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On the Taylor tower of relative K —theory

AYELET LINDENSTRAUSS
RANDY MCCARTHY

For R a discrete ring, M a simplicial R-bimodule, and X a simplicial set, we
construct the Goodwillie Taylor tower of the reduced K —theory of parametrized
endomorphisms K (R; M [X]) as a functor of X . Resolving general R—bimodules
by bimodules of the form M [X7], this also determines the Goodwillie Taylor tower of
K (R; M) as a functor of M . The towers converge when X or M is connected. This
also gives the Goodwillie Taylor tower of K (Rx M) ~ K (R; B.M) as a functor
of M.

For a functor with smash product F' and an F'-bimodule P, we construct an invariant
W(F; P) which is an analog of TR(F') with coefficients. We study the structure of
this invariant and its finite- stage approximations W, (F; P) and conclude that the
functor sending X — W, (R; M [X]) is the n—th stage of the Goodwillie calculus
Taylor tower of the functor which sends X K (R; M [X]). Thus the functor
X > W(R; M [X]) is the full Taylor tower, which converges to K(R; M [X]) for
connected X.

19D55; 55P91, 18G60

Introduction

In this paper, we calculate the Goodwillie Taylor tower (evaluated at *) of the para-
metrized K—theory of endomorphisms K (R; M [X]) as a functor of X'. Here R is a
discrete ring, M a simplicial R—bimodule and X a simplicial set. The R—bimodule
M [X] is the diagonal of the bisimplicial R—bimodule obtained by taking a reduced
(M -x ~ 0) free M —module on X in each simplicial degree. If N is a discrete
R-bimodule, the parametrized (over N ) K—theory of endomorphisms K(R; N) is the
K —theory of the category whose objects are pairs (P, f) with P a finitely generated
projective right R—module and f: P — P ® g N a map of right R modules, and
whose maps are maps of the modules P which induce commutative diagrams; for a
simplicial N, K(R; N) is calculated degreewise. The reduced version is then

K(R; N) = hofib(K(R; N) — K(R;0)) = hofib(K(R; N) — K(R)).
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The Goodwillie Taylor tower turns out to be given by W(R; M [X]), where for an
R-bimodule N, W(R; N) is a generalization involving coefficients in a bimodule
other than R of TR(R) = holim,,enx THH(R)S™ (the limit is taken over restriction
maps THH(R)¢” — THH(R)® defined whenever m divides n). The invariant TR
was used as an intermediate stage in a topological cyclic homology calculation by
Bokstedt, Hsiang and Madsen [3], and given the name TR by Hesselholt and Mad-
sen [13]. In the N = R case, to get a simplicial Cy, action on THH(R) one needs to
take its m—th edgewise subdivision. For general N, we take U™ (R; N) to be a cyclic
derived tensor product over R of m copies of N ; this can be realized by (compatibly)
replacing m evenly spaced copies of R in each simplicial degree of sd” THH(R) with
copies of N . And then we let

W(R; N) = holimyen< U™(R; N)S™,

with the limits taken over restriction maps, as before. The n—th stage of the Goodwillie
Taylor tower of X +— K(R; M[X]) at * is exactly

.....

so our result extends that of Dundas and McCarthy [5], identifying THH(R M [ D=
UY(R; M [X]) with the first stage of the Goodwillie Taylor tower of X > K (R; M [X])

and confirming Tom Goodwillie’s conjecture that topological Hochschild homology
THH(R) is the same as the stable K—theory K*(R) = hocolim, Q"+ K(Rx R[S"]).

By resolving any connected simplicial bimodule N in terms of bimodules of the
form M[X] with X connected, it can be deduced (see the authors’ paper [16, Section 3]
for details) that for any connected simplicial R—bimodule N,

K(R;N) ~ W(R; N).

Since the Goodwillie Taylor tower at * of a homotopy functor is determined by its
values on connected objects, and since Corollary 5.9 shows that

(0-1) U™(R; N)jc, =~ hofib[Wy(R; N) — Wy_1(R: N)]

is a homogenous degree n functor, we get that W, (R;—) is the n—th stage of the
Goodwillie Taylor tower of the functor N — K (R; N) from simplicial R-bimodules
to spectra. Using the equivalence K(R; B.N) = K(Rx N) from [5, Theorem 4.1],
then, we know that the n—th stage of the Goodwillie Taylor tower at 0 of the functor
N+ K(Rx N) is Wy(R; B.N).

A more fundamental question would be to understand the Goodwillie Taylor tower of the
functor 4 — K(A) = hofib(K(A) — K(R)) from simplicial augmented R-algebras
to spectra. One would expect it to be more approachable on free augmented algebras,
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that is, on tensor algebras 4 = T M of an R-bimodule M over R (assuming M is
flat over R—otherwise, we should look at derived tensor algebras; see [16]). Since
K (4) = K (id(A)) one could hope to further simplify the problem by replacing the
identity map on simplicial augmented R-algebras by its first stage Goodwillie Taylor
approximation P;(id). Note that P;(id)(A4) = A/I?,if I is the augmentation ideal
of A: this follows by the universal property discussed after the proof of Proposition 1.6
in Goodwillie [10], since if the augmentation A — R is k—connected, that is, I is
k —connected, then the map A — A/I?% will be at least 2k —connected. But in the
free case, if A = TgM then A/I?> = Rx M, and so one would want to study the
Goodwillie Taylor tower of K(Rx M ), which is what we do here.

The intermediate goal of studying the values that the Goodwillie Taylor tower at R of
A K (A) takes on augmented R-—algebras of the form A = Tr M is accomplished,
using the results of this paper, in [16]—in terms of the analytic parallel, knowing the
coefficients in the Taylor series of a composition f(a1z) of an analytic function f
(whose Taylor series is not known ahead of time) with the linear part a;z of an
analytic function g(z) = Z;’il ayz' (whose Taylor series is known) determines the
coefficients in the Taylor series of f o g. We show there that the Goodwillie Taylor
tower XW(R; —) converges for connected M , so when M is connected we get an
equivalence

(0-2) SW(R; M)~ K(TgM).

The question of determining the Goodwillie Taylor tower of A K (A) for general
augmented R-algebras remains.

From the calculational point of view, the fact that for any simplicial R—bimodule M ,
(0-3) K(Rx M)~ K(R: B.M)~W(R; B.M)

(note that B.M is connected) is useful: for example, in [17] we use this and Lars
Hesselholt and Ib Madsen’s calculation of W(F,;F,) = TR(F,) to completely cal-
culate K Fpx (P;_,F p))l/,\. Equation (0-3) is an absolute calculation of relative
algebraic K—theory in terms of invariants related to Hochschild homology; so is the
related equation (0-2). They are not calculations via the cyclotomic trace of [3], which
lands in TC, but see the introduction of [16] for a comparison of the two methods for
understanding K (TgM) for M connected.

In terms of understanding the K—theory of endomorphisms, our work follows the
program begun by Gert Almkvist in 1974 by relating the K —theory of endomorphisms
of R with the big Witt vectors over R [1]. For R commutative, he defines an injection
from 7T()(K~ (R; R)) onto a dense subring of the ring of big Witt vectors over R.
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Hesselholt shows [12] that for an associative ring R, 7o (TR(R; p)) = o(W P)(R; R))
(the 0—th homotopy group of versions of both invariants calculated by taking limits
only over powers of p) agrees with the ring of p—typical Witt vectors of R. For
p—adic rings R, Hesselholt and Madsen [14] relate the higher homotopy groups
of WP (R; R) to higher cohomology of a de Rham—Witt complex of R. In [11],
Hesselholt shows that for commutative rings R, there exists an initial big Witt complex
over R which, when evaluated at the set consisting of a positive integer r and its divisors
is closely related to THH(R)Sr = U (R; R)“r. Our map B: K(R; M) — W(R; M)
of Main Theorem 9.2 has a similar flavor to Almkvist’s, sending a homomorphism to all
its powers, but using Waldhausen’s S—construction to make it into a spectrum level map.
The map B cannot be an equivalence in general—Almkvist’s result precludes it already
for R = M —but we show that it is an equivalence for connected R—bimodules M .

In Section 1 of the paper, we define functors with smash product over a category and
their bimodules. In Section 2 we define U"(F; P) to be an analog of sd” THH(F)
with n» bimodule coefficient coordinates. Note that the construction we generalize
is not Marcel Bokstedt’s original construction in [2] of the topological Hochschild
homology of an FSP but rather the construction by Dundas and McCarthy in [5; 6]
of the topological Hochschild homology of an FSP over a category. This will be
important in defining the map from K —theory in Section 9. In [6], it is shown that the
two variants agree for THH; Proposition 6.13 below shows the analogous equivalence
for our generalization U. As in [3], when m divides n we have restriction maps
Res™/™: U"(F; P)Cn — U™ (F; P)®m, which we use in Section 4 to define W,,(F; P)
and W(F; P).

Our main theorem, Main Theorem 9.2, states that a natural transformation
B: K(R; M[-]) > W(R; M[-])

which we construct induces an equivalence between the two functors on connected X .
Moreover, by Corollary 9.3 W, (R; M [—]) is the n—th stage of the Goodwillie calculus
Taylor tower of the functor K (R; M [<]), with the tower structure maps the same as
those induced on the homotopy inverse limits by the restriction of categories from
{1,2,...,n—1,n} to {1,2,...,n—1}.

To obtain this result, we start in Section 5 to use analysis like that done by Goodwillie [8]
for THH and TR to calculate hofib[W,(F; P) — W,_;(F; P)] for a general FSP F
and an F-bimodule P. Corollary 5.9 gives equation (0-1).

In Section 8, this analysis is used to show that each layer hofib|W,(R; M ) —
Wu—1(R; M[-])] is a homogenous degree n functor (this is basically Corollary 8.2):
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we get that

n

U™(R; M[X]) ~ U™(R; M) A (/\ X).

This implies already that the W,,(R; M [—]) are n—excisive functors which are the n—th
stage of the Taylor tower of their homotopy inverse limit W(R; M[—]).

Section 6 generalizes results from [6], allowing us to interchange U and W of a ring,
which can be viewed as an FSP defined over a point (the approach which is easier to
calculate with), and of that ring’s corresponding FSP defined over the category Pg
(the approach we to define the map 8 of Main Theorem 9.2). In the latter case, it also
allows us to use a subset of the maps one would normally use that still stabilize by
Waldhausen’s S—construction to give all of U"(Pg; M), which is useful in Section 10
and Section 11.

Section 7 discussed the Goodwillie calculus properties of our functors, most importantly:
showing that W(R; M[—]) is O—analytic (Proposition 7.14). It is already known by
[19, Proposition 3.2] that the functor K(R; M[—]) is O—analytic as well.

Thus in Section 9, after constructing the natural transformation 8, we can use a variant
of Goodwillie’s Theorem 5.3 from [9]: it states that if there is a natural transformation
between two p-—analytic functors F and G which induces an equivalence of the
differentials at every space X, then for (p+1)—connected maps X — Y, there is a
Cartesian square

F(X)—— G(X)

L

F(Y)——=G(Y).
The variant is simply the observation that the proof in [9] requires an equivalence of the
differentials only on p—connected X . We will want to apply it for p =0, ¥ = %, and
our two functors above to get that for 0—connected X (that is, X for which X — * is
1 —connected),
B: K(R; M[X]> W(R; M[X]).

It follows from [5] that § induces an equivalence of the differentials at =, and the
remainder of the paper uses that result to show an equivalence of the differentials at arbi-
trary O—connected spaces X . Section 9 concludes by reducing our Main Theorem 9.2
to Technical Lemma 9.4, which states that for aring R and simplicial R—bimodules M
and N with N k-connected, 8 induces a 2k —connected map

hofib(K(R; B.M @ B.N) — K(R; B.M))
— hofib(W(R; B.M & B N) — W(R; B.M)).
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(The lemma is actually stated in terms of W(Pg; —) rather than W(R; —), but the two
agree by Proposition 6.13.)

The final two sections of the paper prove Technical Lemma 9.4. The basic strategy is
to write

K(R;BM ®BN)~K(Rx(M®N))=K(RxM)xN)~K(RxM;B.N)

and observe that by [5], the homotopy fiber of the map from this to K(Rx M) ~
K(R; B.M) admits a 2k —connected map to THH(R x M ; B.N). Using the multi-
linearity of each THH,(Rx M; B.N) in the r FSP coordinates (here r indicates
simplicial dimension in the simplicial spectrum THH), and careful analysis of dimen-
sions, in Corollary 10.5 we obtain a decomposition

o0
THH(Rx M:B.N)~ [[ U*(R: B.M.....B.M . B.N).
a=0
It is much easier to see that up to order 2k + 1, W(R; B.M & B.N) also decomposes
into the same product; this is Lemma 10.3.

Thus Section 10 establishes the plausibility of Technical Lemma 9.4, by demonstrating
that the domain and range there are indeed equivalent up to dimension 2k . Section 11
then traces the actual map 8 through, to show that if induces a 2k —equivalence, as
desired.

The second author was partially supported by NSF grant DMS 03-06429.

1 Functors with smash products

We want to generalize THH(R; M) to functors U”(R; M) which are n copies of M,
tensored (in a derived sense, over R) cyclically

R 4y
JA 2
® k)
: =

" &

D
AR N
where the cyclic group C, = Z/nZ acts by rotation. THH(R; M) can be thought of

as the n = 1 case of this cyclic tensor. We use Bokstedt’s notion of an FSP from [2],
but generalize it to work over categories as was done in [6].

Let S« denote the category of pointed simplicial sets.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



On the Taylor tower of relative K —theory 691

Definition 1.1 A functor with stabilization is a functor F from Sy to Sy together
with a natural transformation

Axy: XANF(XY)— F(XAY)
such that

(i) Agox: S°AF(X)— F(S®AX) is the obvious isomorphism for all X € Sx.
(i) Axyazo(dy AAy,z) =Axay.z forall X,Y, Z € S,.
(iii) If X is n—connected, then F(X) is n—connected.
(iv) Let ox: F(X) — QF(XX) be the adjoint to Ag1_y . Then the following limit

system stabilizes for each n:

10| FOO)| 2 2, Q I F(EX)| = 7, Q2 F(E2X)| — ---

Definition 1.2 Let O be a set. A functor with stabilization over O is a functor F
from Sx x O x O to Sk, such that for all 4, B € obj(O), Fy4,p() = F(—, A, B) isa
functor with stabilization.

For F a functor with stabilization, we let F be the spectrum with F(m) = F(S™)
and structure maps given by ogm of condition (iii) above. We call F the spectrum
associated to F. We let m;(F) = m;F = limy_ 00 ; Q" F(S™). We say that F is
n—connected if w;(F) = 0 for i < n. Thus by condition (iii), every functor with
stabilization is —1—connected and hence bounded below. A functor with stabilization
over O is n—connected if for every 4, B € O, F4 p is n—connected.

For F a functor with stabilization over @ and F’ a functor with stabilization over O’,
a morphism 7: F — F’ is a set map O — O and natural transformations of functors
with stabilization 14 p: F4,p — Fr”(A) (B) forall 4, BeO.

Definition 1.3 A functor with smash product over O (or just FSP) is a functor F with
stabilization over O together with natural transformations for all A, B,C € O:

lgx: X — Fq,4(X),
pa,Bc:x,y: Fpc(X)NFq8(Y)— Fqc(XAY)

such that
p(pAid) = pid Ap),

wlax ANay) =1lgaxay,

Aa,B;x,y = Ma,4,B;x,y La;x ANdE, pv))-
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For F and F’ FSP’s over O and O’ respectively, a morphism 1 from F to F’
as FSP’s is a set map 7: O — (O’ and morphisms of functors with stabilizations
n4,B: Fa,B— F%( A).7(B) which strictly commute with the natural transformations
and u’. We have not assumed a morphism of FSP’s preserves the unit. We will say a
morphism is unital if it does.

Examples 1.4 (i) For the applications in these notes, we will primarily be interested
in the following type of FSP: Let A be a linear category (its Hom sets are abelian
groups and composition is bilinear). For any two objects 4, B € obj(A), we define the
FSP A by

(X, 4, B) = Hom (4, B) ®z Z[X),

where Z[X ] = Z[X]/Z]*]. The multiplication is given by sending smash to tensor
followed by composition:

Ag c(X)A Ay g(Y) — Homu(B, C) ®7z Homu(A4, B) ®7 Z[X A Y]
— A4, C)(X AY)
and the unit at any A € A is given by the inclusion
X = Ay 4(X)
X —idg ®1-x.

(i) For F an FSP over O, we can form a linear category with objects the set O and
whose Hom sets are g F4,g. In this way every small linear category can be thought
of as a special case of an FSP. In particular, for a discrete ring R, we can regard it as
the linear category with a single object % and Hom(*, %) = R, and thus as an FSP as
in (i) above, which we will denote R like the original ring.

(iii) For B any category, we can form an FSP over obj(B) by sending
(X,A4, By Homg(A, B)+ N X

(where L denotes a disjoint basepoint) and using composition of morphisms to define .
Conversely, given F an FSP over O we can form a category with objects the set O
with Hom(4, B) equal to the set (obtained by forgetting the topology) F4 p(S°).

Definition 1.5 Let F be an FSP over O and T a functor with stabilization over O.
A left F—module structure on T is a natural transformation

lagc.x,y: FBc(X)ANT4B(Y)— Tqc(X AY)
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such that

I(uAid) = I(d Al),

Aa,B:x,y =14,B,B;x,y (1B;x NdT, (7))
The notion of right F—module r4 g c.x,y is defined similarly, with the analog of
the second property defined using the order switching map 75: ¥ A T4 p(X) —
T4,B(X)AY and themap Ty: T4 (X AY) — T4 p(Y A X) induced by switching
the coordinates, A4 B;y,x = T19°74,4,8;x,y (ild71, z(x) ANla;y) o Tn.

Definition 1.6 A bimodule over F is a functor T with stabilization over O together
with a structure of left and right module over F' such that

la,c,0;x,ynz(dFc 1, (xX) AT4,B,C;Y,Z2) =T4,B,D;XnY,Z(IB.C.D:x,y NMAF, 5(2))
where r is the structure of right module over 7.

For F and F’ FSP’s over O and (0, respectively, and P and P’ bimodules of F
and F', amap (f;g) from (F; P) to (F’; P’) is a pair of morphisms such that
(i) f: F— F’ is a unital map of FSP’s.

(i) g: P — P’ is a map of functors with stabilization over the same set map
O — O as f, which is a map of F-bimodules if we use f to make P’ into
an F—bimodule.

Examples 1.7 (i) Let A be alinear category and 7" any bilinear functor from A x A
to abelian groups. We can form the bimodule T of A by

(A, B.X)+— T(A, B)®z Z|X).

(i) If R isaring and M an R-bimodule, in Examples 1.4 above we discussed how
we can regard R as an FSP over a category with a single element * with morphism
set R. Then M is a functor from the product of this category with its opposite to
abelian groups, and so gives rise as in example (i) to a bimodule over the FSP R, which
we will denote M .

(iii) As a special case of (i) above, if G; and G, are two functors of linear categories
A — B, we can form the A-bimodule

(A, B, X) — B(G1(A), G2(B)) ®z Z[X].

(iv) If F is an FSP over O, P an F-bimodule, and Y. a finite pointed simplicial set,
we can construct another F'—bimodule P ® Y by letting

(P®Y)4,B(X)=|PgB(X)NY]
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with F acting through its action on P; all we are doing here is taking a smash product
with the realization of Y.

(v) In the same setting as (iv), if we know that for every A, B € O and X € S,
F4,p(X) and P4 p(X) have abelian group structures compatible with all the FSP
and bimodule structure maps, then we can construct yet another F—bimodule P[Y] by
letting

PY14.B(X) = P4p(X) Q7 Z[Y].

The F-bimodule structure, as before, involves only P. In degree n, (P ® Y)4 p(X)
has P4 p(X) A Yy, and ﬁ[Yh,B(X) has P4 (X)) ®z Z[Yn]; thus there is an inclu-
sionmap PRY — f[Y]. Note that it induces a stable equivalence on the associated
spectra (stabilizing, of course, in the X coordinate. The Y coordinate is part of the
definition of the bimodule).

2 The construction of U”"

Let I be the category whose objects are the natural numbers considered as ordered sets
(n={1 <2 <---<n}) and whose morphisms are all injective maps. For any X € [
we denote by |X| the cardinality of X and for any X = (Xo,...,Xj) € I+ we let
LX denote Xo U X7 U...U X, where LI means concatenation.

For E a functor from the small category C to pointed spaces, we let hocolimcec E(C)
be a functorial choice for constructing the homotopy colimit of the functor E. We
recall the following lemma of Bokstedt [2] (see also Madsen [18]).

Lemma Let N be any subcategory of I with the same set of objects but with exactly
one morphism between any pair of objects n and m where n < m. Let G be a
functor from I’*! to spaces. If the connectivity of the maps G(ny, ... Jnj) —
G(my, ...,mj) for maps in I/T! tends to infinity uniformly with n;, then the
inclusion hocolimy;+1 G — hocolim;;+1 G is a (weak) homotopy equivalence.

Example 2.1 We note that there is a functor from I to pointed spaces given by
sending the ordered finite set X to S¥ —the | X |~sphere obtained by smashing together
copies of S! indexed by the elements of X . Given any functor with stabilization F,
we can define a functor from I to pointed spaces by sending the ordered set X to
map(S¥, F(SX)). Given an injective map a: X — Y, let 8 be some isomorphism
of Y such that & = B oinc where inc is the ordered inclusion of X into the first | X|
terms of Y. The map oy from map(S¥, F(SX)) to map(SY, F(SY)) is given by
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taking f € map(S¥, F(S¥)) to the composite

()
sY @l F(sY)

B! F(ﬂ)T

id
§X A s\x T pg Xy A ST\X ) o (s X A ST\X),

Let k = (ky,...,kn) where the k; are nonnegative integers. We set

1E+n — Ik1+1 X---XIkn+1

and for X € I*T" and (i, j) integers such that 0 < j < k; we let Xi,j €I bein the
(j+1)-st position of the IXi component of X . We let

Ak+n:Ak1+1X'--XAk”+1

and for 4 € Akt and (i, j) integers such that 0 < j < k; we let A; j be in the
(j+1)—st position of the A%+ component of A.

Definition 2.2 Let F' be an FSP over a skeletally small category A and P(1),..., P(n)
be a sequence of F'—bimodules. We define the functor V' from [ ktn s pktn o spaces
by setting V(X; A) to be
X X
P()ay1,41,0(STOYNAFgy 5,4, (STH) Ao A FAz.o,Al,kl)(SXI’kl A
P(2)4,, ,Az.o(SXZ’O) AN Fgy 5,45, (ST Ao A FA3,0,A2.1<2 (SXNQ)/\

P(n)An,laAn,O (SXH'O) A FAn.2sAn,l (SX"’I) ARRARA FAI,OaAn,kn (SXn’k")’

and let
VX A= \/ VX:4).
Ae Ak+n

If A is not itself small, we use A’s skeleton rather than A itself here. In light
of Example 6.3 below, which says that for a small category .4, U”" taken over a
subcategory which is equivalent to all of A4 is C,—equivariantly homotopy equivalent
to U" taken over .A, this should not lead to problems when we map between small
and large categories.

Given any two pointed spaces S and T, we write Map(S, T') for the functor with
stabilization X + map(S, X A T).
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Definition 2.3 Let F be an FSP over a category A and let P(1),..., P(n) be a
sequence of F—bimodules. We use the above construction of Map to define an n—
simplicial functor with stabilization U”(F; P(1),..., P(n)) which is given in simpli-
cial dimension k = (k1,....kn) by

hocolim y ¢ y&+n Map((S“X), V(X.A).

The stabilization maps for the homotopy colimit are given like those in Example 2.1. The
boundary maps and degeneracy maps in each simplicial dimension are the Hochschild-
type maps, with concatenations of the X ’s and the FSP multiplication and left and
right actions for the boundary maps, and the FSP unit map for the degeneracies.

Definition 2.4 Given an FSP F over a category A, and a left #—module P and a right
F-module Q, we define a simplicial functor with stabilization over A, P ® F Q,as
follows: Given B, C € A, we define for each k € I a functor Wp ¢ from / kt2 o plt1
to spaces by

Wa,c(X; A)= P4, B(S*)AF4, a4,(S*YIAAFa, 4 (STIAQC (ST,

and let P @ Q to be the simplicial functor with stabilization over A defined on
B, C € A in simplicial dimension [k] by

hocolimXeIk+zMap((S”X), \/ WB,C(X;A)).
AeAk-i-]

The stabilization maps for the homotopy colimit are given like those in Example 2.1. The
face operators are induced by bar-construction type natural transformations constructed
like those for U!(F; P).

Note that if P and Q are F-bimodules, then P ® ¢ Q is naturally a simplicial F—
bimodule. Since the construction ® g is natural, we can iterate it to form P® g 0 FR,
a bisimplicial F-bimodule. If f: P — P’ is a map of right F-bimodules which is an
equivalence, then f ®F idg is an equivalence also (by the realization lemma). Right
multiplication induces a map of simplicial right F—modules P ® p F — P (where P
is the trivial multisimplicial object with structure maps all equal to the identity) which
is an equivalence (a simplicial contraction is given by the unused degeneracy operator
in U'(F; P)).

Definition 2.5 We define & 1 to be the functor from F—bimodules to n—fold simplicial
F-bimodules given by

n times
e N

P®p--®FP.
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Lemma 2.6 There is a homotopy equivalence of n—fold simplicial functors with
stabilization

U"(F; P(1),..., P(n) > U Y(F; P(1)&F P(2), P(3),..., P(n)).

By iteration of this equivalence, there is for each m|n an equivalence of n—fold simpli-
cial functors with stabilization

U"(F; P(1),..., P(n) 2 U"™(F.0(1),...,0m/m)),
where Q(i) = P(m(i — 1)+ 1) ®@p - ®F P(m(i — 1) + m).

Proof This is a formal consequence of the definitions, using the fact that homotopy
colimits commute with one another and the fact that suspension

hocolim y ¢ 7k +» Map (S”X, \/ V(X; 4))
AGAE+H

— hocolim y ¢ 7k +n Map(SUX ASY, \/ V(X;A) A SY)
AEAE"‘"

induces a homotopy equivalence when evaluated at any space. a

3 First properties of U"

We now establish some elementary first properties of U”. Since for a fixed FSP F over
a category O, a morphism of F—bimodules is just a map of functors with stabilization
at each (A4, B) € O x O which strictly commutes with the left and right actions of F,
it follows immediately from the definitions that U” (F’; ) is a functor from the n—fold
product category of F—bimodules to spectra.

Lemma 3.1 If f(i): P(i) — P’(i) is an m—connected map of bimodules, then the

induced map of functors with stabilization
U'(f):U"(F;...,P(i),..) > U F;...,P'(i),...)

is m—connected.

Proof Since the associated spectrum of U” is an Q—spectrum, it suffices to show

U™(f)(S®) is m—connected. A map of simplicial spaces which is m—connected in each

simplicial dimension is m—connected upon realization (essentially because homotopy
colimits preserve connectivity) and hence it suffices to show that U"( f)(S 0)[k] is
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m—connected for all kK >0.If f: X — X’ is a g—connected map of (pointed) spaces,
thenidAf: Y AX — Y A X' is (p+g+1)—connected for any p—connected space Y.
This, the fact that our functors with stabilization preserve connectivity, and the fact that
homotopy colimits preserve connectivity complete the argument. a

Corollary 3.2 The functor U™ (F; P(1),..., P(n)) is a reduced homotopy functor in
each variable P(i).

Remark 3.3 It will often be useful to replace a given functor with stabilization F by
an equivalent one (one whose associated spectrum is stably equivalent to that of the
original F') whose associated spectrum is an 2—spectrum. Define a new functor with
stabilization

Q*° F = hocolimye; Map(S*, F(S¥))
with A z y defined by the natural composite
Z AQ¥F(Y) = Z Ahocolimyes Map(S¥, F(Y A S¥))
= hocolimyes Z AMap(S¥, F(Y A S¥))
— hocolimy ey map(SX, Z A F(Y A S¥))
% hocolimye; Map(S¥, F(Z A Y A $%))
= Q®F(Z AY).

The natural map F — Q% F of functors with stabilization gives a stable equivalence
of the associated spectra by the condition of Definition 1.1 (iii). If F was an FSP, then
we can make 2% F an FSP by defining pgeo g to be the composite

QPF(Z)AQXF(Y)
= hocolimye; Map(S¥, F(Z A S¥)) A hocolimye; Map(S*", F(Y A S*"))
% hocolim(x, xryerxs Map(SXUY', F(Z A S¥) A F(Y A SX))
™ hocolim(x, xryerxr Map(S¥UX', F(Z A SX A Y A SY))
Lt hocolim(x, x/yerxr Map(S¥“X", F(Z AY A S¥HXT))
%, hocolim g, Map(S¥, F(Z AY A 5%))
=Q®F(ZAY),

where « is obtained by smashing maps, § by switching factors and y is induced by
the concatenation functor U: I x I — I. The multiplication map pqeof is strictly

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



On the Taylor tower of relative K —theory 699

associative; the natural map F — Q°°F is an equivalence of FSP’s, which are both
unital if we define the units in Q°° F to be the images of those of F'.

If P is a right/left/bimodule of F, then 2°° P is again a right/left/bimodule of Q% F
(defined as we did for FSP’s above) and the natural map (F, P) — (Q®F,Q*°P)
preserves the right/left/bimodule structure.

Corollary 3.4 The natural map of functors with stabilization
U™MF; P(1),...,P(n) > U"Q®F;Q®P(1),...,2°P(n))

is an equivalence. Thus, we can always replace the FSP and its associated bimodules
with equivalent ones whose associated spectra are 2 —spectra.

Lemma 3.5 If each bimodule P(i) is m;—connected, then U"(F; P(1),..., P(n))
is (3_j—; mi+(n—1))—connected.

Proof It suffices to prove the result after taking Q2°° of F and the P(i)’s. Thus,
we may assume that P(i)(S¥) is (m;+|X|)—connected for all i/ and X € I. Recall
that if 7; are x;—connected for 1 <i <n, then Ty A--- ATy is (O j—; xi+(n—1))—
connected. Thus, V(X, A) will be (|X|+ > j—; mi+(n—1))—connected for all X .
Since homotopy colimits preserve connectivity, we see that U"(F; P(1),..., P(n)) is
(at least) (}_7_, mi-+(n—1))—connected. a

4 The construction of W, and W

In this section, we will only be considering U”"(F; P(1),..., P(n)) as a simplicial
functor with stabilization by taking the diagonal of the n—dimensional multisimplicial
functor with stabilization defined in Definition 2.3. We first note that there is an
isomorphism

t: U"(F; P(1),..., P(n)) = U"(F; P(n), P(),..., P(n— 1))

induced in each simplicial dimension k& by precomposing each map with the map in-
duced on the smash product of spheres by 7!, where t: ALkt 1)y plktl,k+1)
is the functor
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and postcomposing with the analogous permutations

P(n) 4, 1,40 (SAnO) Aee A Py 0, 4nk (S Xn.te)

V(X;4)— P oS /\ . "A Fiy g, 4 (S%15)

P =14,y 14510 (SHn=10) Ao A Fty 0. 401 .1cn ($Xn=1.k)

It is sometimes convenient to work with a slightly modified version of U” we which
we will temporarily write as U". The only difference between U" and U™ is that
for U", one takes the homotopy colimit over the diagonal of (/ k+lyxn i simplicial
dimension &, rather than all of (I**1)*" as we do for U™. The face and degeneracy
maps restrict to this sublimit system, and so does the simplicial isomorphism #. The
natural map of simplicial functors with stabilization U" — U™ determined by the
inclusion of the subcategory is always an equivalence, by finality and the realization
lemma.

Definition 4.1 For F an FSP and P a bimodule, we define U”(F; P) to be the
simplicial functor with stabilization with C,—action (given by ?) U "(F;P,...,P).
Thus, U”" is a functor from the category of pairs (F; P) (an FSP F and an F-
bimodule P) with morphisms of pairs as in Definition 1.6 to simplicial functors with
stabilization with C,—action.

Remark 4.2 U'(F; P) is just THH(F; P): the topological Hochschild homology
of F with coefficients in P as defined in [6] which was a straightforward generalization
of the definition found in Pirashvili and Waldhausen [20] to FSP’s with several objects.
The spectrum U "(F; F,..., F) isisomorphic (as simplicial functors with stabilization
with Cy,—action) to the n—th edgewise subdivision of THH(F'; F).

Lemma 4.3 For every m|n, the n—fold simplicial isomorphism
am: UNF P,..., P)— U"YM(F; p&m__ p®m)

of Lemma 2.6 is Cy,, —equivariant if we take diagonals. The composite of the equiv-
alence U"(F; P, ..., P) = U"(F; P) with the diagonal of a,, factors to produce a
Cy/m—€quivariant map:

O"(F; P,..., P) —= {im/n(F; P87 . pOT)

_ l=

U"(F: P) = yn/m(F; pOT)
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which is an equivalence and natural with respect to morphism pairs.

Proof This is formally true from the definitions. Given a simplicial C,—-set Xy,
the C, fixed point space of the realization of X is homeomorphic to the realization
of the simplicial set X *C " obtained by taking fixed points degreewise. The same
is true for a simplicial C,;,—CW-complex (or anything C,—equivariantly homotopy
equivalent to one in each degree) and hence one can compute U”(F; P)(X)Cm
degreewise for every m|n. Similarly, since our model for homotopy colimits is
given by simplicial spaces, we see that if E is a functor from a small category C
to C,—equivariant CW—complexes (or spaces C,—equivariantly equivalent to them)
then (hocolimcec E(C))" = hocolimcec E(C)C. Thus, U™ (F; P)“m for m|n is
naturally homeomorphic to the realization of

Cm
[k]+> U"(F; P){™ = hocolim y ¢ k1 Map((S"'X VAR 70 G 4)) .
Ae(Ak+1yxn

We note further, that with the specified C,—action, we have natural C,/Cp, = Gy
equivariant homeomorphisms

((SI_IX)/\H)Cm ~ (SI_IX)/\n/m’

C"1
(Vv ) Vo v,

AE(A"""I)X” AE(Ak—&-l)xn/m

I

We recall that if G is a group with normal subgroup H, and X and Y are G —spaces,

then there is a continuous map from Hom(X, Y)% to Hom(X ¥, Y #)G/H gjven by
the restriction from X to X H ,
H

Hom(X,Y)% ™ Hom(X#,Y)¢ = Hom(X#, Yy #)CG/H O

Definition 4.4 For r, s and ¢ integers greater than 0, we let
Res”: U"S!(F; P)rs — U (F; P)

be the map of simplicial functors with stabilization with C;—action defined degreewise
by applying res¢" and making the appropriate identifications by equation (4-1). Thus,

Res! = id,

Res” Res® = Res”® = Res® Res’ .
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Lemma 4.5 Forr, s and t integers greater than 0 the following diagram commutes:

Res”

Urst(F; P)C” Ust(F; P)Cs
Jo |
UI'S(F; P@t)C” RLSL US(F, P@t)Cs‘

Proof As in the previous discussion, we check the claim simplicially.

Crs
U'S!(F; P)<r = hocolim y ¢ k1 Map((S"'X yArst \/ V(X" 4)) .
n T 46(A"+1)><”t

We consider the model of P® arising from the diagonal of the (#—1)—simplicial
construction (- ((P_ QF P)®F P)®F---) ®F P. Also, we consider the simplicial
model of U"S(F; P®") which is the diagonal on the simplicial structure of U and all
the simplicial structures of the P®’ simultaneously. Then «; is induced by grouping
together the first (# —1)(k + 1) + 1 coordinates in each 7(k+1)-tuple of coordinates,
and sending them to the corresponding coordinate in P®’.

Therefore, if instead of looking at C,y—equivariant maps on the full (SYX)"rs!

look at their restrictions to the C, fixed point in the domain, which must land in that
part of the range whose coordinates repeat themselves in r blocks of ts(k + 1), the
effect of grouping together before or after the r—fold repetition is the same. |

we

Let N be the natural numbers {1,2, ...} as a partially ordered set with n <m < m|n.
For F an FSP and P an F bimodule, we have a functor from N> to functors with
stabilization sending every natural number n to U"(F; P)“" and every morphism

n <m to Res"/™

Definition 4.6 Let F be an FSP and P an F-bimodule. For M a subcategory of N*,

we set
W (F: P) = holimuepng U™(F; P)Cn.

We will use simplified notation for various distinguished subcategories of N* as
follows. First, we set
W(F; P) = Wnx=(F; P).
We let {< n} be the full subcategory of N* generated by {1,2,...,n} and write
Wu(F; P) = W< (F: P).
We let (p) be the full subcategory of N* generated by the powers of p, (p) =
{1, p, p*....} and write

WP (F; P) = W,)(F; P)
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(we use this notation so we can have room for a subscript). We also look at the full
subcategory of (p) generated by {1, p,..., p"} and write

WP (F; P) = Wy p.... ;i (F; P).

.....

Definition 4.7 For n a natural number, we let

Ry
Wo(F: P) B W,y (F; P, WP (F;P) % W(P) (F; P)
be the natural maps obtained by restriction to subcategories. Thus,
W(F; P) = holimeo<y Wy(F; P), WP (F; P) = holimeoe, W,(P)(F: P)

with structure maps given by the Rj;’s and Rf,p ) ’s, respectively.

5 The fiber of R, and R”

Our goal in this section is to identify the fiber of the maps R, and R(P ) up to natural

equivalence with U}~ and U}~ . This was essentially done by Goodwillie in the
appendix to his MSRI notes [8] Smce these MSRI notes are not published, in this
section we reproduce what is needed from them (Definition 5.4, Proposition 5.5 and
Theorem 5.6 below) to establish the result. We have modified some of the constructions
found in [8] to make the proofs more transparent.

Let G be a group. Recall that for X a (pointed) space with G —action, the homotopy
orbit space of X is Xpg = X Ag EG+ = (X A EG4)g; this is the homotopy colimit
of the diagram consisting of all the elements of G acting on X . Thereforeif f: X — Y
is an n—connected G —equivariant map then f;q is also n—connected. We note that if
F is a functor with stabilization with G —action, then X +— F(X)¢ is again naturally
a functor with stabilization.

The homotopy fixed-point space of X is XhG = mapg(EG4+, X) =map,(EG4, X)¢
If /2 X —Y isa G—equivariant map which is also an equivalence, then %€ is also an
equivalence but ()¢ does not preserve connectivity in general. Thus, if F is a functor
with stabilization then X — F(X )hG satisfies Definition 1.1(i) but not necessarily
Definition 1.1(ii), (iii) or (iv) and hence is not again a functor with stabilization.

Definition 5.1 A functor with structure will be a functor F' from Sy to Sy together
with a natural transformation

Ax,y: XANF(Y)— F(XAY)
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which satisfies Definition 1.1(i) but not necessarily Definition 1.1(ii), (iii) or (iv). A
Sfunctor with structure over O for a set O is a functor from Sy X O x O to Sk such
that for all 4, B € O, F4 p() is a functor with structure.

Definition 5.2 Let G be a group and F' a functor with stabilization with G —action.
We define the homotopy orbits of F to be the functor with stabilization

Fpg: X = hocolim,, Q™[ F(Z" X)se
and the homotopy fixed-points of F to be the functor with structure

F"%: X > hocolim,, 2™ [hocolim, Q¢ F(="+¢ X))"C.

Remark 5.3 Since homotopy orbits are themselves a homotopy direct limit, the obvi-
ous map |(Fx)ng| — |(Fx)|pgis an equivalence; but the analogous map |(Fy)"| —
| F«|"C is generally not an equivalence. That is, homotopy fixed points do not in general
commute with realizations.

We will now assume that G is a finite group, and define the Tate map, a chain of natural
maps of functors with structure from Fj,g to F"9. Before doing that, we establish a
sequence of natural equivalences

(G4 A F)pg = Q®F ~ (G4 A F)'C.

For X a G -space, we let y be the G —equivariant map

incl

Gy AX=\/XS][X =map (G, X),
G G
that is,
x ifg=u,
e = | .
* otherwise.
If X is k—connected, then y is (2k—1)—connected by Blakers—Massey and we obtain
the diagram

(G4 AX)g ~—— X ——> map(G4, X)C

:] |-

(5-1) (G+ AN X)pg map(G 4, X)"C
thj Tyhc
map(G4, X)nG (G4 A X)HC.
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Since y is (2k—1)—connected, so is Y, ; but we do not know anything about the
connectivity of th. If, however, F is functor with stabilization with G —action then
y induces an equivalence on the spectra associated to G4+ A F — map(G, F), and
then th is a stable equivalence, that is, for all X we get that the composite map

[hocolim, Q" (G4 A F(Z"X))]*C

lth

(5-2) [hocolim, 2" map(G 4, F(S"X)"C
[hocolim,, map(G4, Q" F(X" X)]"C

is an equivalence. We also note that if G is a finite group, the natural G —equivariant
map

(5-3) hocolim, map(G +, Q" F(X" X)) ¢ map (G4, hocolim, Q" F(Z" X))

is an equivalence. Thus, we can assemble all these remarks to obtain the following
sequence of natural equivalences of spaces for G finite:

(G4 A F)pg(X) = hocolim, Q"[(G4+ A F(Z"X) 6]
by (5-1) | =
Q® F(X) = hocolim, Q2" F(X" X)]
by (5-1) | =
(5-4) [map (G, hocolim, Q" F(Z" X)"C
by (5-3) | =
[hocolim, 2 map(G., F(X" X))]*C

by (5-2) | ~

(G4 A F)'9(X) = [hocolim, Q" (G4 A F(S"X))"C

The map on the last line is an equivalence since the previous lines show we already
have an omega-spectrum. The maps in (5-4) assemble (as X varies) into a natural
sequence of equivalences of functors with stabilization with G —action.

The Tate map uses (5-4) to construct a “map” from homotopy quotients to homotopy
fixed-points for a general functor with stabilization F. It uses the fact that for any
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G —space A, there is a homotopy equivalence EG4+ A A = A which is G-equivariant
to obtain natural equivalences on G —homotopy orbits and homotopy fixed points. Since
E G is the realization of a simplicial G—set [¢] — /\qul G4+ (the simplicial path
space of the bar construction for G, with G acting on the 0—th coordinate),

EGyAF =g

q+1
g1~ N\ G+ /\F‘.

Definition 5.4 (Goodwillie) The Tate “map” is the following natural diagram:

Fre

~

(EG+ A F)pe

~

gl = (AT G A F)ig

gl = (AT G4 A Fliel
by (5-4) | ~

gl (AT G4 A )9

gl = (AT G A F)|hC

~

|EG4 A F|hG

~

FhG

(In the middle step, /\qul G+ A F should be viewed as Gy A AT G A F.)

There is one case where the Tate map is easily seen to be an equivalence: when E is
a functor with stabilization with G —action and F = G4 A E. This follows from the
commuting diagram (using the maps induced by the projection map = which forgets
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the EG coordinate; they are equivalences since EG is contractible)

lg] > IAT G A (G A ENlpgl —> (G A Edig
by (5-4) l ~
(5-5) gl AT Gy A (G AENIG] by (-9)| =
lal > AT G1 A Gy A ENJPE —= (G4 A EY'C.

Another case which follows from this one is that of functors with stabilization of the
form map(G4, E), where we have the stable equivalences of homotopy orbits y;
from (5-1) and of homotopy fixed-points th from (5-2).

Proposition 5.5 (Goodwillie) If F is either U A E or map(U, E), where E is a
functor with stabilization with G —action and U is a pointed finite free G —space (ie, a
simplicial G —set with finitely many nondegenerate nonbasepoint simplices permuted
freely by G ), then the Tate map for F is an equivalence.

The proof is by induction over skeleta; the cells attached at stage n are dealt with by
applying the above discussion to the case (E/\\/t S"™)AG4 and map (\/* S"AG4, E),
using the fact that after we apply Q°°, cofibrations become fibrations.

Theorem 5.6 (Goodwillie) Let U be a free finite based G —complex of dimension n
and W a (n—1)—connected based G —complex. Then the spectrum associated to the
functor with stabilization Map(U, W)€ is naturally equivalent to that associated to
Map(U, W)jc -

Proof Consider the diagram
Map(U, W) % Map(U, hocolimy, % (5% A W))¢
£, Map(U, hocolimy, 2 (5% A W)€
Z (hocolimy, @K (Map(U., (S¥ A W))"¥)
2, hocolimy. 2% (Map(U, (S* A W))u).

The first map, «, is induced by the inclusion W — hocolimy Qk (Sk A W). Since
W is (n—1)—connected this map is (2n—1)—connected. Since U is a free G—space
of dimension 7, the map « itself is then (7—1)—connected. The second map, B, is
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the canonical map from fixed points to homotopy fixed points. It is an equivalence
because this is always so for function spaces map(U, ?) where U and ? are G —spaces
and U is free. The third map, y, is an equivalence because U is a finite complex; this
has nothing to do with the G —action. The fourth map, &, is the Tate map, and is an
equivalence by Proposition 5.5. a

Definition 5.7 Let M C N* be a full subcategory, and let M € M. Let pq,,..., p;
be the distinct prime divisors of M . For U C{1,...,t}, welet (U) =[] ey pu (With
(@) =1). Assume M/(U) € M forall U C{1,...,t}, and let M denote the full
subcategory of M with objects {M/(U)|U C{1,...,t}}. We define M — M to be
the full subcategory of M generated by all the objects except M .

For the rest of this section, we will assume that M is a full subcategory of N* and
M e M is such that M is covered by the object of, and compositions of the morphisms
of, M and M — M (that is, there does not exist an M’ € M — M such that M |M").

Since M — M is the intersection of M and M — M , for any functor F' from M to
functors with stabilization the following natural diagram is homotopy cartesian:

holimy F —— holimyg_ps F

| |

holimpyy FF —— holimpas—_pr F

Since M is initial in M , the natural map F(M)— holimpy F is an equivalence and the
homotopy fiber of the composite F(M ) — holimpys_ps F is naturally equivalent to the
total fiber of the 7 —dimensional cube determined by F on M (see [9], Definition 1.1(b).

If we consider the functor n > U™ (F; P)¢» from Definition 4.1, we see that the
homotopy fiber of the restriction map from Wa(F; P) to W —ar (F; P) is naturally
equivalent to the total fiber of the f—dimensional cube determined by this functor
on M . and since this functor takes values in simplicial functors with stabilization, this
total fiber is naturally equivalent to the realization of the total fibers computed in each
simplicial dimension separately.

Proposition 5.8 If M € M is such that M does not divide any elements of M other
than itself, then there is a natural (in F' and P ) chain of equivalences of functors with
stabilization

UM(F; P)c,, ~ hofil[Wy(F; P) — W (F; P).
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Proof For X € TR+ et
Z = (s,
Y =V(X,0)"M,
(recall Definition 2.2), and x = Z?:o | Xi].
By the above remark,
hofib[Wa (F; P) — War—pr (F; P)] > hofib[Wyy (F; P) — Wazr—a (F; P)].
This is the total fiber of the #—dimensional cube
X(U) = UMNUY(F; p)Cm/w) = Map(Z€w), y)Om

with maps by restriction to fixed subsets. By applying the functor Map( , Y )M | we
see that this is the same as Map(U/, Y)M for U the total cofiber of the /—dimensional
cube with Y(U) = Z&w “and structure maps given by inclusion. Thus, Y = Z/Z’
where Z’ is the pushout of the diagram

ZWU) = (S MUYy ci1,... 0}, U+#o,
with the maps given by inclusions.

Now U is a finite free based Cps—space of dimension M x. Since Y is (M x—1)-
connected, Map(U, Y )M is naturally equivalent to Map(/, Y) hCyy by Theorem 5.6.
The quotient map Z — U produces a natural map

€
Map(U., Y )pc,, — Map(Z,Y) ey, -

Since dim(Z’) = max{M x/ p;|1 <i <n} = Mx/p (for p the smallest prime divisor
of M)and S¢AY is ({4+M x—1)—connected, the map

Map(U, (S* AY)) = Map(Z, (S“ A Y))

is ({+Mx(1—1/p)—1)—connected, hence € is (M x(1—1/p)—1)—connected. Since
the quotient map from Z to U/ is functorial in 1 k+1 we can take the homotopy colimit
with respect to 75+ and hence obtain an equivalence

hocolimzx+1 Map(U, (Se AY)) — hocolimzi+1 Map(Z, (S"Z AY)).
Thus, we have obtained a natural sequence of equivalences
(UM (F; PYpy)nar = hofil[ Wi (F; Pk — Wi nr (F; P,

and these maps respect the simplicial operators. a

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



710 Ayelet Lindenstrauss and Randy McCarthy

Corollary 5.9 For any FSP F and bimodule P there is a natural chain of equivalences
of functors

R
U™(F; P)yc, =~ hofib[Wy(F; P) = W,_(F; P)],

n R
UP" (F: P)pc, ~ hofib[W,P)(F: P) = W) (F: P)].
Corollary 5.10 Let P be a (k—1)—connected F—bimodule. The natural map

W(F: P) 5 W,(F: P)

is ((n+1)k—2)—connected and the natural map

(p)
w® (F; Py W (F; p)

is (p"T1k—2)—connected.

Proof By Lemma 3.5, U"(F; P) is kn+(n—1)—connected for all n > 1. Since
homotopy orbits preserve connectivity the result follows from Corollary 5.9. |

6 Additional properties of U"

In this section we will develop several useful properties of U” (and therefore of W)
which will be needed to define the map from algebraic K—theory to W, and which
can also be useful in calculations. Two properties of particular importance are:
Proposition 6.13 allows us to use interchangeably the definition of U"(R; M) as in
Examples 1.4(ii), defined over a category consisting of a single point, which generalizes
the usual definition of THH(R; M) and is much easier to use for explicit calculations,
and the version U"(Pg, M) defined over the category of finitely generated projective
R-modules, which generalizes the version of THH used in [5; 6]. Corollary 6.17 then al-
lows us to build U (Pg, M) by using Waldhausen’s S—construction on a smaller model
than the usual one—a model that is more similar to that used in defining K(R; M).

These results are all analogous to results from [6], where they were proved for the THH
(ie U™ for n = 1) case, with or without coefficients in a bimodule. We will restrict our
attention to FSP’s over small categories (note that in the [6] nomenclature, what we
here call an FSP is a unital ring functor; they reserve the name FSP for the case where
the category in question consists of a single point, as in Bokstedt’s original definition).
Later in the section we will restrict ourselves further to small linear categories (where
the homomorphism set between any two objects is an abelian group and composition
is bilinear).
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The proofs from [6] can be adapted as explained below to give homotopy equivalences
between U"(F; Py, ..., Py) for different FSP’s F over categories C and F-bimodules
Py, ..., Py (the proofs that the maps are indeed homotopy equivalences work when the
bimodules are distinct; we mention only the case P; =---= Py, which is what we will
mostly use, in order to simplify notation). In all the cases, there are maps inducing these
homotopy equivalences which are naturally C,—equivariant when Py =--. = P,. This
turns out to be enough to show that they are C,—equivalences: Using the fundamental
sequence of Proposition 5.8 (for M equal to all of n’s divisors), by induction on n
(since a C,—equivariant map which is a homotopy equivalence induces a homotopy
equivalence on the C,, homotopy quotient) we can see that they induce an equivalence
on the C,, fixed points of U". Using groupings U™ (F; P) ~ U™ (F; P®F1/™M) a5 in
Lemma 2.6 we can get an equivalence of the C,, fixed points for any m|n in a similar
way. Once we know that the maps in each of these claims are C, equivalences, it
follows (except in Lemma 6.4 where the map is from a direct limits of U"’s) that they
induce equivalences on W and all its variants as well.

If F is an FSP over a small category C and P an F-bimodule, then for any small
category D and functor ¢: D — C we can get an FSP ¢*F over D by letting
¢* Fq q0/(X) = Fy(a),pa)(X) forall d,d" € D, X € Sx. We can similarly define the
¢* F-bimodule ¢* P.

Lemma 6.1 Let ¢1, ¢>: D — C be two naturally isomorphic functors between small
categories, and let F be an FSP over C and P an F-bimodule. Then the natural
isomorphism induces a C, —homeomorphism

U™(p1 (F); ¢ (P)) = U"($5(F); ¢5 (P))
for all n and therefore a homeomorphism on W .

Proof Analogous to that of [6, Lemma 1.6.2]: the natural isomorphism 7 induces an
equivalence

Fo@=1 n@»1dx): Fpy@).6,5)(X) = Fpy(a),050)(X)

for all X', and similarly for P. These are compatible with the multiplicative structure.
O

Proposition 6.2 Let ¢: D — C be an equivalence of categories, and let F' be an FSP
over C and P an F-bimodule. Then ¢ induces a C,,—equivalence

U"(¢*(F); ¢*(P)) = U"(F; P)

and therefore an equivalence on W .
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Proof Use the natural transformation v: C — D so that both compositions are naturally
isomorphic to the identity and Lemma 6.1, as in the proof of [6, Lemma 1.6.6]. a

Example 6.3 Let C and D be small linear categories, with an equivalence of categories
¢: D — C. Then we can look at the FSPs C and D, as defined in Examples 1.4(i).
There is a natural isomorphism between the FSPs ¢*C and D on D: Whenever the
identity is naturally isomorphic to a functor F: & — £ then F*: Homg(ey,ep) —
Homg(F(ey), F(ey)) is one-to-one and onto for all ey, e; € £ (because if H: idg — F
is a natural isomorphism, for every a: e; — e,, F(a) = H(ez)aH(e1)™!). So we
can use this on ¢*: Homp(dy, d>) — Home (¢ (dy), ¢(d)) and ¥ *: Home(cq, cp) —
Homp (¥ (c1), ¥ (cy)) first to establish that ¢* is one-to-one on morphism sets and v *
onto, and then in the opposite order to establish that ¥ * is one-to-one on morphism
sets and ¢* onto.

Now say we have two functors /', G: C — B and a C-bimodule of the form P, (X ) =
B(F(a), G(b)) ®z Z[X] (see Examples 1.7(iii) above). Then ¢* P is a bimodule on
the same form on D, corresponding to the functors F o ¢ and G o ¢, and we get a
Cp—equivalence

U"(D; $* P) > U"(C; P).

We now want to show that our construction of U” commutes with direct limits. Call the
category we are working on C, and assume that there is a directed set of subcategories C;
of C, j € J, such that for any object ¢ € C thereis j € J with ¢ € Cj. If J satisfies
this condition, we say that it is a saturated directed set in C. Note that this condition is
really a condition on the underlying sets of the small categories involved.

Lemma 6.4 If J is a saturated directed set in C, and F is an FSP on C with P an
F -bimodule, then we have a C, —equivalence

lim U"(Fl,; Plc;) = U"(F; P).
jedJ

Proof As in the proof of [6, Lemma 1.6.9], this follows from the fact that any map
from a sphere S UX (which is compact) to V(X,C) (see Definition 2.3 above) has
a compact image, and therefore can intersect only finitely many summands which
each involve only finitely many elements of C, by commuting colimits and homotopy
colimits. The C, equivalence of U" is proved as usual, but note that this lemma does
not imply a similar result for W because of the problem of commuting direct and
inverse limits. a
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Lemma 6.5 If we have FSPs F and F' over C and bimodules P and P’ over F
and F', respectively, and a map (f, g): (F; P) — (F'; P’) (see Definition 1.6) so that
f and g induce a stable equivalence on the associated spectra F = F', P = P’ (see
Definition 1.2), then we have a C, —equivalence

vn(F: p) L v P

and therefore an equivalence on W' .

Proof Since the associated spectra are all equivalent, we get an equivalence of the
k—simplices in U" for all n. O

Given an FSP F; over a small category C; with an F;-bimodule P;, and an FSP F,
over a small category C, with an F,—bimodule P,, one can define functors with
stabilization over C; x C,

(Fl X F2)(a1,a2),(b1,b2)(X) = (Fl)al,bl (X) X (F2)a2,b2 (X)’
(F1V F2)(ay,a5).(61.62) (X) = (F1)ay b, (X) V (F2) 45,5, (X).
Similar definitions can be made for bimodules. Note that F; x F5, is an FSP; F; Vv F,
has no unit, so is not an FSP. However the inclusion of the latter in the former induces
a stable equivalence of the associated spectra, so if one used the definition of U” on
Fy Vv F, with coefficients in P V P,, as in Lemma 6.5 above one would get the same
thing as U"(F; x F; P1 x P3). One can also define an FSP over C; LI C,
(F)ap(X) ifabely,
(F1 U F2)a,5(X) = { (F2)ap(X) ifa,b €Cy,
* if a, b lie in different C;,

and similarly define an F; LI F,-bimodule Py LI P;.

Lemma 6.6 For FSPs F and F, over small categories Cy and C,, respectively, with
bimodules P, and P, we have a C,—equivalence

U"(F, U Fy; Py HPz)iUn(Fl;Pl)XUn(Fz;Pz)

inducing an equivalence on W' .

Proof Following the proof of [6, Lemma 1.6.13], by picking X and looking at
V(X,Cq UCy) calculated with respect to the FSP F; LI F, and the bimodule P; L1 P,,
shows that only summands which correspond to sequences of elements which are all
in C; or all in C, are nontrivial. Thus for every X we have

V(X? Cl HCZ) = V(FI;PI)(XaCI) 4 V(Fz;Pz)(X7CZ)’
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and so the limit of Map(S"“X, V(X ,C; 11 C,)) will be weakly equivalent to the limit
of Map(S"X, Vg, p))(X.C1)) X V(F,;py) (X, C2)). O

Lemma 6.7 For FSPs F; and F, over small categories Cy and C,, respectively,
with bimodules Py and P,. Then the projections to both coordinates define a C,—
equivalence

U"(Fy x Fa; Py x P) = U™(Fy: Py) x U"(Fy: Py)
inducing an equivalence on W' .
Proof Call the map induced by the projections (which is a C,—equivariant map) f;

we need to show that it is an equivalence. Like in the proof of [6, Lemma 1.6.15], one
can construct a commutative diagram

Un(Fl\/Fz;Pl\/Pz) il

U™(Fy U Fy; P Py)
lincl* lLemma 6.6
U"(F1 x Fy; Py X Pp) . U"(Fy; Py) xU"(Fy; Py)r

with the vertical maps weak equivalences. The map g is obtained by restricting the
maps

V(FIXFz;Plxpz) (X’ Cl X CZ) - V(Fl;Pl)(X’ Cl) X V(Fz;Pz) (A/’ CZ)

used to define f (induced by the product of the projections) to

V(F] VFy; PV P) (X? Cl X CZ)»

and observing that they give maps

V(F1VF2;P1VP2) (X’ Cl X CZ)
— Vi, P)(X,C1) VvV Vi, p)) (X, C2) = V(F11F,; P, 11P,) (X, Ci LI Cy).

In the opposite direction, amap i: U"(F; U Fy; Py U Py) - U"(Fy Vv Fp; Py VvV Py)
can be defined by first mapping C; LI C, — C; xC;, using some fixed a € C, as a “filler”
second coordinate for C; and some fixed b € C;y as a “filler” first coordinate for C,, and
then mapping F; or P; into F; Vv F, or Py Vv P,, respectively. Now g oi =id, and
the proof in [6, 1.6.15] works to show that i o g 2 id (if one ignores the cyclic action,
it does not matter whether the coordinates are the FSP or the bimodule). Since the
vertical maps are known to be equivalences, the fact that g is an equivalence implies
that f is one, too. a
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Definition 6.8 Given a functor with stabilization A over C, we can define its £ x £
matrices as a functor with stabilization over C* in two ways:

M(A)(cy,ie0) (€ e (X) = l_[ \/ Ae, o1 (X),

r=1s=1

\2 —
ME (A)(clw"’ce)a(ci5'"502)(X) - \/ \/ ACr ’c{" (X).

r=1s=1
Now if F is an FSP, My(F) is an FSP too, using matrix multiplication (see [6,
1.2.6]; since the FSP multiplication sends Fp, o(X) A Fy5(Y) — Fac(X AY), one
should think of A, ./ (X) as the (s,r)—th entry in the matrix); My(F)" using the
same multiplication does not have a unit but of course the associated spectra are stably
equivalent. If F is an FSP and P is an F-bimodule, My (P) is a My(F)-bimodule.

One can also define upper-triangular matrices (see above comment about indexing)

L r
TE(A)(cl,...,c/g),(cﬂ,...,cé)(X) = 1_[ \/ Acr,c§ (X)»

r=1s=1

Te(A ey,...c0fprneyX) = \/\/Acr,c/(X)

..........
r=1s=1

and again if F is an FSP then Ty(F) is one too, and T;(A4), Ty(A)V are stably
equivalent for any A.

Proposition 6.9 (Morita equivalence) Let F be an FSP on C and let P be an F—
bimodule. Then there is a C,,—equivalence

U"(F; P) S U™(My(F); My(P))

inducing an equivalence on W .

Proof We will define the map which induces this equivalence; it will as usual be
C,—equivariant. The proof that it is a homotopy equivalence is completely analogous
to the proof [6, Proposition 1.6.18]. The map is defined by picking some element
¢o € C, and using it to embed i: C — C¢ by a — (a,cq,...,co) on objects and
S (fiidg, .. .,1ide,) on morphisms. Then on C we map F to i*M,(F)" by
including, for every a,b € C and any finite simplicial X', F, 5(X) as the (1, 1)-st

coordinate in M”(F)E;,CO,. €0).(b:C0mn)” which in turn includes into M, (F). a
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Proposition 6.10 Let F be an FSP on C and let P be an F-bimodule. Then the in-
clusion of the diagonal matrices in the upper-triangular ones induces a C, —equivalence

L L
or(T17T1P) > vy 1

i=1 i=1

inducing an equivalence on W .

Proof There is an obvious map from the upper-triangular matrices to the diagonal
ones—collapsing all the off-diagonal terms—which shows that the above map must
be the inclusion of a retract. The proof that it is in fact an equivalence is analogous to
that of [6, Proposition 1.6.20], and is done by replacing U" (]_[f=1 F; ]_[f=1 P) with
the equivalent U"(\/_, F;\/*_; P) and U"(T,(F):; T;(P)) with the equivalent
UM(Ty(F)Y; Ty(P)Y). o

Definition 6.11 We now restrict ourselves to small linear categories C, to FSPs of the
form C, p = Cy p ®7 Z[X], as described in Examples 1.4, and to bimodules over them
of the form

Pup(X) = B(G1(a), G2(b)) ®z Z[X]

for some other linear category B and two functors G, G,: C — B which respect the
linear structure of the morphism sets. In this case we can define FSPs

y/ L
M0 C)(er ) (o)) (X) = (@ P c;)) ®z Z[X],
r=1s=1
L
@ _ / 7
M, (g)(cl ,...,cz),(cﬁ,...,cé)(X) - @ @ Cler, Cs) ®z Z[X]
r=1s=1

Observe that the two are, in fact, homeomorphic on any X. One can do the same
construction for matrices over P of the above form. Observe also that the obvious
inclusions My (C) — M;(C)®, M;(P) — My(P)® are stable equivalences, and
therefore by Lemma 6.5 above we have C,—equivalences

U™ (M (C): My(P)) > U"(My(©)®: My(P)®) = U™ (my(C): my(P)).

One can similarly construct upper-triangular versions #;(C), t;(P), T;(C)®, Ty, (P)®
and get

U™(Ty(C): Te(P)) = UM(Ty(©)®: Te(P)®) = U (1(C): 1¢(P)).
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Proposition 6.12 (Cofinality) Let D be a small additive category (that is, a small
linear category with a notion of & on the objects which corresponds to taking the
direct sum of abelian groups on the morphisms, and with a zero object). Let C be a
full subcategory of it which is cofinal, that is, for any d € D there is d’ € D such that
d®d’ €C. Let P be an FSP of the form P, ,(X) = B(G1(a), G2(b)) ®z Z[X] onD
for some additive category functors G, G,: D — B. Then the inclusion induces a
C,, —equivalence

U"(C; Plc) > U™ (D; P)

and an equivalence on W .

Proof Since by construction P respects the direct sum structure, the proof of [6,
Lemma 2.1.1] works if we use it in some of the coordinates. O

The following proposition connects U"(Pg; P) with the definition of U of the FSP
associated to a ring with coefficients in a bimodule which is analogous to Bokstedt’s
original definition of THH in [2]. The former will be needed to construct the map
from K-theory in Section 9 below; the latter is more compact and easier to use for
calculations.

Proposition 6.13 (Another Morita equivalence) Let R be an associative ring with
unit. We can view R as the full subcategory on the rank 1 free module inside
PR the category of finitely generated projective right R—modules. Let P, ,(X) =
B(G1(a),G,(b)®7 Z[X] for some additive category functors G, G,: Pr — B. Then
the inclusion R <— Ppg induces a Cy, —equivalence

U"(R; P|g) > U"(Pg; P)

and an equivalence on W .

Proof Following the proof of [6, Proposition 2.1.5], we let Fr be the category of
finitely generated free right R—modules, and F § its full subcategory on the modules
of rank less than or equal to k. Then the inclusion my(R) — F k  where we regard
my (R) as the full subcategory on arank k free module, is an equivalence of categories.
Note that on the category with one object, the FSP m(R) of Definition 6.11 is the
same FSP as what we would call my(R), the one associated to the full subcategory
described above.
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So we get a commutative diagram of C,—equivariant maps

Proposition 6.12

U™(R; P|R) U"(Pg; P)

Proposition 6.9
Definition 6.11 Example 6.3

lim U™(My(R): Mi(P|g)) L lim U (myc(R): mi(P|g)) % lim U™(F; P| )
k—o00 k—o00 k—00 LS R

U™(FR: Plrg)

]Lemma 6.4

where the labels on the arrows indicate from where it follows that those maps are
homotopy equivalences. Thus the unlabeled map must be a homotopy equivalence as
well. O

In [5] the authors construct a map from K(R; M) to topological Hochschild homology,
and then show that it is the map from K(R; M) to the first layer of its Goodwillie
Taylor tower. They start with another functor which maps very naturally to topological
Hochschild homology and then look at the functor induced on the Waldhausen S—
constructions of domain and range. In Section 9 below, we will follow the same
method. So we briefly recall the S—construction from [21; 5].

Given an exact category (an additive category with a compatible notion of exact
sequences) C, one can define for any # > 0 another exact category S,C whose objects
are sequences of admissible monomorphisms 0 = ¢y < ¢; < - -+ < ¢, with particular
identifications of ¢;j/c; for all i < j, and whose morphisms are commuting diagrams.
Assembled over all n, with the obvious composition maps for d;, 0 < i < n, omission
of and quotienting by ¢; for dy, and omission of ¢, for d,, these form a simplicial
exact category.

If the original category C is split exact, that is, all exact sequences split in it, then S.C
is a split simplicial exact category. One can take functors from small categories to
spaces or spectra and define them on a simplicial exact category levelwise, and then
realize. One can also define the iterated S—construction S®)C to be the simplicial
exact category obtained by taking the diagonal of the k—simplicial exact category one
would get by iterating the process k times.

Note that if C is a small exact category, and we have a bimodule over the FSP C of the
form P, ,(X) = B(G1(a), G2(b)) ®z Z[X] for some exact functors G, G, from C
to an exact category B, the G; induce simplicial exact functors S G;: S.C — S B and
so we can define a S.C bimodule

Sn Pz 5(X) = SuB(SxG 1 (@). Sy G2 (b)) ®z Z[X]

forall @,b € S,C forall n> 0.
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Proposition 6.14 Let C be a split small exact category and let P be a bimodule over
the FSP C of the form P, ,(X) = B(G1(a), G»(b)) ®z Z[X] for some exact functors
G1,G,: C — B. Then there is a C,, —equivalence

U"(C; P) > QU"(S.C; S.P)|

induced by the adjoint to the map XU"(C; P) — |U"(S.C: S.P)| coming from the
identification of SoC with the trivial category and S1C with C via {0 < ¢} <> ¢. This
equivalence yields an equivalence

W(C; P) > QIW(S.C; S.P)|.

Proof As in the proof of [6, Proposition 2.1.3], the key point is that because C
is split exact, for any k > 0, if we look at the functor CK ~ f—S;C defined by
(c1,eescp) {0 >y > 1By~ >c; B Dy}, it is an equivalence of
categories. The morphisms of S C pull back exactly to the upper-triangular matrices
so f*(SxC) = t;(C) of Definition 6.11 above. Similarly, since the G; are exact
functormey send direct sums to direct sums, and so P preserves direct sums and
f*(SkP) = t(P). We also want to look at the functor S;C ~ g—Ck sending
{0—>ci >y )b (c1,¢2/C1, ...,k /ck—1). We get a commutative
diagram of C,—equivariant maps

Lemma 6.7

U™ (SkC: SicP) = Un(l_[f';l & Hf:l P) ———=U"(C; P)¥

S lExample 6.3 TProposition 6.10
U (1 (C): 1k (P))

where the labels on the arrows indicate from where it follows that those maps are
homotopy equivalences. We deduce that U”(SiC; Sg P) = U™(C; P)¥ for every k.

Definition 6.11
SO UM(T3(C): T (P))

We will show that if we apply the maps g, followed by the projections of Lemma 6.7,
levelwise, we get an equivalence |[U"(S.C; S P)| = |B.U"(C; P)| compatible with
the identifications U"(S8C; S1 P) = U"(C; P) = B;U"(C; P), which will complete
our proof. (The classifying space B, is taken with respect to the operation induced by
the abelian group structure on the morphism sets of C.) To show this, we consider that
for any simplicial object X. one can look at its simplicial path space (PX). defined
by (PX)r = Xk with the original 9y, ...d; and sg, ..., Sk as structure maps. The
“extra” degeneracy map sy from (PX)x to (PX)g4; allows us to embed the cone
on |[(PX).| in [(PX).|, showing that |[(PX) | is contractible. The “extra” boundary
map dx1: (PX), — Xy is a simplicial map. Then we have a commutative diagram
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for each k

(s0)%

UM (PSC: PSi P) — D yn(s5,C: 8 P)

| |

U"(C: P) — (PB)x(U"(C; P) = U™(C; P)k*T! — BL(U™(C; P) = U"(C; P)¥

U"(C; P)

where the vertical arrows are the maps g« followed by the projections of Lemma 6.7,
so we know that they are all equivalences, and the bottom row is the trivial product
fibration, inserting U"”(C; P) in the last coordinate. The two fibrations are therefore
homotopy equivalent. |

Proposition 6.15 Let C be a split small exact category and let P be a bimodule over
the FSP C of the form P, ,(X) = B(G1(a), G2(b)) ®z Z[X] for some exact functors
G1,G,: C — B. Then there is a C,, —equivalence

lim sku(;l(S<k)c;S<k>p)E>k1im Qkun(s®c. s p).
—>00

k—o0

Proof This is analogous to the proof of [6, Proposition 2.2.3], but is done simulta-
neously in all # blocks. As usual, we will prove that for all n the given map, which
respects the C,, action, is a homotopy equivalence, and the C, —equivalence will follow
by induction.

As in [6, Sections 2.0.7 and 2.2.1], we can replace U"(C, P) by the simplicial abelian
group R (C) with

R,(C) = hocoliml(dn(wrl) QuUX EB

((21!0,...,C1Vp,Cgvo,...,cn,p)ecn(p"'l)

(sB(G1(a1,0). G2(a1,-1)) ® Z[sC(ar,1.a1,0)]
® -+ ® Z[sClar p. a1,p-1)] ® Z[sB(G1(a2,0). Ga(az,-1))]
® -+ ® Z[sClaz,p.a2,p—)] ® - ® L[sClan,p. an,p-1)]).
where 5B, sC denote the categories of simplicial objects in B, C,
ar—1 = cnp®Z[S"X],

for 1 <] < n,
~ U -
aj—1 = Ci—1,p @ L[S kD> Lo X,

andfor 1 <i<n,0<j<p

aij = cij @ Z[SHk D> Xier],
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The ordering on pairs of indices is lexicographic.
For every p, then, R, clearly satisfies the requirements of [6, Lemma 2.2.2], yielding
do+dy ~d;: lim QKR,(S®$,0) - 1lim QFR,(s®C).
k—o0 k—o00

For every p we have maps

50 dg
Ro(C) = Ry(C) = Ro(C)

with dé’ o sé’ = idg,(c)- We will show that S(I; o dé) >~ idg,(c) as well, so that the
R, (C) are all homotopy equivalent to R (C).

Since dé’_l od; = dé’, 0 <i < p, these d;: Ry(C) - Rp_1(C) are homotopy
equivalences compatible with the equivalence R,(C) — Ro(C). Since dé’ Hog = dé)
forall 0 <i < p, si: Rp(C) — Rp1(C) are similarly compatible. One could, similarly
to the calculation we are about to make, show that dyodyo---ody: Rp(C) = Ro(C)
is a homotopy inverse of sé’, which implies that dp: Rp(C) — Rp—1(C) is also a
homotopy equivalence compatible with the equivalence R,(C) — Ro(C). Thus

{p = Rp(C)}| = hocolim Ry(C) = Ry(C),

where the homotopy colimit is taken over the cosimplicial category, and the last
equivalence is because all the maps involved are homotopic to the identity and the
homotopy colimit of a point over the category is contractible.

To define the homotopy sé’ ) d(f ~idg,(c) for a fixed p, note that Rp(C) is generated
by products of blocks of maps

aio: Gi(aio) — Galai—1,p)
781 L7 o3 %i.p
ai.o ai ain e di,p

forall 1 <i <n (defining a—1,, = an,p). We can write such a generator as o =
(al,Oyal,l’ LI ,al,paaz,()v LU ,an,o,an,l, L ,an,p)- Deﬁne

,Bi,j =0 jOW j+10 "0 p: Aj p —> dj j—1
for 1 <j < p and

Bi = ai,o 0 G1(Bi,1): Gi(ai,p) = Ga(ai-1,p).
Then

sé’od(‘)”(g) = (B1,1dq, ... .,ida, ,, B2,iday >+ -»1day s - - Brsiday, s - -5 1dg, ).
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Now define Zi’;j(g) for 1 <i <n to consist of

Ga(ai-1,p) ° Gi(ai,p)

LGz(il) lGl(il)

G2(A)ai 0G1(m2)
Gy(aj—1,p D aj—1,p) <—— G(ai,p Daiyo)

l G2 (m>) l G1(m2)
i 0
Ga(ai—1,p) Gi(aiyp)
di,p ai,p e di,p

lll Lll lll
id®a; | id@a; > idBa; p
ai,p®Pajo<—23aip®aj1<~— - <—4a;pDbdaip

@1 o2 % p

aio ai ax - di,p,

where i; is the inclusion into the first factor in the direct sum and w5 the projection
into the second. Then the map

a e (4@, t3(@), . ... (@)

induces a map
Tia: Rp(C) = Rp(S20).

Also, define té_ (o) for 1 <i <n to consist of

Bi
Ga(ai—1,p) Gi(ai,p)

LGZ(A) lGl((id ®Bi.1)A)
Gy(aj—1,p ® ai—l,p)-Giwai’—OGlm)Gl (ai,p ®ajo)
LGZ(id,—id) lGl(ﬂi,l’_id)
Ga(ai-1,p) ° G1(ai0),
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aisp' al,P e alsp

l(id@ﬂi,l)A l(idGBﬂi.z)A lA

id®a; 1 id®a; > id®a;, p
aipDajo<~—2aipdaj1<— - <—2ajpdajp.

l(ﬂi,l:_id) l(ﬁi,zy—id) l(id,—id)
o1 o2 i, p

ai.o ai g i p.

The map
o (1 @13, @), 1} (@)
induces a map
Tg: Rp(C) — Rp(S20).

Recall that for ¢; < ¢, with an identification of ¢, /¢y in S,C, dy is ¢ /¢y, dy is ¢a,
and d, is c¢;. Thus

doTiq =id doTg =0,
dTig =dTg,
dzTidIO dlegISé’Odé).

Thus the induced maps
Jim QkR,(S®C) — Jim QkR,(S® 5,0) 4 Jim QkR,(s®0)
satisfy
id=doTa~d Ta=d\Tg ~drTg=s{ od},
where the homotopies use the homotopy do + d > d;: limy o QkRp (S®s,C) —

limg_s oo QK R, (S () ¢) mentioned above, along with the vanishing of d» Tiq, doT g O

Proposition 6.16 Let C be a split small exact category and let P be a bimodule over
the FSP C of the form P, ,(X) = B(G(a), G2(b)) ®z Z[X] for some exact functors
G1,G,: C — B. Then there is a C,, —equivalence

lim @ \/ Uf(sWel:sOPl) S lim @fUg(sPe:s©p).

k—o00
ceSt¢C
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Proof As in the proof of Proposition 6.15 above, we replace UJ' by the abelian
group Ry; the corresponding replacement for \/ ... UJ'(C|c, P|c) is

R'(C) = @D hocolimyy ¢ ey X (sB(G1(a}), Ga(ap)

ceC

® ZIsB(G1(ah). G2 (@) & -+ ® ZsB(G1 (a). G (@, )]

>~ hocolim y ¢ rn(p+1) QuX @(sB(Gl(all), G (ap))

ceC

® Z[sB(G1 (a)), Ga(a))] @ -+ @ ZIsB(G1 (). Ga(a_y)]).
where a) = ¢ @ Z[S"X],a| = c @ Z[S2VVXn], . d! | = cQZ[S*) a, =c.
We have the obvious inclusion i and map j
i R(C) > Ro(C), Ro(C)> R(C)

sending each summand corresponding to (¢, ...,c,) € C" in Ro(C) to the summand
corresponding to ¢ = ¢; @ --- D ¢, in R'(C) via the map induced by the obvious
inclusions and projections

ij j
¢ —>C1D--Dep — ¢,
sB(G1 (1), Ga(in)) ® Z[sB(G1(m2), G2(i1)] ® - ® Z[sB(G1 (n), G2 (in—1)]-
Since R, satisfies the requirements of [6, Lemma 2.2.2],

do+d> ~d;: lim QKRy(S®8,0) > lim QFRy(S®0).
k—o0 k—o00

Define amap 7: Ro(C) = Ro(S,C) by sending

Ga(ag) <——Gi(a)  Ga(a)) <=~ Gy(az) -+ Galan—1) ~—— Gy(an)
to
Ga(ag) <—— Gy(ay) Ga(ay) <—— Gy(az) - Galan_1) <2— Gy(an)
le(in) lGl(il) le(il) LGl(iZ) lGZ(in—l) lGl(in)
Galap) <——Gi(d;)  Ga(d) <= Gilay)  Gald,_,) <"— Gi(a})
lGZ(Pn) lGl(pl) LGz(m) LGI(PZ) lGZ(pnl) lGl(Pn)
Gaaf) <"—Gi(@))  Ga(d)) <"—Gi(d})  Galal_) <"—Gi(d))
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where yj = G, (ij—1)aj Gy (m;) (with ig defined as i), and for all 0 <i <n (with 0
cyclically identified with n as an index for the ¢; as usual),
a; = ¢; ® Z[SYi=14],
d, = c @ Z[SYi=1%i),
aj = P cx ® Z[SH=1Y].
k#i
By construction we have short exact sequences

ij P
0—aj = a; —daj —0.

We have dgT =0, d,T =id, and d;T =i o j, so on limy_ o ¥ Ro(S®0C),
id=d, T =dyT +d, T ~d, T =ioj.

Now j oi is not equal to the identity, but note that the map 7' above sends R’(C)
to R’(S»C) and R’ also satisfies the conditions of [6, Lemma 2.2.2], so the formula
for T' also gives a homotopy j o7 >~idy, . ok p(stic)- i

Corollary 6.17 Let C be a split small exact category and let P be a bimodule over
the FSP C of the form P, ,(X) = B(G(a), G»(b)) ®z Z[X] for some exact functors
G1,G,: C — B. Then there is a C,, —equivalence

lim QF \/ U(;’(S(k)C|£;S(k)P|£)E>klim Qkyns®c: s® py.
—00

k—>o0
ceSk¢

7 Cubical diagrams and analyticity

In this section we recall some definitions and terminology from [G2] and show that the
functor W(F; P ® —) is O—analytic. Working with a functor from spaces to spectra
allows us to apply [9; 10] directly, as opposed to studying the functor W(F'; —) from
F-bimodules to spectra and having to adapt the results to a Goodwillie calculus of
functors in that setting.

For S a finite set, let P(.S') be the poset of all subsets of S. An S—cube (or n—cube
where n = |S) in a category C is a functor &’ from P(S) to C. Thus, a O—cube is an
object of C, a 1—cube is a morphism and a 2—cube is a commuting square in C.

Let X be an S —cube of spaces or spectra. Since & is initial in S, X' (&) — holimg X
is an equivalence. Let Py(.S) be the poset of nonempty subsets of S. The homotopy
fiber of X is

hofib(X') = hofib(X (@) — holimp, (s) X).
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The cube X is called k—Cartesian if o is k—connected and Cartesian if « is an
equivalence.

Since § is final in P(S), colimp(gy X' — X(S) is an equivalence. Let P;(S) be the
poset of T'C § such that T # S. The homotopy cofiber of X is

hocofib(&x") = hocofib(hocolimp, (5) X £> X(S)).

The cube X is called k—co-Cartesian if B is k—connected and co-Cartesian if B is
an equivalence.

Let F be a fixed FSP. Then the above definitions for functors from spectra to spectra
generalize in the obvious way to the category of F'—bimodules: Recall that a morphism
of F-bimodules is k—connected if for all 4, B € O, the map of associated spectra f4 p
is k—connected; we will call a cubical diagram X of F-bimodules (or functors with
stabilization) k—(co)Cartesian if for all 4, B € O its associated diagram of spectra X4 p
is k—(co-)Cartesian.

Definition 7.1 An S-—cube X of spaces or spectra is strongly (co-)Cartesian if each
face of dimension > 2 is (co-)Cartesian.

Definition 7.2 Let F be a homotopy functor from C to D. Then F is n—excisive, or
satisfies n—th order excision, if for every strongly co-Cartesian (n+1)—cubical diagram
X: P(S) — C the diagram F(X) is Cartesian.

Example 7.3 By [9, Proposition 3.4], if M: C*" — D is n;—excisive in the i—th
variable for all 1 <i <r, then the composition with the diagonal inclusion C — C*" is
n—excisive with n =ny +---+n,. Thus, by [9, Lemma 3.3], U"(F’; ) is an n—excisive
functor.

Example 7.4 Spectra have the nice property that for n—cubes of spectra, “k —Cartesian”
=*“(k+n—1)—co-Cartesian” [9, 1.19] and hence, by definition, the category of F-—
bimodules (or functors with stabilization) also shares this property. In particular,
every co-Cartesian diagram of F-bimodules is Cartesian and thus for any FSP F, the
identity functor from F-bimodules to itself is 1—excisive. More generally, given a
unital map f: F — F’ of FSP’s, the functor f™* from F’-bimodules to F-bimodules
is 1—-excisive.

Example 7.5 The functor 2% from F-bimodules to 2°° F-bimodules is 1—excisive
(since id = —Q). Since F maps to Q2 F, one can regard the resulting Q> F—
bimodules as F-bimodules again. Thus one can replace every strong cofibration square
of F—-bimodules by an equivalent strong co-Cartesian square of F—bimodules for which
the associated spectra sending 7 to the value of the functor on S” are 2—spectra.
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Definition 7.6 Given a functor with stabilization Q, we let Q4 denote the homotopy
functor X — Q(X) which is necessarily reduced (Q(*) >~ *). Then Q*® Q4 is a
1—excisive functor from spaces to spaces which satisfies the limit axiom. We recall
from [7, 1.7] that a homotopy functor G satisfies the limit axiom if for all spaces X',

hocolimy ¢ x G(Y) = G(X)

where the limit system runs over all compact CW-subspaces, with maps being the
inclusions.

Definition 7.7 (Goodwillie [9]) Let F be a homotopy functor from C to D. Then
F is stably n—excisive, or satisfies stable n—th order excision, if the following is true
for some numbers ¢ and k:

E,(c,k): If X: P(S) — C is any strongly co-Cartesian (n+1)—cube such that for all
s € S the map X (@) — X(s) is ks—connected and kg > «, then the diagram F(X) is
(—c+Xkg)—Cartesian.

It E,(c,k) holds for all ¥ then we simply say that F satisfies E,(c).
Example 7.8 Every n—excisive functor satisfies E,(c) for all c.

Example 7.9 If F is a simplicial object of functors from spaces or spectra to spectra
satisfying Ej,(c, ), then the realized functor | Fy| (to spectra) also satisfies E,(c, k).
This is because the realization functor is equivalent to a homotopy colimit which
preserves connectivity and commutes with finite homotopy inverse limits (because we
are working with spectra).

Example 7.10 For any functor with stabilization P, the functor from spaces to functors
with stabilization sending a space X to the functor with stabilization P ® X: Y
P(Y) A X is 1-excisive, and the functor from functors with stabilization to spaces
defined by P — hocolimye; map(S¥X, P(S¥)) is 1-excisive.

Definition 7.11 (Goodwillie [9]) The functor F is p—analytic if there is some
number ¢ such that F satisfies E,(np—q,p+1) forall n > 1.

Definition 7.12 Given an F'-bimodule P, write U"(F; P® —) and W ((F; P® —)
for the homotopy functors from spaces to simplicial functors with stabilization defined
by composition with the functor P ® — (of Example 7.10) from spaces to F'—bimodules.
We note that U"(F; P ® —) satisfies the limit axiom but Wy((F; P ® —) only does if
M is finite or P is O—connective.
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Example 7.13 For any m|n and F-bimodule P, the functor U"(F; P®—)p¢,, from
space to functors with stabilization is n—excisive and satisfies E(0) for all £k > 1 and
hence is —1-analytic.

Proof (after [9, 4.4]) Since homotopy orbits preserve connectivity and commute with
finite homotopy inverse limits, it suffices to show the result for U"(F; P ® —).

By Example 7.5, we may assume P is an Q F-bimodule. Now U”"(F; P ® —) is
the diagonal on an n—multiexcisive functor so by Example 7.3it is n—excisive. By
[9, Proposition 3.2], being n—excisive implies being k —excisive for all k¥ > n, which
implies (as observed in Example 7.8 above) that U”(F; P ® —) satisfies E(c) for all
k >n and all ¢. Below we will show that for all k > 1, U"(F; P ® —) satisfies E(0).
Once we know that, we can take ¢ = —n and get that forall k > 1, U(F; P ® —)
satisfies Ej(—k +n,0) and so it is —I —analytic.

By Example 7.9, to show that U"(F; P ® —) satisfies E;(0) it suffices to show that
U"(F; P ® —)[m satisfies Ey(0) forall Kk > 1 and m > 0, so we fix m and consider
U"(F, P®—)[m].

Let X be a strongly co-Cartesian S —cube of F—bimodules such that X (&) — X (s)
is kg—connected for s € S. Now for any space Z, the spectra

n
UM(F: P)p A [\ Z = U"(F: P ® Z)pm)

are equivalent. By [9, Example 4.4], A" X is Xk + n—co-Cartesian (reduce to a CW
case and consider cells), thus U"(F; P ® X)[,, is a kg + n—co-Cartesian diagram
of spectra and so a Xks—Cartesian diagram of spectra. |

Proposition 7.14 Let M C N* be such that for all M € M, M c M (notation as
in Proposition 5.8). Then for F-bimodules P, W (F; P ® —) satisfies E, (1) for all
n > 1 and hence is O—analytic.

Proof Note, if M C N* is finite, then there exists an M € M such that M is
covered by M and M — M (as in Proposition 5.8). Thus, by Proposition 5.8 we have
a natural fibration

UM (F; P®—)yc,, — holimpyU(F; P ® )| 1 -5 holim y— ps U(F: P ® —)| st

By Example 7.13, U%M satisfies E,(0). Now M — M is again such that if M’ e
M — M then M’ € M — M and so by induction on the number of objects of M,
holimpy—ap U(F; P ® —)| pm—pr satisfies E,(0) and hence holimy U (F; P ® —) sat-
isfies E,(0) too.
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In general, Wy((F; P ® —) can be written as
Wm(F; P ® —) > holimeo«n Wi, (F; P ® —)

for M,, finite and as above. Now since homotopy inverse limits commute, the homotopy
fiber of Wy((F; P®—) on a strongly co-Cartesian (n+ 1)—cube is the homotopy inverse
limit of the homotopy fibers of the W4, (F; P ® —) on that cube. By [4, X1.7.4], there
is a natural short exact sequence

0— lim,11 —»00Ti+1(the homotopy fiber of W4, ) — m;(the homotopy fiber of W)
— limy, s oo 77; (the homotopy fiber of Wy4,,) — 0,

and since the homotopy fibers of the Wy, are Xks—connected, the homotopy fiber of

Waq must be —1 + Zkg—connected. So Wy (F; P ® —) always satisfies E,(1). O

Remark 7.15 Certainly Proposition 7.14 holds for more general categories M but
what is proven suffices for our purposes. For example, using M and the equivalence

UM ()™ 3 holimy; U(F: P ® —)| iz
(M is initial in M) we see that UM (F; P @ —)M also satisfies E,(0).

8 Taylor towers and W (F; P ® —)

We now want to identify the Taylor tower for W(F; P ® —) and WP(F:P® =)
when P is an F-bimodule. Technically, what we will write down is what one might
call the Maclaurin series since it is the Taylor tower at the basepoint. We will be using
universal properties and the results of Section 6.

Recall that for a p—analytic functor F' there is an n—excisive homotopy functor called
the n—th degree Taylor polynomial which we write as P, F. We also define

nF
Dy F = hofib(P, F 2Z5 p,_, F).

Terminology An admissible sequence {x1,...,X,} is a (possibly infinite) strictly
increasing sequence of positive integers such that

i x;=1.
(i) if m|x; then x;/m € {xy,...,xj_1}.
Note that if {xy,...,x,} is an admissible sequence then sois {xy,..., X;—1}. Some ex-

amples of admissible sequences are: {1,2,3,...}, {1, p, p%,...}, {1, p.q., pq} where
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p and ¢ are prime. Any multiplicatively closed subset of N* which contains all its
prime divisors and 1 determines an admissible sequence and every admissible sequence
is a subsequence of one obtained in this manner.

Given an admissible sequence {xi,...,X,...}, let 2?, C N* be the full subcate-
gory generated by {xi,...,x;}. Thus, X; C Xj4; and Xj;; is covered (as in
Proposition 5.8) by Xj and Xj1. Let X be the full subcategory generated by all x;’s.

Proposition 8.1 Given an admissible sequence {x1, X», ...} and an F —bimodule P,
then

UNF; P®— ifne{xy,...,xj},
DI’I(WX}(F,P®—))2{* ( )hCn { 1 ]}

otherwise,
Wx, (F; P®—) wherexy <n <xgy1,k <],
W, (F; P®—) wherexj <n,
UYF;P®— ifne{xy,...},
* otherwise,

Pi(Wx(F; P®—)) >~ Wy, (F; P®—) wherex; <n <xgyq,

Pn(WXj(F§P®_)):{

with structure maps g,: P, — P,_1 given by restriction to subcategories.

Proof In order to ease notation, we will drop F and P from our notation so that Wy
will represent Wy (F; P ® —).

We recall from [10] the following facts about P, (at the space consisting of a sin-
gle point) and the natural transformation p,: id — P,: the natural transformation
F — P, F preserves equivalences and fibrations of functors. For F' p—analytic, the
natural transformation p, F: F — P, F is universal with respect to mapping F to an
n—excisive functor which agrees with it to order #, that is, so that for some constant
q, pnF is at least nk + g + k—connected on k—connected spaces for k > p (see [10],
just after the proof of Proposition 1.6).

‘We will use the fibration

X res

Uhé.xj ~ hofib[Wx;, — Wx,_,]

from Proposition 5.8. By [9, Example 3.5], U, ;Cn is an n—excisive functor. If F” —
F — F’ is a fibration of homotopy functors and both F”" and F’ satisfy E,(c), then
F satisfies Ej,(c) also. So by induction and Proposition 7.14, Wy; is O-analytic and
Xj—excisive.
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By the universality of P, F, if F is O—analytic and m—excisive, the natural transfor-
mation F — P, F is an equivalence for all 7 > m on all 0—connected spaces and so a
stable equivalence for those n. Therefore Pn(Wx;) =~ Wy; for all n > x;.

Now the connectivity condition in the universal property of P, shows that U ;11Cn is in
fact a homogenous n—excisive functor, ie
Ut ifk>n
P(Ufe ) =1 HhGn -
k( hC") {* if k <n.
Using the fibration of Proposition 5.8 again, this implies that Py (res): Px(Wx;) —
P (Wx;_,) is an equivalence for k < x;, so the first two results follow by induction
on j.
Asin Corollary 5.10, we see that res: Wx — Wiy, is (xj41(k+1)—2)—connected for X
k—connected. Since x; 41 > x; + 1, this implies ((x;j+1)(k+1)—2)—connectedness,
that is, (xjk+x;j—1+k)—connectedness. Thus, by the universal property of py;,
res: Px; Wx — Px; Wx; is an equivalence. The formula for the layers D, Wx now
follows by induction since we know the layers D, Wyx; for all j and n. a

Corollary 8.2 For any FSP F and linear bimodule P, one has
Dy(W(F: P®-)) = U"(F: P® —)ic,.
Pon(W(F: P®—)) = Wp(F: P® ),
UP'(F:P®-)ic,, ifn = pk,

DWW (F: P ) = { .
% otherwise,

Pa(WP(F; P®—) = WP (F; P®—) wherep® <n < pk+1,

with structure maps g,: P, — P,_1 given by restriction to subcategories.

9 Relating K(Rx M[X]) to W(R; M ® £X)

When R is an associative ring with unit and M is a simplicial R-bimodule, Dundas
and McCarthy defined in [5] the invariant K(R; M). For M discrete, this is the
algebraic K -theory of the exact category whose objects are (P,«), where P is a
finitely generated projective R—module and «: P — P® g M is aright R—module map,
and whose morphisms from (P, «) to (Q, B) are right R—module homomorphisms
fi P— Q suchthat Bo f=(f ®1p)oa. For M asimplicial R—bimodule, this
definition is applied degreewise. In Theorem 4.1 there, Dundas and McCarthy show
that there is a natural homotopy equivalence

K(Rx M)~ K(R; B.M)
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where B.M ~ M [S1] is the bar construction on M. The functoriality of this
identification means that the direct summand K(R) = K(R;0) maps compatibly
to both sides, so we have a natural equivalence on the reduced theories K (Rx M)~
K (R; B.M) as well. The argument in [5] goes on to show that topological Hochschild
homology THH(R; M) is the first derivative at the one-point space * of the functor
X+ K(R; M[X)).

Now [19, Proposition 3.2] says that the functor X — K(R; M [X]) is O—analytic. We
want to show that for connected X, this functor is naturally homotopy equivalent
to the functor X +— W(R; M [X]) =~ W(R; M ® X), which is also 0-analytic by
Proposition 6.14 above. Here R is the FSP associated (as in Examples 1.4(ii)) to the
category having a single object and R as its morphism set, and M is the R—bimodule
sending X — M[X]. The equivalence W(R; M ® X)) ~ W(R,; A?[X]) isby Lemma 6.5
above.

It will turn out to be more convenient to map into W(Pg; M) instead of W(R; M),

where Ppg is the category of finitely generated projective right R—modules, and M is
the Pr-bimodule given by

M 4.p(X) =Homp,(4; B&r M) ®7 Z[X]

forall A, B € Pgr, X € S«, where Mg is the category of all right R—modules. The
restriction of this M on Pg to the full subcategory on the rank 1 free module (which
is isomorphic to the category R) is the M of the previous paragraph (which should
really be denoted M as well, but in that case we omit the underline to agree with the
usual notation for K(R; M)).

Lemma 9.1 Let R be an associative ring with unit and let M be a discrete R—
bimodule. Then we can define maps
Rr: w2 0 (i )

for all n > 1 such that Res"/™ of,, = B for all m|n and such that f; is the map of
[5, Theorem 3.4].

Proof As defined in [5, Section 3],
K(R:M)=Q| [[ Homg py(E.c®r M).
ceS.Pr

We will let
K(R; M) = ]_[ Homp,(c,c ®@r M).

CEPR
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It is easy to map
by
K(R; M) — U"(Pr: M)

for all n > 1 such that Res™™ ob,, = by, for all m|n and such that by is the map [5]
used at this level: send

Homp,(c,c ®g M) — Hompg,(c,c Qg M) A--- AHomp,(c,c @r M)

n times

oo™,

that is, map Homp, (c,c ® g M) into the multisimplicial degree (0,0, ...0) part of
un (&; M) (where there are no PR coordinates, only bimodule coordinates), into
the term corresponding to X = (0,0,...,0) (since ®ZZ[SO] = ®gzZ does not do
anything to an abelian group) by sending « to n copies of itself.

For each k, on Sj, of Waldhausen’s S—construction (as reviewed before Proposition 6.14
above) b, induce maps

[] Homg np(@.c®g M) — U"(SiPr: Sk M)

ceSKPr

ar o™,

and so we get maps
K(R;M)=9| [ ] Homg iy (@ 2@rM)| % QIU(S.Pr: S.M)|~U"(Pr: M)
ceS Pr

by the equivalence of Proposition 6.14. These satisfy Res"/™ oBn = B forall m|n
and generalize the construction of [5].

Note that by naturality, these 8, send K(R) = K(R;0) — U"(Pg;0) ~ * and so
factor through reduced K —theory maps

R )% U"(Pr: M). u|
Recall that for simplicial R—bimodules N, K(R; N) is defined by geometrically
realizing the K(R; N,)’s with respect to the maps induced by N ’s simplicial structure.
Since the functors U"(F; —) commute with realizations, we could do the same for

U"(Pg; N). Therefore, Lemma 9.1 allows us to define maps

RR:N) B un(pg: )
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for any simplicial R—bimodule N, satisfying Res™™ of, = B, for all m|n and
generalizing the construction of [5]. Since the 8, are compatible with the restriction
maps, they define a map

R(R: N) & w(pg: ).

We will want to apply this for N = M [X] for M a discrete R-bimodule and X
a finite pointed simplicial set. Note that the FSP M [X] associated to the simplicial
R-bimodule M [X] is the same as the FSP ]\_7 [X] of Examples 1.7(iv), and as such
has an associated spectrum stably equivalent to that of M ® X of Example (iii), which
has been studied in the previous section. The following Theorem will be proved in
several steps.

Main Theorem 9.2 Let R be an associative ring with unit and let M be a discrete
R-bimodule. Then the natural transformation

R(R: A1x)) £ W(Pg: H[X)
induces an equivalence when X is connected. Since by Proposition 6.13,
W(R: M[X)) ~ W(Pg: M[X))

is a homotopy equivalence (note that in the proof there are maps given in both directions),
this gives a homotopy equivalence

R(R; M[X]) S W(R; M[X))

for connected X .

Corollary 9.3 The Taylor tower of the functor X +— K (R;]\z [X]) at % has
Wu(R; M[X)) as its n—th stage, with the tower maps given by category restriction.

Proof of Corollary 9.3 In Corollary 8.2 above, we have seen that the W,(R; M ® —)
are the finite stages in the Taylor tower of W(R; M ® —) at *, related by the category
restriction maps. By Lemma 6.5, this means that the W, (R; M [X]) are the finite stages
in the Taylor tower of W(R; M [X]) at *, related by the same maps. The coefficients in
the Taylor tower can be computed by looking arbitrarily close to the space at which we
are working. See [10, Remark 1.1] for a discussion of this. So to find the Taylor tower
of X > K (R; M [X]) it is enough to look at connected X, where Main Theorem 9.2
tells us it agrees with W(R; M [XD. a

Proof of Main Theorem 9.2 We will use a variant of [9, Theorem 5.3]. Theorem 5.3
says that if two p—analytic functors F and G have a natural transformation between
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them which induces an equivalence of the differentials Dy F— Dx G atevery space X,
then for (p+1)—connected maps X — Y there is a Cartesian diagram

F(X) — G(X)

L

F(Y) ——= G(Y).

The same proof shows that if two p—analytic functors F' and G have a natural trans-
formation between them which induces an equivalence of the differentials Dy F' —
Dx G at every p—connected space X (ie every X for which the map X — * is
(p+1)—connected—see the comment just after [9, Definition 1.3]), then for every
p—connected X there is a Cartesian diagram

F(X)— G(X)
L
F(x) —— G(*).

So we need to show that the natural transformation 8 induces an equivalence on the
derivatives at all O—connected spaces. Since K(R; M[x]) = W(Pg; M[*]) > *, this
will imply that for any O—connected X', 8 is an equivalence.

So let X be connected; we should consider spaces Y — X over X ; but for simplicity
of writing, we would like to eliminate the spaces from our calculation. In the following
sections, we will prove:

Technical Lemma 9.4 Let R be an associative ring with unit, and let M, N be two
simplicial R-bimodules. If N is k —connected, B induces a 2k —connected map

hofib(K(R; B.M @ B.N) — K(R; B.M))
— hofib(W(Pg: B.M & B.N) — W(Pg: B.M)).
Having this lemma lets us conclude the proof of Main Theorem 9.2: because of the
obvious equivalences
M[X VA= M[X]|& M[A]

and, for connected spaces Z, M [Z] ~ B,(Q]\? [Z]) (for Q a simplicial model of the
loop space), Technical Lemma 9.4 would tell us that

hofib(K (R; M[X v S¥]) — K(R; M[X)))
— hofib(W(Pg: M[X v S¥]) - W(Pg: M[X]))
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is 2(k—1)—connected for all k > 1. But by the definition of a derivative at a space X
of a functor (at the basepoint of X') from [7] (for functors to spaces) and [9, Sec-
tion 5], the spectrum k ~> hoﬁbh(Iz(Rf;vj\ZI’[X v §K]) — K(R; M[X])) is equivalent
to the derivative of the functor K(R; M[—]) at X, and similarly the spectrum k +—>
hoﬁb(W(&; A_?LX v Sk — W(Pg; ﬂ [X ])) is equivalent to the derivative of the
functor W(Pg; M[—]) at X. The (2(k—1))—equivalences of the k—th spaces in these
two spectra make the two of them equivalent, and thus the two derivatives agree, as we
needed to show. |

10 Proof of Technical Lemma 9.4, Part I: the homotopy fibers
are abstractly 2k —equivalent for £ —connected N

In this section we are going to prove that for k—connected N, the two fibers in
Technical Lemma 9.4 in are both 2k —equivalent to THH(R x M, B.N). In Section 11
we will prove that the trace map B induces the abstract equivalence obtained in this
section.

Lemma 10.1 Let R be an associative ring with unit, and let M and N be two
simplicial R-bimodules, then

K(Rx M; B.N) ~hofib(K(R; B.M & B.N) — K(R; B.M)).
Proof Using the isomorphisms B.M @ B.N ~ B.(M & N) and Rx (M & N) =

(Rx M)x N the result follows from the commuting diagram whose vertical maps are
equivalences by [5, 4.1]

hofib K(R;B.M & B.N)— K(R; B.M)

(10-]) ~ l: l:

K(Rx M;B.N)— K((Rx M)x N) K(Rx M)

as well as the identification of the homotopy fiber on the bottom row. |

We are interested in K (RxM; B.N) ina 2k —connected range when N is k—connected.
By [5, Theorem 3.4], the trace map K(R x M; B.N) - THH(Rx M ; B.N) is
(2(k+1))—connected if N is k—connected. We let y be the composite obtained
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using the natural splitting of the rows in (10-1):

K(R,B.(M ®N)) — K(Rx (M &N)) —= K(Rx M)x N)

(10-2) ly l

2(k+1) ~
THH(Rx M; B.N) K(Rx M;B.N)

Proposition 10.2 For a ring R and simplicial R—bimodules M and N, using the
natural map y from (10-2), we obtain

~ 2(k+1 ~
R(R: B.M @ B.N) X THH(R w M: B.N) x R(R: B.M).

In order to identify the homotopy fiber of the map
W(R; B.M & B.N) - W(R; B.M)

we first observe that by the multilinearity of U”(F;—), for any FSP F and F-
bimodules Py and P;, we have a C,,—equivariant decomposition

U™(F; Py® Py) —> I1 U™(F; Py(1)s - - - » Pan)-
aeHomSelS({l723"'3’1}5{031})

Thus, if Py is k—connected we have a 2k —connected Cy,—equivariant map
(10-3) U™M(F; Py® Py) — U"(F; Py) X (Cp)+ AU™(R; Py, ..., Py, Pr).
Taking C, fixed points, this gives a map
U"(F; Po® P)S" — U™(F; Py)“" x U"(R; Py, ..., Py, Py).
We obtain maps for all m dividing #,
U™(F: Py ® P)" S U™(F; Py® P;)" — U™(R; Py ..., Py, Py)
and hence maps ¢,

(10-4)  U™(F; Po@® P)" 2 U™ (F; Po)™" x [JU™(F: Po..... Po. Py)

mn

which take the restriction maps for the fixed points of the U ’s applied to Py & Py to
the restriction maps of the U ’s applied to Py and the projections on the product.
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Lemma 10.3 The map of homotopy inverse limits produced by the €, ’s

W(R:B.M & B.N)-~>holimy<(U"(R: B.M)“"x[[;,U¥(R:B.M .....B.M ,B.N))

~

W(R;B.M)x[[o=oU%(R;B.M,...,B.M,B.N)
is (2(k+1)—1)—connected if N is k —connected.
Proof It is enough to show the map for each W, to holimy<,y is (2(k+1))—connected.
By Corollary 5.9 it is enough to show that the C,,—~homotopy orbits of the maps in (10-3)

are (2(k+1))—connected, which they are since homotopy orbits preserve connectivity.
O

In order to relate HZO=0 U*R;,BM,...., BM,B.N) to THH(Rx M,B.N), a
proposition motivated by the result in [15] will be useful. For R — S a map of
FSP’s and M an S-bimodule we can form a bisimplicial spectrum

[plx[gl~> UPTN(R:S.....S. M),

where the g—direction has the usual (diagonal) simplicial structure of U and the p
direction has the evident simplicial structure defined so that

Ut (R; S ..., S, M) =~ THH(S, M).

Proposition 10.4 If R — S is a map of FSP’s over the same underlying set and M is
an S —bimodule, then the natural map

UYS; M) — U*TY(R; S*, M)
given by the inclusion of the zero simplicial dimension

Us T (R S*, M) =U}(S: M)
is an equivalence.
Proof Since both theories are linear in the bimodule M variable it is enough to
show that the map is an equivalence for M =S ® X ® S for X a spectrum (and the
tensor product taken over the sphere spectrum). More general bimodules M can be
resolved by bimodules of this form, using the functor X — § ® X ® S from spectra

to S -bimodules and its adjoint, the forgetful functor. In the caseof M =S @ X ® S,
one can “break” the circles to get

n—+2 times

UMY (R;S". M)~ X®S®rS®---Qg S.
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The induced structure maps (from the unused simplicial direction) are simply X ® ()
applied to the standard bimodule resolution of S as an R—algebra (ie multiplication on
the “insides”, no twists) and hence since this is homotopy equivalent to S again (using
the extra degeneracy map), we get X ® S. And U, (S; M) is homotopy equivalent to
X ® S, by a similar argument; this X ® S can be embedded in U} (S; M) within M
tomap to an X ® S within M in U*T1(R; S*, M) which is homotopy equivalent to
the whole U*T1(R; S*, M). |

Corollary 10.5 For aring R and simplicial R—bimodules M and N,

o0
THH(Rx M;B.N)~ [[ U*(R:B.M,.... B.M, B.N).

a=0
Proof By Proposition 10.4, we have
THH(R x M: B.N) > U*TY(R; (Rx M)*, B.N).

Using the multilinearity of the U’s, if we let S¥ = A¥ /3, we have by the calculations
at the end of the next section an equivalence p4 of bisimplicial spectra

o0
U*T'(R;(Rx M)*, B.N) = [JU“t"(R: M.....M.B.N)® 5°.

a=0

Using the fact that

a times
e e
S4~SUA..AST,
the fact that B.M ~ M ® S, and the multilinearity of the U ’s, we have that each

U*TY(R;M,...,M,B.N)® S? is equivalent to U*'(R; B.M,...,B.M,B.N)
and hence the result. O

Corollary 10.6 Foraring R and simplicial R—bimodules M and N , using the map €
and the equivalences of Lemma 10.3 and Corollary 10.5, we have a (2k +1)—connected
map

k
W(R: B.M & B.N) 2 THH(Rx M: B.N) x W(R; B.M).

11 Proof of Technical Lemma 9.4, Part II: the trace induces
the 2k —equivalence

In Section 10 we showed that the two fibers used in Technical Lemma 9.4 agree in a
2k + 1 range if the bimodule N being considered was k—connected. In this section
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we will show that the trace map B defined in Section 9 induces the equivalence on the
fibers in a 2k range as suggested by Section 10. We now recall, from [19], primarily
page 218, and [5, Section 4], details that allow us to construct an unstable model for
the composite y used in Proposition 10.2.

If P is a category of diagrams of projective right R—modules and M is the category
of diagrams of the same form of right R—modules, we will for brevity write

R(P) = Homp(P, P),
Mp =Hompy(P,PRQr M)

for any P € P and any R-bimodule M .
We recall, using this notation, that for a discrete ring R,

K (R; M) = stabilization w.r.t. Waldhausen’s S—construction of P > \/ Mp
PeP

on Pg. As in the proof of [5, Theorem 3.4], the point here is that

K(R; M) =Q

[] Homs (o0 M),
ceS Pr

K(R) = K(R;0) = Q|S Pr|.
By [21], the S—construction stabilizing maps induce equivalences
QIS.Pr| = Q*|SPPg| > Q3|SOPr| > -

and similarly

Q

L[ HOmS_MR(E,E®M)‘:>QZ| ]_[ HomS.(z)MR(E,Z®M)|:>... .
CES PR eSO Ppp

As is shown in the proof of [5, Theorem 3.4], for each p the map

hoﬁb(

]_[ HOmSQ?)MR(E,E@ M)‘ — |S,(p)7DR|)
ceSPIPR

— hocoﬁb(|S.(p)77R| Y

[] Homgomp,(@c® M)D
ceSPIPR

~

\/  Homgu i, (@.c® M)‘
ceSMPR

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



On the Taylor tower of relative K —theory 741

is (2p—3)—connected (where 0 is the map which sends every ¢ to the zero map
¢ — ¢ ® M), and thus the homotopy cofiber spectrum is the same as the spectrum
K(R; M).

By Proposition 6.14 and Corollary 6.17, we know that
U™(R, M) = stabilization w.r.t. the S—construction of P — \/ Ug (Plp: M|p)Cr
Pep
on Pgr. We observe that for P € Pg and N an (R x M )-module which M acts on
by the zero action:
Homp, ,,(POr (RXx M), PR (RX M) ®gxym N) = Homp, (P, P Qg N).
In other words,
NpgrrxM = Np.

Similarly,
HOI’I]’/)RD(M(P®R (RIXM), P®R (RIXM))

>~ Homp, (P, P Qg (Rx M)) = Homp, (P, P) ® Homp, (P, PQr M),

and taking into account the way the composition of the two summands works, we get
(Rx M)(PQRr(Rx M)) = R(P)x Mp.

Given m € Mp, we let (1,m) be the obvious isomorphism in R(P)x Mp. We note
that since the product of any two elements in M is zeroin Rx M, (1,m)o (1,m’) =
(1,m 4+ m’), and because the product of any element of M with any element of N is
zero, for n € Np, the two compositions

1,
Por(Rx M) Por(Rx M) P@g (Rx M) ®gun N

PRR(RxM)—> PRR(RXM)R@rxm N ———— PR (RX M) Qprxm N

are both equal to the map n. Thus, we have a representation

Mp - GL(R(P) x Mp)

whose image acts as the identity on Np. Here GL is used to indicate the invertible
elements.

We obtain a natural simplicial map

B (1+%)
BxMp x Np —— THH4(R(P) x Mp: Np)
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where R(P)x Mp is viewed as an FSP on the category consisting of one point with a
morphism for each element of the ring R(P)x Mp, and Np as a bimodule over it.
Note that

R(P)x Mp = PR M| P& p(RxM)>
Np = N|pgg(RxM)-

Lemma 11.1 The natural transformation

®RrRRxM
\/ THH.(R(P)x Mp;Np) —*~"5 \/ THH.(R(P)x Mp: Np)
PePpr PePrx M

(obtained by tensoring the indexing category » ® g R x M ) is an equivalence after
stabilization.

Proof Since Rx M is an R-bimodule, Rx M is clearly a Pg-bimodule. But since
Rx M is actually an R-algebra, this Pg-bimodule is an FSP on Pg in its own right,
and so we can take U ’s of it. The domain of the map in the statement of the lemma
can be written as

\/ U!R(P)x Mp;Np)= \/ U(RxM|p;N|p)
PePpgr PePpr

= \/ U (Prlp: Rx M5, Np),
PE'PR

and so stabilizes to U* ! (Pr: Rx M *, N) by the nonequivariant analog of Corollary
6.17 which allows different bimodules in the * 4 1 bimodule positions (and is proved
in exactly the same way).

The target of the map can be written as
\/ UlRP)xMp;Np)= \/ U!(Prumlp.Nlp)
PeEPRxM PeEPRrxMm

=\ Uyt (Prxmlp: R M|}, N|p).

PEPRrxM

and similarly stabilizes to UtV (Prxari RXM*,N). On Prxpr, RX M is the
same as Prx s, but we write it in this way to keep the parallel clear. If we abbreviate
the map * @ g (Rx M) to t: Pr — Prea , the map in the statement of the lemma
stabilizes to the obvious map induced by ¢, noting that R x M on Ppg is the same
as t* of Rx M on Prxps and that N on Ppg is the same as t* of N on Pruas.
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Thus the map we are interested in is the bottom horizontal map in the commutative
diagram

1
U1 (PrIR: ((*Rx M), (t*N)|R)=U* ! (Prucat R s RXM [, 0ps N IR

|

U*tH(Pr; (*Rx M)*, t*N)

Ix

Ut (Prupr; Rx M*, N)

where the vertical maps are induced by the inclusion. By the nonequivariant analog of
Proposition 6.13 which allows different bimodules in the * + 1 bimodule positions
(and is proved in exactly the same way), these vertical maps are equivalences, so to
show that the bottom horizontal map is an equivalence, it suffices to show that the top
horizontal map is. The top horizontal map is a map of U ’s of FSP’s and bimodules
over a one point set, and can also be written as the map

U*H1(R; (R M)*, N) 35 U*T\(Rx M: (Rx M)*, N)
induced by ¢ on the FSP’s. It is an equivalence because of the diagram

U (R; (R M)* \N) =—=Ug ' (Rx M; (Rx M)*, N)

| l

U1 (R: (Rx M)*, N) —— U**'(Rx M: (Rx M)*, N)

where the vertical maps are equivalences by the nonequivariant analog of Proposition
10.4 which allows different bimodules in the % + 1 bimodule positions (and is proved
in exactly the same way). O

Model 11.2 (A model for y) The stabilization of the composite

1+%

\/ B«MpxNp —> \/ THH.(R(P)x Mp: Np)
PeP pep
RxM
BT E\/  THHL(R(P)x Mp; Np)
PEPRxM

is a natural transformation from K(Pr; B.M @ N) to K(Prwxar; N). When N is
replaced by B.N , this (by [5; 19]) is a model for the natural transformation y used in
Proposition 10.2.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



744 Ayelet Lindenstrauss and Randy McCarthy

By the discussion in the beginning of Section 9, for any R-bimodule M , the map of
spaces (not spectra) from Mp to UJ(Pgr, M )Cn

me= mAmAN---A\m
e[M|p(S) A+ AM|p(SO)"

— [holim 11 QXL Xk (M | p(STOY A M |p (ST A~ A M |p(SEK)|Cn

stabilizes to the map K (R;M)—U"(Pr: M )Cn used in the construction of the trace
map f. Using this and the definition of the maps €, in (10-4) we obtain the following.

Model 11.3 (A model for the W fiber map) The composite

o
KPrM&N) S WEpMaN) - [ U Pr: M*,N)

a=1

is equivalent to the stabilization of the natural transformation determined by the product
of the maps Ba: \/ pep(M & N)|p — \/ pep U (Prlp: M157' N |p) given by

(a—1) times

e e
Ba(mxn)= mA---AmAn.

Definition 11.4 Define bisimplicial spectra U(a)(R(P); Mp, Np) by

U@i(R(P):Mp.Np)= [[ U R(P): Fy.....Fi. Np)

1<ji<=<jg=<=*

with

=

{Mp ifte{ji,....ja}
R(P) otherwise.

In other words, if we break R(P)Xx Mp as a bimodule down into R(P) & Mp,
then U(a)(R(P); Mp, Np) is the part of THH(R(P)x Mp, Np) which contains
exactly a Mp’s. The simplicial coordinate * comes from U ’s diagonal simplicial
structure. The boundary maps from the simplicial coordinate * involve multiplying
adjacent bimodule coordinates in U .

By Models 11.2 and 11.3 and the equivalence in Corollary 10.5 it will suffice to prove
the following proposition to finish the proof of Technical Lemma 9.4.
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Proposition 11.5 For R aring and M and N R-bimodules, there are maps p4
which make the following diagram commute:

B.MpxNp ik THH(R(P)x Mp;Np)

lnaﬂu l:
(11-1) HZOZOU(?(R(P);B.MP,...,B.MP,NP)M ngo:OU(a)o(R(P);Mp,Np)

linol l =
Ha Pa

HZ;OU:I(R(P);B.MP,...,B.MP,NP) - 1_[210 U(a)«(R(P);Mp,Np).

We recall from Proposition 10.4 the equivalence
THH,(R(P) x Mp, Np) = Ut (R(P); R(P)x Mp, Np)
S UI(R(P); R(P)x Mp, Np).
By the multilinear property of the U, we see that we have a natural equivalence of

bisimplicial spectra

U1 (R(P): R(P)x Mp, Np) = [| U(@)}(R(P): Mp, Np).

a=0
Lemma 11.6 For all a, U(a);5(R(P); Mp, Np) 5 U@ i(R(P); Mp,Np).
Proof We have a commutative diagram

UTY(R(P); R(P)x Mp, Np) — [1520 U@} (R(P): Mp, Np)

U (R(P): R(P)x Mp, Np) —= [152o U@)3(R(P): Mp, Np)
where the horizontal maps are equivalences by the decomposition into homogeneous
pieces as explained above and the left vertical map is an equivalence by Proposition 10.4.
Thus, the right vertical map which makes the diagram commute, namely the inclusion,

is an equivalence. However, this inclusion is a product of maps and hence each of them
is an equivalence as well. a

Composing 1 + % with the projection equivalence from THH(R(P)x Mp, Np) =
[To=o U(a)(R(P); Mp, Np) we obtain simplicial maps

(11-2) n%: B«Mp x Np — U(a);(R(P); Mp, Np)
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In order to better express the maps n* we make the following observations. Let
Surja ([a], [k]) be the set of surjective monotone maps from [a] to [k]. For o €
Surja([a],[k]) and 1 < j < k, we will write uj(0) = min{o~'(j)}. We have an
isomorphism of sets from Surj, ([a], [k]) to {1 < j; <--- < jx < a} given by sending
o € Surjp([a], [k]) to {@1(0),..., uk(0)}. With these conventions, the maps n¢ are
the composites

(my x---xXmy,n)

= I ot A A e AR
o €Surj ([al,[k])
€ QOU--H0 ] (F1[S°IA -+ A F[S°] A Np[S?))
1=py(o)<+<ur(o)=<a
— holim k41 Q¥0U-Hxk I1 (F1[S¥]A--- A Fx[S*1] A Np[S¥])

I=pi(o)<+<ui(o)=<a
= U(a)g (R(P): Mp. Np),
where F; are as, as before, Mp if t = puj(o) for some j and R(P) otherwise, and

where o*(my, () A+ A My, () A1) has n in the last coordinate, My, (o) in the
(nj(0)—1)-st coordinate, 1 < j <a, and 1g in the others.

We now define, for all @, bisimplicial maps (which are equivalences)
U (R(P); (B«Mp)“. Np) = U(a);(R(P); Mp, Np).

In order to do this, we first make a few general remarks about simplicial constructions
and then apply them to this specific application.

Let S¥ = A% /9 as a simplicial set. That is, Aﬁ = Hom ([n], [k]) and 0 is the usual
subsimplicial set determined by the & — 1 subskeleton. We also have the simplicial set

k times
—N——
A ST:= ST A A S!

by which we mean the diagonal of the obvious k —fold multisimplicial set. We know
that after realization, this is homeomorphic to S k but there is not a simplicial map
that realizes to a homeomorphism. There are exactly k! simplicial maps from /\k S
to S* which realize to homotopy equivalences, one for each of the nondegenerate cells
of /\k S in dimension k. We will be wanting to use one of these simplicial maps.

We can first look at S¥. It has one point in every simplicial dimension less than k. In
dimension & it has one nondegenerate element which we can identify with the identity
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on [k]. In dimension n larger than k it has an element for every ordered surjection
from [n] to [k] and one other point, *. Thus, we can write

Sk = Surj, (n]. [k])+

Now we want to write down simplicial maps from /\k S' to S* which are homotopy
equivalences. The critical dimension is k. Given a sequence (7, ..., Tx) of surjections
[n] — [1], we can associate a sequence of nonzero positive integers by looking at the
cardinality of the inverse image of 0, ie {|11_1 (0)], |12_1 o|,..., |rk_1 (0)]}. We can also
express this as {{t1(t1), 11(12), ..., w1 (%)} since w1 (r) = min(z~1(1)) = [t~ (0)].
A sequence

(tr..ote) € (AF Sk

is nondegenerate if and only if the sequence {11 (1), n1(72),..., 1(t%)} has no
repeated terms.

We define « to be the following simplicial map from /\k S! to S*: On the k —1
skeleton it must be trivial, in simplicial dimension k it takes the nondegenerate simplex
whose sequence is (1, 2,...,k) to the identity in (S k)« and all others to the basepoint.
This determines a map of the k—skeletons and hence by extension of degeneracies
a map of the simplicial sets (as both have only degenerate simplices in dimensions
greater than k).

We actually need to understand « explicitly in all simplicial dimensions. Following the

degeneracies in both settings, we see that @ sends a simplex (ty,..., %) € ( /\k Sh,
to the basepoint if the sequence {u(t1), u1(72),...,1(t%)} associated to it in
{1,2,... ,n}k is not monotone increasing. If the sequence is monotone increasing,
then (tr,...,7x) is sent to the monotone surjection a(zy,..., ) € Surju([n], [k])
given by

(11-3) i@ ) = (5).

We now return to constructing bisimplicial equivalences
pa: UL(R(P); B«Mp, ..., BxMp,Np) — U(a)s(R(P); Mp, Np).

We observe that because U” commutes with realizations in each of its bimodule
variables, we have a simplicial map which is an equivalence in each simplicial dimension:

(11-4) Uf(R(P); BiMp,...,BiMp,Np)
S UYR(P); Mp,.... Mp,Np) @ \° S
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Applying the simplicial map o we obtain an equivalence
UZ(R(P); Mp,...,Mp,Np) ® \* S' 5 US(R(P); Mp, ..., Mp, Np) ® S°.
We have a bisimplicial map which is an equivalence
Ul(R(P); Mp.....Mp,Np)® S{ — U(a){(R(P);: Mp, Np),
given in each dimension k by
UZ(R(P); Mp,....Mp,Np) ® S}

o €Surj A ([k],[a])
1 UZ(R(P); Mp, ..., Mp, Np)
o €Surj ([k].[a])
N 1—[ o*(UF(R(P); Mp, ..., Mp,Np))
oeSurjp ([k],[a])
— U(a);(R(P): Mp, Np).

Il

(11-5)

The map (11-5) includes into the product of all maps in
U]:<+1(R(P);F17F29"'9F*’NP)9

where a of the F; are Mp and the other % —a are R(P), and the maps are anything
within the combined M p—coordinates and just a smash of the unit map 1g(p) in
the R(P) coordinates. It is not an equivalence in each separate simplicial degree &,
but taken over all k& combined, it does induce an equivalence since for every *, the
inclusion

USHU(R(P); M§, Np) S US T (R(P): Fy, P, ... Fu, Np)
is an equivalence, because taking ®§ ( P)R(P) has no effect on R(P)-bimodules.
We define p, to be the composite of these equivalences.
Proof of Proposition 11.5 We have just defined equivalences p4, so we only need to
show that the diagram (11-1) commutes, that is, that n¢ = p, o B, for all a, where n¢
is the piece of 1 + » as defined in (11-2) and B, was defined in the Model 11.3. Let
(my,...,mp,n) € ByMpx Np. Then B,(mq,...,my,n) is the image in the homo-

topy colimit of the k —simplex (which is the diagonal k in the product of ¢ k—simplices)
(my x---xmy)™* An. Via the equivalence in (11-4), this element is mapped to the
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product in the homotopy colimit represented by

l_[ (Mg () Ay () Ao AP () AT
Vl,-'-,)’aesurjA([k]a[l])

The simplicial map o will send the nonmonotone factors to a point; in the remain-
ing factors, o composed with the map in (11-5) to the image in the colimit of
[ o esurin (k1LaD) O Muy @) A+ Ay, @) An) which is the image of n? (the con-
fusing point here is that the indexing set of the k—simplices is written as a product
rather than a sum). m|
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