|

Q)d > S~1S(wS18) M|

l

Qld — K§ ((wS™18) My)|
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and then use (4.4) and the definition of K% to rewrite it as

|d — K& Mg(G,, M)

l

Qld — KO My4(G,,™)|

l

Qld — K& (Ma(G,,")|.

Corollary 9.7. Let R be a regular noetherian ring. There is a filtration
K(R)~ W — Wt .

with
W' =Q'K®(RA,G,,")

and
Wt/witt = Q7 d — K (RAY, G, "))

Proof. We apply (9.6) with M = P(RA") and use (2.2) to identify K®(RA") ~ K(RA")
with K(R).

10. Splitting via linear equivalence.

In this section we show that direct-sum K-theory and exact sequence K-theory give
the same result for simplicial exact categories over a connected simplicial ring R.

If X and Y are simplicial sets, we define a simplicial set XY by setting (XY )q =
X(Y x AY) = Hom(Y x A4 X). If R is a simplicial ring, then we remark that RY is a
simplicial ring.

If N is an exact category, then we let obj N, arr N/, and exact N denote the sets of
objects, arrows, and exact sequences of N, respectively. We let i denote the groupoid
of isomorphisms in N, and for e > 0 let i, denote the e-th part of its nerve. We may
regard i, as (the objects of) an exact category in the usual way.

Lemma 10.1. Suppose M and N are exact categories, F' and G are evact functors
from M to N, and h is a natural isomorphism between F and G. Let B be any functor
from exact categories to spaces, and let BiM denote |e — Bi.M|. The two maps
BiF, BiG : BiM — BiN are then connected via a homotopy provided by h.

Proof. It is a simple matter to convert the simplicial homotopy iMy x Al — Ny
provided by h into a homotopy of the desired type, essentially by applying B.

Let M be a simplicial exact category. We may interpret the objects, arrows, and exact
sequences of M as simplicial sets, denoted by obj M, arr M, and exact M, respectively.
We let ©M denote the simplicial groupoid of isomorphisms in M. For any simplicial
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set X we may define a category M(X) of diagrams whose objects, arrows, and “exact
sequences” arise as follows.

obj(M(X)) = Hom(X, obj M)
arr(M(X)) = Hom(X, arr M)
exact(M (X)) = Hom(X, exact M)

It would be nice if M(X) were always an exact category, but unfortunately, this can
fail to be true; it may even fail to have direct sums, because we are insisting that the
maps X — obj.M be simplicial maps (on the nose), with no isomorphisms built in.
Waldhausen encountered the same problem in [17, p. 180] for fibre products of exact
categories, and solved it by building the isomorphisms into the diagram, as did Bass in
[1, p. 358]. Having done that, a second problem arises, that of showing the resulting
category of diagrams is an exact category, i.e., is equivalent to a full subcategory of
an abelian category closed under extensions. In [17, p. 181] Waldhausen asserts that
the Yoneda embeddings of the individual exact categories into abelian categories can
be made functorial. Presumably something like that works here, but there is a direct
artifice which we can use for the simplicial exact categories that arise in this paper. We
will modify the exact categories M, and provide them with functorial embeddings into
abelian categories in such a way that the category M(X) (same definition as above) will
be an exact category. When such a modification has been made to a simplicial exact
category, we will call it an exact simplicial category.

We now describe a modification procedure that works for a typical simplicial exact
category of the sort under consideration in this paper, and leave it to the reader to
check that similar procedures work for the other simplicial exact categories in use here.
Consider the case where M = P(RA").

For a ring R we consider the category A(R) where an object M consists of (1) a
collection of S-modules Mg, one for each R-algebra S, and (2) a collection of S-linear
transition maps Mg — My, one for each homomorphism S — T of R-algebras. These
collections are subject to the requirement that an identity homomorphism of R-algebras
yields an identity transition map, and that a commutative triangle of of R-algebras
leads to a commutative triangle of transition maps. The arrows of A(R) are the evident
natural transformations.

To show that a typical finite limit lim M® exists in A(R) is a matter of defining

(im M%)g = lim(M§g). The same method works for colimits. It follows then that
— —

A(R) is an abelian category, with the evident characterization of exact sequences via
exactness for each S. If R — R’ is a ring homomorphism, then we define an exact
functor A(R) — A(R') by composing the assignment S +— Mg with the restriction
functor associating an R-algebra to an R’-algebra. Consider the full subcategory P’(R)
of A(R) whose objects are those where each transition map induces an isomorphism

Mg ®g T =, Mp and each Mg is finitely generated and projective. The subcategory
P’'(R) is closed under extensions in A(R), and is thus an exact category. The projection
map P’'(R) — P(R) is an equivalence of categories, and thus we may replace P(R) by
P’(R) wherever required, without affecting the K-theory.

Consider then the situation where M = P’(RA’) and A = A(RA"). The main point
in checking that A(X) is an abelian category is the construction of finite limits and
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colimits. This is easily done, provided that at the level of modules, limits are chosen
so that identical limits always result from identical systems of modules. To check that
M(X) is an exact category, one checks that M(X) is a full subcategory of A(X) closed
under extensions.

This ends the discussion of the modification required to make M(X) into an exact
category.

If X — Y is a map of simplicial sets, then there is an exact functor M(Y) — M(X).

If R is a simplicial ring, and M is an R-linear exact simplicial category, then the
category M(X) is R(X)-linear.

If M is an exact simplicial category, and Y is a simplicial set, we define an exact
simplical category MY by setting (MY )y = M(Y x A,).

If M and N are exact simplicial categories, we say that a homotopy between exact
functors F and G from M to A is an exact functor h: M — N2 such that F and G
are naturally isomorphic to the maps arising from h via the two maps A? — Al

Lemma 10.2. Suppose M and N are exact simplicial categories, F' and G are exact
functors from M to N, and h is a homotopy between F and G. Let B be any functor
from exact categories to spaces, and let BiM denote |(d,e) — Bi.Mygy|. The two maps
BiF, BiG : BiM — BiN are then connected via a homotopy provided by h.

Proof. Taking (10.1) into account, it suffices to construct a suitable map
(BiN2") x |AY| — BiN.
We construct this by providing, for each d > 0, a map
(BiN (A x AY)) x (AY)y — BiNj.

For each f € (Al)y we must provide a map BiN(A! x A4) — BiN(A9), and this we
obtain from the map (1, f) : A9 — A' x A?, One checks the properties required easily.

Proposition 10.3. Let R be a contractible simplicial ring, M and N be R-linear exact
simplicial categories, and E : 0 — F' — F — F” — 0 be an exact sequence of functors
from M to N'. Let E' denote the exact sequence 0 — F' — F' & F" — F" — 0. The
exact sequences E and E’ are naturally homotopic through a homotopy that leaves F’
and F" invariant.

Proof. Let T' € R; be an edge connecting 1 to 0. We interpret 7" as an element of
(RAl)O. (Multiplication by T gives a map R — RA" which is a contracting homotopy
for R.)

The surjection Al — A yields an exact functor N' — N A" Given an object N € Ny
we let N[T'] denote its image under this map. Composing this map with the functor F'
yields an exact functor F[T]: M — NA". We also have the exact sequence E[T] : 0 —
F'[T) — F[T| — F"[T] — 0. Let H denote the exact sequence of exact functors from M
to N'A" obtained by pulling back E[T] along the multiplication map T : F”[T] — F”[T).
The exact sequence H is the homotopy required, for when 7" becomes 1 or 0 in H, we
recover something naturally isomorphic to F or E’ respectively. This deformation was
used by Landsburg in [12, Proposition 2.2] and [13, Lemma, p. 367] for a similar purpose.

The following additivity theorem is prompted by Waldhausen’s emphasis of the ad-
ditivity theorem in his work.
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Theorem 10.4. Let R be a contractible simplicial ring, let M be an R-linear exact sim-
plicial category, and let EM be the exact simplicial category where EM g is the category
of short exact sequences in My. Let s and q denote the maps EM — M which assign
to a short exact sequence the subobject and the quotient object, respectively. If B is any
functor from exact categories to spaces, then the map (s, q) : BiEM — BiM x BiM is
a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Direct sum gives a map the other way, which (10.2) and (10.3) show is a homotopy
inverse to (s, q).

Theorem 10.5. Let R be a contractible simplicial ring, and let M be an R-linear exact
simplicial category. Then the map K®M — KM is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Tt suffices to check that the map K%iM — KiM is a homotopy equivalence, by
[18, Corollary to Lemma 1.4.1] and its analogue for direct sum K-theory. It suffices to
check the homotopy equivalence in each degree n > 0, where we have the map |S2iM| —
|SpiM|. This map is a homotopy equivalence because, according to (10.4) and an
inductive argument, the map |S,iM| — [iM x --- x iM| is a homotopy equivalence, as
is the map |SPiM| — [iM x --- x iM].

Theorem 10.6. Let R be a reqular noetherian ring. There is a filtration
KR)~W% — Wt — ...
with
W' =Q 'K(RA",G,,")
and
WHWH = Q7' d — K§ (RAY, G, ™).
Proof. In light of (9.7), it will be sufficient to show that the map

K®C%P(RA',G,,"") — KCP(RA",G,,"")

is a homotopy equivalence. Here C? is as defined in section 4, and C is the exact
sequence version defined in [8, §4]. It suffices to look at each of the 2! corners of the
cube, at which we have a map of the form

K®P(RA',G,,*) - KP(RA',G,,*)

for some s < ¢. That this map is a homotopy equivalence follows from (10.5) applied to
the RA -linear exact simplicial category P(RA", G,,”).
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