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Splitting the relative assembly map,
Nil-terms and involutions

Wolfgang Liick and Wolfgang Steimle

We show that the relative Farrell-Jones assembly map from the family of finite
subgroups to the family of virtually cyclic subgroups for algebraic K-theory is
split injective in the setting where the coefficients are additive categories with
group action. This generalizes a result of Bartels for rings as coefficients. We
give an explicit description of the relative term. This enables us to show that it
vanishes rationally if we take coefficients in a regular ring. Moreover, it is, con-
sidered as a Z[Z/2]-module by the involution coming from taking dual modules,
an extended module and in particular all its Tate cohomology groups vanish,
provided that the infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G are orientable.
The latter condition is for instance satisfied for torsionfree hyperbolic groups.

Introduction

0A. Motivation. The K-theoretic Farrell-Jones conjecture [1993, 1.6 on page 257
and 1.7 on page 262] for a group G and a ring R predicts that the assembly map

asmb, : HY(EG; Kg) — HS(G/G; Kg) = K,(RG)

is an isomorphism for all n € Z. Here EG = Eyc(G) is the classifying space for the
family VC of virtually cyclic subgroups and H®(—; K ,?) is the G-homology theory
associated to a specific covariant functor Kg from the orbit category Or(G) to
the category Spectra of spectra. It satisfies HnG(G/H; Kg) =m,(K°(G/H)) =
K, (RH) for any subgroup H € G and n € Z. The assembly map is induced by
the projection EG — G/G. More information about the Farrell-Jones conjecture
and the classifying spaces for families can be found for instance in the survey
articles [Liick 2005; Liick and Reich 2005].

Let EG = Erin(G) be the classifying space for the family Fin of finite sub-
groups, sometimes also called the classifying space for proper G-actions. The G-
map EG — EG, which is unique up to G-homotopy, induces a so-called relative

MSC2010: 18F25, 19A31, 19B28, 19D35.
Keywords: splitting relative K -theoretic assembly maps, rational vanishing and Tate cohomology
of the relative Nil-term.
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assembly map

asmb, : HY(EG; Kg) — HE(EG; Kp).

The main result of a paper by Bartels [2003, Theorem 1.3] says that asmb,, is split
injective for all n € Z.

In this paper we improve on this result in two different directions: First, we
generalize from the context of rings R to the context of additive categories .4 with
G-action. This improvement allows us to consider twisted group rings and involu-
tions twisted by an orientation homomorphism G — {%£1}; moreover one obtains
better inheritance properties and gets fibered versions for free.

Secondly, we give an explicit description of the relative term in terms of so-
called NK-spectra. This becomes relevant for instance in the study of the involution
on the cokernel of the relative assembly map induced by an involution of A. In
more detail, we prove:

0B. Splitting the relative assembly map. Our main splitting result is:

Theorem 0.1 (splitting the K-theoretic assembly map from Fin to VC). Let G be
a group and let A be an additive G-category. Let n be any integer.
Then the relative K-theoretic assembly map

asmb, : H(EG: K§) — H(EG: K)
is split injective. In particular we obtain a natural splitting
HY(EG; KS) = HU(EG; K{) ® H'(EG — EG; K9).
Moreover, there exists an Or(G)-spectrum NK f‘ and a natural isomorphism
HE(EG — Eyc,(G); NKS) => HU(EG — EG; K9).

Here Ey¢,(G) denotes the classifying space for the family of virtually cyclic
subgroups of type I; see Section 1. The proof will appear in Section 7. The point
is that, instead of considering Kg for a ring R, we can treat the more general
setup Kﬁ for an additive G-category 4, as explained in [Bartels and Liick 2010;
Bartels and Reich 2007]. (One recovers the case of a ring R if one considers for
A the category R-FGF of finitely generated free R-modules with the trivial G-
action. Notice that we tacitly always apply idempotent completion to the additive
categories before taking K-theory.) Whereas in [Bartels 2003, Theorem 1.3] just
a splitting is constructed, we construct explicit Or(G)-spectra NK fl and identify
the relative terms. This is crucial for the following results.
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0C. Involutions and vanishing of Tate cohomology. We will prove in Section 8C:

Theorem 0.2 (the relative term is induced). Let G be a group and let A be an
additive G-category with involution. Suppose that the virtually cyclic subgroups of
type I of G are orientable (see Definition 8.5).

Then the Z/2-module H,(EG — EG; Kﬁ) is isomorphic to Z[Z7 /2] ®z A for
some Z-module A.

In [Farrell et al. 2016] we consider the conclusion of Theorem 0.2 that the
Tate cohomology groups H (2/2, H,(EG — EG:; Kﬁ)) vanish for all i, n € Z
if the virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G are orientable. In general the Tate
spectrum of the involution on the Whitehead spectrum plays a role in the study
of automorphisms of manifolds (see [Weiss and Williams 2000, Section 4], for
example).

0D. Rational vanishing of the relative term.
Theorem 0.3. Let G be a group and let R be a regular ring.
Then the relative assembly map
asmb, : H(EG; K§) — HY(EG; K§)
is rationally bijective for all n € Z.

If R=7 and n < —1, then, by [Farrell and Jones 1995], the relative assembly
map HnG(EG; ch) =5 HnG(EG; Kg) is an isomorphism.

In Section 10, we briefly discuss further computations of the relative term
HS(EG — Evc,(G); NK§) = HU(EG — EG; K9).

OE. A fibered case. In Section 11 we discuss a fibered situation which will be
relevant for [Farrell et al. 2016] and can be handled by our general treatment for
additive G-categories.

1. Virtually cyclic groups

A virtually cyclic group V is called of type I if it admits an epimorphism to the
infinite cyclic group, and of type II if it admits an epimorphism onto the infinite
dihedral group. The statements appearing in the next lemma are well-known; we
insert a proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 1.1. Let V be an infinite virtually cyclic group.
(1) V is either of type I or of type II.
(ii) The following assertions are equivalent:

(a) Visoftypel,
(b) Hy(V) is infinite;
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(c) Hi(V)/tors(V) is infinite cyclic;
(d) the center of V is infinite.

(iii) There exists a unique maximal normal finite subgroup Ky C V, i.e., Ky is
a finite normal subgroup and every normal finite subgroup of V is contained
in Ky.

(iv) Let Qv := V/Ky. Then we obtain a canonical exact sequence
1> Ky S vE2 0,51,
Moreover, Qv is infinite cyclic if and only if V is of type I, and Qv is isomor-
phic to the infinite dihedral group if and only if V is of type II.

(v) Let f:V — Q be any epimorphism onto the infinite cyclic group or onto the
infinite dihedral group. Then the kernel of f agrees with Ky .

(vi) Let ¢ : V — W be a homomorphism of infinite virtually cyclic groups with infi-
nite image. Then ¢ maps Ky to Ky and we obtain the canonical commutative
diagram with exact rows

iy pv

1 Ky 1% Oy 1
Jdbk Jd’ J¢>Q
1 Ky 2w ow 1

with injective ¢g.
Proof. (ii) If V is of type I, then we obtain epimorphisms
V— H(V)— H{(V)/tors(H(V)) = Z.

The kernel of V — Z is finite, since for an exact sequence 1 — Z Lvi g
with finite H the composite of V — Z with i is injective and hence the restriction
of g to the kernel of V — Z is injective. This implies that H;(V) is infinite and
H{(V)/tors(H{(V)) is infinite cyclic. If H{(V)/tors(H{(V)) is infinite cyclic or
if H(V) is infinite, then H; (V') surjects onto Z and hence so does V. This shows
(a) <= (b) <= (¢).

Consider the exact sequence 1 — cent(V) — V — V/cent(V) — 1, where
cent(V) is the center of V. Suppose that cent(V) is infinite. Then V/cent(V) is fi-
nite and the Lyndon—Serre spectral sequence yields an isomorphism cent(V) Q70 —
H,(V; Q). Hence H;(V) is infinite. This shows (d) => (b).

Suppose that V is of type I. Choose an exact sequence | - K -V - Z — 1
with finite K. Let v € V be an element which is mapped to a generator of Z. Then
conjugation with v induces an automorphism of K. Since K is finite, we can find
a natural number k such that conjugation with v* induces the identity on K. One
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easily checks that v* belongs to the center of V and v has infinite order. This shows
(a) = (d) and finishes the proof of assertion (ii).

(iii) If Ky and K, are two finite normal subgroups of V, then
Ki-Ky:={veV]|v=kk, forsome k| € K| and k, € K7}

is a finite normal subgroup of V. Hence we are left to show that V has only finitely
many different finite normal subgroups.

To see this, choose an exact sequence 1 — Z v L H = 1 for some finite
group H. The map f induces a map from the finite normal subgroups of V to
the normal subgroups of H; we will show that it is an injection. Let # € V be the
image under i of some generator of Z and consider two finite normal subgroups
K and K; of V with f(K{) = f(K3). Consider k; € K{. We can find k; € K»
and n € Z with kp = ky - t"*. Then " belongs to the finite normal subgroup K - K.
This implies n = 0 and hence k; = k. This shows K| € K,. By symmetry we get
K1 = K;. Since H contains only finitely many subgroups, we conclude that there
are only finitely many different finite normal subgroups in V. Now assertion (iii)
follows.

(i) and (iv) Let V be an infinite virtually cyclic group. Then Qv is an infinite
virtually cyclic subgroup which does not contain a nontr1v1a1 finite normal sub-
group. There exists an exact sequence 1 — Z - Qy 1, H = 1 for some finite
group H. There exists a subgroup of index at most two H' € H such that the
conjugation action of H on Z restricted to H' is trivial. Put 0, = f ~1(H'). Then
the center of Q, contains i(Z) and hence is infinite. By assertion (ii) we can find
an exact sequence | - K — Q, 1, 7 5 1 with finite K. The group Q, contains
a unique maximal normal finite subgroup K’ by assertion (iii). This implies that
K’ C Q, is characteristic. Since Q' is a normal subgroup of Qy, K’ C Qy isa
normal subgroup and therefore K’ is trivial. Hence Q, contains no nontrivial finite
normal subgroup. This implies that Q', is infinite cyclic. Since Q', is a normal
subgroup of index 2 in Qy and Qy contains no nontrivial finite normal subgroup,
Qy is infinite cyclic or Dy

In particular we see that every infinite virtual cyclic group is of type I or of type II.
It remains to show that an infinite virtually cyclic group V which is of type II cannot
beof type I. If ] - K — V — Dy, — 1 is an extension with finite K, then we obtain
from the Lyndon—Serre spectral sequence an exact sequence Hi(K) ®zo Z —
H{ (V) - H{(Dy). Hence H (V) is finite, since both H;(Dy) and H;(K) are
finite. We conclude from assertion (ii) that V is not of type 1. This finishes the
proof of assertions (i) and (iv).

(v) Since V is virtually cyclic, the kernel of f is finite. Since Q does not contain a
nontrivial finite normal subgroup, every normal finite subgroup of V is contained
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in the kernel of f. Hence ker(f) is the unique maximal finite normal subgroup
of V.

(vi) Since Ky is finite and the image of ¢ is by assumption infinite, the composite
pwo¢ : V — Qw has infinite image. Since Qw is isomorphic to Z or D, the
same is true for the image of py o¢ : V — Q. By assertion (v) the kernel of
pwo¢:V — Qwis Ky. Hence ¢ (Ky) C Ky and ¢ induces maps ¢x and ¢¢
making the diagram appearing in assertion (vi) commutative. Since the image of
pwo¢:V — Qw is infinite, ¢o(Qy) is infinite. This implies that ¢ is injective
since both Qy and Qw are isomorphic to Dy, or Z. This finishes the proof of
Lemma 1.1. [l

2. Some categories attached to homogeneous spaces

Let G be a group and let S be a G-set, for instance a homogeneous space G/H.
Let GY(S) be the associated transport groupoid. Objects are the elements in S.
The set of morphisms from s; to s, consists of those elements g € G for which
gs1 = s,. Composition is given by the group multiplication in G. Obviously G4(S)
is a connected groupoid if G acts transitively on S. A G-map f : S — T induces a
functor QG(f) :GY9(S) — G4(T) by sending an object s € S to f(s) and a morphism
g 151 — s to the morphism g : f(s;) = f(s2). We mention that for two objects
s1 and s; in GY(S) the induced map morges) (s1, $2) —> morgery(f(s1), f(s2)) is
injective.

A functor F : Cyo — C; of categories is called an equivalence if there exists a func-
tor F': C; — Cp with the property that F’ o F is naturally equivalent to the identity
functor id¢, and F o F’ is naturally equivalent to the identity functor id¢,. A functor
F is a natural equivalence if and only if it is essentially surjective (i.e., it induces
a bijection on the isomorphism classes of objects) and it is full and faithful, (i.e.,
for any two objects ¢, d in Cy the induced map morg, (¢, d) — more, (F(c), F(d))
is bijective).

Given a monoid M, let M be the category with precisely one object and M as the
monoid of endomorphisms of this object. For any subgroup H of G, the inclusion

e(G/H): H— G9(G/H), g+ (eH> eH)

(where e € G is the unit element), is an equivalence of categories, whose inverse
sends g: g1H — g2H to gz_lggl eG.

Now fix an infinite virtually cyclic subgroup V C G of type I. Then Qv is an
infinite cyclic group. Let gen(Qy) be the set of generators. Given a generator
o € gen(Qy), define Qy[o] to be the submonoid of Qv consisting of elements of
the form 0" forn € Z, n > 0. Let V[o] C V be the submonoid given by p;l (Qvlo)).
Let GY(G/ V)[o] be the subcategory of G5(G/ V) whose objects are the objects in
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G%(G/V) and whose morphisms g : g;V — g,V satisfy gz_lggl € V]o]. Notice
that G°(G/ V)[o] is not a groupoid anymore, but any two objects are isomorphic.
Let GY(G/V)k be the subcategory of G¢(G/ V) whose objects are the objects in
G%(G/ V) and whose morphisms g : g1V — gV satisfy gz_lggl € Ky. Obviously
GY(G/V)k is a connected groupoid and a subcategory of G%(G/V)[o].

We obtain the commutative diagram of categories

GG/ V)lo] ———— GG/ V)

J(G/V)lo]
e(G/V)[G]TI? ZITe(G/V) 2.1)
Viol — 4
Jjvlol]

whose horizontal arrows are induced by the obvious inclusions and whose left
vertical arrow is the restriction of e(G/ V') (and is also an equivalence of categories).
The functor e(G/ V) also restricts to an equivalence of categories

e(G/V)k : Ky = G%(G/V)k. 2.2)

Remark. The relation between the categories I?\V V/[;] and V and the categories
G9(G/V)k, G%(G/V)[o] and G°(G/ V) is analogous to the relation between the
fundamental group of a path connected space and its fundamental groupoid.

Let o € V be any element which is mapped under the projection py : V — Qy
to the fixed generator . Right multiplication with ¢ induces a G-map R, :
G/Ky - G/Ky, gKy +— go Ky. One easily checks that R, depends only on o
and is independent of the choice of o. Let pry : G/Ky — G/ V be the projection.
We obtain the following commutative diagram:

G9(G/Ky) fo G9(G/Ky)
\ / 2.3)
gG(Prv) QG(Prv)
GS(G/V)

3. Homotopy colimits of Z-linear and additive categories

Homotopy colimits of additive categories have been defined for instance in [Bartels
and Lick 2010, Section 5]. Here we review their definition and describe some
properties, first in the setting of Z-linear categories.

Recall that a Z-linear category is a category where all Hom-sets are provided
with the structure of abelian groups and composition is bilinear. Denote by Z-Cat
the category whose objects are Z-linear categories and whose morphisms are ad-
ditive functors between them. Given a collection of Z-linear categories (A;);cy,

their coproduct [ [;_, C; in Z-Cat exists and has the following explicit description:
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Objects are pairs (i, X) where i € I and X € A;. The abelian group of morphisms
(i, X) = (j, Y) is nonzero only if i = j, in which case it is mor 4, (X, ¥).

Let C be a small category. Given a contravariant functor F : C — Z-Cat, its
homotopy colimit (see [Thomason 1979], for instance)

/F 3.1
c

is the Z-linear category obtained from the coproduct | |
phisms

F(c) by adjoining mor-

ceC

Tr:(d, f*X)— (¢, X)

for each (c, X) € | [, F(c) and each morphism f :d — c in C. (Here we write
f*X for F(f)(X).) They are subject to the relations that 7j3g = id and that all
possible diagrams

(.8 f*X) —— (d, f*X)  d f*X) — s (e, X)
Tfog lT.f Jf*” T, J”
(c, X) d, f*Y) —— (., Y)

are to be commutative.
Hence, a morphism in fc F from (x, A) to (y, B) can be uniquely written as a
sum

Y. Trody, (3.2)

femore(x,y)

where ¢y : A — f*B is a morphism in F'(x) and all but finitely many of the mor-
phisms ¢ ¢ are zero. The composition of two such morphisms can be determined
by the distributivity law and the rule

(Trog)o(Tgoyy) =Trogo(g o),

which just follows from the fact that both upper squares are commutative.

Using this description, it follows that the homotopy colimit has the following
universal property for additive functors fc F — A into some other Z-linear cate-
gory A: Suppose that we are given additive functors j. : F(c) — A for each c € C
and morphisms Sy : jz(f*X) — j.(X) foreach X € F(c) andeach f :d — cinC.
If Sig = id and all possible diagrams

Sg . . Sy .
Je(@ f*X) — ja(f*X) Ja(f*X) = je(X)

\ lsf de(f*u) ch(u)
Stog s

Je(X) Ja(f*Y) == ju(v)
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are commutative, then this data specifies an additive functor fc F — A by sending
TrtoSy.

The homotopy colimit is functorial in F. Namely, if S : Fop — F is a natural
transformation of contravariant functors C — Z-Cat, then it induces an additive

/S:/F0—>/Fl (3.3)
c c c

of Z-linear categories. It is defined using the universal property by sending Fy(c)
to Fi(c) C [, Fi via S and “sending Ty to T;”. In more detail, the image of
Tr: (c, (X)) = (d,X) in fc Fy is given by T : (¢, f*(S(X))) — (d, S(X))
in fc F. Obviously we have, for S| : Fo — Fyand S, : F| — F»,

(f Sz) o (f Sl> :/(SzoSl), (3.4)
C C C
/idF =id) p. (3.5)
C

The construction is also functorial in C. Namely, let W : C; — C; be a covariant
functor. Then we obtain a covariant functor

functor

We: | FoW — F (3.6)
C] CZ

of additive categories that is the identity on each F'(W(c)) and “sends T to Tws)”,
again interpreted appropriately. For covariant functors Wy : C; — Ca, W2 :C2 — C3
and a contravariant functor F : C3 — Add-Cat, we have

(W2)s 0 (Wi)s = (W20 W), (3.7
(ide) =idy, p. (3.8)

These two constructions are compatible. Namely, given a natural transformation
S : F; — F> of contravariant functors C; — Z-Cat and a covariant functor W :

C1 — C, we get
(/ S)OW*:W*O< (SoW)). 3.9
C C

(1) Let W : D — C be an equivalence of categories. Let F : C — Z-Cat be a
contravariant functor. Then

W*:/FoW—>/F
D c

is an equivalence of categories.

Lemma 3.10.
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(i1) Let C be a category and let S : Fi — F, be a transformation of contravariant
functors C — Z-Cat such that, for every object ¢ in C, the functor S(c) :
Fo(c) = Fi(c) is an equivalence of categories. Then

fS:/F1—>/F2
C C C

is an equivalence of categories.

The proof is an easy exercise. Note the general fact that, if ' : C — D is an
additive functor between Z-linear categories such that F' is an equivalence between
the underlying categories, then it follows automatically that there exists an additive
inverse equivalence F’ and two additive natural equivalences F’ o F =~ id¢ and
FoF' ~ ldD

Notation 3.11. If W : C; — C is the inclusion of a subcategory, then the same is
true for W,. If no confusion is possible, we just write

fF::/FoWC/F.
Ci C1 C

Denote by Add-Cat the category whose objects are additive categories and
whose morphisms are given by additive functors between them. Notice that fc F
is not necessarily an additive category even if all the F(c) are —the direct sum
(c, X) ® (d, Y) need not exist. However, any isomorphism f : ¢ — d in C induces
an isomorphism Ty : (¢, f*Y) — (d, Y), so that

€. X)W VN=©, X))@ [Y)=(c, X [TY).

Hence, if in the index category all objects are isomorphic and all the F(c) are
additive, then fc F is an additive category. Since for additive categories A, B we
have

morz.cqt(A, B) = moradd-cat(A, B)

(in both cases the morphisms are just additive functors), the universal property for
additive functors fc F — Ainto Z-linear categories extends to a universal property
for additive functors into additive categories.

In the general case of an arbitrary indexing category, the homotopy colimit in
the setting of additive categories still exists. It is obtained by freely adjoining direct
sums to the homotopy colimit for Z-linear categories; the universal properties then
hold in the setting of “additive categories with choice of direct sum”. We will
not discuss this in detail here since, in all the cases we will consider, the indexing
category has the property that any two objects are isomorphic.

Notation 3.12. If the indexing category C has a single object and F : C — Z-Cat
is a contravariant functor, then we will write X instead of (=, X) for a typical
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element of the homotopy colimit. The structural morphisms in [ ¢ F thus take the
simple form

Tf . f*X —- X
for f a morphism (from the single object to itself) in C.

4. The twisted Bass—Heller-Swan theorem for additive categories

Given an additive category A, we denote by K (A) the nonconnective K-theory
spectrum associated to it (after idempotent completion); see [Liick and Steimle
2014; Pedersen and Weibel 1989]. Thus we obtain a covariant functor

K : Add-Cat — Spectra. “4.1)

Let B be an additive Z-category, i.e., an additive category with a right action
of the infinite cyclic group. Fix a generator o of the infinite cyclic group Z. Let
® : B — B be the automorphism of additive categories given by multiplication
with . Of course, one can recover the Z-action from ®. Since Z has precisely
one object, we can and will identify the set of objects of fi B and B in the sequel.
Letig: B— fi B be the inclusion into the homotopy colimit.

The structural morphisms 7, : ®(B) — B of fi B assemble to a natural isomor-
phism ig o ® — ip in the following diagram:

B i B
B

If we apply the nonconnective K-theory spectrum to it, we obtain a diagram of
spectra which commutes up to preferred homotopy:

K(®)
K (B) K(B)

Km AB)

It induces a map of spectra

aBZTK(qn—)K(ﬁB),
YA

where Tk () is the mapping torus of the map of spectra K (®) : K(B) — K(B),
which is defined as the pushout
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K(B) A {0, 1}, = K(B) v K(B) B NS

| l

K(B) N[0, 1] Tk (o)

Let Z[o] be the submonoid {¢" | n € Z, n > 0} generated by 0. Let jlo]:Z[oc]— Z
be the inclusion. Let ig[o] : B — fzf];] B be the inclusion induced by ig. Define a
functor of additive categories

evglo]: / B— B

Zlo]

extending the identity on B by sending a morphism 7,» to 0 for n > 0. (Of course,
0" = id must go to the identity.) We obtain the following diagram of spectra:

K(islo]) K(evslol)
K(B) ————— K ([ B) ————— K(B)

id

Define NK (B, o) as the homotopy fiber of the map K (evs[o]): K(fZTE] B) — K(B).
Let bglo] denote the composite

bB[O’]:NK(B,O')—)K</A B) —>K</AB)
Zlo] Z

of the canonical map with the inclusion. Let gen(Z) be the set of generators of the
infinite cyclic group Z. Put

NK®B):= \/ NK(@B.o)
oegen(Z)

and define

by = \/ bslo] : \/ NK(B,o)—>K(fAB>.

oegen(Z) oegen(Z) 4

The proof of the following result can be found in [Liick and Steimle 2016].
The case where the Z-action on B is trivial and one considers only K-groups in
dimensions n < 1 has already been treated by [Ranicki 1992, Chapters 10 and 11].
If R is a ring with an automorphism and one takes B to be the category R-FGF
of finitely generated free R-modules with the induced Z-action, Theorem 4.2 boils
down for higher algebraic K-theory to the twisted Bass—Heller—Swan decomposi-
tion of [Grayson 1988, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3].
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Theorem 4.2 (twisted Bass—Heller—Swan decomposition for additive categories).
The map of spectra

agV bg: TK(q;)\/NK(B) = K(ﬁb’)
Z
is a weak equivalence of spectra.

5. Some additive categories associated to an additive G-category

Let G be a group. Let A be an additive G-category, i.e., an additive category with
a right G-operation by isomorphisms of additive categories. We can consider A as
a contravariant functor G — Add-Cat. Fix a homogeneous G-space G/H. Let
PrG/u - G9(G/H) — GY9(G/G) = G be the projection induced by the canonical G-
map G/H — G/G. Then we obtain a covariant functor G°(G/H) — Add-Cat by
sending G/H to Aoprg. Let [, GO(G/H) Aoprg,y be the additive category given by
the homotopy colimit (defined in (3.1)) of this functor. A G-map f : G/H — G/K
induces a functor G(f) : G°(G/H) — GY%(G/K) which is compatible with the
projections to G. Hence it induces a functor of additive categories — see (3.6) —

GO(f)s: / Aoprg,y — Aoprg i -
GY%(G/H) G%(G/K)

Thus we obtain a covariant functor

Or(G) —» Add-Cat, G/Hr+ Aoprgp - (5.1
G4(G/H)
Remark 5.2. Applying Lemma 3.10(i) to the equivalence of categories e(G/H) :
H— QG(G/H), we see that the functor (5.1), at G/ H, takes the value fﬁ A, where
A carries the restricted H-action. The more complicated description is however
needed for the functoriality.

Notation 5.3. For the sake of brevity, we will just write A for any composite
Aoprg,y if no confusion is possible. In this notation, (5.1) takes the form

G/H — A.
GS(G/H)

Let V C G be an infinite virtually cyclic subgroup of type I. In the sequel we
abbreviate K = Ky and Q = Qy. Let prg : GS(G/V)gk — K be the functor which
sends a morphism g : g1V — g2V to gz_lggl ek.

Fixing a generator o of the infinite cyclic group Q, the inclusions G6(G/V)x C
G%G/V)lo] € G9(G/ V) induce inclusions

/ AC / AC / A. 5.4)
gé(G/V)k g%(G/V)lo] go(G/v)
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Actually, the category into the middle retracts onto the smaller one. To see this,
define a retraction

ev(G/V)lolk :/ A— A 5.9
G4(G/V)lo] G4(G/V)k

as follows: It is the identity on every copy of the additive category A inside the

homotopy colimit. Let T, : (g1V, g*A) — (g2V, A) be a structural morphism in

the homotopy colimit, where g : g1V — g,V in G¢(G/V)[o] is a morphism in

GY(G/V)[o] (that is, g is an element of G satisfying gz’lggl e Vo). If

8, '8g1€ K C V[ol,
then g is by definition a morphism in G%(G/V)gx € G9(G/V)[o] and we may let
eV(G/ V)[G]K(Tg) = Tg-

Otherwise we send the morphism 7, to 0. This is well-defined, since for two
elements hy, hy € V[o] we have h h, € K if and only if both 4| € K and hy € K
hold.

Similarly the inclusion [z A C J; Viol A is split by a retraction

evv[o]:fAAe/AA
Vio] K

defined as follows: On the copy of A inside |; Vol A, the functor is defined to be
the identity. A structural morphism 7, : g*A — A is sent to itself if g € K, and
to zero otherwise. One easily checks that the following diagram commutes (where
the unlabelled arrows are inclusions) and has equivalences of additive categories
as vertical maps:

id

/—\/(\G/V)[a]/‘

€
ng(G/V)K A fQG(G/V)[U] A ge(G/Vyk A

(e(G/V)K)« Tz e(G/V)lol« [ IR (e(G/V)K)« [ 1R (5.6)
evy[o]
Jg A S A Jz A
id

We obtain from (2.1) and Lemma 3.10(i) the following commutative diagram of
additive categories with equivalences of additive categories as vertical maps:
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ng(G/V)[G] A ng(G/V) A
e(G/V)[a]*Pz el}(G/V)* (5.7
Jra A Jy A

(where again the unlabelled arrows are the inclusions).

Now we abbreviate B = | 7 A. Next we define a right Q-action on B which will
depend on a choice of an element & € V such that py : V — Q sends ¢ to o. Such
an element induces a section of the projection G — Q by which any action of G
induces an action of Q. In short, the action of Q on B is given by the action of G
onto A C B, and by the conjugation action of Q on the indexing category K.In
more detail, the action of o € Q is specified by the automorphism

<I>:/A—>/A
K K

defined as follows: A morphism ¢ : A — B in Aissenttoc*¢p:6*A — *B, and
a structural morphism 7, : g*A — A is sent to the morphism

Ts-145: 078" A= (67'g5)*c*A —> G*A.

With this notation we obtain an additive functor

II!:/B—>/.A
0 %

defined to extend the inclusion B = f g A—> f 7 A and such that a structural mor-
phism 7, : ®(A) —> Aissentto 75 : P(A) =c*A — A.
In more detail, a morphism in [ o B can be uniquely written as a finite sum

D Tono ( Y Tio ¢k,n) =Y Torkodin
n,k

nez keK

Since any element in V is uniquely a product " - k with k € K, the functor W is
fully faithful. As it is the identity on objects, W is an isomorphism of categories.
It also restricts to an isomorphism of categories

Yo]: f/\ B— | A
Qlo] Vio]
Define a functor

evglo]: / B— B

—

Olo]
as follows. It is the identity functor on B, and a nonidentity structural morphism
T, : q*B — B is sent to 0. One easily checks using (5.6) and (5.7) that the fol-
lowing diagram of additive categories commutes (with unlabelled arrows given by
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inclusions) and that all vertical arrows are equivalences of additive categories:

ev(G/V)lolk

ng(G/V)K A ng(G/V)[U] A /QG(G/V) A
(e(G/V)K)*Tz e(G/V)[U]*TIR e(G/V)*Lz
evylo]
f[? A fv/[a\] A fv A (5.3
id}llz w[a]% \PIII?
evglo]
B fQ/[;] B f@ B

Recall from Section 2 that gy : G/K — G/V is the projection and that R is
the automorphism of ng(G /K) A induced by right multiplication with &.

We have the following (not necessarily commutative) diagram of additive cate-
gories, all of whose vertical arrows are equivalences of additive categories, and the
unlabelled arrows are the inclusions:

Ro

mm

Joo vy A 0| @G/ V).

ng(G/K) A ng(G/K) A

(e(G/V)k)«

~

e(G/ V)«

¢

Jg A
(5.9)

id | IR oA Al id

Ja8

The lowest triangle commutes up to a preferred natural isomorphism 7 : igo®—=> i,
which is part of the structural data of the homotopy colimit. We equip the middle
triangle with the natural isomorphism W o T. Explicitly it is just given by the
structural morphisms 75 : 6*A — A.

The three squares ranging from the middle to the lower level commute and the
two natural equivalences above are compatible with these squares. The top triangle
commutes. The back upper square commutes up to a preferred natural isomorphism
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S:(e(G/V)g)so® —=>R,0 (e(G/V)k)s. It assigns to an object A € A, which
is the same as an object in (% A, the structural isomorphism

S(A):=Ts:(eK,5"A) - (6K, A).

The other two squares joining the upper to the middle level commute. From the
explicit description of the natural isomorphisms it becomes apparent that the pre-
ferred natural isomorphism for the middle triangle defined above and the preferred
natural isomorphism for the upper back square are compatible, in the sense that
e(G/V)[olsoWoT =G%pry).o0S.

6. Some K-theory-spectra over the orbit category

In this section we introduce various K-theory spectra. For a detailed introduction
to spaces, spectra and modules over a category and some constructions of K-theory
spectra, we refer to [Davis and Liick 1998].

Given an additive G-category A, we obtain a covariant O1(G)-spectrum

KS:0r(G) — Spectra, G/H+— K</ .AoprG/H>, 6.1)
g

9(G/H)

by the composite of the two functors (4.1) and (5.1). It is naturally equivalent to
the covariant Or(G)-spectrum, which is written in the same way and constructed
in [Bartels and Reich 2007, Definition 3.1].

We again adopt Notation 5.3, abbreviating an expression such as Ao prg,y just
by A. Given a virtually cyclic subgroup V C G, we obtain the following map of
spectra induced by the functors j(G/V)[o]. of (5.4) and ev(G/V)[o] of (5.5):

K ( / A) K(ev(G/V)[o]) K( / A) K(j(G/V)loly) K( / A)_
G6(G/V)k G4(G/V)lo] Ga(G/V)

Notation 6.2. Let NK(G/V; A, o) be the spectrum given by the homotopy fiber
of K(ev(G/V)[ol) : K(ng(G/V)[J] A) — K(ng(G/V)K A).

Letl: NK(G/V; A ,0) — K(ng(G/V)[U] A) be the canonical map of spectra.
Define the map of spectra

j(G/V;A,G):NK(G/V;.A,G)—>K</ .A)
Gga(G/v)

to be the composite K (j(G/V)[o]s) ol.

Considera G-map f:G/V — G/ W, where V and W are virtually cyclic groups
of type I. It induces a functor G(f) : GS(G/V) — GE(G/W).
It also induces a bijection

gen(f) : gen(Qy) — gen(Qw) (6.3)
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as follows. Fix an element g € G such that f(eV) = gW. Then g~!Vg C W. The
injective group homomorphism c(g) : V. — W, v g~ 'vg, induces an injective
group homomorphism Q) : Qv — Qw by Lemma 1.1(vi). For o € gen(Qvy)
let gen(f) (o) € gen(Qw) be uniquely determined by the property that Q) (0) =
gen(f)(o)" for some n > 1. One easily checks that this is independent of the choice
of g € G with f(eV) = gW since, for w € W, the conjugation homomorphism
c(w) : W — W induces the identity on Qw. Using Lemma 1.1(vi) it follows that
G9(f):G69G/ V) — G9G/W) induces functors

G%(Nlo1: GG/ Vol — GUG/W)lgen(f)(0)],
%Nk :6%G/V)k > G9(G/W)k.
Hence we obtain a commutative diagram of maps of spectra

K(G(NHx)w)

K (Jgoi/v), A)

K(ev(G/ V)[G])[

K (J5o6/v)014)

K(jG/ V)[U]*)J

K (ng(G/ V) A)

Thus we obtain a map of spectra

K (fgoi6/w, A)

TK(ev(G/W)[gen(f)(U)])
K(Go(Nlol

K (Jgo6/wyigencrron A)

JK (j(G/W)lgen(f) (o)1)

G
K(@G"()) K(ng(G/W) .A)

NK(f; A,0): NK(G/V; A, 0) > NK(G/W; A, gen(f)(0))

such that the following diagram of spectra commutes:

NK(f;A,0)
NK(G/V; A, 0) ————— NK(G/W; A, gen(f)(0))
j(G/V;A,G)J Jj(G/W;A,gen(f)(a))
K (Jgo6/v)A) xoo, K (Joomw)A)

Let VC; be the family of subgroups of G which consists of all finite groups and
all virtually cyclic subgroups of type I. Let Ory¢, (G) be the full subcategory of
the orbit category Or(G) consisting of objects G/ V for which V belongs to VC;.
Define a functor

NKf‘ : Orye, (G) — Spectra

as follows: It sends G/ H for a finite subgroup H to the trivial spectrum and G/V
for a virtually cyclic subgroup V of type I to Vyegen(o,) NK(G/V; A, o). Con-
sideramap f:G/V — G/W. If V or W is finite, it is sent to the trivial map.
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Suppose that both V and W are infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type 1. Then
it is sent to the wedge of the two maps

NK(f; A,01) : NK(G/V; A, 01) > NK(G/W; A, gen(f)(o1)),
NK(f; A, 02) : NK(G/V; A, 02) = NK(G/W; A, gen(f)(02)),

for gen(Qy) = {01, 02}.
The restriction of the covariant Or(G)-spectrum Kf{ : Or(G) — Spectra to
Orye, (G) will be denoted by the same symbol

K¢S : Oryc,(G) — Spectra.

The wedge of the maps j(G/V; A, 01) and j(G/V; A, 07) for V a virtually cyclic
subgroup of G of type I yields a map of spectra NKf‘(G/ V)— Kﬁ(G/ V). Thus
we obtain a transformation of functors from Ory¢, (G) to Spectra,

bG : NKG — K§. (6.4)

7. Splitting the relative assembly map and identifying the relative term

Let X be a G-space. It defines a contravariant Or(G)-space 0%(X), i.e., a contra-
variant functor from O1(G) to the category of spaces, by sending G/H to the
H-fixed point set map;(G/H, X) = X*. Let 0%(X), be the pointed Or(G)-
space, where OG(X)+(G/H) is obtained from O%(X)(G/H) by adding an extra
base point. If f: X — Y is a G-map, we obtain a natural transformation O°(f). :
0%(X)4 — 0°(Y)..

Let E be a covariant Or(G)-spectrum, i.e., a covariant functor from Or(G) to
the category of spectra. Fix a G-space Z. Define the covariant Or(G)-spectrum

E; : Or(G) — Spectra

as follows. It sends an object G/H to the spectrum O%(G/H x Z) Norv) E,
where Aor(g) 1s the wedge product of a pointed space and a spectrum over a cate-
gory (see [Davis and Liick 1998, Section 1], where Aor(g) is denoted by ®or(G))-
The obvious identification of O¢(G/H),(?) Nor) E(?) with E(G/H) and the
projection G/H x Z — G /H yields a natural transformation of covariant functors
Or(G) — Spectra,

a.E; —> E. (7.1)

Lemma 7.2. Given a G-space X, there exists an isomorphism of spectra
u%(X): 09X x Z)4 Norcy E=> 0%(X) 4 Aor) Ez,

which is natural in X and Z.
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Proof. The smash product Aoy ) is associative, i.e., there is a natural isomorphism
of spectra

(OG(X)+(71 ) Aor@) 0%( 72 x Z)+(N)) Nowe) E()
=5 0%X) (M) Ao (0%(2 x Z)1(N) Aor) E(T)).

There is a natural isomorphism of covariant Or(G)-spaces
09X x Z)4 => 09%(X)+(?) Aow) 0°(2 x Z)

which, evaluated at G/H, sends o : G/H — X x Z to (pryoa) A (idg,u X (pr, oat))
if pr; is the projection onto the i-th factor of X x Z. The inverse evaluated at G/ H
sends (B1:G/K - X)A(Br:G/H — G/K x Z) to (81 xidz) o B>. The composite
of these two isomorphisms yield the desired isomorphism u#%(X). U

If F is a family of subgroups of the group G, e.g., VC; or the family Fin of
finite subgroups, then we denote by Ex(G) the classifying space of F. (For a
survey on these spaces we refer for instance to [Liick 2005].) Let EG denote the
classifying space for proper G-actions, or in other words, a model for E i, (G). If
we restrict a covariant Or(G) spectrum E to Ory¢, (G), we will denote it by the
same symbol E and analogously for 0%(X).

Lemma 7.3. Let F be a family of subgroups. Let X be a G-CW-complex whose
isotropy groups belong to F. Let E be a covariant Or(G)-spectrum. Then there is
a natural homeomorphism of spectra

0°(X)+ Norrc) E => 0%(X)+ Aow) E.

Proof. Let I : Orz(G) — Or(G) be the inclusion. The claim follows from the
adjunction of the induction /7, and restriction /* —see [Davis and Liick 1998,
Lemma 1.9] — and the fact that for the Or(G)-space 0%(X) the canonical map
I.I*0%(X) — 0%(X) is a homeomorphism of Or(G)-spaces. U

In the sequel we will abbreviate Egg by E.

Lemma 7.4. Let E be a covariant O1(G)-spectrum. Let f : EG — Eyc,(G) be
a G-map. (It is unique up to G-homotopy.) Then there is an up-to-homotopy com-
mutative diagram of spectra whose upper horizontal map is a weak equivalence

0%(Eve,(G)) Aorye, ) E = OYEG) Norye, ) E

idAOrm) 0%(f)Norye, ©)id

0%Evc,(G)) Aorye, ) E
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Proof. From Lemma 7.2 we obtain a commutative diagram with an isomorphism
as horizontal map

O%Evc,(G)) Norye, ) E ——— 0%(Evc,(G) x EG) Aorye, ) E

idAOTVCI(G)\J A)/\Orvcl«;)id

O%(Evyc, (G)) NOrye, (G) E

where pr; : Evc,(G) x EG — Ey¢,(G) is the obvious projection. The projection
pr; : Eye, (G) x EG — EG is a G-homotopy equivalence and its composite with
f 1 EG — Ey¢,(G) is G-homotopic to pr;. Hence the following diagram of spectra
commutes up to G-homotopy and has a weak equivalence as horizontal map:

OC(Evye,(G) x EG) Aorye, 6) E - O%EG) Norye, ) E

OG(prz)/\owcl &id
OG(Prl)/\om OG(f)/\OrVCI(G)id

0%(Eve,(G)) Aorye, ) E

Putting these two diagrams together finishes the proof of Lemma 7.4 O

If E is the functor Kﬁ defined in (6.1) and Z = EG, we will write K i for
E =Egq.

Lemma 7.5. Let H be a finite group or an infinite virtually cyclic group of type 1.
Then the map of spectra (see (6.4) and (7.1))

a(G/H)Vb(G/H): KS(G/H)v NKS(G/H) — K{(G/H)
is a weak equivalence.

Proof. Given an infinite cyclic subgroup V C G of type I, we next construct an
up-to-homotopy commutative diagram (on the next page) of spectra whose vertical
arrows are all weak homotopy equivalences for K = Ky and Q = Qy. Let iy :
V — G be the inclusion and py : V — Qy := V /Ky be the projection.

We first explain the vertical arrows, starting at the top. The first one is the identity
by definition. The second one comes from the G-homeomorphism G/V x EG —=>
(iv)+(iv)*EG = G xy EG sending (gV, x) to (g, g~ 'x). The third one comes
from the adjunction of the induction (iy ). and restriction ij;; see [Davis and Liick
1998, Lemma 1.9]. The fourth one comes from the fact that p}, EQ and ij, EG are
both models for EV and hence are V-homotopy equivalent. The fifth one comes
from the adjunction of the restriction pj, with the coinduction (py):; see [Davis
and Liick 1998, Lemma 1.9]. The sixth one comes from the fact that EQ is a
free Q-CW-complex and Lemma 7.3 applied to the family consisting of one sub-
group, namely the trivial subgroup. The seventh one comes from the identification
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(py)iv)*KS(Qv /1) = (iv)*K§(V/K) = K§(G/K). The last one comes from
the obvious homeomorphism if we use for £ Qy the standard model with R as the
underlying Qy=Z-space. The arrow a’(G/V) is induced by the upper triangle
in (5.9), which commutes (strictly). One easily checks that the diagram commutes:

KS(G/V)

M |id
0%(G/V x EG)+ Aor@) K§
@)
0%((iv)+(iv)*EG) 4 Aora) K§
3)|m
0" ((iv)*EG)4 Nonw) (iv)*K§
[CONAK
0" ((pv)*EQv)+ Moy (iv)*K§ K5(G/V)
S) | m
OC%V(EQv)+ Aoroy) (Pv)iiv)*K§
6) | 11
(EQv)+ Aoy (py)i(iv)*KS(Qv/1)
D] m
(EQv)+ Aoy KS(G/K)

@) |11

a(G/V)

TK(RU);KE\(G/KHK}Z‘(G/K)

Here is a short explanation of the diagram above. The map a(G/V) is basi-
cally given by the projection G/V x EG — G/V. Following the equivalences
(1) through (5), this corresponds to projecting E Qv to a point. On the domain of
the equivalence (8), this corresponds to projecting E Qy to a point and taking the
inclusion-induced map Kﬁ (G/K) —> Kﬁ (G/V) on the other factor. But this is
precisely the definition of the map a’'(G/ V).

From the diagram (5.9) (including the preferred equivalences and the fact that a
natural isomorphism of functors induces a preferred homotopy after applying the
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K-theory spectrum) we obtain the following diagram of spectra, which commutes
up to homotopy and has weak homotopy equivalences as vertical arrows:

a(G/V) G
TK(RG);KE‘(G/K)»K%G/K) - KA(G/V)
i 2

a'(G/V) K(

>

TK(@):K(]}?A)eK(fE A) A)

id 2l

TK (¢):K (B)— K (B) ———————— K(/5B)

We obtain from the diagram (5.8) the following commutative diagram of spectra
with weak homotopy equivalences as vertical arrows:

b(G/V)

NKSG(G/V) KS(G/V)
2W Z%A
NK(B) —*—— K([5. B)

We conclude from the three diagrams of spectra above that
a(G/V)Vb(G/V):KS(G/ V)V NKS(G/V)— KS(G/V)

is a weak homotopy of spectra if and only if

agV bg: TK(¢):K(B)—>K(B) vV NK(B) > K (/Q\ B)
Vv
is a weak homotopy equivalence. Since this is just the assertion of Theorem 4.2,
the claim of Lemma 7.5 follows in the case where H is an infinite virtually cyclic
group of type L.

It remains to consider the case where H is finite. Then NK f‘(G/ V) is, by
definition, the trivial spectrum. Hence it remains to show for a finite subgroup
H of G thata(G/H): Kfl(G/H) — Kj(G/H) is a weak homotopy equivalence.
This follows from the fact that the projection G/H x EG — G/ H is a G-homotopy
equivalence for finite H. (Il

Recall that any covariant Or(G)-spectrum E determines a G-homology theory
HS(—; E) satisfying H°(G/H; E) = 7,(E(G/H)), namely (see [Davis and Liick
1998]) put

HE(X; E) := m.(0%(X) Aowe) E). (7.6)
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In the sequel we often follow the convention in the literature to abbreviate
EG := Eyc(G) for the family VC of virtually cyclic subgroups. Recall that for
two families of subgroups F; and F, with 7| C F, there is, up to G-homotopy,
one G-map f: Ex,(G)— Ex, (G). We will define H,(Ex, (G) = Er,(G); Kg) =
H, (cyl(f), Ex, (G); Kg), where (cyl(f), Er,(G)) is the G-pair coming from the
mapping cylinder of f.

Notice that NK fj is defined only over Oty ¢y, (G). It can be extended to a
spectrum over O1(G) by applying the coinduction functor — see [Davis and Liick
1998, Definition 1.8] — associated to the inclusion O1y¢, (G) — Or(G), so that the
G-homology theory HP(—; NK fl) makes sense for all pairs of G-CW-complexes
(X, A). Moreover, H(X; NK ) can be identified with 7, (0“(X) Aorye, ) NK D)
for all G-CW-complexes X.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 0.1. Its proof
will need the following result, taken from [Davis et al. 2011, Remark 1.6]:

Theorem 7.7 (passage from VC; to VC in K-theory). The relative assembly map
H(Eve,(G); K§) = H(EG; K§)
is bijective for alln € Z.

Hence, in the proof of Theorem 0.1 we only have to deal with the passage from
Fin to VCy.

Proof of Theorem 0.1. From Lemma 7.5 and [Davis and Liick 1998, Lemma 4.6],

we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra

id Aorye, () @V b) : O%(Evye,(G)) Aoy, ) (KGV NKS)

— 0%Eve,(G)) Norye, ) K.

Hence we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra

(id /\OTvc, (G) a) Vv (id /\Ofvc,(G) b) :
G G G G
(O%(Eve, (G)) AOrye, (G) K5) Vv (0%(Eve,(G)) AOrye, (G) NK9)
— 0%Evyc,(G)) Norye, ) K.

If we combine this with Lemma 7.4 we obtain a weak equivalence of spectra

(f Norye, @) 1d) V (id Aorye, ) B) -
(O%(EG) AOrye, (G) Kﬁ) Vv (OG(EVC, (G)) Norye, (G) NK,?\)
— 0%Eyc,(G)) Aorye, @) K.
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Using Lemma 7.3 this yields a natural weak equivalence of spectra
(f A id) Vb : (O%EG) A K% v (0C%(Eye, (G) A NKS
or(G) 1 . = or(G) B 4 Ve Oryc, (G) A
— 0%Eve,(G)) Ao K3,

where b’ comes from id AOrye, (G) b If we take homotopy groups, we obtain for
every n € Z an isomorphism

HY(f: KS) @ m () : H(EG: K) @m0 (0%(Eve, (G)) Aorye, ) NKG)
—=> H,(Eyc,(G); KS).

We have already explained above that HnG (Evye, (G); NK f:’l) can be identified with
a(0%(Eve,(G)) Norye, ) NKG). Since, by construction, NKG(G/H) is the
trivial spectrum for finite A and all isotropy groups of EG are finite, we conclude
HS(EG; NKS) =0 for all n € Z from Lemma 7.3. We derive from the long exact
sequence of f : E(G) = Ey¢,(G) that the canonical map

H,’(Eve,(G); NK) = H(EG — Eyc,(G): NK%)
is bijective for all n € Z. Hence we obtain for all n € Z a natural isomorphism
HO(f; K§) @by HU(EG; K$) @ HI(EG — Eve,(G); NK9)
= Hy(Eve,(G): K3).

From the long exact homology sequence associated to f : EG — Ey¢,(G), we
conclude that the map

HY(f; K : HUEG: K) — HY(Eve,(G); KS)
is split injective, there is a natural splitting
G . Gy =, g6 . kG . kG
H, (Evc,(G); K;) — H,(EG; K) ® H,(EG — Evyc,(G); K),

and there exists a natural isomorphism, which is induced by the natural transfor-
mation b : NK f‘ — Kﬁ of spectra over Ory¢, (G),

HE(EG — Eyc,(G); NK§) = HU(EG — Eyc,(G); K9).

Now Theorem 0.1 follows from Theorem 7.7. |

8. Involutions and vanishing of Tate cohomology

8A. Involutions on K-theory spectra. Let A= (A, I) be an additive G-category
with involution, i.e., an additive G-category A together with a contravariant functor
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I: A— Asatisfying ol =id 4 and I o R, = R, o1 for all g € G. Examples coming
from twisted group rings, or more generally crossed product rings equipped with
involutions twisted by orientation homomorphisms, are discussed in [Bartels and
Liick 2010, Section 8].

In the sequel for a category C we denote its opposite category by C°P. It has
the same objects as C. A morphism in C°? from x to y is a morphism y — x in C.
Obviously we can and will identify (C°P)°P = C.

Next we define a covariant functor

op
I(G/H): A— (/ .A) . (8.1
GY9(G/H) GY9(G/H)

It is defined to extend the involution

]_[ Il: ]_[ A—>< ]_[ A)op

xeG6(G/H)  xeGS(G/H) xeGG(G/H)
and to send a structural morphism Ty : (g1 H, A-g) — (g2H, A) to the morphism
Ty-1:(g2H, I1(A)) — (g1H, I(A)-g). One easily checks 1 (G/H)oI(G/H) =id.

Notice that there is a canonical identification K (B°P?) = K (BB) for every additive
category B. Hence I (G/H) induces a map of spectra

i(G/H):K(I(G/H)):K(/ A)—)K(/ A)
G4(G/H) G9(G/H)

such that i (G/H) o i(G/H) = id. Let Z/2-Spectra be the category of spectra
with a (strict) Z/2-operation. Thus the functor K g becomes a functor

K§ : Or(G) — Z/2-Spectra. (8.2)

Consider an infinite virtually cyclic subgroup V C G and a fixed generator
o € Qy. The functor 1(G/V) of (8.1) induces functors

op
1(G/H)[o]: A— (f A) :
G9(G/H)[o] G9(G/H)[o7]

op
I(G/H)K:f .A—)(/ .A) .
G9(G/H)k G9(G/H)k

Since ev(G/ V)[o .0 I1(G/V)o]l=1(G/V)goev(G/V)[o] and

J(G/ o™ o I(G/V)o]1=1(G/V) o j(G/V)[ols,
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we obtain a commutative diagram of spectra

K(1(G/V)k)
K(ng(G/ V)k A) K(ng(G/ Vg A)
K(eV(G/V)[al*)T TK(ev(G/V)[a—l]*)
K(I(G/V))lo]
K(Jgoi6/v)014) K (Jgo6/vyie-14)
K(j(G/V)[a]*)l JK(j(G/V)[a"]*)
K((G/V))
K(ng(G/ V) A) K(ng(G/ V) -A)

Since I (G/H)[o~10I(G/H)[o]1=idand I (G/H)g oI(G/H)x = id, we obtain
a Z/2-operation on NK ft and hence a functor

NKfl : Or(G) — Z/2-Spectra, (8.3)
and we conclude:

Lemma 8.4. The transformation b : NK fi — Kﬁ of Orye, (G)-spectra is compat-
ible with the 7 /2-actions.

8B. Orientable virtually cyclic subgroups of type I.

Definition 8.5 (orientable virtually cyclic subgroups of type I). Given a group G,
we say that the infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G are orientable if
there is, for every virtually cyclic subgroup V of type I, a choice oy of a generator
of the infinite cyclic group Qy with the following property: whenever V and V'
are infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type I, and f : V — V' is an inclusion or
a conjugation by some element of G, then the map Qr: Qv — Qw sends oy to
a positive multiple of ow. Such a choice of elements {oy | V € VC/} is called an
orientation.

Lemma 8.6. Suppose that the virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G are ori-
entable. Then all infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of G are of type I, and the
Sfundamental group 7 x Z of the Klein bottle is not a subgroup of G.

Proof. Suppose that G contains an infinite virtually cyclic subgroup V of type II.
Then Qv is the infinite dihedral group. Its commutator [Qy, Qv] is infinite cyclic.
Let W be the preimage of the commutator [Qy, Qv ] under the canonical projection
pv : V. — Qy. There exists an element y € Oy such that conjugation by y induces
—id on [Qy, Qy]. Obviously W is an infinite virtually cyclic group of type I, and
the restriction of py to W is the canonical map pw : W — Qw =[Qv, Qv]. Choose
an element x € V with py(x) = y. Conjugation by x induces an automorphism
of W which induces —id on Qw. Hence the virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of
G are not orientable.

The statement about the Klein bottle is obvious. ]
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For the notions of a CAT(0)-group and of a hyperbolic group we refer for
instance to [Bridson and Haefliger 1999; Ghys and de la Harpe 1990; Gromov
1987]. The fundamental group of a closed Riemannian manifold is hyperbolic if
the sectional curvature is strictly negative, and is a CAT(0)-group if the sectional
curvature is nonpositive.

Lemma 8.7. Let G be a hyperbolic group. Then the infinite virtually cyclic sub-
groups of type I of G are orientable if and only if all infinite virtually cyclic sub-
groups of G are of type 1.

Proof. The “only if” statement follows from Lemma 8.6. To prove the “if” state-
ment, assume that all infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of G are of type L.

By [Liick and Weiermann 2012, Example 3.6], every hyperbolic group satis-
fies the condition (NM rincye,), 1.e., every infinite virtually cyclic subgroup V
is contained in a unique maximal one Vy,x and the normalizer of Vi, satisfies
NVmax = Vimax. Let M be a complete system of representatives of the conjugacy
classes of maximal infinite virtually cyclic subgroups. Since by assumption V € M
is of type I, we can fix a generator oy € Qy for each V € M.

Consider any infinite virtually cyclic subgroup W of G type 1. Choose g € G
and V € M such that gWg~! C V. Then conjugation with g induces an injection
Qcg): Qw — Qv by Lemma 1.1(vi). We equip W with the generator oy € Qw for
which there exists an integer n > 1 with Q) (ow) = (oy)". This is independent
of the choice of g and V: for every g € G and V € M with [gVg~ !N V| = oo,
the condition (NM rincyc,) implies that g belongs to V and conjugation with an
element g € V induces the identity on Qy. U

Lemma 8.8. Let G be a CAT(0)-group. Then the infinite virtually cyclic subgroups
of type I of G are orientable if and only if all infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of G
are of type I and the fundamental group 7 x Z of the Klein bottle is not a subgroup
of G.

Proof. Because of Lemma 8.6 it suffices to construct for a CAT(0)-group an orien-
tation for its infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type I, provided that all infinite
virtually cyclic subgroups of G are of type I and the fundamental group Z x Z of
the Klein bottle is not a subgroup of G.

Consider on the set of infinite virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G the
relation ~, where we put V| ~ V; if and only if there exists an element g € G
with |g V] g_1 N V5| = oo. This is an equivalence relation since, for any infinite
virtually cyclic group V and elements v, v, € V of infinite order, we can find
integers n, np, with v'fl = vgz, ny # 0 and ny # 0. Choose a complete system of
representatives S for the classes under ~. For each element V € S we choose an
orientation oy € Qy.
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Given any infinite virtually cyclic subgroup W C G of type I we define a preferred
generator oy € Qyw as follows: Choose g € G and V € S with [gWg~ ! N V| = oo.
Leti;:gWg~'NV — W be the injection sending v to g~ 'vg and i : gWg~ !NV - V
be the inclusion. By Lemma 1.1(vi) we obtain injections of infinite cyclic groups
Qi 1 Qgwg-1ny = Qw and O, : Quwe-1ny — Qv. Equip Qw with the gen-
erator oy for which there exist integers nj, ny > 1 and o € Q,y,-1ny With
0i,(0) = (ow)™ and Q,(0) = (o)™.

We have to show that this is well-defined. Obviously it is independent of the
choice of o, n; and n;. It remains to show that the choice of g does not matter. For
this purpose we have to consider the special case W = V and have to show that the
new generator oy agrees with the given one oy. We conclude from [Liick 2009,
Lemma 4.2] and the argument about the validity of condition (C) appearing in the
proof of [Liick 2009, Theorem 1.1(ii)] that there exists an infinite cyclic subgroup
C C gVg~'NV such that g belongs to the normalizer NgC. It suffices to show that
conjugation with g induces the identity on C. Let H C G be the subgroup generated
by g and C. We obtain a short exact sequence 1 - C — H P, H/C — 1, where
H/C is the cyclic subgroup generated by pr(g). Suppose that H/C is finite. Then
H is an infinite virtually cyclic subgroup of G which must, by assumption, be of
type 1. Since the center of H must be infinite by Lemma 1.1(ii) and hence the
intersection of the center of H with C is infinite cyclic, the conjugation action of
g on C must be trivial. Suppose that H/C is infinite. Then H is the fundamental
group of the Klein bottle if the conjugation action of g on C is nontrivial. Since
the fundamental group of the Klein bottle is not a subgroup of G by assumption,
the conjugation action of g on C is trivial also in this case. ]

8C. Proof of Theorem 0.2. Let Oryc,\ 7in(G) be the full subcategory of the orbit
category O1(G) consisting of those objects G/ V for which V is an infinite virtually
cyclic subgroup of type I. We obtain a functor

gen(Q») : Orye\7in(G) — Z/2-Sets

sending G/V to gen(Qvy), and a G-map f: G/V — G/W to gen(f) as defined
in (6.3). The Z/2-action on gen(Qy) is given by taking the inverse of a generator.
The condition that the virtually cyclic subgroups of type I of G are orientable (see
Definition 8.5) is equivalent to the condition that the functor gen(Q-) is isomorphic
to the constant functor sending G/V to Z/2. A choice of an orientation corresponds
to a choice of such an isomorphism.

Proof of Theorem 0.2. Because of Theorem 0.1 and Lemma 8.4 it suffices to show
that the Z[Z /2]-module HnG(EG — Evyc, (G); NKf‘) is isomorphic to Z[Z /2] Rz A
for some Z-module A.
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Fix an orientation {oy | V € VC;} in the sense of Definition 8.5. We have the
Orye, (G)-spectrum

NK% : Orye, (G) — Spectra,

which sends G/V to the trivial spectrum if V is finite and to NK(G/V; A, oy)
if V is infinite virtually cyclic of type I. This is well-defined by the orientabil-
ity assumption. Now there is an obvious natural isomorphism of functors from
Orye, (G) to the category of Z/2-spectra

NKG A (Z)2), => NKS,
which is a weak equivalence of O1y¢, (G)-spectra. It induces a Z[Z/2]-isomorphism
HY(EG — Eve,(G); NKG) ®22(2/2] => HI(EG — Eyc,(G); NK9).
This finishes the proof of Theorem 0.2. (]

9. Rational vanishing of the relative term

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 0.3.
Consider the following diagram of groups, where the vertical maps are inclu-
sions of subgroups of finite index and the horizontal arrows are automorphisms:

HL)H

L, |

K—K
We obtain a commutative diagram

Kn(RH[1) 5 K\ (RK 4 [1]) 2 K, (RHy[1))

l(evm* l(evm* l(evm* .1

K, (RH) —*— K, (RK) ——— K, (RH)

as follows: i, and i* are the maps induced by induction and restriction with the
ring homomorphism Ri : RH — RK; i[t], and i[f]* are the maps induced by
induction and restriction with the ring homomorphism Ri[t]: RHg[t] — RKy[t];
evy : RHy[t] — RH and evg : RKy[t] — RK are the ring homomorphisms given
by putting t = 0.

The left square is obviously well-defined and commutative. The right square is
well-defined since the restriction of RK to RH by Ri is a finitely generated free
R H-module and the restriction of RK[f] to RHg[t] by Ri[t]is a finitely generated
free R Hy-module by the following argument.
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Put [ :=[K : H]. Choose a subset {k{, k2, ..., k;} of K such that K/H can be
written as {k\H, kpH, ..., kyH}. The map

l )
a:PRH=iI"RK,  (x1.x2.....x) > Y _xi-ki,
i=1 i=1

is an homomorphism of R H-modules and the map

I I
B @D RHy[1=> ilt'RKy 1], (1. Y2 ... y) = D vi-ki,
i=1

i=1

is a homomorphism of R Hy[t]-modules. Obviously « is bijective. The map p is bi-
jective since for any integerm we get K /H ={y" (k))H, v (ko) H, ..., ™ (k;) H}.

To show that the right square commutes we have to define for every finitely
generated projective RKy []-module P a natural R H-isomorphism

T(P): (evy)i[t]"P => i*(evk).P.

First we define 7 (P). By the adjunction of induction and restriction it suffices
to construct a natural map 7'(P) : i.(evy)«i[t]* P — (evk)«P. Since i oevy =
evk o i[t] we have to construct a natural map T”(P) : i[t].i[t]*P — P, since
then we define 7'(P) to be (evk)«(T”(P)). Now define T”(P) to be the adjoint
of the identity id : i[¢]*P — i[¢]* P. Explicitly T (P) sends an element 2 ® x in
(eva)«i[t]*P = RH Qey,, i[t]* P to the element i (h) ®x ini*(eVg )« P = RK Qey, P.

Obviously T (P) is natural in P and compatible with direct sums. Hence, in
order to show that T'(P) is bijective for all finitely generated projective RKy[t]-
modules P, it suffices to do that for P = RK [¢]. Now the claim follows since the
following diagram of R H-modules commutes:

R T(RKy[t]) -
RH ®6VH l[f] RKw[t] —_—1 (RK@evK RKw[t])

id@evHﬁT”Z luz

RH ®cvy (Dl RHylt]) i*RK
Lu J
EBf’:l RH ®ev, RHyl1] — EB§Z1 RH

where the isomorphisms « and 8 have been defined above and all other arrows
marked with = are the obvious isomorphisms. Recall that NK,(RH, R¢) is by
definition the kernel of (evy)s : K,(RHy[t]) — K,(RH) and the analogous state-
ment holds for NK,, (RK, Ryr).
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The diagram (9.1) induces homomorphisms
i« :NK,(RH, R$p) — NK,(RK, RYr),
i*:NK,(RK, RY) > NK,(RH, R¢).
Since both composites

i[t]*oi[t]4 i*oiy
5

K, (RHy[1]) K.(RHg[t]) and K,(RH) —=> K,(RH)

are multiplication with /, we conclude:

Lemma 9.2. The composite i*oi, : NK,(RH, R¢) — NK,(RH, R¢) is multipli-
cation with l for alln € Z.

Lemma 9.3. Let ¢ : K — K be an inner automorphism of the group K. Then there
is, for all n € Z, an isomorphism

NK,(RK, Rp) —=> NK,(RK).

Proof. Let k be an element such that ¢ is given by conjugation with k. We obtain
a ring isomorphism

n:RKpel[t] => RK[t], D hit' > Mkt
i

Let evgk,¢ : RKg[t] — RK and evgx : RK[t] — RK be the ring homomorphisms
given by putting ¢ = 0. Then we obtain a commutative diagram with isomorphisms
as vertical arrows

K (RK gglt]) —— K, (RK[t])

JCVRK,qa J/CVRK

K, (RK) % K, (RK)
1

It induces the desired isomorphism NK, (RK, R¢) =5 NK, 2 (RK). O

Remark. As the referee has pointed out, this results holds more generally (with
identical proof) for the twisted Bass group NF(S, ¢) of any functor F from rings
to abelian groups and any inner ring automorphism ¢ : § — S.

Theorem 9.4. Let R be a regular ring. Let K be a finite group of order r and let
¢ : K => K be an automorphism of order s. Then NK,(RK, R¢)[1/rs] =0 for
alln € Z. In particular, NK,(RK, Rp) @7 Q=0 foralln € Z.

Proof. Let t be a generator of the cyclic group Z/s of order s. Consider the
semidirect product K x4 Z/s. Leti : K — K x4 Z/s be the canonical inclusion.
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Let ¢ be the inner automorphism of K x4 Z /s given by conjugation with 7. Then
[K x¢ Z/s : K]=s and the following diagram commutes:

K— " k

| |

K >4¢Z/ST>K >4¢Z/S

Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3 yield maps i, : NK,(RK, ¢) — NK,(R[K x4 Z/s]) and
i* : NK,(R[K x4 Z/s]) — NK,(RK, ¢) such that i* oi, = s -id. This implies
that NK,,(RK, ¢)[1/s] is a direct summand in NK,,(R[K x4 Z/s])[1/s]. Since R
is regular by assumption and hence NK, (R) vanishes for all n € Z, we conclude
from [Hambleton and Liick 2012, Theorem A] that

NK,(R[K x4Z/s])[1/rs]=0.

(For R = Z and some related rings, this has already been proved by Weibel [1981,
(6.5), p- 490].) This implies NK,,(RK, ¢)[1/rs] =0. O

Theorem 9.4 has already been proved for R = Z in [Grunewald 2008, Theo-
rem 5.11].
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 0.3.

Proof of Theorem 0.3. Because of Theorem 0.1 it suffices to prove, for all n € Z,
HY(EG — Evc,(G); NK§) ®7 @ => {0}.

There is a spectral sequence converging to H ;?+ q(I_E G — Eyc,(G); NK g) whose
E’-term is the Bredon homology

B2, =H, "D(EG - Eve,(G); 7y (NKD))

with coefficients in the covariant functor from Ory¢, (G) to the category of Z-
modules coming from composing NK g : Orye, (G) — Spectra with the functor
taking the g-homotopy group; see [Davis and Liick 1998, Theorems 4.7 and 7.4].
Since Q is flat over Z, it suffices to show, for all V € VC;,

7,(NK§G(G/V)) ®7Q=0.

If V is finite, NK g(G / V) is by construction the trivial spectrum and the claim is
obviously true. If V is a virtually cyclic group of type I, then we conclude from
the diagram (5.6) that

72 (NKG(G/V)) = NK,(RKy, R$p) ® NK,(RKy, Rp™").

Now the claim follows from Theorem 9.4. O
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10. On the computation of the relative term

In this section we give some further information about the computation of the
relative term HnG(EG — EG; Kg) = HnG(I_EG — Eve(G); NKg).

Liick and Weiermann [2012] give a systematic analysis of how the space Ey¢, (G)
is obtained from EG. We say that G satisfies the condition (M rincyc,) if any
virtually cyclic subgroup of type I is contained in a unique maximal infinite cyclic
subgroup of type I. We say that G satisfies the condition (NM rincye, ) if it satisfies
(M rincye,) and, for any maximal virtually cyclic subgroup V of type L, its normal-
izer NgV agrees with V. Every word hyperbolic group satisfies (NM rincyc,); see
[Liick and Weiermann 2012, Example 3.6].

Suppose that G satisfies (M rincyc,). Let M be a complete system of repre-
sentatives V of the conjugacy classes of maximal virtually cyclic subgroups of
type I. Then we conclude from [Liick and Weiermann 2012, Corollary 2.8] that
there exists a G-pushout of G-CW-complexes with inclusions as horizontal maps

yem G Xngv ENGV ———— EG
J/]_[VEM idg x fv Jf
[yea G xXngv Eve,(NGV) —— Eye, (G)

This yields for all n € Z an isomorphism, using the induction structure in the sense
of [Liick 2002, Section 1],

D H\*"(ENGV — Eve,(NGV); Kz°") => HI(EG — Eve,(G); K).
VeM

Combining this with Theorem 0.1 yields the isomorphism

P eV (ENGYV — Eve,(NGV): NK3®") => HIEG — Eve, (G); K§).
VeM

Suppose now that G satisfies (NM rincyc,) and recall that NK g(V /H) =0 for
finite H, by definition. Then the isomorphism above reduces to the isomorphism

P 7 (NK(V/V)) => HIEG — Eve,(G): K§),
VeM

and (NKX(V/ V)) is the Nil-term NK,,(RKy, R$) ® NK,(RKv; Rp~™") appear-
ing in the twisted version of the Bass—Heller—Swan decomposition of RV (see
[Grayson 1988, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3]) if we write V = Ky x4 Z.
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11. Fibered version

We illustrate in this section, by an example which will be crucial in [Farrell et al.
2016], that we do get information from our setting also in a fibered situation.

Let p : X — B be a map of path connected spaces. We will assume that it is
mi-surjective, i.e., induces an epimorphism on fundamental groups. Suppose that
B admits a universal covering g : B — B.

Choose base points xg € X, bg € B and l;o €B satisfying p(xg) = by = q(l;o).
We will abbreviate I' = 71 (X, x¢) and G = (B, by). Recall that we have a free
right proper G-action on B and ¢ induces a homeomorphism B/G —=> B. For
a subgroup H C G denote by ¢(G/H) : B xg G/H = B/H — B the obvious
covering induced by ¢g. The pullback construction yields a commutative square of

spaces

G(G/H
X(G/H)LX

ﬁ(G/H)l ‘P
B

BxsG/H
x6 G/ 4(G/H)

where g(G/H) is again a covering. This yields covariant functors from the orbit
category of G to the category of topological spaces,

B :0r(G) — Spaces, G/H + B xgG/H,
X :0r(G) — Spaces, G/H+— X(G/H).

The assumption that p is m;-surjective ensures that X (G/H) is path connected for
all H C G.
By composition with the fundamental groupoid functor we obtain a functor

I(X) : Or(G) — Groupoids, G/H+— II(X(G/H)).

Let R-FGF be the additive category whose set of objects is {R" |n=0,1,2,...}
and whose morphisms are R-linear maps. In the sequel it will always be equipped
with the trivial G- or I'-action or considered as constant functor G — Add-Cat.
Consider the functor

& : Groupoids — Spectra, G+ K(/ R—FGF).
g
The composite of the last two functors yields a functor

K(p) :=£&oI1(X): Or(G) — Spectra.

Associated to this functor there is—see [Davis and Liick 1998] —a G-homology
theory H*G(—; K(p)) := m,(0%(—) Aorc) K(p)). We will be interested in the
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associated assembly map induced by the projection EG — G/G,
HY(EG; K(p)) > H{(G/G; K(p)) = K,(RT). (11.1)
The goal of this section is to identify this assembly map with the assembly map
H(EG; K) — H;(G/G: Ka) = Ku(RT)

for a suitable additive category with G-action .A. Thus the results of this paper
apply also in the fibered setup.
Consider the functor

G" : Or(G) — Groupoids, G/H > G'(G/H),

where we consider G/H as a I'-set by restriction along the group homomorphism
' — G induced by p.

Lemma 11.2. There is a natural equivalence
T:G6" — M(X)
of covariant functors Or(G) — Groupoids.

Proof. Given an object G/H in Or(G), we have to specify an equivalence of
groupoids T(G/H) : G"(G/H) — II(X(G/H)). For an object in G'(G/H) which
is given by an element wH € G/H, define T (wH) to be the point in X (G/H)
which is determined by (l;o, wH) € B Xg G/H and xg € X. This makes sense
since ¢(G/H)((bo, wH)) = by = q(x0)-

Let y : woH — w; H be a morphism in G'(G/H). Choose a loop ux in X at
Xxo € X which represents y. Let ug be the loop pouyx in B at by € B. There is
precisely one path u 5 in B which starts at by and satisfies g oup=up. Let[uple G
be the class of u g, or, equivalently, the image of y under 7 (p, x9) : I' = G. By
definition of the right G-action on B we have 150 [up] = up(1l). Define a path
UGy in B xg G/H from (bo, woH) to (bo, wiH) by t — (up(t), woH). This is
indeed a path endlng at (bo, wi H) since (bo [ugl, woH) = (bo [ugl-woH) =
(bo, wi H) holds in B xg G/H. Obviously the composite of uB/H with g(G/H) :
B xg G/H — B is ug. Hence Uj and ux determine a path in X (G/H) from
T (woH) — T (w1 H) and hence a morphism T (woH) — T (w; H) in II(X(G/H)).
One easily checks that the homotopy class (relative to the endpoints) of u depends
only on y. Thus we obtain the desired functor 7(G/H):G'(G/H) — (X (G/ H)).
One easily checks that they fit together, so that we obtain a natural transformation
T:G" — I(X).

At a homogeneous space G/ H, the value of Q_F is a groupoid equivalent to the
group m1(p, x0)~'(H), while the value of IT1(X) is a groupoid equivalent to the
fundamental group of X (G/H). Up to this equivalence, the functor T, at G/H,
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is the standard identification of these two groupoids. Hence T is a natural equiva-
lence. O

We obtain a covariant functor

K(p) :Or(G) — Spectra, G/H K</ R-FGF).
g

T(G/H)
Lemma 11.2 implies that the following diagram commutes, where the vertical ar-
row is the isomorphism induced by T':

HE(EG; K(p))

HS(pr; K (p))

T | 11 HY(G/G; K(p)) = K,(RT)

HC(pr; K (p))

HS(EG; K(p))

Now the functor K (p)’ is, up to natural equivalence, of the form Kﬁ for some
additive G-category, namely for A =ind,.r. R-FGF; see [Bartels and Liick 2010,
(11.5) and Lemma 11.6]. We conclude:

Lemma 11.3. The assembly map (11.1) is an isomorphism for all n € Z if the
K-theoretic Farrell-Jones conjecture for additive categories holds for G.
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Birational motives
I: Pure birational motives

Bruno Kahn and Ramdorai Sujatha

We define a category of pure birational motives over a field, depending on the
choice of an adequate equivalence relation on algebraic cycles. It is obtained by
“killing” the Lefschetz motive in the corresponding category of effective motives.
For rational equivalence, it encompasses Bloch’s decomposition of the diagonal.
We study the induced Chow—Kiinneth decompositions in this category, and estab-
lish relationships with Rost’s cycle modules and the Albanese functor for smooth
projective varieties.
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Introduction

In the preprint [Kahn and Sujatha 2002], we toyed with birational ideas in three
areas of algebraic geometry: plain varieties, pure motives in the sense of Grothen-
dieck, and triangulated motives in the sense of Voevodsky. These three themes are
finally treated separately in revised versions. The first one is the object of [Kahn
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and Sujatha 2015a]; the second one is the object of the present paper; the third one
is the object of [Kahn and Sujatha 2015b].

We work over a field F. Recall that we introduced in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a]
two “birational” categories. The first, place(F’), has for objects the function fields
over F and for morphisms the F-places. The second one is the Gabriel-Zisman
localisation of the category Sm(F') of smooth F-varieties obtained by inverting bi-
rational morphisms [Gabriel and Zisman 1967, Chapter 1]; we denote this category
by S, 'Sm(F).

We may also invert stable birational morphisms: those which are dominant and
induce a purely transcendental extension of function fields, and invert the corre-
sponding morphisms in place(F). We denote the sets of such morphisms by S,.

In order to simplify the exposition, let us assume that F is of characteristic 0.
Then the main results of [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a] and its predecessor [Kahn and
Sujatha 2007] can be summarised in a diagram

place(F)® — S, SmP™(F) >~ §,' Sm(F)

} | |

S~!place(F)°? — S~ SmP(F) = S~ Sm(F)

where SmP™ (F) is the full subcategory of smooth projective varieties and the
symbols ~ denote equivalences of categories; see [Kahn and Sujatha 2007, Propo-
sition 8.5] and [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Theorems 1.7.2 and 4.2.4].

Moreover, if X is smooth and Y is smooth proper, then Hom(X, Y)=Y (F(X))/R
inS, 'Sm(F), where R is R-equivalence [ibid., Theorem 6.6.3].

In this paper, we consider the effect of inverting birational morphisms in cat-
egories of effective pure motives. For simplicity, let us still assume char F = 0,
and consider only the category of effective Chow motives Chow®(F), defined
by using algebraic cycles modulo rational equivalence. The graph functor then
induces a commutative square (compare (5.1.1))

S, SmPi(F) — S, ! Chow*(F)

1 }

ST SmP(F) — S Chow*™(F)

One can expect that the right vertical functor is an equivalence of categories,
and indeed this is not difficult to prove (Corollary 2.2.5(b)). But we have two other
descriptions of this category of “birational motives”:

« The functor Chow*'(F) — S, ! Chow*™(F) is full, and its kernel is the ideal
Lat of morphisms which factor through some object of the form M ® L, where
L is the Lefschetz motive [ibid].
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o If X, Y are smooth projective varieties, then L., (h(X), h(Y)) coincides with
the group of Chow correspondences represented by algebraic cycles on X x Y
whose irreducible components are not dominant over X (Theorem 2.4.2).

As a consequence, the group of morphisms from /(X) to 2(Y) in S, ! Choweff( F)
is isomorphic to CHy(YF(x)). Given the similar description of Hom sets in

S, ' SmPI(F)
recalled above, this places the classical map

Y(F(X))/R — CHo(Yr(x))
in a categorical context.

Note that, by [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Theorem 8.5.1(b)], if X =~ Spec F in
S, ''Sm then X must be rationally connected; on the other hand, there are surfaces
of general type with trivial birational motive, see Remarks 3.1.5(1) and (3). So the
birational motive of a smooth projective variety detects much less geometry than
its class in S, 'Sm, but on the other hand it is much more computable.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 1 we review pure motives. In
Section 2 we study pure birational motives, in greater generality than outlined in
this introduction. In particular, many results are valid for other adequate equiva-
lence relations than rational equivalence, see Section 2.3; moreover, most results
extend to characteristic p if p is invertible in the ring of coefficients, by using the
de Jong—Gabber alteration theorem [Illusie and Temkin 2014]; see Theorem 2.4.2.

Section 3 consists of examples. We study varieties whose birational motive
is trivial, in the line of the remarks above. We also study the Chow—Kiinneth
decomposition in the category of birational motives, special attention being devoted
to the case of complete intersections.

Let Chow®(F) denote the pseudoabelian envelope of S, ! Choweff(F ). In Sec-
tion 4, we examine two questions: the existence of a right adjoint to the projection
functor Chow®!(F) — Chow°(F) (and similarly for more general adequate equiv-
alences), and whether pseudoabelian completion is really necessary. It turns out
that the answer to the first question is negative (Theorems 4.3.2 and 4.3.3; this
is related to the nontriviality of the Griffiths group for some 3-folds) and the an-
swer to the second question is positive with rational coefficients under a nilpotence
conjecture (Conjecture 3.3.1). We can get an unconditional positive answer to the
second question if we restrict to a suitable type of motives (Proposition 4.4.1 and
Example 4.4.2).

In Section 5, we define a functor S, ! field(F)°P — S I Chow*(F, Q) in char-
acteristic p, using de Jong’s theorem again. Here field(F) denotes the subcategory
of place(F) with the same objects but morphisms restricted to field extensions
(Proposition 5.1.4).
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We end this paper by relating the previous constructions to more classical objects.
In Section 6 we relate birational motives to cycle cohomology [Rost 1996], expand-
ing a bit on previous results by Rost and Merkurjev [2001; 2008]. In Section 7,
we define a tensor additive category AbS(F) of locally abelian schemes, whose
objects are those F-group schemes that are extensions of a lattice (i.e., locally
isomorphic for the étale topology to a free finitely generated abelian group) by an
abelian variety. We then show in Section 8 that the classical construction of the
Albanese variety of a smooth projective variety extends to a tensor functor

Alb : Chow®(F) — AbS(F),

which becomes full and essentially surjective after tensoring morphisms with @
(Proposition 8.2.1). So, one could say that AbS(F) is the representable part of
Chow°(F). We also show that, after tensoring with @, Alb has a right adjoint
which identifies AbS(F) ® Q with the thick subcategory of Chow®(F) ® Q gener-
ated by motives of varieties of dimension < 1.

Some results of the preliminary version [Kahn and Sujatha 2002] of this work
were used in other papers, namely [Kahn et al. 2007; Kahn 2009], and we occasion-
ally refer to these papers to ease the exposition. Here is a correspondence guide
between the results from [Kahn and Sujatha 2002] used in these papers and those
in the present version:

o In [Kahn 2009], Lemma 7.2 uses [Kahn and Sujatha 2002, Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4],
which correspond to Proposition 2.3.5 and Theorem 2.4.2 of the present paper.
The reader will verify that the proofs of Proposition 2.3.5 and Theorem 2.4.2
are the same as those of [Kahn and Sujatha 2002, Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4], mu-
tatis mutandis, and do not use any result from [Kahn 2009].

o In [Kahn et al. 2007], Lemma 7.5.3 uses the same references; the same com-
ment as above applies. Moreover, Proposition 9.5 of [Kahn and Sujatha 2002]
is used on pp. 174-175 of [Kahn et al. 2007]; this result is now Theorem 8.2.4.
Again, its proof is identical to the one in the preliminary version and does not
use results from [Kahn et al. 2007].

The idea of considering birational Chow correspondences, which yield here a
category in which Hom([ X1, [Y]) = CHo(YF(x)) for two smooth projective vari-
eties X, Y, goes back to S. Bloch’s method of “decomposition of the diagonal” in
[Bloch 2010, Appendix to Lecture 1] (see also [Bloch and Srinivas 1983]). He
attributes the idea of considering the generic point of a smooth projective variety
X as a O-cycle over its function field to Colliot-Thélene; here, this corresponds
to the identity endomorphism of 4°(X) € Chow°(F). We realised the connection
with Bloch’s ideas after reading H. Esnault’s article [2003], and this led to another
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proof of her theorem by the present birational techniques in [Kahn 2009]. M. Rost
has considered this category independently [Merkurjev 2001]; this was pointed out
to us by N. Karpenko.

1. Review of pure motives

In this section, we recall the definition of categories of pure motives in a way which
is suited to our needs. A slight variance to the usual exposition is the notion of
adequate pair, which is a little more precise than the notion of adequate equivalence
relation (it explicitly takes the coefficients into account).

We adopt the covariant convention, for future comparison with Voevodsky’s
triangulated categories of motives: here, the functor which sends a smooth projec-
tive variety to its motive is covariant. For a dictionary between the covariant and
contravariant conventions, the reader may refer to [Kahn et al. 2007, Lemma 7.1.2].

1.1. Adequate pairs. We give ourselves

e a commutative ring of coefficients A;

« an adequate equivalence relation ~ on algebraic cycles with coefficients in A
[Samuel 1960].

We refer to (A, ~) as an adequate pair. Classical examples for ~ are rat
(rational equivalence), alg (algebraic equivalence), num (numerical equivalence),
~p (homological equivalence relative to a fixed Weil cohomology theory H). A
less classical example is Voevodsky’s smash-nilpotence tnil [1995]; see [André
and Kahn 2002, Example 7.4.3] (a cycle « is smash-nilpotent if a®" ~, 0 for
some n > 0). We then have a notion of domination (A, ~) > (A, ~/) if ~ is finer
than ~ (i.e., the groups of cycles modulo ~ surjects onto the one for ~). It is
well known that (A, rat) > (A, ~) for any ~ (see [Fulton 1984, Example 1.7.5]),
and that (A, ~) > (A, numy,) if A is a field.

Since the issue of coefficients is sometimes confusing, the following remarks
may be helpful. Given a pair (A, ~) and a commutative A-algebra B, we get a
new pair B ®4 (A, ~) by tensoring algebraic cycles with B: for example, (A, ~) =
A ®z (Z, ~) for ~ =rat, alg or tnil by definition. On the other hand, given a pair
(B, ~) and a ring homomorphism A — B we get a “restriction of scalars” pair
(A, ~a) by considering cycles with coefficients in A which become ~ 0 after
tensoring with B: for example, if H is a Weil cohomology theory with coefficients
in K, this applies to any ring homomorphism A — K. Obviously

B®a (A, ~a) = (B,~),

but this need not be an equality in general.
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In the case of numerical equivalence (a cycle with coefficients in A is numeri-
cally equivalent to O if the degree of its intersection with any cycle of complemen-
tary dimension in good position is 0), we have B®4 (A, numy) > (B, nump), with
equality if B is flat over A.

Given a pair (A, ~), to any smooth projective F-variety X and integer n > 0 we
may associate its group of cycles of codimension n with coefficients in A modulo ~,
which will be denoted by Z” (X, A). If X has pure dimension d, we also denote
this group by Z;” (X, A).

1.2. Smooth projective varieties, connected and nonconnected. In [Kahn and Su-
jatha 2015a] we were only considering (connected) varieties over F. Classically,
pure motives are defined using not necessarily connected smooth projective vari-
eties. One could base the treatment on connected smooth varieties, but this would
introduce problems with the tensor product, since a product of connected varieties
need not be connected in general (e.g., if neither of them is geometrically con-
nected). Thus we prefer to use here:

Definition 1.2.1. We write Smy;(F') for the category of smooth separated schemes
of finite type over F. For % € {prop, qp, proj}, we write Smg”(F ) for the full sub-
category of Smy;(F’) consisting of proper, quasiprojective or projective varieties.

Unlike their counterparts considered in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a], these cate-
gories enjoy finite products and coproducts.
The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 1.2.2. The categories considered in Definition 1.2.1 are the “finite coprod-
uct envelopes” of those considered in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a], in the sense of
[Kahn and Sujatha 2007, Proposition 6.1].

1.3. Review of correspondences. We associate to two smooth projective varieties
X, Y the group zdmY (X %Y, A) of correspondences from X to Y relative to (A, ~).
The composition of correspondences is defined as follows:! if X, Y, Z are smooth
projective and («, B) € ZdmY (¥ x ¥, A) x Z29mZ(y x 7, A), then

Boa=(pxz)«(Pxye - pyzB),

where pxy, pyz and pxz denote the partial projections from X x Y x Z onto
two-fold factors.

We then get an A-linear tensor (i.e., symmetric monoidal) category Cor~ (F, A).
The graph map defines a covariant functor

SmP”(F) — Cor(F, A), X [X], (13.1)

IWe follow here the convention of Voevodsky [2000]. It is also the one used by Fulton [1984,
Section 16]. See [Kahn et al. 2007, Lemma 7.1.2].
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sothat [ XY ]=[X][Y], and [X x Y] =[X]®[Y] for the tensor structure. The
unit object is 1 = [Spec F].

If f:X — Y is a morphism of smooth varieties, let I's denote its graph and
[["r] denote the class of T’y in zZdmY (¥ % Y). We write f« for the correspondence
[[s]:[X]— [Y] (the image of f under the functor (1.3.1)). Note thatif f: X — Y
and g : Y — Z are two morphisms of smooth projective varieties, then the cycles
'y xZand X xT'g on X x Y x Z intersect properly, so that g, o f; is well defined as
a cycle and not just as an equivalence class of cycles; the equation g, o f, = (go f)«
is an equality of cycles. (This is a very special case of the composition of finite
correspondences; see [Mazza et al. 2006, Lemma 1.7].)

1.4. The correspondence attached to a rational map. We first define rational maps
between not necessarily connected smooth varieties X, Y in the obvious way: it is
a morphism from a suitable dense open subset of X to Y. Like morphisms, rational
maps split as disjoint unions of “connected” rational maps. A rational map f is
dominant if all its connected components are dominant and if the image of f meets
all connected components of Y.

Let f: X --» Y be arational map between two smooth projective varieties X, Y.
To f we associated in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Section 6.3] a morphism in the
category S, 'Sm. In the case of Chow motives, we can do better: define the corre-
spondence f, : [X] — [Y] in Cor~(F, A) as the closure of the graph of f inside
X x Y. The formula g, o f, = (g o f). need not be valid in general, even if go f
is defined (but see Proposition 2.3.8 below). Yet we have:

Lemma 1.4.1. Let X _]; Y& Zbea diagram of smooth projective varieties,
where f is a rational map and g is a morphism. Then we have an equality of
cycles

gx0 fi =(g0 )«
in 29MZ(X x 7).

Proof. Let U be an open subset of X on which f, hence also g o f, is defined. As
explained in Section 1.3, we have an equality of reduced closed subschemes

Poor = pyz(Ff xZNX x Fg).

Since Y is proper, pyz(I'r x ZNX xTI'y) is dense in pXZ(Ff X ZNX xTg) =gso0 fs,
hence the conclusion. O

1.5. Effective pure motives. We now define as usual the category of effective
pure motives Mot*T(F, A) relative to (A, ~) as the pseudoabelian envelope of
Cor-(F, A). We denote the composition of (1.3.1) with the pseudoabelianisation
functor by h~. If ~ =rat, we usually abbreviate i~ to h.

In Mot (F, A) we have
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e h.(Spec F) =1 (the unit object for the tensor structure);
o ho(PY) =1@L, where L is the Lefschetz motive.

If n > 0, we write M (n) for the motive M ® %" (beware that the “standard”
notation is M (—n)!)
We then have the formula, for two smooth projective X, Y and integers p, g > 0,

Mot (F, A)(h~(X)(p), h~(Y)(q)) = Z2ImTT4=P (X x Y). (1.5.1)

In particular, the endofunctor — ® L of Mot (F, A) is fully faithful.

If f:X — Y is a morphism, then the correspondence ['T'/] € zZdmY (y » X)
obtained by the “switch” defines a morphism f*: i (Y)(dim X) — A (X)(dim Y),
i.e., from A (Y) to h-(X)(dimY — dim X) or from A (Y)(dimX — dimY) to
h~(X) according to the sign of dim X — dim Y. In particular, if f has relative
dimension O then f* maps i~ (Y) to A~ (X). We similarly define f* for a rational

map f.
We recall the well-known lemma:

Lemma 1.5.2. Suppose that f is generically finite of degree d. Then f,o f*=dly.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove this for the action on cycles, and then the lemma follows
by Manin’s identity principle [Scholl 1994, Section 2]. Let « € Z* (Y, A). By the
projection formula,

fef T (@) =a- fi(D).

But f,(1) € 2°(¥, A) may be computed after restriction to any open subset U
of X, and for U small enough it is clear that f,(1) =d. U

1.6. Pure motives. The category Mot (F, A) is now obtained from Motiff(F ,A)
by inverting the endofunctor — ® L, i.e., adjoining a ®-quasi-inverse T of L (the
Tate motive) to Mot (F, A). The resulting category is rigid and the functor
Mot®(F, A) — Mot (F, A) is fully faithful; we refer to [Scholl 1994] for details.
We still write i~ (X) for the image of A (X) in Mot~ (F, A).

1.7. Pure motives and purely inseparable extensions. This subsection will be
needed for the proof of Remarks 2.3.10 below. It shows that extending scalars along
a purely inseparable extension is harmless as long as the exponential characteristic
is inverted.

Lemma 1.7.1. Let f : X — Y be a finite, flat and radicial morphism [ Grothendieck
and Dieudonné 1971, Définition 3.7.2] between smooth projective F-varieties. Let
(A, ~) be an adequate pair, with p invertible in A (where p is the exponential
characteristic of F).

@) fe: 27X, A) = Z.(Y, A) is an isomorphism.

®) fi: h(X) = h(Y) is an isomorphism in Cor-(F, A).
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Proof. Let p" be the generic degree of f. We have f, f* = f* f, = p" (on the
level of algebraic cycles), hence (a). Part (b) follows by Manin’s identity principle
(Yoneda lemma). O

Proposition 1.7.2. Let K/F be a purely inseparable extension. Then, for any
adequate pair (A, ~) as in Lemma 1.7.1, the extension of scalars functors

Cor-(F,A) — Cor-(K, A),
Mot (F, A) - Mot (K, A),
Mot (F, A) — Mot (K, A),

are equivalences of categories.

Proof. 1t suffices to show this for the first functor. Let X, Y be two smooth pro-
jective F-varieties. Then, for any finite subextension L/F of K /F, the morphism
(X xpY)L — X xpY is finite, flat and radicial; by Lemma 1.7.1(a) and a limit
argument, this implies that the functor is fully faithful. For its essential surjectivity,
we steal an idea from [Lang 1959, Chapter VIII, Section 1, proof of Theorem 2].
Let X be a smooth projective K -variety. Then X is defined over a finite subexten-
sion L/F of K/F. Let p" =[L : F], and let ®; be the absolute Frobenius of L.
The relative Frobenius morphism (an L-morphism)

X > (P1)*X

is finite, flat?> and radicial; by Lemma 1.7.1(b), h(X) — h((®’})*X) is an isomor-
phism in Cor~(L, A), hence also in Cor~ (K, A). Since ®} : Spec L — Spec L
factors through Spec F, (®7)*X is defined over F, proving that the functor is
essentially surjective. U

1.8. Image motives. In the study of projective homogeneous varieties, several peo-
ple (starting with Vishik) have been led to introduce the following:

Definition 1.8.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety. We write
ZX(X, A) =Im(ZL(X, A) = ZX(XF,, A)),
where F; is a separable closure of F.

Using correspondences based on these groups, we define Mot (F, A), etc. This
is mainly interesting when A = Z or Z/p: for A = Q) the extension of scalars map
is injective (by a transfer argument).

2To see this, one may use the fact that X is locally isomorphic to A" for the étale topology.
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2. Pure birational motives

2.1. First approach: localisation. The first idea to define a notion of pure bira-
tional motives is to localise Motiff(F , A) with respect to stable birational mor-
phisms as in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a], hence getting a functor

S SmP(F) — S~ Mots!T(F, A).

This idea turns out to be the good one in all important cases, but to see this we
first need some preliminary work. We start by reviewing the sets of morphisms
used in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Section 1.7]:

o Sp: birational morphisms;
e Sj: projections of the form X x (P1)" — X;

 §,: stably birational morphisms, where s € S, if and only if s is dominant and
gives a purely transcendental function field extension;

to which we adjoin

e §;’: compositions of blow-ups with smooth centres;
e SV =8 US.

These morphisms, defined for connected varieties in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a],
extend trivially to the categories of Definition 1.2.1 as explained in [Kahn and
Sujatha 2007, Corollary 6.3]. More precisely, if S is a set of morphisms of Sm(F),
we define SY  Smy;(F) as the set of those morphisms which are dominant and
whose connected components are all in S. For simplicity, we shall write S rather
than SY in the sequel.

By Lemma 1.2.2 and [Kahn and Sujatha 2007, Theorem 6.4], the localisation
results of [Kahn and Sujatha 2007; 2015a] extend to the category Smy;(F) and,
moreover, the functors

S7'Sm(F) — S~ Smy(F)

identify the right-hand side with the “finite coproduct envelope” of the left-hand
side. Similarly for their analogues with decorations Sm”.

We shall view the above morphisms as correspondences via the graph functor.
We introduce two more sets which are convenient here:

Definition 2.1.1. We write S‘b and S‘, for the sets of dominant rational maps which
induce, respectively, an isomorphism of function fields and a purely transcendental
extension. We let these rational maps act on pure motives via their graphs, as in
Section 1.4.
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Thus we have a diagram of inclusions of morphisms on Mot(F, A):

sY o c osPUSs, = Sv
N N N
Sp c SUS, C Sy (2.1.2)
N N N
Sp c S,uUs, C S,

Let us immediately notice:

Proposition 2.1.3. Let S be one of the systems of morphisms in (2.1.2). Then
the category S~ Mot (F, A) is an A-linear category provided with a tensor
structure, compatible with the corresponding structures of Mot (F, A) via the
localisation functor.

Proof. This follows from Theorem A.3.4, Proposition A.1.2 and the fact that ele-
ments of § are stable under disjoint unions and products. U

2.2. Second approach: the Lefschetz ideal.

Definition 2.2.1. We denote by £~ the ideal of Mot*(F, A) consisting of those
morphisms which factor through some object of the form P (1); this is the Lefschetz
ideal. It is a monoidal ideal (i.e., it is closed with respect to composition and tensor
products on the left and on the right).

Remark 2.2.2. In any additive category .A there is a notion of product of two ideals
7, J:
ZoJ=(fogl|feZl geld).
If B is an additive subcategory of Aand J ={f | f factors through some A € B},
then 7 is idempotent because it is generated by idempotent morphisms, namely the
identity maps of the objects of B. In A = Mot®{(F, A), this applies to L.

On the other hand, in a tensor additive category .A there is also the tensor product
of two ideals Z, J: for A, B € A,

ZRI)A,B)=(AEQF,B)o(Z(C,E)®J(D, F)) o A(A, C® D)),

where C, D, E, F run through all objects of .A. Coming back to A = Mot®(F, A),
we have L. ® L. = Mot (F, A)(2) # L. oL~ = L~. This is in sharp contrast
with the case where A is rigid [André and Kahn 2002, Lemme 6.15].

Proposition 2.2.3. (a) The localisation functor
Mot T(F, A) — (7)™ Mot (F, A)
factors through Mot®(F, A)/ L.
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(b) The functors
Mot (F, A) /L. — (S) "' Mot (F, A) — (S¥)~! Mot (F, A)

are both isomorphisms of categories.
(c) The functor
Mot (F, A)/L. — S, ' Mot (F, A)
is full.
(d) Foranys € S‘r, sx becomes invertible in S‘,: ! Motiff(F , A).
Proof. (a) By Proposition 2.1.3, it is sufficient to show that L +— 0 in
(S¢) ™ Mot (F, A).

Here as in the proof of (b) we shall use the following formula of Manin [1968,
Section 9, Corollary, p. 463]: if p : X — X is a blow-up with smooth centre Z C X
of codimension n, then

n—1
h'(X) ~ ') e P r'(2) 1%, (2.2.4)
i=1
where projecting the right-hand side onto 4°f(X) we get p,.
In (2.2.4), take X = [P? and for X the blow-up of X at (say) Z={(1:0:0)}. Since
p is invertible in (S l’,”)_] Mot (F, A), we get L = 0 in this category as requested.
(b) It suffices to show that morphisms of S}’ become invertible in Motiff(F ,A)/ L,
which immediately follows from (2.2.4) and the easier projective line formula.
(c) It suffices to show that members of S, have right inverses in Mot (F, A); this
follows from Lemma 1.5.2.

(d) Let g : X --» Y be an element of S,. Then X is birational to ¥ x (P!)" for
some n > 0, and if f: X --» ¥ x (PY)" is the corresponding birational map, its
composition with the first projection  is g. By Lemma 1.4.1, it suffices to show
that 7, is invertible in S, ' Mot (F, A), which follows from (b). a

Corollary 2.2.5. Let M = Mot T(F, A).

(a) Diagram (2.1.2) induces a commutative diagram of categories and functors
M/L~ = (SP)"'M == (SPUSy)™'M = (S")"'M

oW

S, M > (S US)"'M — S7'M (2.2.6)

} } |

S;IM —= (S, US)"'M = S7'M
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where the functors with a sign ~ are isomorphisms of categories and the indi-
cated functors are full.

(b) Ifchar F =0, all functors are isomorphisms of categories.

Proof. (a) follows from Proposition 2.2.3; (b) follows from Hironaka’s resolution
of singularities (see [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Lemma 1.7.1]). O

Remark 2.2.7. Tracking isomorphisms in diagram (2.2.6), one sees that without
assuming resolution of singularities we get a priori 4 different categories of “pure
birational motives”. If p : X — X is a birational morphism, then at least 1 (X) is
a direct summand of 4~ (X) by Lemma 1.5.2. However it is not clear how to prove
that the other summand is divisible by L without using resolution. We shall get by
for special pairs (A, ~) in Theorem 2.4.2 below, using the alteration theorem of
de Jong and Gabber.

We now introduce:
Definition 2.2.8. The category of pure birational motives is

Mot (F, A) = (Mot (F, A)/L.)".

We also set
Chow®(F, A) = Mot (F, A),

rat
Chow"(F, A) = Mot® (F, A).

rat
When A = Z, we abbreviate this notation to Chow®™(F) and Chow®(F).
We note:

Proposition 2.2.9. Taking pseudoabelian envelopes, the first functor in Corollary
2.2.5(a) induces an isomorphism of categories

Mot® (F, A) => ((S}")~" Cor~(F, A))".
In particular, the functor (Sg’)_1 Cor-(F,A)— (SZ:’)_1 Mot (F, A) is fully faith-
ful and the functor Cor~(F, A) — Sb_l Cor(F, A) is full.

Proof. All follows from Lemma A.4.1, except for the last statement, which follows
from Proposition 2.2.3(c). O

In Section 4, we shall examine to what extent it is really necessary to adjoin
idempotents in Definition 2.2.8.
2.3. Third approach: extendible pairs. To go further, we need to restrict the ade-
quate equivalence relation we are using:
Definition 2.3.1. An adequate pair (A, ~) is extendible if

» ~ is defined on cycles over arbitrary quasiprojective F-varieties;
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« it is preserved by inverse image under flat morphisms and direct image under
proper morphisms;

« if X is smooth projective, Z is a closed subset of X and U = X — Z, then the
sequence

Z(Z,A)—> Z7(X, A) > Z7(U, A) > 0 (2.3.2)

is exact.

Note that in (2.3.2), surjectivity always holds because this is already true on the
level of cycles. So the issue is exactness at Z," (X, A).

Examples 2.3.3. (a) Rational equivalence (with any coefficients) is extendible.

(b) Algebraic equivalence (with any coefficients) is extendible; see [Fulton 1984,
Example 10.3.4].

(c) The status of homological equivalence is very interesting:

(1) Under the standard conjecture that homological and numerical equivalences
agree, homological equivalence with respect to a “classical” Weil cohomology
theory is extendible if char F = 0 [Corti and Hanamura 2000, Proposition 6.7].
The proof involves resolution of singularities and the weight spectral sequences
for Borel-Moore Hodge homology, their degeneration at E, and the semisimplic-
ity of numerical motives [Jannsen 1992]. Presumably the same arguments work in
characteristic p by using de Jong’s alteration theorem [1996] instead of Hironaka’s
resolution of singularities; we thank Yves André for pointing this out. See [Voisin
2013, Proposition 1.6] for a more precise statement and a different proof.

(2) It seems that the Corti-Hanamura argument implies unconditionally that André’s
motivated cycles [1996] verify the axioms of an extendible pair.

(3) For Betti cohomology with integral coefficients or /-adic cohomology with Z;
coefficients, homological equivalence is not extendible. (Counterexample: F = C,
n =1, Z a general surface of degree > 4 in [P3; this example goes back to Kollar
[1992, p. 134].) This is closely related to the failure of the Hodge or Tate conjecture
integrally for Z (see [Soulé and Voisin 2005, Section 2]).

(4) Hodge cycles with coefficients in Q verify the axioms of an extendible pair:
similarly to (1), the proof involves resolving the singularities of Z in (2.3.2) and
using the semisimplicity of polarisable pure Hodge structures. See also [Jannsen
1994]. We are indebted to Claire Voisin for explaining these last two points.

(5) Taking Tate cycles for /-adic cohomology, the same argument works if we as-
sume the semisimplicity of Galois action on the cohomology of smooth projective
varieties.
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Lemma 2.3.4. If (A, ~) verifies the first two conditions of Definition 2.3.1, then
(A, rat) > (A, ~) (also over arbitrary quasiprojective varieties).

Proof. Again, this follows from [Fulton 1984, Example 1.7.5]. O

Proposition 2.3.5. Let (A, ~) be an extendible pair. For two smooth projective
varieties X, Y, let T.(X,Y) be the subgroup of Z4™Y (X x Y, A) consisting of
those classes vanishing in ZY™Y (U x Y, A) for some open subset U of X. Then
I is a monoidal ideal in Cor(F, A).

Proof. Note that by Lemma 2.3.4 and the third condition of Definition 2.3.1, the
map Z(X, Y) = Z.(X, Y) is surjective for any X, Y; this reduces us to the case
~ =rat. We further reduce immediately to A = Z.

Let X, Y, Z be three smooth projective varieties. If U is an open subset of X, it
is clear that the usual formula defines a composition of correspondences

CHYI™Y (U x Y) x CH'™Z(Y x Z) - CHY™Z(U x Z7)

and that this composition commutes with restriction to smaller and smaller open
subsets. Passing to the limit on U, we get a composition

CHY™Y (Yr(x)) x CH'™%(Y x Z) — CH"™*(ZFx))
or
CHo(Yr(x)) x CH™ (Y x Z) = CHo(ZF(x))-

Here we used the fact that (codimensional) Chow groups commute with filtering
inverse limits of schemes; see [Bloch 2010].
We now need to prove that this pairing factors through

CHo(Yrx)) x CHY™*(V x Z)

for any open subset V of Y. One checks that it is induced by the standard action of
correspondences in CHY™Z (Y (x) X r(x) Zr(x)) on groups of 0-cycles. Hence it is
sufficient to show that the standard action of correspondences factors as indicated,
and up to changing the base field we may replace F(X) by F.

We now show that the pairing

CHo(Y) x CHY™2(y x Z) — CHy(Z)

factors as indicated. The proof is a variant of Fulton’s proof [1984, Example 16.1.11]
of the Colliot-Thélene—Coray theorem [1979] that CH is a birational invariant of
smooth projective varieties. Let M be a proper closed subset of Y and leti : M — Y
be the corresponding closed immersion. We have to prove that for any o € CHy(Y)
and ,3 € CHdimy(M X Z),

(i x 12)4(B) (@) := (p2)«((i X 12):B - pjar) =0,
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where p; and p; are respectively the first and second projections on ¥ x Z.

We shall actually prove that (i x 17)+8 - pfo = 0. For this, we may assume that
« is represented by a closed point y € Y and 8 by some integral variety W C M x Z.
Then (i x12)+B- pia has supportin (i x 12)(W)N({y}x Z) C(M x Z)N({y}x Z). If
y ¢ M, this subset is empty and we are done. Otherwise, up to rational equivalence,
we may replace y by a O-cycle disjoint from M (see [Roberts 1972]), and we are
back to the previous case.

This shows that Z is an ideal of Cor~(F, A). The fact that it is a monoidal
ideal is essentially obvious. U

Definition 2.3.6. For an extendible pair (A, ~), we abbreviate Cor~(F, A)/Z~
(resp. (Mot T(F, A)/Z.)") into Cor® (F, A) (resp. Mot® (F, A)). (Here o stands
for “open”.) We write 42 (X) for the image of 2 (X) in Mot?, (F, A). We also set
Chow®(F, A) =Mot° (F, A) and Chow®(F) = Chow®(F, Z).

rat

For future reference, let us record here the value of the Hom groups in the most
important case, that of rational equivalence (see also Remark 2.3.10(2) below):

Lemma 2.3.7. We have
Cory (F, A)([X],[Y]) = CHo(YFr(x)) ® A.
Proposition 2.3.8. In Cor? (F, A):

(a) (go f)« = g« o0 fx for any composable rational maps X —{+ y %5 7.

(b) [Fulton 1984, Example 16.1.11] f* fi, = 1x and f, f* = ly for any birational
map f: X --»7Y.

(c) Morphisms of S, (see Definition 2.1.1) are invertible.

Proof. (a) Let F be the fundamental set of f, G be the fundamental set of g,
U=X—-F, V=Y —G.Byassumption, f(U)NV # &, hence W = f‘l(V) is
a nonempty open subset of U, on which g o f is a morphism.

Let us abuse notation and still write f for the morphism fy, etc. Then, by
definition,

8«0 fu= (PXZ)*((Ff X Z)N(X x Fg))

(note that the two intersected cycles are in good position). This cycle clearly con-
tains (go ) = Fgo r as a closed subset. One sees immediately that the restriction
of g.o firand (go f). to W x Z are equal.

(b) This is proven in the same way (or is a special case of (a)).

(c) Let g : X --» Y be an element of S,. Then X is birational to ¥ x (PH" for
somen>0,andif f: X --» Y x (I]:Dl)” is a birational map, its composition with
the first projection 7 is g. By (a) and (b), it suffices to show that m, is invertible in



BIRATIONAL MOTIVES, I: PURE BIRATIONAL MOTIVES 395

Cor~(F, A)/Z~. For this we may reduce to n = 1 and even to ¥ = Spec F since
7. is a monoidal ideal. Let s : Spec F — P! be the oo section; it suffices to show
that (s o)y = 1p1. But the cycle (s om), — Ip1 on P! x P! is linearly equivalent to
oo x P! (this is the idempotent defining the Lefschetz motive), and the latter cycle
vanishes when restricted to A! x P! (Il

We shall also need the following lemma in the proof of Proposition 5.1.4(c).

Lemma 2.3.9. Let L/ K be an extension of function fields over F, with K = F(X)
and L = F(Y) for X, Y two smooth projective F-varieties. Let ¢ : Y --+ X be the
rational map corresponding to the inclusion K — L. Let Z be another smooth
projective F-variety. Then the map

Chow’(F, A)(h°(X), h°(Z)) — Chow’(F, A)(h°(Y), h°(Z))

given by composition with ¢, : h°(Y) — h°(X) (see Section 1.4) coincides via
Lemma 2.3.7 with the base-change map CHy(Zg) @ A — CHy(Z1) ® A.

Proof. Let V. C Y and U C X be open subsets such that ¢ is defined on V and
@(V) C U. Up to shrinking U, we may assume that ¢ is flat [Grothendieck and
Dieudonné 1966, Théoreme 11.1.1]. As in the proof of Proposition 2.3.5, the
composition of correspondences induces a pairing

CHY™X(V x U) x CHY™ % (U x Z) - CHY™%(V x Z),

and the action of ¢, € CHY™X(V x U) on « € CHY™?(U x Z) is given by the flat
pull-back of cycles. Therefore, ¢, induces in the limit the flat pull-back of O-cycles
from CHy(Zg) to CHo(Z}). ([l

Remarks 2.3.10. (1) Propositions 2.3.5 and 2.3.8(a) were independently observed
by Markus Rost in the case ~=rat [Merkurjev 2001, Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.3].
We are indebted to Karpenko for pointing this out and for referring us to Merkur-
jev’s preprint.

(2) In Cor? (F, A), morphisms are by definition given by the formula

Cor (F, A)([X], [Y]) = lim Z3™Y (U x v, A).
Ucx

The latter group maps onto Z; (Yr(x), A). If ~ = rat, this map is an isomor-
phism (see Lemma 2.3.7). For other equivalence relations, this is far from being
the case: for example, if ~ = alg, F is algebraically closed, X, Y are two curves
and, say, A = Z, then

Zglg(X xY,Z) =NS(X xY) =NS(X) @ NS(Y) @ Hom(Jx, Jy)

=7®7Z®Hom(Jy, Jy),
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where NS is the Néron—Severi group, and Jx and Jy are the Jacobians of X and Y.
On the other hand,
258 (Yrx), Z) = NS(Yp(x) = Z.

When we remove a point from X, we kill the factor NS(X) = Z. But any
two points of X are algebraically equivalent, so removing further points does not
modify the group any further. Hence

lim Z4"Y (U x Y, Z) = Z @ Hom(Jx, Jy).
ucx

We thank Colliot-Thélene for helping clarify this matter.

2.4. The main theorem. We now extend the ideal Z. from
Cor-(F,A) to Mot(F, A)

in the usual way (see [André and Kahn 2002, Lemme 1.3.10]), without changing
notation. By Propositions 2.2.3(a) and 2.3.8, we get a composite functor

Mot? (F, A) — (§7 ' Mot(F, A))* — Mot° (F, A) (2.4.1)

for any extendible pair (A, ~). Since both categories are (idempotent completions
of) full images of MotS(F, A), this functor is automatically full. We are going to
show that it is an equivalence of categories in some important cases.

Theorem 2.4.2. Let (A, ~) be an extendible pair. Suppose that the exponential
characteristic p of F is invertible in A. Then the functor (2.4.1) is an isomorphism
of categories.

Proof.> We have to show that Z.(M, N) C L.(M, N) for any M, N € Motiff(F, A).
Proposition 1.7.2 reduces us to the case where F is perfect. Clearly we may assume
M =h-(X), N=h-(Y) for two smooth projective varieties X, Y.

Let f €e Z-(h~(X), h~(Y)). By the third condition in Definition 2.3.1, the cycle
class f € Zg (X x Y, A) is of the form (i x 1y).g for some closed immersion
i:Z— X,where g€ Z3 (ZxY,A). Let g be a cycle representing g. Write g =
Zk aigr, with a; € A and gy irreducible. Then (i x 1y).(gr) € Z~(h~(X), h~(Y)).
This reduces us to the case where g is represented by an irreducible cycle g.

Choose Z minimal among the closed subsets of X such that g is supported on
Z x Y. In particular, Z is irreducible.

Consider Z with its reduced structure. Let / be a prime number different from p;
by Gabber’s refinement of de Jong’s theorem [Illusie and Temkin 2014, Théoreme

X.2.1], we may choose a proper, generically finite morphism 7; : Z) — Z where

3We thank N. Fakhruddin for his help, which removes the recourse to Chow’s moving lemma in
[Kahn and Sujatha 2002].
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Z, is smooth projective (irreducible) and m; is an alteration of generic degree dj
prime to /. (Recall that an alteration is a proper, generically finite morphism.)

By the minimality of Z, the support of g has nonempty intersection g; with V x Y,
where V = Z — (Zsing U T) with Zg,, the singular locus of Z and T the closed
subset over which 77; is not finite. Let 7y : Jtl_l (V) — V be the map induced by ;
note that ry is flat since V and nl_l (V) are smooth. We then have an equality of
cycles

dig1 = (my x ly)«(y x 1y)*g1.

Let y; be the closure of (y x 1y)*g; in 21.4 We get an equality of cycles (the
support of (my X ly),(wy x 1y)*g; is dense in that of (7r; X 1y).¥1):

dig = (m; x ly)syr.
Let d = gcd,(d;), which is a power of p; then d = ged(d,, ..., d; ) for some

finite set of primes {/1, ..., [.}. For simplicity, write Z;, = Z;, m;, = n; and y;, = y;.
Let h; = d‘l[y,-] € Zinx(Zi x Y, A). Choose ay, ...,a, € Z such that d =
> ; aid;, so that

f=Y ai(iom)x 1y).h:.

Then the correspondence f € Mot (F)(h-(X), h~(Y)) factors as

(iom)*

ho(x) h~<]_[ Z)(dimx —dim2) "% ho(v)

(see (1.5.1)), which concludes the proof. O

Corollary 2.4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4.2, all the categories of
diagram (2.2.6) are isomorphic to Mot™(F, A)/Z...

Proof. By Proposition 2.2.3(b) and (d) we already know that the categories
Mot™(F, A)/L., (SP) ' Mot(F, A) and (S*)~! Mot(F, A)
are isomorphic and that
(Sp) "' Mot (F, A) and (S,)"' Mot (F, A)
are isomorphic. We also know that the functor
Mot (F, A)/L. — (S,)" Mot T(F, A)

is full (Proposition 2.2.3(c)); by Theorem 2.4.2, this implies that it is an isomor-
phism. To conclude the proof, it is sufficient to show that any morphism of S,,
hence of S,, has a right inverse in Mot (F, A) /L~ (see (2.2.6)). Since S, is

4More correctly, the cycle associated to the schematic closure of (wy x ly)_l (g1) in Z: take
the topological closure of each component of (zy x 1y)*g; and keep the same multiplicities.



398 BRUNO KAHN AND RAMDORAI SUJATHA

generated by S, and projections of the form X x P! — X (see the proof of
Proposition 2.2.3(d)) and since this is obvious for these projections, we are left to
prove it for elements f : X --» ¥ of S,. But we have f, f*=1x in Mot (F, A)/Z-.
by Proposition 2.3.8(b), hence in Mot (F, A) /L~ by Theorem 2.4.2. J

2.5. Birationalbimage motives. Based on the categories of Section 1.8, we define
categories Mot_ (F, A). If ~ is extendible and p is invertible in A, the analogue
of Theorem 2.4.2 holds, with the same proof.

2.6. Recapitulation, comments and notation. In Definition 2.2.8, we associated
to any admissible pair (A, ~) a category of birational motives Mot® (F, A). If
(A, ~) is extendible (Definition 2.3.1), we introduced in Definition 2.3.6 another
category Mot? (F, A) plus a full functor Mot (F, A) — Mot° (F, A). We showed
in Theorem 2.4.2 that this functor is an isomorphism of categories when the ex-
ponential characteristic p is invertible in A; in particular, this is true for any A
in characteristic 0. This gives a great flexibility in computing Hom groups, as
in some cases one can use their “algebraic” description in terms of killing the
Lefschetz motive, and in other cases their “geometric” description as Chow groups
of O-cycles if ~ is rational equivalence.

In the sequel, we commit the abuse of notation which consists of writing Mot?,
for Mot even when we don’t know if the pair (A, ~) is extendible (notably, when
~ is numerical equivalence). We do this because we feel that keeping the distinc-
tion would create more confusion than this choice.

3. Examples
We give some examples and computations of birational motives.

3.1. Varieties with trivial birational motive. These were initially studied by Bloch
and Srinivas [1983] over a universal domain. The reader should compare the
following to [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Theorem 8.5.1]; see also [Totaro 2014,
Theorem 2.1].

Proposition 3.1.1. Let A be a connected commutative ring, and let X be a smooth
projective F-variety. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) For any smooth projective F-variety Y, CHo(X r(y)) ® A => A (by the degree
map).
(i) CHy(Xrx)) ® A = A.
(iii) The class of the generic point ny in CHy(Xr(x)) ® A belongs to

Im(CHy(X) ® A — CHo(XFr(x)) ® A).
@iv) h°(X) =1 in Chow’(F, A).
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(v) (For A=17:) My(F) = A%(X, My) for any cycle module M.
If p is invertible in A, they are also equivalent to:
(vi) For any extension K/F, CHy(Xg) ® A = A.
If F is a universal domain and A 2 Q, they are also equivalent to:
(vii)) CHp(X) ® A = A.
(viii) CHy(X) = Z.
(Parts of this proposition are standard; see, e.g., [Auel et al. 2013, Lemma 1.3].)

Proof. (1) = (ii) = (iii) is obvious. By Lemma 2.3.7, the map of (iii) can be trans-
lated into

Chow’(F, A)(1, h°(X)) — Chow’(F, A)(h°(X), h°(X))

via the projection 71°(X) — h°(Spec k) = 1. Since nx represents the identity endo-
morphism of 4£°(X), (iii) means that the latter factors through 1. Since End(1) = A,
the resulting idempotent endomorphism of 1 must be O or 1; so £°(X) =0 or 1,
but the first case is impossible as it would imply that nx = 0, while deg(nx) = 1.
So (iii) = (iv). Using Lemma 2.3.7 again, we get (iv) = (i).

(vi) = (i) is obvious; to prove the converse, we reduce to F perfect by using
Proposition 1.7.2, and then to K /F finitely generated by a limit argument. Then
K is the function field of some smooth F-variety. We argue as in the proof of
Theorem 2.4.2: using [Illusie and Temkin 2014, Théoréme X.2.1], we can find
finite extensions L;/K such that L; = F(Y;) for Y; smooth projective, such that
the ged of the [L; : K] is a power of p. Then (CHy(Xg) ® A)geg—0 is a direct
summand of P, (CHy(X1,) ® A)deg=0 = 0 by a transfer argument, hence (vi).

(iv) = (v) = (iii): see Section 6.

It remains to prove (iii) <= (vii) = (viii) when F is a universal domain, since
(viii) = (vii) is obvious. The implication (vii) = (iii) is the classical Bloch—Srinivas
argument [1983, Proposition 1]: X is defined over a subfield F’ C F finitely gen-
erated over the prime field; for clarity, write X’ for this F’-model. Now F’(X’)
embeds into F over F’. Since

Ker(CHo (X x) = CHo(X}) = CHo(X))

is torsion by a transfer argument, (vii) implies that CHy(X ", x) ® A => A. Thus
nx is A-rationally equivalent to a closed point of X’, hence (iii). If (vii) is true,
then Alb(X)(F) ® A =0, where Alb(X) is the Albanese variety of X; this implies
Alb(X) = 0. But Roitman’s theorem [1980b] then implies that CHg(X)¢ors = O,
whence (viii). U

Corollary 3.1.2. Conditions (1)—(v) of Proposition 3.1.1 are stable under products
of varieties; so are (vi), (vii) and (viii) under the stated conditions on A and F.
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Proof. Indeed, this is obviously the case for condition (iv). U
Remarks 3.1.3. (1) Condition (v) of Proposition 3.1.1 can be extended to any A
if we consider cycle modules with coefficients in A.

(2) Except for (iv), Corollary 3.1.2 can also be proven without reference to bira-
tional motives when A D @, using that the product map

(CHy(X)® A) ® (CHy(Y)® A) > CHo(X xY)® A

is then surjective for any smooth projective X, Y: reduce to F algebraically closed
by a transfer argument, when this even holds integrally.

We now give some examples. In part (3) of the following proposition, the Betti
numbers b’ (X) = dim H' (X) refer to a “classical” Weil cohomology H: Betti or
de Rham in characteristic 0, crystalline in characteristic > 0, /-adic in character-
istic # [. It is known that b’ (X) does not depend on the choice of such a Weil
cohomology.

Proposition 3.1.4. (1) If X is retract rational, then h°(X) = 1 in Chow®(F, 7).

(2) If X is rationally chain connected, then h®°(X) = 1 in Chow®(F, Q).

(3) Ifh°(X) =1 in Chow°(F, Q), then b' (X) =0 and b*(X) = p(X) (the Picard
number).

4) If dim X = 2, the converse of (3) is true if and only if X verifies Bloch’s
conjecture on 0-cycles.

Proof. (1) This follows from [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Proposition 8.6.2] and the
functor (5.1.1) below. (One could also give a direct proof.)

(2) Let F(X) be an algebraic closure of F(X); then X (F(X))/R = *. Since the
group of 0-cycles on X 5y, is generated by X (F (X)), this in turn implies that
CHo(X fxy)— £, which implies by a transfer argument that

CH()(XF(X)) RO = Q.

(3) Since the hypothesis and conclusion do not change by extension of F, we
may assume that F is a universal domain. We use Theorem 2.4.2: in Chow*"" =
Chow*(F, Q) we get a decomposition

h(X)=1eMQL

for some M € Chow*". Applying the cycle class map, we get a commutative
diagram
CH'(X)® K = CH'M)® K

cl%\L cl%,l/

H?*(X) =—= H(M)
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Here K is the field of coefficients of H and, as usual, CH' (M) := Choweff(M )
(giving back the rational Chow groups of smooth projective varieties) and cl is the
cycle class map; for simplicity, we neglect Tate twists on cohomology. But cl?w
is an isomorphism, as one sees by writing M as a direct summand of A(Y) for
some smooth projective Y; therefore cl}( is an isomorphism as well. Since this
map factors through the Néron—Severi group NS(X) ® K, this implies Pic®(X) =0
(hence b'(X) = 0), and b*(X) = p(X) as requested.

(4) The conditions in the conclusion of (3) imply Alb(X) = 0 and (under Bloch’s
conjecture) 7 (Xg) = O for any extension K /F, where T is the Albanese kernel;
the conclusion now follows from condition (i) of Proposition 3.1.1. U

Remarks 3.1.5. (1) As noted in [Kahn 2009, Example 7.3], an Enriques surface
verifies the conditions of Proposition 3.1.1 (for 2 invertible in A); this can be recov-
ered from Proposition 3.1.4(4) in a rather silly way. On the other hand, Inose and
Mizukami’s [1979] and Voisin’s [1992] proofs of the Bloch conjecture for some
quotients of hypersurfaces by finite groups give examples of surfaces of general
type having trivial birational motive (with (-coefficients), which shows once again
how motivic information is in some sense orthogonal to geometric information
related to the Kodaira dimension. For a more refined example, see remark (3)
below.

(2) Applying the reasoning in the proof of Proposition 3.1.4(3) to CH? and CH},
one recovers some of the representability results of [Bloch and Srinivas 1983] in
a different way. (The situation considered by Bloch and Srinivas is more general,
and in the present terms amounts to the following: assume that, in Chow®(F, Q),
h°(X) is isomorphic to a direct summand of 4°(Y) for some smooth projective
variety Y of dimension n < 3.)

(3) Let X be a smooth projective variety such that #1°(X) = 1 in Chow®(F, Q).
For simplicity, assume that X has a rational point x. By condition (iii) of Propo-
sition 3.1.1, there is an integer N > O such that N(nx — x) = 0 in CHo(XFr(x)).
Then in Chow®(F, Z), we have

hP(X)=1&M with N1y =0.

Indeed, x defines an idempotent endomorphism of 2°(X) which splits off the
summand 1, and ny — x is the complementary idempotent. It follows that

NCHy(Xk)o=0
for any extension K /F and (for instance) that

N Coker(M,(K) — A°(Xg, M,)) = N Ker(Aog(Xk, M) = M,(K)) =0
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for any cycle module M and any K D F (see Section 6): compare [Auel et al. 2013,
Theorem 1.4].
If N is minimal, then N > 1 is an obstruction to having

h°(X)=1 in Chow°(F,Z2);

this obstruction has been studied recently in [Auel et al. 2013; Voisin 2014; 2015].
Using the cycle module M, (K) = H"(K,Q/Z(n — 1)) for n = 1, one finds that N
is divisible by the exponent e of Hélt(XF, Q/Z). One can show that N = e if F is
algebraically closed and X is a surface [Kahn 2016]; for e = 1, this was proven by
Voisin [2014, Proposition 2.2] and by Auel, Colliot-Théléne and Parimala [Auel
et al. 2013, Corollary 1.10]. For example, N = 2 for an Enriques surface and
N =1 for Barlow’s surface [1985a; 1985b] (of general type), showing that its
motive is 1 in Chow°(F, Z). (See the recent survey paper [Bauer et al. 2011] for
more examples of surfaces of general type with p, =0.)

3.2. Quadrics. Suppose char F' # 2 and let X be a smooth projective quadric
over F. By a theorem of Swan [1989] and Karpenko [1990], the degree map

deg: CHy(X) > Z
is injective, with image Z if X has a rational point and 2Z otherwise. This implies:

Proposition 3.2.1. Let X, Y be two smooth projective over F. Suppose that Y is a
quadric. Then, in Chow®(F), we have
Z  if Ypx) is isotropic,

Hom(h°(X), h°(Y)) =
om(h”(X), h"(Y)) {22 otherwise,

where we have used the degree map deg : CHy(Yr(x)) — Z. Similarly, in
Chow (F,Z/2)
(see Section 2.5), we have

Hom(h*(X). h°(Y)) = {Z/Z ifYF(X). is isotropic,
0 otherwise.

Remark 3.2.2. Much work has been done recently on torsion in CH of projective
homogeneous varieties: we may quote [Chernousov et al. 2005; Krashen 2010;
Petrov et al. 2008; Chernousov and Merkurjev 2006]. There are many examples of
projective homogeneous varieties other than quadrics for which CHo(Y) is torsion-
free; by [Chernousov and Merkurjev 2006, Corollary 4.3], this is always the case
if Y is isotropic. This allows one to extend the second part of Proposition 3.2.1
to arbitrary projective homogeneous Y (with suitable coefficients). On the other
hand, there are examples of anisotropic Y such that CHy(Y )tors 7 O [Krashen 2010,
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Proposition 1.1; Chernousov and Merkurjev 2006, Section 18], so the first part of
Proposition 3.2.1 does not extend in full generality.

3.3. The nilpotence conjecture.

Conjecture 3.3.1. For any two adequate pairs (A, ~), (A, ~") with A 2 Q and
~>~' and any M € Mot.(F, A), Ker(End(M) — End(M~)) is nilpotent. (We
say that the kernel of Mot (F, A) — Mot (F, A) is locally nilpotent.)

Since rat is the finest, and num is the coarsest, adequate equivalence relation, this
conjecture is clearly equivalent to the same statement for ~ = rat and ~' = num,
but it may be convenient to consider it for selected adequate equivalence relations.
For example:

Proposition 3.3.2. (a) Conjecture 3.3.1 is true for M € Mot (F, A) (and any
~'<~) provided M is finite-dimensional in the sense of Kimura and O’Sullivan
[Kimura 2005, Definition 3.7]. In particular, it is true if M is of abelian type,
i.e., M is a direct summand of h~(Ag) for A an abelian F-variety and K an
étale F-algebra.

(b) If ~ =hom, ~' = num, the condition of (a) is equivalent to the sign conjecture:
If H is the Weil cohomology theory defining hom, the projector of
End H (M) projecting H(M) = H* (M) & H~ (M) onto its summand
H™ (M) is algebraic.
In particular, it is true if M satisfies the standard conjecture C (algebraicity
of the Kiinneth projectors).
(c) Conjecture 3.3.1 is true in the following cases:
(i) ~ =rat, ~ = tnil.
(ii) ~ =rat, ~' = alg.
Proof. (a) This is a theorem of Kimura and O’Sullivan; see [Kimura 2005, Proposi-

tion 7.5; André and Kahn 2002, Proposition 9.1.14]. The second assertion follows
from Kimura’s results; see [Kahn et al. 2007, Example 7.6.3(4)].

(b) See [André and Kahn 2002, Theorem 9.2.1(c)].

(c) (1) follows from the Voevodsky—Kimura lemma that smash-nilpotent correspon-
dences are nilpotent; see [Voevodsky 1995, Lemma 2.7; Kimura 2005, Propo-
sition 2.16; André and Kahn 2002, Lemma 7.4.2(i1)]. (ii) follows from (i) and
Voevodsky’s theorem [1995, Corollary 3.2] that alg > tnil. O

Let us recall some conjectures which imply Conjecture 3.3.1:

Proposition 3.3.3. (a) Conjecture 3.3.1 is implied by Voevodsky’s conjecture [1995,
Conjecture 4.2] that smash-nilpotence equivalence equals numerical equiva-
lence.
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(b) It is also implied by the sign conjecture plus the Bloch—Beilinson—Murre con-
Jjecture [Jannsen 1994; Murre 1993].

Proof. (a) This follows from Proposition 3.3.2(c)(i).

(b) Recall that the Bloch—Beilinson conjecture is equivalent to Murre’s conjecture
[1993] by [Jannsen 1994, Theorem 5.2]. Now the formulation of the former con-
jecture [Jannsen 1994, Conjecture 2.1] implies the existence of an increasing chain
of equivalence relations (~,)1<y<oo such that

e ~; =hom;

« if o, B are composable Chow correspondences such that o ~, 0 and g ~, 0,
then Boa ~ 4, 0;

« for any smooth projective variety X, there is v=v(X) such that A (X x X) =
Apt(X x X).

There properties, together with the sign conjecture, imply Conjecture 3.3.1 by
Proposition 3.3.2(b). (]

Remark 3.3.4. In fact, one has more precise but slightly weaker implications: the
Bloch-Beilinson—Murre conjecture + “hom = num” conjecture => Voevodsky’s
conjecture = the Kimura—O’Sullivan conjecture [any Chow motive is finite-dimen-
sional] = Conjecture 3.3.1; see the synoptic table at the end of Chapter 12 in
[André 2004].

For the first implication, see [André 2004, Théoreme 11.5.3.1]. For the second
one, see [André 2004, Théoréeme 12.1.6.6]. The third one is in Proposition 3.3.2(a).

Definition 3.3.5. Let M e Mot (F, A). Forn € Z, we write v(M) > n if M QL& ™"
is effective.’

Proposition 3.3.6. Suppose A 2 Q and the nilpotence conjecture holds for ~ > ~'.
Then:

(a) The functor Mot (F, A) — Mot (F, A) is conservative, and for
M € Mot (F, A)

any set of orthogonal idempotents in the endomorphism ring of M lifts.
() If M e Mot (F, A) and M is effective, then M is effective.
(c) If M e Mot (F, A) and v(M~) > n, then v(M) > n.
(d) [André 2004, Section 13.2.1] The map Ko(Mot(F, A)) — Ko(Mot. (F, A))

is an isomorphism (here, the Ko-groups are those of additive categories).

3 By convention, we say here that a motive N € Mot~ (F, A) is effective if it is isomorphic to a
motive of Mot (F, A).
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Proof. (a) This is classical (see [Jannsen 1994, Lemma 5.4] for the second state-
ment).

(b) By definition, M. effective means that M. is isomorphic to a direct summand
of h(X) for some smooth projective X. By (a), one may lift the corresponding
idempotent e~ to an idempotent endomorphism e of 4 (X), and the isomorphism
M >~ (h~(X), e~) to an isomorphism M =~ (h~(X), e).

(c) This follows from (b) applied to M ® L®~".

(d) This follows from (a), since then the functor Mot (F, A) — Mot (F, A) is
conservative and essentially surjective. (I

The importance of Conjecture 3.3.1 will appear again in the next subsection and
in Section 4 (see Remark 4.3.4 and Proposition 4.4.1).

3.4. The Chow-Kiinneth decomposition. Here we take (A, ~) = (Q, rat). Re-
call that Murre [1993] strengthened the standard conjecture C (algebraicity of the
Kiinneth projectors) to the existence of a Chow—Kiinneth decomposition

2d

h(X) ~ @hi(X)

i=0

in Chow(F, Q). (This is part of the Bloch-Beilinson—Murre conjecture appear-
ing in Proposition 3.3.3(b)). By Proposition 3.3.6(a), the nilpotence conjecture
together with the standard conjecture C imply the existence of Chow—Kiinneth
decompositions.

Here are some cases where the existence of a Chow—Kiinneth decomposition is
known independently of any conjecture:

(1) Varieties of dimension < 2 [Murre 1990] (see also [Scholl 1994]). In fact,
Murre constructs for any X a partial decomposition

h(X) 2= ho(X) @ h1(X) @ hp,2a—21(X) @ hog—1(X) B hoa(X).

(2) Abelian varieties [Shermenev 1974].
(3) Complete intersections in PV (see the next subsection).

(4) If X and Y have a Chow—Kiinneth decomposition, then so does X x Y.

Suppose that the nilpotence conjecture holds for #(X) € Chow(F, Q) and that
homological and numerical equivalences coincide on X x X. The latter then implies
the standard conjecture C for X [Kleiman 1994], hence the existence of a Chow—
Kiinneth decomposition by the remark above. In [Kahn et al. 2007, Theorem
14.7.3(iii)], it is proven:
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Proposition 3.4.1. Under these hypotheses, there exists a further decomposition
foreachi €0, 2d]:

hi(X) >~ @ hi j (X)),

such that h; j(X) = 0 for j ¢ [0, [i/2]] and, for each j, v(hE‘}m(X)) = 0 (see
Definition 3.3.5). Moreover, one has isomorphisms

haa—ia—ivj(X) = h; j(X) (3.4.2)
fori <d. In particular, v(h; (X)) > 0 fori > d.

Let us justify the last assertion; the isomorphisms (3.4.2) imply that, when i > d,
hi j(X)=0for j <i—d.
Since Chow®'(F, @) — Chow(F, Q) is fully faithful, all the above (refined)
Chow—Kiinneth decompositions hold for the effective Chow motives
h(X) € Chow* (F, Q).
We deduce:

Corollary 3.4.3. Under the nilpotence conjecture and the conjecture that homo-
logical and numerical equivalences coincide, for any smooth projective variety X
the image of its Chow—Kiinneth decomposition in Chow® (F, Q) is of the form

d
ho(X) ~ EP h(X).

i=0

Moreover, with the notation of Proposition 3.4.1, one has
h{(X) = hio(X) fori<d.

Examples where this conclusion is true unconditionally follow faithfully the
examples where the Chow—Kiinneth decomposition is unconditionally known:

Proposition 3.4.4. The conclusion of Corollary 3.4.3 holds in the following cases:
(1) Varieties of dimension < 2.

(2) Abelian varieties.

(3) Complete intersections in PN.

@) If X and Y have a Chow—Kiinneth decomposition and verify this conclusion,
then so does X x Y.

Proof. In cases (1) and (2), the conclusion holds because one has “Lefschetz
isomorphisms” hy_; (X)=>h;(X)(d — i) for i > d. For curves, it is trivial, for
surfaces they are constructed in [Murre 1990] (see [Scholl 1994, Theorem 4.4(ii)];
the isomorphism is constructed for i =0, 1 and any X), and for abelian varieties
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they are constructed in [Shermenev 1974]. For (3), see the next subsection. Finally,
(4) is clear. O

In the case of a surface, Kahn et al. [2007] construct a refined Chow—Kiinneth
decomposition

h(X) = ho(X) ® h1(X) @ NSx(1) @ 12(X) @ h3(X) & ha(X),

where NSy is the Artin motive corresponding to the Galois representation defined
by NS(X) ® Q, and £,(X) is the transcendental part of h(X). (In the notation of
Proposition 3.4.1, hy o(X) = ©(X) and A2, 1(X) = NSx.) This translates on the
birational motive of X as

hO(X) = h§(X) @ h§(X) @ 19(X).

3.5. Motives of complete intersections. These computations will be used in Sec-
tion 4. Here we take A D Q.

For convenience, we take the notation of [Deligne 1973]; so let X C P" be a
smooth complete intersection of multidegree a = (ay, . .., aq), and let

n=r—d=dmX.

Then the cohomology of X coincides with the cohomology of " except in middle
dimension [Deligne 1973], and in particular it is fully algebraic except in middle
dimension. This allows us to easily write down a Chow—Kiinneth decomposition
for h(X) in the sense of [Murre 1993] (see also [Esnault et al. 1997, Corollary 5.3]):

(1) (Murre) For each i # n/2, let ¢ € Z/(X) be an algebraic cycle whose co-
homology class generates H% (X) (here H is some Weil cohomology). Then
the Chow—Kiinneth projector 75; is given by ¢’ x ¢"~'. We take 7r; = 0 for
jodd #n,and m, ;== Ay — Zj#n ;.

(2) Consider the inclusion i : X < P". This yields morphisms of motives
h(PY(=d) S h(X) 5 h(P").
Given the decomposition A (P") =~ @;:O L/, this yields for each j € [0, n]
morphisms A _
it iJ .
L/ 5 h(X) S 1L
with composition a = [ | ;. Then (1/ a)i;‘i i defines the 2i-th Chow—Kiinneth

projector of X (72; in (1)), except if 2i =n. Let =1 —Z?:()(l/a)i;‘i,{
and let the image p,(X) of the projector 5 " be the primitive part of h,(X).

Note that the Chow—Kiinneth projectors of (1) and (2) are actually equal. Let
us record here the corresponding (refined) Chow—Kiinneth decomposition:

h(X)=10Ll®- - dL" @ pu(X). (3.5.1)



408 BRUNO KAHN AND RAMDORAI SUJATHA

Lemma 3.5.2. (a) Homological and numerical equivalences agree on all (ratio-
nal) Chow groups of X provided n is odd or (if char F = 0) the Hodge reali-
sation of p,(X) does not contain any direct summand isomorphic to "2,

(b) Suppose (a) is satisfied. Then for any adequate pair (~, A) with A D Q and
any j €10, n], we have

Mot (F, A)(L/, p,(X)) = Ker(A7 (X, A) —» AT™(X, A)).
Proof. We have

A7 (X, A) =Mot(F, A) (LY, h(X))

— @ Mot (F, A) (L', L") @ Mot (F, A)(L/, p,(X))
i=0
= Mot (F, A)(L/, L)) @ Mot (F, A)(LY, p,(X)).

For ~ = hom, we have Mot (F, A)(L/, p,(X)) = 0 by weight reasons for
2j # n and under the hypothesis of (a) for 2j = n (note that the Hodge realisation
of p,(X) is semisimple, as a polarisable Hodge structure). Hence the same is true
for any ~ finer than hom, in particular ~ = num. This proves (a). Moreover,
Mot (F, A)(L/, /) = A for any choice of ~. Hence (b). O

Equation (3.5.1) shows that the birational motive of X reduces to 1 ® p, (X)°.
In fact, it is possible to be much more precise:

Proposition 3.5.3. Leta = (ay, ..., ag) be the multidegree of X C P".
@ Ifay+---+aqg <r,then hS, (X) =1.

rat

(b) Ifay+---+aq >r, then hy,,(X) # 1 (equivalently, py"™(X)° # 0) provided

num
char F =0 or X is generic.

Proof. (a) Under the hypothesis, we conclude from Roitman’s theorem [1980a]
that CHo(Xx) ® @ = Q for any extension K /F.® Assertion (a) then follows from
Proposition 3.1.1.

(b) It suffices to prove the statement for homological equivalence, since the kernel
of Mothom(F,Q@)(h(X),h(X)) — Motym(F,Q)(h(X), (X)) is a nilpotent ideal
(see Propositions 3.3.2(b) and 3.3.6(a)).

If char F = 0, we may use Hodge cohomology and Deligne’s theorem [1973,
Théoreme 2.5(ii), p. 54]. Namely, with the notation of [loc. cit.], the condition

60f course we could also invoke Proposition 3.1.4(2) since X is Fano, hence rationally chain
connected, but this theorem of Campana [1992] and Kollar, Miyaoka and Mori [Kollar et al. 1992]
was proven much later than Roitman’s work.
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prom(X)° = 0 implies hg’" (a) = 0, which is equivalent by Deligne’s theorem to

0 < [n—i—d—Za,-]’
B sup(a;)
thatis, > a; <n+d=r.
If char F > 0 and X is generic, we may use Katz’s theorem [1973, p. 382,
Theorem 4.1]. O

Remarks 3.5.4. (1) Katz also has a result [1973, Theorem 4.2] concerning a
generic hyperplane section of a given complete intersection.

(2) It seems possible to remove the genericity assumption in positive characteristic
by lifting the coefficients of the equations defining X to characteristic 0. We have
not worked out the details.

4. On adjoints and idempotents

We now want to examine two related questions:

(1) Does the projection functor Mot (F, A) — Mot (F, A) /L~ have a right
adjoint? This question was raised by Luca Barbieri-Viale and is closely related
to a conjecture of Voevodsky [1992, Conjecture 0.0.11].

(2) Is the category Mot®'(F, A)/L~. pseudoabelian, i.e., is it superfluous to take
the pseudoabelian envelope in Definition 2.2.8?

The answer to both questions is “yes” for ~ = num and A 2O @, as an easy
consequence of Jannsen’s semisimplicity theorem for numerical motives [1992].
In fact:

Proposition 4.0.1 [Kahn 2009, Proposition 7.7]. (a) The projection functor

7 : Mot — Mot°

num num

is essentially surjective.
(b) m has a section i which is also a left and right adjoint.

() The category Mot is the coproduct of Mot @1 and i (MotS,.), i.e., any

object of Motﬁgm can be uniquely written as a direct sum of objects of these

two subcategories.

In the sequel, we want to examine these questions for a general adequate pair;
see Theorems 4.3.2 and 4.3.3 for (1) and Proposition 4.4.1 for (2). This requires
some preparation.
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4.1. A lemma on base change. Let P : A — B be a functor. Recall that one says
that “its” right adjoint is defined at B € B if the functor

A>A+— B(PA,B)

is representable. We write P®B for a representing object (unique up to unique
isomorphism).
Let
A—F
0

;

be a naturally commutative diagram of pseudoabelian additive categories, and let
Aec A

Suppose that “the” right adjoint P¥ of P is defined at PA € C and that the right
adjoint Q% of Q is defined at 1 PA ~ Qg A. We then have two corresponding unit
maps (adjoint to the identities of PA and Q¢pA)

D<—®

v o

ep:A— P'PA, g pA— 0% QyA.

Lemma 4.1.1. Suppose that ¢ is an isomorphism. Then ¢p has a retraction. If
moreover @ is full and Ker(End 4(A) — Endg(@A)) is a nil ideal, then ep has a
retraction.

Proof. Let np : PP*PA — P A be the counit map of the adjunction at P A (adjoint
to the identity of P*P A), andletu: QpA => Y PAandv: Qo P*PA=> y PP*PA
be the natural isomorphisms from Q¢ to v P evaluated respectively at A and P*P A.
We then have a composition

00P PAS wPPPAYY yPA,
which yields by adjunction a “base change morphism”
oP'PAL Q' PA.

Inspection shows that the diagram

pA B @P*PA

Jo

0t 0pA LL oty PA

commutes. The first claim follows, and the second claim follows from the first. [
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4.2. Right adjoints. We come back to question (1), posed at the beginning of this
section. In [Kahn et al. 2007, Remark 14.8.7; Kahn 2009, Remark 7.8(3)], it was
announced that one can show the nonexistence of the right adjoint for ~ = rat, using
the results of [Huber 2008, Appendix]. The proof turns out not to be exactly along
these lines, but is closely related; see Lemma 4.2.1 and Theorems 4.3.2 and 4.3.3.

Let us abbreviate the notation to Mot = Motiﬁ(F ,A), Mot° = Mot (F, A).
Let P : Mot — Mot° denote the projection functor, and let P% denote its (a priori
partially defined) right adjoint. Let £ be the full subcategory of Mot consisting
of those M such that Hom(N (1), M) = 0 for all N € Mot®"". Recall from [Kahn
et al. 2007, Proposition 7.8.1] that

o if P is defined at M, then P*M € L£+;
o the full subcategory Mot* of Mot® where P? is defined equals P(L1);

o P? and the restriction of P to £ define quasi-inverse equivalences of cate-
gories between £ and Mot*.

The right adjoint P* is defined at birational motives of varieties of dimension <2
for any adequate pair (A, ~) such that A O Q by [Kahn et al. 2007, Corollary 7.8.6].
(The proof there is given for (A, ~) = (Q, rat), but the argument works in general.)
Recall that

PPRO(C) =1@h (C), P*h(S) =1@® hi(S) ®1a(S)

with the notation at the end of Section 3.4, where C is a curve and S is a surface.
The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for the nonexistence of P*P M
for an effective motive M.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let (QQ, ~) be an adequate pair, and let M € Mot (F, Q). Assume
that

(i) Muum € Motl,
(i1) Ker(End(M) — End(Myum)) is a nilideal,
(iii) there exists r > 0 such that Hom(l.", M) #£ 0.

Then PP M does not exist.

(F, Q) does not contain any direct summand divisible by L;

Proof. Suppose that P* is defined at P M. Consider the unit map
e~:M— P*PM. (4.2.2)

For ~ = num, Pfum PoumMpum exists by Proposition 4.0.1. Moreover, part (c)
of this proposition shows that, under condition (i) of the lemma, &y, iS an isomor-
phism. By Lemma 4.1.1, the image of e~ modulo numerical equivalence then has
a retraction, and so does ¢~ itself under condition (ii). If this is the case, M € Lt
and in particular, Hom(L", M) = 0 for all » > 0, contradiction. O
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4.3. Counterexamples. To give examples where the conditions of Lemma 4.2.1
are satisfied, we appeal as in [Huber 2008] to the nontriviality of the Griffiths
group.

We start with an example which a priori only works for a specific adequate
equivalence, because the proof is simpler. Unlike in [Huber 2008], we don’t need
the full force of Clemens’ theorem [1983, Theorem 0.2], but merely the previous
results of Griffiths [1969].

Definition 4.3.1 (“Abel-Jacobi equivalence”). Let k = C. For X smooth projective,
ZIJU(X , Q) is the image of CH’(X) ® Q in Deligne—Beilinson cohomology via the
(Deligne—Beilinson) cycle class map [Esnault and Viehweg 1988]. This defines an
adequate equivalence relation.

Theorem 4.3.2. Let F = C and ~ = Al. Then:

(a) Condition (ii) of Lemma 4.2.1 is satisfied for any pure motive M. Let X be a
generic hypersurface of degree a in P+,

(b) Condition (i) of Lemma 4.2.1 is satisfied for M = p,(X) (see (3.5.1)) provided
X is not a quadric, a cubic surface or an even-dimensional intersection of two
quadrics, and a > n + 1.

(©) Ifn=2m—11isodd and a >2+3/(m —1), then condition (iii) of Lemma 4.2.1
is satisfied forr =m — 1.

(d) P% is not defined at h°(X) in the following cases: n is odd and

(1) ifn=3thena > 5;
(1) ifn >3 thena >n+1.
Proof. We see that (a) holds because Ker(Endaj(M) — Endyom(M)) has square 0

[Esnault and Viehweg 1988, Proposition 7.10]” and Ker(Endpom (M) — Endyum (M)
is nilpotent.

(b) By [Peters and Steenbrink 2003, Example 5 and Corollary 18], the Hodge
realisation P,(X) of p,(X) is an absolutely simple pure Hodge structure; this,
together with Proposition 3.5.3(b), is amply sufficient to imply condition (i) of
Lemma 4.2.1.

(c) By [Griffiths 1969, Corollaries 13.2 and 14.2],

Ker(A™_ (X, @) — A™™ (X, @)) #0.

m—1
But by Lemma 3.5.2, this group is Hom(L” !, p,(X)).
7 A more functorial justification is: (1) Deligne—Beilinson cohomology can be computed as ab-

solute Hodge cohomology as in [Beilinson 1986]; (2) the category of polarisable Q@-mixed Hodge
structures has Ext-dimension 1.
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(d) Note that, by the refined Chow—Kiinneth decomposition (3.5.1), P* is defined
at Ph(X) if and only if it is defined at Pp,(X). The conclusion now follows from
Lemma 4.2.1 and from collecting the results of (a), (b) and (c). ]

To get a counterexample with rational equivalence, we appeal to a result of Nori
[1989]. We thank Srinivas for pointing out this reference.

Theorem 4.3.3. Let X be a generic abelian threefold over k = C. If ~ > alg, then
P* is not defined at h°.(X).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.3.2, except that the motive of an
abelian variety is more complicated than that of a hypersurface. We only sketch
the argument (details will appear elsewhere).

It is enough to show that P? is not defined at hg’O(X), where h3,0(X) is as
in Proposition 3.4.1 (here we use that the nilpotence conjecture is true for mo-
tives of abelian varieties, see Proposition 3.3.2(a)). We check the conditions of
Lemma 4.2.1 for M = h3 o(X). Item (i) is true by definition; and (ii) is true by
Proposition 3.3.2(a). For (iii), one can show that computing the decomposition

6 [i/2]
AT (X) = Mot (L, h(X) = D) D Mot (L, i ; (X)()))
i=0 j=0
yields a surjection
Mot (L, 3 (X)) — Griff (X)

for ~ > alg, where Griff; (X) = Ker(A‘lﬂg(X) — A"™(X)) is the Griffiths group
of X. By Nori’s theorem [1989], Griff; (X) # 0, and the proof is complete. O
Remark 4.3.4. It is easy to get examples of any dimension > 4 by multiplying the
example of Theorem 4.3.3 with P".

4.4. Idempotents. We now address question (2) from the beginning of this section.

Proposition 4.4.1. Let (A, ~) be an adequate pair with A 2 Q, and let M be a full
subcategory of Mot (F, A) closed under direct summands. If Conjecture 3.3.1
holds for the objects of M, then the category M /L. is pseudoabelian.

Proof. Let Mpum denote the pseudoabelian envelope of the image of M in

Mot

num

(F, A).
We have a commutative diagram of categories:
M—L s My

v

Pnl.lm
Mupum —> Muum/Lnum
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Under the hypothesis, 7 is essentially surjective (one can lift idempotents).
Hence 7 is essentially surjective as well. Since P is essentially surjective and
7, Puum are full, 7 is full, and its kernel is locally nilpotent as a quotient of the
kernel of & (fullness of P). Thus 7 is full, essentially surjective and conservative.

Since Motflffm(F , A) is abelian semisimple, My, is also abelian semisimple,
hence so is Myym/Lnum Which is in particular pseudoabelian.

Letnow M e M/L~,and let p = p2 € End(M). Write Myym >~ M| & M, where
M| = Im pyym and M, = Ker pyum- By essential surjectivity, we may lift M; and
M, to objects 1\711, 1\712 e M/L-.

By fullness, we may lift the isomorphism M; & My => Myy, to a morphism
M, ® M, — M in M /L, and this lift is an isomorphism by conservativity. This
concludes the proof. O

Example 4.4.2. Proposition 4.4.1 applies taking for M the category of motives of
abelian type (direct summands of the tensor product of an Artin motive and the
motive of an abelian variety), since such motives are finite-dimensional [Kimura
2005].

The situation when A does not contain (), for example A = Z, is unclear.

5. Birational motives and birational categories

In this section, we relate the categories studied in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a] with
the categories of pure birational motives introduced here.

5.1. From (2.4.1), we get a composite functor:
S SmP(F) — S~! Chow*™(F) — Chow°(F). (5.1.1)

The morphisms in the first category can be described by means of R-equivalence
classes [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, Theorem 6.6.3, Corollary 6.6.4 and Remark 6.6.5];
by Lemma 2.3.7, those in the last category can be described by means of Chow
groups of O-cycles. One checks easily that the action of the composite functor
on Hom sets is just the map which sends R-equivalence classes of rational points
to 0-cycles modulo rational equivalence. This puts this map within a functorial
setting.

Let us now recall further results from [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a]. Let place(F’)
denote the category of finitely generated extensions of F, with F-places as mor-
phisms. In [Kahn and Sujatha 2015a, (4.3)], we constructed a functor

place, (F)? — S,:l SmPP(F),
hence a functor
S~ ! place, (F)P — S~ SmPP(F),
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where place, (F) denotes the full subcategory of place(F’) defined by those K /F
which have a cofinal set of smooth proper models, and S, C Ar(place(F)) denotes
the set of purely transcendental extensions. The same arguments as in [loc. cit.]
give an analogous functor

S ! place,(F)*® — S, ' SmP™/(F), (5.1.2)

where place, (F') has the same definition as place, (F), replacing “smooth proper”
by “smooth projective”. Composing (5.1.2) with (5.1.1), we get a functor

S,”! place,(F)*® — Chow°(F). (5.1.3)

We can describe the image under this functor of a place A : K ~» L in CHy(Xp),
where X is a smooth projective model of K: it is just the class of the centre of A.
Hence the image of (5.1.3) on morphisms consists of the classes of L-rational
points. This answers a question of Déglise.

In characteristic 0, place,(F) = place(F) by resolution of singularities and
S[l SmP(F) = S;l Sm(F) by [Kahn and Sujatha 2007, Proposition 8.5]. In
characteristic p, we would ideally like to get functors

57! place(F)® — Chow®(F), S 'Sm(F)— Chow°(F)

extending (5.1.1) and (5.1.3). Constructing the first functor looks technically dif-
ficult: we shall content ourselves with extending [Kahn 2009, Remark 7.4] to all
finitely generated fields K/F, by using an adjunction result from [Kahn 2015];
this will not be used in the rest of the paper. The second functor is constructed in
[Kahn and Sujatha 2015b, Corollary 2.4.2].

Proposition 5.1.4. Let p be the exponential characteristic of F.
(a) There is a unique functor (up to unique isomorphism)
h° : S~ field(F)°P — Chow°(F, Z[1/p])
such that, for any K € field(F) and any Y € SmP™ (F), one has
Chow°(F, Z[1/p])(h°(K), h°(Y)) ~ CHy(Yg) ® Z[1/ p]. (5.1.9)
This functor transforms purely inseparable extensions into isomorphisms.

(b) If K C L, the map h®°(L) — h°(K) has a section.

(c) We have h°(K)=h°(X) if K = F(X) for a smooth projective variety X. More-
over,if K = F(X), L= F(Y) with X, Y smooth projective, and if f : K — L
corresponds to a rational map ¢ 1 Y --» X, then h°(f) is given by the graph
of ¢.
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Proof. (a) Note that the isomorphism (5.1.5) determines 4°(K) up to unique iso-
morphism, by Yoneda’s lemma. By Lemma 2.3.7 applied over K, this isomorphism
may be rewritten as

Chow’(F, Z[1/pD)(h°(K), h°(Y)) =~ Chow’(K, Z[1/p])(1k, h°(Yk)),

where 1x = h°(Spec K) is the unit object of Chow® (K, Z[1/p]).
By [Kahn 2015, Theorem 6.5], the base-change functor

Chow°(F, Z[1/p]) — Chow°(K, Z[1/p])

has a left adjoint /. Therefore we may define h°(K) = Ik /r(1k).
Suppose F — K L I are successive finitely generated extensions. Since the
base-change of 1k is 17, the identity map 1; — 1, gives by adjunction a map

lp/klp — 1k,

hence a map

h°(f) :h°(L) =rpr(1p) = rgr(lg) = h°(K).

We just used the transitivity of adjoints; using it a second time on a 3-layer exten-
sion shows that we have indeed defined a functor field(F)°°? — Chow®(F, Z[1/p]).

Suppose that L = K(¢). Then I, ,x(1;) = h°(P')y = 1k, hence h°(f) is an
isomorphism. This shows that our functor induces a functor

h° : ST field(F)°P — Chow°(F, Z[1/p]),

as required.

Suppose now that K Z L is a finite and purely inseparable extension of finitely
generated fields over F. If X is a smooth projective K-variety, then the map
CHy(X) ® Z[1/p] - CHy(XL) ® Z[1/p] is an isomorphism by Lemma 1.7.1;
this shows that /7 /x (17) = 1k, hence that 41°(f) is invertible.

(b) The proof is the same as in [Kahn 2009, Remark 7.4]: Write L as a finite purely
inseparable extension of a finite separable extension of a purely transcendental
extension of K. Then (a) reduces us to the case where L/K is finite and separable.
We may write L = Spec X, where X is a O-dimensional smooth projective K-
variety, and /7 /x (17) = h°(X). The conclusion now follows from Lemma 1.5.2.

(c) If K = F(X) for X smooth projective, then Lemma 2.3.7 and Yoneda’s lemma
show that h°(K) ~ h°(X). For the claim on morphisms, we are reduced (again by
Yoneda’s lemma) to determining the map

Chow® (F, Z[1/pD)(h°(K), h°(Z)) L5 Chow®(F, Z[1/pD)(R°(L), h°(Z))
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for a smooth projective F-variety Z. By definition of £°(f), an adjunction com-
putation shows that this map may be rewritten as the map

CHo(Zg) ® Z[1/p] = Chow’(K, Z[1/p)(1k, h°(Zk))
— Chow’(L, Z[1/p)) (11, h°(Z1)) = CHo(Z1) ® Z[1/ p]

given by extension of scalars. The conclusion now follows from Lemma 2.3.9. [J

6. Birational motives and cycle modules

Rost [1996] introduced the notion of cycle module and cycle cohomology; he
proved [1996, Corollary 12.10] that for any cycle module M, A°(X, M) is a bi-
rational invariant of smooth projective varieties X. In [Merkurjev 2001, Corol-
lary 3.5], he extended this to Ag(X, M) by introducing the category Chow®(F)
of Definition 2.3.6 (independently from this paper). In the first subsection, we
essentially reproduce Section 3 of [Merkurjev 2001]; we don’t claim any original-
ity here, but hope this will be a service to the reader since this preprint remains
unpublished. In the second subsection, we connect these results with more recent
work of Merkurjev.

To lighten notation, we drop the reference to the base field F in the relevant
categories.

6.1. The functors A% and Ay. Let M = (M,),c7 be a cycle module over F in
the sense of [Rost 1996]; recall that this is a functor from field to graded abelian
groups, provided with extra structure (transfers, residues, cup-products by units)
subject to certain axioms. To a smooth variety X € Sm, one associates its cycle
cohomology with coefficients in M [Rost 1996, Section 5],

AP(X. M,) = H(- 5 D My (F@) > )

xeX®

where the differentials d are induced by the residue homomorphisms. We also have
the homological notation

Ap(X. My) =H(---i B Muip(Fx) > )
xeX(p)
so that A, (X, M,,) = AP (X, Myy) if X is purely of dimension d.
Proposition 6.1.1. (a) Let X, Y be two smooth projective varieties and let
o € CHyimx(X xY)

be a Chow correspondence. Then o induces homomorphisms

o D AP(Y, My) > AP(X, My),  as: Ap(X, My) — Ap(Y, My),
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which make AP (—, M) (resp. A,(—, M,)) a contravariant (resp. covariant)

functor on Chow*™.

(b) Suppose that o € L, (X, Y), where Ly is as in Proposition 2.3.5. Then
a*A%(Y, M) = 0 (resp. o, Ag(X, M) = 0).

Proof. (a) This follows easily from the functoriality of cycle cohomology [Rost
1996, Proposition 4.6, Sections 13 and 14]. Namely, we define a* as the composi-
tion

AP (Y, M) 25 AP(X x Y, M,)
Vo 4 p+dimY . PXx  4p
A (X X Y, Mysraimy) 25 AP(X, My), (6.1.2)

where Ua is cup-product with o as in [Rost 1996, Section 14], and o similarly.
Checking the identities (Boa)* = «a* o 8* and (8 o). = B« o, is a routine matter,
using the compatibility of cup-product with pull-backs and the projection formula
[ibid].

(b) We may assume X irreducible; let Z C X be a proper closed subset such that
a is supported on Z x Y, and let U = X — Z. We consider the cases of «* and «,
separately.

In the first case, we observe that (6.1.2) also makes sense for X smooth (not
necessarily projective) and that A%(X, M,,) — A°(U, M,,) is injective (both groups
being subsets of M, (F(X))). Therefore it suffices to see that (6.1.2) is 0 when X
is replaced by U, which is obvious since o|cay, ywxy) = 0.

In the second case, we generalise the argument in the proof of Proposition 2.3.5:
if x € X(g), it suffices to show that the composition

M, (F(x)) 25 Ag(X, M,) = A% X (X, My, gim x)

T ADTX (X ¥, My x) 5 AT (X o Y My i i)
=5 AT (Y, Mygaimy) = Ao(Y, M)
is 0. If gy : x x Y — x is the first projection, we have
Pyive = (ix X ly)sqy
[Rost 1996, Proposition 4.1(3)]. For a € M,,(F (x)), we now have
phizaUa = (i x ly)sgiaUa = (iy x 1y)y(g5aU (i x 1y)*a)

by the projection formula [Rost 1996, Section 14.5]. As in the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.3.5 we reduce to the case where x ¢ Z, and then (i, x 1y)*a =0. O

From Proposition 6.1.1(b), we immediately deduce:
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Corollary 6.1.3. (a) For any cycle module M and any n € Z, the assignment
SmP 5 X > A%(X, M,) (resp. Ao(X, M,))
extends to a contravariant (resp. a covariant) additive functor
A%(=, M,)) : Chow® — Ab  (resp. Ao(—, M,)).
(b) Let X € SmP™ be such that h°(X) ~ 1 € Chow°(F). Then the maps
M, (F) — AY(X, My),  Ao(X, My) — M, (F)

induced by the structural map wx : X — Spec F are isomorphisms for any
cycle module M and any n € Z.

This proves the implication (iv) = (v) in Proposition 3.1.1.
6.2. Relationship with Merkurjev’s work. For A°(X, M,), Corollary 6.1.3(b) is
part of a theorem of Merkurjev:

Proposition 6.2.1 [Merkurjev 2008, Theorem 2.11(3) = (1)]. If CHy(Xg) = Z
for any extension E | F, then M,(F) = A%(X, M,)) for all cycle modules M and
alln e .

Indeed, this condition is equivalent to 4°(X) ~ 1 in Chow® by (iv) <= (i) in
Proposition 3.1.1.

Merkurjev proves the converse implication. For this, he defines a cycle module
KX such that

KX (E) = Ao(Xg, K,)

for any extension E/F. Here, K is the cycle module given by Milnor K -theory.
He shows:

Theorem 6.2.2 [Merkurjev 2008, Theorem 2.10]. The functor
CM — Ab, M A°(X, Mp),
from the category of cycle modules to abelian groups is corepresented by KX.

See [Kahn 2011, Theorem 1.3] for a generalisation to nonproper X.

Let us give a proof of the converse to Proposition 6.2.1 via birational motives,
using only the existence of KX and thus completing the proof of Proposition 3.1.1.
Let us say that a cycle module M is connected if M, =0 for n < 0; we note that

A%(X, My) = My(F (X)) if M is connected. (6.2.3)
As KX is connected and Ké( (E) = CHy(XEg), the condition

K§(F) = A%(X,K{)
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translates as CHy(X) = CHy(X r(x)), which in turn implies condition (iii) in
Proposition 3.1.1.

We are now going to use Theorem 6.2.2 to clarify the relationship between
birational motives and cycle modules.

Theorem 6.2.4. Let Mod— Chow® be the category of additive contravariant func-
tors from Chow® to Ab. The functor

A% : CM — Mod- Chow®

from Corollary 6.1.3(a) has a fully faithful left adjoint A — K*; the essential
image of this left adjoint is contained in the full subcategory of connected cycle
modules.

Proof. We first observe that X — K ¥ extends to a functor
Chow® — CM
thanks to Corollary 6.1.3(a) (case of Ag). Let A € Mod— Chow®. We define

K% = lim KX,
—
y(X)—A

where y : Chow® — Mod- Chow" is the additive Yoneda functor, and the colimit
is taken on the comma category y | A [Mac Lane 1998, Chapter II, Section 6].
Since KX is connected for any smooth projective X, K* is connected. For a cycle
module M, the identity

CM(K ™, M) >~ Mod- Chow® (A, A°(M))

follows from Theorem 6.2.2 and Yoneda’s lemma, thus proving the existence of
the left adjoint and the statement on its essential image.
It remains to show that A — K* is fully faithful or, equivalently, that the unit
map
A — AYKDY)

is an isomorphism for all A. Let ¥ € SmP™; we need to show that
ARC(Y)) — A(Y, Kg) = Kq (F(Y))
is an isomorphism, where we just used (6.2.3). We compute:

Ko (F(Y)= lim Ky (F(Y))= lim CHo(Xr))

y(X)—A y(X)—A
= lim Chow’(h°(Y), h°(X))
y(X)—A
= lim y(h°(X)(h°(Y)) = Ah°(Y)). U

y(X)—A
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We describe the essential image of the functor K’ in [Kahn and Sujatha 2015b,
Theorem 5.1.2].

7. Locally abelian schemes
In this section, F is perfect. We drop it from the notation for relevant categories.

7.1. The Albanese scheme of a smooth projective variety.

Definition 7.1.1. (a) Let X be a smooth separated F-scheme (not necessarily of
finite type). For each connected component X; of X, let E; be its field of constants,
that is, the algebraic closure of F in F(X;). We define

mo(X) = ]_[ Spec E;.

1

There is a canonical F-morphism X — my(X); mo(X) is called the scheme of
constants of X.

(b) If dim X = 0 (equivalently X = mo(X)), we write Z[ X] for the 0-dimensional

group scheme representing the étale sheaf f.Z, where f : X — Spec F is the
structural morphism.

Definition 7.1.2. (a) For an F-group scheme G, we denote by G the kernel of
the canonical map G — mo(G) of Definition 7.1.1; this is the neutral component
of G.

(b) An F-group scheme G is called a lattice if G = {1} and the geometric fibre
of mo(G) = G is a free finitely generated abelian group.

Definition 7.1.3 [Ramachandran 2001]. (a) Recall that a semiabelian variety is
an extension of an abelian variety by a torus. We denote by SAb the category of
semiabelian F-varieties, and by Ab the full subcategory of abelian varieties.

(b) We denote by SADS the full subcategory of the category of commutative F-
group schemes consisting of those objects .A such that

o 1o(A) is a lattice;
o A" is a semiabelian variety.
Objects of SAbS will be called locally semiabelian F-schemes.

(c) We denote by AbS the full subcategory of SAbS consisting of those .A such
that A is an abelian variety. Its objects are called locally abelian F -schemes.

Note that SADS is a Serre subcategory of the abelian category of commutative
F-group schemes locally of finite type (see [Demazure and Grothendieck 2011,
Exp. VI, Proposition 5.4.1 and Théoréme 5.4.2]); in particular it is abelian, and
AbS is idempotent-closed in SAbS, hence pseudoabelian.
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For any smooth F-variety X, let Ay, = Ax be the Albanese scheme of X
over F' [Ramachandran 2001]: it is an object of SAbS and there is a canonical
morphism

(px:X—)Ax, (7.1.4)

which is universal for morphisms from X to objects of SAbS. There is an exact
sequence of group schemes

0— A% - Ay — Z[mo(X)] — 0,

where A())( is the Albanese variety of X (a semiabelian variety) and o(X) has been
defined above.

The aim of this section is to endow SAbS and AbS with symmetric monoidal
structures, and to relate the latter one to birational motives (see Propositions 7.2.7
and 8.2.1).

Let us recall from [Ramachandran 2001] a description of Ax. Let Z[ X] be the
“free” presheaf on F-schemes defined by Z[X](Y) = Z[X(Y)] and Zx/r = Zx
the associated sheaf on the big fppf site of Spec F'. Then Ay is the universal
representable quotient of Zx. In other words, there is a homomorphism

Zy — Ay,

where Ay is considered as a representable sheaf, which is universal for homomor-
phisms from Zy to sheaves of abelian groups representable by a locally semiabelian
F-scheme.

Let us also denote by Px the universal torsor under A())( constructed by Serre
[1958/1959]. There is a map X X, P, which is universal for maps from X to tor-
sors under semiabelian varieties. The torsor Px and the group scheme Ay have the
same class in ExtgSCh /F)e To(Ax), Ag)() = Hélt(JT()(X ), A())() (here we identify A(,)(
with the corresponding representable étale sheaf over the big étale site of Spec F).
A beautiful concrete description of this correspondence is given in [Ramachandran
2001, Section 1.2]. The map ¢x induces an isomorphism

Ax = Ap,.

We repeat some properties of Ay as taken from [Ramachandran 2001, Proposi-
tion 1.6 and Corollary 1.12] and add one.

Proposition 7.1.5. (a) Ay is covariant in X.

(b) Let K/F be an extension. Then the natural map
Axy/k = Ax/F ®r K

stemming from the universal property is an isomorphism.
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(¢) If X =Y U Z, then the natural map Ay,r ® Az,r — Ax/F is an isomorphism.

(d) Let E/F be a finite extension. For any E-scheme S, let S ry denote the (ordi-
nary) restriction of scalars of S, i.e., we view S as an F-scheme. Then there
is a natural isomorphism for X smooth

Re/pAx/E => Ax(p)/Fs

where R, denotes Weil’s restriction of scalars.

Proof. The only thing which is not in [Ramachandran 2001] is (d). We shall
construct the isomorphism by descent from (c), using (b).

Let f : Spec E — Spec F be the structural morphism. Recall that, for any
abelian sheaf G on (Sch /E)¢, the trace map defines an isomorphism [Milne 1980,
Chapter V, Lemma 1.12]

where f) (resp. f) is the left (resp. right) adjoint of the restriction functor f*. This
isomorphism is natural in G.
This being said, the additive version of Yoneda’s lemma immediately yields
S1Zx/E = ZX 4 /F>
hence a composition of homomorphisms of sheaves

f*ZX/E L) ZX(F)/F - ShV(AX(F)/F)v (716)

where, for clarity, Shv(Ax ., r) denotes the sheaf associated to the group scheme
Ax s /F- We also have a chain of homomorphisms

f«Z2x/E = [+« Shv(Ax/g) = Shv(Rg rAx/E), (7.1.7)

where the last isomorphism is formal. If we can prove that (7.1.6) factors through
(7.1.7) into an isomorphism, we are done by Yoneda.

In order to do this, we may assume via (b) that F is algebraically closed, hence
that f is completely split. Then the claim follows from (c). O

We record here similar properties for the torsor Px = Py, (proofs are similar):
Proposition 7.1.8. (a) X — Py is a functor.

(b) Let K/F be an extension. Then the natural map Px,/x — Px/r Qr K stem-
ming from the universal property is an isomorphism.

(¢) If X =Y U0 Z, then there is an isomorphism Py, X Pz,p = Px,r which is
natural in (Y, Z).

(d) Let E/F be a finite extension. Then there is a natural isomorphism

PX(F)/F_>RE/FPX/E- U



424 BRUNO KAHN AND RAMDORAI SUJATHA

(In (c), the map stems from the fact that coproducts correspond to scheme-
theoretic products in an appropriate category of torsors.)

7.2. The tensor category of locally semiabelian schemes. Recall the Yoneda full
embedding Shv : SAbS — Ab((Sch /F)«), where the latter is the category of
sheaves of abelian groups over the big étale site of Spec F.

Lemma 7.2.1. (a) If a sheaf F € Ab((Sch /F)¢) is an extension of a lattice L by
a semiabelian variety A, it is represented by an object of SAbS.

(b) Let A be a semiabelian variety and L a lattice. Then the étale sheaf B=AQ® L
is represented by a semiabelian variety.

Proof. (a) If L is constant, then the choice of a basis of L determines a section
of the projection F — Shv(L), hence an isomorphism F =~ Shv(A) & Shv(L).
Then F is represented by [ [,.; A. In general, L becomes constant on some finite
extension E/F, hence Fp is representable. By full faithfulness, the descent data of
Fg are morphisms of schemes; then we may apply [Serre 1988, Corollary V.4.2(a)
or (b)].

(b) Same method as in (a). U
Example 7.2.2. If L = Z[Spec E], where E is an étale F-algebra, then AQ L =

We shall also need:

Lemma 7.2.3. Let F be a field, Gy, G,, G3 be three semiabelian F -varieties, and
let ¢ : Gy x Gy — G3 be an F-morphism. Assume that ¢(g1,0) = ¢(0, g2) =0
identically. Then ¢ = 0.

Proof. By [Kahn 2014, Lemma 3], ¢ is a homomorphism and the conclusion is
obvious. ([

Let A, B € SAbS. Viewing them as étale sheaves, we may consider their tensor
product A Qv B. This tensor product contains the subsheaf A° @4y B°, which is
clearly not representable. We define

A ®rep B = A®ghy B/-AO Qshv BO-

Proposition 7.2.4. (a) A ®qep B is representable by an object of SAbS.
(b) For X, Y € Sm, the natural map

Zx ®shv Zy = Zxxy = Axxy
factors into an isomorphism

.AX ®rep AY - AXxY-
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(This corrects [Ramachandran 2001, Corollary 1.12(vi)].)

Proof. (a) We have a short exact sequence
0— A’ ®@m0(B) ® B’ ® 10(A) = A®rep B— 70(A) @ mo(B) — 0.

By Lemma 7.2.1(b), the left-hand side is representable by a semiabelian variety,
and the right-hand side is clearly a lattice. We conclude by Lemma 7.2.1(a).

(b) It is enough to show that this holds over the algebraic closure of F. Using
Proposition 7.1.5(c) (and the similar statement for Z), we may assume that X and Y
are connected. We shall show more generally that, for any locally semiabelian
scheme B and any map X x Y — B, the induced sheaf-theoretic map

Zx Qshv Zy — B (7.2.5)

factors through Ax ®ep Ay. By (a), this will show that the latter has the universal
property of Axxy.

For n € Z, we denote by Z% or A’ the inverse image of n under the augmentation
map Zx — Z or Ax — Z stemming from the structural morphism X — Spec F.
It is a subsheaf of Zx or Ay, and A% is clearly representable (by a variety F-
isomorphic to the semiabelian variety A())(). We shall also identify varieties with
representable sheaves; this should create no confusion in view of Yoneda’s lemma.

We first show that (7.2.5) factors through Ax ®qny Ay. It suffices to show that
the composition

Zx XY = Zx Q Zy — B

factors through Ax x Y, and to conclude by symmetry. But X x Y is connected,
so its image in B falls in some connected component B’ of B, which is a torsor
under B°; applying the “Variation en fonction d’un parametre” statement in [Serre
1958/1959, p. 10-05], we see that it extends to a morphism .Aﬁ( x Y — B'. Including
B' into B, we get a commutative diagram

A%xY—>B

b

2L xY —= ZxxY

Let K =Ker(Zxy — Ax) = Ker(Zg — A‘,)(). The above diagram shows that the
diagram
KxZyxY 5 2L xy
C\L d\L

Z}(XY#B



426 BRUNO KAHN AND RAMDORAI SUJATHA

commutes, where a is given by the action of X on Z}( by left translation and c is
given by (k, z, y) — (z, y). Since b is a homomorphism in the first variable, this
implies the desired factorisation.

We now show that the composition

A(;)( Qshv A())/ g AX Qshv AY — B

is 0. It is sufficient to show that the composition of this map with the inclusion
AY x A) — A% ® AY is 0. But A% x A9 is connected, hence its image falls
in some connected component, in fact in B°. This map verifies the hypothesis of
Lemma 7.2.3, hence it is 0. O

As a variant, we have:

Proposition 7.2.6. We have an isomorphism

Pxxy = Ryyx)/F(Py XF m0(X)) X Ryyvy F(Px XF mo(Y)).

Since we are not going to use this, we leave the easy proof to the reader.

Proposition 7.2.4(a) endows SAbS with a symmetric monoidal structure com-
patible with its additive structure, hence also its full subcategory AbS. From now
on we concentrate on this latter category.

Proposition 7.2.7. The category AbS is symmetric monoidal ( for ®ep) and pseudo-
abelian. Its Kelly radical R is monoidal and has square 0. After tensoring with (D,
AbS /R becomes isomorphic to the semisimple category product of the category of
abelian varieties up to isogenies and the category of Gp-Q-lattices.

Recall that the Kelly radical [1964] R of an additive category A is defined by
R(A, B)={f € A(A, B) | 14 — gf is invertible for all g € A(B, A)}
and that it is a (two-sided) ideal of A.

Proof. For the first claim, we just observe that kernels exist in the category of
commutative F-group schemes, and that a direct summand of an abelian variety
(resp. of a lattice) is an abelian variety (resp. a lattice). For the second claim,
consider the functor

T :AbS — Ab x Lat, A (A°, mp(A)),

where Ab and Lat are respectively the category of abelian varieties and the category
of lattices over F (viewed, for example, as full subcategories of the category of
étale sheaves over Sm/F). This functor is obviously essentially surjective. After
tensoring with Q, it becomes full, because any extension

0—>A0—>A—>JTO(A)—>O
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is rationally split. Now the collection of sets
IAB)={f: A= B|T(f)=0}
defines an ideal Z of AbS. If f € Z(A, B), then f induces a map
fimo(A) — B,

and this gives a description of Z. From this description, it follows immediately that
7? =0. In particular, T C R.

If we tensor with @, then Ab x Lat becomes semisimple; since AbS /Z ® Q is
semisimple and Z ® Q is nilpotent, it follows that Z ® @ = R ® Q. In other words,
R /T is torsion.

Let f € R(A, B). There exists n > 0 such that nf(A°) = 0. But f(A°) is an
abelian subvariety of B° hence f(A%) =0and f € Z(A, B). So R =T.

If we endow the category Ab x Lat with the tensor structure

(A,L)YQ(B,M)=(AQM@®BQRQL,LRM),

then T becomes a monoidal functor, which shows that R = Z is monoidal. This
completes the proof of Proposition 7.2.7. O

Remarks 7.2.8. (a) The morphisms in AbS are best represented in matrix form:

Hom(A, B) = (Hom(AO, By) Hom(mo(A), Bo) )

0 Hom(7o(A), 70 (B))
(note that Hom( Ay, mo(B3)) = 0). This clarifies the arguments in the proof of
Proposition 7.2.7 somewhat.

(b) The Hom groups of Ab x Lat are finitely generated Z-modules. It follows
from the proof of Proposition 7.2.7 that, for A, B € AbS, T (Hom(A, B)) has
finite index in Hom(7 (A), T(B)). In particular, for any .4 € AbS, End(A) is
an extension of an order in a semisimple (Q-algebra by an ideal of square 0.

(c) The functor T has the explicit section
(A, L)y~ ADL.

This section is symmetric monoidal.

8. Chow birational motives and locally abelian schemes

8.1. The Albanese map. For any smooth projective variety X, there is a canonical
map

CHO(X)ibi)AX(F). 8.1.1)



428 BRUNO KAHN AND RAMDORAI SUJATHA

Recall the construction of Alby: The map ¢y of (7.1.4) defines for any extension
E/F amap X(E) - Ax(E), still denoted by ¢x. When E/F is finite, viewing
Ay as an étale sheaf, we have a trace map Trg/r : Ax(E) — Ax(F). Then Alby
maps the class of a closed point x € X with residue field E to Trg/r ¢x (x).

The map Alby is injective for dim X = 1 and surjective if F is algebraically
closed. For a curve, this map corresponds to the isomorphism Picx >~ Ay, where
Picy is the Picard scheme of X; we then also have A% ~ Jy, where Jy is the
Jacobian variety of X.

The functoriality of .A shows that there is a chain of isomorphisms

®x y: Hom(Ax, Ay) = Mor(X, Ay) = Ay(F (X)) (8.1.2)
(the latter by Weil’s theorem on extension of morphisms to abelian varieties [Milne
1986, Theorem 3.1]), hence a canonical map
Alby y
CHy(Yr(x)) —— Hom(Ay, Ay), (8.1.3)
which generalises (8.1.1); more precisely, we have
®yx.y o Alby y = Alb, Y. (8.1.4)
On the other hand, there is an exact sequence
0 — Ay (o(X)) = Hom(Z[7o(X)], Ay) — Hom(Ay, Ay)
— Hom(AYy, Ay) = Ext' (Z[mo(X)], Ay) = H' (mo(X), Ay),

and the map Hom(AY, A(}),) — Hom(AY, Ay) is an isomorphism. From this and
(8.1.3) we get a zero sequence

0 — CHo(Y) — CHo(Yr(x)) — Hom(A%, A%) — 0. (8.1.5)

Lemma 8.1.6. Let Y, Z be two smooth projective varieties and € CHo(ZFy)).
Then the following diagram commutes:

CHo(Y) — P CHy(Z)

Albf i Alb;\L

Ay (F) 2202P 4 ()

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 8 is given by an integral
subscheme W in Y x Z. Then the composite f = pyiw is a proper surjective gener-
ically finite morphism, where py denotes the projection and i is the inclusion of
WinY x Z.

Let V be an affine dense open subset of Y such that f| -1y, is finite. Any
element of CHy(Y) may be represented by a zero-cycle with support in V (see
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[Roberts 1972]), so it is enough to check the commutativity of the diagram on zero-
cycles on Y of the form y, where y € V(g). For such a y, we have B,y = p«(f ' (),
where p = pziw.

On the other hand, the composition Alby z(8). o (Alb; )|v may be described as
follows: Let d be the degree of f|-1(y), f ~1(v)l] the d-fold symmetric power
of f~'(V)and f*:V — f~1(V)4 the map x — f~'(x). Then

Alby 7(B)x 0 (AIbE) |y = Sg 0 (p2) o pldlo f*,

where X : A[Zd] — Ay is the summation map. The commutativity of the diagram
is now clear. ]

8.2. The Albanese functor.

Proposition 8.2.1. The assignment X +— Ay defines, via (8.1.3), a symmetric
monoidal additive functor

Alb : Chow® — AbS,

which becomes full and essentially surjective after tensoring with Q.

Proof. Since AbS is pseudoabelian, it suffices to construct the functor on Cor®.
Let o € CHy(YFr(x)) and B € CHyo(ZF(y)). We want to show that

Albxz(,B o O[) = Albyz(ﬂ) o Albxyy(Ol).
But § induces a map
Bx : CHy(YF(x)) = CHo(ZF(x)),

and we have the equality S.a = B o o (see the proof of Proposition 2.3.5). Hence,
applying Lemma 8.1.6, in which we replace F by F(X), we get

AL X (B oa) = AbE™M (B,a) = Alby, 7 (8).(AIbE X (@)).
Applying now (8.1.4), we get
®x z0Alby z(Boa) = Alby 7(B)«(Px,y o Albx y(x)).

On the other hand, the diagram

Alb «
Ay (F(X)) —22e28 4 (F(X))
CI)X.yTZ q)x,sz
Hom(Ay, Ay) Mi Hom(Ayx, Ay)

obviously commutes, which concludes the proof that Alb is a functor.
Compatibility with the monoidal structures follows from Proposition 7.2.4(b).
It remains to show the assertions on fullness and essential surjectivity.
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Fullness: For any Y, the map Albl; ®Q is surjective. This follows from the case
where F is algebraically closed (in which case Alb; itself is surjective) by a transfer
argument. Replacing the ground field F by F(X) for some other X, we get that
Alby y ®Q is surjective. This shows that the restriction of Alb ®Q to Cor® ®Q
is full; but the pseudoabelianisation of a full functor is evidently full (a direct
summand of a surjective homomorphism of abelian groups is surjective).

Essential surjectivity: We first note that, after tensoring with @, the extension
0— A" > A— mo(A) — 0
becomes split for any A € AbS. Indeed the extension class belongs to
Ext}. (770(A), A%);
this group sits in an exact sequence (coming from an Ext spectral sequence)

0— H'(F, Homz (m0(A) 7, Ap)) — Bxtp(o(A), A%)
— H°(F, Extp.(mo(A) 7. A)p))-

Since the restriction 7 (A)| 7 18 a constant sheaf of free finitely generated abelian
groups, the group ExtllE (70 (A), A?f) is 0, while the left group is torsion as a
Galois cohomology group. It is now sufficient to show separately that L and A are
in the essential image of Alb ®Q, where L (resp. A) is a lattice (resp. an abelian
variety).

A lattice L corresponds to a continuous integral representation p of Gr. But it
is well known that p ® Q is of the form 6 ® Q, where 6 is a direct summand of
a permutation representation of Gr. If E is the corresponding étale algebra, we
therefore have an isomorphism of L with a direct summand of (Alb ®Q)(E).

Given an abelian variety A, we simply note that

A = Alb(h(A)),

where fz(A) is the reduced motive of A, thatis, h(A) = 1®ﬁ(A), where the splitting
is given by the rational point 0 € A(F). (]

Remark 8.2.2. Let R be the Kelly radical of AbS (see Proposition 7.2.7). If F'is a
finitely generated field, the groups R(A, B) are finitely generated by the Mordell—
Weil-Néron theorem. To see this, note that if L is a lattice and A an abelian variety,
then

Hom(L, A) => Hom(L ., A5)°"

and that the right term may be rewritten as B(F'), where B = L* ® A (compare
Lemma 7.2.1). Hence the Hom groups in AbS are finitely generated as well. In
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this case, Proposition 8.2.1 implies that, for any M, N € Chow®, the image of the
map Alby n has finite index in the group Hom(Alb(M), Alb(N)).

Lemma 8.2.3. Suppose that Y is a curve. Then the map (8.1.3) fits into an exact
sequence

0= CHo(Yrix) X% Hom(Ay, Ay) — Br(F(X)) — Br(F(X x Y)),

where Br denotes the Brauer group. In particular, (8.1.3) ® Q is an isomorphism.

Proof. First assume that X is a point; then (8.1.3) reduces to (8.1.1). Suppose first
that F is separably closed. Then (8.1.1) is bijective (see comments at the begin-
ning of this section). In the general case, let F; be a separable closure of F, and
G = Gal(F;/F). Since Ay is a sheaf for the étale topology, we get a commutative
diagram
G Alby G
CHo(Yy)” —> Ay (Fy)

P

CHy(Y) —> Ay(F)

where Yy = Y x g F and the top horizontal and right vertical maps are bijective.
The lemma then follows from the classical exact sequence

0 — CHy(Y) = CHy(Y,)® — Br(F) — Br(F(Y)).

The case where X is not necessarily a point now follows from this special case
and the construction of (8.1.3). [l

Theorem 8.2.4. Let Chow?2 denote the thick subcategory of Chow® generated
by motives of varieties of dimension < 1, and let 1 : Chow‘; | = Chow® be the
canonical inclusion. Then:

(a) After tensoring morphisms with Q, Albot : Chow‘;1 — ADbS becomes an
equivalence of categories.

(b) Let j be a quasi-inverse. Then 1o j is right adjoint to Alb.

Proof. (a) The full faithfulness follows from Lemma 8.2.3. For the essential
surjectivity, we may reduce as in the proof of Proposition 8.2.1 to proving that
lattices and abelian varieties are in the essential image. For lattices, this is proven
in Proposition 8.2.1. For an abelian variety A, use the fact that A is isogenous to a
quotient of the Jacobian of a curve, and Poincaré’s complete reducibility theorem.
(b) Let (M, A) € Chow?, (F, Q) x AbS(F, Q). To produce a natural isomorphism
Chow? | (F, Q)(M, ij (f()) ~ AbS(F)(AlIb(M), A) ® Q, it is sufficient by (a) to
handle the case M = h°(X), A = Ay for some smooth projective curves X, Y.
Then the isomorphism follows from (8.1.2) and Lemma 8.2.3. U
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Remarks 8.2.5. (a) Of course the functor ¢ o j is not a tensor functor (since its
image is not closed under tensor product).

(b) In particular, the inclusion functor ¢ has the left adjoint j o Alb. This is a
birational version of Murre’s results [1990; 1993, Section 2.1] for effective Chow
motives; see also [Scholl 1994, Section 4]. Beware however that we have taken
the opposite to usual convention for the variance of Chow motives (our functor
X +— h(X) is covariant rather than contravariant), so the direction of arrows has to
be reversed with respect to Murre’s work.

Appendix: Complements on localisation of categories

A.l. Localisation of symmetric monoidal categories.

Lemma A.1.1. (a) Localisation commutes with products of categories for sets of
morphisms containing all identities.

(b) Let Ty, Ty : C =D be two functors and f : Ty = T\ a natural transformation.
Let S, S’ be collections of morphisms in C and D such that T;(S) C §’, so
that Ty and T, pass to localisation. Then f remains a natural transformation
between the localised functors.

Proof. (a) Let S; be a collection of morphisms in C; for i = 1, 2, such that §;
contains the identities of all objects of C;. Then S| x S, is generated by S| and $>
in the sense that the equality

(51, 82) = (51, D o (1, 52)
holds in §7 x $; for any pair (s1, s2). The conclusion easily follows (see [Maltsi-
niotis 2005, Lemme 2.1.7]).

(b) This is true because f commuted with the members of S, hence it now com-
mutes with their inverses. O

Proposition A.1.2. Let C be a category with a product » : C x C — C, and let S
be a collection of morphisms in C containing all identities. Assume that S« S C S.
Then:

(a) There is a unique product S7Ic x S71C — S7IC such that the localisation
functor Ps :C — S~'C commutes with the two products.

(b) If e is monoidal (resp. braided, symmetric, unital), the induced product on
S~IC enjoys the same properties and Ps is monoidal (resp. braided, symmet-
ric, unital).

Proof. Item (a) follows from Lemma A.1.1(a), and (b) from Lemma A.1.1(b). O

8We thank M. Bondarko for pointing out the importance of the identities.



BIRATIONAL MOTIVES, I: PURE BIRATIONAL MOTIVES 433

A.2. Semiadditive categories. This subsection is a reformulation of [Mac Lane
1998, Chapter VIII, Section 2]; see also [Mac Lane 1950, Section 18 and beginning
of Section 19].

Lemma A.2.1. (a) For a category A, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) A has a 0 object (initial and final), binary products and coproducts, and for
any A, B € A, the map

AUOUB— AXB

given on A by (14, 0) and on B by (0, 1p) is an isomorphism.

(1) A has finite products, and for any A, B € A, A(A, B) has a structure of a
commutative monoid, and composition is distributive with respect to these
monoid laws.

(iii) Same as (i), replacing product by coproduct.

We then say that A is a semiadditive category and write A @ B for the product or
coproduct of two objects A, B.

(b) If A is a semiadditive category, the law (A, B) — A @& B endows A with a
canonical unital symmetric monoidal structure.

Proof. (a) By duality, we only need to show (i) <= (ii). (i) = (ii) follows from
[Mac Lane 1998, Chapter VIII, Section 2, Example 4(a)]; recall that for two mor-
phisms f, g: A — B in A, Mac Lane defines their sum f + g as the composition

Ap
A——AXA

f+g B x B

. /

B+——BIlB

where A4 is the diagonal and Vp is the codiagonal.
As for (ii)) = (i), it is implicit in the proof of [Mac Lane 1998, Chapter VIII, Sec-
tion 2, Theorem 2]. Indeed, Mac Lane defines a biproduct of two objects A, B € A

as a diagram
P1 P2

ASCSB
i i
satisfying p1iy =14, paip =1p and i| p; +iz2 p» = 1¢. Let us say that such a diagram
is a biproduct* if the further identities p1i, = 0 and p,i; = 0 hold. Then, Mac Lane
proves that a biproduct* is a product and that a product is a biproduct*. Dually, a

biproduct* is the same as a coproduct, hence binary products and coproducts are
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canonically isomorphic, and one checks from his proof that the isomorphism is
given by the map of (i).

(Let us clarify that Mac Lane proves that a biproduct is a biproduct* if the
addition law on morphisms has the cancellation property; but we don’t use this
part of his proof.)

(b) This is obvious: already finite products or coproducts define a canonical sym-
metric monoidal structure. ([

Define a semiadditive functor between two semiadditive categories A, 15 as a
functor F : A — B which preserves addition of morphisms. Note that any semi-
additive functor preserves @, by the characterisation of biproducts via equations
(see proof of Lemma A.2.1(a)).

A.3. Localisation of R-linear categories.

Theorem A.3.1. Let A be a semiadditive category and S a family of morphisms
of A, containing all identities and stable under ®. Then S™' A and the localisation
functor Ps : A— S~' A are semiadditive.

Proof. We use the characterisation (i) of semiadditive categories in Lemma A.2.1;
by [Maltsiniotis 2005, Lemme 1.3.6 and Proposition 2.1.8], Pg preserves products
and coproducts, and transforms the isomorphisms A LI B = A x B into isomor-
phisms. (]

To “catch” additive categories (as opposed to semiadditive categories), we could
do as in [Mac Lane 1950] and postulate the existence of an endomorphism —1 4 for
each object A. We prefer to do this more generally by dealing with R-linear cate-
gories, where R is an arbitrary ring (an R-linear category is simply a semiadditive
R-category).

More precisely, let A be an R-linear category. Then in particular:

« A is a semiadditive category.

« It enjoys an action of the multiplicative monoid underlying R, i.e., there is a
homomorphism of monoids R — End(/d4), where End(/d,) is the monoid
of natural transformations of the identity functor of A.

e For A € R and A € A, let A4 denote the corresponding endomorphism of A.
Then we have identities

(A+m)a=2ra+pa. (A.3.2)
Conversely, the following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma A.3.3. Let A be a semiadditive category provided with an action of R
verifying (A.3.2). Then A is an R-linear category.
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From this lemma, it follows:

Theorem A.3.4. Theorem A.3.1 extends to R-linear categories.

A.4. Localisation and pseudoabelian envelope.

Lemma A.4.1. Let A an additive category and S a family of morphisms in A,
stable under direct sums. Let A — A* denote the pseudoabelian envelope of A,
and let us denote by S* the set of direct summands of members of S in A". Then the
natural functors

(STLAF — (STHAD)T = ((5H 7 (D)
are equivalences of categories.

Proof. All categories are universal for additive functors T from A to a pseudo-
abelian category such that 7'(S) is invertible. U

A.5. Localisation and group completion.

Lemma A.5.1. Let A be a semiadditive category. There exists an additive category
AT and a semiadditive functor 1 : A — A" with the following 2-universal property:
any semiadditive functor from A to an additive category factors through t up to a
unique natural isomorphism.

A model of AT may be given as follows: the objects of A" are those of A; if
A, B € A, then AT (A, B) is the group completion of the commutative monoid
A(A, B).

The category A" is called the group completion of A.

The proof is straightforward and omitted.

Proposition A.5.2. Let A be a semiadditive category, and let S be a family of
morphisms in A, containing the identities and stable under direct sums. Keep
writing S for the image of S in the group completion A*. Then the functor

SThisTTA— 57
induces an equivalence of categories
(ST = 57 A,
Here we use the structure of semiadditive category on S™' A given in Theorem A.3.1.

Proof. The existence of 7 follows from the universal property of group comple-
tion. A quasi-inverse to 7 is obtained by group-completing the functor A — S~!.A
(which is semiadditive by Theorem A.3.1), and then extending the resulting functor
to S~H(AM). O
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On the K-theory of linear groups

Daniel Kasprowski

We prove that for a finitely generated linear group over a field of positive char-
acteristic the family of quotients by finite subgroups has finite asymptotic di-
mension. We use this to show that the K-theoretic assembly map for the family
of finite subgroups is split injective for every finitely generated linear group G
over a commutative ring with unit under the assumption that G admits a finite-
dimensional model for the classifying space for the family of finite subgroups.
Furthermore, we prove that this is the case if and only if an upper bound on the
rank of the solvable subgroups of G exists.

1. Introduction

For every group G and every ring A there is a functor K4 : Or G — Gpectra from
the orbit category of G to the category of spectra sending G/H to (a spectrum
weakly equivalent to) the K-theory spectrum K(A[H]) for every subgroup H < G.
For any such functor F' : Or G — Gpectra, a G-homology theory F can be con-
structed via

F(X) :=Mapg(_, X4) Aorg F;

see [Davis and Liick 1998]. We will write HnG (X; F) :=m,F(X) for its homotopy
groups. The assembly map for the family of finite subgroups is the map

HE(EG; Ka) — HE (pt; Ka) = K, (A[G])

induced by the map EG — pt. Here EG denotes the classifying space for the
family of finite subgroups; see [Liick 2000]. The assembly map is a helpful tool
for relating the K-theory of the group ring A[G] to the K-theory of the group rings
over the finite subgroups H < G. It can more generally be defined for any additive
G-category instead of A; see [Bartels and Reich 2007]. Note that additive cate-
gories will always be small and that K-theory will always mean the nonconnective
K-theory constructed by Pedersen and Weibel [1985].

MSC2010: 18F25, 19A31, 19B28, 19G24.
Keywords: K- and L-theory of group rings, injectivity of the assembly map, linear groups.
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Theorem 1.1. Let R be a commutative ring with unit and let G < GL, (R) be finitely
generated. If G admits a finite-dimensional model for the classifying space EG,
then the assembly map

HC(EG; K4) — K,(A[G])

is split injective for every additive G-category A.

If A is an additive G-category with involution such that, for every virtually nilpo-
tent subgroup A < G, there exists ig € N such that for i > iy we have K_; (A[A]) =0,
then the L-theoretic assembly map

HO(EG; L)) — LIm)(AIG))
is split injective.

Theorem 1.1 implies the (generalized integral) Novikov conjecture for these
groups by [Kasprowski 2015b, Section 6], since virtually nilpotent groups satisfy
the Farrell-Jones conjecture by [Wegner 2015]. The (rational) Novikov conjecture
for these groups is already known, by Guentner, Higson and Weinberger [Guent-
ner et al. 2005], where it is shown that the Baum—Connes assembly map is split
injective for linear groups.

We will use inheritance properties to reduce the proof of the theorem to the
case where the ring R has trivial nilradical and show that in this case the family
{F\G}FecFin has finite decomposition complexity, where Fin denotes the family
of finite subgroups of G. Then the theorem follows from the main theorem of
[Kasprowski 2014]. For convenience, the necessary results of [Kasprowski 2014]
are recalled in the Appendix.

By a result of Alperin and Shalen [1982], a finitely generated subgroup G
of GL,, (F'), where F is a field of characteristic zero, has finite virtual cohomolog-
ical dimension if and only if there is a bound on the Hirsch rank of the unipotent
subgroups of G. This in particular implies that it has a finite-dimensional model for
the classifying space EG. In positive characteristic, a finitely generated subgroup
G < GL,(F) always admits a finite-dimensional model for EG, by [Degrijse and
Petrosyan 2015, Corollary 5]. In Section 5 we prove the following generalization:

Proposition 1.2. Let R be a commutative ring with unit and let G < GL,(R) be
finitely generated. Then G admits a finite-dimensional model for EG if and only if
there exists N € N such that [(A) < N for every solvable subgroup A < G, where
[(A) denotes the Hirsch rank of A.

Let G be a solvable groupand 1 = Go I G; <---G,—1 < G, = G anormal
series with abelian factors. The Hirsch rank (or Hirsch length) [(G) of G is

1(G) = _dimg Q®z (Ai/A; ).

i=1
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2. Finite decomposition complexity
Let X be a metric space. A decomposition X = | J;.; U; is called r-disjoint, if
d(U;,U;) > r foralli # j € I. We then denote the decomposition by
r-dis;j.

X= U U;.

A metric family is a set of metric spaces. A metric family {X;},c; has finite asymp-
totic dimension uniformly if there exists an n € N such that for every r > 0 and
i € I there exist decompositions

n r-disj.
x;=Juf and Uf= ] U
k=0 jEJ,',k

such that sup; ; , Ul.kj < 00.
Guentner, Tessera and Yu [Guentner et al. 2013] introduced the following gen-
eralization of finite asymptotic dimension:

Definition 2.1. Letr > 0. A metric family X = {Xy}yca r-decomposes over a class
of metric families © if for every o € A there exists a decomposition X, = U, UV,
and r-disjoint decompositions

r-disj. r-disj.
ro__ r ro__ r
= J u;;, and vi= (] Vi,

i€l (r,a) Jjel(r,a)

such that the families {U, ;}aea,iel(ra) and {V;’j}aeA, jeJ(ra) liein ®. A metric
family X decomposes over ® if it r-decomposes over © for all r > 0.

Let 9B denote the class of bounded families, i.e., X € ‘B if there exists R > 0
such that diam X < R for all X € X. We set ©y = B. For a successor ordinal y + 1
we define ©, 4 to be the class of all metric families which decompose over ©,,.
For a limit ordinal A we define

2. =J92,.

y <A
A metric family &’ has finite decomposition complexity (FDC) if X € D,, for some
ordinal y.
A metric space X has FDC if the family {X} consisting only of X has FDC.
A group G has FDC if it has FDC with any (and thus every) proper left-invariant
metric.

A subfamily Z of a metric family ) is a metric family Z such that for each
Z € Z there exists Y € Z with Y C X.

A map F : X — ) between metric families X and ) is a set of maps from
elements of X' to elements of ) such that every X € X is the domain of at least
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one f € F. The inverse image F~'(Z) of a subfamily Z of ) is the metric family
(f"Y(2)|ZeZ, feF}). Amap F : X — ) is called uniformly expansive if there
exists a nondecreasing function p : [0, 00) — [0, co) such that forevery f: X — Y
in F and every x, y € X we have

d(f(x), f(y) = pd(x,y)).
We will use the following three results about FDC:

Theorem 2.2 [Guentner et al. 2013, Fibering theorem 3.1.4]. Let X and ) be
metric families and let F : X — ) be uniformly expansive. Assume ) has FDC
and that for every bounded subfamily Z of Y the inverse image F~'(Z) has FDC.
Then X also has FDC.

Theorem 2.3 [Guentner et al. 2013, Theorem 4.1]. A metric space X with finite
asymptotic dimension has FDC.

While the above theorem is stated only for metric spaces it also holds for metric
families which have finite asymptotic dimension uniformly.

Theorem 2.4 [Guentner et al. 2013, Theorem 3.1.7]. Let X be a metric space,
expressed as a union of finitely many subspaces X =\ Ji_, X;. If the metric family
{Xi}i=o0,...n has FDC, so does X.

This theorem again holds for metric families instead of metric spaces, i.e., a
metric family {U?:o Xij }J.E ; has FDC if and only if the family {X;;};cs i=0,...n
has FDC. We will also need the following two results about finite asymptotic

dimension:

Lemma 2.5. Let P : X — Y be a family of maps such that for some k > 0 each
p € P is k-Lipschitz. Suppose that Y has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly
and that for each R > 0 the family

{p™'(Br(3) | XeX, YeY, ye¥, (p: X —>Y)e P}

has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly. Then X has finite asymptotic dimension
uniformly.

Lemma 2.6. Let X = {U, U V,}yca be a metric family. Then
asdim X' = max{asdim{Uy }«, asdim{Vy }oea }.

These results are [Roe 2003, Lemma 9.16 and Proposition 9.13], respectively,
for metric families instead of metric spaces. The proofs are the same.

In the next section it will be more convenient to work with pseudometrics instead
of metrics, i.e., allowing d(x, y) = 0 for x # y. Finite asymptotic dimension
and FDC are defined in the same way for pseudometrics. If d is a pseudometric
on X, then we can define a metric d’ on X by setting d’(x, y) := max{l1, d(x, y)}
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for x # y. The metric d’ is proper (resp. left-invariant) if and only if d is. It has
finite asymptotic dimension (resp. FDC) if and only if d does. Therefore, to show
that a group has finite asymptotic dimension or FDC, it suffices to show this for G
equipped with a left-invariant proper pseudometric.

Notation 2.7. We write Fing for the set of finite subgroups of a group G. For a
subgroup H of G, by {F\G}FeFin, We will mean the family of quotients of G by
all finite subgroups of H. When H is the group of which we take the quotients,
we will drop the subscript on Fin, that is, {F\G}rerin = {F\G}FeFing-

3. Linear groups over fields of positive characteristic

In this section K will always denote a field of positive characteristic. Every finitely
generated subgroup G of GL, (K) has finite asymptotic dimension, by [Guentner
et al. 2012, Theorem 3.1]. Here we want to show that the family {F\ G} pc 7, has
finite asymptotic dimension uniformly. We begin by recalling the argument from
[Guentner et al. 2012].

A length function on a group G is a function [ : G — [0, co) such that, for
all g, h € G,

(1) I(e) =0,
(2) 1(g)=1(g™"), and
(3) L(gh) =1(g) +1(h).
We do not require that / be proper, nor that /(g) = 0 if and only if g = e. By setting
d(g, h) :==1(g~'h) we obtain a pseudometric.
A discrete norm on a field K is a map y : K — [0, oo) satisfying that for all
x,y € K we have
(1) y(x) =0if and only if x =0,
Q) yxy) =y )y (),
3) y(x+y) =max{y (x), y(»},
and that the range of ¥ on K \ {0} is a discrete subgroup of the multiplicative
group (0, 00).
Following [Guentner et al. 2005], we obtain for every discrete norm y on K a
length function /,, on GL, (K) by

ly (8) = logmax(y (gi)). ¥ (8")}.
where g;; and g'/ are the matrix coefficients of g and g~!, respectively. By [Guent-
ner et al. 2013, Propostion 5.2.4] the group GL,(K) equipped with the pseudo-

metricd(g, h) =1, (g~ 'h) has finite asymptotic dimension for every discrete norm y .
Let us review the proof.
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The subset O :={x € K | y(x) < 1} is a subring of K called the ring of integers
and m:={x € K | y(x) < 1} is a principal ideal in O. Let 7 be a fixed generator
of m and let D denote the subgroup of diagonal matrices with powers of 7 on the
diagonal. Let U denote the unipotent upper triangular matrices. By [Guentner et al.
2013, Lemma 5.2.5] the group U has asymptotic dimension zero. We have D = 7"
and the restriction of /,, to D is given by

1, (a) := max |k;| log y (7 "),
4
where a is the diagonal matrix with entries 7% on the diagonal. The group D
therefore is quasi-isometric to Z" with the standard metric and has asymptotic
dimension n. The group T := DU is again a subgroup of GL,(K) and U < T is
normal. Considering the extension 1 - U — T — D — 1, we see that T has finite
asymptotic dimension.

Let H be the subgroup of those g € GL,,(F) for which the entries of g and g~
are in O. Then GL, (K) = TH by [Guentner et al. 2005, Lemma 5]. For & € H let
hij and h'/ denote the matrix coefficients of 4 and 4 ™!, respectively. By definition,
v (hij), y(h'7) < 1 and thus

1

0 <1, (h) = logmax{y (h;;), y (h'/)} < 0.
ij

This implies that the inclusion T — GL,,(K) is isometric and metrically onto, i.e.,
for every g € GL,(K) there exists a t € T with d(g, t) = 0. Hence, GL,(K) has
finite asymptotic dimension with respect to the pseudometric d.

Lemma 3.1. For every discrete norm the family { F\GL,,(K)}r, where F ranges
over all finite subgroups of U, has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly with
respect to the associated pseudometric.

Proof. Let F be a finite subgroup of U. Then we can consider the map
F\T 25 D.

We want to apply Lemma 2.5 to the family {pr : F\T LN D} FreFiny, For this we
have to show that for every R > 0 the family {,ogl(BR (d))}aep, FeFin, has finite
asymptotic dimension uniformly. The preimage ,ogl(d) ={Fud |u e U} of a
point d € D is isometric to (F)?\U, by mapping Fud to d~'Fdd~'ud, where
(F)!:={d~'fd | f € F}. Therefore, the preimage of Bgr(d) for any R > O is a
finite union of spaces isometric to spaces of the form (F Y \U with d' € D. The
number of spaces appearing in this union only depends on R and not on d (or F).
Thus, by Lemma 2.6,

asdim{py ' (Br(d))}aep. FeFiny = asdim{F\U} pczin.
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Since the inclusion F\T — F\GL,(K) is isometric and metrically onto, to
prove the lemma it remains to show that the family {F\U }rcri, has asymptotic
dimension zero uniformly.

Let R > 0 be given and let S denote the partition of U into r-connected compo-
nents, i.e., two elements u, u’ € U lie inside the same S € S if and only if there exists
a sequence uo, . .., u, withu =ug, u' =u, andd(u;_1,u;) <Rforalli=1,...,n.
Since U has asymptotic dimension zero we have that r := supg.gdiam § < oo.
Since the left action of F on U is isometric, if fu =u’ forsome f € F andu,u’ € U,
then f maps the r-connected component of u bijectively onto the r-connected
component of u’. This implies that every r-connected component of F\U is a
quotient of an r-connected component of U and in particular has diameter at most r.
Therefore, the family { F\U}rcri, has asymptotic dimension zero uniformly, as
claimed. (I

Proposition 3.2. Let G < GL,(K) be a finitely generated subgroup. Then for every
discrete norm y the family { F\ G} e Fin has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly
with respect to the associated pseudometric.

Proof. By the main theorem of [Alperin 1987] there exists a normal subgroup
G’ < G with index [G : G'] =: N < oo such that every finite subgroup of G’ is
unipotent. Therefore, every finite subgroup F < G’ is conjugate in GL,,(K) to a
finite subgroup F' < U. Let g =th witht € T, h € H be such that g~ F'g = F.
Since U is normal in T, we have that 1! F’t < U and we can assume geH
and in particular /,,(g) = 0. This implies that conjugation by g is an isometry
and induces an isometry between F'\GL,(K) and F\GL,(K). By Lemma 3.1
the family {F’\GL,(K)}F crin, has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly and,
by the above isometry, the family {F\GL,(K)}reFin, therefore also has finite
asymptotic dimension uniformly. This also holds for the subfamily {F\G} reFin,, -
Since [G : G'] = N, every finite subgroup F' of G has a normal subgroup F of
index at most N lying in G’. The quotient group F \F acts isometrically on F\G.
Thus, projecting the covers that give finite asymptotic dimension for { F\G} FeFin,,
down to the quotient { F\G} ;. r;, shows that this family still has finite asymptotic
dimension uniformly. U

Theorem 3.3. Let G < GL,(K) be a finitely generated subgroup. There exists
a proper, left-invariant metric on G such that the family {F\G}Frcri, has finite
asymptotic dimension uniformly.

Proof. The subring of K generated by the matrix entries of a finite generating set
for G is a finitely generated domain A with G < GL,(A) and we may replace K by
the (finitely generated) fraction field of A; thus, we can assume that K is a finitely
generated field of positive characteristic. By [Guentner et al. 2012, Proposition 3.4],
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for every finitely generated subring A of K there exists a finite set N4 of discrete
norms such that for every k£ € N the set

Batk)={a € A|y(a) <l forall y € Ny}

is finite. Let A again be the subring generated by the matrix entries of a finite
generating set for G and Ny = {y1, ..., y,} be the finite set of discrete norms, as
above. Consider the length function / :=1,, +---+1,,. The pseudometric on G
defined by d(g, g') :==1(g~'g’) now is proper and left-invariant, and the diagonal
embedding

(G,d) — (GLy(K), dy,) x - - x (GL,(K), dy,)

is isometric when the product is given the sum metric. It suffices to show that the
family

{F\(G,dy) x - x (G, dy )} p i,

has finite asymptotic dimension uniformly. Now let F < G be finite and consider
the projection
F\(Gx---xG)B F\Gx---x F\G

using the same metrics as above. The image has finite asymptotic dimension uni-
formly in F by Proposition 3.2, and using Lemma 2.5 it suffices to show that the
preimage of Br(Fg1) x---x Br(Fgy) under p has finite asymptotic dimension uni-
formly. The preimage is a finite union of metric spaces of the form F\(Fg}| x Fg,)
and the number of the spaces appearing in the union only depends on R, not on
F or gi,..., g,. By the main theorem of [Alperin 1987] there exists a normal
subgroup G’ < GL,,(A) with index [GL,(A) : G'] =: N < oo such that every finite
subgroup of G’ is unipotent. In particular, we have a normal unipotent subgroup
F':= G'NF of F of index at most N. The space Fg| x --- x Fg, is a union
of at most N subspaces isometric to F'g} x --- x F'g,, and as in the proof of
Proposition 3.2 there exists an isometry of these to F; x --- x F, with F; < U.
By Lemma 2.6 this shows that Fg| x --- x Fg; has asymptotic dimension zero
uniformly in F. As in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we see that F\(Fg| x --- x Fg,)
also has asymptotic dimension zero. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3. [J

Remark 3.4. Note that the family {F\G}rcrin has finite asymptotic dimension
uniformly for some proper, left-invariant (pseudo)metric on G if and only if it has
finite asymptotic dimension for every proper, left-invariant metric on G.

4. Linear groups over commutative rings with unit

Lemma 4.1. Let H| and H; be groups such that { F\ H;} pe Fin has FDC fori =1, 2.
Then {F\(Hl X HZ)}Fefin has FDC.
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Proof. Let proper, left-invariant metrics d; on H; be given and consider H| x H»
with the metric d; + d,. Let p; : H x H, — H; denote the projection. Consider
the uniformly expansive map

{F\(Hy x H)}Yrerin — {(P1(F) X pp(F)\(Hi X H))} o -

Then the range has FDC by assumption and by the fibering theorem [Guentner et al.
2013, Theorem 3.1.4] it suffices to show that the family

{F\(p1(F) x pa(F))(Br() X BR), i pering, o,

has FDC for every R > 0. Every space in this family is a union of | Bg (h1) X Bg(h2)|
many spaces of the form F\(p1(F)x p2(F))(h, h"). The number |Bg(h1) X Bg(hy)|
only depends on R, not on /1 and h,, and every space F\(p1(F) x p2(F))(h, h')
is isometric to (F) ")\ (p;(F) x p2(F))"") where (F)"") is (b, K"y~ F (h, 1)
and similarly for (p;(F) x p2(F ))(h’h/). By Theorem 2.4 it suffices to show that the
family { F\ F'} p<p has FDC, where F < F’ ranges over all pairs of finite subgroups
of H) x H,. Let S denote the family of finite subgroups of H| x H» generated by
elements from Bg(e) and let sg :=supg s, diam S. Let F < H; x H; be finite. Then
for every R > 0 the group F is the r-disjoint union of the cosets of (F N Bg(e)) and
each of these has diameter at most sg. We see that the family of finite subgroups
of H; x H, has asymptotic dimension zero uniformly. This implies that the above
family {F\ F'}r<p also has asymptotic dimension zero uniformly, since every r-
connected component of F\F’ is a quotient of an r-connected component of F’
and thus has uniformly bounded diameter. (I

Lemma 4.2 [Guentner et al. 2013, Lemma 5.2.3]. Let R be a finitely generated
commutative ring with unit and let n be the nilpotent radical of R,

n={reR|r" =0 for some n}.

The quotient ring S = R /n contains a finite number of prime ideals py, . . ., pi such
that the diagonal map

S—>S/md---®S/pk
embeds S into a finite direct sum of domains.

Theorem 4.3. Let R be a commutative ring with unit and trivial nilradical and let
G be a finitely generated subgroup of GL(n, R). Then { F\G}Frcrin has FDC.

Proof. Because G is finitely generated we can assume that R is finitely generated
as well. Since the nilradical of R is trivial, we have R = S in the notation of the
previous lemma and there is an embedding

GL,,(S) = GL,(§/p1) X - - xGL, (§/pr) = GL, (Q(S/p1)) X - - - x GL, (Q (S /Pi))
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where Q(S/p;) is the quotient field of S/p;. Let G; be the image of the group
G in GL,(Q(S/p;)). If S/p; has positive characteristic, the family { F\G;}FreFin
has FDC by Theorem 3.3. If S/p; has characteristic zero, then G; is virtually
torsion-free by Selberg’s lemma and thus { F\G;}rerin has FDC by [Kasprowski
2015a, Theorem 4.10]. Now Lemma 4.1 implies that the family { F\G}rc i, also
has FDC. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. This follows directly from Theorem 4.3 and [Kasprowski
2014, Theorems 3.2.2 and 3.3.1] if R has trivial nilradical. Note that these theorems
are stronger than the similar [Kasprowski 2015a, Theorems A and 9.1], where an
upper bound on the order of the finite subgroups is needed. For convenience we
show in the Appendix how the results from [Kasprowski 2015a] can be used to
prove the theorems from [Kasprowski 2014].

If the nilradical n of R is nontrivial, we have an exact sequence

l-014+M,0mW)NG—-G—>H—1,

where H denotes the image of G in GL,(R/n). Now the K-theoretic assembly
map for H is split injective and (1 4+ M, (n)) N G is nilpotent. Therefore, the pre-
image of every virtually cyclic subgroup of H is virtually solvable and satisfies the
Farrell-Jones conjecture, by [Wegner 2015]. By [Kasprowski 2015b, Proposition
4.1] this implies that the K-theoretic assembly map for G is split injective as well.
The L-theory version of the theorem follows in the same way from the results in
[Kasprowski 2015b, Section 6]. (]

5. Dimension of the classifying space

In this section we want to prove Proposition 1.2. We will need the following re-
sult about classifying spaces. The proof is the same as the proof of [Liick 2000,
Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 — K — G Q — 1 be an exact sequence of groups. Assume
that Q admits a finite-dimensional model for E Q and that there exists N € N such
that for every finite subgroup F € Q the preimage admits a model for Ex~'(F) of
dimension at most N. Then there exists a finite-dimensional model for EG.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. For a group G let cdG be the shortest length of a projec-
tive resolution of Z as a Z[G]-module and let Ad G be the shortest length of a flat
resolution of Z of Z as a Z[G]-module. Let gd G denote the minimal dimension of
a model for EG. For a countable group G b_y [Nucinkis 2004, Theorem 4.1] we
have
hdG < cdG < hdG +1.
Furthermore,
cdG < gdG < max{cdG, 3},
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where the first inequality follows from taking the cellular chain complex of EG as
a resolution and the second inequality follows from [Liick 1989, Theorem 13.19].
By [Flores and Nucinkis 2007, Theorem 1], for a solvable group with finite Hirsch
length /(G) it holds that /(G) = hdG. Note that Flores and Nucinkis use Hillman’s
definition of the Hirsch rank for an elementary amenable group. It can be shown by
a simple transfinite induction that for solvable groups this agrees with the definition
given in the introduction. Furthermore, every solvable group with infinite Hirsch
length has a subgroup with arbitrary large Hirsch length. In particular, the existence
of a finite-dimensional model X for EG directly implies that the Hirsch rank of
the solvable subgroups of G is bounded by dim X. It remains to prove the other
direction.

Let R be a fixed commutative ring with unit and let G < GL,(R) be finitely
generated with N € N an upper bound on the Hirsch rank of the solvable subgroups
of G. Since G is finitely generated, we can assume that R is also finitely generated
and let n, S and py, ..., pr be as in Lemma 4.2. Furthermore, let H denote the
image of G in GL,(S) and p : GL, (R) — GL, (S) the projection. Let A be a finitely
generated abelian subgroup of H. Then p~!(A) is solvable. This implies that the
rank of the finitely generated abelian subgroups of H is also bounded by N.

First let us show that H admits a finite-dimensional model for £ H. By Lemma 4.2
H embeds into GL,,(S/p1) x - -- x GL,(S/px) and, since H is finitely generated,
we can assume that all the domains S/p; are as well. Order them in such a way that
S/p1, ..., S/p, are of positive characteristic and S/pg41, ..., S/px are of charac-
teristic zero. Then GL,(S/py41) x -+ x GL,(S/px) embeds into GL,,—4)(C).
Let 7 denote the projection of H to GL,(S/p1) x --- x GL,(S/p,) and let m;
denote the projection of H to GL,(S/p;) fori =1, ..., g; then m;(H) admits a
finite-dimensional model E; for Ex; (H), by [Degrijse and Petrosyan 2015, Corol-
lary 5], and thus E; x --- x Ej is a finite-dimensional model for Ex(H). By
Theorem 5.1 it remains to show that for every finite subgroup F € w(H) the
preimage 7~ (F) admits a finite-dimensional model with dimension bounded uni-
formly in F. Let p denote the projection from H to GL,k_4)(C). Then p(H) is
virtually torsion-free, by Selberg’s lemma [1960]. The group p (ker ) is isomor-
phic to ker 7 and thus N is a bound on the rank of its finitely generated abelian
subgroups. Furthermore, p (ker ) has finite index in p (7 ~!(F)) for every finite
subgroup F < w(H). Thus, the rank of the finitely generated abelian subgroups of
p(w~1(F)) is also bounded by N. By [Kasprowski 2015b, Proposition 3.1] this
implies that the rank of the finitely generated unipotent subgroups of p (7 ~' (F))
is bounded by %N (N + 1). This implies that p(r~Y(F)) has finite virtual co-
homological dimension bounded uniformly in F'; see [Alperin and Shalen 1982,
Remark after Theorem 3.3]. The order of the finite subgroups in p(m~(F)) is
bounded uniformly in F since they are all contained inside the virtually torsion-
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free group p(H). By Theorem 1.10 of [Liick 2000] this implies that there exist
finite-dimensional models for E p (7 ~!(F)) with dimension bounded uniformly
in F and, since p : 7 ~'(F) — p(7~'(F)) has finite kernel, they are also models
for Ex~'(F). This completes the proof that H admits a finite-dimensional model
for EH.

For every finite subgroup F' < H, its preimage A in G is virtually nilpotent and
thus elementary amenable, and the Hirsch rank of A is bounded by N. By the
inequalities from the beginning of the proof this implies that there is a model for
E A of dimension at most N + 2. Using Theorem 5.1 again we conclude that there
exists a finite-dimensional model for EG. O

Appendix

In this appendix we want to prove the following:

Theorem A.1 [Kasprowski 2014, Theorem 3.2.2]. Let G be a discrete group such
that {H\G}gerin has FDC and let A be a small additive G-category. Assume
that there is a finite-dimensional G-CW model for the classifying space for proper
G-actions EG. Then the assembly map in algebraic K-theory

HZ(EG; K4) — K.(AIG])
is a split injection.

The analogous result in L-theory [Kasprowski 2014, Theorem 3.3.1] follows in
the same way from the results of [Kasprowski 2015a]. We will use the notation
introduced in [Kasprowski 2015a]. Note that, in the appendix, metrics are allowed
to take on the value co. We will need the following equivariant version of FDC.

Definition A.2. An equivariant metric family is a family {(Xy, G4)}qeca, Where
G, is a group and X, is a metric G,-space.

Definition A.3. An equivariant metric family X = {(Xy, Gy)}uca decomposes
over a class of equivariant metric families ® if for every r > 0 and every o € A
there exists a decomposition X, = U}, U V,, into G,-invariant subspaces and -
disjoint decompositions

r-disj. r-disj.

ro__ r ro__ r

U=\ J Uy and vi= ] v,
iel(r,a) JE€J (r,0)

such that G, acts on [ (r, ) and J (r, @) and, for every g € G, we have gUort’i =

U O’[ gi and gVOf’ i= Vof’ g Furthermore, the families

(el o | 1)

iel(r,a) jeJ(ra)

have to lie in ©.
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Notice that the underlying sets of Uy and [ [;; 4 Uy, ; are canonically isomor-
phic and in this sense the Gy-action on [ [;;(. ) Us,; is the same as the action

on U}, only the metric has changed.

Definition A.4. An equivariant metric family X' is called semibounded if there
exists R > 0 such that for all (X, G) € X and x, y € X we have d(x,y) < R or
d(x,y)=00.

Let 8 denote the class of semibounded equivariant families. We set e®y = B
and, given a successor ordinal y + 1, we define ¢®, 1 to be the class of all equi-
variant metric families which decompose over e¢D,,. For a limit ordinal A we define

en; = U e, .
y<i
An equivariant metric family X has finite decomposition complexity (FDC) if X lies
in ¢®,, for some ordinal y.
Note that the equivariant metric family {(Xo,, {e})}we 4 has FDC if and only if
the metric family {X4}yeca has FDC.

A metric family {X}qeca has uniformly bounded geometry if for every R > 0
there exists N € N such that, for every « € A and U C X, with diam(U) < R, the
set U contains at most N elements.

The following is a generalization of Ramras, Tessera and Yu [Ramras et al. 2014,
Theorem 6.4]. The proof is analogous to the proof of theirs and can be found in
[Kasprowski 2014]. The additive G-category A (X) is defined in [Kasprowski
2015a, Definition 5.1] and Ag (X) denotes the fixed-point category. For a definition
of the bounded product see [Kasprowski 2015a, Definition 5.11].

Theorem A.5. Let X = {(Xy, Gy)}aca be an equivariant family with FDC, and
let the family {X }qca have bounded geometry uniformly. Then

bd
colim Kn( [ A (PSXa)) =0

oaEeA

foralln € Z, where the colimit is taken over the maps induced by the inclusion of
the respective Rips complexes PsX,,.

Furthermore, recall the following:

Theorem A.6 [Kasprowski 2015a, Theorem 7.6]. Let G be a discrete group admit-
ting a finite-dimensional model for EG and let X be a simplicial G-CW complex
with a proper G-invariant metric. Assume that, for every G-set J with finite stabi-
lizers,

bd G
coll(im K,,(l_[ AG(GK)> =0,

jeJ
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where the colimit is taken over all finite subcomplexes K C X. Then the assembly
map

HZ(X; K4 — K« (AIG)])
is a split injection.

Proposition A.7 [Kasprowski 2014, Proposition 3.2.1]. Let G be a group such
that the metric family {H\G}gcrin has FDC. Then the equivariant metric family
{(G, H)}geFin has FDC as well.

Proof. Let {(X;, G;)}ic; be an equivariant metric family with G; < G a finite sub-
group and assume X; C [ | A; G is a G;-invariant subspace, where A; is a G;-set. We
prove by induction on the decomposition complexity that the family {(X;, G;)}ies
lies in e®, 11 if {G;\X;}ic; € D,,. For the start of the induction let {G;\X;};cs be
in ®g = *B. Since G;\X; is bounded, there is a¢; € A; with X; C ]_[G,-a,-G‘ Then
there exist R > 0 and ¥; € G =[], G € |],,G withdiamY¥; < R forall i €
such that X; = G;Y; C ]_[Al_G. Let G; C G, be the stabilizer of g;. Then

x;= ] gGvi with GjY;SG.
[¢]€Gi/G;

Let r > 0 be given and define S, := {H € Fin | H = (S), S € Byr+r(e)}
and k := maxyes |H|. Let g; € Y; be a fixed base point. Let H; < G; be the
subgroup generated by those ¢ € G; with d(Y;, gY;) < r. For these g we have
d(e, gi_lgg,-) < 2R + r. Therefore, gi_lH,-g,- € S, and |H;| < k. We have the
decomposition

X; = U gH:Y;:.
lgleGi/H;

This decomposition is r-disjoint, since d(ghy, g'h’'y’) <r with g, g’ € G;, h, h’' € H;
and y, y’ € Y; implies that d(Y;, h"'g~'¢’h’Y;) < r and so, by definition, the
element =g~ '¢’h’ lies in H;, which is equivalent to gH; = g’ H;.

By definition of H; each h € H; can be writtenas h =g --- g with < |H| <k
and g; such that d(Y;, g;Y;) <r. For every y, y' € Y;, by left-invariance and the
triangle inequality we obtain

d(y,hy") <d(y, g1y")+d(g1y', gig2y)+ - +d(g1---g-1y', hy)
=d(y, 1Y) +dQ', g2y)+---+dQy, ay) <Ir.

Therefore diam g H;Y; = diam H;Y; < kr. Thus, {(X;, G;)};e; is r-decomposable
over Do = B for every r > 0 and lies in e®;.

If {Gi\X;}icr lies in ©,, 1, then it decomposes over D,, and the preimages under
the projection X; — G;\X; give a decomposition of {(X;, G;)} over e®, | by the
induction hypothesis. Here G; acts trivially on the index set of the decomposition.
The induction step for limit ordinals is trivial. (]
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Proof of Theorem A.1. By [Kasprowski 2015a, Proposition 1.5], G admits a finite-
dimensional model X for £G with a left-invariant proper metric. By Theorem A.6
we have to show that

bd G
colim K, ( ] Ag(GK)> =0,
jedJ
where the colimit is taken over all finite subcomplexes K € X. Since the cat-
egory ([172, AG(GK)) is equivalent to [eec AC/(P,G), where G is the
stabilizer of j € J, this is equivalent to showing that, for every family of finite
subgroups {G;};e; over some index set /,

bd
colim K, A%(GK ) =0.
lim K, ( 1‘! ¢ (GK)
By [Kasprowski 2015a, Lemma 1.8 and Proposition 6.3], for every finite subcom-
plex K C X there exists K’ C X finite and s > 0 with maps GK — P;(G) - GK'
such that the composition is metrically homotopic to the identity. In particular,
the composition induces the identity in the K-theory of the associated controlled
categories. Thus it remains to show

bd
. G;
colim K, ( []4¢ (PSG)) =0.
iel
Since {(G, H)}gerin has FDC by Proposition A.7 and the category Ag’ (P;G) is
equivalent to A(G;f (P;G), this follows from Theorem A.5. O
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Standard norm varieties for Milnor symbols mod p

Dinh Huu Nguyen

We prove that the standard norm varieties for Milnor symbols mod p of length n
are birationally isomorphic to Pfister quadrics when p = 2, to Severi—Brauer
varieties when p > 2 and n = 2, and to varieties defined by reduced norms of
cyclic algebras when p > 2 and n = 3. In the case p = 2 and the case p > 2
and n = 2, the results imply that the standard norm varieties for two equal Milnor
symbols mod p are birationally isomorphic, and we conjecture this in general.

1. Introduction

The norm residue theorem relates the Milnor K-theory mod p of a field k£ with
the étale cohomology of k with coefficients in the twists of u,. More precisely,
it states that for each prime p # char(k) and each weight n > 0 there exists an
isomorphism

K (k)/p = H(k, 1)

In 1996, V. Voevodsky [2003] proved the special case of p =2, known as the
Milnor conjecture. He later [2011] proved the general case of the norm residue
theorem, also known as the Bloch—Kato conjecture. His proof used a splitting
variety with certain properties for a given Milnor symbol {ay, . .., a,} in KM (k)/p.
One construction for such splitting varieties was provided by M. Rost in [Haese-
meyer and Weibel 2009, Section 3]. Another construction for these varieties was
suggested by Voevodsky in [Suslin and Joukhovitski 2006, Section 2]. The entire
theorem has been written in book form by C. Haesemeyer and C. Weibel [2016].

In Section 2, we summarize Voevodsky’s construction. It uses symmetric powers
and produces what are called standard norm varieties.

In Section 3, we show in Theorem 3.7 that the standard norm varieties are
birationally isomorphic to Pfister quadrics defined by subforms of Pfister forms
when p = 2. Then we combine this result with the chain P-equivalence theorem

MSC2010: 14E99, 19E99.

Keywords: algebraic geometry, Milnor K-theory, Milnor symbols, norm varieties, standard norm
varieties, generic splitting varieties, p-generic splitting varieties, norm variety, standard norm
variety, generic splitting variety, p-generic splitting variety.
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by R. Elman and T. Y. Lam [1972, Main Theorem 3.2] and properties of qua-
dratic forms to prove that the standard norm varieties for two equal symbols are
birationally isomorphic in Corollary 3.13.

In Section 4, we use Galois descent to show in Theorem 4.1 that the standard
norm varieties are birationally isomorphic to Severi—Brauer varieties when p > 2
and n = 2 and get the similar Corollary 4.2.

In Section 5, we use Galois descent to show in Theorem 5.1 that the standard
norm varieties are birationally isomorphic to varieties defined by reduced norms
of cyclic algebras when p > 2 and n = 3. N. Karpenko and A. Merkurjev [2013]
use this result and induction to prove A-triviality for standard norm varieties.

Given the above two corollaries, we make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. The standard norm varieties for {ay, ..., a,} and {by, ..., b,}
are birationally isomorphic if {ay, ..., a,} ={b1,...,b,} in K,f”(k)/p forall p
and n.

2. Symmetric powers

A general reference for Milnor K-theory is [Milnor 1970]. Throughout this paper,
p is a prime and k is a base field of characteristic O containing the p-th roots of
unity. Associated to each nontrivial Milnor symbol {ay, ..., a,} in K ,]:” (k)/p are
the following notions:

Definition 2.1. A field extension L/k is called a splitting field for {a,, ..., a,} if
{ar,...,a,} =0in KM (L)/p.

Definition 2.2. A smooth variety X is called a splitting variety for {ay, ..., a,} if
its function field k(X) is a splitting field for {ay, ..., a,}. In addition, it is called
a generic splitting variety for {ay, ..., a,} if any splitting field L for {ay, ..., a,}

has a point in X, i.e., if there exists a morphism Spec(L) — X over k.

Such generic splitting varieties are known to exist for all » when p =2 and only
for n <3 when p > 2. However, if L’/L if a finite extension of degree prime to p
and L’ splits {ay, ..., a,}, then L also splits {ay, ..., a,} (using transfer and norm
maps). Therefore we can relax our last definition.

Definition 2.3. A smooth variety X is called a p-generic splitting variety for

{ai, ..., a,} if it is a splitting variety for {ay, ..., a,} and, for any splitting field L
for {ai, ..., a,}, there exists an extension L’/L of degree prime to p with a point
in X. In addition, it is called a norm variety for {a,, ..., a,} if it is projective and

geometrically irreducible of dimension p"~! — 1.

Example 2.4. When n = 1, a norm variety for {a} is Spec(L), where L =k(/a; ).
When n = 2, a norm variety for {a, a;} is the Severi—Brauer variety SB(A) asso-
ciated to the cyclic algebra A = (ay, a2, {p)k.
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We now describe a standard way to produce these norm varieties for all n, which
are called standard norm varieties.

Let X be a smooth, quasiprojective, geometrically irreducible variety. The sym-
metric group S, acts on the product X” and induces the quotient variety S”(X).
This quotient variety is geometrically irreducible and normal. Note that S, acts
freely on X”\A and U := (XP\A)/S, is an open subset in §”(X), where A is the
union of all diagonals in X?.

For every normal and irreducible scheme Y, the set of morphisms Hom(Y, S” (X))
can be identified with the set of all effective cycles Z C X x Y such that each
component of Z is finite surjective over Y, and that the degree of Z over Y is p. In
particular, the identity map S? (X) d, §r(X) corresponds to the incidence cycle
Z C X x §7(X). In fact, Z is a closed subscheme: it is the image of the closed
embedding X x SP71(X) = X x SP(X), (x,y) — (x, x4+ y). Compose this with
projection onto the second factor and we get a map

P X xSP7HX) > X x SP(X) — SP(X).
It is finite surjective of degree p. Thus we get a diagram

X x SPH(X) ~— p~ N U) L5t XP\A

S
p Pl \

SP(X) U

We see that both maps from X?”\A are Galois €tale coverings, p|,-1(y) is a
finite étale map of degree p, and U is smooth. Furthermore py f(Ox . gr-1(x)) 1S
a coherent Ogr(x)-algebra and the sheaf A := p,(Ox sr-1(x)| ,-1(17)) 1s a locally
free Oy-algebra of rank p. This latter sheaf corresponds to the vector bundle V :=
Spec(S°A”) of rank p over U. Here A" denotes the dual of A and S°*.4” denotes
its symmetric algebra. There is a well-defined norm map .4 X 0p. Locally N is
a homogeneous polynomial of degree p, thatis, N € SP(A").

A norm variety X (ay, ..., ay) for {ay, ..., a,} is then constructed by induction.
For n =2, we take X = X (ay, a) in the preceding construction to be the Severi—
Brauer variety SB(A) associated to the cyclic algebra A = (ay, a2, §,)r. Suppose
we have constructed a norm variety X (ay, ..., a,—) for {ay, ..., a,—1}. Again let
that be X and let W C V be the hypersurface defined by the equation N —a, = 0.
By construction, W has dimension p"~! — 1. By [Suslin and Joukhovitski 2006,
Lemma 2.1] it is smooth over U (hence smooth) and geometrically irreducible. By
resolution of singularities we can embed W as an open subvariety of a new smooth,
projective, geometrically irreducible variety X’ of the same dimension. Together
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[Suslin and Joukhovitski 2006, Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.4] and its subsequent
argument show this X’ is a p-generic splitting variety for {ay, ..., a,}. Hence X’
is the norm variety that we seek. Note that its construction depends solely on the
tuple (ai, ..., an).

Remark 2.5. The inductive construction could in fact start with n = 1. We de-
scribe explicitly what happens at this stage. Take X = X (a;) = Spec(L), where
L=k(yay). If k is the separable closure of k then X=X X Spec(k) Spec(lz) has p
points; call them 1, 2, ..., p — 1, p. From there,

XP = {points on the diagonals}
uf{(ni,na,...,np) |1 <n; < pandn; #n;foralli, j},
SP(X) = )_(p/Sp = {classes of points on the diagonals} LI{(1,2, ..., p)},
XP\A ={(n1,n2,...,n,) |1 <n; < pandn; #n; foralli, j},
(XP\2)/S, ={(1,2,.... p)}.

The above square thus looks like this:

XxSPNX) «— p ' U)=1{(n, (2,3,...,p) | 1 <n < p}

p P|,rl(U)

SP(X) ~ U={1,2,...,p)}
Over k it looks like this:

X x SP7Y(X) «~— p~'(U) = Spec(L)

V4 P|,rl(U)

SP(X) U = Spec(k)
We will use this in Theorems 3.7 and 4.1.

Remark 2.6. Since our problem only concerns birational isomorphism, we can
always replace our varieties with birationally isomorphic ones when it suits our
purpose but does not change our result. Or we can consider what happens with
the generic fiber. For example, in Theorem 3.7 we consider the residue field of the
generic fiber of the map p in our construction without mentioning V, W and X'.

3. When p=2,alln

When p = 2, we show that the standard norm varieties are birationally isomorphic
to Pfister quadrics associated to Pfister forms. This result together with the chain
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P-equivalence theorem and properties of quadratic forms will allow us to compare
the standard norm varieties for two equal symbols.

For a quadratic form ¢, let A, denote its symmetric matrix and Dy (¢) C k
denote the set of its values. Also, for an n-tuple (a1, ..., a,), let ¢, denote the
n-fold Pfister form ((ay, ..., a,) =[]/_, (1, —a;). Furthermore, we associate to ¢,
the subform v, = (ay, ..., a,—1)) L (—a,) and denote the quadric defined by ,
as Z(¥,), known as a Pfister quadric. Below are a few more definitions. A general
reference for quadratic forms is [Lam 2005].

Definition 3.1. Two quadratic forms ¢ and ¢’ are said to be equivalent, written
@ = ¢, if there exists a matrix C € GL(k) such that A,y = CA,C".

Definition 3.2. Two Pfister forms ¢ = (a1, ..., a,)) and ¢’ = ((a], ..., a;,)) are said
to be simply P-equivalent if there exist two indices i and j such that {(a;, a;)) =
{a;, a} ) and a; = a; for k # i, j. More generally, they are said to be chain
P-equivalent, written ¢ = ¢/, if there exists a sequence ¢y, @1, ..., Om_1, @m Of
Pfister forms such that ¢ = ¢y, ¢ = ¢, and ¢; is simply P-equivalent to ¢; 1
forO<i<m-—1.

Clearly ¢ = ¢’ implies ¢ = ¢’. The converse statement was proven by Elman and
Lam [1972] and is called the chain P-equivalence theorem. We recall the statement
here, for use in Proposition 3.10.

Theorem 3.3 (chain P-equivalence theorem). Let ¢ and ¢’ be n-fold Pfister forms.
Then ¢ = ¢’ ifand only if ¢ = ¢’

Definition 3.4. Two quadratic forms ¢ and ¢’ are said to be birationally equivalent
if the quadrics they define are birationally isomorphic, i.e., if the function fields
k(Z(¢)) and k(Z(¢")) are isomorphic.

We begin with a lemma about two equivalent Pfister forms and the matrix that
connects them.

Lemma 3.5. If 9,1 and ¢, = (1, —b)@,_1 are Pfister forms with matrices A,

and Ay, and ¢ = @, (x1, ..., xn), then ¢, = (c)@, via a matrix
C, € GLon(k(x1, ..., x))
—that is, C, Ay, C}, = cAy, — which satisfies two properties:
(1) C;'=Cy,/c, hence (C!)™' = C! /c as well.
(2) The first row and first column of C, are (x --- xon) and Ay, (x1 - - - x)!.

Proof. We induce onn. Forn =1 and ¢ = xl2 — ax%, we have ¢ = cg; via

X1 X2
Cl = )
—axy —Xi
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which satisfies (1) and (2).

Next, write
A — A(pn—l 0 .
o 0 _bA(pn—l '
then c =@, (x1, ..., x») =xAy,x" =s—bt € D (¢,), where s =@, (x1, ..., Xpu-1)
and t =@u_1(Xpn-141, ..., Xon) arein Dy (¢,—1). By induction, ¢, = (s)@,—1 viaa

matrix C € GLyi-1(k(x1, ..., xp:-1)), that is, CAg,_1C' =sA,, ,, which satisfies:
(1) C~'=C/s, hence (C")~™' =C'/s.
(2) The first row and first column of C are (x; - - - xpu-1) and Ay, (x1 - -+ xp0-1)".

Similarly, ¢,—1 = (t)@,—1 via C' € GLyu—1 (F (Xg0-1,1, ..., X2»)) with the same
properties. From this, we have:

(1) @n = ()1 L (=D)(t)pp—1 = (s, —Dt)p,—1 With

C 0\(A,, O c' 0\ (sA,, O
0C 0 —bA,  J\oc')=\ o -—mbA,, )

(i) (s, —bt)p,_1 = {(c, —cbst)p,_ with

I 1 sAg, 0 I btl'\ [ cAy,_, 0
btl sl 0 —btA,, , I sl ) 0 —cbstA, | )’

(iii) Let D = (CC)~ ' =C’~'Cc~! =C'C/ts; then

(¢, —cbst)yp,_1 = (c, —cb)p,—1 = (c)pn
with

I 0\/[cA, 0 10

0D 0 —cbstA,, 0 D!
(A, 0 10
N 0 —cbstDA,, , )\ 0 D'
[ Ay, 0
N 0 —cbstDA,, D'

— CA(/)’171 0
N 0  —cbstA,, /st

— CA(/)"71 0
B O _CbA(p’171 .

(iv) Putting (i), (ii) and (iii) together, we get ¢, = (s)p,—1 L (=b){t)p,—1 =
(s, =bt)pu—1 = (c, —cbst)p,—1 = (¢, —cb)p,—1 = (c)p, via C,, where
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o (10 I 1\{C O
»=\o D)\ b1 st )\ 0 C
I C 0
th sD 0 C’
C/
(bzc’ Ic-1c C'lclc’)

bC/ C’ C C'/ t)
Finally, let

10, c c’ .
Cn= (o —I)C (—bC/ —C/CC//t)’

then its inverse C, ' equals C, /c, its first row and first column are (x; - - - xo») and
Ag, (x1 -+ x), and

GanCi=(y g Jentaci (g ) ) =chn

The last equality can be verified directly:

Cod,C

[ c c' Ay, 0 c' —bC"
~\ - —c'ccyt 0 —bA, , )\ C" —cC'cicye

<ﬂn 1 —bC’'A 4 C! bC't
bC Aﬁon 1 (b/t)c CC Aﬁﬂn 1 C,t _C/lclc/l/t

—bC'A,, ,C" —bCA,, ,C'"+(b/)C'A,, C'C'C"
—bC’ A% C’+(b/t)C CC'A,, ,C'" P*C'A,, ,C'"'—(b/1>)C'CC'A,, ,C''C'C"

(ﬂn 1 tA‘pn _bCAWn—IC”—‘rbA(ﬂn—lclc/r
bC/A(ﬁ L C'+bC'CA,, | btA,  —bsA

Pn—1

—bC'A,, ,C'+(b/s)C'CCA,, ,C' —bcA,,

—bC'A,,_ 1c +bC'A,, ,C' —bcA,,

)

This concludes the proof. U

Ag,y —bCA,, C"+bCA,,  C" )

( cA, —bCA,, ,C'"+(b/s)CA, ,C'C'C" )
cA
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The next lemma is needed to show that the residue field in Theorem 3.7 stays
the same.

Lemma 3.6. The n x n matrix

a1b1 a1b2 s albn
(12b1 asz s (lzbn
a,by a,by --- a,b,
has characteristic polynomial chary,(t) = "Nt —a1by —aaby — - - - — ayby).

Proof. We consider what M does to the standard basis:

kL g
(1,0,...,0) —> bi(aq, ..., a,),
©0,1,...,0)— br(ay,...,a,),

0,0,....1) —> by(ai.....ay).

Thus M sends (ay, ..., a,) toa(ay, ..., a,), where « =a by +arbr+- - -+a,b,.
Letting v; = (ay, ..., a,), we choose a new basis {vy, ..., v,} for k" such that
ker(M) = (vy, ..., v,) and again look at what M does as a linear map:

K s e
v — («,0,...,0),

v+ (0,...,0),

v, —s (0, ....0).

Therefore M has canonical form

«a0---0
00---0
00-.---0
and det(r] — M) =chary (t) =t" —at* ' =" Yt —a1b) —asby — - - - —ayb,). O

We are now ready to turn the standard norm varieties into Pfister quadrics defined
by subforms of Pfister forms.

Theorem 3.7. The standard norm variety X (ay, ..., ay,) for {a,, ..., a,} is bi-
rationally isomorphic to the Pfister quadric Z(yr,) C I]:D,%n_I defined by the subform
Y= {ai, ...,an—1) L (—a,) of the Pfister form ¢, = {ai, ..., a,)).
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Proof. We induce on n. First we verify the case n = 2. As described in Remark 2.5,
we begin our symmetric power construction with X (a;) = Spec(L), where L =

k(y/ai) and get
Spec(L) x Spec(L) ~— p~'(U) = Spec(L)

p Ply-1w)

S%(Spec(L)) U = Spec(k)

Hence X (a1, a2) = Z(Npjk—az) = Z(x12 —a1x22 —ay), the hypersurface defined
by the equation Ny, —a; = xl2 — alxg — ap = 0. Projectivization then gives
X(ay,ap) = Z(xl2 — alxg — azxg) =Z(\n) C P2, as required.

By induction, X (ai, ..., an+1) X Z(Yut1). Write ¥ = Y1 = @n L (—ay41) =
(1) L ¢" L {(—ayy1) =1, —an11) L ¢, where ¢ is the pure subform of ¢. By
construction, we get

(X1 X Xnr )\ A —> (Xnp1 X Xup1) \ &) /s, —> Gr(2, AT,

Let U = (u,v) = ((1,0,x3,...,xm), (0,1, y2,..., yn)) be the generic plane
in Ain“ and moreover let {u, v} be a basis for U. Over this basis, the restriction

Vk(x;.yp|u has matrix form
( W) bu, v))
bu,v) ¥ )’

UxU-Sk @, 0) e d@e +0) =y @) =y ),

where

is the symmetric bilinear form associated to Vi (y;. y)lu-
The generic fiber is then the point (r, s) € U such that

Y@, s) =v(u, Wr? +2b(u, v)rs + ¥ (v, v)s? =0,

with residue field

af (ke [ 2]/ (w0 (5) +260 0" +90.0))) = k(e 3B,
where
0 =¥y ) —bu, v)*
=(1+¢ (2, ..., x2)) (=pg1 + @' (2, ..., y2)) — b(u, v)*
= (p(1,x2, ..., x2))(=ps1 + @' (2, ..., y2)) — b(u, v)*
= (—=an41)@(1, x2, ..., x2) +9(1, X2, ..., x20)9(0, ¥2, ..., y2) — b(u, v)*.
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If we write ¢ = (1, ¢, ..., con) then, by Lemma 3.5, there exists a matrix
I xp -+ xpn
C2X)
C,= .
Cznxzn

such that (1, x2, ..., x20)@(0, ya, ..., y) = @0, yz, ..., y2)Cy). So
0 = (—anrD)@(1, x2, ..., x20) + @((0, y2, ..., y2)Cy) — b(u, v)°
= (—apt )91, x2, ..., x2)+9((0, y2, ..., y2)Ap(L, X2, ..., x20)" 22, ..., Z2n)
—((y2, .., yo)Ap(x2, ..., xzn)’)2
= (=)L, x2, ..., x00) +@((V2, - o Y2)Ag (X2, oo, x00) 20, ., 200)
— (32,5 ) A (2, x2))?
= (—=an D)o, x2, ..., x2) + ¢ (22, ..., 200).

Above, we let (z1,22,...,220) = (0, y2, ..., yan)Cy, so that (z2,...,2m) =
(y2, ..., ym)M, where M is C, without its first row and first column. Since
C? = ¢(1,x2,...,x)1, it follows that M? = ¢(1, x, ..., x,)] — (c;ix;x;) for
2 <i,j<2" By Lemma 3.6,

det(M?) = o(1, x, ..., xm)> 2.

Thus det(M) = ¢(1, x2, ..., x21)2 ~1and M € GLow_{(F(xa, . . . , xa1)). So the
residue field stays the same:

F(xi, yj))(¥V—0)=F(x;,z;)(v—0)
It has quadratic norm

N(m+n \ _9) =m2_an+1(p(lax27 "'7-x2”)n2+(p/(Z27 "'9Z2’7)n2

=g@(m,nzy,...,nzm) —apy19(n, nxo, ..., nxn)
= (1, —ap+1)p(m,nza, ..., 0200, 0, NX2, ..., NXn)
= @Qni1(t1, .. Tont1).
Therefore our projectivized X (ay, . . ., ay+2) = Z(N —an+2t22,l “ +1) is birationally
isomorphic to Z(p,+1 L (—an+2)) = Z(Yu42) C IPI%"H, as wanted. |

Next, we show that interchanging a; and a; or multiplying a; by any nonzero
norm Nk(ﬁ)/k(u) in the symbol {ay, ..., a,} does not change its standard norm
variety. For this, we need two more lemmas about Pfister neighbors; the first one
we will use toward our Corollary 3.13 and the second one we will use toward our
Example 3.14.
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Lemma 3.8. If ¢ = (a1, ..., an)) is an anisotropic Pfister form then the two forms
¢ L {(=bp) L (—c)and ¢ L (—cp) L (—b) are birationally equivalent.

Proof. We connect the quadrics defined by these two forms by a sequence of
birationally isomorphic ones. Let (x, y, z) be the generic zero for the form ¢ L
(—bg) L (—c); then

9(x) —by(y) — ez’ =0.

Since ¢ is Pfister and ¢(y) € Dy (y)(¢), it follows ¢ = ¢(y)¢ over k(y). That
means there exists a matrix C € GL(k(y)) such that ¢(x) = ¢(y)@(Cx). Let
x' = Cx; then k(x, y,z) =k(x', y, z) and

(M) —be(y) —cz* =0,

hence

ZZ

o(y) -

p(xY—b—c 0.

Now let y' = y/@(y); then k(x, y, z) = k(x’, ¥', z) and

p(x") —b—cp(y') =0,

hence
p(x") b
T ee0)=0.
Finally, let x” = x'/z and 7/ = 1/z; then (x”,y’,7') is a generic zero for

¢ L{(—cp) L (=b),k(x,y,z)=k(x",y,z') and
p(x") —cp(y) —bZ* =0.

Therefore, the two forms ¢ L (—bg) L (—c) and ¢ L (—cy) L (—b) are bi-
rationally equivalent. O
Lemma 3.9. If ¢ = {(ai, ..., a,)) is an anisotropic Pfister form then the two forms
o L (—=b) and ¢ L (—bp(xg)) with ¢(xg) # 0 are birationally equivalent. In
particular, ¢ 1 (—b) = ¢ L (—ka(ﬁ)/k(u))for any nonzero norm Nk(ﬁ)/k(u).

Proof. We use the same approach as in Lemma 3.8. Let (x, y) be a generic zero
for the form ¢ L (—b@(xp)); then
9(x) = bp(x0)y* =0,
hence
¢(0)¢(x) = be(x0)*y* = 0.

Again ¢ = ¢(xo)p over k, i.e., there exists a matrix C € GL(k) such that
9(Cx) = p(xg)p(x). Let x’ = Cx and y' = ¢(x0)y; then (x, y’) is a generic
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zero for ¢ L (=b), k(x, y) =k(x’, y") and
p(x)—by*=0

Therefore, the two forms ¢ L (—b) and ¢ L (—bp(xp)) with p(xg) # O are
birationally equivalent. The last statement follows when we choose xg such that

@(x0) = Ni(yai)/ k(). O

Proposition 3.10. If two Pfister forms ¢ and ¢’ are equivalent then their associated
subforms  and ' are birationally equivalent.

Proof. By the chain P-equivalence theorem, ¢ = ¢’. So there exists a sequence of
Pfister forms @g, @1, ..., @1y ..., Om_1, ©m Such that ¢ = @g, ¢’ = ¢,, and ¢; is sim-
ply P-equivalent to ¢, | for0 <t <m—1. Write ¢, = (a1, ..., a;, ..., aj, ..., ay)
and o1 = (a1, ....,4a},..., a;, ..., an), where ((a;,a;) = ((al, a])) Ifi = j then
there is nothing to do. Otherwise, we consider each case separately:

(1) If j # n then

Ye={(ar,....ai,...,a;,...,a,-1)) L (—ay)

E({al,...,af,...,a},...,an_l))J_(—an)
=Yit1.
(2) If j =n and i # n — 1 then, by Lemma 3.8,
Ye="{(ar,...,a;,...,a,-1) L (—a;)
~(ar,....ai, ... a5) L{=an—1)
E((al,...,alf,...,a;))J_(—an,l)
~(ar, ... ap, . ap) L (=a))
=Yt
(3) If j =n and i =n — 1 then, again by Lemma 3.8
vy = {ay, ..., a,-2,a;) aj

( (=
%((al,...,ai,an_z) <_
(

ai,...,ap,a;) L

~ (ai, ..., a;, ap_2)

1 )
L )
(=an-2)
= (a1, ....a;,a}) L{—a,-)
1 )
= (a1, ... ap2,a) L )

(—d}
(—aj

Hence ¢, ~ 1,4 for all ¢, and ¢ ~ . O
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Remark 3.11. Let ¢ be a Pfister form of dimension greater than or equal to 2,
c € k*, and ¢ a nonzero subform of ¢. In [Ahmad and Ohm 1995], H. Ahmad
called (¢, c, ¢1) a Pfister triple, ¢ L (c) the base form, ¢ L c¢; the form defined by
the triple, ¢ L ce the associated Pfister form, and any form similar to such ¢ L c¢;
a special Pfister neighbor. In this setting the forms in Lemma 3.8 and the forms
in Lemma 3.9 are pairwise special Pfister neighbors of the same dimensions and
have the same associated Pfister forms ¢ ® (b, c¢)) and ¢ ® (b)), respectively. The
lemmas then follow from his more general [Ahmad and Ohm 1995, Theorem 1.6].

Remark 3.12. One sees that Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9 hold for any strongly multiplica-
tive form ¢ as defined in [Lam 2005]. The work lies with anisotropic Pfister forms.
The remaining strongly multiplicative forms are isotropic, hence their function
fields are rational and both lemmas become trivial.

Proposition 3.10 enables us to compare the standard norm varieties for two equal
symbols.

Corollary 3.13. The standard norm varieties X (ay, ..., a,) and X (by, ..., by)

for{ay,...,a,} and {by, ..., b,} are birationally isomorphic if {ai,...,a,} =
{br,....by}in KM(k)/2.

Proof. By [Elman et al. 2008, Theorem 6.20], the two Pfister forms ¢ = {ay, ..., a,))
and ¢’ = (b1, ..., b,)) are equivalent. Proposition 3.10 now implies their associ-
ated subforms ¥ and v’ are birationally equivalent. By Theorem 3.7, X (a1, . .., a,)
and X (b1, ..., b,) are birationally isomorphic. U

Example 3.14. For any nonzero norm Ny /z )/« (u), we know
{al,...,a,-,...,aj,...,an}z{al,...,a,-,...,aij(\/aj.)/k(u),...,an}

in KM(k)/2. By Corollary 3.13, their standard norm varieties are birationally
isomorphic. Or we can use Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 3.9, bypassing the chain
P-equivalence theorem to see this as well.

4. When p>2andn =2

When p > 2 and n = 2 we show that the standard norm varieties are birationally
isomorphic to Severi—Brauer varieties.

Theorem 4.1. The standard norm variety X (a, b) for {a, b} is birationally iso-
morphic to the Severi—Brauer variety SB(A) associated to the cyclic algebra A =

(Ll, b’ ;p)k-

Proof. Again, if we start the symmetric power construction with X (a) = Spec(L),
where L =k({/a), then X (a, b) = Z(Np,r —b) by Remark 2.5. We consider what
happens in a split case, where A;, = M (L) and SB(A,) = IPZ_I. Furthermore,
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if G = Gal(L/k) = (o) of order p then over L, the norm Ny (x) splits in to a
product [T7~, o (x) for every x € L. Define

Up={1 CM,(L)}

where

1= . M |a;#Oforalliand M € Mp(L) ¢ ;
ap_| 0O---0

then Uy is an open subset in SB(A;) and we have a diagram

open

Z(Npjx—bye e Uy~ SB(AY)
/G /G /G
Z(Npj—b) 1 U P, sB(a)
where f; can be described as
Z(Npjk—b)L LN U,
(x,0(x),..., 0P TN — (x:x0(xX):...:x0(x) - P (x)),

if we abuse notation and write points in SB(Ay) in projective coordinates. We
verify that f; is G-equivariant:

frlo-(x,0(x),....0"2(x), 0" (x)))
= flo(x),0°(x),....0" " (x), 0" (x))
=(0(x):0(xX)c2®x):...;0(x) - (x) i 0(x)0(x) - 0P (x))
=(o(x):0(x)0*(x):...:0x) 0P (x):b),

while

o fr(x,o(x),...,07 1 (x))
01 0---0 x
00 1 . : xo (x)
=]t :
00---0 1 || xo0) 0P 2(x)
b0---0 0 xo(x)---oP7 (%)



STANDARD NORM VARIETIES FOR MILNOR SYMBOLS MOD p 471

In function fields, we have an isomorphism of the same name f; from L(Ur) =
L(ti/to, .., tp/to) 0 LIZZ(Npjx — b)) = L(x,0(x), ..., 0”71 (x)),

L(t—1 - t—p) RN Lx,o(x),...,0”7(x)), ;—l > xo(x) o7 (x),
0

t()’ o
where i =1, ..., p and t,/t) = b with inverse
-l t t : t;
L(x,0(x),...,0" ' x)) Ju, L(—l, e —p), o ) > —.
Io fo fli—1

We verify that f; respects the G-action:
i\ li+1
fL(U to) = fL( . )
—1
. it n
- fL<( lo )(fo) )

=xo0(x)-- -ov"(x)x*1

=o(x)---0'(x),

while
t; : .
o- fL(t_l) =0 -(xo(x)--0' (X)) =0(x) 0" (x).
0
Therefore Z(Np /i — b)y is birationally isomorphic to Uy. So Z(Np  —b) is
birationally isomorphic to U, hence to SB(A). (I

This theorem enables us to compare the standard norm varieties for two equal
symbols.

Corollary 4.2. The standard norm varieties X (ay, az) and X (by, by) for {a,, az}
and {by, by} are birationally isomorphic if {a|, ax} = {b1, ba2} in Ké” k)/p.

Proof. By the norm residue homomorphism Ké” (k)/p — Br,(k), the classes of
(ai, az, &p)i and (b1, ba, £))i are equal in the subgroup Br), (k) of elements of expo-
nent p in the Brauer group Br(k). Since they have the same dimension, (a1, a2, {p)«
and (b1, by, ¢p)y are isomorphic as algebras. Hence

SB((a1, a2, £p)i) = SB((a1, az, £p)i)-

It follows from the theorem that X (a;, a;) =~ X (by, by). U

5. When p>2andn=3

When p > 2 and n = 3, we show that the standard norm varieties are birationally
isomorphic to varieties defined by reduced norms of cyclic algebras.
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Theorem 5.1. The standard norm variety X (a, b, c¢) for {a, b, c} is birationally
isomorphic to Z(Nrdp/x —c), where A = (a, b, {p)k.

Proof. We consider what happens in a split case. Let L = k({/a ) and use SB(A)
as the standard norm variety X (a, b) for {a, b}. Once again, A; = M,(L) and
SB(Ap) = I]J’ifl. Our symmetric power construction looks like the front square
over k and the back square over L:

SB(AL) x SP7'(SB(AL)) p~ (UL
\G \O
SB(A) x SB?71(A) < N U)
p pL pl pLl
SP(SB(AL)) - UL~ v,
G o O
SP(SB(A)) ~ vy

Now let X; denote the variety of all étale subalgebras of degree p in Endy (L?).
If each subalgebra D € X is generated by a matrix A, where A = (A1, ..., 4,) is
its diagonal form, then §), acts trivially on X; by permuting the diagonal entries.
So we have an S,-equivariant map

UL X0 ... up) e D,
where D is the étale subalgebra whose eigenspaces are the lines uy, ..., u,, with
inverse f, "D (ui, ... u »). This map fits into the following commutative
diagram:
v, I x,
/G /G
f




STANDARD NORM VARIETIES FOR MILNOR SYMBOLS MOD p 473

and we get vector bundles over the last diagram,

L

UL - VL
G
\ fi Ir
U - Ty
f I
Y JTX Y
Xy ~ L Vy,
\6
Y T Y
X < vy
For each (uy,...,u,) € Uy, the preimage pzl((ul,...,ul,)) consists of p
points yi, ..., y,, where each y; is of the form (u;, (uy,...,8;,...,up)). So
nL_l((ul, cooup)) ={((ur, ... up), x1,...,xp) | x; € L(y;)}. Correspondingly,

n);Ll (D) ={(D,d) | d € D}. Both are algebras of rank p over L. We can describe
the back face of the cube pointwise:

x1 0 - 0
£ 0 .o
((ul,...,up),xl,...,xp)$ D, : SN
0 0 x,

Ty, X,

(ur, ..., up) fi » D

Note that if g(t) = ait +---+a,t? and d = g(A) € D with eigenvalues g (1;)

-1
then £~ (D, d) = (1, ... up), q(r), -, ().

Therefore, in V; and Vx, we have two birationally isomorphic subvarieties
Z(N —c)r and Z(Nrdy, /1 —c), since

Z(N—C)L:{((l/ll,...,Mp),Xl,...,xp) |x1"'xp:C}
={(D,d) | D C Ay étale of rank p and d € D with Np,; (d) = c}
={(D,d) | D C Ay étale of rank p and d € D with Nrdy, /1.(d) = c}

={deAr|(d) C Ay étale of rank p and Nrdy, ;7. (d) = c}
(via (D, d)— d)
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= {d eAL | NrdAL/L(d) = C}
N{d € Ay | its minimal polynomial m,(t) is of degree p}
={d € AL |Nrdy,;L(d) = c}
N{d € AL | x; # x; for all of its eigenvalues x;, x;}
~{d € AL | Nrdy, /L (d) = c}
:Z(NrdAL/L —C).

Note that the intersection above is nonempty — it contains, for example, the

diagonal matrix (c/(,(,p_l)ﬂ, Cpyonns 5_1) —and the second set is open. Hence
our standard norm variety X (a, b, c) = Z(N — ¢) is birationally isomorphic to
Z(Nrdy, —c) over k. U

Knowing that X (a, b, c¢) is birationally isomorphic to Z(Nrd4,x —c), where A =
(a, b, £,)k, may allow us to compare X (a, b, ¢) and X (a’, V', ¢') when {a, b, ¢} =
{a’,b',c'}in K3M(k)/p. If we know Z(Nrdy/x —c) &~ Z(Nrda//x —c’), where A" =
@,b', ¢ »)k> then we can draw the same corollary for p > 2 and n = 3 as we did
for p =2 in Corollary 3.13 and for p > 2 and n = 2 in Corollary 4.2.
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