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We prove the Farrell-Jones conjecture for (nonconnective) A-theory with coefficients
and finite wreath products for hyperbolic groups, CAT(0)—groups, cocompact lattices
in almost connected Lie groups and fundamental groups of manifolds of dimension
less or equal to three. Moreover, we prove inheritance properties such as passing
to subgroups, colimits of direct systems of groups, finite direct products and finite
free products. These results hold also for Whitehead spectra and spectra of stable
pseudoisotopies in the topological, piecewise linear and smooth categories.
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1 Introduction

We investigate the Farrell-Jones conjecture for Waldhausen’s A-theory. Our main
result is:
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Theorem 1.1 (main result) Let FJ4 be the class of groups for which the Farrell-
Jones conjecture 2.15 for (nonconnective) A—theory with coefficients and finite wreath
products holds.

(i) The class FJ4 contains the following groups:
e Hyperbolic groups.
e CAT(0)—groups.
e Virtually polycyclic groups.
e Cocompact lattices in almost connected Lie groups.
e Fundamental groups of (not necessarily compact) d —dimensional manifolds
(possibly with boundary) for d < 3.

(i1) The class FJ4 has the following inheritance properties:

e If Gy and G, belong to FJ4, then G1 x G and G * G, belong to FJy .

e If H isasubgroupof G and G € FJy, then H € FJy.

e Let 1 > K — G -Z> 0 — 1 be an extension of groups. Suppose that K,
Q and p~!(C) for every infinite cyclic subgroup C € Q belong to FJ4.
Then G belongs to F74 .

e If HC G isasubgroup of G with [G : H] < oo and H € FJy, then
GeFJy.

e Let {G;|i €1} be adirected system of groups (with not necessarily injective
structure maps) such that G; € FJy fori € I. Then colim;c; G; belongs
to FJ4.

The Farrell-Jones conjecture for A-theory aims at the computation of the homotopy
groups of A(BG) for a group G, where A: SPACES — SPECTRA sends a space X
to the nonconnective A—theory spectrum A (X) modeling Waldhausen’s A-theory
space A(X). More precisely, it predicts the bijectivity of the assembly map

HE (Evey(G); A®) = HE(G/G; A®) = 1,(A(BG))

induced by the projection of the classifying space Eycy(G) for the family of virtually
cyclic subgroups of G to G/G. It essentially reduces the computation of 7, (A4 (BG))
to the computation of the system {7, (A(BV))}, where V ranges over the virtually
cyclic subgroups V' of G. Following the setup of Davis and Liick [13], we give the
precise formulations of the various versions of the Farrell-Jones conjecture in Section 2.
The equivalent original formulation of their conjecture can be found in Farrell and
Jones [21].
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Section 3 relates the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory to the corresponding con-
jectures for other functors. In particular, we discuss the equivalence of the conjectures
for A, WhAT and PCAT, where the latter denote the nonconnective spectra modeling
the Whitehead space and the space of stable pseudoisotopies, with CAT being TOP,
PL or DIFF.

As an illustration of the impact of the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory, we discuss
applications to the automorphism groups of aspherical closed manifolds in Section 4.1,
where also the proof of the following Theorem 1.3 is given.

Let NA ({*}) be the Nil-term occurring in the Bass—Heller—Swan-isomorphisms for
nonconnective A—theory; see Hiittemann, Klein, Vogell, Waldhausen and Williams
[30; 31]. We have

(1.2) 7, (A(S1)) = mn(A({}) ® Tn—1(A({*})) ® Tn(NA({})) & 10 (NA({*})).

We conclude 7, (NA ({*})) = {0} for n <1 and 7,(NA({*})) ®7z Q = {0} for n € Z
from Theorem 3.7 and Liick and Steimle [38, Theorem 0.3]. On the other hand,
7n(NA({*})) for n = 2,3 is an infinite-dimensional [F,—vector space. For more
information about 7, (NA ({*})) we refer to Grunewald, Klein and Macko [28] and
Hesselholt [29]. The next result is already explained in the special case of closed
manifolds with negative sectional curvature by Weiss and Williams [59, Section 6.3],
based on the work of Farrell and Jones [17; 18; 19; 20; 21], and we can extend it to
torsionfree hyperbolic groups.

Theorem 1.3 (i) Let G be a torsionfree hyperbolic group. Then we get an equiva-
lence

Wh™"(BG) = Ve Wh'"(BC) = Ve NA({+}) v NA({*}),

where C ranges over the conjugacy classes of maximal infinite cyclic subgroups
of G.
In particular, Wh™? (B G) is connective.

(ii) Let M be a smoothable aspherical closed manifold of dimension > 10 whose
fundamental group m is hyperbolic.
Then there is a 7./2—action on WhTOP(Bn) such that we obtain, for 1 <n <
min{ % (dimM —7), %(dim M — 4)} , isomorphisms

7 (TOP(M)) 2= 7n42(EZ /24 Az2 (Ve Wh'P(BC)))
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and an exact sequence
1 > 12(EZ /24 Az 2 (Ve Wh'™F(BC))) — 7o(TOP(M)) — Out(rr) — 1,

where C ranges over the conjugacy classes of maximal infinite cyclic subgroups
of m.

Remark 1.4 The Z/2-action we refer to in Theorem 1.3 is induced by the one given
Weiss and Williams [57]. Vogell described in [48] another Z /2—action on Wh(B )
which depends on the choice of a spherical fibration over Bsw. It was shown by
Hiittemann et al [31] that for a certain fibration this action corresponds under the
Bass—Heller—-Swan decomposition to switching the Nil-terms via a homeomorphism.
If the arguments presented in [31] carry over to other spherical fibrations and the two
actions on Wh'OP (B ) agree for a suitably chosen fibration, then the homotopy orbits
appearing in Theorem 1.3 can be identified as

EZ/24 Azj2 (Ve Wh'®P(BC)) = Ve NA({}).

These issues will be discussed in Pieper’s forthcoming PhD thesis [42].

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The main technical part
of this paper concerns the proof for hyperbolic groups and CAT(0)—groups. It is given
in Sections 6 and 7, and is motivated by the proof of the K —theoretic Farrell-Jones
conjecture for CAT(0)—groups given by Wegner [55] based on the method of Bartels
and Liick [5]. Our approach, which is based on work of Ullmann and Winges [47],
requires us to define an analog of the transfer on geometric modules which works on
Waldhausen categories of controlled retractive spaces. Virtually polycyclic groups have
already been treated in [47].

In conjunction with the inheritance properties in Theorem 1.1(ii), the case of a co-
compact lattice in an almost-connected Lie group or a fundamental group of a (not
necessarily compact) d —dimensional manifold (possibly with boundary) for d < 3
follows via the argument presented in Bartels, Farrell and Liick [3]. The inheritance
properties for the A—theoretic conjecture are taken care of in Section 5.

Remark 1.5 (solvable groups) The class FJ4 has also been shown to contain all
virtually solvable groups by Kasprowski, Ullmann, Wegner and Winges [33]. Therefore,
FJ also contains any (not necessarily cocompact) lattice in a second countable, locally
compact Hausdorff group with finitely many path components, the groups GL,(Q)
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and GL, (F(¢)) for F(t) the function field over a finite field F, and all S —arithmetic
groups. The arguments of Kammeyer, Liick and Riiping [32] and Riiping [46] carry
over to show the prerequisites of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 6.20, respectively.
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2 The isomorphism conjecture

In this section we state various versions of the isomorphism conjectures we want to
consider. We assume familiarity with the notion of a G —equivariant homology theory
from [13] and the notion of an equivariant homology theory from [36]. As usual, we
use a convenient category of compactly generated spaces.

2.1 The metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra

Let S: SPACES — SPECTRA be a covariant functor. Throughout this section we will
assume that S respects weak equivalences and disjoint unions, ie a weak homotopy
equivalence of spaces f: X — Y is sent to a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra
S(f): S(X) — S(Y) and, for a collection of spaces {X; | i € I} for an arbitrary
index set I, the canonical map

@1 VierS(Xi) = S (L Xi)

is a weak homotopy equivalence of spectra. Weak equivalences of spectra are understood
to be the stable equivalences, ie the maps which induce isomorphisms on all stable
homotopy groups. We obtain a covariant functor

2.2) S 3. GROUPOIDS — SPECTRA, G+ S(BG),
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where BG is the classifying space of the groupoid G which is the geometric realization
of the simplicial set given by its nerve and denoted by B**G in [13, page 227]. Let
H,(f (—: S B) be the equivariant homology theory in the sense of [36, Section 1] which is
associated to S B by the construction in [37, Proposition 157 on page 796]. Equivariant
homology theory essentially means that we get for every group G a G —homology theory
HnG (— SB) satisfying the disjoint union axiom and for every group homomorphism
a: H — G and H-CW-pair (X, A) we get natural maps compatible with boundary
homomorphisms of pairs HH (X, A; SB) — HZ (a«(X, A); S B), which are bijective
if the kernel of « acts freely on X. Moreover, for any group G, subgroup H € G and
n € Z we have canonical identifications

HS(G/H:S8) =~ HE(H/H:S®) =~ n,(S(BH)).

Conjecture 2.3 (metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra)
Let S: SPACES — SPECTRA be a covariant functor which respects weak equiva-
lences and disjoint unions. The group G satisfies the metaisomorphism conjecture
for S with respect to the family F of subgroups of G if the assembly map induced by
the projection pr: Er(G) — G/G,

HC (pr: $B): HO(Ex(G); $B) - HS(G/G: S B) = 7,(S (BG)),

is bijective for all n € 7.

Example 2.4 (the K- and L—theoretic Farrell-Jones conjectures) Let R be a ring
(with involution). There are covariant functors [37, Theorem 158]

Kg: GROUPOIDS — SPECTRA,
L% °: GROUPOIDS — SPECTRA

such that, for every group G, which we can consider as a groupoid G with precisely
one object and G as its group of automorphisms, and n € Z, we have

K (RG) = m,(KR(G)),
LN RG) = mp (LY % (G)).

Then the K —theoretic and L—theoretic Farrell-Jones conjectures, which were originally
formulated in [21, Conjecture 1.6 on page 257], are equivalent to the statement that
the covariant functors S: SPACES — SPECTRA, given by the composition of Kg
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and L with the functor sending a space to its fundamental groupoid, satisfy the
Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.3 for the family VCY of virtually cyclic subgroups
of G.

Our main example is the following case. Let A: SPACES — SPECTRA be the functor
sending a space X to the spectrum A(X) given by the nonconnective version of
Waldhausen’s algebraic K—theory of spaces in the sense of [47].

Lemma 2.5 (i) The functor A: SPACES — SPECTRA respects weak equiva-
lences and disjoint unions.

(ii) For any directed systems of spaces {X; | i € I} indexed over an arbitrary directed
set I, the canonical map

hocolim A (X;) - A (hocolim X ,-)
iel iel

is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Proof In the connective case, Waldhausen proved in [53, Proposition 2.1.7] that A—
theory preserves weak equivalences. The other two properties follow upon inspection
of the explicit model as finite retractive CW—complexes. Since the homotopy groups
of connective and nonconnective A-theory agree in positive degrees and the indexing
category I is assumed to be directed in (ii), this proves the claim for m, for n > 1.

Note that the algebraic K —theory functor which sends X to K(ZII(X)) enjoys the
properties claimed for A. Since Vogell showed that the linearization map L: A — K
induces an isomorphism on all nonpositive homotopy groups [50], the general case
follows.

It will be shown in [42] that the nonconnective deloopings described by Ullmann and
Winges in [47] and Vogell in [49] are equivalent. O

Conjecture 2.6 (the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory) A group G satisfies the
Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory if the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.3 holds
for A: SPACES — SPECTRA and the family VCY, ie for every n € Z the projection
Eyvey(G) — G/ G induces an isomorphism

HS (pr; AB): HE (Evey(G); AB) — HE (G/G; A®) = n,(A(BG)).

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)
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2.2 The metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra
with coefficients

Let G be a group and Z be a G—-CW-complex. Define a covariant Or(G )—spectrum
2.7) Sg: Or(G) - SPECTRA, G/H +— S(G/H x¢g Z),

where G/H xg Z is the orbit space of the diagonal G —action on G/H x Z . Notice that
there is an obvious homeomorphism G/H xg Z = Z/H. Denote by HnG (—; S ZG )
the G-homology theory in the sense of [36, Section 1] which is associated to S ZG by
the construction of [37, Proposition 156 on page 795] and satisfies HnG (G/H; S ZG ) =
Ty (SZG (G/H)) = (S (Z/H)) for any homogeneous G—space G/H and n € Z.

Conjecture 2.8 (metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra with
coefficients) Let S: SPACES — SPECTRA be a covariant functor which respects
weak equivalences and disjoint unions. The group G satisfies the metaisomorphism
conjecture for S with coefficients with respect to the family F of subgroups of G if
for any free G —-CW-complex Z the assembly map

HE (pr; 8S): HE(Ex(G); S$) — HE(G/G:SF) = ma(S(Z/G)),

induced by the projection pr: Ex(G) — G/ G, is bijective for all n € Z..

Example 2.9 (Z = EG) If we take Z = EG in Conjecture 2.8, then Conjecture 2.8
reduces to Conjecture 2.3. Namely, for a G—set S let 7C(S) be its transport groupoid
whose set of objects is S, the set of morphisms from s; to s5 isthe set {g € G |52 =gs1}
and composition comes from the multiplication in G. There is a homotopy equivalence
BTC%(G/H) => G/H xg EG which is natural in G/H. Hence, we get a weak
homotopy equivalence of Or(G)-spectra S B(79(G/?)) => SEGG. It induces an
isomorphism of G —homology theories —see [13, Lemma 4.6] —

HE(— 88) = HS (- SE5).

Remark 2.10 (relation to the original formulation) In [21, Section 1.7 on page 262],
Farrell and Jones formulate a fibered version of their conjectures for a covariant functor
S: SPACES — SPECTRA for every (Serre) fibration £: Y — X over a connected
CW-complex X. In our setup this corresponds to choosing Z to be the total space
of the fibration obtained from ¥ — X by pulling back along the universal covering
X — X. This space Z is a free G—-CW-complex for G = 71(X). Note that every
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free G—-CW—complex Z can always be obtained in this fashion from the fiber bundle
EG xg Z — BG up to G-homotopy; compare [21, Corollary 2.2.1 on page 263].

We sketch the proof of this identification. Let A be a G—-CW-complex. Let f: £(X) —
X be the map obtained by taking the quotient of the G = 71 (X )—action on the G —map
AxX > X given by the projection. Denote by p: £(§) — £(X) the pullback of &
with f. Let g: £(§) — A/G be the composite of p with the map £(X) - A/G
induced by the projection A x X — A. This is a stratified fibration and one can consider
the spectrum H(A/G; S(g)) in the sense of Quinn [43, Section 8]. Put

Hyy (A:8) = ma (H(4/ G: S(q))).
The projection pr: A — G/G induces a map
(2.11) a(A): H(A/G;S8(q)) > H(G/G;S(Y - G/G))=S(Y),

which is the assembly map in [21, Section 1.7 on page 262] if we take A = Eycy(G).
The construction of HnG (A;8):=H(A/G;S(q)) is very complicated, but, fortunately,
for us only two facts are relevant. We obtain a G —homology theory HnG (—; &) and for
every H C G we get a natural identification HnG (G/H;&) =S ZG (G/H). Hence,
the functor G-CW-COMPLEXES — SPECTRA given by A — H(A/G;S(q))
is weakly excisive and its restriction to Or(G) is the functor S ZG . We conclude
from [13, Theorem 6.3] that the map (2.11) can be identified with the map induced by
the projection A — G/G,

HS(4;8%) - HE(G/G:SZ) = ma(S(Z/G)) = mn(S(Y)),

which appears in Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 for functors from spaces to spectra
with coefficients.

Remark 2.12 (the condition free is necessary in Conjecture 2.8) Conjecture 2.8 is
only true very rarely if we drop the condition that Z is free. Take for instance Z = G/ G.
Then Conjecture 2.8 predicts that the projection Ex(G)/G — G/G induces for all
n € 7Z an isomorphism

Hy(pr; S ({}): Hn(EF(G)/G:S({*}) = Hu({*}. S({*})).

where H.(—; S ({*})) is the (nonequivariant) homology theory associated to the spec-
trum S ({*}). This statement is in general wrong, except in extreme cases such as
F=ALL.
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Conjecture 2.13 (the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory with coefficients) A
group G satisties the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A —theory with coefficients if the
Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 with coefficients holds for A: SPACES — SPECTRA
and the family VCY, ie for every n € Z and free G—-CW-complex Z the projection
Eyvey(G) — G/ G induces an isomorphism

HE (pr; AS): HE (Evey(G); AS) — HE(G/G; AS) = mu(A(Z ] G)).

2.3 The metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra
with coefficients and finite wreath products

There are also versions with finite wreath products. Recall that for groups G and F
their wreath product G F is defined to be the semidirect product ([ G) x F, where
F acts on [[r G by permuting the factors. Fix a class of groups C which is closed
under isomorphisms, taking subgroups and taking quotients. Examples are the classes
FIN and VCY of finite and of virtually cyclic groups. For a group G define the
family of subgroups C(G) :={K C G | K €C}.

Conjecture 2.14 (the metaisomorphism conjecture for functors from spaces to spectra
with coefficients and finite wreath products) Let §: SPACES — SPECTRA be a
covariant functor which respects weak equivalences and disjoint unions. The group
G satisfies the metaisomorphism conjecture with coefficients and finite wreath
products for the functor S: SPACES — SPECTRA with respect to the class C of
groups if, for any finite group F, the wreath product G F satisfies the Metaisomorphism
conjecture 2.8 with coefficients for the functor S: SPACES — SPECTRA with respect
to the family C(G ¢ F) of subgroups of G.

Conjecture 2.15 (the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory with coefficients and
finite wreath products) A group G satisfies the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A —
theory with coefficients and finite wreath products if the Metaisomorphism con-
jecture 2.14 with coefficients and finite wreath products holds for A: SPACES —
SPECTRA and the class VC)Y of virtually cyclic groups.

The next two lemmas will be needed later.

Lemma 2.16 Let E be a spectrum such that §: SPACES — SPECTRA is given by
Y—Y AE.
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(i) Then, for any group G, any G—-CW-complex X which is contractible (after
forgetting the G —action) and any free G —-CW-complex Z , the projection X —
G/ G induces for all n € 7, an isomorphism

HC(Xx:8%) = HC(G/G:89).
(i) Conjectures 2.3, 2.8 and 2.14 hold for such an S for every group G and every
family F of subgroups of G.

An § given by Y — Y4 A E is a homology theory, and thus the lemma states that the
conjectures hold for homology theories.

Proof (i) There are natural isomorphisms of spectra

mapg ((G/?), X)+ Aore) ((G/?x6 Z)+ NE)
=>((mapg ((G/?), X) xowG) G/?) X6 Z) . NE = (X x6 Z)+ NE,

where the second isomorphism comes from the G -homeomorphism
mapg ((G/?), X) xor) G/?=> X

of [13, Theorem 7.4(1)]. Since Z is a free G-CW—complex and X is contractible
(after forgetting the group action), the projection X xg Z — G/ G Xg Z is a homotopy
equivalence and hence induces a weak homotopy equivalence

(X xgZ)+ NE =5 (G/G xg Z)+ NE.
Thus, we get a weak homotopy equivalence
mapg ((G/7). X)+ Nowe) (G/?x6 Z)+ NE) > (G/G xg Z)+ NE.
Under the identifications coming from the definitions

Hy (X;8F) = mn(mapg ((G/?), X)+ Aow) (G/? %G Z)+ AE)),
HY(G/G:SF) =ma((G/G xG Z)+ NE),

this weak homotopy equivalence induces on homotopy groups the isomorphism
HS(x:85)— HP(G/G:S9).

(i1) This follows from assertion (i). O

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



3332 N-E Enkelmann, W Liick, M Pieper, M Ullmann and C Winges

Lemma 2.17 Let S,T,U: SPACES — SPECTRA be covariant functors which re-
spect weak equivalences and disjoint unions. Let i: S — T and p: T — U be
natural transformations such that for any space Y the sequence of spectra S (Y) LICON
T(Y) ), gy (Y) is up to weak homotopy equivalence a cofiber sequence of spectra.

(i) Then we obtain for every group G and all G—-CW-complexes X and Z a
natural long exact sequence

o> HO(X:88) - HS (X;TF) - HE (X, US)
= H (X 87) > H (X T7) > HZ (X:UZ) =
(i) Let G be a group and F be a family of subgroups of G. Then the Metaiso-
morphism conjecture 2.3 for functors from spaces to spectra holds for all three

functors S, T and U for (G, F) if it holds for two of the functors S, T and U
for (G, F).

The analogous statement is true for the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 for
functors from spaces to spectra with coefficients and for the Metaisomorphism
conjecture 2.14 for functors from spaces to spectra with coefficients and finite
wreath products.

Proof (i) The version for spectra of [13, Theorem 3.11] implies that we obtain, up
to weak homotopy equivalence, a cofiber sequence of spectra

mapg (G/?, X)+ NowG) S(G/?xg Z) — mapg(G/?, X)+ Nove) T(G/? %G Z)
— mapg (G/?, X)+ Nor) U(G/? %G Z).
and passing to its associated long exact sequence of homotopy groups yields the result.

(i1) This follows from assertion (i) and the five lemma. O

3 Relations between the conjectures for various theories

There are other prominent covariant functors SPACES — SPECTRA which respect
weak homotopy equivalences and disjoint unions. Notice in the sequel that we are
always considering the nonconnective versions. We are thinking of the stable pseu-
doisotopy spectrum PCAT and the Whitehead spectrum Wh®AT | where CAT can be
the topological category TOP, the PL—category PL or the smooth category DIFF. For
the definition of PCAT we refer to [14; 42; 57).
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Usually, the Whitehead spectrum is defined as a connective spectrum —see [54] —
and see [58, Section 2.2] for a definition of the classical assembly map. We make the
obvious generalization.

Definition 3.1 The fopological nonconnective Whitehead spectrum WhOP(X) is the
homotopy cofiber of the classical assembly map in nonconnective A-theory:

Xy AA({e}) —> A(X) — WhTOP(X).
The piecewise-linear nonconnective Whitehead spectrum is, by definition,
Wh'L(X) := Wh™°P(X).

Further, we define the smooth nonconnective Whitehead spectrum WhPFF (X)) as the
homotopy cofiber of the sequence

XX, — A(X) —> WhPF(X),
where XX — A(X) factors as the unit map X° X4 = X4 AS - X1 AA({e})

and assembly.

Theorem 3.2 (relations between the various functors) (1) There is a zigzag of
natural equivalences,

PCAT >~ QZWhCAT
where CAT can be taken to be TOP, PL or DIFF.

(i) The canonical map
PPL i) PTOP
is a natural equivalence.
Proof The connective, objectwise case of (i) follows from the equivalence P (M) =~
Q2WhPL (M), which was originally stated in [52] and fully proved in [54, Theorem 0.2].

There are some issues concerning the full functoriality of pseudoisotopy, which will be
clarified in [14; 42]. The full statement will be established in [42].

The objectwise version of (ii) has been shown in [11; 12]. An argument for the full
statement will be given in [14]. m|

Lemma 3.3 If the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.3 for functors from spaces to spectra
holds for the group G and the family F for one of the functors A, WhTO? WhFL,
WhPIFE - pTOP = pPL and PPYF then it holds for all of them.
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The analogous statement holds for the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 for functors
from spaces to spectra with coefficients and for the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.14
for functors from spaces to spectra with coefficients and finite wreath products.

Proof This follows from Lemmas 2.16 and 2.17. O

Remark 3.4 (the nonconnective spectrum of stable h—cobordisms) There is also
the nonconnective stable s—cobordism spectrum HAT(M) of a compact manifold
(possibly with boundary) M. Note that A—cobordisms are (usually) only defined as
a functor in codimension-zero embeddings. As such, they are related to the previous
functors. For every compact manifold M (possibly with boundary), there are natural
weak homotopy equivalences

H (M) = QWhT (M)
and

PN (M) =5 QHN (M),

For the proof and more information we refer to [54].

Finally, we explain the relationship between A—theory and algebraic K—theory of
integral group rings.

For a space X, denote its fundamental groupoid by I1(X). There is a so-called
linearization map, natural in X,

3.5 L(X): A(X)—> K(ZT11(X))
The next result follows combining [50, Section 4] and [52, Propositions 2.2 and 2.3].

Theorem 3.6 (connectivity of the linearization map) Let X be a CW-complex.
Then:

(1) The linearization map L(X) of (3.5) is 2—connected, ie the map
Ln(X) :=mn(L(X)): An(X) = Kp(ZI1(X))

is bijective for n <1 and surjective for n = 2.

(i) The map L, is rationally bijective for all n € Z provided that each component
of X is aspherical.

This implies that the K —theoretic Farrell-Jones conjecture for ZG and the A—theoretic
Farrell-Jones conjecture for A(BG) are equivalent in degree < 1 and rationally
equivalent in all degrees. More precisely, we have:
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Theorem 3.7 (relating A—theory to algebraic K—theory) Consider a group G and a
family F of subgroups of G. The linearization map (3.5) and the projection Ex(G) —
G/ G yield a commutative diagram

HS(Ex(G); AB) —— HY9(G/G; AB) = A,(BG)

J J

HP(Ex(G): Kz) —— HF(G/G: Kz) = Kn(ZG)

where Kz: GROUPOIDS — SPECTRA has been recalled in Example 2.4. The
vertical arrows are bijective for n < 1 and surjective for n = 2. They are rationally
bijective for all n € 7.

4 Some applications to automorphism groups of aspherical
closed manifolds

Before we begin with the proof of Theorem 1.1, we want to illustrate the impact of
the Farrell-Jones conjecture by discussing automorphism groups of aspherical closed
manifolds. For rational computations the Farrell-Jones conjecture for K —theory and
L—theory suffices. For potential integral computations one needs the Farrell-Jones
conjecture for A—theory and for L—theory. More details about automorphism groups
of closed manifolds can be found in [59].

4.1 Topological automorphism groups of aspherical closed manifolds

Let TOP(M) be the topological group of self-homeomorphisms of the closed mani-
fold M. Denote by G(M) the monoid of self-homotopy equivalences M — M. Let
TBT’(M ) and G(M ) be the block versions; see [59, page 168] for a survey and further
references. There are natural maps making the diagram

TOP(M) —— TOP(M)

|

G(M) ——— G(M)
commute.

Define TOP(M)/TOP(M), G(M)/ TOP(M) and G(M)/ TOP(M) to be the ho-
motopy fibers of the maps BTOP(M) — BTOP(M), BTOP(M) — BG(M) and
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BTOP(M) — BG(M). We obtain a commutative diagram with horizontal fiber
sequences

TOP(M)/ TOP(M) —— BTOP(M) —— BTOP(M)

J o

G(M)/ TOP(M) —— BTOP(M) —— BG(M)
| J» T
G(M)/ TOP(M) —— BTOP(M) —— BG(M).

According to [44, Theorem 5.8], there is no real difference between self-homotopy
equivalences and their block version.

Lemma 4.1 The map G(M) — G(M) and hence the map BG(M) — BG(M) are
weak homotopy equivalences.

The relative homotopy groups of the map ’fﬁi’(M ) — G(M ) can be identified with
the groups S¥(M x D", 0) as explained in [15, page 285]. The next lemma follows in
combination with [5, Proposition 0.3]. Recall that a space X is aspherical if 7;(X)=0
fori #1.

Lemma 4.2 Suppose that M is an aspherical closed manifold of dimension > 5 and
both the K — and L —theoretic Farrell-Jones conjectures hold for Zmwi(M).
Then SS(M x D", d) is trivial for n > 0 and the map

TOP(M) — G(M)

is a weak homotopy equivalence.

For aspherical spaces X, the homotopy groups of G(X) can be computed from the long
exact sequence of homotopy groups associated to the evaluation map G(X) o, x

for some basepoint xp € X :

Lemma 4.3 Let X be an aspherical CW—complex. Then

Out(1 (X)) if n =0,
7n(G(X)) = { center(71(X)) ifn=1,
0 if n>2.
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‘We conclude from Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3:

Corollary 4.4 If M is an aspherical closed manifold of dimension > 5 with funda-
mental group m, and both the K —theoretic and L —theoretic Farrell-Jones conjectures
hold for Zm , then there are natural zigzags of homotopy equivalences

TOP(M) ~ G(M)
and
BTOP(M) ~ BG(M)

and we get ]
Out(m) if n =0,

nn(fai’(M)) ~ qcenter(wr) ifn=1,
0 if n>2.

Theorem 4.5 There is a map
TOP(M)/ TOP(M) — Q®(EZ/24 Az 2 QWhs TP (M))
which is (k+1)—connected if k is in the topological concordance stable range for M.

Here Whs™P(M) denotes the connective cover of the Whitehead spectrum WhTOP(M).

Proof It suffices to show that the spectrum denoted by Wh™OP(M) in [57] is a
model for the homotopy cofiber of the assembly map; see Definition 3.1. This follows
from combining [57, Theorem A], the equivalence PTOP(M) ~ QHTOP(M) and
[54, Theorem 0.2]. O

We conclude from Theorem 3.2(ii), Corollary 4.4, Theorem 4.5 and the lower bound
on the topological concordance stable range given in [54, Corollary 1.4.2]:

Theorem 4.6 Let M be a smoothable aspherical closed manifold of dimension > 10
with fundamental group m . Suppose that the Farrell-Jones conjecture for A—theory for
B and the Farrell-Jones conjecture for L —theory for Zm hold.

Then we obtain for 2 <n < min{%(dim M —-17), %(dim M — 4)} isomorphisms
70 (TOP(M)) =5 42 (EZ /24 Agj» WhTOP(B7)),
and an exact sequence

| > n3(EZ/24 Az 2 Wh'F(Br)) — 71 (TOP(M)) — center(r)
— 12(EZ/2+ Az 2 Wh'F(B)) — 70(TOP(M)) — Out(r) — 1.
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Next we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 Let G be a torsionfree hyperbolic group. Then the Farrell-
Jones conjecture for A—theory for BG and the Farrell-Jones conjectures for algebraic
K —theory and for L—theory for ZG hold by Theorem 1.1 and [5; 6].

Since G is torsionfree, we have K_;(ZG) =0 forall i > 1 and Ko(ZG) =0, and
thus the spectra under consideration are connective by Theorem 3.6(i). It follows from
Lemma 3.3 that there is a weak homotopy equivalence

HO (Eyey(G): (Wh™P)B) = Wh™P(BG).

The arguments in [38, Section 10] based on [39, Corollary 2.8 and Example 3.6]
for algebraic K —theory carry over to WhT°P and imply that there is a weak homo-
topy equivalence induced by the various inclusions C — G of representatives of the
conjugacy classes of maximal cyclic subgroups of G,

Ve WhT™P(BC) => Wh'™P(BG).

From the Bass—Heller—Swan decomposition (1.2) we obtain a weak homotopy equiva-
lence

NA({*}) v NA({*}) => Wh'P(BC).
This proves part (i) of Theorem 1.3.
Part (ii) follows from part (i) and Theorem 4.6 together with the fact that the center of
a hyperbolic group which is torsionfree and not cyclic is trivial. o

Theorems 3.7 and 4.6 imply:

Theorem 4.7 (rational homotopy groups of TOP(M) for an aspherical closed man-
ifold) Let M be a smoothable aspherical closed manifold of dimension > 10 with
fundamental group 7. Suppose that the Farrell-Jones conjectures for K —theory and
for L —theory for Zm hold.

Then for 1 <n < min{%(dimM -7, %(dimM —4)} we have

center(1) ®z Q if n=1,

mn(TOP(M)) ®7 Q = 0} if n>2.
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4.2 Smooth automorphism groups of aspherical closed smooth manifolds

Taking the computation of K;(Z) ®z Q of Borel [10] into account, we get from
Theorems 3.2 and 3.7 and [38, Theorem 0.3]:

Theorem 4.8 Let M be an aspherical closed smooth manifold of dimension > 10
with fundamental group 7. Suppose that the Farrell-Jones conjectures for K —theory
and for L —theory for Zm hold.

Then we get, foralln € Z,

2 (WhP™ (M) ®2 Q = @) Hy—ax—1(M; Q),
k=1

T2 (PP (M) ®2 Q = @) Hy—ai41(M; Q).
k=1

For the proof of the next result, which does involve the involutions on higher algebraic
K —theory, we refer to [15, Lecture 5], [16] or [19, Section 2].

Theorem 4.9 (rational homotopy groups of DIFF(M') for an aspherical closed smooth
manifold) Let M be an aspherical closed smooth manifold of dimension > 10 with
fundamental group w . Suppose that the Farrell-Jones conjectures for K —theory and
for L —theory for Zm hold.

Then for 1 <n < min{%(dimM =7, %(dimM —4)} we have

center(7) ®z Q if n=1,
7 (DIFF(M)) ®7 Q = EB/O';I Hpy1)—aj(M;Q) if n>2, dim M odd,
{0} if n>2, dim M even.

Remark 4.10 (surfaces and simply connected manifolds) There are very interesting
computations of the cohomology of BDIFF(M ) in a range and under stabilization with
taking the connected sum with S” x S” for 2—dimensional manifolds or simply con-
nected high-dimensional manifolds by Berglund, Galatius, Madsen, Randal-Williams,
Weiss and others; see for instance [8; 9; 23; 24; 25; 26; 27; 40; 41]. The methods used
in these papers are quite different. Notice that taking the connected sum with S” x S”
will destroy asphericity except for n = 1, so that it is not clear what stabilization could
mean in the context of aspherical manifolds in high dimensions.
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5 Inheritance properties of the isomorphism conjectures
The main result of this section is:

Theorem 5.1 (inheritance properties of the metaconjecture with coefficients) Let
S: SPACES — SPECTRA be a covariant functor which respects weak equivalences
and disjoint unions. Let C be a class of groups which is closed under isomorphisms,
taking subgroups and taking quotients.

(i) Suppose that the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 with coefficients holds for
(G, C(G)), ie it holds for G with respect to the tamily of subgroups C(G) =
{HCG|HeC}of G. Let HC G be a subgroup. Then Conjecture 2.8 holds
for (H,C(H)).

(ii) Let 1— K — G-£>(Q — 1 be an extension of groups. Suppose that (Q,C(Q))
and (p~Y(H),C(p~Y(H)) for every H € C(Q) satisfy Conjecture 2.8. Then
(G,C(G)) satisfies Conjecture 2.8.

(iii) Suppose that Conjecture 2.8 is true for (H; x H»,C(H{ x H3)) for every
Hy,H, € C. Then, for two groups G, and G,, Conjecture 2.8 is true for
the direct product G| x G, and the family C(G1 x G») if and only if it is true
for (Gy,C(Gy)) fork =1,2.

(iv) Suppose that for any directed systems of spaces {X; | i € I} indexed over an
arbitrary directed set I the canonical map

hocolim S (X;) — S (hocolim X;)
iel iel

is a weak homotopy equivalence. Let {G; |i € I} be a directed system of groups
over a directed set I (with arbitrary structure maps). Put G = colim;e; G; .
Suppose that Conjecture 2.8 holds for (G;,C(G;)) for every i € I. Then
Conjecture 2.8 holds for (G,C(G)).

(v) The analogs of assertions (1), (i1), (iii) and (iv) hold for the Metaisomorphism
conjecture 2.14 with coefficients and finite wreath products. Moreover, if G is a
group and H C G is a subgroup of finite index, then Conjecture 2.14 holds for
(G,C(G)) if and only it Conjecture 2.14 holds for (H,C(H)).

Let us remark that the case of free products is missing in Theorem 5.1. It will be treated
in Section 5.6 below.
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5.1 The fibered metaisomorphism conjecture for equivariant homology
theories

Next we introduce the metaconjecture and its fibered version in terms of G —homology
theories. In this setting the analog of Theorem 5.1 has already been proved and we
want to reduce the case coming from a functor from spaces to spectra to this situation.

Conjecture 5.2 (metaisomorphism conjecture) The group G satisfies the meta-
isomorphism conjecture with respect to the G —homology theory H*G and the family
F of subgroups of G if the assembly map

Hy (pr): 1yl (Ex(G)) = 1 (G/G)
induced by the projection pr: Ex(G) — G/G is bijective for all n € Z..

Let X be a G-CW——complex. Let a: H — G be a group homomorphism. Denote
by a*X the H-CW-complex obtained from X by restriction with «. Given an
H-CW-complex Y, we denote the G—CW-complex given by induction by o Y.

Fix a group I'. An equivariant homology theory H;;’ over I' in the sense of [2,
Definition 2.3] assigns to a group (G, ¥) over I', ie a group G together with a
homomorphism ¥: G — I', a G-homology theory H,,G ’W, sometimes denoted just
by HE. For two groups (G, V) and (G’,v’) over I' and a morphism ¢ between
them, ie a group homomorphism ¢: G — G’ with ¥’ o @ = y, one obtains homo-
morphisms indg: HC (X, A) — H*G/(oe*(X, A)) for every G—CW-pair (X, A), which
are bijective if the kernel of « acts freely on (X, A) and compatible with the boundary
homomorphisms associated to pairs. If IT" is trivial, this is just an equivariant homology
theory.

Conjecture 5.3 (fibered metaisomorphism conjecture) A group (G, ) over I' satis-
fies the fibered metaisomorphism conjecture with respect to ’H: and the family F
of subgroups of G if for each group homomorphism ¢: K — G the group K satisfies
the Metaisomorphism conjecture 5.2 with respect to the K —homology theory %*K’wo‘p

and the family ¢* F = {H C G | ¢(H) € F} of subgroups of K .

Lemma 5.4 Let (G,y) beagroupover I' and ¢: K — G be a group homomorphism.
If (G, ) satisfies the Fibered metaisomorphism conjecture 5.3 with respect to the
family F of subgroups of G, then the group (K, ¥ o ¢) over I satistfies the Fibered
metaisomorphism conjecture 5.3 with respect to the family ¢* F .

Proof If ¢: L — K is a group homomorphism, then §*(¢*F) = (¢ 0 9)* F. O

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



3342 N-E Enkelmann, W Liick, M Pieper, M Ullmann and C Winges

5.2 Some adjunctions

Let §: SPACES — SPECTRA be a covariant functor. Throughout this section we
will assume that it respects weak equivalences and disjoint unions.

Lemma 5.5 Let y: K1 — K5 be a group homomorphism.

(i) If Z isa K1 —-CW-complex and X is a K, —CW-complex, then there is a natural
isomorphism
K = K
HS (y*X: 87" = H2(X:8,%)).

(i) If Z isa Ko—CW-complex and X is a K1 —CW-complex, then there is a natural
isomorphism

HE (X850 S HE (. x:852).

Proof (i) The fourth isomorphism appearing in [13, Lemma 1.9], together with
[13, Lemma 4.6], applied levelwise implies that it suffices to construct a natural weak
homotopy equivalence of Or(K3,)—spectra

u(y, Z2): PS5 i>sl,’,ffz,

where ¥,.S g ' is the Or(K,)-spectrum obtained by induction in the sense of [13,
Definition 1.8] with the functor Or(¥): Or(K;) — Or(K>3), K1/Hy — ¥«(K1/H1),
applied to the Or(K)—spectrum S g !'. For a homogeneous space K,/H we define
u(y, Z)(K,/H) to be the composite

Ve S5 (K2/H) = mapg, (W« (K1/?). K2/H) 4 Now,) S (K1/? %k, Z)
=5 mapg, (K1/7). ¥ (K2/H))+ Aowky) S (K1/? %k, Z)
=5 S(Y*(K2/H) %k, Z)
=5 S(K2/H Xk, U« Z) =: Sy 25 (Ko /H).

Here the first map comes from the adjunction isomorphism

mapg, (V«(K1/?), K2/H) =>mapg (K1/?). ¥*(K2/H)),
and the third map comes from the canonical homeomorphism

V*(Ka2/H) %k, Z = Kz /H xg, Y« Z.
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The second map is the special case T = ¥*K,/? of the natural weak homotopy
equivalence defined for any Kj—set 7,

k(T): mapg, (K1/?). T)+ Aowky) S (K1/? %k, Z) = S(T xk, Z),

which is given by (u: K1/? = T) x s+ S(u xg, idz)(s). If T is a transitive Kj—
set, then k(7') is even an isomorphism by the Yoneda lemma. The left-hand side is
compatible with disjoint unions in 7 ; the right-hand side is compatible with disjoint
unions in 7" up to homotopy, where we use that S respects disjoint unions. As every
K1—set is the disjoint union of homogeneous Kj-sets, «(7T") is a weak homotopy
equivalence for every K;—set 7.

(i) The third isomorphism appearing in [13, Lemma 1.9] together with [13, Lemma 4.6]
implies that it suffices to construct a natural weak homotopy equivalence of Or(K;)—
spectra

(. Z): YrS 5 S-S5,

where ¥*S g 2 is the Or(K1)—spectrum obtained by restriction in the sense of [13,
Definition 1.8] with the functor Or(y): Or(K;) = Or(K3), K1/H — ¢¥«(K1/H),
applied to the Or(K3)—spectrum S 5 2. Actually, we obtain even an isomorphism
v(v, Z) using the adjunction

W*(Kl/H) XK» 7 =~ K]/H XK, W*Z

for any subgroup H € K. a

5.3 The fibered metaisomorphism conjecture with coefficients for
functors from spaces to spectra

Notice that for a homomorphism ¢: H — G the restriction ¢*Z of a free G—-CW-
complex Z is free again if and only if ¢ is injective. We have already explained in
Remark 2.12 that the assumption that Z is free is needed in Conjecture 2.8. In the
Fibered metaisomorphism conjecture 5.3 it is crucial not to require that ¢: H — G
is injective since we want to have good inheritance properties. Therefore, we have to
blow up Z everywhere by passing to EG x Z, as explained below.

Let G be agroup and Z be a G-CW-complex. Recall that G denotes the groupoid with
precisely one object, which has G as its automorphism group. Let GROUPOIDS | G
be the category of groupoids over G. Objects are groupoids G together with a functor
P:G — G. A morphism from P: G — G to P': ¢’ — G is a covariant functor
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F: G — G satisfying P’ o F = P. Given a groupoid G, we obtain a contravariant
functor E(? | G): G — SPACES by sending an object x to the classifying space of
the category x | G of objects in G under x. We get from Z, by restriction along P, a
covariant functor P*Z: G — SPACES, where we think of the left G —space Z as a
covariant functor G — SPACES. The tensor product over G —see [13, Section 1] —
yields a space E(? | G) xg P*Z(?). Thus, we obtain a covariant functor

$3%: GROUPOIDS | G — SPECTRA,

(5.6)
P:(G—G) = S(E(?]G) xg P*Z(7)).

It yields an equivariant homology theory H,z (=S %G) over G; see [2, Lemma 7.1].
Given a homomorphism : K — G we get an identification of K—-homology theories

K, . oiGy .
5.7) HEYV (859 = HE (S Kk oy 2).
which is induced by a homotopy equivalence, natural in K/H,
EQ L TRK/H)) xrx ki V¥ Z () => K/H xg (EK x y*Z)

and [13, Lemma 4.6], where 7 denotes the transport groupoid from Example 2.9
and ¥ also denotes its induced map 7X(K/H) — G. For any group ¥: K — G
over G, inclusion i: H — K of a subgroup H of K, and n € Z, we have canonical
identifications

HXY (K/H: $3%) = HEV (H/H: $3%) = m0(S(EH xg (Y 0)*Z)).

Lemma 5.8 Let ¢: H — K and y: K — G be group homomorphisms.

(i) Let X be a G-CW-complex and let Z be a K—-CW-complex. Then we obtain
a natural isomorphism

K\ =~
Hf’w(w*lk*X?Sé )—)HnG(X;S(?po@)*(Enga*Z))'

(i) Let X be an H —CW-complex and let Z be a G —-CW-complex. Then we obtain
a natural isomorphism

HEC(X; 875, = miver(x: 559).

Proof (i) We get, from (5.7),
K
HnH"p(w*t/f*X; Sé )= HnH(go*ljf*X; Sl{','_IHX(p*Z)‘

Now apply Lemma 5.5(1).
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(i) We get, from (5.7),
—HH(X SEHX(W)*Z)_ HEVoo(x;81°). O

Conjecture 5.9 (fibered metaisomorphism conjecture for a functor from spaces to
spectra with coefficients) Let S: SPACES — SPECTRA, as before, respect weak
equivalences and disjoint unions. We say that S satisfies the fibered metaisomorphism
conjecture for a functor from spaces to spectra with coefficients for the group G and
the family of subgroups F of G if the following holds: For any G —-CW-complex Z ,
the equivariant homology theory H](—; S éG) over G satisfies the Fibered metaiso-
morphism conjecture 5.3 for the group (G, idg) over G and the family F.

Note that Conjecture 2.8 deals with the G—homology theory HC (—; S ¢), whereas
Conjecture 5.9 deals with the equivariant homology theory H!(—: S Y6 over G. More-
over, Conjecture 5.9 is unchanged if we additionally require that the G—CW—complex Z
is free. Namely, for any G—-CW—complex Z, the G—-CW-complex EG x Z is free and
the projection EG xZ — Z induces an isomorphism H.}(— SéGxZ) =S H) (- S%G)
of equivariant homology theories over G because of (5.7) and [13, Lemma 4.6].

For the rest of this section, we abbreviate the different conjectures as follows:
e (2.8 is the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.8 for functors from spaces to spectra
with coefficients. This is the conjecture we want to know about in the end.

e MIC5.2 and FMICS5.3 denote the Metaisomorphism conjecture 5.2, and the
Fibered metaisomorphism conjecture 5.3. These are statements about a (G —)equi-
variant homology theory.

e S5.9 denotes the Fibered metaisomorphism conjecture 5.9 for a functor from
spaces to spectra with coefficients. This takes as input a functor S and is the
most general version of a conjecture we are interested it.

Lemma 5.10 Let : K — G be a group homomorphism.

(i) Suppose that C2.8 holds for the group G and the family F. Then S5.9 holds for
the group K and the family Y * F.

(i1) If S5.9 holds for the group G and the family F, then C2.8 holds for the group G
and the family F .
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(iii)) Suppose that S5.9 holds for the group K and the family F. Then, for ev-
ery G—-CW—complex Z, FMIC5.3 holds for the equivariant homology theory
Hy,(—; S%G) over G for the group (K, ) over G and the family F of sub-
groups of K .

Proof (i) This follows from Lemma 5.8(i), since in the notation used there we have
*Y*Er(G) = ¢*Ey+r(K) and ¢*Yy*G/G = H/H, and (Y o)« (EH x ¢*Z) is
a free G—-CW-complex.

(i) This follows from applying Conjecture 5.9 to the special case ¥ = idg and the
fact that for a free G—-CW-complex Z the projection EG x Z — Z is a G—homotopy
equivalence and hence we get, from (5.7) and [13, Lemma 4.6], natural isomorphisms

i G
HO96 (x; 839 = HO (X885, ) = HO (X SZ)

for every G—-CW—complex X and n € Z.

(ii1)) This follows from Lemma 5.8(ii). a

5.4 Strongly continuous equivariant homology theories over a group

Fix a group I" and an equivariant homology theory H_ over T".

Let X be a G-CW-complex and let «: H — G be a group homomorphism. The
functors ax: H-CW 2 G—-CW :a* are adjoint to one another. In particular, the adjoint
of the identity on «* X is a natural G-map

(5.11) f(X,a): axa*X — X, (g.x)— gx.
Consider a map «: (H, &) — (G, u) of groups over I'. Define the A—map

HG (f (X))
_—

an = an(X, ) HH (@* X) 2% 24C (00 X) 1O (X).

If B: (G, u) — (K, v) is another morphism of groups over I, then by the axioms of
an induction structure, see [36], the composite

an(B*X,a) an(X,B)
_ _

HH (0" p* X) HE (B*X)

agrees with a, (X, Boa): HI (a*B*X) = HE (Boa)*X) — HK(X) fora K-CW-
complex X.

HE(X)

Consider a directed system of groups {G; | i € I} with G = colim; ¢y G; and structure
maps ¥;: G; — G fori € I and ¢; j: G; — G; for i, j € I with i < j. We obtain
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for every G-CW-complex X a system a, (¥ X, ¢;,;): HOi W' X)— HOJ (w}‘X).
We get a map
(5.12) t9(X):= colima (X, ;): colim HO (Y (X)) = HE (X).

IAS IAS
The next definition is taken from [2, Definition 3.3].
Definition 5.13 (strongly continuous equivariant homology theory over a group) An
equivariant homology theory H? over the group T is called strongly continuous if,

for every group (G, &) over I' and every directed system of groups {G; | i € I} with
G = colim; ¢y G; and structure maps ;: G; — G for i € [, the map

' ({oD): colim A7 (o) — Hy/ ({+})
is an isomorphism for every n € Z.
Lemma 5.14 Suppose that, for any directed system of spaces {X; | i € I} indexed
over an arbitrary directed set I, the canonical map
hocolim § (X;) — S (hocolim X i)
iel iel
is a weak homotopy equivalence.
Then, for every group I' and I'-CW-complex Z, the equivariant homology theory

over I' given by H](—; Sér) is strongly continuous.

Proof We only treat the case I' = G and ¥ = idg; the general case of a group
¥: G — I over I' is completely analogous. Consider a directed system of groups
{G; |i € I} with G = colim;ej G;. Let ¥;: G; — G be the structure map for i € /.

As I is directed, the canonical map
(5.15) ho;:é)}im S(EGi xg, ¥'Z2)— S (hogg}im(EG,- xg; Vi Z))
is by assumption a weak homotopy equivalence. We have the homeomorphisms
EG; x6; ¥ Z => Vi)« EG; x¢ Z,
(hogé)}im(w,-)*EG,-) xXGg Z i)hog:g}im((w,-)*EGi xg Z).
They induce a homeomorphism

(5.16) S (hoc;o}im(EG,- xg; Vi'Z)) => S ((hoqo}im(wi)*EG,-) xg Z).
IAS] 1€
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The canonical map
ho_co}im(wi)*EGi — EG
IAS

is a G -homotopy equivalence. The proof of this fact is a special case of the argument
appearing in the proof of [39, Theorem 4.3 on page 516]. It induces a weak homotopy
equivalence

(5.17) S((hoqo}im(%)*EGl—) XG Z) — S(EG xg Z).
IAS

Hence, we get, by taking the composite of the maps (5.15), (5.16) and (5.17), a weak
homotopy equivalence

hogo}imS(EGi xG; V' Z) — S(EG xg Z).
IAS]

As I is directed, it induces, after taking homotopy groups for every n € Z, an isomor-
phism
CQIiIm tn(S(EG; xG; ¥{'Z)) = 7n(S (EG xg Z)).
1€

which can be identified using (5.7) with the canonical map
. ; G G
t ({o)): colim H ({3 77) — H ((+3:87°).

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.14. a

5.5 Proof of Theorem 5.1

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 5.1. We use the notation from there.

Proof (i) Consider a free H -CW-complex Z. Let i: H — G be the inclusion. Then
ixZ is a free G-CW-complex, i* E¢(g)(G) is a model for Eqgy(H) and i*G/G =
H/H. From Lemma 5.5(i), we obtain a commutative diagram with isomorphisms as

vertical maps
Hf (Ecuy(H); S3) —— H(H/H:S)

HE (Ec6)(G); $8,) —— HE(G/G: L)

where the horizontal maps are induced by the projections. The lower map is bijective
by assumption. Hence, the upper map is bijective as well.
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(i) As C2.8 holds for (Q, Q), by Lemma 5.10(i), S5.9 holds for (G, p*C(Q)). By
Lemma 5.10(i) again, for every H € C(Q), C2.8 holds for (p~'(H),C(p~'(H))).
Naturally, p~'(H) € G is a group over G for which, by Lemma 5.10(ii), FMIC5.3
holds for H}(—; S éG) for any G—-CW-complex Z and the family C(p~'(H)) =
C(G)|p—1(my- Let L € p*C(Q). Then, using Lemma 5.4 for the map L — pY(p(L)),
FMICS5.3 holds for (L,C|.) and H, (—; SéG). As FMICS5.3 holds for (G, p*C(Q))
and for (L,C|p) forevery L € p*C(Q), the transitivity principle — see Theorem 4.3
of [2] —implies that FMICS5.3 holds for (G, C). By Lemma 5.10(ii), then also C2.8
holds for (G,C).

(iii) If C2.8 holds for (G1 X G2,C(G1 % G2)), it holds for Gy, and the family C(Gy) =
C(G1 x G2)|g, for k = 1,2 by assertion (i).

Suppose that C2.8 holds for (Gg,C(Gyg)) for k = 1,2. By assertion (ii) applied to the
split exact sequence
1-H, > Gy xHy — Gy —> 1,

C2.8 holds for (Gy x H,,C(G1 x Hj)) for every Hy € C(G,). By assertion (ii)
applied to the split exact sequence 1 — G; — G X G, — G, — 1, C2.8 holds for
(G] X Gz, C(Gl X Gz))

(iv) Since C2.8 holds for G; and C(G;) for every i € I by assumption, we conclude
from Lemma 5.10(i) that S5.9 holds for the group G; and the family C(G;) for
every i € I. Lemma 5.10(iii) implies that, for every i € I and G—-CW-complex
Z , EMICS5.3 holds for the equivariant homology theory H,(—; S %G) over G for the
group ¥;: G; — G over G and the family C(G;). We conclude from [2, Theorem 5.2]
and Lemma 5.14 that, for every G—-CW—complex Z, FMIC5.3 holds for the equi-
variant homology theory H(—: S éG) over G for the group (G,idg) over G and
the family C(G). In other words, S5.9 holds for the group G and the family C(G).
Lemma 5.10(ii) implies that C2.8 holds for the group G and the family C(G).

(v) The analogs of (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) hold for the Metaisomorphism conjecture 2.14
with coefficients and finite wreath products by [34, Lemmas 3.2, 3.15 and 3.16 and
Satz 3.5].

For a group G and two finite groups F; and F>, we have (H? F1) F> C H(F1F?)
and F F> is finite. In particular, if G satisfies Conjecture 2.14 with wreath products,
then the same is true for any wreath product G ¢ F with F finite. If H C G is a
subgroup of finite index, then G can be embedded in H ¢ F' for some finite group F;
see [56, Proof of Proposition 2.17]. Hence, the Theorem 5.1. O
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5.6 Proof of Theorem 1.1(ii)

By Lemma 2.5, the functor A satisfies all assumptions of Theorem 5.1. The claim
of the inheritance properties appearing in Theorem 1.1(ii) follows immediately from
Theorem 5.1 except for the statements about extensions, direct products and free
products. For extensions, it follows from the inheritance under finite-index supergroups.
For direct products, note that the product of two virtually cyclic groups is virtually
abelian; hence, by [47] it satisfies the conjecture.

For free products, note that due to the inheritance under filtered colimits, we can
assume our groups are finitely generated, so in particular countable. For G, G» € FJ4
consider the canonical map p: G1 x G, — G X Gp. We already know G x G5 € FJy
and hence that it suffices to prove p~!(C) € FJ4, where C is the trivial or any infinite
cyclic subgroup of G x G,. By [45, Lemma 5.2], all such p~!(C) are free and hence
hyperbolic, as G x G is countable.

6 Proof of the Farrell-Jones conjecture for hyperbolic and
CAT (0)-groups

Thanks to the framework established in [47], we can proceed similarly to the linear case
as in [55] and reduce the proof to the construction of a transfer map. This reduction is
carried out in this section, while the construction of the transfer occupies Section 7.

6.1 Homotopy coherent actions and homotopy transfer reducibility

The geometric criterion we use to prove the conjecture relies on the notion of a
homotopy coherent diagram, which goes back to Vogt [51]. For applications to the
Farrell-Jones conjecture, it is enough to consider the case of a homotopy coherent
diagram of shape G, regarding G as a one-object groupoid. In this special case, Vogt’s
definition was rediscovered by Wegner [55, Definition 2.1], who called it “strong
homotopy action”.

Definition 6.1 A homotopy coherent G —action of a group G on a topological space X
is a continuous map

r: [ J(G x[0.1) xG x X) > X
Jj=0
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with the following properties:

re...yi. ’'tyj=1,....x)) if t; =0,
F(...,)/j)/j_l,...,x) if 1y =1,
r yee s V2,12,Y1,X if yo=e and 0 <k,
F(Yktk,---¥1,11, Y0, X) = (vi v 71.%) ) v .
C'(Vk,....tjs1tj,....v0.x) ifyj=eand 1 <j <k,

I'(Yk—1,tk—15----11,Y0,x) if yp =e and 0 <k,

X if yo=¢ and kK =0.

The following definition is adapted from the conditions given in [1, Theorem B], which
does not use coherence conditions. We explain some notation below.

Definition 6.2 Let G be a discrete group. Let F be a family of subgroups of G.

Then G is homotopy transfer reducible over F if there exists a finite, symmetric
generating set S € G of G which contains the trivial element, as well as N € N such
that there are, for every n € N:

(i) A compact, contractible metric space (X, dy) such that for every & > 0 there is
an e—controlled domination of X by an at most N —dimensional, finite simplicial
complex.

(i) A homotopy coherent G —action I" on X.

(ili) A G-simplicial complex X of dimension at most N whose isotropy is contained
in F.

(iv) A continuous map f: X — X which is (S, n)—equivariant in the sense that

e Forall x€ X and s € S,

dY(f(T(s,x)),s- f(x)) <

e Forall xe X and sg,...,s, € S”,

1
n

diam{ £ (T (Sns tns - 250, %)) | (t1s oo 1) € 0,17} < %

Notation 6.3 Let us briefly recall some notation used in Definition 6.2.

(i) Recall from [5, Definition 1.5] that an e—controlled domination of a metric
space (X, d) by a finite simplicial complex K consists of maps i: X — K and
p: K — X together with a homotopy H from poi to idy such that for every
x € X the diameter of {H (x,?) |t € [0, 1]} is at most .
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(i) The £!-metric d ! ona simplicial complex is defined in [6, Section 4.2].

(iii) If S is a finite generating set of G, we denote by S” C G the set
{s152...5, €G |s; € S}.

We always equip G with the word metric dg with respect to S. Equivalently,
S” is the n—ball around the trivial element with respect to dg .

We will show in Section 6.7 that a group satisfying Definition 6.2 satisfies the Farrell-
Jones conjecture with coefficients in A—theory with respect to the family F, and we
show in Section 6.10 that hyperbolic and CAT(0)—groups satisfy Definition 6.2, thus
proving Theorem 1.1(1).

6.2 Controlled CW-complexes

Let G be a discrete group and let F be a family of subgroups of G. In [47] it
was shown that Theorem 6.14 below holds for G if and only if a certain spectrum
F(G,W, Ex(G)) is weakly contractible for every free G—-CW-complex W. The
spectrum F (G, W, Ex(G)) is the algebraic K-theory of a Waldhausen category of
controlled retractive G—CW-complexes, similar in spirit to the obstruction category
for the isomorphism conjecture in algebraic K—theory; cf [4; 6, Section 3]. Let us
recall the relevant definitions from [47] in this and the next section.

A coarse structure is a triple 3 = (Z, €, &) such that Z is a Hausdorff G —space, € is
a collection of reflexive, symmetric and G —invariant relations on Z which is closed
under taking finite unions and compositions — see [47, Definition 2.1]—and & is a
collection of G —invariant subsets of Z which is closed under taking finite unions. See
[47, Definition 3.23] for the notion of a morphism of coarse structures.

Fix a coarse structure 3.

For a G-CW-complex Y relative W, denote by ¢ Y the (discrete) set of relative
cells of Y and by ¢4 Y the subset of all relative k—cells in Y. A labeled G-CW-
complex relative W —see [47, Definition 2.3] —is a pair (Y, k), where Y is a free
G —CW-complex relative W together with a G —equivariant function «: ¢ Y — Z.

A 3—controlled map f: (Y1,k1) — (Y2, k2) is a G—equivariant, cellular map f: Y7 —
Y, relative W such that for all £ € N there is some C € € for which

(Kz,l(l)({(ez,el) | ereorY,ep €0, (f(€1)> Nesp 75 @}) cC
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holds, where ( f(e1)) denotes the smallest nonequivariant subcomplex of Y, which
contains f(ey).

A 3—controlled G—-CW-complex relative W is a labeled G—CW-complex (Y, k) rela-
tive W such that the identity is a 3—controlled map and for all k € N there is some
S € & such that

Kk(or Y) C S.

A 3—controlled retractive space relative W is a 3—controlled G—CW-complex (Y, «)
relative W together with a G —equivariant retraction r: ¥ — W, ie a left inverse to the
structural inclusion W < Y. The 3—controlled retractive spaces relative W form a
category RY (W, 3) in which morphisms are 3—controlled maps which additionally
respect the chosen retractions.

The category of controlled G-CW-complexes (relative W) and controlled maps
admits a notion of controlled homotopies — see [47, Definition 2.5] — via the objects
(Y N1[0,1],k opry), where Y X [0, 1] denotes the reduced product which identifies
W x[0,1] €Y x[0,1] to a single copy of W and pry: o(Y X [0,1]) = ¢oY is
the canonical projection. In particular, we obtain a notion of controlled homotopy
equivalence (or h—equivalence).

A 3—controlled retractive space (Y, ) is called finite if it is finite-dimensional, the
image of Y \W under the retraction meets the orbits of only finitely many path compo-
nents of W and for each z € Z there is some open neighborhood U of z such that
k~1(U) is finite; see [47, Definition 3.3].

A 3—controlled retractive space (Y, x) is called finitely dominated if there are a finite
3—controlled, retractive space D, a morphism p: D — Y and a 3—controlled map
i: Y — D suchthat poi is controlled homotopic to idy .

The finite and finitely dominated 3—controlled retractive spaces form full subcate-
gories Rf; (W,3) C Rde(W, 3) € RY (W, 3). All three of these categories support a
Waldhausen category structure in which inclusions of G —invariant subcomplexes up to
isomorphism are the cofibrations and controlled homotopy equivalences are the weak
equivalences; see [47, Corollary 3.22]. We denote this class of weak equivalences by /4.

Note that a controlled homotopy equivalence is a morphism, but only admits a controlled
homotopy inverse map, which does not need to be compatible with the retractions to W.
This is similar to the classical situation [53, Section 2.1].
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6.3 The obstruction category

Let M be a metric space with free, isometric G —action. Define the bounded morphism
control condition on M, €pqq(M), to be the collection of all subsets C C M x M
which are of the form

C={mm)eMxM|dm,m)<a}

for some o > 0.

Let X be a G—CW-complex. Define further the G—continuous control condition
€G-cc(X) to be the collection of all C C (X x [1, 00[) X (X x [1, oo[) which satisfy
the following:

(i) Forevery x € X and every G, —invariant open neighborhood U of (x, co) in
X x[1, 00], there exists a G —invariant open neighborhood V' C U of (x, 00)
such that (((X x[1,co)~U)xV)NC = @.

(i) Let p[1,00[: X x [1,00[ — [1,00[ be the projection map. Equip [1,co[ with
the Euclidean metric. Then there exists some B € €pgq([1, 00[) such that
Cc P[_l,loo[(B)-

(iii) C is symmetric, G —invariant and contains the diagonal.

We can combine the two morphism control conditions into one set of conditions on
M x X x[1,00[: Let ppr: M x X x[1,00[ = M and pxx[1,c0[: M X X x[1,00[ —
X x[1, oo[ denote the projection maps. Then €(M, X) is the collection of all subsets
C C (M x X x[1,00[)? which are of the form

C = pat (B) N Pxxt.00((C)
for some B € Cpgq(M) and C’ € €g_cc(X).

Finally, define &G(M, X) to be the collection of all subsets S € M x X x[1, oo[ which
are of the form S = K x [1, oo[ for some G —compact subset K C M x X.

Recall that Ex(G) denotes the classifying space of G with respect to 7. We also
consider G as a metric space with the word metric induced by a generating set S.

Definition 6.4 With the above definitions we obtain a coarse structure

J(M, X):= (M x X x[1,00[, €(M, X), &(M, X)).
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Define the “obstruction category” as the category of finite controlled CW—complexes
relative W, ie as
(RE (W, 3(G, EF(G))), h);

see [47, Example 2.2 and Definition 6.1]. The spectrum F (G, W, Ex(G)) alluded to
before is the nonconnective K —theory spectrum of RfG (W, J(G, Ex(G))) with respect
to the h—equivalences; see [47, Section 5] and Definition 6.13 below. If M = G, we
often abbreviate J (G, X) as J(X).

By [47, Corollary 6.11], a group G satisfies the Farrell-Jones conjecture 2.13 with
coefficients in A—theory with respect to F if and only if F(G, W, Ex(G)) is weakly
contractible for every free G—CW-complex W.

6.4 The target of the transfer

Suppose that G is homotopy transfer reducible in the sense of Definition 6.2. The key
step in proving the weak contractibility of F (G, W, Ex(G)) will be the construction of
a “transfer map”. We need a generalization of the coarse structure J (M, X) to define
the target of the transfer.

Suppose that (M},), is a sequence of metric spaces with a free, isometric G —action.
Let X be a G-CW—complex. Following [47, Section 7], define the coarse structure

5 (My)n. X) = (]_[ My x X % [1. 00, €((Ma)n. X). (M), X))

as follows: Members of €((M;,),, X) are of the form C =[ [, C,, with C, e €(M,,, X),
and we additionally require that C satisfies the uniform metric control condition: There
is some « > 0, independent of n, such that for all ((m, x,t), (m’,x',t")) € C we
have d(m,m’) < a. Members of G((M,),. X) are sets of the form S =[], S, with
S, € 6(M,, X). The resulting category RC (W, J ((My)», X)) has a canonical faithful
functor into the product category [ ], REW,J (M, X)).

Fix a symmetric, finite generating set S of G. Let dg denote the word metric on G
with respect to S. Since G is homotopy transfer reducible by assumption, there exists
a natural number N € N such that we can choose, for each n € N,

(i) a compact, contractible metric space (X, dx, ) such that for every ¢ > 0 there
is an g—controlled domination of X, by an at most N —dimensional, finite
simplicial complex;
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(i) a homotopy coherent G —action I';, on Xj;;

(ili) a G-simplicial complex X, of dimension at most N whose isotropy is contained
in F;

(iv) amap f,: X — X, whichis (S, n)—equivariant, ie

(a) forall x € X,, and s € S",

(6.5) A (T, 5+ fu0) <
(b) forall x € X, and sg,...,5, € S",
(6.6) diam{ fo (T (Sn s - -+ 50, X)) | (t1s -2 n) €[0, 1]} < %

Definition 6.7 We equip X, x G with the metric n - del(x, y)+dg(g,h).

Recall that an extended metric satisfies the usual axioms of a metric, but it is allowed
to take the value co. The following definition will be used to produce a metric on
X, xG foreach n e N.

Definition 6.8 Let (X, dy) be a metric space, I" a homotopy-coherent G —action
on X, and S C G a finite subset containing the trivial element. Let k € N and A > 0.
Define on X x G the extended metric

ds 0 ((x, 8). (v, 1)) € [0, o]

to be the infimum over the numbers

l
[+ A-dx(xi.zi),

i=0
where the infimum is taken over all / € N, x¢,...,x7, Zo,...,z; € X and ay,...,q;,
bi,...,b; € S such that
(i) xo=xand z; = y;
(i1) gal_lbl .. .al_lbl =h;
(iii) for each 1 < i <[ there are elements rg,..., 7, S0,...,5¢ € S such that
ai=ry...ro,bi=sr...s0and T'(rg, tx,....10,zi—1) =T (S, U, ..., S0, Xi)
for some #1,..., 1, U1, ..., ur €[0,1].

If no such data exist, take the infimum to be oo.
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This definition is analogous to [5, Definition 3.4; 55, Definition 2.3]. Since we only
consider the coherent G —action I', on X, we drop I';, from the notation of [55]. The
proof of the next lemma is analogous to the one given in [5, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 6.9 Let k € N.

(i) Forall A > 0, the function dg i A is an extended metric on X x G which is
G —invariant if we let G acton X x G by y -(x, g) = (x,yg). It is a metric if
and only if S generates G.

(i) We have dg x A((x,g).(y.h)) <1l ifandonlyif g =h and A -dx(x,y) <1
holds, in which case we have dg x A ((x,g),(y,h)) = A-dx(x,y). In particular,
the topology induced by d . A is the product topology. |

6.5 The actual target of the transfer

We now specialize the construction of Section 6.4 to our needs. Assume that G is
homotopy transfer reducible, ie it satisfies Definition 6.2. That definition provides us
for every n with a metric space Xy, as well as [, f, and X, . From Definition 6.8
and Lemma 6.9 we obtain for any sequence (A,), a sequence of metric spaces
(XnxG,dsn n.A,)n- Although we do not need to restrict to a specific choice of (A,)n
until a little later, we wish to avoid spreading our choices throughout the whole proof.
Therefore, we will now fix a specific sequence (Ay),.

Since each X, is compact, f, is uniformly continuous. Hence, there exists for
each n € N some §, > 0 such that for all x, y € X, with dx(x,y) < 8, we have

A (fu(x), fu () < L.

Definition 6.10 Choose such §, for all n and set

n+1
A, =
n 8n

Define a metric d, on X, X G by
dn((x.8). (y,h)) :==dsn n,n,((x,8), (y.h)) +dc(g.h).

Then X, x G carries a free and isometric G —action if we let G act on the right factor.
If we make no explicit mention of a metric, we will view X, x G as a metric space
with respect to d,, in what follows. Similarly, ¥, x G carries a diagonal G —action
and will always be understood as a metric space with respect to the metric n-d U td G
from Definition 6.7. Abbreviate E := Ex(G).
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The category RS (W, J(XnxG)y, E )) will be the target of the “transfer”. However,
we need to equip it with another class of weak equivalences. These 4"—equivalences
were introduced in the proof of [47, Theorem 10.1]. Basically, they ignore the behavior
of an object on finitely many factors and behave like h—equivalences otherwise.

Definition 6.11 Let (M}), be a sequence of metric spaces with free, isometric G —
action (eg M, = X,, x G).

Let (Y,,), be an object of RC (W, J((Mp)n, E)) For v € N, we denote by (—),>y
the endofunctor which sends (Y), to the sequence (Yn)n with 17,, equal to the zero
object, ie W for n <v and Yn =Y, forn>v.

A morphism (f3)n: (Yn)n — (Y,;)n is an A" —equivalence if there is some v € N such
that (fu)n>v: (Yn)n>v — (¥,)n>v is an h—equivalence.

Lemma 6.12 Let (M,), and (N,), be sequences of metric spaces with free, isometric
G —action. Let (gn)n: (My)n — (Np)n be a uniformly expanding sequence of G —
equivariant maps, ie for every a > 0 there is some B > 0 such that for all n € N and
X,y € My, we have d(gn(x), gn(y)) < B whenever d(x,y) <.

Then (g,)n induces amap RC (W, J(My)n, E)) — RE (W, J((Np)n. E)) which also
respects h—and h™ —equivalences, as well as finiteness conditions.

Proof As (gn), induces amap on J ((Mpy),, E) which respects the control conditions,
it also respects the h—equivalences. As it maps M, to N,, it also respects the hfi"—
equivalences. a

We will discuss the difference between /— and the A" —equivalences in Section 6.8.

6.6 Nonconnective algebraic K —theory of controlled CW-complexes

Before we turn to the main theorem, we need to briefly recall the definition of algebraic
K —theory in our setting. Let 3 = (Z, €, &) be a coarse structure. Then RfG W, 3)
and its variants are Waldhausen categories, hence their algebraic K —theory is defined
by [53]. However, we need the nonconnective delooping from [47, Section 5], which
we briefly recall for completeness.

Definition 6.13 Let 3 = (Z, €, S) be a coarse structure. For n € N define the coarse
structure 3(n) = (R” x Z, &(n), S(n)) as follows: A set C C (R” x Z)? is in €(n)
if and only if:
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(i) C is symmetric, G —invariant and contains the diagonal.

(ii) C C p,1(C’) for some C’ € Cpga(R"), where pn: R" x Z — R" is the
projection map.

(iii) For all K € R” compact, there is a C’ € € such that
CN(KxZ)x(KxZ) S pz'(C),
where pz: R" x Z — Z is the projection map.
Let &(n) be the collection of all S € R” x Z such that S = pZI(S ') for some

S' e &(2).

Consider for all n also the restricted coarse structures

3n+1D)T =3+ 1)NR"xRsg x Z),
3n+1)":=3n+1)N[R"xR<ox Z).

Note that 3(n + 1) N (R” x {0} x Z) = 3(n). The inclusion maps give rise to a
commutative square

hS.RE (W, 3(n)) —— hS.RE (W, 3(n+1)1)

hSREW,3(n+1)7) —— hSRE (W, 3(n + 1))

By an Eilenberg swindle, the top-right and bottom-left corners of this square are con-
tractible. This provides us with structure maps (uniquely determined up to contractible
choice) for a spectrum

K™ (RE (W.3). h)n := K(RE (W, 3(n)). h),

which we call the nonconnective algebraic K —theory spectrum of ’RfG (W, 3). This
construction can be made functorial in 3; see [47, Section 5].

All the arguments which will follow do not interact with a possible R” —coordinate,
hence can also be carried out for n > 0, similar to [47, Section 9]. From the next
section onwards, our proofs will only treat the case n = 0.
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6.7 The main theorem

In this part we show the following result:

Theorem 6.14 Let G be a discrete group and let F be a family of subgroups of G. If
G is homotopy transfer reducible over F, then G satisfies the Farrell-Jones conjecture
2.13 with coefficients in A—theory with respect to F.

Theorem 1.1(i) follows from Theorem 6.14 in conjunction with the inheritance proper-
ties established in Section 5; see the introduction. We derive the validity of Theorem
1.1(i) for hyperbolic and CAT(0)—groups in Corollary 6.20 below.

We follow the strategy of [55, Section 5]. We construct a commutative diagram of
Waldhausen categories and exact functors

(RG (W.J (Xn x G E)) W) L (RG(W.I (S0 x G, E)). h™)

: J P xG—G
| PXnxG—>G

|

|

|

|

|

|

(RE(W,J((G)n, E)), k")

\ |

(RE(W.J(E)). h) incl (RG(W.J(E)). h)

We define the maps trans, A and F below and show the following:

Proposition 6.15 (i) The arrow trans exists after applying nonconnective algebraic
K —theory. It will be induced by a map of spectra whose domain is weakly
equivalent to K™ (RfG(W, J(E)), h). The square formed by px, xG—G ©trans
and A oincl commutes up to levelwise weak equivalence of spectra.

(i1) The functor F, defined below, is well defined.
(iii) The algebraic K —theory of Rg(W, J((Zp X G, E), h'™) vanishes.
(iv) The map A oincl is injective on nonconnective algebraic K —theory groups.

Given all of this, the proof can be finished as in [55, Section 5]. It is a diagram chase

on the level of homotopy groups.

Before proving Proposition 6.15, let us define the maps of the diagram. The maps p
are induced by the indicated projections on control spaces, “incl” is the inclusion of the
finite into the finitely dominated objects. The functor A is induced by the diagonal map
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into [T, RZ (W, J(Gn, X)), which factors over (RE (W, J((G)n, E)), h") because
its image consists of uniformly controlled objects and maps. Also note that every
h—equivalence is an 4" —equivalence.

The functor F is defined using the maps f;, from Section 6.4. It is induced by the
maps Fp: Xy xG — X, xG, (x,8)— (gfn(x), g). We show in Section 6.8 that with
our choices these are uniformly bounded. The map “trans” is constructed in Section 7.

6.8 Squeezing
All claims made in Proposition 6.15 except part (i) admit fairly short proofs, which we

give in this section. Part (i) will be shown in Section 7.10

Proposition 6.15(iii) follows from the “squeezing theorem” [47, Theorem 10.1] and
the fact that nonconnective K —theory does not distinguish between finite and finitely
dominated objects [47, Remark 5.5]. Indeed, in the proof of Theorem 10.1 of [47], in
equation (21), a homotopy fiber sequence

(6.16) K~ (co’llim [ [ RE W. I (M. E)), h)
k=1

— K°(RE (W, I(Mp)n, E)), h) — K~°(RE (W, I (My)n, E)), h™)
is established for any sequence of metric spaces (My),. Then it is shown there

that, under the assumptions from Section 6.4 on (X, x G),, the first map is a weak
equivalence by proving that the last object is weakly contractible.

Let us discuss Proposition 6.15(ii) next. It suffices to show the following:

Lemma 6.17 The map (Fp)n: J (X5 X G)n, E) = J((Z5, X G)p, E) is a morphism
of coarse structures.

Proof By Lemma 6.12, it suffices to check that (Fy), is a uniformly expanding
sequence. Since the proof is fairly lengthy (though still straightforward), we give the
details.

Let us recall the definitions. The metric d, on X, x G was defined in Definition 6.10;
the metric 7 -d*' +dg on X, x G was chosen in Definition 6.7. Let o > 0.

Let n € N and (x, g), (y,h) € X5, X G. Suppose that d,, ((x, g), (y,h)) <a. To prove
that F}, is uniformly expanding we have to show that

n-d® (g fu (), hfu(»)) +dG (g, h) < B

for some B > 0 which is independent of 7.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



3362 N-E Enkelmann, W Liick, M Pieper, M Ullmann and C Winges

In fact, it suffices to show this for n > «. Then we have, by Definition 6.10,

o  ady, - néy
A, n+1"n+1

< 6p.

By definition of d,, we have dg(g,h) <« and dgn , A, ((x,g),(y,h)) < a. Hence,
there exist

e /eN,

® X0,...,X],Z20,...,2] € Xp,

° al,...,al,bl,...,bleS"
such that

(i) xo=x and z; = y;

(ii) gal_lbl .. .al_lbl =h;

(iii) for each 1 < i <[ there are elements rg,..., "y, S50,...,5, € S™ such that
ai = ry...r0, bj = s,...50 and, for some t1,...,t,,u1,...,uy € [0, 1],
Cn(rn,tn, ... t0, Zi—1) = Un(Sn, un, ..., S0, x;) holds;

(v) 1+ An-dx, (xi,21) <a.
This implies / < o and dx, (x;,z;) < /A, < §,. By Definition 6.10 of §,, this
implies del(fn (xi), fu(zi)) < %

We proceed by induction on /. For /[ = 0, we have g = h and dﬁl(fn (x), fa(y)) < %
For the induction step, with a; =ry, ...r¢ and by = s, ...59 we have

d* (g fu (). hfa (1))

=d""(gfu(x). ga7 b1 ...a by fu (1))

= dY(fu(x).ar by .. .a7 by fu (1))

< d" (fu(x0). fu(z0)) +d* (fu(20). a7 fu(Ta(rn, 1. 1,70, 20)))
+d" (faCalra 1o 1,70, 20)), fu(Calrms tus - 11,70, 20))
+d% (fu(CaCnottns 11,50, %1))s fu(TaCns 1,y 1,50, x1)))
+d (fu(Talsnr 1, 1,50, x1)), b1 fn(x1))
+d"(fu(x1), fu(z1)
+d"(fu(z1).az by ay by fa ().

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



On the Farrell-Jones conjecture for Waldhausen’s A—theory 3363

We give an estimate for each summand. We already know

4 (fax0). fa(zo) < . dE(fulxr). ful1)) < -

For the second summand, we have, by (6.5),

dY (fu(z0), a7t fu(Tn(ra. 1, 1,70, 20))) = d (a1 - fu(z0), fu(Tu(a1. 20)))
1

< =

— ’

n

and similarly for del(f(Fn (sn,1,...,1,50,x1)), blf(xl)). Furthermore, we have

A" (faClr. Lo 170, 20). u(Ta et 11,70, 20)) < =
A% o (Tt 101,50, 500 fo (Tl o Lo, X)) < 2
by (6.6). Finally, we choose the induction hypothesis to be
4" (faten).az b by () < D EL
Thus, we obtain
4% (g fu). () < 2FL
Since we also have dg (g, h) < «, we conclude that
n-d* (g fu () hfa () +dg (8. h) < 9a + 1. 0

6.9 Injectivity of the A -map

Now we show Proposition 6.15(iv). Namely, we have to show that A induces an
injective map on algebraic K—theory. Our argument is a straightforward adaptation
of the argument used in [55, Section 5]. As usual, we abbreviate 7, (K™°°(...)) by
Kn(...).
Lemma 6.18 The map

K (A) 0 Kp(inel): Kon(RE (W, J(E)), h) = K (RG (W, J(G)n, E)), h™)
is injective for each m > 0.

Proof The map Kp(incl): K (RE(W,J(E)). h) — Km(RS(W,J(E)),h) is an
isomorphism by [47, Remark 5.5]. Hence, we only have to show that K,,(A) is
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injective. To increase readability, we shorten Rde(W, ...) to R(...) in the following
commutative diagram:

Km(R(J(E)). h)

|a TR

En(TT™ R (E)). h) ™ Ky (R(I(G)n. E)). ) — Kn(RUI(G)n. ). ™)
l = l l_[nEN Pn
e% Km(RUI(E)). h) 2L HN Km(R(I(E)). h)

The middle row is exact due to the homotopy fiber sequence (6.16), where we abbrevi-
ated colimy, [, as ]_[ﬁ“. The left vertical map is an isomorphism, because algebraic
K —theory commutes with directed colimits and is compatible with finite products. The
map is defined using the projections onto the factors of the product. Note that after
projection on any 7, the middle column is the identity. A diagram chase finishes the
proof. O

6.10 Homotopy transfer reducible follows from strongly transfer
reducible

We can now prove Theorem 1.1(i) for hyperbolic and CAT(0)—groups.
In [55, Definition 3.1], Wegner defined when a group G is strongly transfer reducible

over a family F. As we will not need the precise definition here, we refer to loc. cit.
for the definition. We will use the definitions from Section 6.1.

Theorem 6.19 Let G be strongly transter reducible over F. Then G is homotopy
transter reducible over F and the Farrell-Jones conjecture 2.13 for A—theory with
coeftticients holds for G relative to F.

Proof Assume that G is strongly transfer reducible. We show it is homotopy transfer
reducible and apply Theorem 6.14.

According to [55, Proposition 3.6], there exists N € N such that there are, for every
neN,

(i) a compact, contractible metric space (X, dy) such that for every & > O there is
an e—controlled domination of X by an at most N —dimensional, finite simplicial
complex;

(i) a homotopy coherent G —action I" on X;
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(ili) a G—simplicial complex ¥ of dimension at most N whose isotropy is contained
in F;
(iv) a positive real number A ;

(v) a G-equivariant map ¢: G x X — X such that

1
n-d* (p(g.x). ¢(h.y)) < dsnna((g.x). (h.y))
holds for all (g, x), (h, y) € G x X, where G acts on the G —factor.

Fix n € N and choose X, I', ¥, A and ¢ as above. Define f := ¢|gyxx: X — 2.
Then we have, for all x € X and s € S,

n-d(f(C(s,x)),s- f(x)) = n-d* (p(e, T(s,x)), ¢ (s, x))
<dgnn,n((e.T(s.x)), (s, x))

<1.
Similarly, we find, for all x € X, sg,...,5, € S" and t1,...,t5,u1,...,uy € 1",

n .del(f(l—‘(sn’tn’ <550, .X)), f(F(Sn, Up, ... ,SO,X)))
=n 'dgl(w(e» C(sn,tn,...,80,x)),0(e, U'(sy,un,... ,so,x)))

S dSn,l’l,A((e’ F(Sn, tna e aSOa x))’ (ea F(S}‘h un, LI 7S07 x)))

<2.

Hence, G is homotopy transfer reducible over F and we can apply Theorem 6.14. O

Corollary 6.20 The Farrell-Jones conjecture 2.15 for A—theory with coefficients and
finite wreath products is true for hyperbolic and CAT(0)—groups.

Proof By [55, Example 3.2 and Theorem 3.4], finitely generated hyperbolic groups
as well as CAT(0)—groups are strongly transfer reducible with respect to the family of
virtually cyclic subgroups. Thus, these groups are homotopy transfer reducible over
the same family by Theorem 6.19. If a group is homotopy transfer reducible with
respect to F, then the wreath product G ? F' with a finite group F' is homotopy transfer
reducible over F? F. This follows as in [7, Section 5]; basically, one takes the F'—fold
product of X and ¥ and uses eg [47, Lemma 11.14] for the estimate. As the A—
theoretic Farrell-Jones conjecture with coefficients holds for virtually finitely generated
abelian groups [47, Proposition 11.9], the A-theoretic Farrell-Jones conjecture with
coefficients and finite wreath products holds for hyperbolic and CAT(0)—groups by the
transitivity principle [47, Proposition 11.2]. a
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7 The transfer: final part of the proof

We turn now to the construction of the transfer map whose existence was claimed
in the first part of Proposition 6.15(i). In the uncontrolled setting, these transfers are well
known and are induced by an appropriate pullback construction; see [35; 5, Appendix A]
for a description in the linear case, and [60, Section 2.4] for retractive spaces. Let X
be as in Definition 6.2, but suppose for simplicity that X carries a strict G —action. The
transfer we are considering is along the trivial bundle G x X — G, and therefore the
transfer amounts to taking the product with the fiber X. Since X is not a CW—-complex
and we require retractive spaces to have a CW-structure, we replace X by the geometric
realization ||S,(X)|| of its singular set.

Of course, this construction does not yet make sense in the controlled setting. A
controlled refinement of the linear transfer has been employed in [5; 6; 55]. Translated
to the world of CW—complexes, the main idea is to replace the singular set of X by
the subsimplicial set Sf (X) of singular simplices whose diameter is bounded by a
sufficiently small number §. It is a consequence of excision that this substitution does
not alter the homotopy type.

However, since G does not act isometrically on X, the simplicial set S (X) does not
carry a G —action. This is seemingly remedied by the fact that we chose a new metric
on G x X (Definition 6.8 and Lemma 6.9) and let G act only on the first coordinate of
G x X. Unfortunately, the problem has only been moved somewhere else. Unwinding
the definitions, one observes that if a cell ¢ is attached to a lower-dimensional cell ¢’
in a retractive space Y, we have little control over the distance of the cells ¢ x o
and ¢’ x o in the product Y x ||S f (X)||. The best we can show is that this distance
grows in a uniform fashion which only depends on the amount of bounded control Y
satisfies with respect to the G —coordinate of the control space; see Lemma 7.8 and
Corollary 7.9. This observation suggests the following solution: If we fix a bound on
both the dimension and the amount of bounded control of Y in terms of G, a controlled
version of ¥ x ||S(X)|| can be constructed in which the diameter of singular simplices
varies with the dimension of cells in Y. Since this forces us to take a product with a
different version of ||S¥(X)|| for each cell in ¥ and glue these products accordingly,
this construction is best expressed in the form of a coend (“‘balanced product”) over
the poset of cells of Y. We do this in Sections 7.2, 7.4 and 7.5.

The transfer construction sketched so far leaves us with two problems, which turn out to
have the same solution. First, the collection of controlled retractive spaces with a fixed
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bound on the amount of bounded control in terms of G is not closed under pushouts,
and hence does not form a Waldhausen subcategory of all controlled retractive spaces.
Second, while there is a candidate definition for extending the transfer construction
from objects to morphisms (see the proof of Proposition 7.20, where we do need this
construction), it is not functorial, essentially for the same reason that we could not take
the product of ¥ with one fixed ||S%(X)].

We avoid these problems by implementing an idea due to Arthur Bartels and Paul
Bubenzer: If we only consider morphisms which are cellwise O—controlled (which
essentially means that individual cells are not moved in terms of the G —coordinate;
see Definition 7.1 for the precise definition), pushouts along cofibrations preserve the
bounded control of retractive spaces (see Section 7.1), and the transfer construction
on morphisms becomes functorial (see Section 7.6). Moreover, restricting from the
category of all morphisms to the subcategory of cellwise O—controlled morphisms
makes no difference in K —theory (Proposition 7.2).

In order to verify that the functor we have constructed preserves weak equivalences,
we rely on the more general transfer construction on morphisms hinted at earlier
(Proposition 7.20). The resulting map on K —theory is essentially independent of the
choices we had to make (Proposition 7.19).

Finally, to ensure that the target of the transfer is not trivial due to an Eilenberg swindle,
we prove in Section 7.9 that the transfer preserves finiteness conditions imposed on the
objects; this is essentially guaranteed by the existence of arbitrarily controlled finite
dominations of X.

The final Section 7.10 summarizes the preceding discussion to show that the desired
transfer map exists.

7.1 The domain of the transfer

We now define the appropriate subcategories of cellwise O—controlled morphisms,
which will serve as the source of the transfer.

Let M be a metric space with a free, isometric G —action, and consider the category
RE(W,J(M, E)). For (Y,k) € RE(W,J(M, E)), let kps denote the composition of
the control map « with the projection map M x E x [1, oo[ — M.

Definition 7.1 Let f: (Y1,x1) — (Y2, x2) be a morphism in RE(W, J(M, E)). We
say that f is regular if the image of each open cell in Y; is either equal to an open cell
in Y or completely contained in W. That is, either f(inte) =inte’ or f(inte) C W.
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We say that f is cellwise O—controlled over M if f is regular and satisfies the property
that k1, p(e) = k2, m(f(e)) forall cells e € 0 Y7.

The composition of two morphisms which are cellwise O—controlled over M is again
cellwise O—controlled over M, so we can consider the subcategory
RE(W.J(M. E))o € RE (W, J(M. E))

which has the same objects as RfG (W,J (M, E)), but contains only those morphisms
which are cellwise O—controlled over M. The category RfG (W,J(M, E))o inher-
its cofibrations and weak equivalences from RfG (W,J(M, E)). It is a Waldhausen
subcategory of RtG (W, J(M, E)).

For o > 0, we may further restrict to the full subcategory
RE(W,J(M, E))g CRE(W,J(M, E))o

consisting only of those objects which are a—controlled over M, ie those (Y, k) such
that ka7 (¢ {e)) € Bg (kpg (e)) forevery cell e € o Y. (Recall that (e) denotes the smallest
subcomplex of Y containing e.) The category RfG (W,J(M, E))y also inherits the
structure of a Waldhausen category, as the pushout of o—controlled complexes along
cellwise O—controlled morphisms is again «—controlled.

Finally, we can filter RfG W, J(M, E))q by
REW,J(M, E))g0 SRE W, J(M,E))g1 C--- S REW,I(M, E))q.

where RfG (W,J(M, E))q,q denotes the full subcategory of RfG (W,J(M, E))y con-
taining those objects whose dimension is at most d . Note that

REW,J(M,E))g = colim REW,J(M, E))y.a,
as each object in RfG (W,J (M, E)) is finite-dimensional.
Proposition 7.2 There is a natural weak equivalence

hocolim K(REW,J(M, E))y.q) = K(RE (W, I (M, E))).

Proof We have R (W,J(M, E))o = colimy g RS (W,J(M,E))yq. Since K-
theory commutes with directed colimits, we obtain a natural weak equivalence

hocolim K(REW,J(M, E))g.q) = K(REW,I(M, E))o).
o,

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



On the Farrell-Jones conjecture for Waldhausen’s A—theory 3369

Now consider the inclusion functor RfG (W, J(M, E))y — R? (W, J(M, E)). We
show that Waldhausen’s approximation theorem [53, Theorem 1.6.7] applies.

The cylinder functor on RfG (W,J(M, E)) constructed in [47, Lemma 3.14] restricts
to a cylinder functor on RfG (W,J(M, E))o; in particular, the inclusion of the source is
always cellwise O—controlled. By definition, the inclusion functor satisfies the first part
of the approximation property. To verify the second part of the approximation property,
let f: Y1 — Y5 be an arbitrary morphism in RfG (W,J(M, E)). Then the factorization
of f via the cylinder functor Y; > M f = Y, decomposes f into a cellwise 0—
controlled morphism and a weak equivalence. So the approximation theorem implies
that the inclusion functor induces an equivalence on algebraic K —theory. a

Remark 7.3 The upshot of Proposition 7.2 is that we do not have to define a “global”
transfer functor on R? (W,J(E)). Instead, it suffices to define a transfer functor
trans®4: R?(W, J(E))g.a = (Rde(W, J((Xn X G)y, E)), hﬁn) on each subcategory
such that the induced diagrams on K —theory

o,d
K(RS (W.J(E))q.q.h) K (trans™) K (RS (W.J(Xn X G)p. E)). h")

l mjl,d+l)

K(REW,J(E))gt1.d+1,h)

are homotopy-commutative.

7.2 Balanced products of CW-complexes

We introduce a slight generalization of the balanced products discussed in [13] as a
means to define the transfer in Section 7.5.

Let W be a topological space and C a small category. A C—CW-complex relative W is
a functor Y from C to topological spaces such that Y(c) is a CW—complex relative W
and the morphisms in C are mapped to cellular maps relative W. A (relative) free
C—n—cell based at ¢, with ¢ € C, is a pair (1, dn) of C—-CW—complexes relative W,
where = C(c, =) x D" I W and dn=C(c,—) x S*~1 LI W. Attaching a free C—cell
n to Y means taking the pushout along a map dn — Y. Note that W itself defines a
(constant) covariant C—CW—complex relative W.

We say that Y is a free C—CW—complex relative W if it comes equipped with a
filtration W = sk_1(Y) Csko(Y) Csky(Y) C--- such that Y = colimy, sk, (Y) and
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for every n > 0 there exists a pushout in the category of C—CW-complexes relative W

( 1] Cleir—) x S"—l) W —— sky_1(Y)(-)

CR |

(L Cei, =y x DY) LW —— sku(¥)(-)
iel,
Hence, a free C-CW-complex arises by attaching free C—cells. The set of free C—n—
cells is in bijection with 7, . Note that the attaching map of a C—n—cell based at ¢ is the
same as a map S” ! — sk,_1(Y)(c), hence we can consider 1 as a map D" — Y(c).

Let Y be a covariant C—CW-complex relative W and X: C°* — CW-COMPLEXES
be a contravariant C—-CW-complex. Define the reduced balanced product X AcY as
the pushout

XXCW%XXCY

| J

*ch%X/(cY

where X denotes the balanced product from [13]. If C is connected, we have
xXeW=W.

Proposition 7.4 Let X be a contravariant C—space, Y a covariant C—CW-complex
relative W and Z a space relative x X¢ W. There is a natural homeomorphism

hom**<% (X A Y, Z) 2 hom?*<" (¥, hom(X, Z)).

Here, hom(X, Z) is a covariant C—space relative x x¢ W via the inclusion that sends a
point w € % x¢ W based at ¢ € C to the constant map X(c) — {w} € Z, hom; "
denotes the natural transformations which are relative x x¢ W, and hom**<% denotes

just the set of maps relative * x¢ W.
Proof By definition, a map X K¢ Y — Z is the same as three compatible maps from
xXe W «— X xeW — X xcY to Z. Using that hom(X x¢ Y, Z) is isomorphic to

home (Y, hom(X, Z)), the result is easy to deduce. a

It follows that X K.Y commutes with colimits in the “Y ”—variable. We can therefore
determine the cell structure of X K¢ Y. The attachment of a free C—n—cell n to ¥
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gives a pushout X A¢ n(—) Ux .95 Y. Now

X Aenz=((X xcClc,—))x D") L (x x¢ W) = (X(c) x D") L (x x¢ W)
and similarly for dn. First, this gives a filtration on X A Y, namely
(7.5) - CX Kesky—1(Y) S X Keskp(Y) S -+

Second, as X(c¢) is a CW—complex, we can now read off the cell structure of X A¢Y:

Proposition 7.6 (cf[13, Lemma 3.19(2)]) Let Y be a free covariant C—CW-complex
relative W and X a contravariant C—-CW-complex.

Then X A¢Y is a CW—complex relative x xX¢ W, and there is a canonical identification
o(X KeY) ={(&,n)|nisatfree C—cell based at ¢ and & € ¢ X(c)}.

Let (§,n) € o(X K¢ Y). If ®: D? - X(c) and V¥: C(c,—) x D9 — Y(-) are
characteristic maps for & and 7, respectively, then

D? x D9 — X KcY, (a,b)w [®(a),¥(id.,b)],
is a characteristic map for (€, 7).

Let (£,7n),(§'.1) € (X AcY) be two cells, with n based at ¢ and 1’ based at ¢’.
Then (§,n) C ((¢',n')) if and only if there exists a morphism y: ¢ — ¢’ such that
v« S (1) S Y(c) and § S (y*§') € X(c).

In greater generality, (7.5) gives a filtration for an inclusion Y7 < Y, of C—spaces
in which Y5 is obtained from Y; by the attachment of free C—cells. This observation
allows us to translate the constructions for geometric modules to CW—complexes.

Let us conclude this section with a short remark about functoriality of the balanced
product construction. In addition to the obvious functoriality properties, we have the
following: Let X be a contravariant and Y be a covariant C—space. Let F: D — C be
a functor. Then there is an induced map

i F*X xp F*Y — X xc Y, [d,x,y]—[F(d),x,y].

This map is functorial in the sense that ¢ g, F, = tF, F, for any two composable functors
Fi and F». In particular, if F: C =>C is an automorphism of the indexing category,
then ¢r is an isomorphism.
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7.3 Conventions

For the following sections, fix the following data:

(1) Natural numbers o, d € N and a natural number n > max{d + 1, o}.
(i1)) A natural number N € N.

(iii) A compact and contractible metric space (X, dy) such that for every ¢ > 0
there is an e—controlled domination of X by an at most N —dimensional, finite
simplicial complex.

(iv) A homotopy coherent G —action I" on X .

(v) A positive real number A.

As before, we consider X x G equipped with the metric dg» , A + dg .

74 Y asa oy Y-CW-complex and a (¢4 Y)?—CW-complex from X

Let (Y,x) € Rfc(W, J(E))q,q- If c€ oY isacell of Y, we will frequently need to
refer to the G —component of x(c); we denote this by «g(c).

Define a relation < on the set of cells ¢ Y by saying that ¢ < ¢’ if and only if ¢ C (¢’).
Then ¢ Y forms a poset under the relation <. We define ¢ Y as the category given
by this poset, where we add an additional initial object (which corresponds to W'). The
complex Y itself gives rise to a covariant ¢ ¥ -CW-complex (relative W) Cy by
setting

Cy (c) :={c)

and sending a morphism ¢ < ¢’ to the obvious inclusion (c) < (c¢’). Observe that
Cy 1is a free ¢4 Y —-CW-complex; the set of free ¢4 Y —cells of Cy is in canonical
bijection with the cells of Y. Note that a cellwise O—controlled map Y — Y’ gives rise
to a functor ¢4+ Y — o4 Y. Last, each cell in ¢4 Y has a dimension |c|, where we
assign the initial object the dimension —1.

The metric space X gives rise to a contravariant ¢4 Y -CW-complex, but the con-
struction is more involved. We mimic the construction used in [55], but do not pass
to the cellular chain complex. Instead, we simply stick with the space of controlled
simplices.
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In the first step, we pass from the homotopy-coherent G —action I' on X to an honest
G —action on a closely related space. This is accomplished by strictifying the homotopy-
coherent diagram I'; see [S1, proof of Proposition 5.4]. Define M T" to be the space

MT = (]_[ G*1 x [0, 1] XX)/N,
k>0

where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by

(Vk415 ks -5 Y2, X) if y1 =e,

Vkt10-- - tilim1,0 ., Y1, X) if yj=e2=<i=<k,
()/k-i-l’tk?yk""’yl’x)'\' . .

(Vk41>-+ > Vit1Vise s V1, X) if ;, =1,1<i <k,

Vk+1+---Yi+1. T Win.ooy1,x)) if 3, =0,1<i <k.
Then G acts on M T by
g'[y?tk’yk""’yhx] = [gy’tk,)/k,---,ylax]-

We have amap X — MT via x + [e, x]. Let R: MT — X be the retraction induced
by I'; explicitly, R([y, tk, Yk»---» V1. X)) = T, tke, ks - - - » V1, X) . Using the axioms
of a homotopy-coherent action from Definition 6.1, one checks this is a well-defined
map. The homotopy

H: MT x[0,1] > MT,
7.7)
s ties Vies - - y1, x)u) = e u, Yotk Vies - -+ Y10 X,

then shows that X is a strong deformation retract of M T".
The space M T" comes with a filtration by subspaces M 'l where we set
MUY = {le.tg. yk. .. y1.x] € MT |k <1 yi € Br(e)}

For § > 0, define S f (MT!T) to be the subsimplicial set of the singular simplicial set
S.(MT!") containing those singular simplices o: Al°l — MT5" which fulfill

diamy xg (R0 0)(Al7) x {e}) < 6,

where diameters in X X G are taken with respect to the metric dg» , A . Note that
we could replace e by any other group element without changing the diameter, as the
metric is G —invariant.

Finally, we can define the contravariant ¢4 Y -CW-complex S;";,: Let

8 :=4(d+1-k) and [f:=d+1-k.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



3374 N-E Enkelmann, W Liick, M Pieper, M Ullmann and C Winges

Typically, we will omit d from the notation. On objects, we set
.d . § ¢ cls
Sy (€)= S M Ty,

where |c| denotes the dimension of the cell ¢ and ||—|| is fat geometric realization,
ie the realization after forgetting the degeneracies. Note that we have the canonical
inclusion ¢ of S% X, Y(c’ ) into ||S,(MT%)||. The latter has an honest G —action. For a
morphism ¢/ — ¢ =c¢ < ¢’ in (¢4 Y)P define Sa o4 y (¢ — ¢) as the factorization of

s}’}’fi (' =)=k () kg (") 1er(-)

over (.. We have to check that it is well defined, ie that it actually factors. We require
the following observation:

Lemma 7.8 Let [e,1p,...,y1,x] € MT!®. Suppose that | <n and o < n. Let
h € By(e). Then

dsnpa(R([M 1y, ....y1.x].8), (R([e. tp, ..., y1.x]). gh)) <2

forall g € G.

Proof Note that b < n. We use the definition of the metric. Let xog = z¢9 =
', ty,vp,...,v1,Xx), X1 =2z1 = x and xp = zo = ['(e,tp, Vp,...,V1,X). Fur-
thermore, we set a1 = e, by =hyp...Y1, d2 = yp ... Y1 and by = e. Now we can
estimate

dSn’n,A((F(h,l‘b, Yoy )/l,x)»g)’ (F(evtb’ Yoy Vl,x)»gh))
<2+ A-dx(C(h.ty.¥ps....v1.X). T(h,tp, yp. ..., y1.X))
+A-dx(x,x)+A-dx(T(e,tp,yp,...,v1,x), L(e,tp, Ybs. .-, Y1, X))
=2. O

Corollary 7.9 Assume o <n and d +1 <n. Then the functor 8‘;(’3[,: (¢4 Y)P - CW
is well defined.

Proof Since M T carries an honest G —action, functoriality will be clear as soon as
we have convinced ourselves that S 4 Xy is well defined on morphisms. Let ¢ — ¢ be
a morphism in (¢ Y)°? and o € S, it (MThe'®) . We only need to check nonidentity
morphisms. Hence, we assume |c¢’| > |c| + 1. Let [e, 3, ¥p, ..., ¥1,X] be a point
in the image of o. By definition, we have b < /|| and y; € By(e) for all i. Set
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Ye,o! 1= kG (c) kg (¢'). Note that y. . € By(e) since Y is a—controlled over G.
Then we obtain

)/C,C/' [eatb7 Vb, .. 'v)/17x] = [yC,C/’tba)/b’ LI ’ylvx]

=le, 1, Ve.c'sths Vbs---s V1, X] € MThe+1® < pprhese
Hence, y. -0 is a singular simplex in MThere
Let [e, ll/w y];,, ..., y1. ] be another point in the image of o. Then
R(ye,er-lesth, Vbs - s V1, X]1) =T Ve, s 1o Vs - - -5 Y1, %),
and similarly for [e, t];,, 7’1/7/’ ..., ¥1. X']. We calculate

dsnn AT Ve stp Voo V1.X),kG () (C(Verer sty Vi - V1 X)) kG (€)))
<dsn u AT Ve, th V- ¥1.X),kG (¢)). (C(e.tp, Vpo- ... v1.X) kG (¢')))
+dsnn A (Tt Vb, v1.2).kG (), (T(esty Voo v1. X)) kG (1))
+dsnn a (et Vi 71.X)k6 () (T (Yerer sty Vs 1. X) kG (€)))
<248 +2
=4(d+1-(|c'|-1))
=4(d+1—[c]) =,
where we used Lemma 7.8 for the second inequality. This shows that multiplication
by Ve, indeed defines a map

Yee' = Sf‘c/'(MFllf’"“) — sdel ey

So the functor S)a(’j/ is well defined. i

7.5 The transfer on objects

Recall that by our assumptions in Section 7.3 we have « <n and d + 1 <n.

Definition 7.10 The transfer trans;’d (Y) of Y with respect to X is defined to be
trans;’d (Y):= S)a(’,‘; Aoypv Cy.

If o, d or both of them are understood, we abbreviate trans;’d (Y) to transsi((Y),
transy (Y') or transy (Y'), respectively.
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Since Cy is a free o4+ Y -CW-complex, the space transy (Y) is a CW—-complex relative
W by Proposition 7.6. The natural transformatlon S X‘)i, — * to the constant functor
with value the one-point space induces a map SX y Rop¥Cy = * Ko,y Cy =V of
CW-complexes relative W. We regard S’ X, Y Ao,y Cy as aretractive space via this
map.

We equip transy (Y) with a G—action as follows. Observe that G acts on the indexing
category ¢4 Y ;let ug: ¢4+ Y — ¢4 Y denote the functor induced by the action of
g € G. The action of g on Y induces a natural isomorphism Cy = Cy o Mg, and
hence a cellular homeomorphism

,d =~ ,d
Tg: Sf)x(’Y /<<>+ Y CY _)S;,Y /<O+ Y (CY oﬂg)-

Observing that 8;’3[, olg = S;’,”}l,, we obtain from the functoriality of A,y in
Section 7.2 a cellular homeomorphism

,d ,d x~ ,d
bing: S?(,Y Ko, v (Cyopug) = (S?(’Y oug) Koy (Cy opg) —> Sl;(,y Aoy v Cy.
Define the action map of g € G as the composition
g+— =1y, oTg: transy(¥) =5 transy (V).

Explicitly, this map is given by g -[c, x, y] — [gc, x, gy], and defines a group action
by cellular homeomorphisms.

Again by Proposition 7.6, we have a canonical identification
otransy (Y) = {(0.¢) | c € 0 ¥, 0 € S, (MT 1)),

which translates the G —action on the set of cells of transy (Y) to g- (o, ¢) = (o, gc).
Hence, transy (Y) is a free G—-CW-complex.

Continuing to use the above identification of ¢ transy (Y'), we define a control map for
transy (Y'): Let B, denote the barycenter of the standard p—simplex. Then set

transy (k): otransy (Y) - X xG x E x[l,00[, (0,¢) = ((Ro0)(B5)). k(C)).

Lemma 7.11 The pair (transy (Y), transy («)) is an object in RS (W, J (X x G, E))
which is («+389+2)—controlled over X x G.

Proof By construction, the labeled G—-CW-complex (transy (Y'), transy (k)) satisfies
the G —continuous control condition. It also has the correct support, since X is compact.
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So it is only necessary to check that it satisfies bounded control over X x G. Let (o, ¢)
and (o’, ¢’) be cells such that (o, c¢) € ((6”,c’)). By Proposition 7.6, this is equivalent
to the conditions ¢ C (¢) and o C (kg(c) kg (c')o’) € ||S§'C'(MFI|C|’“)||. Set
Yeor := kg (c) Ykg(c'). Then we have
dsn n,A((transy (k) (o, ¢), transy (k) (0, ¢))
=dsn 0, A ((Ro0)(Blo)), kG (c)), (Rod")(Blor)), kG (c")))
<dsnn,A((Ro0)(Bls)), k6 (€)), (RoVe,cr0")(Blor)), kG (€)))
+dsn n A (R0 Ve, 0")(Bio)), k6 (c)), (Roa")(Blor)), kG ()
< 8| +2 =60 +2,

where the last inequality follows from our assumption and Lemma 7.8. Using

dg (kg (c). kG (<) =,

we conclude that (transy (Y), transy (k)) is (e¢+38p+2)—controlled over X x G. O

7.6 The transfer on cellwise 0—controlled morphisms

In the next step, we extend the assignment (Y, «) +— (transy (Y), transy (x)) to a
functor R?(W, J(E))g.a — ROEW,J(X xG,E)). Let f: (Y1,k1) = (Y2,k2) be a
morphism in RfG (W,J(E))q,q- Since f is aregular map, we have an induced functor
oy f1 04 Y] — o4 Yo, which is compatible with the G —actions. (G acts trivially on
the initial object.) Define a natural transformation C: Cy, — Cy, c o4 f by

Cre: Cy,(0) = {e) L5 £((e) = (f(©)) = (Cr, 0 04 £)().
Define a natural transformation S Iz S;’fél — S;’,‘Ii/z ooy f by
S pet ST Tl < ] (T

Then transy ( /) is defined as the composition

a,d Sphorn G a,d
Sx'y, Koy 11 Cry ———> (Sx'y, © (04 /) Koy v, Cry 0 (04 )

Lo 1) d
———> S(;(’,Y2 /<<>+ Y, Cy,.
Lemma 7.12 This defines a functor

transy: RE (W, J(E))q.a — REW,J(X x G, E))o.
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Proof To see that the construction of transy ( f) is functorial, it is best to translate the
above formalism again into an explicit mapping rule. Concretely, transy () is given
by [c,x,y]+—[f(c), x, f(¥)], and functoriality becomes obvious.

We also need to check that transy (f) is a controlled map. It suffices to consider
bounded control over X x G. Note that transy (/) is regular as f and S £ are regular.
Hence, it is enough to compute, for (o, ¢) € ¢ transy (Y1),

dsn n,A (transy (k1)(0, ¢), transy (k2) (transy (£ )(0, ¢))) + dg (k1,6 (¢). k2,6 (f(¢)))
=dsn n,A((Ro0)(Bis)): k1,6 (0)). (R0 0)(Big)). k2,6 (f(c)))) +0
=0.

So transy (/) is in fact cellwise O—controlled over X x G. Hence, we have defined a
functor transy: R?(W, J(E))a,a — RE(W,J(X x G, E))y. a

Remark 7.13 One can adapt the constructions presented in this paper to chain com-
plexes over geometric modules to obtain a linear transfer. The linearization map, which
assigns to a CW—complex its cellular chain complex, translates our transfer functor
into its linear counterpart.

Moreover, the natural inclusion of geometric modules into chain complexes makes these
constructions compatible with the transfers defined in [5; 6; 55]. Thus, the transfer for
geometric Z[G]-modules corresponds to our construction restricted to 0—dimensional
CW-complexes.

7.7 Transferring cofibrations

Our next aim is to show that the transfer is a functor of categories with cofibrations. Since
the cofibrations under consideration are essentially inclusions of CW-subcomplexes,
it comes as no surprise that this result relies on an analysis of the CW—-structure of
transy (Y).

Let (Y,x) € R? (W, J(E)) as before. It defines a ¢ ¥ -CW—complex Cy relative W.
Let B €Y be a subcomplex. We get a ¢4 ¥ -CW—complex C? relative W by setting
Cf(c) :={c) N B. As before, colim,_ y CB~B.

Let A C B C Y be subcomplexes. Assume that B arises from A by attaching cells n;
for i € I. From Section 7.2 we get a pushout diagram
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w
Lier dm ——¢§

| l

w
]_[iel i —™ C)L’?

in ¢4 Y —-CW—complexes relative W. This becomes a pushout diagram in retractive
spaces if we equip everything with the retractions into W arising from Y. Now,
S;")i, Ao, v (=) commutes with pushouts, so we get the following result:

Lemma 7.14 There is a pushout diagram

,d w .d
Sxy Korv (Uies dm) —— Sy Koy v ey

d % d
S¥y Kory (e m) —— S¥y Koy v CF

in RG(W,J (X x G, E)). Here the coproducts on the left are disjoint unions over W.
As these are cells, the space on the lower left is isomorphic to

B\Li'l ld a .
[ Jais. " (e x pleily 1w,
iel

when n; is a cell based at c;, and similarly for the upper left. |

This enables us to do inductive arguments over the cells in Y. Note thatif A C Y isa
subcomplex, we can interpret A as a ¢4 A-CW-complex, or as ¢4 ¥ -CW-complex.
We can define the transfer also for 4 as a ¢4 ¥ —-CW—complex, and it is canonically
isomorphic to Definition 7.10.

Lemma 7.15 The functor transy preserves the zero object, cofibrations and admissible
pushout diagrams, ie it is a functor of categories with cofibrations.

Proof Let f: (Y1,x1) > (Y2,k2) be a cofibration in R?(W, J(E))q,q- Without
loss of generality, we can assume that Y5 is obtained from Y; by attaching free G—
cells, and that f is the inclusion of the subcomplex Y7 into Y. Then it follows from
Lemma 7.14 and interpreting Y; as a ¢4 Y2—CW-complex that transy ( f) is also a
cofibration. For the same reason, transy preserves all relevant pushout squares. Last,
it maps the zero object W to W. a
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7.8 The transfer on general morphisms and weak equivalences

Next, we construct natural transformations between our transfer functors for various
indices. Once we have shown that they are weak equivalences, it follows that the
diagram in Remark 7.3 is homotopy-commutative. In addition, these enter the proof
that trans®4 preserves weak equivalences.

Definition 7.16 Let o’ > o and d’ > d satisfying n > max{d’ + 1,a’}. Then both

o,d o ,d’ . . o,d o,d’
Sy'y and Sy 'y are defined and give rise to transfer functors transy’™ and transy ™ .

7 /
For every (Y,«x) € RfG (W,J(E))q,a - there is a natural transformation S;’j, — S;”{,i

which is given at ¢ € ¢4 Y by the obvious inclusion
8 d sd d’
S I M T )| < |82 (M ).
Hence, we obtain an induced natural morphism
o, ,d,d’

4 4
Py : trans‘;(’d (Y) — trans} A (y).

Lemma 7.17 Let § > 0. Consider X as a subspace of M 'S via the embedding
X > [e, x]. There exists a §—controlled strong deformation retraction
H: | SU M) x [0,1] — || ST (MT)]
onto ||S3(X)].
Proof There is a (topological) inclusion
i+ [|SI(MT) ] x [0.1] - |ST(MT"* x [0, 1))

which maps each prism A? [0, 1] to its canonical triangulation. The strong deformation
retraction from (7.7) restricts to a strong deformation retraction

H': MT! x[0,1] > MT"S
of MT!S onto X, which is given by
H'([e,tx, Vs -y, Xu) i= e, u T, Vies - - - » Y1, X).
It has the property that R o H'(m,u) = R(m), so
diamy xg{(Ro H'(m,u),g) |ue[0,1]} =0
for all m € MT! and g € G. Hence, H' induces a map

HL: |SEMTE x [0, 1) — S M T
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Then H := HJ oi is a strong deformation retraction onto ||S3(X)||. As the target is
d—controlled, H is §—controlled. O

Corollary 7.18 Let § >0, [ <[’ and s <s’. Then the canonical inclusion map
1SS (MTES)|| < |SEMTY")| is a 28 —controlled homotopy equivalence (with
respect to dsn p A ).

Proof Lemma 7.17 yields homotopy equivalences ||S:s X)|| = ||S§ (M rks )|| and
1S3 (X)|| < 1SS (MT?5")|| which are §—controlled. Since the triangle

1SS — 1SS (MTEs))|

~ |

|sZmMT"))|
commutes, the result follows. O
Proposition 7.19 The morphisms p‘;’“/’d’d/ are weak equivalences.
Proof We prove that p‘;,’a/’d’d/ is a weak equivalence for all Y € RfG (W, J(E))a,q

by induction over the dimension of Y. For (—1)—dimensional objects, which is the
start of the induction, the claim is trivial. For the induction step, we apply Lemma 7.14
to see that the inclusion of the p—skeleton into the (p+1)—skeleton induces a pushout

,d w d
S?(,Y /<<>+ Y (]_[CGOP+1 Y aC) - S;’Y /<<>+ Y Skp(CY)

| |

,d /4 .d
S?(,Y /<°+ Y (]—[ceop-H Y C) SaX,Y /<<>+ Y Skl’"‘l(CY)

in RfG (W, J(X x G, E))g. The lower-left corner is, again by Lemma 7.14, identified
as ;
8.
LI s ertiey)x plehy uw,

CEOp41 Y

and similarly for the upper corner, with D!¢! replaced with dD ¢! There is an analogous
pushout square with @ and d replaced by o’ and d’, respectively. Moreover, the former
square maps to the latter via the transformation p?’“l’d’d/. On the left-hand side this is
identified with the canonical inclusion maps. This transformation is a weak equivalence
on the top-right corner of the diagram by the induction hypothesis, and it is a 28, 41—

controlled homotopy equivalence on the top-left and bottom-left corners combining
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Corollary 7.18 and Lemma 7.21 below. Hence, the gluing lemma implies that it is also
a weak equivalence on the bottom-right corner. This finishes the induction step and
finite-dimensionality of Y proves the claim. a

In order to show exactness, we will need that the transfer maps h—equivalences to
hfi" —_equivalences later. The following proposition implies this.

Proposition 7.20 Let f be a weak equivalence in RfG (W,J(E))q,q which is an
o’ —controlled homotopy equivalence over G. Suppose that n > max{d + 2, «,a’}.

Then transy ( f) is a controlled homotopy equivalence.

Proof To show the proposition, we exploit the fact that maps which are not cellwise
O—controlled over G can also be transferred, but in a less functorial fashion. Let
(Y1, x1) and (Y2, k2) be objects of RfG(W, J(E))q,qa-and f: Y1 — Y3 be an arbitrary
map in ’RfG (W,J(E)). Choose o’ > 0 such that f is o’—controlled over G. We
construct an induced map

transy o (f): trans;’d Y1) — trans?a"{a’a hd+1 (Ys).

To define transy q/(f), consider first a single cell ¢ € ¢4 Y;; denote by 75, the
corresponding ¢4 Y;—n—cell of Cy,. We define the function

§ ax{a,a'},d+1
te: ||S.|C|(Mrl|c|,05)|| Koy vy Ne = S;‘d;ia o'} Koy %> Crs,

(x,y) = [supp(f(¥), vy - x, F(D)],
where supp( f(y)) denotes the support of f(y), ie the unique open cell supp( f(y))

of Y5 such that f(y) € supp(f(y)), and y§ := 2,6 (supp(f(¥)) ™ k1,6(c). We will
glue the different 7. together to get the transfer for f.

Let us check that the target space is large enough that #.(x, y) is contained in it: Recall
that yy - x is defined via the G-action which [|S.(MT')| inherits from MT". Since
f is a’—controlled, we have ¥y € Bas(e). Therefore, we can regard multiplication
with yJ as a map M Ther® s pphertlmadeso} 1y addition, M Ther+lmaxae’} g
contained in M [upcroyitlmaxiea’} g [supp(f(¥)), ¥y - x, f(y)] defines a point
in the target space.

We need to check that 7. is continuous. It suffices to show continuity on finite sub-
complexes. These are metrizable, so it is enough to show that 7. is sequentially
continuous. Let (x;, y;); be a convergent sequence in ||S§'”'(MFZ|C|’°‘)|| X 1 with
limit point (x, y). As f is continuous, f(y;) converges against f(y). Hence, S :=
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{supp(f(y;)) | [ € N} is a finite set, and we can assume that for each s € S there are
infinitely many / such that supp( f(y;)) =s. We treat the s individually and restrict to
the corresponding subsequence. If s happens to be equal to supp(f(y)), then yy = yy,
and continuity follows. Otherwise, f(y) must still lie in the closure of the cell s, ie

supp(f(y)) € (s). Hence,

[supp(f(¥)), vy - x, f(¥)]
= [supp(/ (7)), k2,6 (supp(f (1))~ k2,6 ($)k2,6 () "' k1,6()x, f()]
= [s.12,6(5)k1,6(c)x, F(V)],

and continuity becomes obvious.

Suppose now that ¢ <¢" in ¢ Y. For y € (c) and x € ||S:S“'/'(MF1IC’I’“)||, we obtain

ter(x. ) = [supp(f (). vy x. f(V)]
= [supp(f (1)), k2,6 (supp(f () ™ k1,6 ()rer,6 (€)™ ren, 6 (¢)x, £(3)]
= te(k1,6(c) k1,6 (c)x. y).
Therefore, the collection {t.}.coy, induces a continuous, cellular map relative W,

transy o/ (f): trans;’d (Y1) — tlrans;?ax{‘x’O‘/}’d+1 (Y2).

Using Lemmas 7.8 and 7.11, it is not hard to show that the map transy o/ (f) is
(max{c, o'} +a’+8¢+4)—controlled over X x G, as n > «’. Note that for cellwise 0—
controlled maps, transy o’ ( f') agrees with the previous defined transfer from Section 7.6.
The only reason we increased d is the argument which follows; it was not needed in
the construction so far.

Suppose now that f: (Y1,x1) — (Y2, k2) is a weak equivalence in RfG(W, J(E))a,q
which is o’ —controlled over G as a homotopy equivalence, ie its inverses and the
homotopies are o’—controlled over G. Then there exists some «’—controlled map
f_ : (Ya,k2) — (Y1,k1) such that f_ f and f f_ are o’ —controlled homotopic to the
identity. Consider the diagram

a.d trans;’d (f) wd
transy™ (Y1) — > transyp? (¥2)
trans, -7
o,max{o,a’},d,d+1 o’ (f2 - a,max{a,o’},d,d+1
Y, T v
-
/ 7
transy™ M (1) transy™ (M (1)
trans}n;ax{a,o/},d+l (f)
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in which the outer square commutes. The vertical maps pa omax{esahd d 1 g i 1,2

are weak equivalences by Proposition 7.19. We claim that the two triangles involving
the dashed diagonal map transg, o’ ( f) commute up to controlled homotopy. If this is
true, it follows that trans?(’d (f) is a weak equivalence.

Let h: Y1 N[0, 1] —> Y | be an o’ —controlled homotopy from f f to idy, . Note that
transy o ( f)o trans ( f) =transy o/ ( £ f). Since n > d + 2, we can apply trans?(’d
also to Y1 X [0, 1] and consider the controlled map

transy ¢/ (h): trans (Y1 X[0,1]) — transmaX{a o} d+1(Y1).

The domain of this map is not equal to trans)oé’ (Y1) A [0, 1], but it is contained in
trans;’d (Y1) 2 [0, 1] as a controlled strong deformation retract. This follows by an
induction argument similar to Proposition 7.19. Essentially, we can construct both
objects as the balanced products over ¢4 (Y7 X [0, 1]) and use that the inclusion
| S8t (M Ther )| — || S8t (M Thel+1:2)| is a controlled deformation retraction
by Corollary 7.18 and Lemma 7.21. The retraction induces the required controlled
homotopy.

The argument for the second triangle is analogous. a

7.9 Restricting the target category

Now we show that the transfer functor factors over the full subcategory of finitely dom-
inated objects. The following result was already used in the proof of Proposition 7.20.

Lemma 7.21 Let (M, d) be a metric space.

(i) Let 6 > 0. The natural inclusion map ||S:s (M)|| = ||Se(M)|| is a homotopy
equivalence.

(i) Let 0 <8 <4§'. Then the inclusion map ||SS(M)| — ||SS' (M) is a §' —controlled
homotopy equivalence (with respect to the metric on M, labeling simplices by
the image of their barycenter).

(iii) Suppose | K| is the realization of an ordered (abstract) simplicial complex K
and suppose that p: |K| — M is a continuous map. Let k: © K — M be the
labeling sending a cell (ie simplex) to the image of its barycenter under p. Let
§>0. Let S5(|K|, p) denote the (semi)simplicial set of all singular simplices
o in |K| such that the diameter of p oo is at most §.
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If the characteristic maps of all simplices of K lie in S¥(|K|, p), then the
canonical map |K| — ||SS(|K|, p)| is a §—controlled homotopy equivalence
(measuring control in M via p).

Proof The proof proceeds in analogy to [6, Lemma 6.7]. The first part follows directly
from an appropriate formulation of excision, eg [22, Theorem 4.6.9].

For the second part, let A be the poset of closed subsets of X, considered as a category.
Then the A-CW-complex Sj given by

S3(4) =SS

is a free A—CW—complex, whose free cells are of the form hom 4(a (Al°l), —) x D!
since o[|S3(A)]| = [, es3(x) homa(o (A7), 4). Since both [|S5(A)]| < [IS.(4)]
and ||S§/(A)|| — ||S.(A4)| are homotopy equivalences for every A € A, so is the
inclusion ||SS(A4)| < |IS f/(A)H. Hence, the natural transformation Sj — Sj/ isa
homotopy equivalence of (free) A-CW-complexes by [13, Corollary 3.5]. This in
particular means that there is an inverse map, compatible with the structure map, as
well as compatible homotopies. It is easy to check that such a map has the right control.

The third claim follows by similar reasoning, substituting the poset of subcomplexes
for the poset of closed subsets. a

Lemma 7.22 Suppose that (X, dx) admits a finite e—domination. Then || Sf(M rhey|
is 46+6Ae—dominated over X x G (with respect to the metric dsn , A ).

Proof By Lemma 7.17, the complex [|S¥(X)| is a —controlled strong deformation
retract of || S3 (M T!®)| . Choose an appropriate controlled retraction r.

Pick an e—domination of X by a finite simplicial complex |K]|, ie a sequence of maps
X - |K|Z> X together with a homotopy h: m o1 2~ idy, and such that the diameter,
measured with respect to the original metric dxy on X, of h(x, [0, 1]) is at most & for
every x € X. Then the given domination induces maps

1SS (X)|| 2> | SET2Ae(| K|, m) || 5 || S3T2A8 (X)),

where similarly to Section 7.4 we measure distances of points in |K| via 7. These
are maps of labeled complexes over X x G : Pick an arbitrary group element g € G.
Then we label simplices o in S (X) or S5+24¢(X) by (0(Bjs|), &) and simplices o
in $3+24¢(|K|, ) by ((0(Bjo))). &) (see Lemma 7.17 and Corollary 7.18).
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Choose an iterated barycentric subdivision K’ of K such that the characteristic
map of each simplex of K’ is a simplex in S$72A¢(|K|, x); note that K’ is or-
dered if we subdivide at least once. Since |K’| is then naturally a subcomplex of
§3+24¢(|K | ), we endow it with the induced control map. The canonical inclusion
i |K'| — ||85+t28(|K|, )| is a (§+2A&)—controlled homotopy equivalence over
X x G by Lemma 7.21. Choose an appropriate controlled homotopy inverse p.

Finally, the inclusion || S5 (X)|| < ||S$T242(X)|| is a (§4+2A&)—controlled homotopy
equivalence by Lemma 7.21; let f be an appropriate controlled homotopy inverse.

Then
1SS (MTH) | L5 (IS8 (X)|| 2 | S5F2A8 (1K, ) | 2> | K|

and
K| |ISEF2AE( K| )| 225 | SEP2A8 () | Lo 182 ()| < IS (T

yield the desired domination of ||S:s (X)|l; from the previous control estimates we see
that there is a (46+6A¢&)—controlled homotopy between the composition of these two
maps and the identity on ||S$(MT5H®)]. a

Proposition 7.23 Suppose that (X, dx) admits a finite e —domination for every ¢. Let
Y, k) € RfG(W, J(E))a,qa- Then transy (Y, k) is controlled finitely dominated, ie it
defines an object in jo(W, J(X x G, E)). We can choose the control estimate to be
independent of the constants A and n from the metric.

Proof We prove the claim by induction on the dimension of Y. The case of a (—1)—
dimensional object is trivial and provides the start of the induction.

For the induction step, we use Lemma 7.14 to obtain a pushout square

Sd
L (IS4 (MTlr+09)| x aplely T w

CECp41 Y

S§5 Aoy v skp(Cy)

J

84 d
L (87 (MT )| x Dlehy T w 844 Koy v skp1(Cy)

cE€Op 1Y

in RE(W,J (X xG, E)).

By the induction hypothesis, the object at the top-right corner of this square is
finitely dominated. Thus, we only need to find a controlled finite domination for
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I S.Sp (M [lp+1 )|, as Y itself is (locally) finite. By Lemma 7.22, such a domination
indeed exists.

Note that the same bound works if we increase n, and we can choose & to be % Then

the estimate of the metric does not depend on n and A, which finishes the proof. O

Finally, we show that, after forgetting the labeling in X, the transfer does not alter the
homotopy type of a given object.

Proposition 7.24 Let P: Rde(W, J(X xG,E))— Rde (W, J(E)) denote the functor
induced by the projection map X x G — G. Let (Y, k) € ’RfG (W, J(E))a,a-
Then there is an a —controlled natural weak equivalence

P(transy (Y)) =Y.
Proof The relevant map is induced by the projection map MT' — *. As in the
proofs of Propositions 7.20 and 7.23, the claim follows by another induction along the
skeleta of Y, using Lemmas 7.14 and 7.21 together with the fact that the projection

map || S.(X)|| — * is a homotopy equivalence. Since the bounded control is only
over (G, dg), it is not hard to check that the weak equivalence is «—controlled. O

7.10 The transfer map

We combine all of the results established so far to show Proposition 6.15(i).
Let N € N. Suppose that we have chosen, for every n € N,

(i) a compact, contractible metric space (X, dx,,) such that for every ¢ > 0 there
is an g¢—controlled domination of X, by an at most N —dimensional, finite
simplicial complex;

(i) a homotopy coherent G —action I', on Xj;

(iii) a positive real number A .
We equip X, x G with the metric dg» , A, + dg. As in Section 7.3, we set

Spi=4d+1-k), lx:=d+1—k.
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Proposition 7.25 Let o, d € N. The assignment
(Y, k) > trans®? (Y, k) := (trans;;d (Y, K))n>max{d+1,a}>

d
S (transy ® (f ) n>max{d+ 1.0}

defines an exact functor

trans®?: (RE (W, J(E)), W) = RGW,I(Xn x G)n, E)), h™).

Proof According to Lemmas 7.11, 7.12 and 7.15 the assignment yields a functor of
categories with cofibrations

trans®?: RE (W, J(E))ga — [ [ REW.J(Xn x G. E)).
neN

We have to show that it factors over the subcategory Rg (W, J(Xy,xG)p, E )) . This is

the case if all objects and morphisms in the image of trans®4

are uniformly boundedly
controlled over X, x G. Essentially, we have to see that all of the necessary control

estimates are independent of n € N.
For this, recall that the map

REG(W.I(Xn x G, E)) > [ REW. I (X0 x G, E))
neN

works as follows. Essentially, an object in the source is a CW—complex relative W,
where we have a partition of its cells into N—many sets and no boundary and no map
is allowed to hit a cell which is in a different set. Hence, we can write the object as the
coproduct (over W), indexed by N, of CW—complexes relative W. The collection of
summands defines an element in the target. If the transfer satisfies a uniform metric
control condition, it factors over this map. Hence, we need to check that the previous
results of this section give uniform bounds for all .

Since transg‘(;d (Y, «) is (¢+380+2)—controlled over X, xG for every n by Lemma 7.11

and transg‘(;d (f) is cellwise O—controlled by Lemma 7.12, all objects and morphisms
are uniformly bounded, as desired. Proposition 7.23 shows that each component
trans®4 (Y, k) is finitely dominated, but we need it uniformly. For this, note that the
proof of Proposition 7.23 can actually be done with (X}), replacing X. Roughly, we
would get an extra coproduct over N everywhere, and everything else would need to
get an extra index, which is why Proposition 7.23 is not stated that way. However,
the control estimations come from applications of the gluing lemma and an induction
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over the cells of Y. But the gluing lemma preserves the property of everything being
uniformly controlled, and we start the induction with uniform control arising from f
and the &y, so we can do the same induction.

Proposition 7.20 tells us that trans;’nd sends h—equivalences to hfi"—equivalences since
it applies for sufficiently large n. Again, the proof can be done for (X,), instead of X,
and the control estimates come from an induction over the cells of Y and the gluing
lemma, so they will be uniform. a

Proposition 7.26 Let «,d € N and let
ot RY W I(E)aa = RE W.I(E)a+1,a+1

be the obvious inclusion functor. Then there is a natural h"—equivalence

o, d ~

trans®? = trans®* T 14 +1 o}

o,d-

a,d a+1,d+1

Proof There is a natural transformation trans®*“ — trans Olg 4 given by
the sequence (p®@+1dd+ly _  «i+2.a+1) from Definition 7.16. These are ho-
motopy equivalences by Proposition 7.19, and the control estimates in the proof of
Proposition 7.19 show that they are also uniformly boundedly controlled homotopy

equivalences. a

To obtain the transfer map whose existence was claimed in Proposition 6.15, we
proceed as follows. Let k € N. Consider the inclusion j: RfG W I(E)kx <
R? (W,J(E))k+1,k+1- By Proposition 7.26, there is a natural weak equivalence

k.k

Pk trans™ ktlkt+l

— trans Jk-

Hence, we obtain an induced homotopy
K(transk’k) ~ K(transk+1’k+1) o K(ji).
Thinking of hocolimy K (RfG (W,J(E))k k,h) as the mapping telescope of
K(REW.J(E) 11, h) KU K(RE (W, J(E))2p,h) K2 .
these homotopies serve to define a map

trans: hoc]?an(RfG(W, JEDk . h) = KRG(W, I (Xn x G)n, E)), h™).

Proposition 7.27 The map trans satisfies Proposition 6.15(i).
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Proof That trans is the required map and that the diagram commutes up to homotopy

is immediate from Propositions 7.2 and 7.24, noting again that the latter proof can be

done uniformly. O
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