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VANISHING OF NIL-TERMS AND NEGATIVE K-THEORY FOR
ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

BARTELS, A. AND LUCK, W.

ABSTRACT. We extend the notion of regular coherence from rings to additive
categories and show that well-known consequences of regular coherence for
rings also apply to additive categories. For instance the negative K-groups and
all twisted Nil-groups vanish for an additive category, if it is regular coherent.
This will be applied to nested sequences of additive categories, motivated by
our ongoing project to determine the algebraic K-theory of the Hecke algebra
of a reductive p-adic group.

1. INTRODUCTION

Background. The Bass-Heller-Swan Theorem gives isomorphisms
KnR[t,t71] 2 K,_1(R) ® K,,(R) ® Nil,_1(R) ® Nil,_1(R)

for K-theory of rings. For regular rings all Nil groups ﬁln(R), n € Z and neg-
ative K-groups K,,(R), n € Z.o vanish and this simplifies the Bass-Heller-Swan
formula. Waldhausen [22, 23] proved far reaching extensions of the Bass-Heller-
Swan formula for other group rings. He also introduced regular coherence for rings
and proved generalizations of the above vanishing results for regular coherent rings.
Waldhausen’s motivation was that some group rings are regular coherent (but not
regular) and this allowed him to bootstrap K-theory computations for group rings.
The Bass-Heller-Swan Theorem is also an important ingredient in K-theory compu-
tations via the Farrell-Jones conjecture. If R is regular, then so is R[t,t~1], but we
do not know, whether the same inheritance statement holds for regular coherence.
This is one reason, why we will not only concentrate on regular coherence here, but
also on regularity.

The goal of this paper is to extend the notions of regularity and regular coherence
from rings to additive categories and to extend the vanishing results in K-theory to
additive categories. The basic strategy will be to embed a given additive category
A in the category of Z.A-modules. The latter category is abelian. This mimics the
additive subcategory of finitely generated free R-modules of the abelian category of
all R-modules and allows the extension of arguments and definitions from rings to
additive categories. This is a standard construction and has been used for a long
time, for example to define Noetherian additive categories and global dimension for
additive categories.

We also extract intrinsic characterizations on the level of additive categories. For

instance, we call a sequence Ay Jo, Ay EEN As in A exact at Ay, if fr0 fo = 0 and for
every object A and morphism g: A — A; with f; o g = 0 there exists a morphism
g: A — A with foog = g, see Definition We show in Lemma that
an idempotent complete additive category A is regular coherent, if and only if for
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every morphism f;: A3 — Ay we can find a sequence of finite length in A

0 Ay I Ay It Ly 4 I g
which is exact at A; for ¢ = 1,2,...,n. It is l-uniformly reqular coherent if the
number n can be arranged to satisfy n <1 for every morphisms f;.

Our motivation. In our experience it is often more convenient to work with ad-
ditive categories in place of rings in connection with K-theory. Sometimes a minor
drawback is that results for K-theory of rings have not been fully developed for
additive K-theory, although often they are really no more complicated. This paper
takes care of the extension of regular coherence from rings to additive categories
that we expect to be helpful.

More concretely, we rely on the present paper in our ongoing work aimed at
the computation of the K-theory of Hecke algebras of reductive p-adic groups.
There we apply regular coherence and the K-theory vanishing results to certain
additive categories. Namely, we consider a decreasing nested sequence of additive
subcategories A, = (Ao DA D Ay O ), see Definition [3.J] and associate
to it the additive category S(A.), called sequence category, and a certain quotient
additive category L(A.), called limit category, see Definition [3:3] An object in
S(A.) is a sequence A = (A;)m>0 of objects in Ag such that for every | € N
almost all ¢, lie in A;. A morphism ¢: A — A’ in S(A.) consists of a sequence
of morphisms ¢,,,: A,, — AL, in Ay such that for every I € N almost all ¢,, lie in
AZE. If the system A, is constant, i.e., A,, = Ap, then S(A.) =[] Ao and
L(A,) is the quotient additive category [],,cn-Ao/ED,nen Ao-

Typically each A,,, will be regular, but this does not imply that S(A.) or L(A,) is
regular as well, see Remark[IT.4l The problem is that the property Noetherian does
not pass to infinite products of additive categories, see Example Therefore
we have to discard the condition Noetherian in our considerations.

meN

Main results. As mentioned above we discuss various regularity properties, which
are well-known for rings and extend them to additive categories. As long as we are
concerned with the notion regular or Noetherian, we follow the standard proof for
rings, which carry over to additive categories. This is done for the convenience of
the reader.

As described above, we need to discard the property Noetherian and stick to reg-
ular coherence and the new notion of uniform regular coherence. These notions do
pass to infinite products of additive categories, see Lemma[I1.3] and more generally
under a certain exactness condition about A, to the additive categories S(A,) and
L(S.), see Lemma We remark that algebraic K-theory does commute with
infinite products for additive categories, see [4] and also [, Theorem 1.2], but not
with infinite products of rings.

We will show the vanishing of twisted Nil-terms and of the negative K-theory
for regular coherent additive categories in Sections [7] and Section

The for us most valuable result is the technical Theorem [I4.]] whose proof relies
on the vanishing of twisted Nil-terms. It will be a key ingredient in our project
to extend the K-theoretic Farrell-Jones Conjecture for discrete groups to reductive
p-adic groups, notably, when we want to reduce the family of subgroups, which
map with a compact kernel to Z, to the family of compact open subgroups. For
discrete groups there is a well-known similar reduction relying also on regularity
conditions. However, in the discrete case it typically suffices to use regularity for

IThese categories come in our situation from controlled algebra; typically control conditions
get more restrictive with m — co.
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rings, while our approach to K-theory of reductive p-adic groups necessitates the
use of the weaker regularity conditions introduced in the present paper.
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2. Z—CATEGORIES, ADDITIVE CATEGORIES, AND IDEMPOTENT COMPLETIONS

2.A. Z-categories. A Z-category is a category A such that for every two objects
A and A" in A the set of morphisms mor 4(A, A’) has the structure of a Z-module,
for which composition is a Z-bilinear map. Given a ring R, we denote by R the
Z-category with precisely one object, whose Z-module of endomorphisms is given
by R with its Z-module structure and composition is given by the multiplication in
R.

2.B. Additive categories. An additive category is a Z-category such that for any
two objects A; and A, there is a model for their direct sum, i.e., an object A
together with morphisms iy : Ay — A for k = 1,2 such that for every object B in
A the Z-map

mor 4 (A4, B) =N mor 4 (A1, B) x mor4(A4s,B), [ (foig,foir)
is bijective.

Given a ring R, the category R-MODyg¢ of finitely generated free left R-modules
carries an obvious structure of an additive category.

An equivalence F: A — A’ of Z-categories or of additive categories respectively
is a functor of Z-categories or of additive categories respectively such that for all ob-
jects Ay, Ay in A the induced map Fa, 4,: mor4(Aq, Az) = mor 4 (F (A1), F(A2))
sending f to F(f) is bijective, and for any object A" in A’ there exists an object A
in A such that F(A) and A’ are isomorphic in .A’. This is equivalent to the existence
of a functor F': A" — A of Z-categories or of additive categories respectively such
that both composites F' o F’ and F’ o F' are naturally equivalent as such functors
to the identity functors.

Given a Z-category, let Ag be the associated additive category, whose objects
are finite tuples of objects in A and whose morphisms are given by matrices of
morphisms in A (of the right size) and the direct sum is given by concatenation of
tuples and the block sum of matrices, see for instance [I4, Section 1.3].

Let R be a ring. Then we can consider the additive category R4. The obvious
inclusion of additive categories

(2.1) Ofgf: E@ = R-MOngf

is an equivalence of additive categories. Note that R, is small, in contrast to
R-MODyggs.
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2.c. Idempotent completion. Given an additive category A, its idempotent com-
pletion Idem(A) is defined to be the following additive category. Objects are mor-
phisms p: A — A in A satisfying pop = p. A morphism f from p;: A; — A
to pa: As — As is a morphism f: A; — Ao in A satisfying ps o fop; = f. The
structure of an additive category on A induces the structure of an additive category
on Idem(.A) in the obvious way. The identity of an object (A,p) is given by the
morphism p: (A,p) — (4, p). A functor of additive categories F': A — A’ induces
a functor Idem(F'): Idem(A) — Idem(A’) of additive categories by sending (A4, p)
to (F(A), F(p)).
There is a obvious embedding

n(A): A — Idem(A)

sending an object A to idy: A — A and a morphism f: A — B to the mor-
phism given by f again. An additive category A is called idempotent complete, if
n(A): A — Idem(A) is an equivalence of additive categories, or, equivalently, if
for every idempotent p: A — A in A there exists objects B and C' and an isomor-
phism f: A =» B& C in A such that fopo f~1: B& C — B & C is given by
( I%B 8 . The idempotent completion Idem(.A) of an additive category A is
idempotent complete.

For a ring R, let R-MODy¢,, be the additive category of finitely generated projec-
tive R-modules. We get an equivalence of additive categories Idem(R-MODygs) =
R-MODyg, by sending an object (F,p) to im(p). It and the functor of (2] induce
an equivalence of additive categories

(2.2) Otep: Idem(Rg) — R-MODy,.

Note that Idem (E®) is small, in contrast to R-MODygp,.

2.0. Twisted finite Laurent category. Let A be an additive category. Let
®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.

Definition 2.3 (Twisted finite Laurent category Agt,t71]). Define the ®-twisted
finite Laurent category Ag[t,t~!] as follows. It has the same objects as A. Given
two objects A and B, a morphism f: A — B in Ag[t,t7!] is a formal sum f =
>ien fi - tt, where fi: ®'(A) — B is a morphism in A from ®*(A) to B and only
finitely many of the morphisms f; are non-trivial. If g = jen 95 -t7 is a morphism
in Ag[t,t!] from B to C, we define the composite go f: A — C by

so =3 ( X aewin) o

k€EZ “i,j€Z,
i¥i=k

The direct sum and the structure of a Z-module on the set of morphism from A to
B in Ag[t,t71] are defined in the obvious way using the corresponding structures
of A. We sometimes also write Ag[Z] instead of Ag[t,t1].

Example 2.4. Let R be a ring with an automorphism ¢: R = R of rings. Let
Ry[t,t7'] be the ring of ¢-twisted finite Laurent series with coefficients in R. We

obtain from ¢ an automorphism ®: R = R of Z-categories. There is an obvious
isomorphism of Z-categories

(2.5) Ryt t™] = Rylt.t Y.
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We obtain equivalences of additive categories

(Re)o[t,t™'] = Ry[t,t™']-MODgg;
Idem((Rg)alt,t™']) — Rgt,t™']-MODygp.
Definition 2.6 (Ag[t] and As[t™!]). Let Ag|t] and Ag[t™1] respectively be the
additive subcategory of Ag[t,t~1], whose set of objects is the set of objects in A and
whose morphism from A to B are given by finite formal Laurent series )., f; - tt
with f; =0 for ¢ < 0 and ¢ > 0 respectively.

3. THE ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF Z-CATEGORIES

Let A be an additive category. One can interprete it as an exact category in the
sense of Quillen or as a category with cofibrations and weak equivalence in the sense
of Waldhausen and obtains the connective algebraic K-theory spectrum K(A) by
the constructions due to Quillen [I7] or Waldhausen [24]. A construction of the
non-connective K-theory spectrum K (A) of an additive category can be found
for instance in [13] or [16].

Definition 3.1 (Algebraic K-theory of Z-categories). We will define the algebraic
K -theory spectrum K (A) of the Z-category A to be the non-connective algebraic
K-theory spectrum of the additive category Ag. Define for n € Z

K, (A) =1, (K®(A)).

The connective algebraic K-theory spectrum K(.A) is defined to be the connective
algebraic K-theory spectrum of the additive category Ag.

If A is an additive category and i(.A) is the underlying Z-category, then there is a
canonical equivalence of additive categories i(A)g — A. Hence there are canonical
weak homotopy equivalences K(i(A)) — K(A) and K> (i(A)) - K> (A).

A functor F': A — A’ of Z-categories induces a map of spectra

(3.2) K>®(F): K®(A) = K=(A).

We call a full additive subcategory A of A’ cofinal, if for any object A’ in A’
there is an object A in A together with morphisms i: A’ — A and r: A’ — A
satisfying r o1 = id.

Lemma 3.3. Let I[: A — A’ be the inclusion of a full cofinal additive subcategory.
(i) The induced map
T (K(1)): mn(K(A)) = m (K (A"))

1s bijective forn > 1;
(i) The induced map

K>(I): K®(A) - K=(A)

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
Proof. This is proved for A" = Idem(.A) in [2I, Theorem A.9.1.]. Now the gen-
eral case follows from the observation that Idem(A4) — Idem(A’) is an equivalence
of additive categories.

|(i1)| This follows from assertion |(i)| and [I3], Corollary 3.7]. O
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4. THE BASS-HELLER-SWAN DECOMPOSITION FOR ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

Denote by Add-Cat the category of additive categories. Let us consider the
group Z as a groupoid with one object and denote by Add-Cat? the category of
functors Z — Add-Cat, with natural transformations as morphisms. Note that an
object of this category is a pair (A, ®) consisting of an additive category together
with an automorphism ®: A =, A of additive categories. We recall from [14]
Theorem 0.1] using the notation of this paper here and in the sequel:

Theorem 4.1 (The Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for non-connective K-theory
of additive categories). Let ®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.

(i) There exists a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, @),
a™ Vb VbX: Tke(g-1) V NK™(As[t]) VNK™(As[t™"]) = K> (As[t,t "))
where Ty (g1 is the mapping torus of K= (®~1): K®(A) — K>(A)
and NK*(Ag[t*]) is the homotopy fiber of the map K> (As[t™!]) —
K> (A) given by evaluation t = 0;

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

ONK™(As[t]) < E®(A,®);

K*(A) VE*(A ®) — KA ),
where K, (A, ®) is the non-connective K -theory of a certain Nil-category

Nil(A, ®).

Theorem 4.2 (Fundamental sequence of K-groups). Let A be an additive category.
Then there exists for n € Z a split exact sequence, natural in A

(ki) ®—(k_). (14)-@(1-)-

(4.3) 0— K,(A) K, (Alt]) @ K, (A[t™'])

Kn(A[t,t7Y) 25 Kooi(A) — 0,

where (ki)x, (=), (I4)«, and (I_). are induced by the obvious inclusions k., k_,
Iy, and I and &, is the composite of the inverse of the (untwisted) Bass-Heller-
Swan isomorphism

Kn(A) ® Kn_1(A) @ NK,(A]t]) @ NK,(Alt™Y]) = Kn(A[t,t7Y),
see Theorem [{1], with the projection onto the summand K,_1(A).

Proof. This follows directly from the untwisted version of Theorem [£.11 O

There is also a version for the connective K-theory spectrum K. Denote by
Add-Cat;. C Add-Cat the full subcategory of idempotent complete additive cate-
gories.

Theorem 4.4 (The Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for connective K-theory of
additive categories). Let A be an additive category, which is idempotent complete.
Let ®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.

(i) Then there is a weak equivalence of spectra, natural in (A, ®),
aVby Vb_: Tg@-1) VNK(As[t]) V NK(Ast']) = K(As[t,t ™))

where Ty -1y is the mapping torus of K(®~1): K(A) — K(A) and
NK(Ag[tT]) is the homotopy fiber of the map K(Ag[t™']) — K(A) given

by evaluation t = 0;
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(ii) There exist a functor E: (Add-Cat;.)? — Spectra and weak homotopy
equivalences of spectra, natural in (A, @),

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

where K(Nil(A, ®)) is the connective K-theory of a certain Nil-category
Nil(A4, ).

The purpose of the following sections is to find properties of A, which imply
for any automorphism ® the vanishing of the Nil-terms above and are hopefully
inherited by the passage from A to A[t,t71].

5. ZA-MODULES AND THE YONEDA EMBEDDING

5.A. Basics about Z.A-modules. Let A be a Z-category. We denote by Z.A-MOD
and MOD-ZA respectively the abelian category of covariant or contravariant re-
spectively functors of Z-categories A to Z-MOD. The abelian structure comes from

. . . T T .
the abelian structure in Z-MOD. For instance, a sequence Fy — F| -2 I, in

MOD-ZA is declared to be ezxact, if for each object A € A the evaluation at A
yields an exact sequence of Z-modules Fy(A) B, Fi(4) KON F5(A). The cok-

ernel and kernel of a morphism 7': Fy — Fj are defined by taking for each object
A € A the kernel or cokernel of the morphism T'(A4): Fy(A) — F1(A) in MOD-Z.

In the sequel ZA-module means contravariant Z.4-module, unless specified ex-
plicitly differently.

Given an object A in A, we obtain an object mor4(?, A) in MOD-ZA by assign-
ing to an object B the Z-module mor4(B, A) and to a morphism g: By — Bj the
Z-homomorphism ¢*: mor_4(B1, A) — mor 4(Bo, A) given by precomposition with
g.

The elementary proof of the following lemma is left to the reader.

Lemma 5.1 (Yoneda Lemma). For each object A in A and each object M in
MOD-ZA, we obtain an isomorphism of Z-modules

morpmop-za(mora(?, A), M(?)) = M(A), T — T(A)(ida).

We call a ZA-module M free, if it is isomorphic as Z.A-module to @, mor 4(7, A;)
for some collection of objects {A; | i € I'} in A for some index set I. A ZA-module
M is called projective, if for any epimorphism p: Ny — Ni of ZA-modules and mor-
phism f: M — N there is a morphism f: M — Ny with pof = f. A ZA-module M
is finitely generated, if there exists a collection of objects {4, | j € J} in A for some
finite index set J and an epimorphism of ZA-modules P, ; mora(?, 4;) — M.
Equivalently, M is finitely generated, if there exists a finite collection of objects
{4; | j € J} in A together with elements x; € M(A;) such that for any object A
and any x € M(A) there are morphisms ¢: A — Aj; such that z =3, M(p;)(z;).
(The x; are the images of id 4, under the above epimorphism.) Given a collection of
objects {A; | i € I} in A for some index set I, the free ZA-module @, mor4(?, A;)
is finitely generated, if and only if I is finite. A Z.A-module M is finitely presented,
if there are finitely generated free Z.A-modules F; and Fj and an exact sequence
F — Fy - M — 0. We say that a ZA-module has projective dimension < d,
denoted by pdimy 4 (M) < d, for a natural number d, if there exists an exact se-
quence 0 - P; — P31 — -+ — P - Py — M — 0 such that each Z.A-module
P; is projective. If we replace projective by free, we get an equivalent definition, if
d > 1. We call a ZA-module of type FL or of type FP respectively, if there exists an
exact sequence of finite length 0 — F,, — Fj,_1 — -+ = F} — Fy — M — 0 such
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that each Z.A-module F; is finitely generated free or finitely generated projective
respectively.

Remark 5.2. Note the setting in this paper is different from the one appearing
in [§], since here a ZA-module M satisfies M(f + g) = M(f) + M(g) for two
morphisms f,g: A — B, which is not required in [8]. Nevertheless many of the
arguments in [§] carry over to the setting of this paper because of the Yoneda
Lemma [5.1] which replaces the corresponding Yoneda Lemma in [8, Subsection 9.16
on page 167].

However, the next result has no analogue in the setting of [§].

Lemma 5.3. Let A be an additive category. For a ZA-module M and objects
Ay, As, ..., Ay, we obtain a natural isomorphism

D Mr): @D M(A) = M(@ A>
i=1 i=1 i=1
where pr; P, A; — A; is the canonical projection for j =1,2...,n.

Proof. One easily checks, using the fact that the functor M is compatible with the
Z-module structures on the morphisms, that the inverse is given

M<Q91 Ai) — @M(Ai), z— (M(k;)(2))

where kj: A; — @), A; is the inclusion of the j-the summand for j = 1,2...,n.
O

Lemma 5.4. Let A be a Z-category.

(i) Every free ZA-module is projective;

(i) Let0— M — M’ — M" — 0 be an exact sequence of ZA-modules. If both
M and M" are free or projective respectively, then M’ is free or projective
respectively;

(i11) Let 0 - M — M’ — M" — 0 be an exact sequence of ZA-modules. If
two of the ZA-modules M, M' and M" are of type FL or FP respectively,
then all three are of type FL or FP respectively;

(iv) Let C. be a projective ZA-chain complez i.e., a ZA-chain complex, all
whose chain modules C,, are projective. Then the following assertions are
equivalent:

(a) Consider a natural number d. Let By(C.) be the image of cq41: Cay1 —
Cyq and j: By(C) — Cy be the inclusion. There is a ZA-submodule
C+ such that for the inclusion i: C3 — Cq the map i ® j: Cy @
B4(Cy) — Cy is an isomorphism. Moreover, the following chain map
from a d-dimensional projective ZA-chain complex to C. is a ZA-
chain homotopy equivalence

cqo1t Cd—1 c
0 0 Cy —— Cyqg —— -+ —— C

Cd+3 Cd+2 Cd+1 cq Cd—1 c1
Cato Ciy1—Cyg —— Cyg —— - -+ —— Cy;

(b) Cy is ZA-chain homotopy equivalent to a d-dimensional projective
Z.A-chain complex;

(c) C is dominated by d-dimensional projective ZA-chain complex D,
i.e., there are ZA-chain maps i: Cy — D, and ry: D, — C, satisfy-
g Ty 01, ~ide,;
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(d) Bq(Cy) is a direct summand in Cq and H;(Cy) =0 fori>d+1;
(e) HiWH(Co; M) := H¥ (homga(Cy, M)) vanishes for every ZA-module
M and H;(Cy) =0 for alli > d+1;
(v) Let 0 - M — M’ — M" — 0 be an exact sequence of ZA-modules.
If pdimy, 4 (M), pdimy 4 (M") < d, then pdimy 4(M') < d;
If pdimy 4 (M), pdimy 4 (M') < d, then pdimy 4(M") < d+1;
If pdimy 4 (M) < d, pdimy 4 (M") < d+ 1, then pdimy 4(M) < d;
(vi) Suppose that A is an additive category. For two objects Ay and Ay in A
together with a choice of a direct sum ip: A — Ay ® Ay for k=0,1, the
induced Z-map

10x D i1, mora(?, Ag) ® mor4(?, A1) = mor 4 (7, Ao ® A1)

is an isomorphism. In particular each finitely generated free Z.A-module
is isomorphic to ZA-module of the shape mor4(?, A) for an appropriate
object A in A.

Proof. This follows from the Yoneda Lemma 5.1l

This is obviously true.

The proof is analogous to the one of [8, Lemma 11.6 on page 216].

The proof is analogous to the one of [8, Proposition 11.10 on page 221].

This follows from for the projective dimension using the long exact (co)ho-
mology sequence associated to a short exact sequence of (co)chain complexes, since
every ZA-module has a free resolution by the Yoneda Lemma 5.1

This is obvious and hence the proof of Lemma [5.4] is finished. O

If M and N are ZA-modules, then homgz4(M,N) is the Z-module of Z.A-
homomorphisms M — N. Given a contravariant or covariant Z.A-module M and
a Z-module T, we obtain a covariant or contravariant Z.4-module homy(M,T) by
sending an object A to homz(M(A),T). Given a contravariant A-module M and
covariant ZA-module N, their tensor product M ®z4 N is the Z-module given by
D acon(a) M(A) ®z N(A)/T. Here T is the Z-submodule of €D 4¢1,(4) M (A4) ®z
N (A) generated by elements of the form mf®n—m® fn for a morphism f: A — B
in A, m € M(A) and n € N(B), where mf := M(f)(m) and fn = N(f)(n). It is
characterized by the property that for any Z-module T', there are natural adjunction
isomorphisms

o

(5.5) homz(M ®z4 N,T) — homga (M, homz(N,T));
(5.6) homz(M ®z4 N,T) = homga(N,homz(M,T)).
Let F': A — B be a functor of Z-categories. Then the restriction functor
F*: MOD-ZB — MOD-ZA
is given by precomposition with F'. The induction functor
F,: MOD-ZA — MOD-ZB

sends a contravariant Z.A-module M to M (?)®zamorp(??, F(?7)). We get for a ZB-
module an identification F*N = homgg(mor4(??, F(?)), N(??)) from the Yoneda
Lemma 5.1 We conclude from (&.5])

(5.7) homyg(F. M, N) = homy(M, F*N)

for a ZA-module M and a ZB-module N. The counit 5(N): F.F*(N) — N of the
adjunction (&.7) is the adjoint of id g+ y and sends the equivalence class of = ® f for
x € N(F(A)) and f € morg(B, F(A)) to xf = N(f)(z). The unit a(M): M —
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F*F. (M) is the adjoint of idp, s and sends © € M(A) to the equivalence class of
rQ® idF(A).

The functor F* is flat. The functor F. is compatible with direct sums over
arbitrary index sets, is right exact, see [25, Theorem 2.6.1. on page 51], and
F,.morz4(?,C) is ZB-isomorphic to morzg(?, F(C)). In particular F, respect the
properties finitely generated, free, and projective.

5.B. The Yoneda embedding. The Yoneda embedding is the following covariant
functor

(5.8) 1 A— MOD-ZA.

It sends an object A to ¢(A) = mor4(?, A) and a morphism f: Ay — A; to the
transformation ¢(f): mor4(?, Ag) — mor4(?, A1) given by composition with f.
Let MOD-ZA 4 be the full subcategory of MOD-ZA consisting of Z.A-modules
mor4(7, A) for any object A in A. Let MOD-ZAggys be the full subcategory of
MOD-ZA consisting of finitely generated free Z.A-modules.

Definition 5.9. Let A be a Z-category. We call a sequence Ag Jo, Ay ELN Ay in A
exact at Ay, if f1 o fo = 0 and, for every object A and morphism g: A — A; with
f10g =0, there exists a morphism g: A — Ay with fpog=g.

Lemma 5.10. If A is a Z-category, the Yoneda embedding (58) induces an equiv-
alence of Z-categories denoted by the same symbol

t: A— MOD-Z.AA.

If A is an additive category, the Yoneda embedding (B.8) induces an equivalence of
additive categories denoted by the same symbol

t: A= MOD-ZAggt.
Both functors are faithfully flat.
Proof. This follows directly from the Yoneda Lemma 5.1l and Lemma IBEI O

The gain of Lemma [5.10 is that we have embedded A as a full subcategory of
the abelian category MOD-ZA and we can now do certain standard homological
constructions in MOD-Z.A, which a priori make no sense in A.

The elementary proof of the following lemma based on Lemma [5.10]is left to the
reader.

Lemma 5.11. An additive category A is idempotent complete, if and only if every
finitely generated projective ZA-module is a finitely generated free ZA-module.

6. REGULARITY PROPERTIES OF ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

6.A. Definition of regularity properties in terms of the Yoneda embed-
ding. Recall the following standard ring theoretic notions:

Definition 6.1 (Regularity properties of rings). Let R be a ring and let [ be a
natural number.

(i) We call R Noetherian, if any R-submodule of a finitely generated R-module
is again finitely generated;

(ii) We call R regular coherent, if every finitely presented R-module M is of
type FP;

(iii) We call R l-uniformly reqular coherent, if every finitely presented R-module
M admits an [-dimensional finite projective resolution, i.e., there exist an
exact sequence 0 - P, - P_1 — --- — Py =& M — 0 such that each P;
is finitely generated projective;
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(iv) We call R von Neumann regular, if for any element r € R there exists an
element s € R with r = rsr;
(v) We call R regular, if it is Noetherian and regular coherent;
(vi) We call R l-uniformly regular, if it is Noetherian and l-uniformly regular
coherent;
(vii) We say that R has global dimension < [, if each R-module M has projective
dimension < .

The notion von Neumann regular should not be confused with the notion regular.
It stems from operator theory. A ring is von Neumann regular, if and only if it is
0-uniformly regular coherent. For more information about von Neumann regular
rings, see for instance [9, Subsection 8.2.2 on pages 325-327].

Let A be an additive category. Then we define analogously:

Definition 6.2 (Regularity properties of additive categories). Let A be an additive
category and let [ be a natural number.

(i) We call A Noetherian if the category MOD-ZA is Noetherian in the sense
that any Z.A-submodule of a finitely generated Z.A-module is again finitely
generated, see [159] p.lS]E;

(ii) We call A regular coherent, if every finitely presented Z.A-module M is of
type FP;

(iii) We call A l-uniformly regular coherent, if every finitely presented Z.A-
module M possesses an [-dimensional finite projective resolution, i.e., there
exist an exact sequence 0 - P, - P,_1 — --- — Py — M — 0 such that
each P; is finitely generated projective;

(iv) We call A regular, if it is Noetherian and regular coherent;

(v) We call A l-uniformly regular, if is Noetherian and [-uniformly regular
coherent;

(vi) We say that A has global dimension < [, if each Z.A-module M has pro-
jective dimension < [, see [I5], page 42].

6.B. The definitions of the regularity properties for rings and additive
categories are compatible.

Lemma 6.3. Let R be a ring. The functor
F: R-MOD — MOD-ZE,,

sending M to homp(0¢ge(—), M) is an equivalence of additive categories, is faithfully
flat, and respects each of the properties finitely generated, free and projective, where
the equivalence Ogep has been defined in ([2.1))

Proof. In the sequel we denote by [n] the n-fold direct sum in R, of the unique
object in R. Notice that §([n]) = R™. Define

G: MOD-ZR4 — R-MOD

by sending M to M(6(1)). There is a natural equivalence G o F' — idr-mop of
functors of additive categories, its value on the R-module M is given by evaluating
at 1 € R=0([1]),

G o F(M) = hompg(0([1]), M) = M.

Next we construct an equivalence S: F o G — idr.mop of functors of additive
categories. For a ZA-module N and objects A1, ..., A,, we obtain from Lemma [5.3]

2In [15, page 18] this is called left Noetherian; one obtains right Noetherian by working with
ZA-MOD in place of MOD-Z.A
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a natural isomorphism
n n
B ion): @) = V(D)
i=1 i=1
where pr;: @; , A; — A; is the canonical projection for j =1,2...,n
Recall that [n] is the n-fold direct sum of copies of [1], in other words, we have
an identification [n] = @, [1]. It induces an isomorphism

@9 1) = 6([n)).

Given an object [n] in Rg, and an R-module M, we define S(M)([n]) by the following
composite of R-isomorphisms

F o GM)([n]) = hom (6([n)), M(6(1))) ihomR@e o)
=N @homR M(6(1))) :@homR(R,M(ou)))

= 1M ) = M (@9 ) M(6([n))).

The functor F' is faithfully exact, since for any object [n] in Rg there is an R-

isomorphism @, M 5 F (M)([n]), natural in M. Since F is compatible with di-
rect sums over arbitrary index sets and sends R to homp(0(—), R) = morg_(?, [1]),
it respects the properties finitely generated, free and projective. ([

The following lemma implies in particular that the inclusion i: A — Idem(.A)
induces equivalences

MOD-ZA m————— MOD-ZIdem(A) .
Lemma 6.4. Let i: A — A’ be a inclusion of an additive subcategory A of the
additive subcategory A’, which is full and cofinal, for instance A — A’ = Idem(A).
Then:

(i) If M is a ZA-module, then the adjoint
a(M): M = i, M

of id;, ;s under the adjunction (&) s an isomorphism of ZA-modules,
natural in M ;

(ii) The restriction functor i*: MOD-ZA" — MOD-ZA is faithfully flat. It
sends a finitely generated Z.A'-module to a finitely generated ZA-module
and a projective ZA'-module to a projective ZA-module;

(i1i) The induction functor i,: MOD-ZA — MOD-ZA’ is faithfully flat.
sends a finitely generated ZA-module to a finitely generated ZA'-module
and a projective ZA-module to a projective ZA'-module;

() If M' is a ZA'-module, then the adjoint

B(M'): iyi* M =5 M’

of id;«pr under the adjunction (1) is an isomorphism of ZA'-modules,
natural in M’;
(v) A is Noetherian, if and only A’ is Noetherian;
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(vi) The category A is reqular coherent or l-uniformly regular coherent respec-
tively, if and only if A’ is reqular coherent or l-uniformly reqular coherent;
(vii) The category A is of global dimension < 1, if and only if A’ is of global
dimension <.
Proof. This follows from the Yoneda-Lemma B} namely, an inverse of a(M)
is given by

*i, M = M(?) ®g.4 morza (i(?'),i(?)) = M(?) ®z4 morza(?,?) — M(?'),

Obviously ¢* is flat.

Consider a sequence of ZA’-modules M f—0> My f—1> M7 such that restriction
with ¢ yields the exact sequence of ZA-modules i* My i ¥ My i> i*My. We
have to show for any object A" in A’ that the sequence of R-modules My(A’) M

M, (A ELCON M;(A") is exact. Since A is by assumption cofinal in A’, we can
find an object A in A and and morphisms j: A" — i(A) and r: i(A) - A" in A’
satisfying r o4 = id ,-. We obtain the following commutative diagram of R-modules

Mo(A') fo(A") My (A J1(A") My(A)

\Mo ) JMl(j) JM2(J')
1 i 4> i

(J
Mo(i(A)) 2 apy i
(r

\Mo ) My (r) Ma(r)
My(Ar) —290 a9 aan
such that the composite of the two vertical arrows appearing in each of the three
columns is the identity. Since the middle horizontal sequence is exact, an easy
diagram chase shows that the upper horizontal sequence is exact. This shows that
1* is faithfully flat.

Consider an object A’ in A’. Since A is by assumption cofinal in A, we can
find an object A in A and and morphism j: A" — i(A4) and ¢: i(A) - A" in A’
satisfying q o j = idy,. Composition with ¢ and j yield maps of ZA’-modules
J: mora (7, A") = mora (?,i(A)) and Q: mor.a(?,i(A)) — moru (7, A") sat-
isfying @ o J = idmor ,,(77,41)- If we apply i*, we obtain homomorphisms of 7A'-
modules ¢*J: i* mor 4/ (7', A") — i*mor (?',i(A4)) and *Q: i* mor 4 (?',i(A4)) —
i* mor 4/ (7', A") satisfying i*Q 0 i*J = idj+ mor , (27, 47)- Since i* mor a4/ (?',i(A)) =
mor 4/ (#(?),4(A)) = mor4(?’, A), the ZA-module i* mor 4. (7', A’) is a direct sum-
mand in mor 4(?', A) and hence a finitely generated projective Z.A-module.

Let M’ be a finitely generated Z.A’-module. Fix an epimorphism mor 4(?’, A") —
M’ for some object A" in A’. We conclude that the Z.A-module i* M is a quotient of
mor 4 (7, A) for some object A in A and hence finitely generated. Hence i* respects
the property finitely generated.

Let P be a projective ZA’-module. Then we can find a collection of objects { A} |
k € K} together with an epimorphism @, mora/(?, A;) — P by the Yoneda
Lemma 5.1l Since P is projective, P is a direct summand in €, mora/(?, A).
This implies that i*P is a direct summand in the direct sum @0, - 7* mor (7, A7)
of projective Z.A-modules and hence itself a projective ZA-module. Hence i* re-
spects the property projective.

|(ii1)| The faithful flatness follows from assertions|(i)| and Since i, mor 4(?, A) =
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mor 4/ (?,4(A)) holds for any object A in A, the functor 4. respects the properties
finitely generated and projective.

We begin with the case M = mor 4/ (?,i(A)) = i, mor4 (7, A) for some ob-
ject A in A. Then the claim follows from assertion |(i)| applied to the Z.A-module
mor 4/ (7, A), since in this case S(M) = i,a(M). Consider an object A" in A’
Since A is by assumption cofinal in A, we can find an object A in A and and mor-
phism j: A" — i(A) and ¢q: i(4) = A’ in A’ satisfying g o j = ida,. Composition
with ¢ and j yield maps of ZA’-modules J: mor ./ (?', A’) — mora/(?,i(A)) and
Q: mora/ (?,i(A)) — mora (7', A') satisfying Q o J = idyor ,, (77,47). Hence we get
a commutative diagram of Z.A’-modules

B(mor 4, (?',A"))

ixi* mor 4/ (7', A”) mor 4/ (7', A")

li*i* J

i+3* mor 4/ (7, i(A))

li*i*Q

ixi* mor 4/ (7', A”)

B(mor 4/ (?',i(A)))

B(mor 4, (?',A"))

mor 4/ (7', A")

such that the composite of the two vertical maps in each of the two columns is
the identity and the middle arrow is an isomorphism. Hence the upper arrow is an
isomorphism.

For any ZA'-module M’ we can find a collection of objects {4} | k € K}
in A’ together with an epimorphism fo: Fy = @ x mora(?',A;) — M’ by
the Yoneda Lemma Bl Repeating this construction for ker(fy) instead of M,
we obtain another collection {A}' | | € L} of objects in A’ together with a map
fi: Fi = @, i*mora(?,A]) — Fy whose image is ker(f1). We obtain from
assertions and a commutative diagram of Z.A’-modules with exact rows

. .
.. i f1 L. ixi"fo . .
150* F] —— 1.4 Fy —— i,0*M' —— 0

Jﬁ(Fl) Jﬂ(Fo) \ﬁ(M)
f1 f

Fy Fy 2 M’ 0.

Since § is compatible with direct sums over arbitrary index sets, the maps S(F})
and S(Fp) are isomorphisms. Hence S(M’) is an isomorphism.

and They follow now directly from assertions and (I
We conclude from Lemma and Lemma and

Corollary 6.5. Let R be a ring and let [ be a natural number. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) The ring R is Noetherian, regular coherent, l-uniformly reqular coherent,
regular, uniformly l-regular, or of global dimension < [ in the sense of
Definition [6.1] respectively;

(11) The additive category Re, is Noetherian, regqular coherent, l-uniformly reg-
ular coherent, reqular, uniformly l-reqular, or of global dimension < d in
the sense of Definition [6.2 respectively;

(iii) The additive category Idem(R,) is Noetherian, regular coherent, [-uni-
formly reqular coherent, reqular, uniformly l-regular, or of global dimension
<l in the sense of Definition[6.2 respectively.
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6.C. Intrinsic definitions of the regularity properties. One can give an in-
trinsic definition of the regularity properties above without referring to the Yoneda
embedding. The situation is quite nice for regular coherent and [-uniformly regular
coherent for an idempotent complete additive category as as explained below.

Lemma 6.6 (Intrinsic Reformulation of regular coherent). Let A be an idempotent
complete additive category.

(i) Let 1 > 2 be a natural number. Then A is l-uniformly regular coherent,
if and only if for every morphism fi1: A1 — Ao we can find a sequence of
length 1 in A

0 A 2 A, T2 By Iy g
which is exact at A; fori=1,2,...,n;
i is 1-uniformly reqular coherent, if and only if for every morphism f: A; —
i) A is 1-uni l l herent, if and only 1 hi A
Ay we can find a factorization Ay fiy, g fo, Ay of [ such that fi is sur-
jective and fo is injective;
(i1i) The following assertions are equivalent:
(a) A is 0-uniformly regular coherent;
(b) For every morphism f1: A1 — Ag there exists a morphism fo: Ag —

A_q such that Ay f—1> Ag f—0> A_1 — 0 is exact;
(¢) For every morphism f: A1 — Ay there exists a morphism g: Ag — Ay
satisfying fogo f = f;
(iv) A is regular coherent, if and only if for every morphism fi1: Ay — Ag we
can find a sequence of finite length in A

0 A, I Ay Ity 24 g
which is exact at A; fori=1,2,...,n.
Proof. it suffices to prove that the following statements are equivalent:
(a) For any morphisms f1: Pi — Py of finitely generated projective Z.A-
modules, we can find finitely generated projective ZA-modules P, Ps, ..., P
and an exact sequence of ZA-modules

0-p P, I By p Iy,
(b) For any finitely presented Z.A-module M, there exists finitely generated
projective ZA-modules Py, Py, . .., P, and an exact sequence of Z.A-modules

(ISR PRI NN ENY R LN NNy V)
The implication implication (b) = (a) is obvious, since cok(f1) is a finitely
presented ZA-module. It remains to prove the implication (a) = (b). Let
fi: P1 = Py be a ZA-homomorphism of finitely generated projective Z.A-modules.
By assumption we can find an exact sequence of ZA-modules

0= Q5 Qror =5 - 25 Q1 25 Qo 2% cok(f1) — 0.

Let P, be the 1-dimensional Z.A-chain complex whose first differential is f;. Let Q.
be the [-dimensional Z.A-chain complex whose ith chain module is Q; for 0 < i <
and whose ith differential is ¢;: Q; — Q;_1 for 1 < i < [. One easily constructs
a ZA-chain map u,: P, — Q. such that Hy(u.) is an isomorphism. Let cone(u.,)
be the mapping cone. We conclude H;(cone(u,)) = 0 for i # 2 from the long

exact homology sequence associated to the exact sequence 0 — P, = cyl(ux) Ly

cone(usx) — 0 and the fact that the canonical projection g.: cyl(us) — Q. is a
ZA-chain homotopy equivalence with ¢, o i, = u,. Let D, C cone(u,) be the
ZA-subchain complex, whose i-th chain module is cone(u,) for i > 3, the kernel
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of the second differential of cone(u,) for ¢ = 2 and {0} for ¢+ = 0,1. Then D;
is finitely generated projective for ¢ > 0 and the inclusion k.: D, — cone(u.)
induces isomorphisms on homology groups. Define the ZA-chain complex C, by
the pullback

c.—™ D,

T
cyl(us) —= cone(u,)

This can be extended to a commutative diagram of Z.A-chain complexes with exact

rows

0—— P, —=y eyl(uy) —=— cone(u,) — 0

Then C is an [-dimensional Z.A-chain complex whose Z.A-chain modules are finitely
generated projective. Since D; = 0 for ¢ = 0,1, we can identify P, = C7 and
Py = Cy and the first differentials of P, and C,. Since k. induces isomorphisms on
homology, the same is true for k.. Hence C, yields the desired extension of f; to
an exact sequence

04)0[4)0171%"'%024)P1f—1>P0

This finishes the proof of assertion

Suppose that A is 1-uniformly regular coherent. Consider a morphism f: A; —
Agp. Let M be the finitely presented Z.A-module given by the cokernel of the Z.A-
homomorphism ¢(f): t(A1) — t(Ap). By assumption we can find an exact se-
quence 0 - P, — Py - M — 0 of ZA-modules, where P; and P, are finitely
generated projective. We conclude from Lemma IBEI that the image of ¢(f) is
finitely generated projective. Hence we obtain a factorization of ¢(f) as a composite

o(f): e(Ar) LN im(e(f)) Jo, t(Ap) such that im(¢(f)) is a finitely generated projec-

tive ZA-module, f{ is surjective, and f{ is injective. We conclude from Lemma 510

and Lemma [B.TT] that im(f) can be identified with ¢(B) for some object B in A

and there are morphisms fi: A1 — B and fy: B — Aj such that f; = «(f;) and
o = t(f1). Moreover, fi is surjective, fy is injective and f = fy o fi.

Suppose that for every morphism f: A3 — Ay we can find a factorization A EEN

B fo Ag of f such that f; is surjective and fy is injective. Consider any finitely
presented ZA-module M. We conclude from Lemma [5.10] that there is a morphism
f+ A1 = Ao in A and a morphism p: t(Ag) = M of ZA-modules such that the

sequence ((A;g) “h, 1(Ag) & M — 0 is exact. Choose a factorization f = f; o fo

such that f; is surjective and fy is injective. Let B be the domain of f;. We
conclude from Lemma that we obtain a short exact sequence 0 — +(B) A,
t(Ag) & M — 0. This is a 1-dimensional finite projection ZA-resolution of M.
This finishes the proof of assertion

We first show |(iii)a] = [(iii)c| Consider a morphism f: Ay — Ag. Let M
be the finitely presented Z.A-module given by the cokernel of ¢(f): t(A1) — ¢(Aop).

We obtain an exact sequence of Z.A-modules t(A;) “, W(Ag) & M — 0. By
assumption M is a finitely generated projective ZA-module. Let ¢(f): (A1) 4,

im(¢(f)) 2 1(Ap) be the obvious factorization of ¢(f). Since M is projective, im(f)
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is a direct summand in ¢(4p). We conclude from Lemma and Lemma [5.17]
that we can identify im(.(f)) with ¢(B) for an appropriate object B in A and
can find morphisms 7: Ag — B and s: B — A in A such that «(r) o j = id,(p
and g o t(s) = id,(g). Define g: Ay — A; by g = sor. One easily checks that
u(f)oulg)ou(f) =1u(f). Hence fogo f=f.

Next we show £ Let f: A1 — Ag be a morphism in A. Choose a
morphism h: Ag — A; with foho f = f. Then foh: Ag — Ag is an idempotent.
Since A is idempotent complete, we can find objects A_; and A+, and an isomor-

phism u: Ag = A_, & AL, in A such that uo (ida, —foh)ou~!is <1d’81 8)

u pr -1 .
Define g: Ag — A_; by the composite Ag — A_; © AL, L A_1. One easily
checks that the sequence A; i) Ao L A_y — 0 is exact.
Finally we show [(iii)b] = [(iii)al Consider a finitely presented Z.A-module M.
We conclude from Lemma [B.10 and that we an find a morphism f;: A; — Ag to-

gether with an exact sequence of Z.A-modules ¢(A;) A, ((Ag) & M — 0. Choose

a morphism fo: Ay — A_; such that the sequence A EEN Ap Jo, A_1 — 0is exact

in A. Then we obtain an exact sequence of Z.A-modules ¢(A4;) 1) t(Ao) (fo)

t(A_1) — 0 by Lemma [E.T0l This implies that M is Z.A-isomorphic to ¢(A_1) and
hence finitely generated projective. This finishes the proof of assertion

This follows from assertion This finishes the proof of Lemma [6.6] ([l

Next we deal with the property Noetherian. Consider two morphisms f: A — B
and f': A’ — B. We write f C f’ if there exists a morphism g: A — A’ with
f = f' og. Obviously we have

6.7) fCf =
im(f.: mor4(?, A) — mor4(?, B)) Cim(f.: mor(?, A") — mor4(?, B)).

Lemma 6.8 (Intrinsic Reformulation of Noetherian). Let A be an additive category.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) A is Noetherian;

(i) Each object A has the following property: Consider a sequence of mor-
phisms fn: An — A with fized target A and f, C fn+1 for n > 0. Then
there exists ng such that fn, C fn, holds for all n € N with n > nyg.

Proof. Let N be a finitely generated Z.A-module and M C N a ZA-submodule.
Then there exists an object A in A together with an epimorphism of Z.A-module
w: mor4(?, A) — M, see Lemma[5.3l Obviously M is finitely generated if u=*(M)
is finitely generated. Hence A is Noetherian if and only if for any object A in A the
ZA-module mor 4(?, A) is Noetherian, i.e., any ZA-submodule M of mor4(?, A) is
finitely generated. By the usual argument mor 4(?, A) is Noetherian if and only if
for any nested sequence My C M; C My C M3 C --- of finitely generated Z.A-
submodules of mor4(?, A) there exists a natural number ng such that M,, C M,
holds for all n > ng, see for instance [I8], Proposition 0.2.17 on page 18].

Consider finitely generated Z.A-submodules My, My, My, ... of mor4(?, A). We
can find for every natural number n an object A, together with an epimorphism
morz4(?, An) — M, see Lemma [5.3] By the Yoneda Lemma [B1] there is a mor-
phism f,,: A, — A such that the image of (f,)«: mor4(?, A,) — mor4(?, A) is
M,,. Hence we get M,,, C M, if and and only if (f,,) C (f,) holds. Now Lemmal[G.8
follows. (|
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Lemma 6.9. Let A be a full additive subcategory of the additive category B. If B
is Noetherian, 0-uniformly regqular coherent, or 0-uniformly regular, then A has the
same property.

Proof. This follows from Lemma Lemma and Lemma [G.8 O

7. VANISHING OF NIL-TERMS
7.A. Nil-categories. The next definition is taken from [14] Definition 7.1].

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

F = fod(f)o---0®"(f): D"(A) — A.
is trivial;
(ii) The category Nil(.A, @) has as objects pairs (A4, ¢) where ¢: P(A) — A

is a ®-nilpotent morphism in 4. A morphism from (A4, ¢) to (B,u) is a
morphism u: A — B in A such that the following diagram is commutative:

oA —2 A

[s [

®B)— B

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

Let ®: A — A be an automorphism of an additive category A. It induces an
automorphism ®~1*: MOD-ZA =, MOD-ZA of abelian categories by precompo-
sition with ®~1: A = A. It sends MOD-ZAg;s to itself, since ®1* mor 4(?, A) is
isomorphic to mor 4(?, ®(A)). Thus we obtain an automorphism of additive cate-
gories d~17: MOD-ZAggt = MOD-ZAggt

Lemma 7.2. There is an equivalence of exact categories

v Nil(A; ®) = Nil(MOD-ZAgys; 1)
Proof. The desired functors ¢ sends an object (A, f) in Nil(A4; ¢) given by a mor-
phism f: ®(A) — A to the object in Nil(MOD-ZAgg; ®~1") given by the composite

o1 mor4(?, A) = mor4(®~1(?), A) 2, mor4(?, ®(A)) rHor“ﬁt—(?’f% mor 4(?, A).

A morphism u: (A, f) = (A, f/) in Nil(A; @), which given by a morphism u: A —
A" in A satisfying f'o®(u) = uof, is sent to the morphism in Nil(MOD-ZAggg; o1
given by the morphism u,: mor4(?, A) — mor4(?, A’). It defines indeed a mor-
phism from ¢(A4, f) to t(A’, f') by the commutativity of the following diagram

P mor4(?,f)

mor 4(®~1(?7), A) ——————— mor4(?, ®(A)) mor 4 (7, A)
[morAUbl(?),u) J/morA(?,Cb(u)) JvmorA(?,u)
—1 7 P ’ morA(7,f/) /

mor 4 (®71(?7), A') ——————— mory(?, D(A’)) mor 4(?, A”)

It is an equivalence of additive categories by Lemma [B.10 (I
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7.B. Connective K-theory.

Lemma 7.3. Let A be an idempotent complete additive category. Suppose that A

is reqular coherent. Let ®: A = A be any automorphism of additive categories.
Denote by J: A — Nil(A, ¢) the inclusion sending an object A to the object (A,0).
Then the induced map on connective K -theory

K(J): K(A) — K(Nil(A, ®))
is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. We abbreviate ¥ = ®~1" We have the following commutative diagram

A——L S Nil(A4, )

MOD-ZAggt —]) Nﬂ(MOD—ZAfgf, T)

where the vertical arrows are equivalences of exact categories given by Yoneda
embeddings, see Lemma and Lemma [7.2] and the lower horizontal arrow is the
obvious analogue of the upper horizontal arrow. Hence it suffices to show that the
map

K(J): K(MOD-ZAfgf) — K(Nﬂ(MOD-ZAfgf, \I/))
is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Denote by MOD-ZAgy, the full subcategory of MOD-ZA consisting of Z.A-
modules which are of type FL, i.e., possess a finite dimensional resolution by finitely
generated free Z.A-modules.

Consider the following commutative diagram

(7.4) K(MOD—Z.Afgf) —_— K(Nﬂ(MOD—ZAfgf, U))

\ L

K(MOD-ZAp1,) —— K(Nil(MOD-ZApy, ¥))

where all arrows are induced by the obvious inclusions of categories.

The left vertical arrow in the diagram (7.4)) is a weak homotopy equivalence by
the Resolution Theorem, see [20, Theorem 4.6 on page 41].

Next we show that the lower horizontal arrow in the diagram (74) is a weak
homotopy equivalence. Consider an object (M, f) in Nil(MOD-ZApy, ¥).

Recall that nilpotent means that for some natural number n > 0 the composite

f(n) \pn(M) \Pnil(f) \pnfl(M) \Pniz(f) \P(f)

is trivial. We get a filtration of (M,f) by subobjects

(Ma f) 2 (im(f)a f|\IJ(im(f))) ) (im(f@)), f|\11(im(f(2))))
2 2 (M), flymepe-ny)
D (im(f™), flygm(romy)) = ({0}, idgoy).

Here we consider ¥(im(f(")) as a Z.A-submodule of (M) by the injective map
U (im(f?)) — (M), which is obtained by applying ¥ to the inclusion im(f®) —
M. We get exact sequences of ZA-modules
0 — im(f®) = M — M/im(f®) — 0;
0 — im(f) — im(f?) — im(f?)/im(f) — 0.

oML M
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Since M is finitely presented and im(f?) is finitely generated, M/ im(f®) is finitely
presented. Since A is regular coherent and idempotent complete by assumption, M
and M/ im(f®) for all i are of type FL. We conclude by induction over i = 0, 1,. ..
from Lemma E4I[(iii)] that im(f®) and im(f®)/im(f*+Y) belong to MOD-ZApy,
again. The quotient of (im(f®), Flugmerayy) by (im(f+D), Flw(im(ra+ny)) is given
by (im(f®)/im(f0*t1),0), and hence belongs to MOD-ZAgy, for all i. Now the
lower horizontal arrow in diagram (7.4) is a weak homotopy equivalence by the
Devissage Theorem, see [20, Theorem 4.8 on page 42].

Next we show that the right vertical arrow in the diagram (Z4]) induces split
injections on homotopy groups. For this purpose we consider the following commu-
tative diagram of exact categories

Nil(MOD-Z Ay, ¥) —— HNil(Ch(MOD-ZAgy), ¥)

[1

HNil(Chyes(MOD-Z Ay, ¥)

[Ho

Nil(MOD-ZApy,, ¥)

The category HNil(Ch(MOD-ZAg,s), ¥) is given by finite-dimensional chain com-
plexes C, over MOD-ZAgs (with C; = 0 for i < —1) together with chain maps
¢: Cy — C,, which are homotopy nilpotent, and HNil(Chyes(MOD-ZAggt), ¥) is
the full subcategory of HNil(Ch(MOD-ZAggt), ¥) consisting of those chain com-
plexes, for which H,;(C,) = 0 for ¢ > 1. The maps I for k = 1,2,3,4 are the
obvious inclusions, the functor Hy is given by taking the zeroth homology group.
The upper horizontal arrow induces a weak homotopy equivalence on connective
K-theory by [14], page 173]. The functor Hy induces a weak homotopy equivalence
on connective K-theory by the Approximation Theorem of Waldhausen, see for
instance [I4, Theorem 4.18]. Hence the map induced by I3 on connective K-theory,
which is the right vertical arrow in the diagram (Z4]), induces split injections on
homotopy groups.

We conclude that all arrows appearing in the diagram (Z4) induce weak ho-
motopy equivalences on connective algebraic K-theory. This finishes the proof of
Lemma [7.3] O

Theorem 7.5 (The connective K-theory of additive categories). Let A be an ad-
ditive category, which is idempotent complete and regular coherent. Consider any

automorphism ®: A = A of additive categories.
Then we get a map of connective spectra
a: TK(q)—l) — K(A@[t,t_l])

such that m,(a) is bijective for n > 1.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4] since Lemma implies 1, (E(R, ®)) =0
for n > 0 and hence 7, (NK(Ag[t])) = 7, (NK(Ag[t71])) = 0 for all n > 1. O

We will need later the following consequence of Lemma [7.3] where we can drop
the assumption that A is idempotent complete.

Lemma 7.6. Let A be an additive category. Suppose that A is reqular coherent.

Let ®: A =5 A be any automorphism of additive categories. Denote by J: A —
Nil(A, @) the inclusion sending an object A to the object (A,0).
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Then the induced map
T (K(J)): mp(K(A)) = 7, (K(Nil(A, ®)))
is bijective for n > 1.

Proof. We have the obvious commutative diagram coming from the inclusion A —
Idem(A).

Tn(K(A)) ——————— m(K(Nil(A, 9)))

| |

7 (K (Idem(A))) —— 7, (K(Nil(Idem(A)), Idem(®))).

The left vertical arrow is bijective for n > 1 by Lemma The lower horizontal
arrow is bijective for n > 1 by Lemma [.3] since Idem(.A) is regular coherent by
Lemma IBEI Hence we have to show that the right vertical arrow is bijective for
n > 1. For this purpose it suffices to show because of Lemma that Nil(A, @)
is a cofinal full subcategory of Nil(Idem(.A), Idem(®)). This follows from the fact
that A is a cofinal full subcategory of Idem(.A). O

7.c. Non-connective K-theory. In the sequel define A[Z™] inductively over m
by A[Z™] := A[Z™ 1alt,t7], where A[Z™ 1 iq[t,t7!] is the (untwisted) finite
Laurent category associated to A[Z™ 1] and the automorphism given by the iden-
tity, see Subsection [Z.D]

Lemma 7.7. Let A be an additive category. Suppose that A[Z™] is reqular coherent

for every m > 0. Consider any automorphism ®: A = A of additive categories.
Denote by J: A — Nil(A, ®) the inclusion sending an object A to the object (A, 0).
Then the induced map on non-connective K -theory

K*=(J): K*®(A) = K3 (Nil(A, @)
s a weak homotopy equivalence.
Proof. Fix n € Z. We have to show that 7, (K> (.J)) is bijective. This follows from
Lemma for n > 1 and is proved in general as follows.

From the definitions and the construction in [I3} Section 6], one obtains for every
n € Z a commutative diagram

T (K> (A)) ————— mu (K51 (A, @)

T (K> (A)) ——————— mn (KR (A4, D))

where r o7 = id and j o s = id and these maps are part of the corresponding
(untwisted) Bass-Heller-Swan decompositions. Iterating this, one obtains for every
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m > 0 a commutative diagram

Tn (K> (A)) —————— m (K5 (A, @)

| |

T (K (A[Z™])) —— T n (KR (A[Z™], R[Z7]))

7 (K2 (A)) e 1 (KR (A, @)

where rot = id and jos = id holds. Now choose m such that n+m > 1 holds. Then
the middle horizontal arrow can be identified by construction with its connective
version

Tongm (K(A[Z™])) = 70 (K(NIL(A[Z™], R[Z]))).
Since this map is a bijection by Lemma the upper horizontal arrow is a retract
of an isomorphism and hence itself an isomorphism. ([

Theorem 7.8 (The non-connective K-theory of additive categories). Let A be
an additive category. Suppose that A[Z™)] is regular coherent for every m > 0.

Consider any automorphism ®: A = A of additive categories.
Then we get a weak homotopy equivalence of non-connective spectra

a™: TKoo(q)fl) = K> (Aslt, til]).

Proof. This follows from Theorem ] since Lemma [T.7] implies 7, (E® (R, ®)) =0
and hence 7, (NK*>(Rg[t])) = m,(NK*>(Ag[t~1])) = 0 for all n € Z. O

8. NOETHERIAN ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

Theorem 8.1 (Hilbert Basis Theorem for additive categories).
Consider an additive category A together with an automorphism ®: A = A

(i) If the additive category A is Noetherian, then the additive categories Aglt],
Aos[t™1], and As[t,t™1] are Noetherian;
(i) If the additive category As[t] is Noetherian, then the additive category
Ag[t,t~ ] is Noetherian.
Proof. We only treat Ag[t], the proof for Ag[t™!] is analogous. For Ag[t,t™!]
the claim will follow then from

We translate the usual proof of the Hilbert Basis Theorem for rings to additive
categories. Consider a finitely generated Z.Ag[t]-module N and a Z.Ag [t]-submodule
M C N. We have to show that M is finitely generated. Lemma ISEIimplies that
there is an epimorphisms ¢: mor 4,;(?, A) — N for some object A. If ¢~ (M)
is finitely generated, then M is finitely generated, since f induces an epimorphism
f~1(M) — M. Hence we can assume without loss of generality N = mor 4, (7, A).

Fix an object Z in A. Consider a non-trivial element f: Z — A in N(Z). We
can write it as a finite sum ZZ(:fg fr - t*, where f;,: ®*(Z) — A is a morphism in
A and f45) # 0. We call the natural number d(f) the degree of f and R(f) =
fap): @) (Z) — A the leading coefficient of f. We put d(0: Z — A) = —oo and
R(0: Z — A) =0.

We define now I; as the Z.A-submodule of mor4(?, A) that is generated by
all R(f) with f € M(Z) and d(f) = d for some object Z from A. We have
Ip €I, C I, C --- and define I to be the ZA-submodule (J,;5, 4. As A is by
assumption Noetherian, I and all the I; are finitely generated. Therefore we find
a finite collection of morphisms f; € M(Z;) € mor 4, (Zi, A) such that the R(f;)
generate I. We abbreviate d; := d(f;). Since each f; lies in of the I4-s, we can find
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a natural number dy such that I = I;, = I; holds for d > dy. Hence we can also
arrange for the f; to have the following property: for each d the R(f;) with d; <d
generate I;. We record that R(f;) € I4,(®%(Z;)) C mor 4(®%(Z;), A).

We will show that the f; generate M. Let f € M(Z), f # 0. We abbreviate
d = d(f). We have R(f) € I;(®%(Z)) C mor4(®4(Z), A). We can write

R(f) = Z_ R(f:) o i

with ¢; € mor 4(®4(Z), ®%(Z;) and ¢; = 0 whenever d(fi) > d(f). Set
P; = Q_di(gai) Sgddi ¢ morAd)[t](Z, Z;).
Then

R(Yfioi) = Y RU) e 8 (@ (00) = Y R(fi) o i

Thus d(f -, fiop) < d. Now we can repeat the argument for ' := f—>". fiop.
By induction on d(f) we now find that f belongs to the submodule of mor 4, (1)(7, )
generated by the f;. Hence M is a finitely generated Z.Ag[t]-module.

It suffices to show for a Aglt,t']-submodule M of mor 4, ;-1)(?, A) that M
is finitely generated as Ag[t,t~']-module. For Z € A we have mor 4,1(Z, A) C
mor 4, ¢,¢+-1](Z, A). We define the ZAg[t]-module M’ by

M'(Z) := M(Z) "mor 4,41(Z, A).
Since Ag[t] is Noetherian, we find a finite collection of morphisms f; € M'(Z;) C
M(Z;) € mor 4,[¢,+-11(Zi, A) that generate M’ as an ZAg[t]-module. We claim that
the f; also generate M as an ZAg[t,t ! ]-module. Let f € M(Z) C mor 4, -1(Z, A).
For d > 0 we haveidz t? € mor a1 4-1)(®7%(Z), Z). For sufficiently large d we have
fo(idz t%) € mor 4, (2~4(2), A)NM(®~4(Z)) = M'(®%4(Z)). Thus fo(idz -t%)
belongs to the ZAg[t,t~!]-submodule of M generated by the f;. As (idz -t?) is an

isomorphism in Ag[t,t 1], f also belongs to the ZAg[t,t~]-submodule of M gen-
erated by the f;. O

9. ADDITIVE CATEGORIES WITH FINITE GLOBAL DIMENSION

Let ®: A — A be an automorphism of the additive category A. Let ®: Ay[t] —
As[t] be the automorphism of additive categories induced by ®, which sends the
morphisms > po  fr - t*+ A — B to the morphism > po ®(fi) - t*: ®(A4) — ®(B).
Denote by i: A — Aglt] the inclusion sending f: A — B to (f -t°): A — B.
Obviously we have ® 07 =i o ®.

9.A. The characteristic sequence. Consider a ZAg[t]-module M. Let

e: 1. M — M
be the ZAg [t]-morphism, which is the adjoint of the Z.A-homomorphism id: i*M —
i*M under the adjunction (7). We get for every object A in A a morphism
idg(ay t: A — ®(A)in Ag[t]. It induces a ZAg[t]-morphism M (idga) t): M(®(4)) —
M(A). Since for a morphisms u: A — B in A we have

(idg(B) t) 0 i(u) = (idgmy -t) o (u - %) = ®(u) - t
= (®(u) - 1°) o (idaa) t) = i(P(u)) © (ida(a) 1),

we obtain a morphism of Z.A-modules

(9.1) ot @M S5 i* M.
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By applying i, we obtain a morphism of Z.Ag[t]-modules
a: 1, DM — i M.
The morphism idga) -t: A — ®(A) in Ag[t] induces also a Z-map
B(A): i, ®*i* M(A) = i,i* M(B(A)) — i,i* M(A).

Since for any morphism v = Y2 fx - t*: A — B in Ag|t] we have

(idemy t) o (ka tk>

(1dq>(B) f) ov

ide(p) 1) o (fi - t*)

(fr) - t*H

(
)
(®(fr) - t*) o (ida(a) )

%

0
k=0
0

= 6(z:fk t) (ida(a) 1)

= ®(v)o (idg(a) 1),
we get a ZAg[t]-homomorphism denoted by
B: i P i* M — iy i* M.
Define the so called characteristic sequence of ZAg[t]-modules by

(9.2) 0= i, "M 22 i M S M — 0.

Given an object A € A, (o — 8)(A) is explicitly given by
M(®(?)) ®@zamor g, (A,7) = M(?) ®z4mor4,[;)(A,?),
2® (fi t"t A= 7)o M(idge) t: 7 = ®(2)(2) @ (fi - tF1 A= ?)
@ (R(fi) - " A = 9(7)),
and e(A) is explicitly given by
M(?) ®@zamorg,1(A,?) = M(A), 2@ (u: A—7?) = M(u)(z) = ru.
Lemma 9.3. The characteristic sequence (Q.2) is natural in M and ezxact.

Proof. It is obviously natural in M. To prove exactness, it suffices to prove the
exactness of the sequence of Z.A-modules

(9.4) 0 — i, %" M 275 %i,i* M S * M — 0.
Let N be a ZA-module. We obtain a Z.4-isomorphism

(9.5) S(N): @ (V) = i*iN,

which is defined for an object A in A by the Z-isomorphism

A): @ N(@M(A)) = i*iN(A) = N(?) @z.4 mor 44 (i(4),?)
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sending (zx)k>0 t0 Yo peo® @ (idgr(a) t¥: A — ®F(A)). The inverse of S(N)(A)
sends y® (Z;’io feth: A= 7) 10307 o N(fr)(y). Applying this to N = PO M =
®*i*M and N = i*M, we get identifications

i, M = (@) i M;
k=1

i*ii* M = @H(@F)*i* M.
k=0

Consider natural numbers m and n with m > n. For an object A let the map
Smn(A): (B")*M(A) — (®")*M(A) be the map obtained by applying M to the
morphism idgm 4y -t""": ®"(A) — ®™(A) in Ag[t]. This yields a map of ZA-
modules

Smon: (@) "M — (®")*i* M.
Under these identifications the Z.A-sequence ([@.4) becomes the sequence

—S1,0 0 0 0
ld 75271 0 0
0 id —83,2 0
0 0 id  —sus
0— P @myitm — : : : — P@m)itm
m=1 n=0

id
(d_s10 s20 =) o o

Since Sy p © Sim = Si,n for I > m > n and sy, = id hold, this sequence is split
exact, with a splitting given by

0 id $2.1 83,1 S4,1 tee id

0 0 id 53,2 54,2 0

0 0 0 id 54,3 0

0 0 O 0 id 0

0o 0 O 0 0 0
P ey M —— : : P M «———— M.
m=1 n=0

9.B. Localization.

Definition 9.6 (Local module). We call a ZAg[t]-module M local, if for any object
A in A and any natural number k£ € N the map

M (idgr 4y t"): M(A) — M(®"(A))
induced by the morphism idgx (4) tF: A — ®F(A) in As[t] is bijective.
Let j: Ag[t] = As|t,t!] be the inclusion.

Lemma 9.7. A ZAg[t]-module M is local, if and only if there is a ZAg[t,t71]-
module N such that M and j*N are isomorphic as ZAg[t]-modules.

Proof. Since the morphism idgr ) -t": A — ®%(A) in Agt] becomes invertible

when considered in Ag[t,t™ ], a ZAg[t]-module M is local, if there is a ZAg[t,t~1]-
module N such that M and j*N are isomorphic as ZAg[t,t~1]-modules.
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Now consider a local ZAg[t]-module M. We have to explain how the Z.Ag[t]-
structure extends to a ZAs[t,t!]-structure. Consider a morphism u: A — B
in As[t,t71]. Then we can choose a natural number m such that the compos-

ite A 5 B ®™(B) is a morphism in Ag[t]. Hence we have the Z-
map M ((idgm(p) t™) o u): M(®™(B)) — M(A). Since M is local, the Z-map
M (idgmpy t™): M(®™(B)) — M(B) is a isomorphism. Now define

idem (B) "
_—>

M(id@m,(B) -tnL)71 M((1d<bm(B) .tm,)ou)
IR RN

M(u): M(B) M(®™(B)) M(A).

We leave it to the reader to check that the definition of M (u) is independent of the
choice of m and that we obtain the desired ZAg[t,t~1]-structure on M extending
the given Z.Ag[t]-structure. O

Let M be a ZAg[t]-module. We want to assign to it a ZAg[t, t~1]-module S~ M
as follows. Consider an object A in A. Define the abelian group

STIM(A) = {(l,2) |l € Z,x € M(P'(A))}/ ~
for the equivalence relation ~, where (I, 2o) and (I, 21) are equivalent, if and only if
there is an integer [ € Z with [ < lo, l1 such that the elements M (idgio (4) o=l (o)
and M (idgt (4) 1= (zg) of M(®'(A)) agree. Given a morphism u: A — B
in Ag[t,t~1], we can choose a natural number m such that the composite A %
ld m -t

B 2, $m(B) is a morphism in Aglt]. Define §~L(M)(u): S~ (M)(B) —
S~1M(A) by sending [I, 2] to the class of (I —m, M(@lim((idlbm(B) ™) ou))(z)).
This is independent of the choice of the representative of [, z], since we get for the
different representative (I — 1, M (idg!(p) t)(z))

STHM)([1 = 1, M(idgi () t)(2)])

= [—1-mM@ m((ldzbm(B) ™) ou)) o M(idgt(p) t)(2)]
= [I=1—m, M((idgt(z) t) 0B " ((idgm(p) ™) o w)) ()]
= =1 —m, M((idgr(p) 1) o (idgerm) ™) 0 B " (w)) ()]
= [1=1—m, M((idgi(p) " 0idgi-n(p ) 0 B " (u))(@)]
= (1= 1—m, M ((idgi () t™) 0 ® " (u))(x)]

= STHM)([l, ).

This is independent of the choice of m by the following calculation
—l—(m+1 . m
(1= (m+ 1), M@ " (dgmer () ") 0 u)) ()]
(m+ 1), M@ ™" (dgnis ) 7 0 () ()]
1— m + 1 ((id<1>l(B) .tm-i-l) o Elf(erl)(u)) (ZC)]

-
[
= [l—m—1, M ((idg () t™) 0 (idgi-mp ) 0 B " () ()]
= [l—m—1,M((idgt ) 4™) 0 ® " (u) o (idgi-m(p 1)) (z)]
= [l=m—1, M@ " (idgnp L") 0 T " (u) o (idgi-m(p) 1)) (x)]
= [=m—1, M@ " ((den s tm) u) o (idgi-m (g 1)) ()]
= [l m—1 M(lddﬂ m(B) t)OM( ((1d<1>m(3) ™) o ))(x)}
[

L= m M@ (idom () ™) 0 w) (@)
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We leave it to the reader to check that S™!M(vou) = S~ M(u)o S~ M (v) holds
for any two composable morphisms u: A — B and v: B — C in As[t,t"!] and
S~'M(ida) = idg-1ps(a) holds for any object A in A. Note that the Ay[t]-module
j*S~IM is local by Lemma [@0.7]
There is a natural map of Ag [t]-modules
I:M — j*S™ 1M,

which is given for an object A of A by the map I(A): M(A) — S~'M(A) sending
x to (0,x). We claim that I is a localization in the sense that for any local Ag[t]-
module N and any Ag[t]-homomorphism f: M — N there exists precisely one
Ay [t]-homomorphism S~ f: S71M — N.

Firstly we explain that there is at most one such map S~! f with these properties.
Namely, consider an object A € A and an element [m,z] € S~H(M)(A). If m > 0,
then we compute

(9-8) ST (A (m,a]) = STHA)([0, M(idgm(a) t™)(@)])
= S7(A) o I(A) o M(idgm(a) ") (x)
= f(A) o M(idgma)t™)(z).
Suppose m < 0. Since we have S™1(M)(ida -t~™)(Im, z]) = [0, ], we compute for
[m,x] € STIM(A)
STHN )(idA t_m)OS_lf(A)([mw])
L(@™(A)) 0 STHM ) (id 4 ™) (fm, 2])
= STf(em(A ))([0 z])
L(@™(A)) 0 I(A)(x)
= f(‘I’m(A))(w)-
Since the locality of N implies that S™!(N)(idgm(4) -t™) is an isomorphism, we
conclude
(9.9) STH(A)([m, 2]) = STHN)(ida £7™) 71 o f(2™(A))(2).
Hence S™1f(A) is determined by the equations ([@.8) and ([@.9). We leave it to
the reader to check that it makes sense to define the desired Z 4[t]-homomorphism

~1f(A) by the equations ([@.8) and ([@.9).
The adjoint of I: M — j*S~'M under the adjunction (51)) is denoted by

(9.10) a: j M — STIM.
The adjoint of id;, »s under the adjunction (5.7) is the Z.Ag [t]-homomorphism
(9.11) A M = % j M,

which is explicitly given by M (??) — mor g, :-11(?7,7) ®z4,[4 M(?) sending u €
M(??) to id7» @u. Given an ZAg[t,t~!]-module N, the adjoint of idj«x under the
adjunction (5.7) is the ZAsg[t,t~']-homomorphism
(9.12) p: juj*N — N,
which is explicitly given by N(?) ®z.4, (1 mor a,[t:-11(?7,7) — N(??) sending z @ u
to N(u)(z) = zu.
Lemma 9.13. (i) The ZAg[t]-homomorphism A\: M — j*j. M of (@I is a
localization;
(ii) The ZAg[t, t=t]-homomorphism a: j.M — S™'M of (@I0Q) is an isomor-
phism, which is natural in M ;
(iii) Let N be a ZAg[t,t~']-module. Then the ZAg[t,t= ]-map p: j.j*N — N
of (@I2) is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Let f: M — N be a ZAg[t]-map with a local ZAg[t]-module as target.
Because of Lemma [0.7] there is a ZAg[t,t~!]-module N’ and a Z.Ag[t]-isomorphism
u: N — j*N'. Let the ZAg[t,t!]-map vo: j.M — N be the adjoint of uo f under
the adjunction (57). Because of the naturality of the adjunction (57) we get for

—1

the composite fri%i.M L*v—(’%_j*]\f’ X N that fo)l = f holds. We conclude that

f is uniquely determined by f oA = f from the explicite description of A and from

the fact that for any morphism u: A — B in Aglt,t~!] there is a natural number

such that the composite of u with idgm gy -t™: ®(M) — ®™(B) lies in Ag|t].

Obviously « is natural in M. The naturality of the adjunction (B.7) implies
jfaoA=1.

Since both I: M — 5*S~'M and \: M — j*j,.M a localizations, j*« and hence a
are bijective.

It suffices to show that j*p: 7%j.j* N — j*N is bijective. Assertion applied
to j*N and the naturality of the adjunction (5.7)) imply that j*p: j*N — j*j.j* N is
alocalization. Since idj-n: j*IN — j*N is alocalization, j*p is an isomorphism. O

Lemma 9.14. The functor j.: MOD-ZAu[t] - MOD-ZAy[t,t™'] is flat.

Proof. Because of the adjunction (5.7) the functor j,. is right exact by a general
argument, see [25] Theorem 2.6.1. on page 51]. Hence it remains to show that
for an injective ZAg[t]-map i: M — N the ZAy[t,t ™ ]-map j.i: .M — j.N is
injective. In view of Lemma it suffices to show that S~1'i: S™'M —
S7IN is injective. Consider an object A in A and an element [I,z] in the ker-
nel of S71(i)(A). Since S7Yi([l,z]) = [I,i(®!(A))(z)], there is a natural num-
ber m < [ such that N(idgt ) t™")(i(®'(A))(x)) = 0. Since N(idgi(4)t" ") 0
i(®(A)) = i(@™7H(A)) o M (idgi 4y t™") and i(®™~!(A)) is by assumption injec-
tive, M (idg: (4 -t™*)(x) = 0. This implies [I,z] = 0. O

9.c. Global dimension. Recall that an additive category A has global dimension
< d, if the abelian category MOD-ZA has global dimension < d, i.e., if every
ZA-module has a projective d-dimensional resolution, see Definition

Theorem 9.15 (Global dimension and the passage from A to As[t]). Let A be an
additive category A and ®: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories.
(i) Let M be a ZAs[t]-module. If pdim 4(i* M) < d, then pdim 4 (M) < d+1;
(i) If A has global dimension < d, then Aglt] has global dimension < (d+1).

Theorem [@.15] is a version of the Hilbert syzygy theorem. Its the proof is not
much different from the classical syzygy Theorem for rings. For a more general
version see [15], Corollary 31.1 on page 119].

Proof of Theorem [9.18 Obviously i*: MOD-ZAg[t] = MOD-ZA is faithfully flat
and is compatible with direct sums over arbitrary index sets. Next we show
that i* sends projective ZAy[t]-modules to projective Z.A-modules. It suffices to
show that i* mor 4, 4)(7, A) = i*i. mor4(?, A) is free as a ZA-module for any ob-
ject A. This follows from the Z.A-isomorphism (@5)), since (®*)* mor4(?, A) =
mor 4(?, ®F(A)).

The functor 7,.: MOD-ZA — MOD-ZAs[t] is compatible with direct sums over
arbitrary index sets, is right exact and sends mor4(?, A) to mor,(?7,A). In
particular i, respects the properties finitely generated, free, and projective. Next
we want to show that i, is faithfully flat. For this purpose it suffices to show that
1" o1, is faithfully flat. This is obvious since i* oi, is the functor sending a morphism
f: M — N to the morphism @, cy(®*)*(f): Bpen(®*)*(M) = Bjen(®F)*(f)
under the identification ([Q.3]).
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Now consider a Zg[t]-module M with pdim 4(i*M) < d. Since the Z.A-modules
i*M and ®*i* M are isomorphic, see (O.I)), we get pdim 4(¢*i* M) < d. Since i, is
faithfully flat and respects projective modules, we conclude pdim 4,4 (i«t*M) < d
and pdim 4,y (i,@*i* M) < d. Now Lemma IEEI and Lemma together imply
pdim 4, 1y(M) < (d+1).
|(i1)| This follows directly from assertion |(1)| O

Theorem 9.16 (Global dimension and the passage from Ay[t] to Ag[t,t71]). Let
A be an additive category and let ®: A — A be an automorphism of additive
categories.

i) Let M be a ZAg[t,t~]-module. If we have pdim 7*M) < d, then we
Alt]
get pdimA[m,l}(M) < d;
(ii) If As[t] has global dimension < d, then As[t,t™'] has global dimension
<d

Proof. Let M be a Z[A]s[t,t~']-module satisfying pdim 4 (j*M) < d. The
functor j,: MOD-ZA,[t] - MOD-ZA[t,t~'] is flat by Lemma [0.14l Since it re-
spects the property projective, we get pdim 4, [t,t*l](j*j*M) < d. Lemma
implies pdim 47 ,-1)(M) < d.

This follows from assertion O

10. REGULAR ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

Regularity for additive categories A requires finite resolutions of finitely pre-
sented modules, but not for arbitrary modules. In particular, regularity has no
consequence for global dimension and we cannot use Theorem [0.15in the following
result.

Theorem 10.1 (Regularity and the passage from A to Ag[t]). Let A be an additive
category A and let &: A — A be an automorphism of additive categories. Let [ be
a natural number.

(i) Suppose that A is regular or l-uniformly regular respectively. Then Ag|t]
is reqular or (I + 2)-uniformly regular respectively;
(i) Suppose that A[t] is regular or l-uniformly regular respectively. Then
Ag[t,t71] is regular or l-uniformly regular respectively.

Proof. We know already that A, is Noetherian because of Theorem Iﬂl
Let M be a finitely generated Ag[t]-module. We have to show that it has a finitely
generated projective resolution, which is finite-dimensional or (I 4+ 1)-dimensional.
Since Ayt] is Noetherian, there exists a finitely generated projective resolution of
M, which may be infinite-dimensional. We conclude from Theorem IBEI that
it suffices to show the projective dimension of M is finite or bounded by (I + 1)
respectively. As M is finitely generated, we find a finite collection of elements z; €
M (Z;) with objects Z; from A such that the x; generate M as an ZAg [t]-module.
For d > 0 consider the morphism idz, t*: ®~%(Z;) — Z; in Ag[t] and set z;[d] :=
M(idz, t%)(z;) € M(®~%(Z;)). Let M, be the ZA-submodule of i*M generated
by all z;[d] with d < n. We obtain an increasing subsequence My C My C My C
M, C - of ZA-submodules of i* M with i*M = J,,~c Myn. Let T,,: i*M — ®*i* M
be the following ZA-morphism. For an object Z from A consider idgn(z) t" €
mor 4,4 (Z,®"(Z)) and define Tz: i*M(Z) = M(Z) — ®*i*M(Z) = M(®(Z))
to be M(idgn(z)t"). Let pr,: (") (M,) — (®")*(M,)/(®")"(M,_1) be the
projection. The composite

fot Mo 25 (@7)* (M) 225 (2")* (M,)/(27)" (M1
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is surjective and we write K, for its kernel. We obtain an increasing sequence of
A-submodules Ko C K; € Ky C --- of My. Since A is Noetherian and My is
finitely generated, there exists an integer ng > 1 such that K, = K,, holds for
n > ng. Define gp,: (®™°)*M,,/(®™°)*Mp,—1 — (D™)* M, /(D™)*M,,_1 for n > ng
to be the map induced by ®*(T,,_p,) for n > ng. We obtain for every natural
number n with n > ng a commutative diagram of Z.A-modules with exact rows

fno

0 Ko M, (@70)* My, /(870)* My, 1 —— 0
\: \idMU lgn
0 K, Mo —2" 4 (@7)* M, /(™) Mp_; ——— 0

Hence g, is an isomorphism of Z.A-module n > ng. As ®* is an isomorphism we
have

pdimy 4 M, /M,,_1 = pdimy 4(®")* (M,,/My—1) = pdimy 4(®")* M, /(®")* M,,_1).
Thus for n > ng we have pdimy 4 (M,,/M,_1) = pdimy 4 (Mp,/Mp,—1). We have
the short exact sequence 0 — M,,—1 — M,, — M,,/M,,—1 — 0 and hence get from
Lemma IBZI
pdimy 4 (My) < sup{pdimg 4 (Mp—1), pdimg 4 (M /Mp—1)}.
This implies by induction over n > ng
pdimZ.A(Mn) < Sup{pdimZ.A(Mnofl)v pdimZ.A(Mno /MHO*l)}'
Put
D= sup{sup{pdimZA(Mk) |k=0,1,...,n9 — 1}, pdimZA(Mno/Mno_l)}.
Note that D < oo, if A is regular, and D < [, if A is uniformly I-regular. We get

pdimy 4 <@ Mn) < sup{pdimy 4(M,) | n > 0} < D.
neN

We have the short exact sequence of A-modules

0—>@Mn—>@Mn—>i*M—>0,

neN neN
where the first map is given by (2, )n>0 — (20,1 — x¢.T2, —21, . ..) and the second
by (Zn)n>0 F* oo Tn- We conclude from Lemma BAI[(v)]
pdimy 4(:*M) < D + 1.

Now Theorem implies
This finishes the proof if assertion

[(ii)] We know already that Ay[t, t~!] is Noetherian because of Theorem BII[(ii)} Let
M be a finitely generated Ay[t, ¢ !]-module. We can find a finitely generated free
ZAg[t]-module Fy and a free ZAg[t]-module F; together with an exact sequence

of ZAg[t,t~1]-modules j, Fo ER jeF1 = M — 0. Here we write j for the inclusion
Agt] = Aylt,t71]. By composing f with an appropriate automorphism of j.Fp
one can arrange that f = j.g for some ZAg[t]-homomorphism g: Fy — F;. The
cokernel of g is a finitely generated ZAg[t]-module N and there is an obvious exact
sequence of ZAg[t]-modules Fy Y F, — N — 0. Since the functor jx is flat
by Lemma and respects the property projective, we obtain an ZAg[t,t 1]
isomorphism j,N — M and have dimg, 4, (¢,4-17(J« V) < dimg g, (N). Hence we
get dimg g, [¢1-11(M) < dimg 4,4 (N). This finishes the proof of Theorem I0.1l [
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Remark 10.2. We do not know whether Theorem [[0.Tl remains true if we replace
regular by regular coherent. To our knowledge it is an open problem, whether for
a regular coherent ring R the rings R[t] or R[t,t!] are regular coherent again.

11. DIRECTED UNION AND INFINITE PRODUCTS OF ADDITIVE CATEGORIES

A functor of additive categories F': A — B is called flat, if for every exact
O, pean 2 Fia,) in
B is exact. It is called faithfully flat, if a sequence Ag — A1 2> Ay in A is exact, if

and only if the sequence in F'(Ag) £o, F(4y) RN F(As) in B is exact.

sequence Ay > A; & Ay in A the sequence in F(Ayp)

Lemma 11.1. Leti: A — A’ and j: B — B’ be inclusions of cofinal full additive
subcategories. Suppose that the following diagram of functors of additive categories
commutes

AL B

b

A/ B/
F/

Then
(i) The inclusion i: A — A’ is faithfully flat;
(i) F is flat or faithfully flat respectively if and only if F' is flat or faithfully
flat respectively.

Proof. We first show that F” is exact or faithfully exact respectively, provided that
F is exact or faithfully exact respectively.

Consider morphisms f’: Aj — A} and ¢': A] — A} in A. Choose objects Ay, in
A and morphisms i : A}, — Ay and ry: Ay — A} in A’ satisfying r o iy = ida, for
k=0,1,2. Define f: Ag -+ Ajand g: Ay — As by f =i10f'organd g = iz0g ory.
Then the following diagram of morphisms in A" commutes

4 ! A 2 A,
-
AO f Al g®(ida,; —irory) A2 & Al
e
AL s A s AL

Next we check that the middle row is exact in A4, if and only if the upper row is
exact in A’. Suppose that the middle row is exact in A. Consider a morphism
v': B" — A} in A’ such that ¢’ o v = 0. Choose an object B in .4 and maps
j: B" — B and s: B — B’ with soj = idg,. Then we have the morphism
i10v os: B — A; whose composite with ¢ ® (ida, —i1 07r1): Ay — As @ A; is
zero. Hence we can find a morphism ug: B — Ag with f oug = i3 o v’ o 5. Define
u': B" — A}, by the composite 79 o ug o j. One easily checks that f'ou’ = v'. Hence
the upper row is exact in A’.

Suppose that the upper row is exact in A’. Consider a morphism v: B — A; in
A such that ¢ ® (ida, =41 07m1)ov = 0. Then gov =0 and v = 43 0r; cv. We
conclude

!/ - !/ -
g o(riov)=rgoigog orpov=rgogoigoriov=roogov=re00=0.
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Since the upper row is exact, we can find u': B — A, satisfying f' ouy = 71 o v.
Define u: B — Ag by ip ou’. Then
fou=foigou =i10f ou' =ijoriov=no.
Hence the middle row is exact.
If we apply F” and put i} = F'(iy) and rj, = F'(r), we get rj, 04 = idps(ar)
and the commutative diagram

FI(4Y) _a FI(A}) _— F(4)

Jig lz"l li;@o
F(Ao) el F(Ay) 000 a) T8 py 4y e F(AY)
Jr;, J lm@o

F'(Ap) i Fr(Ay) ity F'(Ap)

and, by the same argument as above, the middle row is exact in B, if and only if
the upper row is exact in B’. We conclude that the functor F’ is exact or faithfully
exact respectively, provided that F' is exact or faithfully exact respectively.

Since both id4 and idg are faithfully flat, this special case shows that both
i: A— A" and j: B — B’ are faithfully flat.

Suppose that F’ is flat or faithfully flat respectively. Then joF = F’ o1 is flat or
faithfully flat respectively. This implies that F' is flat or faithfully flat respectively.
This finishes the proof of Lemma [ITT.11 O

Lemma 11.2. Let A = Uiel A; be the directed union of additive subcategories A;
for an arbitrary directed set I.

(i) The idempotent completion Idem(.A) is the directed union of the idempotent
completions Idem(A;);
(i) Consider !> 1.
Suppose that A; is reqular coherent or l-uniformly regular coherent re-
spectively for every i € I and for every i,j € I with i < j the inclusion
Ai — Aj is flat. Then the inclusion Idem(A;) — Idem(A;) is flat for
every i,j € I with i < j and both A and Idem(A) are regular coherent or
l-uniformly regular coherent respectively;
(i11) Suppose that A; is 0-uniformly regular coherent respectively for everyi € I.
Then both A and Idem(A) are 0-uniformly regqular coherent respectively.
Proof. This is obvious.

If the inclusion A; — A; is flat, then also the inclusion Idem(A;) — Idem(A;)
is flat by Lemma [IT1l In view of Lemma and assertion (i)} we can assume
without loss of generality that each A; and A are idempotent complete. Hence we
can use the criterion for regular coherent given in Lemma in the sequel. We
treat only the case [ > 2, the case [ =1 is proved analogously

Consider a morphism f;: A; — Ap in A. Choose an index ¢ such that f; belongs
to A;. Then we can find a sequence of morphisms

0 A, I Ay It o240 0 g
which is in A; exact at Ay for k =1,2,...,n. It remains to show that this sequence
is exact at A at Ay for k = 1,2,...,n. Fix k € {1,2,...,n}. It remains to show
for any object A € A and morphism g: A — Ay with fx o g = 0 that there exists a
morphism §: A — Agyq with fry1 0g = g. We can choose j € I with i < j such

that g belongs to A;. Since Apy1 ﬁl% Ay ﬁ) Aj_1 is exact in A;, we conclude
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from the assumptions that it is also exact in .4; and hence we can construct the
desired lift g already in A;.

(iii)] In view of Lemma [641[(vi)] and assertion we can assume without loss of
generality that each A; and A are idempotent complete. Now the claim follows

from the equivalence <= |[(iii)c| appearing in Lemma O

Lemma 11.3. Let [ be a natural number. Let A = {A; | i € I} be a collection of
additive categories A; for an arbitrary index set I. Let | be a natural number.

(i) Suppose that each A; is l-uniformly reqular coherent. Then ], Idem(A;)
1s L-uniformly regular coherent;

(i) Suppose that each A; is l-uniformly regular coherent, l-uniformly regu-
lar, reqular coherent, reqular, or Noetherian. Then ®iel A; has the same

property.

Proof. Obviously [];c;Ai inherits the structure of an additive category. Recall
that @, ; A; is the full additive subcategory of [],; A; consisting of those objects
A; | i € I}, for which only finitely many of the objects A; are different from zero.
Obviously

Mdem(PA) = P Idem(A);
i€l el

Idem(J[A:) = []Idem(4)).
el el

Lemma implies that @, ; Idem(A;) and [];.; Idem(A;) are l-uniformly regu-
lar coherent, if each Idem(.A;) is [-uniformly regular coherent. We conclude from
Lemma that @,.; Ai and [[,.; A; are [-uniformly regular coherent, if each
A; is l-uniformly regular coherent.

Analogously one shows that €
coherent.

Next we show that G}ie 1 Ai is Noetherian if each A; is Noetherian. Consider
any object A in @,c; Ai. Choose a finite index set J C I such that A belongs to
P,cs Ai. Let pr: @, ; Ai — @, ; Ai be the projection. Consider two morphism
fo: Ao — A and fi: Ay — Ain @,.; A;. Then fo = f1 holds if and only if
pr(fo) = pr(f1) holds. Hence fo C fi holds in @, A; if and only if pr(fo) € pr(f1)
holds in €,.; Ai. We conclude from Lemma [68 that it suffices to show that
P,c s Ai is Noetherian for any finite subset J C I. But this is an easy consequence
of Lemma again. O

Lemma will be generalized in Lemma [[3.101

ser Ai is regular coherent if each A; is regular

Remark 11.4 (Advantage of the notion [-uniformly regular coherent). The deci-
sive advantage of the notion [-uniformly regular coherent is that it satisfies both
Lemma and Lemma Lemma and Lemma are not true, if
one replaces [-uniformly regular coherent by any of the properties regular coherent,
l-uniformly regular, regular or Noetherian, unless [ is finite.

12. VANISHING OF NEGATIVE K-GROUPS

Theorem 12.1 (Vanishing of negative K-groups). Let A be an additive category,
such that Alty,ta, ..., tm] is regular coherent for every m > 0.
Then K,(A) =0 holds for all n < —1.

Proof. For an additive category B define G{(ZB) to be the abelian group with
isomorphism classes [M] of finitely presented ZB-modules M as generators such that
for each exact sequence of finitely presented ZB-modules 0 — My — M; — My — 0
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we have the relation [My] — [M;] 4+ [Mz] = 0. Define Ky(ZB) analogously but with
finitely presented replaced by finitely generated projective. A functor of additive
categories F': B — B’ induces a homomorphism F} : Ko(ZB) — Ko(ZB') by sending
[M] to [F.M]. It induces a homomorphism F : G{(ZB) — G((ZB') by sending [M]
o [F.M], if F,: MOD-ZAg — MOD-ZApg: is flat. There is the forgetful functor
U: Ko(ZB) — G,(ZB'). If B is regular coherent, then U is a bijection by the
Resolution Theorem, see [20, Theorem 4.6 on page 41]. The Yoneda embedding
induces an isomorphism Ko (B) =N Ky(ZB), natural in B.

Suppose A[t] is regular coherent. We show that A[t,t71] is regular coherent
and K_1(A) = 0. The functor j,: MOD-ZA[t] — MOD-ZA[t,t"!] is flat by
Lemma Let M, be a finitely presented ZA[t,t~']-module. Then we can find
a morphism f: A — A’ in A[t,t!] together with an exact sequence of ZA[t, t'~]-
modules

mOI‘_A[t_rtfll(?, A) f—*) mMOT f[¢,¢—1] (7, A/) — M — 0.
Choose a natural number s and a morphism g: A — A’ in A[t] such that (id 4/ -¢%) o
f = g holds in A[t,t"1]. Since idas -t*: A’ =+ A’ is an isomorphism in A[t, 1], we
obtain an exact sequence of ZA[t,t~!]-modules

j*(morA[t](?, A)) M j*(morA[t](?, AN —= M — 0.

Let N be the finitely presented Z.A[t]-module, which is the cokernel of the ZA][t]-
homomorphism g, : mor 4 (7, A) — mor 41 (?, A’). Since j. is flat and in particu-
lar right exact, we obtain an isomorphism of finitely presented ZA[t,t~!]-modules
j«N =5 M. This implies that the homomorphism 7, : GL(ZA[t) — GH(ZA[t,t71])
is surjective and that A[t,¢~!] is regular coherent since A[t] is regular coherent by
assumption.

Hence we obtain a commutative diagram

Ko(A[t]) —— Ko(A[t,t™'])

u[ k

Ko(ZAJt)) —— Ko(ZAJt, t71])

”l F

Go(ZAJt]) —— Go(ZA[t, 1)),

whose vertical arrows are bijections and whose lowermost horizontal arrow is sur-
jective. Hence the uppermost horizontal arrow is surjective. We conclude from
Theorem [£.2 that K_;(A) vanishes.

Next we show by induction for n = 1,2... that K_,,(A) vanishes for m =
1,2,...,n. The induction beginning n = 1 has been taken care of above. The
induction step from n > 1 to n + 1 is done as follows. One shows using the claim
above by induction for i = 1,2,...,n that A[Z%][t;11,...,t,41] is regular coherent.
In particular A[Z"][t,+1] is regular coherent.

We conclude from the n-times iterated Bass-Heller-Swan isomorphism, see The-
orem [LTl that K_,_1(A) is a direct summand in K_;(A[Z"]). Hence it suffices to
show that K_;(A[Z™"]) is trivial. This follows from the induction beginning applied
to A[Z"]. O

We conclude from Theorem [I0.1] and Theorem [12.1]

Corollary 12.2 (Vanishing of negative K-groups of regular additive categories).
Let A be an additive category which is reqular.

Then K,(A) =0 holds for all n < —1.
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Remark 12.3. As noted in Lemma the Yoneda embedding identifies A with
the category of finitely generated free ZA-modules. If A is Noetherian, then the
category of finitely generated Z.A-modules is abelian. If it is in addition regular
coherent (i.e., if A is regular), then A is derived equivalent to this abelian category.
Schlichting showed in [19, Theorem 6 on page 117] that K_; of abelian categories is
trivial. It follows that for regular A we can obtain Theorem [[2.] from Schlichting’s
result. Similarly, Corollary can alternatively be deduced from [19], Theorem 7
on page 118].

13. NESTED SEQUENCES, THE ASSOCIATED CATEGORIES, AND THEIR K-THEORY
13.A. Nested sequences and the associated categories.

Definition 13.1 (Nested sequences of additive categories). A nested sequence of
additive categories A, is a decreasing sequence of additive subcategories

A2 A DA D
We have two notions of morphisms.

Definition 13.2 ((Pro-)morphisms of nested sequences of additive categories). A
morphism of nested sequences of additive categories F: A, — A’ is a sequence of
functors of additive categories F,: A, — A., for m € N such that F), restricted
to Apmt1 is Fry1.

A pro-morphism of nested sequences of additive categories F: A, — Al is a
functor of additive categories F': Ay — Aj{, such that there is a function N: N - N
with the property that for every m,n € N with m > N(n) we have F(A,,) C A,,.

Obviously a morphism F} defines a pro-morphisms by taking Fy, but not every
pro-morphism comes from a morphism in this way. The composite of two morphisms
and of two pro-morphisms is defined in the obvious way.

Note that a pro-automorphism ¢: A, — A, is the same as an automorphism
of additive categories ®: A =N Ag such that there is a function N: N — N with
the property that for every m,n € N with m > N(n) we have ®(A4,,) C A,, and
A CP(A,).

Definition 13.3 (The sequence category S(A.) and the limit category L£(A,)).
Define the additive category S(A.), called sequence category, associated to the
nested sequence of additive categories A, as follows:

e An object in S(A,) is a sequence A = (A, )men of objects in Ag such that
there exists a function (depending on A) L: N — N with the property that
A, belongs to A; for I,m € N with m > L(l);

e A morphism ¢: A — A’ in S(A,) consists of a sequence of morphisms
Om: Am — A; in Ag for m € N such that there exists a function L: N — N
with the property that ¢,,: A, — A’ Dbelongs to A; for m,l € N with
m > L(1);

e Composition and the structure of an additive category on S(A.) comes
from the corresponding structure on Ag.

Let T(A.) be the full subcategory of S(A.) consisting of objects A, for which
there exists a natural number M (depending on A) with A,, =0 for m > M.

The additive category L(A,), called limit category, is defined to be the additive
quotient category S(A.)/T (A.). Recall that for a full additive subcategory U C B
of an additive category B the additive quotient category B/U has the same objects
as B and that morphisms in B/U are equivalence classes of morphisms in B, where
two morphisms ¢, ¢’ are identified, if their difference ¢ — ¢’ can be factorized
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through an object of U. For L£(A,) this means that morphisms ¢, ¢’ from S(A,)
are identified in L(A,), if and only if ¢, = ¢/, for all but finitely many m.

Obviously S(A.) is an additive subcategory of [],, cy-Ao and is equal to it, if
the nested sequence is constant, i.e., Ag = A,, for m € N. Obviously T (A.) can
be identified with €,y Am. Controlled categories appear for instance in proofs
of the Farrell-Jones Conjecture. In for us important cases controlled categories
correspond to nested sequences of additive categories, where one should think of
the control condition to become sharper the larger the index m gets.

For the notion of a Karoubi filtration and the associated weak homotopy fibration
sequence we refer for instance to [3], and [6l Definition 5.4] or [II Section 12.2].
One easily checks

Lemma 13.4. The inclusion T (As) C S(As) is a Karoubi filtration and we have
the weak homotopy fibration sequence

K®(T(A)) = K®(S(A)) — K®(L(A,)).

Let F': A, — A be a pro-morphisms. It induces functors of additive categories

(13.5) S(F): S(A,) — S(A):;
(13.6) T(F): T(A) — T(AL);
(13.7) L(F): L(A) — L(A),

as follows. We begin with S(F'). It sends an object A = (A;)men to the object
S(F)(A) = (F(Am))men. We have to check that the latter collection defines an
element in S(A,). Recall that there is a function L: N — N with the property that
A, belongs to A; for I,m € N with m > L(l) and that there is a function N: N — N
with the property that for every m,n € N with m > N(n) we have F(A,,) C A,.
Consider the function Lo N: N — N. For m,n € N with m > Lo N(n) we
conclude A,, € Ay and hence F(An,) € F(Anem)) € A,. Hence (F(An))men is
a well-defined object in S(A.).

Given a morphism ¢: A — A’ in S(A,), we can define S(F)(p): S(F)(A) —
S(F)(4’) in S(A.) by the collection (F(m))men. Obviously S(F’ o F) = S(F') o
S(F) and S(id4) = id4 holds. By construction S(F') induces a functor of additive
categories T(F): T(A.) — T(A.). By passing to the quotients we also get a
functor of additive categories L(F'): L(A,) — L(AL).

Note that a pro-automorphism ®: A, — A, induces automorphisms of additive
categories

T(AL);
L(D): L(A) = L(A).

Definition 13.8. We call a function I: N — N admissible, if it has the following
properties

Ilm) < m form € N;
I(m) < I(m+1) for m € N;
limy, oo I(m) = o0.

Let Z be the set of admissible functions. It becomes a directed set by defining for
1,Jel
I<J<=I(m)> J(m)for allm e N.

Note that Z is indeed directed. For I,J € Z define K: N — N by K(m) =
min{I(m), J(m)}. Then K € T and I, J < K holds.
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Lemma 13.9. (i) Let ¢ be a morphism in S(A.). Then there exists an ad-
missible function I € T such that ¢, € Ar(m) holds for all m € N;
(i) Let ¢ be a sequence of morphisms ¢m: Ay — Al in Ag. Suppose that
there exists an admissible function I € T such that ¢, € Ai(m) holds for
allm € N. Then ¢ belongs to S(A.).
Proof. Choose a function L: N — N such that ¢,, belongs to A; if m > L(I).
Define a new function I’: N — N by

I'(m) = max{i € {0,1,...,m} | ¢ € A;}.
It satisfies

I'(m) m for m € N;
l I'(m) forl,m e Nym > L(l),m > [;
¢m S A]I(m) for m € N.

<
<

Define the function I: N — N by
I(m) =min{I'(j) | j € N,m < j}.

Then we get for all n € N

I(m) < m for m € N;
I(m) < I(m+1) form € N;
l < I(m) for l,m,e Nym > L(l),m > [;
Om € Aim) for m € N.

The first three properties imply I € 7.

Suppose that there exists I € T satisfying ¢, € Aj(;) for all m € N. Define
the desired function L: N — N by L(I) = min{m e N |l < I(m)}. O

13.B. Uniform regular coherence.

Lemma 13.10. Consider the nested sequence A, of additive categories Ay 2 A1 2
Ag D ---. Suppose that for the natural number | > 2 each of the additive categories
Ao is l-uniformly regular coherent and that the inclusion A, — A1 is flat for
m € N.

Then S(A.) and L(A.) are l-uniformly regular coherent.

Proof. We first treat S(A,). Let ¢': A' — A” be a morphism in S(A.). Because
of Lemma ilﬂl!] we can choose I € Z with AL A% ol € Ar(m)- By assumption
we can find for each m € N an exact sequence

I Om. 4l-1 %m b 41 91 40
04, —A, .. -—A — A,

in Az(;). We conclude from Lemma that the collection of these sequences
for m =0,1,2... defines a sequence in S(A,)
-1

1 2 1
(13.11) (U SN SN

Finally we show that the sequence (I3.I1)) is exact as a sequence in S(A.). We
have to solve for every j € {1,...,1} the following lifting problem in S(A.).

1 fjJrl ) fj 1
(13.12) A E S

N
N
N 0
N

=

I
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Because of Lemma m we can choose J € Z such By, pi € Aj(m) holds.
Choose K € T with I, J < K. Now consider the following lifting problem in Ag ;)

. pItt Y .
(13.13) AdFL 5 ATy AT
<
1/,: N 'U‘m)[ /
N
By,.
. ¢j+1
As the inclusion Aj () — Ag (m) is flat by assumption, and the sequence Al —m oy

Y . .
Al fﬁ% A1 is by construction exact at A7, when considered in A I(m), it is exact

at AJ . when considered in Ag (). Hence (I3.I3) has a solution vp,: By, — A7t
when considered in Ag(,,). We conclude from Lemma that the collection
of the morphisms v, yields a morphism v: B — A in S(A,). Therefore 7 is a
solution to the lifting problem ([I312) in S(A.). We conclude that (I3I1) is an
exact sequence in S(A,). This finishes the proof of Lemma for S(A.).

The proof for L(A,) is the following modification of the one for S(A.). Let
91: A" — A be a morphism in £(A,). Choose a representative 91: A —» A% in
S(A.). Now one proceeds as above and constructs the sequence (I311)) in S(A.).
However, instead of solving the lifting problem (I312]) in S(.A.) we have to solve
the lifting problem

(1314) AjJrl ?]—H)Aﬂ LAj*l

N
AN _
N B
AN 0
AN

in L(A.). Choose a representative p for fi. There is a natural number M such that
@7, 0l = 0 holds for m > M. We can change the representative y by putting
pm = 0 for m < M and by leaving p,, unchanged for m > M. Now we choose
a solution v, to the lifting problem (I3.13)) in Ag () for m > M. Put v, = 0
for m < M. Then we get a morphism v: B — A’T! in S(A,) such that its class
7: B — A’ in £(A,) is a solution to the lifting problem ([3I4). This finishes
the proof of Lemma [I3.10 O

Example 13.15 (The property Noetherian does not pass to the sequence cate-
gory). The analogue of Lemma for the properties Noetherian, regular, or
[-uniformly regular instead of uniformly [-regular coherent does not hold as the
following example shows. Suppose that none of the A, is the trivial additive cat-
egory. Consider an object A of S(A.) such that A,, # {0} for m € N, and the
ZS(A.)-module

F =morg4,)(2, A).
Define a ZS(A)-submodule V of F' by
V(?) ={¢ € F(?) | IM(¢) € Nwith ¢, = 0 for m > M(¢)}.

Suppose that there exists an object B and an epimorphism f: morg4,y(2, B) — V.
If we write f(idp) = ¥ € V(B), then there must be a natural number M with
Ym = 0 for m > M. This implies that for any ¢ € V(?) we have ¢,,, = 0 for
m > M. This is a contradiction, since M does not depend on ¢. Hence V is not
finitely generated and S(A.) is not Noetherian. This construction yields also a
counterexample for £(A,).
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13.c. The algebraic K-theory of the sequence categories S(A.), 7 (A.) and

L(A.). Given I € Z, define a subcategory S(A.)r of S(A.) as follows. An object

A in S(A.) belongs to S(A.)r, if Ay € Apgm) holds for m € N. A morphism

¢: A — T in S(A.) belongs to S(A.)r, if and only if ¢, € Aj(,,y holds for m € N.
Next we show

(13.16) S(A)r S(Ay)y forI,JeZ, 1< J;
(13.17) S(A) = |JsAor

Iel

N

The first equation is obvious since A4; C A; for ¢ > j. The second follows from

Lemma 3.9
Define analogously the subcategory 7 (A.)r of T(A.). Then we get

(13.18) TA)r C T(A); forI,JeT,I<J;
(13.19) TA) = |JTMA)r
IeT

One easily checks that the inclusion T (A,)r € S(A.)r is Karoubi filtration.
Define

(13.20) LA = S(A)1/T(A)r.
Then we get
(13.21) LA € L(A)y forI,J eI, I<J;
(13.22) LA = LA

IeT

Lemma 13.23.
(i) We get for I,J € T with I < J functors
S(A)r = L(A)
S(A)r — L(A),
and analogously for T and L;

(i) The functors appearing in assertion induce weak homotopy equiva-
lences, natural in A,

hocolimzer K®(S(AL)1) — K®(S(AL));
hocolimrez K*(T (A.)1) = K™ (T(AL));
hocolimrez K®(L(AL)) — K®(L(A,))

Proof. The desired functors come from (I3.16), (I3.18), and (I3:21]).
[(ii)] This follows from of (I317) (319), ((3:22) and [13, Corollary 7.2]. O

Given I € 7, we define @,y Ar(m) to be the full subcategory of [],,cxn Arm)
consisting of those objects A for which there exists a natural number M (depending
on A) satisfying Ap, = 0 for m > M. Let ([T,,enArom))/ (Bmen Arm)) be the
quotient additive category.

Lemma 13.24. Fiz [ € Z. There are weak homotopy equivalences, natural in A,

K*([] Aim) =TI X (Arm);

meN meN

V K*(Am) = KD Army),

meN meN
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and

hocofib(K* (D) Argm)) — K= ([ Areny))

meN meN
E—) K (H AI(m)/@ .A[(m)> .

meN meN

Proof. The first one is weak homotopy equivalence by [4], see also [T, Theorem 1.2],
since the non-connective algebraic K-theory spectrum is indeed an 2-spectrum.
The second one is a weak homotopy equivalence, since @,y Am is the union of
the subcategories @Z:o A; and hence we get a weak homotopy equivalence

hocolim,, oo K (@ Arm)) = K> (@ As(m));
m=0

meN

and the natural map

n

V K(Arim) = K= (D Arim)
m=0

m=0
is a weak homotopy equivalence. The third map is a weak homotopy equivalence,
since the inclusion @,y Arm) € [,nen Arm) is a Karoubi filtration. O

Lemma 13.25. Given I € Z, there are weak homotopy equivalences, natural in

A*,
K> (S(A)r) = HKOO(AI(m));
meN
meN
hocofib(K* (D) Arm) — K= (T Ar)) 2> KX(L(A)1).
meN meN

Proof. The are obvious identifications

H-AI(m) = S(AIr;

meN
B Ay = TAIn
meN
11 Af(m)/@ Army = L(A)r-
meN meN
Now the claim follows from Lema [[3.24] O

As a consequence of Lemma iBPJBi and Lemma [[3.25] we get

Lemma 13.26 (K-groups of S(A.), T(A.), and L(A,)). There are zigzags of weak
homotopy equivalences of spectra, natural in A,

~

hocolim;ez H K"O(A](m)) — KOO(S(A*));
meN

hocolim;cr \/ KOO(AI(W)) & KOO(T(A*));
meN

hocolim;ez <hoc0ﬁb(K°°(@ Arimy) — K= H A](m)))> S OK™®(L(A).

meN meN
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In particular we get from Lemma [13.26] for every n € Z an isomorphism

(13.27) colimi€1<H Kn(AI(m))/@ Kn(AI(m))> > Kn(L(A))).

meN meN
14. THE MAIN TECHNICAL RESULT

14.A. The statement of the main technical result. Fix a natural number r
and a nested sequence of additive categories A.. We have defined the additive
category L(A,) in Definition Suppose that each A, comes with a Z"-action
U: Z" — pro-aut(A,) by pro-automorphisms in the sense of Definition Then
we obtain a Z"-action ®: Z" — aut(L(A.)) on L(A,) see (I37). We obtain a
covariant functor, see for instance [I, Section 9],

K74,y Or(Z") — Spectra.

oo

It determines a Z"-homology theory HZ (— K 20 A*)> with the property that for
every subgroup H C Z" and n € Z we have the natural isomorphisms

HE (27 JHKE 1)) = Kn(L(AL) %g), H)

as explained for instance in [T} Section 9]. The nested sequence of additive categories
A, yields for any natural number d another nested sequence of additive categories
ALZ4 by Ao[Z%) D AL[ZY) D A2[Z4] D ---, where A,,[Z] is the untwisted case
of Definition 23] and we define inductively A,,[Z?] = (A,,[Z971])[Z]. Moreover,
L(A.[Z%) inherits a Z"-action ®[Z%]: Z" — aut(L(A.[Z])).

The main result of this section is
Theorem 14.1. Suppose:

(i) For every natural number d there exists a natural number 1(d) such that
for any natural number m the additive category A,,[Z%) is I(d)-uniformly
regular coherent;

(ii) The inclusion Apmy1]Z9) — An[Z9) is exact for any natural numbers d and
m.

Then the map induced by the projection EZ" — pt
HY (BZT K a,)) = HY (05 KZa,)) = Kn(L(AL) %4 Z7)
is bijective for all n € 7.
14.B. Reduction to the case r = 1.
Lemma 14.2. If Theorem [I].1] holds for r =1, it is true for all v > 1.

Proof. The Farrell-Jones Conjecture is known to be true for Z" and implies that
the map induced by the projection Eyeyc(Z") — pt

HY (Eveye(Z7); K 4.) = HE (06 KT 4.)
is an isomorphism for all n € Z, where Eycyc(Z") is the classifying space of the
family Veyc of virtually cyclic subgroups of G, see for instance [I0]. We also have
the map induced by the up to Z"-homotopy unique Z"-map EZ" — Eycyc(Z").
(14.3) HY (BZ"KF a,)) = HE (Beye(Z7); KZ 4.))-

Obviously it suffices to show that (I4.3)) is bijective for all n € Z. By the Transitivity
Principle, see for instance [I12] Theorem 65 on page 742], this boils down to show
that for any non-trivial virtually cyclic subgroup V of Z™ the map induced by the
projection EV — pt

H (BV KF a)lv) = Hy (06K alv)
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is bijective for all n € Z. Since any non-trivial virtually cyclic subgroup V of Z"
is isomorphic Z, we have reduced the proof of Theorem [I4.1] to the special case
r=1. [l

14.c. Strategy of proof of Theorem [I4.9l We first explain, why the proof of
Theorem [[4.]is more difficult than we had expected and the reader may anticipate.
There are are the following reasons.

e There is no proof of the Devissage Theorem for non-connective K-theory.

We have used the Devissage Theorem for connective K-theory in the proof
of Lemma [Z.3l If Devissage would hold also in the non-connective setting,
the proof of Lemma[7.3 could be extended to the non-connective K-theory
spectrum and hence Lemma [ and Theorem [T.8 would still be true, if we
replace the assumption that A[Z™] is regular coherent for every m > 0 by
the weaker assumption that that A is regular coherent.

Then the stronger version of Theorem [I4.1] where one demands the
conditions only for d = 0, would follow from the version of Theorem
mentioned above, and Lemma [[3.10, and Lemma

Since the known proofs of the Devissage Theorem for non-connective
K-theory make strong assumptions on the underlying categories, which
are not at all true in our case, we cannot argue like this. The consequence
is that we need to make regularity assumptions about A,,[Z4] for all d > 0
and not only for d = 0.

o If the additive category A is regular coherent, it is unknown whether A[Z)
is regular coherent.

It is an open well-known problem, whether for a regular coherent ring R
the ring R[Z?] is again regular coherent. Hence we do not know, whether
for a regular coherent additive category A, the additive category A[Z%] is
regular coherent again.

e The additive category £(A) is not Noetherian and hence not regular.

We have shown that for a regular additive category A, the additive cate-
gory A[Z9] is regular again, see Theorem [[0.1l However, the additive cat-
egory L(A,) is not Noetherian and hence not regular, see Example

e The canonical inclusion £(A.)[Z% — L£(A.[Z%) is not an equivalence of
additive categories for d > 1.

The assumptions on the A,, imply that £(A.[Z]) is regular coherent, but
give us no information £(.A,)[Z%]. For this reason we cannot use the fact
(coming from the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition) that K, (L(AL)) is a
direct summand of K,44(L(A.)[Z%)) to deduce Theorem [IZT] for all n
from the case n >> 0. On the other hand for £(A,[Z%]) we do not have a
Bass-Heller-Swan decompositiorl. But we will exhibit K, (£(A,)) also as
a direct summand of K, 4(L(A.[Z%))) and this will be the main work in
the remainder of this paper. To this end we will check that enough of the
arguments used in [I4] to construct the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition
can also be applied to £(A.[Z9]) and yield the desired direct summand.

14.p. Twisted Laurent categories. Recall the notion of a (twisted) finite Lau-
rent category from Definition 23l Given a sequences of additive subcategories A,
define the new sequences of additive subcategories A.[t*] and A.[t, t*] by replacing
A, by the associated untwisted finite Laurent categories A,,[t*] and A,,[t,t~1].

3The inclusion is bijective on objects, but not on morphisms.
4Tt seems not obvious how a Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition for £(A«[Z%]) should look like
and what the Nil terms should be.
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A pro-automorphism ®: A, — A, defines pro-automorphisms ®[t*]: A.[t*] —
A [tT] and ®[t,t71: ALt,t71] — A.[t,t 1. Define

C(®) = S(A)s@Z);
Clt* (D) = S(At ]) a(t*])[Z];
Clt,t™'(@) = S(A[t,t™)sa—1) 2.

The passage from ® to C(®), C[t*](®), and C[t,t~1](®) is natural. Often we
omit ® from the notation. The set of objects of the categories C(®), C[t*](®), and
C[t,t71)(®) can and will be identified with the set of objects of S(A.) and hence
are independent of ®.

14.E. Induction functors. Next we define a commutative square of additive cat-
egories

(14.4) c[ \* cli]
t=1]

Clt™Y fﬂt,

where the functors g, i+, i—, j—, and j4 induce the identity on the set of objects.
For each additive category A,,.we have a diagram of functors of untwisted Laurent
categories, where all functors are the canoncial ones, see [14], Section 1.4],

i+(Am)

A A [t]
. [ io(Am) J _
i (Am) J+(Am)
-1 -1

This construction is natural with respect to the inclusions A, 11 — A,,. Hence we
obtain a commutative diagram of additive categories

S(AL) S S(AL)
S(i(A*))J N l"’"(”(““*”
S —— o St )

Since it is compatible with the automorphisms of additive categories S(®) of S(A.),
S(®[t*]) of S(AL[tT]), and S(®[t,t71]) of S(AL[t,t7']), it yield the desired dia-
gram (IZ4) in the obvious way.

Note that the diagram diagram (IZ4) is natural in ®: A, — A..

14.F. Formally adjoining infinite direct sums. In [I4] Section 1.3] a functorial
extension A C A" is constructed for every additive category A such that A C A"
is an inclusion of additive categories and in A" the direct sums over a collection of
objects over a countable set is defined. Now define for a nested sequence of additive
categories a functor of additive categories A, given by Ag 2 A; 2 Ay D --- the
nested sequence of additive categories A% by Af O A¥ D A5 D ---. The given pro-
automorphism ¢: A, — A, yields a pro-automorphism ¢": A% — A% by passing
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to ¢*: Af — Af. Define

Q
=
»n

(AD)s@n)[Z];
Cit)* = S(AJT)s(@pex) [Z];
C[tat_l]n = S(A*[tat_l]ﬁ)S(cbﬁ[t,t*l]ﬁ)[Z]-
Note that we are working with A,,[t¥]", which is different from (A%, )[t¥]. The

same comment applies to A, [t,t71]", which is different from (A%,)[t,t71].
The diagram (I4.4]) extends in the obvious way to the diagram, natural in ®.

(14.5) T \ C[t)"
Clt=Y~ #»C[t,t‘l]”.

14.¢. Restriction functors. In [14] Section 1.5] restriction functors are defined
for each additive category A,

O(Ap): At 7" = AR
iT(Am): An[ttl]s — A%
such that they come with adjunctions (io(Am)",i%(Am)), (it (Am)*, it (An)), and
(i—(Am)", i (Ap)). Moreover, everything is natural and in particular compatible
with the automorphisms ®[t,t71]%: Ag[t,t 71" — Ao[t,t1]® and ®[tF]": Ao[tF]* —
Ap[tT]7. Hence these data define analogously to the construction of Subsection T4.H
restriction functors

(14.6) iV Clt,thE =
(14.7) itCtt)r -,

such that we have adjunctions ((ig)",i°), ((i4)%,i"), and ((i_)~,i~). Everything
is natural in ®.

14.H. Truncation functors. Put
Z =71 {—o00,00}.

Notation 14.8 (Truncation for objects). Let A = (Ayn)men and A’ = (A7, )men
be objects in S(A.). Consider elements a = (@ )men and b = (b )men in [ ],y Z.
Define an object in C* by

m € N} ,

b;
Ala, 0] = { D An
kizai

where @Zi:a,_- A, is to be defined to be zero if a; > b; or if we have a; = b; and
b; € {+oo}. Note that the direct sum @Zi:a,_- A, has as entry for k; always the
same object, namely A,,. Since we are working in C*, this definition makes sense
also in the case where a; = —o0 or b; = oco. B

Given an element ¢ € Z, denote by ¢ the element in HmeNZ, whose value at

every m € N is c. Then we get for any object A in C[t,t~!], which is the same as
an object in S(A.),

Z.OA = A[*OO, OO]




46 BARTELS, A. AND LUCK, W.

Given a morphism f: A — A’ in C[t,t!] and a, b, ¢/, and b in [] 7, define the

L meN
C-morphism f[]: Ala,b] — A’[a’, V'] to be the composite

. 1;0
A1) Ala,B] 5 Alzoo, o0 = A 5 Ao, o0] = 4° 5 A’ ),
where i is the obvious inclusion and p is the obvious projection in C*.

The morphism f[]: iA = A[—o00, 0] — i’A’ = A’[—00, 00] agrees with i®f for
a morphism f: A — A’ in C[t,t~1]. If f belongs to C[t*], we abbreviate (i1 f)[] by
f[] again.

Note that (g o f)[] is in general not equal to g[] o f[] and id[] is in general not
the identity. As a typical example, let ﬁ : A — A be the morphism id4 -t and
f~+ A— A be the morphism ids -t~1.Then

(fF o f)]: A0, 0] — A0, ]
is the identity. The map
f71]: A[0, o] — A[0, o0

is given at each m € N by the map @, An — Prey Am sending {uy | k =
0,1,2,...} to {ug1 | K =0,1,2,...}. Since f~[] is not injective, we do not have
fre f~1= (T o I

As another example,

ida[]: A[=00, 0] — A[0, 0]

is given at every m € N by the projection onto the Oth summand ;. ___ Ay —

Ap,.

—0o0

Notation 14.9 (Truncation for chain complexes). If Ct is a C[t]-chain complex
and a,b € [] 7, then we obtain a C*-chain complex C*t[a,b] by defining the

meN
nth chain object to be C)f[a,b] and the n-th differential to be c¢,[]: C;F[a,b] —
Ct_,la,b], if ¢, is the differential of C*. (One has to check that c,[]oc,11][] =0.)

A chain map f: CT — D7 of C[t]-chain complexes induces a C*-chain map denoted
by f[]: CTla,b] — DT[d,¥], provided that o’ < g, i.e., al, < a,, for all m € N,
and b < b hold.

If C~ is an C[t!]-chain complex and a, b € [],,cx Z, define the C*-chain complex
C~[a, b] analogously. A chain map f: C~ — D~ of A[t~!]-chain complexes induces
a C"-chain map denoted by f[]: C~[a,b] — D~ [d/, ], provided that @’ > a, i.e.,
ar, > ap, for all m € N, and b’ > b hold.

Note that Notation 4.9 (in contrast to Notation [4.8]) does in this generality
not make sense for chain complexes in C[t,t7!], e.g., ¢n[] o cat1[] = 0 does not hold
anymore.

14.1. Some basic tools for non-connective K-theory. Recall that we have de-
fined the negative K-theory of an additive category using the delooping construction
based on the Bass-Heller-Swan decomposition of [I3]. In this section we present
another definition based on the non-connective K-theory spectrum associated to
appropriate Waldhausen categories due to Bunke-Kasprowski-Winges [2].

The next definition is taken from [2| Definition 2.1].

Definition 14.10.
(i) The Waldhausen category W admits factorizations, if every morphism in
W can be factorized into a cofibration followed by a weak equivalence; no
functoriality of this factorization is assumed;
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(i) The Waldhausen category W is homotopical, if it admits factorizations
and the weak equivalences satisfy the two-out-of-siz property, i.e., if for

composable morphisms Cj f—1> Ch1 f—2> Cy f—3> Cs in W both f5 o f; and
f3 o fa are weak equivalences, then also f1, f2, f3, and f3o foo f1 are weak
equivalences.

Let Wald™ be the category of homotopical Waldhausen categories. In the sequel
we denote by

(14.11) K*>W: Wald"™ — Spectra
the non-connective K-theory functor constructed in [2, Definition 2.37].

Remark 14.12. Let A be an additive category. Then A becomes a Waldhausen
category, if we define the weak equivalences to be the isomorphisms and the cofi-
bration to be the morphisms f: A — B, for which there exists an object A+ and
an isomorphism u: A @ A+ Z, B such that the composite of u with the canonical
inclusion A — A® AL is f. Note that this Waldhausen category is not homotopical,
as it does not satisfy factorization. So we cannot apply (I4I1) to the Waldhausen
category A.

Let Ch(A) be the Waldhausen category of bounded chain complexes over A,
where a cofibration f,: C, — D, is a chain map such that f,: C,, — D, is a
cofibration in A and the weak equivalences are the chain homotopy equivalences.
Then Ch(A) is homotopical thanks to the mapping cylinder construction. Hence
we can apply (IZTIT)) to the Waldhausen category Ch(.A) and can consider its non-
connective K-theory spectrum KW (Ch(A)).

More generally, if A is an exact category, then the Waldhausen category Ch(.A)
can be defined analogously and is homotopical.

Suppose that W is a category with cofibrations and that W is equipped with
two categories of weak equivalences, one finer than the other, vV C wW. Thus W
becomes a Waldhausen category in two ways. Suppose that in both cases W is a
homotopical Walhausen category. Let W™ denote the full subcategory of W given
by the objects C' in W having the property that the map C — pt belongs to wWW.
Then WY inherits two Waldhausen structures, if we put vW" = W* N vW and
wW? = W* NwW. Both yield homotopical Waldhausen categories.

Theorem 14.13 (Fibration Theorem). Under the assumptions above we get a weak
homotopy fibration of spectra

K>V WY ow®) — KWW, oW) — KWW, wW).
Proof. This follows from [2] Theorem 2.35]. O

Theorem 14.14 (Cisinski’s Approximation Theorem). Let F': Wy — Wi be an
exact functor of homotopical Waldhausen categories. Assume:

(i) An arrow in Wy is a weak equivalence in Wy, if and only if its image in
Wi is a weak equivalence in W ;

(i) Given any object Cy in Wy and any map f: F(Cy) — Cy in Wy, there
exists a commutative diagram in YW

F(Co) —L 0
F(u)l va
F(Do) —— Dy

for a morphism u: Cy — Dy in Wy and weak equivalences v: C; — Dq
and w: F(Dg) — Dy in Wy.
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Then the map of spectra KW (F): KWV (W,) = KWV W,) is a weak ho-
motopy equivalence.

Proof. This follows from [2] Theorem 2.16]. O

Theorem 14.15 (Cofinality Theorem). Let I: Wy — Wi be the inclusion of a full
homotopical Waldhausen subcategory Wy into a homotopical Waldhausen category
Wi. Assume:

(i) The functor F admits a mapping cylinder argument, i.e., for every mor-
phism f: Cy — C1 in W1 such that Cy belongs to Wy and C is the target
of a weak equivalence with some object in Wy as source, there is a factor-
ization in Wi

ol
such that C' belongs to Wy and f" is a weak equivalence;

(i) The category Wi is dominated by Wy, i.e., for any object Cy in Wy there
exists an object Cy in Wy and an object Cy in Wy and morphisms r: Cy —
Cy and i: C) — Cy such that r oi is a weak equivalence.

Then KW (I): KW (W,) — KWV (W) is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof. This follows from [2| Theorem 2.30] and the fact that on the level of stable
oo-categories non-connective K-theory is inverting the passage to the idempotent
completion. O

For the proof of the following result we refer to [11, Theorem 18.17].

Theorem 14.16 (The weak homotopy fibration sequence of a stable Karoubi fil-
tration for K-theory in the setting of Waldhausen categories). Let A be a additive
category and i: U — A be the inclusion of a full additive subcategory. If the additive
category A is stably U-filtered, then

KW (Ch()) — K=V (Ch(A)) — K=V (Ch(A/U))

is a weak homotopy fibration of non-connective spectra, where KW has been de-

fined in (LI,
The proof of the next result can be found in [IT, Theorem 18.33].

Theorem 14.17 (Gillet-Waldhausen zigzag for non-connective K-theory). There
is a zigzag of weak homotopy equivalences, natural in A, from the non-connective
K -theory spectrum K°WV (Ch(A)) in the sense of Bunke-Kasprowski-Winges [2] to
the non-connective K -theory spectrum K (A) in the sense of Lick-Steimle [13].

14.3. The projective line.

Definition 14.18 (Projective line). We define the projective line X to be the
following additive category. Objects are triples (CT, f,C™) consisting of objects
C* in C[tT] and C~ in C[t~] and an isomorphism f: j(CT) — j_(C~) in C[t,t~].
A morphism (¢, 97): (C*,f,C7) — (D*,9,D7) in X consists of morphisms
eT:CT — DT inC[t]and ¢~ : C~ — D~ in C[t!] such that the following diagram
commutes in C[t, 7]

J+(CH) == -(C7)

j+(w+)l \j(s@)

j+ (D) —— j_(D").
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Let
(14.19) KX x = CittY

be the functor sending (C*, f,C™) to C*.

The category X is naturally an exact category by declaring a sequence to be
exact, if and only if becomes (split) exact both after applying kT and k~. With
this exact structure we obtain the structure of a homotopical Waldhausen category
on Ch(X). Hence KW (Ch(X)) is defined, in contrast to K> (X') which does not
make sense, since X is neither an additive category nor a homotopical Waldhausen
category.

The next theorem will be a main ingredient in the proof of Theorem [[4311

Theorem 14.20 (The algebraic K-theory of the projective line). Consider the
following (not necessarily commutative) diagram of spectra

K=Y (Ch(k™))

K>W(Ch(X)) K>W(Ch(C[t']))
K”’W(Ch(lﬁ))J lK‘”’WCh((j))
K>V (Ch(C[t])) KW (Ch(C[t,t~1])).

KW (Ch(j4))

There is a natural equivalence of functors T': jy o kT =N j— o k™, which is given
on an object (A, f, A7) by f. It induces a preferred homotopy K°V (Ch(jy)) o
KW (Ch(kt)) ~ K®W(Ch(j_)) o K®*W(Ch(k™)).

Then the diagram above is a weak homotopy pullback, i.e., the canonical map
from KW (X) to the homotopy pullback of

KW (Ch(Cli1])
lKM’WCh((j))

K>V (Ch(C[t])) =Y ChG) K>V (Ch(C[t,t™1])).

s a weak homotopy equivalence.

For the proof of Theorem [[4.20, we can use the ideas of [I4, Section 5] taking
into account that meanwhile the basic tools appearing in [14] Section 4] have been
proved also for non-connective K-theory.

In the first step of the proof of Theorem we replace the additive category
C[t] by a larger exact category ) with equivalent K-theory. It is defined as fol-
lows: An object of ) is a triple (AT, f, A) consisting of objects AT in C[t] and
A~ of C[t,t7!] and an isomorphism f: j4 AT — A in C[t,t!]. A morphism from
(AT, f,A) to (BT,g,B) is a morphism ¢*: AT — BT in C[t] and a morphism
¢: A — Bin C[t,t71] such that diagram in C[t, ¢

J+ (A1) L,

A
j+(<ﬂ+)l [‘P
B

J+(BT) ——

commutes. Note that ¢ is determined already by ¢'. The category ) is exact in
the same way as X is. Note that X and ) have the same set of objects but )
contains more morphisms, since in contrast to X we do not require that ¢ belongs
to C[t™1].
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Lemma 14.21. The functors
a:Clt] =Y, A~ (A,id,j_A)

and
b:Y = Clt], (AT f,A7)— AT
are exact. The composite b o a is the identity and the composite a o b is naturally

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

K>V (Ch(a)): K=WV(Ch(C[t])) — K>W(Ch()));
K>V (Ch(b)): K>WV(Ch()) = K>W(Ch(C[t]).
Proof. 1t is clear that the functors are exact. Obviously b o a is the identity. The
composite @ o b is naturally isomorphic to the identity functor: the isomorphism in
Y at the object (AT, f, A) is given by (id, f): (AT,id, j+ A™) = (AT, f,A). This
implies K(a) o K(b) ~ id. O

Denote by
EF:x—=Y
the inclusion functor, and define
§': Ch(Y) = Ch(C[t,t™']), (AT, f A)— A.
Then the square

Ch(x) — ) cheprY
____c

Ch(k’)\ JCh(

(G
)
Ch(Y) h(C[t, t~1])

Ch(i")
is strictly commutative, and we are going to show that it induces a weak homo-
topy pullback after applying K>W. To show that the square is a weak homotopy
pullback on non-connective K-theory, we are going to show that the horizontal ho-
motopy fibers of KW (Ch(k™)) and K>V (Ch(j")) agree up to weak homotopy
equivalence.

Let wCh(X) be the subcategory of Ch(X) consisting of all chain maps, which
become after applying Ch(k~) weak equivalences in Ch(C[t~!]). Let Ch(X)% be
the full subcategory of Ch(X) of all objects, which are w-acyclic. In other words, an
object (C, f,C~) belongs to Ch(X)®, if and only if C~ is contractible as an C[t~1]-
chain complex. Similarly, denote by wCh(}) the subcategory of all morphisms f

such that Ch(j’)(f) is a chain homotopy equivalence in Ch(C[t,t~}]), and adopt
the notation Ch())™ for the w-acyclic objects.

Lemma 14.22. The maps
KW (Ch(k™)): KW (Ch(X),w) — K>W(Ch(C[t™]));
K>W(Ch(j")): K*W(Ch(Y),w) — K=V (Ch(C[t,t™1])),
are homotopy equivalences.

Proof. We want to apply the Cisinki’s Approximation Theorem [ZT4 We give
the details only for K°>W(Ch(k™)), the analogous proof for K°W(Ch(j)) is left
to the reader. We have to verify the conditions and appearing in Cisinki’s
Approximation Theorem [[4.14
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A morphism f in Ch(X) is by definition in wCh(X), if and only if Ch(k™)(f)
is a chain homotopy equivalence in Ch(C[t~!]). This takes care of condition [(i)] for
KW (Ch(k™)).

Next we deal with condition Consider an object (CT, f,C~) in Ch(X) and
a morphism ¢~ : C~ — D~ in Ch(C[t™!]). We will extend ¢~ to a morphism

o= (pT,¢7): (CT,f,C7) = (D", 9,D7)

in Ch(X). If we have achieved this, we are done by the following argument. Note
that ¢ = (p*, ™) is a morphism in Ch(X) projecting to ¢~ under Ch(k~). Then,
factorizing ¢ = p o4 into a cofibration 1 followed by a weak equivalence p (using
the mapping cylinder), we can write ¢~ = pu~ o Ch(k™)(¢), where 1 is a cofibration
and p~ is a weak equivalence, as required in condition

The construction of Dt and ¢™ require the following preparation.

Consider an object A € S(A.) and an element k = {k,, | m € N} € [[, cnZ.
Define a morphism t*: A — A in S(A.[t,t7Y]) by (t*)nen, where tFm: A, — A,
is the obvious morphism in A,,[t,#~!] determined by t*=. We can and will regard
tE: A — A also as a morphism in C[t,t~!]. One easily checks for any morphism
f: A= BinCl[t,t~'] that tho f = fotk holds. Moreover we have tATE — thoth for
k+FE' defined by the componentwise addition in [],, .y Z and & = id for 0 € [],,cnZ
given by the element which has zero as entry for the component for m € N. The
following property is important for us. Given a morphism f: A — B in C[t,t71],
there exists k; € [[,,cn % such that for every k € [],,cny%Z with k > k; we have
tE o f in C[t], where k > k; is to be understood componentwise.

Choose a natural number N such that C;, = D;, = 0 for |m| > N. Consider
k € [],,enZ. For any integer n define n - k to be the element, whose i-th entry is
n - km. Then we obtain the following commutative diagram in C[t,¢™!]
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id id
0 0 0
T t&oap;]ofN " 1k .
CN DN DN
[ t&odE dy
X t*Eopy _0fn_1 > 2k >
C’Nfl DNfl DNfl
E_g— _
CN-—1 tHody dy_q
k_g— _
CtN+1 tod” N4y d” N4
+ tzN'EC’(P:N+1Of7N+1 _ t—2NE _
C*N+1 —N+1 D*N+1
+ kog— -
clngt t Od7N+1 d—N+1
¥ t(2N+1)'EOW:Nof—N v 4—CN+D)-k v
C—N DfN DfN
0 0 0
id id
0 0 0
0 0 0

where the left column is the chain complex C'T, the right column is the chain com-
plex D~ and the middle column is obtained from D~ by composing each differential
with t£. Since there are only finitely many objects and morphisms in the diagram
above, which are different from zero, we can choose k such that each horizontal
arrow from the first column to the second column and each vertical arrow in the
middle column belong to C[t]. Hence the middle column defines a chain complex
DT over C[t], the horizontal arrows from the left column to the middle column
define a chain map ¢: Ct — DT over C[t] and the collection of the morphisms
from the middle column to the right column define a chain homotopy equivalence
g: DT — D~ over C[t,t™!]. By construction we have j_(¢~)o f = go ji(pT).
This finishes the construction of the desired morphism ¢ and hence the proof of
Lemma O

Theorem 14.23. There are weak homotopy fibration sequences
KW (Ch(X)") — K>V (Ch(X)) — K=V (C[t™1));
KW (Ch())*) — K=WV(Ch(Y)) — K=V (C[t,t7]).
Proof. We give the details only for the first sequence, the analogous proof for the
second one is left to the reader.
We apply the Fibration Theorem in the case W = Ch(X), w as described

above and v the structure of weak equivalences coming from chain homotopy equiv-
alences. The necessary conditions appearing in the Fibration Theorem [[4.13 are
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satisfied by [14, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 4.12]. Thus we obtain a weak homotopy
fibration of spectra

KW (Ch(x)¥) — KWV (Ch(X)) = KWV (Ch(X),w).
Because of Lemma we obtain a weak homotopy fibration
K>WV(Ch(Xx)") — K>V (Ch(X)) = K*>WV(Ch(C[t™'])).

Lemma 14.24. The functor k' induces a weak homotopy equivalence
K>V (Ch(X)") = KW (Ch(Y)™).

Proof. Again we will use the Cisinki’s Approximation Theorem [ZI4 We have
to verify the conditions and appearing in Cisinki’s Approximation Theo-
rem [[4.14

Let

(14.25) jeot L o

j+w+l \jﬁﬁ

jy DY ——j_ D~
represent a morphism in Ch(X)%, which maps to a weak equivalence in Ch())™.
Then ¢T is a chain homotopy equivalence in C[t] and ¢~ is a chain homotopy
equivalence in C[t,t~!]. By assumption, C~ and D~ are contractible in C[t7!], so
¢~ has to be an equivalence in C[t~1]. Tt follows that the morphism given by ([I£25)
is a weak equivalence in Ch(X)" already. This takes care of condition |(i)]
It remains to check condition Suppose now that

(14.26) jpot Lo

M

jy Dt —— D~
represents a morphism in Ch())" satisfying (Ct, f,C~) in Ch(X)“. We have to
factor this morphism through a map in Ch(X)"™ (which we may then replace by a
cofibration using the mapping cylinder) and a weak equivalence in Ch(Y)™.

Note that the morphism ¢~ is a chain homotopy equivalence in C[t,t~!], as both
C~ and D~ are contractible in that category by assumption. We conclude from [14]
Lemma 3.1 (ix)] that there is a chain isomorphism of the shape

(“0 y) . C"®E>SD oF,
T oz
where E and E’ are elementary chain complexes in C[t,t!], or even in C, since

both categories have the same objects.
For appropriate k € HmeN Z, the commutative diagram

j+C* d o
( kj+so+ >l g lop™ gloy) ™' [<1>
BFozof ( thk oz tﬁoz> 0
Jj+DT @ igFE’ C~ @ iE

o o) jw )

j+D*
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provides the desired factorization of (I4.28]). O
Proof of Theorem [14.20} Theorem follows from Lemma [[4.27] Lemma [14.23]
and Lemma O

14.x. The global section functor. Recall that we have defined truncation func-
tors in Subsection [[4.Hl

Definition 14.27 (Global section functor). The global section functor
I': Ch(X) — Ch(C")
sends an object (CT, f,C™) to the C*-chain complex
27" cone(f[]: CT[0,00] = C7[1,00]).

A morphism (p*,07): (CT, f,C7) = (D*,9,D7) of Ch(X) is sent to the mor-
phism in Ch(A") obtained from the commutative diagram (using the trivial homo-

topy)
£

C+[O’oo] C_[—l,OO]
w*[]l lw[]
D0, 0] D~ [-1,00].

gll
Note that f[] is indeed a chain map, as it is the composite of the three chain maps

. o .
CF[0,00] My 0H =00, 00] L 0 [—00,00] s 011, 00] Let CRM(C)
Ch(Idem(C*)) be the full subcategory of homotopy finite chain complexes over
Idem(C") , i.e., chain complexes over Idem(C"), which are homotopy equivalent to
a bounded chain complex over Idem(C).

It follows from [14, Lemma 3.5] that this category is closed under pushouts along
a cofibration, so it is a Waldhausen subcategory of Ch(Idem(C*)). The Approxi-
mation Theorem [IZ.T4 of Cisinski shows that the inclusion I(C): Ch(Idem(C)) —
Ch™(C) induces an equivalence

(14.28) KW (1(C)): K®V(Ch(Idem(C))) = K>V (ChM(C))
on non-connective K-theory.

Lemma 14.29. (i) The functor T' is Waldhausen ezxact (for the canonical
Waldhausen structures);

(ii) For any object (C, f,C™) of Ch(X), the chain complex given by the pro-
jective line T(Ct, f,C~) € Ch(C*) C Ch(Idem(C")) is chain homotopy
equivalent to an object in Ch(Idem(C)).

Thus, T' defines a Waldhausen ezxact functor

I'(C): Ch(X) — ChM(C).
Proof. It is not hard to check using [T4] Section 4.1] that the two functors
k*: Ch(X) — Ch(C[t*!]) are Waldhausen exact. The restriction functors from
Ch(C[t]), Ch(C[t™1]) and Ch(C[t,t!]) to Ch(C*) are defined on the level of additive
categories and hence are Waldhausen exact. Taking cones and suspensions is also
Waldhausen exact.

Write the morphism £, ': C;f — C, in C[t,t71] as a sum Z?::an fulln] - st
for appropriate morphisms f,[l,]: S(®[t,t71])"(C,;) — C;F in S(AL[t,t71]). Note
that fu[ln] = (falln]m)men for appropriate morphisms fy[ln]m: @ ((C )m) —
(CF)m in Ap[t,t71]. Now choose for n € Z, l,, € Z, and m € N a natural number
Fen[l]m such that we can write f, [ln]m = 32 o llm Falln)m i, m] - timinm

jn,ln,,m,—fkn[ln]m

for appropriate morphisms f,[ln)m[jn.1, m]: 7 ((CF)m) — (C)m in Ag. Since
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C* and C~ are bounded, there exists a natural number N such that C;; = 0 and
Ct =0 holds for |n| > N. Hence we get for every n € Z with |n| > N and every
m € N that (C; ), = 0 and (C}),, = 0 hold. Now define for m € N a natural
number k; by

km =1+ max{kp[ln)m | —N <n < N,a, <, <b,}.

This definition makes sense since the set UiV:_N{ln €Z | a, <l, <b,}is
finite. Note that k,, depends only on m, in contrast to ky[l,]m. We conclude that
Fulln]m = Z?y’:;’lmszmﬂ Fallalm[dni, m] - t/tnm holds for every m € N.

Define k € [],,cn Z by the collection {kp, | m € N}. Then f~![]: C~[=o00, 0] —
C [k, 0] factorizes as

C =00, 00] T O [k, o)

and the composite

C* [k o) 2 0 [1,00) 15 €[l o)
is the identity map.
Hence over Idem(C*), the chain complex C'~[1, 00| splits as

C7[1,00] = CT [k, 00] & R,

where R, is given by (C,, [1, o0],id —p,,) for the projection

pn: C7[1,00] 25 CF [k, 00] 2 (1, 0],

Since the composite

-1

C2-ky00] T 0 [k, 00] T (2 ko0
is the identity, id —p,, restricted to C'~[2 - k, 0] is trivial. Hence we can find a
projection ¢, : C,;[1,2-k—1] — C,[1,2-k—1] such that R,, and (C,, [1,2-k—1],qn)
are isomorphic. Since C}; [1,2-k— 1] belongs to C, R, is isomorphic to an object in
Idem(C) for every n € Z. This implies that the bounded Idem(C*)-chain complex R
is isomorphic to a bounded Idem(C)-chain complex. We obtain an exact sequence
of Idem(C")-chain complexes

0 —— CT[k,00] —— CT[0,00] — CT[0,k— 1] —— 0
lid lf[] [g
0 —— C* [k, 00] —1L5 0 [1, 00] —~ R 0

where 7y, : C;[1,00] = R, is the canonical projection given by id —p,, and g is the
induced map on the quotients. We conclude that X~ cone(— f[]) ~ X~ cone(g),
which is isomorphic to a chain complex in Idem(C). Hence I'(CYt, f,C~) belongs
to Ch™M(C). 0
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14.L.. Embedding lower-K-theory in higher K-theory. For k € Z and a spec-
trum E, let ©*E be the spectrum obtained by shifting, i.e., (X*E),, = E,_j. Let

(14.30) dE): 2 'S AE—-E

be the weak homotopy equivalence, natural in E, which is given in dimension n by
the n-th structure map of E. Let i: S! — S' v S! be the pinching map. For a
spectrum E, define a map of spectra

V:SISLAE = (STTSLAE) V(2715 AE),
natural in E, by

i+/\En+1
RAE AL

(X'SLAE), =S} AEpi (S*v SYHY, AE,
S (SLAEn1)V(SLAEp1) = (B7'SLAE), V(27151 AE),.

The next theorem essentially says that 5_1Ir AK>W(Ch(C)) is up to weak homo-
topy equivalence a retract of KW (Ch(C[t,t1])).

Theorem 14.31. There is a diagram of spectra
SLAK>W(Ch(C))

~ idS}r Ad(K>=WY(Ch(C)))

SLA (57151 AK=W(Ch(C)))

.

s

H(C) d ST A (27181 AK=W(Ch"(0))),

~ | f

K>W(Ch(C[t,t71]))

such that the triangle commutes up to a preferred homotopy h and the maps marked
with ~ are weak homotopy equivalences. Moreover, everything including the pre-
ferred homotopy h is natural in .

For its proof we need the next Lemma [[4.33]
We define for j = 0,1 a functor of additive categories

(14.32) Lj:C— X

as follows. The functor L;(C) sends an object C' in C to the object (C,tL,C) in
X, where j € [],,cyZ is given by the constant function I — Z with value j. A
morphism u: C' — C’ in C is sent to the morphism from (C,tZ, C) to (C’,t2,C") in
X given by the morphism j; (u): C — C in C[t] and the morphism j_(u): C — C'in
C[t™']. Let J(C): C — Idem(C) and I(C): Ch(Idem(C)) — Ch™(C) be the obvious
inclusions and 0: Ch(C) — Ch™(C) be the constant functor with value the chain
complex, all of whose chain objects are 0.

Lemma 14.33.
(i) There is a natural equivalence of functors Ch(C) — Ch"(C)

Ty: I(C) o Ch(J(C)) = T' o Ch(Ly),

which is natural in ®;
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(ii) There is a natural equivalence of functors Ch(C) — Ch™(C)
T1: 0 =T o Ch(L),

which is natural in P;
Proof. Fix an object C' in Ch(C). Then I'(Lo(C)) is by definition

2" cone(id[]: C[0,00] = C[1, o0]).
We have the obvious split exact sequence in Ch(C*)
0 C[0,0] Y €10, 00] s C[1, 00] 0.
It induces a chain homotopy equivalence in Chhf(C )

To(C): C = T(Lo(C)).

(ii)| Fix an object C' in Ch(C). Then I'(L1(C)) is by definition
7" cone(t{]: C[0, 00] — C[1,00]).

The chain map t[]: C[0,00] — C[1,00] is a chain isomorphism, its inverse is
t=1[]: C[1,00] — C[0,00]. Hence I'(L;(C)) is contractible and we obtain a chain
homotopy equivalence in Chhf(C )

T1(C): 0 = T(Lo(C)).
O

Proof of Theorem[I7.31] Denote by * the trivial spectrum. Consider the following
diagram of non-connective spectra

x S AK*W(Ch(C)) x
v

(S AK*W(Ch(C))) V (S ANK=>W(Ch(C)))
b* b~

S AK=W(Ch(ClH)) —2— § AK=W(Ch(X)) —2— S AK=W(Ch(C[t~1))

SAK®W(T)

e S AK®WV(Ch"(C) —————— %

where we abbreviate S = X718, u: ST — S* sends z to 27!, and the maps a and
b* are given by

a = (E’lidsi/\K(Ch(Lo)))\/(E’lu/\KOO*W(Ch(Ll)));
b* = X7 lidgs AK>W(Ch(k")).

Note that u is a base point preserving selfmap of S' of degree —1. Fix a pointed

nullhomotopy for the composite S! L 8ty 8t ldSl—vu> S1. Since k% o Ly and
k% o L, agree, both are equal to with i*, the upper left square and the upper
right square commute up to a preferred homotopy, natural in ®. The lower left
and the lower right square commute. The homotopy pushout of the upper row is
SIA(EISLAK™W(Ch(C))) and of the lower row is SLA (21 SLAK™W(Ch"(C)).
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Let HP(C) be the homotopy pushout of the middle row. Then we get from the
data above maps of spectra
s: SLA(E71SL AK™Y(Ch(C))) — HP(C);
r: HP(C) — S} A (Z71SLAK=WY(ChM(0))).
The canonical inclusion J(C): C — Idem(C) induces a weak homotopy equiv-
alence KW (Ch(J(C))): K==W (Ch(C)) = K>W(Ch(Idem(C))). This follows
from Theorem [[4T5, where the elementary proof that the conditions appearing

in Theorem [I4.17] are satisfied is left to the reader. Define the weak homotopy
equivalence

St 5151 AK®W (Ch(J(C
N ORIGIS Sa e (s)) I

Si A (E7151 AK™WY(Ch(Idem(C))))

idg1 AZTt idg1 AK>®WV(I(C))

SEA(2718E AK=WY(ChM(0))),

where KW (I(C)) is the weak homotopy equivalence of (TZ28).
The composite

ros: S} A(Z7ISLAK®WY(Ch(C))) — SLA (2715 AK>W(ChM(C)))

is homotopic to i by Lemma [[4.33] From the commutative diagram

57181 AK>W(Ch(Ct])) < KW (Ch(C[{]))
»-t idS}r AKW’W(Ch(H)ﬁ /[K‘X”W(Ch(k+))
%151 AKW(Ch(X)) d KW (Ch(X))
»-! ids1+ AK”’W(Ch(k))\ [KN'W(Ch(k))
2181 A KW (Ch(C[t™}])) ——F—— KW (Ch(C[t™]))

and Theorem [T4.20, we obtain a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra, natural in
P

3

f: HP(C) = KW (Ch(C[t,t™1])).

We get from the weak homotopy equivalence d(K*V(Ch(C))) of (IZ30) a weak
homotopy equivalence

idgi Ad(K>W(Ch(C))): S} A (2718} AK™W(Ch(C))) = S5 AK>W(CR(C)).

This finishes the proof of Theorem [I4.31] d

Next we repeat the same construction in the easy case, where we do not take
the automorphisms ® into account. So, given A, we define additive categories

C = S(A);
Clt5] = S(A[H]);
Clt,t™"] = S(AJLtY),

induction functors fitting in a commutative dagram
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additive categories

)
~
i
=

=

I

92}

—

>

~

i
—

&

~

and restriction functors

~

?O:C[t,t_l]”” — 5”;

E O Cn,

such that we have adjunctions ((i0)*,i%), ((ix)",i"), and ((i_)*,7~). There is
an obvious definition of the projective line X and of the global section functor
T % s CR(GR)

Now analogously to the proof of Theorem [I4.31] one can show

Theorem 14.34. There is a diagram of spectra

ST AK®W(Ch(C))
~|idg1 Ad(K="WY ()

~

SLA(ETISE AKWY(Ch(C)))

B

)
/

~ -~

HP(C) SL A (27181 AK=WY(Ch"(C))),

-

~

=)

~

KW (Ch(C[t,t1]))

such that the triangle commutes up to a preferred homotopy h and the maps marked
with ~ are weak homotopy equivalence. Moreover, everything including the preferred
homotopy h is natural in .

There are obvious inclusions [: C — C, I[t¥]: C[t¥] — C[t¥], and [[t,t~1]: C[t,t~}] —
C[t,t71]. They induce a map denoted by 1 from the diagram appearing in Theo-
rem [I4.34] to the one appearing in Theorem [T4.3T1

The pro-automorphism ®: A, — A, induces in the obvious way an automor-
phism of the diagram appearing in Theorem 434 denoted by t. Taking the
mapping torus in each entry of the diagram appearing in Theorem [I4.34] yields a



60 BARTELS, A. AND LUCK, W.

diagram of the form
(14.35)

SY A Teo.w (Ch(s(e)))
~ idsi Ad(TKoc,W(s(<1>)))
SLA(STESL A T W (Ch(s(a))))

B

THP(S(@)) - S*l'r /\ (Z_IS}F /\ TKao,W(Chhf(s(q))))).

~ | T

T W (Ch(S(@[t,t~1])))

It is not true that 1ot agrees with 1 again. However, this is true up to preferred
homotopy, and therefore we get a map from the diagram ([I438) to the diagram
appearing in Theorem [[4.3T] These homotopies are all induced by obvious natural
transformations of functors. For instance, for the automorphism ® = S(®): C =
S(A,) = C = S(A,) and the inclusion I: C = S(A,) — C = S(As)s@) 2] we get
a natural transformation I — [ o ®, if we assign an object A in C = S(A,) the
morphism A — A in C = §(As)s(9)[Z] given by idg ) -t. From these data we get
a map from the diagram (IZ37) to the diagram appearing in Theorem [TZ.31l

Now we apply the functor m,, to the diagram ([£3H]), the diagram appearing
in Theorem [[4.31] and the map between them constructed above. Taking into
account that some of the arrows appearing in the diagram ([[4.33]) and the diagram
Theorem [[4.31] are weak equivalences, we get for every n € Z a commutative
diagram
(14.36)

Tn—1 (T (cn(s(e)))) — Tn-1 (KW (Ch(S(As)s () [Z])))

J

T (Ticoo W (Cn(s(@ft,e-1))))) — Tn (KW (CR(S(AL[t, 7)) s(@pt,-17) [Z]))

J

-1 (T (ch(s(s)))) — Tn—1 (KW (Ch(S(As)s(a)[Z])))

such that the composite of the left two vertical arrows and the composite of the
right two vertical arrows are isomorphisms.

Next we explain, how we get the corresponding diagram for £ instead of S
(14.37)

Tn—1 (T w (Chic(e))) — -1 (KW (Ch(L(AL) (2 [Z])))

| |

T (Tcoow (Chc(@iei-1)))) — Tn (KW (Ch(L(A L ) 2iopre1) [2))))
=1 (Tioew (Chc () — Tn—1 (K*V(Ch(L(AL) £(a)[Z])))

such that the composite of the left two vertical arrows and the composite of the
right two vertical arrows are isomorphisms. Note that the upper horizontal arrow
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is an isomorphism, if the middle arrow is an isomorphism and that the upper arrow
deals with the homotopy groups in a dimension, which is the dimension of the
middle arrow minus 1.

The point is that the construction of map from the diagram ([IZ£3H) to the
diagram Theorem[IZ3Tlincluding the statement that some maps are weak homotopy
equivalences, carries over word by word, if we replace 7 by S everywhere. These
two constructions are compatible with the various inclusions and therefore yields
also a version of a map from the diagram (I433]) to the diagram Theorem [I4.31]
including the statement that some maps are weak homotopy equivalences, where
we replace S by £ everywhere and use Lemma[[3:4 Now diagram (I4.37) is derived
from this map analogously to (I4.36).

Recall that KW (Ch(L(A.))) is a spectrum with a Z-action, which comes from
KW (Ch(L(®))). We obtain a covariant functor, see for instance [1], Section 9],
(14.38) K?ﬁ\&(m)): Or(Z) — Spectra.

It determines a Z-homology theory HZ(—, KEO};‘(AZ( A*))) with the property that for

every subgroup H C Z and n € Z we have the natural isomorphism
Hg(Z/H, K?ﬁ\(’\;;(A*))) — Kn(Ch(‘C(A*)) X Ch(L(®)|u H)
as explained for instance in [I, Section 9]. Analogously we get Z-homology theories

oo, W (o] o0 1
HrZz(f’KCh(ﬁ(A*[t,tfl])))v Hg(—,KL(A*)), and Hg(—,KL(A[m,l]*)) with the prop-

erty that for every subgroup H C Z and n € Z we have the natural isomorphisms
(CR(L(AL[L ) X ene@p1)in H);
(L(A) X @), H);

K (L(A[t ) X (e, H)-

7 oo, W
Hy (Z/H, K& agei-1) Kn
HY(Z/H,KF 4.)) Ko

Lo e e

Hy(Z/H K 4, 114-1)))

Lemma 14.39. The are natural equivalences of Z-homology theories

7 00, W = 7 [ee] .
Hn(_’KCh(ﬁ(.A*))) — Hn(_7KL(.A*))a
7 00, W = YA 0
Hy (= Kenca ) — Ho(—KFae)-

Proof. They are induced by the zigzag of natural weak homotopy equivalences
appearing in Theorem [[4.17 using [5, Lemma 4.6] O

Lemma 14.40. For every n € Z there exists a commutative diagram

H%_l(EZ,KzO(A*)) >H§_1(pt,Kz°(A*))

| |

HE (B2, KE 4 j1,0-1) — Hi (0t KT 4 110-1p)

| |

HY (BZ,KF 4 ) — Hy_ 1 (06, KF 4 )

such that the composite of the two wvertical arrows appearing in the left and in
the right column are isomorphisms and the horizontal arrows are induced by the
projection E7Z — pt.

In particular the upper horizontal arrow is bijective, if the middle horizontal
arrow is bijective.
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Proof. Because of Lemma [14.39 it suffices to proof Lemma[14.40/in the case, where
we replace K% , | by K&V, and K by K
P L£(A.) DY PECR(£(AL) L(A[t,t1]) DY B Ch(L(AL[1,71])°
Now one easily checks unravelling the definitions that the rows of the diagram
above after this replacement agree with the rows of the diagram (I437). Now the
claim follows from the diagram (I4.37). O

14.M. Reduction to the connective case.

Theorem 14.41 (Reduction to the connective case). Fiz a natural number ng.
Suppose that for every natural number d and every natural number n satisfying
n > ng the map

H(EZ, K2 a ) = Hy(pt, K7 za) = Kn(L(As [27)) X c(o(za)) L)

is an isomorphism.
Then for every n € Z the map

Hf(EZ, K%‘iA*)) - Hf(Pt, KZO(A*)) = Kn(L(Ay) X (@) 7)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. One can iterate the passage from A, to A.[t,t7!] = A.[Z] and obtain a
passage from A, to A.[Z%] = (A.[Z?1))[t,t7!] for every natural number d. Now
Theorem [[ZAT] follows from Lemma [[240 O

14.N. Proof of Theorem [I4.1l Now we are ready to finalize the proof of Theo-
rem [[4T]

Thanks to Lemma [[4.2] we can assume without loss of generality that » = 1.
Because of Theorem [[4.47] it suffices to show that for every natural number d and
every natural number n satisfying n > 2 the map

Hy(BZ,KZ 4 zayy) = Hyy (0t KZ ) = Kn(L(A[ZY) X oz Z)

is an isomorphism.

Let Kigem(£ (4. [z4))) be the connective version of ngem(L(A* z4]))" Since we have
dim(EZ) < 1, we conclude from Lemma that the vertical arrows appearing in
the commutative diagram

HXEZ; Kidem(z (. z4)))) — HE (0t Kidem(z 4. 24))))

Ql k

HY(BL KRS o zay)) — Hi (06 K Son 2. za))))

:T Ig

are bijective for n > 2. Hence it suffices show that for every natural number d the
map

(14.42) HI(EZ; Kigem(z(a. za))) = HE (06 Kidem(£ (4. [24))))

is bijective for n € Z,n > 2.

By assumption the category Ay, [Z?] is uniformly [ (d)-regular coherent and the in-
clusion A, [Z] — A11[Z9] is flat for every m > 0. We conclude from Lemma[[3.10]
that £(A.[Z%)) is uniformly [(d)-regular coherent. We conclude from Lemma
that Idem(L(A.[Z%))) is uniformly I(d)-regular coherent. Hence Idem(L(A.[Z%]))
is idempotent complete and regular coherent. Now the bijectivity of (I442) for
n € Z,n > 2 follows from Theorem applied to Idem(L(A.[Z4))), since for
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the map a appearing there the homomorphism 7,(a) can be identified with the
map ([I4.42) for n > 2. This finishes the proof of Theorem [T4.11
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