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HOMOLOGICAL STABILITY FOR
GENERAL LINEAR GROUPS OVER DEDEKIND DOMAINS

OSCAR RANDAL-WILLIAMS

ABSTRACT. We prove a new kind of homological stability theorem for automor-
phism groups of finitely-generated projective modules over Dedekind domains,
which takes into account all possible stabilisation maps between these, rather
than only stabilisation by the free module of rank 1. We show the same kind
of stability holds for Clausen and Jansen’s reductive Borel-Serre spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The title of this note requires explanation, for Charney [Cha80] has already
shown that general linear groups over Dedekind domains enjoy homological stability.
Our goal is to show how these results may be obtained, and improved, by using the
machinery of cellular Fy-algebras which we developed together with Galatius and
Kupers [GKRW18a]. More precisely, in Section 18.2 of that paper it was explained
how the case of Dedekind domains of class number 1 (i.e. PID’s) may be treated,
and here we analyse the general case. Rather than completeness, our motivation
is that a new kind of homological stability theorem is appropriate when the class
number is > 1: we will establish a generic homological stability theorem of this kind.
We will also show that it applies to Clausen and Jansen’s reductive Borel-Serre
spaces.

1.1. Modules over a Dedekind domain. Let O be a Dedekind domain, and
Pic(O) denote the abelian group of isomorphism classes of ®-invertible O-modules
(which are the rank 1 projective modules; this group may be identified with the
ideal class group of O). The classification of finitely-generated modules over a
Dedekind domain has the following consequence: any finitely-generated projective
O-module has the form M = O"~! & L for some [L] € Pic(O). In other words
finitely-generated projective O-modules M are classified up to isomorphism by the
data of

(i) their rank n = rk(M), and

(ii) the isomorphism class [Af M| € Pic(O) of their top exterior power.

1.2. Earlier results. Unless otherwise mentioned, we consider integral homology.
For an O-module M, let GL(M) denote the group of O-module automorphisms of
M. Charney’s theorem states that for finitely-generated projective O-modules M
and N, the homomorphism — @ Idy : GL(M) — GL(M @ N) induces
(1.1) (—®Idn)s : Hi(GL(M)) — Hy(GL(M @ N))

which is an isomorphism for d < % and an epimorphism for d <
(with an improvement if O is a PID). Later, van der Kallen [vdK80, Theorem 4.11]
has shown that

rk(M)—1
4

(—@1do)s : Hy(GL(O™)) — Hy(GL(O™1))

is an isomorphism for d < "7_1 and an epimorphism for d < 5. His results are for

very general rings, but only treat free modules. These methods were extended by
1
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Friedrich [Fril7, Theorem 2.9] to treat arbitrary (not even projective!) modules over
the same class of rings: in the case of Dedekind domains she shows' that

(—®Idp)« : Hi(GL(M)) — Hy(GL(M & O))

rk(M)—4 rk(M)—3 (
2 2

is an isomorphism for d < and an epimorphism for d < with an
improvement if M is a free module). One deduces the same stability range for the
maps (1.1) by exploiting the operation of tensoring with rank 1 projective modules.

1.3. The homological stability statement. We will prove a generic homolog-
ical stability theorem in the context of Ey-algebras, having the following explicit
consequence for general linear groups over Dedekind domains.

Theorem 1.1. Let O be a Dedekind domain, [L] € Pic(O), and M be a finitely-
generated projective O-module. Then

(—®Idp)« : Hi(GL(M)) — H4(GL(M & L))

rk(M)—2 rk(M)
2 2

is an isomorphism for d < and an epimorphism for d <

Given the selection of stabilisation maps, one for each element of Pic(0), it is
a little unnatural to formulate a result such as Theorem 1.1 for one stabilisation
map at a time. Instead, the symmetric monoidal groupoid of all finitely-generated
projective O-modules has homology

P H.(GL(M)),

(M]

where the sum is over representatives of each isomorphism class. Direct sum of
modules endows this with the structure of a graded-commutative algebra, and
recording the rank of a module endows it with an additional N-grading. By the
classification of finitely-generated projective O-modules, in homological degree 0 we
have an isomorphism of N-graded algebras

@ Ho(GL(M)) = Z[Pic(O)]/(p- ' — o - (p@ p')) = Ao
[(M]

where we write (Pic(O),®, 0 = [0]) for the abelian group of ®-invertible O-modules
and Ao is N-graded by considering each element of Pic(O) to have grading 1.? This
discussion shows that for each homological degree d,

P Ha(GL(M))
(M]

has the structure of an N-graded Ap-module. Our more conceptual homological
stability result in this setting is then as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For each degree d, the N-graded Ao-module @By, Ha(GL(M)) is
generated in gradings < 2d, and presented in gradings < 2d + 1.

In Section 5 we will justify the following explicit example.

Ezample 1.3. The Dedekind domain O := Z[y/=5] has Pic(0) = {0, A} with
o = [O] and nontrivial element \ represented by the ideal [ = (2,1 + v/=5). The
abelianisations of the automorphism groups of the finitely-generated projective
O-modules are:

1n her paper the “rank of an O-module M” denotes the largest m such that O™ is a direct
summand of M, so by the classification of finitely-generated projective O-modules it is usually one
less than what we are calling the rank (though they agree for free modules).

2Here Z[Pic(O)] denotes the polynomial algebra on the set Pic(O), not the group algebral
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n |1 2 3 4

GL(O™)% 7Z)2{X} Z/2{c-X,UT,B,C} 7Z/2{c?-X} Z/2{c® X}
GL(O" taon® | z/2{X'y 7Z/2{c-X',C",D'} 7Z/2{c* X'} 7Z/2{c* X'}
where \- X =0- X, A-X'=0-X,and U,T,B,C,C’, D’ are all annihilated by
o and A. We see that this Ap-module is indeed generated in gradings < 2 and
presented in gradings < 3.

It is a simple exercise to deduce Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2, but Theorem
1.2 is stronger. For example, it includes the statement that for each [L] € Pic(O)
the sum of the stabilisation maps

P oLe) . P HUGLO" L)) — Hy(GLO" '&L))
[L']€Pic(O) [L']€Pic(O)

is surjective as long as n > 2d (whereas Theorem 1.1 says that the individual
stabilisation maps are surjective as long as n + 1 > 2d).

1.4. Reductive Borel-Serre spaces. The spaces BGL(M) can be considered as
an unstable approximation to the algebraic K-theory space Q5°K(O), from which
point of view the homological stability results of the previous section can be viewed
as estimating the quality of this approximation.

Another unstable approximation to Q§°K(O) has been recently introduced
by Clausen and Jansen [CJ24], in the form of the reductive Borel-Serre spaces
IRBS(M)]; they are better approximations in the sense that there is a factorisation

BGL(M) —» [RBS(M)| — QFK(O).

Using recent work of Jansen [Jan24], we will explain how our general method applies
equally well to these spaces, and the exact analogues of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 hold
with |RBS(M)| in place of BGL(M).

Remark 1.4. We will show elsewhere that when O has class number 1 then the
[RBS(M)| enjoy homological stability with slope 1, which is much better than the
BGL(M). Perhaps this is also the case for general O; we do not pursue that here.

1.5. The generic homological stability statement. To formulate our generic
homological stability theorem, we assume familiarity with the language and notation
developed in [GKRW18a]. Fix a commutative ring k, and work in the category
sModE of N-graded simplicial k-modules. The statement will make use of the
following construction, which axiomatises what we did in the previous section. Let
P = (P,,0) be an abelian group, and define a commutative k-algebra

Ap :=Kk[P|/(p-p' —c-(pxp')|p,p € P).

As the relations imposed are homogeneous with respect to word-length in the free
commutative k-algebra k[P], we may consider Ap as being N-graded. It has an
augmentation € : Ap — k by sending all p € P to 0. Following [GKRW18a, §12.2.1],
for a non-unital Es-algebra R we write R for the unital associative algebra obtained
by adding a unit and strictifying the F;-structure.

Theorem 1.5. Let R € Algp, (sModY) satisfy Hoo(R) =0 as well as
(1) Hfb(R) =0 ford<n—1, and
(I) there is an abelian group (P,*,c) such that H.o(R) & Ap as N-graded
k-algebras.

Then for each degree d, H, 4(R) has the structure of an N-graded Ap-module, and
as such it is generated in gradings < 3d and presented in gradings < 3d + 1. In
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particular, for any element p € P C Hy o(R) the homotopy cofibre R/p of the map
p-—: S @R — R satisfies Hy a(R/p) =0 for d < 25
Suppose that in addition to the above we have
(I1) HY,(Ap) = 0.
Then the N-graded Ap-module H, 4(R) is generated in gradings < 3d — 1, and is
presented in gradings < 3d+ 1, but also H, 4(R/p) =0 for d < “51.
Suppose that in addition to all the above we have

(IV) HE(Ap) = 0.

Then the N-graded Ap-module H, 4(R) is generated in gradings < 2d, and is pre-
sented in gradings < 2d + 1.

Remark 1.6. The special case P = Z/2 has been analysed in much more detail by
Sierra [Sie22b, Section 2]. See also [Sie22a, Theorem 2.4].

We also record here the following theorem, which resulted from early attempts to

prove a stability range of slope & only under assumptions (I) and (II). It is mainly

2
notable because the stability range d < "_2—‘/5 in the first part is best possible under
assumptions (I) and (II) (see Remark 4.3). We find this surprising, as we have never

seen an honestly non-linear stability range “in nature”.

Theorem 1.7. Let R € Algy__ (sMod}) satisfy (I) and (II) above, with k a field of
characteristic zero. Then we have Hy 4(R/p) =0 for d < #
If P is finite then we also have H,, 4(R/p) = 0 for d < %.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Mikala @rsnes Jansen for sharing a
draft of [Jan24], and Robin J. Sroka for a useful discussion around the subject of
Theorem 3.3. T was supported by the ERC under the European Union’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No. 756444).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

2.1. Regularity for Ap. We begin with some homological algebra over A := Ap,
considered with its N-grading, and with its unique augmentation € : A — k. We
write I := Ip for its augmentation ideal. From the relations defining Ap we see that:
A(0) =k, A(1) = k{P}, and more generally for any n > 1 there is an isomorphism
k{P} = A(n) given by sending p € P to o1 . p.

For an N-graded A-module M, we will consider the (bigraded) Tor-groups

H;?,d(M) = Hy, g(k ®3 M) = Tor;?,d(lkv M),
and write
hi (M) == max{n € N| H;} ;(M) # 0}.
The module M is therefore generated in gradings < hg‘ (M), and is presented in
gradings < max(h{ (M), hi'(M)).
Lemma 2.1. We have h{ (M) <d—1+ hi{(M) for d > 2.

Proof. Let B := k[o], a polynomial algebra in one variable, and let B — A send o
to the symbol of the same name. Via this map we can consider M as a B-module.
There is an equivalence k ®% M ~ (k ®% A) @4 M.

We may compute B-module homology by using the free B-module resolution
0= S5"*®B ™ B— k— 0. This shows that HZ,(—) = 0 for d > 2, and with
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the explicit presentation of A gives

k (n,d) = (0,0)
H74(A) = { k{P}/k{c} (n,d)=(1,0)
0 else.

In particular there is a homotopy cofibre sequence of right A-modules of the form
S @ k{P}/k{c} — k®h A — SOk
Applying — ®%4 M and using the equivalence above leads to a long exact sequence

o (K{PY/k{o}) @ Hily (M) —— HP (M) ———— H;} (M) U
o

& (k{P}/k{c}) ®Hr?71,d71(M) — Hf,dﬂ(M) — Hf?,dﬂ(M)"' .
For d > 2, as Hfd(M) = 0 this gives an injection
0 Hy y(M) — (k{P}/k{o}) ® H;y 41 (M)
so that hj (M) < h4 (M) + 1 as required. O
Corollary 2.2. The algebra A is Koszul, i.e. Torfﬁd(]k, k) =0 for n # d.

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.1 with M = k, which has h{!(k) = 1, shows that
Tor;?yd(]k, k) = 0 for d < n. On the other hand, using the reduced bar complex
to calculate these Tor-groups shows that Torﬁ 4(k, k) is a subquotient of I®¢, for
I = Ker(e : A — k) the augmentation ideal. As I is supported in gradings > 1, I®¢
is supported in gradings > d, so Tor;?,d(]k, k) =0 for n < d. O

2.2. Regularity for R. Write A for A considered as a discrete unital Fy-algebra
in sModE, and I for its augmentation ideal. We can consider an A-module M as an
R-module M, via the truncation map R — 7<gR ~ A, and we can therefore define

R-module homology groups H}:d(M) = H, 4k ®Lﬁ M) as well as
hB(M) := max{n € N| HF,(M) # 0}.
Lemma 2.3. Assumption (1) is equivalent to “Hgd(k) =0 ford<n”.

Proof. Use the equivalences B¥'(R*,€) ~ k @ BP'(R) from [GKRW18a, Lemma
13.5] and BP1(R) ~ Q" (R) [(KRW18a, Theorem 13.7], and note that there are
equivalences

BFY(R*,€) ~ B"'(R,¢) ~ B(k,R, k)
where the first is induced by [GKRW 18a, Proposition 12.9] and the second is induced
by the semi-simplicial map BE' (R, ¢) — B(k, R, k) induced on p;-simplices by the
equivalence Py (p1) = {x}. O

Lemma 2.4. We have Hnﬁ)d(A) =0 ford<n—1, and for d < 2 with the exception
HE(A) = k.

Proof. Consider the homotopy cofibre sequence of left A-modules, and hence of

R-modules, A ® S =¥ A — A/o. As A is Ey (and in fact commutative), the
left-hand map is nullhomotopic on R-module indecomposables, giving short exact
sequences

0 — HE)(A) — HR(A/o) — HE | 4 1 (A) — 0.
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As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 there is a homotopy cofibre sequence of left R-modules
S0 @ k{P}/k{c} - Ao — S*° @ k, where the module structure on the outer

terms is via the augmentation. Together with the fact that Hgd(]k) =0 for d < n,
which follows from assumption (I) via Lemma 2.3, it follows that Hgd(A /o) =0
for d < n — 1, and so the same holds for Hgd(A).

The second claim follows from the fact that R — A is l-connected in each
grading, as it is the O-truncation, so the Hurewicz theorem [GKRW18a, Corollary

11.12] shows that Hgd(A,ﬁ) =0ford<1. O

Lemma 2.5. Let M be an R-module which is discrete.
(i) We have hE(M) < max{3 + h&(M),1 + hB(M)}, and for d > 3 we have
AE(M) < d + 1 + max{hF(M), hE(M) — 1}.
(is) If H?%(A) =0, then we have hF(M) < 2 + max{hF (M), hR(M) — 1}.
(#1) In in addition HE?,(A) = 0, then we have KB (M) < d+max{hF(M), hE(M) —
1} for d <3.

Proof. As M is discrete, the R-module structure on it is restricted along R — A.
Thus we have an equivalence

k@M~ (k®g A) ®% M.

We may filter the right A-module lk®H‘ﬁA by its grading: the associated graded may

be identified with k ®H‘ﬁ A, but the A-module structure is now via the augmentation
€: A — k. It gives a spectral sequence

B, , = Hy((k®k A)(q) ®% (k®% M)(n - q)) = H,,(k @k M) = HR (M).

n,p,q

By the second part of Lemma 2.4 we have that Hgd(A) vanishes for d < 1 except
that it is k in bidgree (0,0). From the Kiinneth theorem we then see that

(2.1) HE (M) = HA(M) and HE (M) = HA (M),

n,l

SO hdﬁ(M) = h2(M) for d < 1. More generally, we may approximate the E'-page
using the Kiinneth spectral sequence

Fl,= @ Tori(HE, (A),HY , ,n(M)=E} .,
v +v'’=v

Thus we find that

hE(M) < max {h(A)+ h (M)},

v/ v’ <d
Using that
(i) hA, (M) < v’ —1+h2(M) = 0" — 14 hR(M) for v > 2, by Lemma 2.1, and
(ii) h&(A) =0, hR(A) = —oc0, and hB(A) < v/ 41 for v/ > 2, by Lemma 2.4,
we find the claimed estimates. .
Under the additional assumption hR(A) < 2 we find the slightly improved second
estimate. Adding the further assumption h3ﬁ(A) < 3 gives the third estimate. [

The following can be used to verify the hypotheses in Lemma 2.5 (ii) and (iii).
Lemma 2.6.
(i) If the map H§3(]k) — H44(k) is surjective then ng(A) =0.
(it) If in addition the map HJY (k) — Hp (k) is surjective then HE5(A) = 0.
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Proof. Truncation gives a map of non-unital Fs-algebras R — I, which is 1-connected
in each grading, i.e. I can be obtained from R by attaching (F;-)cells of dimension
> 2, and so H'(I,R) = 0 for d < 2. In addition H(R) =0 for d < n —1 by
assumption. -

Recall from the proof of Lemma 2.3 that Hff,d(]k) = Hfiifl(R) for n > 0, and
by the same argument Hf:d(]k) = Hg}i_l(l). From the latter and Corollary 2.2
it follows that Hfld(I) =0 for d <n—1 (in fact for d # n — 1). The long exact

sequence for the pair (I, R) on Ej-homology therefore shows that Hf,b(l, R)=0
ford <n—1.
In addition this sequence contains the portion
H{y(R) — Hy3(I) — Hy3(ILR) — HJH(R) =0.

The assumption in part (i) of this lemma is that the left-hand map is surjective,
showing that H:fé(l, R) = 0. Similarly there is a portion

H5(R) — HyA(I) — HUA(LR) — HS(R) =0
and the assumption in part (ii) of this lemma is that the left-hand map is surjective,
showing that Hf},}(l, R)=0.

As FE>-homology may be calculated from E;-homology by a bar construction
(see [GKRW18a, Theorem 14.4]) we find that Hf}i(R) — HEZ(R) is surjective

for d < n — 1, and similarly for I, from which it follows that Hffi(I,R) =0 for
d < n—1, and that on the line d = n — 1 there is an epimorphism
H® (I,R) — HP2 (ILR).

n,n—1 n,n—1
In particular H2Ef (I, R) vanishes, and Hf; (I,R) and Hf§ (I, R) also vanish under
the assumptions in parts (i) and (ii).
We apply [GKRW18a, Theorem 15.9] with p(n) = n and

1 n=1
2 n=2

on)=4¢3 n = 3 and the hypothesis of (i) holds
4 n = 4 and the hypothesis of (ii) holds

n—1 else,

showing that there is a map

Hi%4(AR) — H7(LR)
which is an isomorphism for d < (¢ * o)(n). If the hypothesis of (i) holds then
(0% 0)(3) = 3 and so HiY(A) = HR (A, R) 5 Hy3(ILR) = 0. If in addition
the hypothesis of (ii) holds then (o % 0)(4) = 4 and so HE))(A) = HE(A7ﬁ) =
H3(IR) =0. O

2.3. The A-module part of Theorem 1.5. We consider k ~ k ®]Lﬁ R, and give
the left R-module R its Postnikov filtration. This leads to a spectral sequence

E2 = Hgé(H*7t(ﬁ)) - Hn,t-‘y—s(]k)

n,s,t

converging very nearly to zero, with differentials d" : B}, — E} ., ., ;. We
have H, o(R) = A, and so E} _ ; = HE,(A), which is supported in degrees < s + 1
by Lemma 2.4. Furthermore, it vanishes for s = 1 and is k for s = 0. We consider
the following chart depicting (upper bounds for) the supports of the terms in this

spectral sequence.
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1| h&(H. (R)AR(H. 1 (R))

As the spectral sequence converges to zero in positive total degrees, the two
indicated d2-differentials must be epimorphisms. This shows that AR (H. 1(R)) <3
and hR(H, 1(R)) < 4, so by Lemma 2.5 (i) we also have
h?(H*J(ﬁ)) <4+ s fors>2.

This allows us to fill in the 1-row. Now we consider the differentials entering the
first two positions of the 2-row:

2| hf(Heo(R)F(H. 2(R))

1 <3 <4 <6 <7 <8
0 0 —00 <3 <4 <5
0 1 2 3 4

By considering all the differentials that can arrive at these groups, we see that
h&(H.2(R)) < 6 andiﬁ’”(H*,g(E)) < 7, and Lemma 2.5 (i) allows us to again
complete this row by h(H, 5(R)) <7+ s for s > 2. In this way, we see that
hR(H,(R)) <3t, hR(H,,(R))<3t+1, hRH,,(R))<3t+1+sfors>2.

Using (2.1) the same follows for h*(H. 4(R)). This proves the basic case.

Suppose now that HE,(A) = 0. This allows us to improve the start of the
induction, as E*l,Q,o is supported in degrees < 2, and also allows us to use Lemma
2.5 (ii). The same line of reasoning as above then leads to

h(H.;(R)) <3t—1,  hi{(H.,(R)) <3t+1,
ho(H,;(R)) <3t+2,  hi(H. (R)) <3t+1+s for s >3,

depicted as follows.

3 <8 <10 <11 <13 <14
2 <5 <7 <8 <10 <11
1 <2 <4 <5 <7 <8
0 0 —00 <2 <4 <5
0 1 2 3 4
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Finally, suppose that in addition H§3(A) = 0. This allows us to further improve
the start of the induction, as Ei,:s,o is supported in degrees < 3, and also allows us
to use Lemma 2.5 (iii). The same line of reasoning as above then leads to

hA

S

(Hiy(R)) <2t+sfors>1

depicted as follows.

3 <6 <7 <8 <9 <11
9 <4 <5 <6 <7 <9
1 <2 <3 <4 <5 <7
0 0 —00 <2 <3 <5
0 1 2 3 4

2.4. The ordinary homological stability part of Theorem 1.5. The remaining
part of Theorem 1.5 is the statement that H, 4(R/p) = 0 for d < 5 under
assumptions (I), (II), and (III). (This cannot, of course, be deduced from the
statement that the A-module H, 4(R) is generated in gradings < 3d — 1 and
presented in gradings < 3d + 1, which we proved in the previous section under these
assumptions.)

As in the proof of Lemma 2.6 we have HEZ(I,R) =0ford<?2,ford<n-—1,
and for (n,d) = (3,2). Thus by [GKRW18a, Theorem 11.21] we can construct a
minimal relative CW-approximation R — C = I, and thereby obtain a spectral
sequence

Erpg = Hnpra.sR/p0]® E:o(@ Grecderda)y —s Hy, piq(A/p)
acl

with d,, > 2, dy > ng—1, and (nq, ds) # (3,2). The abutment vanishes for p+¢ > 0
as well as for n > 1.

5 * * * * * *
4 * * * * *

3 * * * *

2 * *

1

0

FIGURE 1. The E,-cells of EL (@, ;5™ % %) are supported
in the indicated bidegrees, with homological degree vertically and
grading horizontally.
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Lemma 2.7. Hyr gr (EX (D e; Snasdasda)) s non-trivial only if (n”,d",r) =
(0,0,0) orifd” >r>2andd’ —1> 3n".

Proof. The object X = @, c; Gnesdasda has homology supported in tridegrees
(n”,d",r) satisfying d” = r, and n” and d’ as in Figure 1. In particular, it is
supported in the region R of tridegrees (n”,d”,r) satisfying d” > r > 2 and
d"—1> In”. The region of tridegrees R is closed under addition. As the homology
of X is free over k, by the Kiinneth theorem it follows that the homology of X ®*
is also supported in the region of tridegrees R. The region of tridegrees R is also
upwards-closed in the homological degree direction, so it follows from the homotopy
orbits spectral sequence that the homology of (X ®k)h@k is also supported in the
region of tridegrees R. As ELX(X) ~ @, ~((X®")1e,. it follows that apart from
the k = 0 summand this has homology supported in the region of tridegrees R. O

We show that H, 4(R/p) =0 for d < £(n — 1) by induction on d: it holds for
d=0,as H.o(R/p) = H.o(A/p) = A/p is supported in gradings 0 and 1 by the
explicit presentation of the algebra A. Note that E}l 40 = H,, 4(R/p) and consider
differentials

A" Ep g i1 — Enao

with » > 0. There is a Kiinneth spectral sequence

@ @ TorES{(Hn’,d/ (ﬁ/p)an”,d”,T(E:o(@ Sna,dmda))) = Erll,dfrJrl,T‘

s>0 n'4n''=n ael
d'+d"=d+1—s

Using Lemma 2.7, as r > 0 we see that if Hyr g0 (EL (D, c; S™ %)) is non-
trivial then

d—3(n'-1)=d+1-s—d'—i(n—-n"-1)=d—3(n—-1)+(Gn" +1-d")—s,

<0 <0

sod < %(n’ —1). But then as d’ < d it follows by induction that H,  «(R/p) is
trivial. Thus E}“FTH’T =0 for r > 0 when d < 3(n—1), so no non-zero differentials

can enter By ;. As Hy a(A/p) =0 for d < 1(n —1), it follows that E} 40=0.

3. APPLICATION TO DEDEKIND DOMAINS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Theorem 1.2 will be deduced from Theorem 1.5 by taking the F..-algebra BGL,
constructed in [GKRW18a, Section 18.2], having

BGL(n) = &P k[BGL(M)].
(M]
M f.g. projective
rk(M)=n
Axiom (I) of Theorem 1.5 is already verified in [GKRW18a, Section 18.2]: it follows
from the connectivity of Charney’s “split Tits building” [Cha80, Theorem 1.1].
Axiom (IT) of Theorem 1.5 holds with P = Pic(O): this is simply a reformulation
of the classification of finitely-generated projective O-modules (which was the
inspiration for this axiom). Verifying axioms (III) and (IV) is more involved, and
requires preparation.

3.1. The Tits and split Tits buildings.

Definition 3.1. Let M be a projective O-module. Let T (M) denote the poset
consisting on nonzero proper direct summands P of M, ordered by inclusion. Let

T (M) denote the poset consisting of pairs (P, Q) of nonzero submodules of M such
that M = P & @, with order relation (P,Q) < (P’,Q’) when P < P’ and Q' < Q.
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Writing T (frac(O) ® o M) for the poset of nonzero proper vector subspaces of
frac(O) ® M, the map

frac(O) @ — : T(M) — T(frac(O) @0 M)

is an isomorphism of posets, with inverse given by V — V N M. The Solomon-Tits
theorem shows that T'(frac(O) ® o M) is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension (rk(M) —2),
and in particular is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of (rk(M) — 2)-spheres. The
Steinberg module is its unique nontrivial reduced homology group

St(M) := H,_o(T(M); Z).
Charney has shown [Cha80, Theorem 1.1] that the same holds for T'(M):

Theorem 3.2 (Charney). If M has rank n then T(M) is homotopy equivalent to a
wedge of (n — 2)-spheres.

The split Steinberg module is its unique nontrivial reduced homology group,
St(M) == H,_(T(M); Z).
There is a map of posets (P, Q) — Q : f(M) — T(M)°P.
Theorem 3.3. For tk(M) < 4 the induced map St(M) — St(M) is surjective.

Remark 3.4. We only require this result in this range of ranks, so have not tried
hard (i.e. have not succeeded) to prove it for general M.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We apply the slight extension [GKRW18b, Theorem 4.1] of
Quillen’s [Qui78, Theorem 9.1] to the map of posets f : T(M) — T(M)°P given
by f(P,Q) = @, using the height function ¢(V) := rk(V) — 1. We have that
T(M)°P is (rk(M) — 2)-spherical, and for each V € T(M), [T (M)°P]sy = T(V)°P
is (t(V') — 1)-spherical.

For each V € T(M), we have f<y = {(P,Q) € T(M)|V C Q}. Following
[GKRW18b] we write SE1(-,V C -| M) for this poset. In order to apply [GKRW 18b,
Theorem 4.1] we require it to be (rk(M) — rk(V') — 1)-spherical. For rk(M) < 4
there are three cases.

If rk(V) = k(M) — 1 then S¥1(-,V C -| M) is the discrete poset consisting of
pairs (L, V) with L&V = M. In particular it is O-spherical.

If tk(V) = 1 then SF1(-,V C .| M) agrees with the complex called [M | V] by
Charney [Cha80], so is (rk(M) — 2)-spherical by [Cha80, Theorem 1.1].

As long as rk(M) < 4 the only remaining case is k(M) = 4 and rk(V) = 2, in
which case we require S¥1(-, V' C -| M) to be 1-spherical. It is clearly 1-dimensional,
so we must show that it is O-connected. Every element of this poset either has the
form (U, V) or the form (L,W) for W 2 V and L of rank 1. In the second case,
writing W = L' @V, we have (L,W) < (L& L', V). So it suffices to show that any
(U, V) can be connected by a path to some fixed (Uy, V). We will deduce this from
the results of Charney used above. Let Ly <V be a rank 1 direct summand, and
choose a complement L; in V so that U @& Lo & L1 = M. There are maps of posets

SPi(, L C- U L) (A,B)=(4,Lo®B) SE (., V C-| M)

\ Py EEke 2,

SE1 (., V/Ly C -| M/Ly).

Now L; has rank 1 so by [Cha80, Theorem 1.1] S¥1(-,V/Lo C -| M/Lg) is path-

connected. Thus we may find a path in it from (U%OL" , LLO) to (UOL@OL“ , LLO) Consider-

ing this as a path in the isomorphic poset S¥1(-, L; C -|U @ L), it starts at (U, L)
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and ends at some (U’, L) for which U/%LU = UO%)LO. Applying the horizontal map,
this gives a path from (U, V) to a (U’,V) with U’ @ Lo = Uy ® Lo. Now the latter
is a rank 3 direct summand of M containing the pair of rank 2 direct summands U’
and Uy, and so U’ N Uy is a direct summand (by [Cha80, Lemma 1.2]) of rank 1 or
2. If U’ N Uy has rank 2 then U’ = Uy and so we have found the required path. If
U’ N Uy has rank 1 then

(U, V)= (U nUp, X) < (Up, V)
for X any choice of complement of the line U’ N Uy containing V. In either case we
have found a path from (U, V) to (Uy, V), as required. N
Thus [GKRW18b, Theorem 4.1] applies. It shows that St(M) has a filtration

whose first filtration quotient is St(M), so in particular the natural map between
them is surjective. O

3.2. Reductive Borel-Serre spaces. Before continuing, we introduce the re-
ductive Borel-Serre spaces example. By the main theorem of [Jan24], there is an
FE-algebra in topological spaces whose k-linearisation RBS has

RBS(n) ~ P k[|[RBS(M)]].

[(M]
M f.g. projective,rk(M)=n

By [Jan24, Theorem 10.11] there is an identification
HYY(RBS)~ P Hy(ST(M)/GL(M); k),
rk(M)=n
where ¥ denotes the unreduced suspension, and // the pointed homotopy orbits. By
the Solomon—Tits theorem, XT(M) is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of (n — 1)-
spheres, and yields the Steinberg module St(M) as its top homology. Thus we can
write this as
HPYRBS)= P Hyn1(GL(M);St(M) @ k).
rk(M)=n
In particular these groups vanish for d < n — 1. This verifies axiom (I).

There is a map of E.-algebras BGL — RBS (by consulting Jansen’s construc-
tion), which in each grading is induced by the natural maps BGL(M) — |RBS(M)|.
As these spaces are both connected, we have

Apic(0) = H.0(BGL) = H, o(RBS),
so RBS also satisfies axiom (II).

3.3. Verifying axioms (IIT) and (IV). We will verify these axioms for both
BGL and RBS. As we have just mentioned, the O-truncations of BGL and RBS
are the same, namely the discrete F.-algebra A presented by the quadratic algebra
A := Apic(0)- In particular there are F..-algebra maps

BGL — RBS — A
and so induced maps
HBGL(k) — HEBS(k) — HA (k).

All three groups vanish for d < n: the first two by assumption (I) and Lemma 2.3
in these two examples, and the third in fact vanishes for d # n, by Corollary 2.2.
For d = n these maps takes the form

(3.1) €P Ho(GL(M); St(M) @ k) — €] Ho(GL(M); St(M) @ k) — Tor;, , (k, k).
rk(M)=n rk(M)=n
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Theorem 3.5. The right-hand map in (3.1) is surjective.

Proof. Church, Farb, and Putman [CFP19, §5.2] have constructed for each finitely-
generated projective O-module M of rank n a certain map

Ho(GL(M); St(M)) — Hyy—o(|X,—1(Pic(0))]; Z)

and have shown [CFP19, Proposition 5.5] that it is surjective. We will explain why
the right-hand map above is simply the sum, over isomorphism classes of rank n
projective O-modules, of these maps (tensored with k): then the claim follows.

To do so it is simplest to put A in the framework of “categories with filtrations” of
[CJ24, §7.1] and rely on the functoriality of that framework. In fact it is awkward to
make A fit exactly into that setting, so we make the following observation. It is not
actually necessary to have an underlying category to make many of the constructions
involving “categories with filtrations”: rather, it suffices to have a collection of
objects as well as a class of “short exact sequences”, satisfying certain properties.
Among these properties one must be able to compose admissible monomorphisms,
and also compose admissible epimorphisms, but for example one never needs to
compose morphisms of the two kinds. Formally, one can view this as as a pair
C = (C™oemo (CPY) of categories with the same objects, and with certain pairs of
arrows (a < b,b — ¢) distinguished as “short exact sequences”, again satisfying
certain properties. This data suffices to define .#rps(C) as in [Jan24, Definition
6.1].

Now define A = (A™°"°  A°P%) to have common set of objects the isomorphism
classes of finitely-generated projective O-modules. Let

x tk(P) < 1k(Q) or [P] = [Q]
® otherwise

Amene([PL,[Q)) = { = AP((Q], [P)),

so both categories are posets. The short exact sequences are those pairs ([P] <
Q1. Q] — [R]) such that [Q] = [P & ).

The category P(O) of finitely-generated projective O-modules is a category
with filtrations as in [CJ24, Example 7.3 (3)], and can be considered in the form
P(O) = (P(O)™ome P(O)P) as above. Sending a module to its isomorphism class
then gives a morphism

6+ (PLO)™", PO)T!) — (A7, AP,
This induces a map of E;-algebras
(3.2) RBS := . #rps(P(O)) — M#rps(A).
We can identify the latter as (see [Jan24, Definition 6.1, Notation 6.4])

Objects are lists ([Q1],...,[Q@xn]) of non-zero isomorphism classes
RBS([P]) ~ such that [P] = [P, Q).
| A morphism ([Q1],-.-,[@n]) = ([R1], ..., [Rm]) is an order preserving

0:{1,...,n} - {1,...,m} such that [R;] = [D,cy-1(;) Qil-

Observe that this is a poset, and the one-element list ([P]) is terminal so [RBS([P])| ~
. Thus .#rps(A) has one contractible path component for each isomorphism class
of finitely-generated projective O-module, i.e. it is A. The map (3.2) is thus identified
with the truncation map RBS — A.

Now ORBS([P]) is the full subposet of RBS([P]) on all objects other than [P]. We
will explain how to identify it with the poset of simplices of the the realisation of the
poset X,j(py—1(Pic(0)) defined in [CFP19, Example 5.3], i.e. with the barycentric
subdivision sdX,(py—1(Pic(O)) of this poset.
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Recall that the poset X,(p)—1(Pic(0)) is given by {1,2,...,rk(P)—1} x Pic(O),
with order relation (r,[L]) < (r/,[L]) if and only if r < r’. We assign to a list
([@1],--.,[Qx]) in the poset RBS([P]) the chain

(rk(Q1), [det(Q1)]) < (tk(Q1©Q2), [det(Q1 & Q2)]) < --- < (tk(BiQs), [det(©:Q4)])

in X, p(py—1(Pic(0)), i.e. an element of sd X, py_1(Pic(O)). Conversely, we assign
to a chain

(Th [Ll]) < (7’2, [LQD <. . < (’I”n, [LnD
in er(p)_l(PiC(O)) the list

(on e L] [om T T e (L@ L)), [0 T T e (L ® Ly L))

This defines a bijection between the poset ORBS([P]) and the barycentrically
subdivided poset sdX,p)—1(Pic(O)), and one checks that it preserves the order
relation.

We can form the diagram

[F(P)\OI)GL(P) —— |F(P)|/GL(P)

| |

|ORBS(P)| —— |RBS(P)|

| |

[ORBS([P))] ———— [RBS([P])]

where the top square is [CJ24, Corollary 5.8] and is a homotopy pushout, and the
bottom square is induced by ¢. As in [Jan24, Observation 9.15], the poset F(P) \
is the barycentric subdivision of the Tits poset T (P), and with the discussion above
the composition

|F(P)\ O] — [F(P)\ O JGL(P) — |ORBS(P)| — [ORBS([P])]
is identified with the map induced on barycentric subdivisions by the map ¢ :
T(P) = X,k(py—1(Pic(O)) of [CFP19, Section 5.2]. Using [Jan24, Theorem 10.10]

we have

Hp ((RBS)= D  H.1(RBS(P)|,|9RBS(P)|)

[P],rk(P)=n

~ P Ho(GL(P); H, o(T(P)))
[P],rk(P)=n

H? (A)= @ Ha.1(RBS([P))],[oRBS([P])|)

[P],rk(P)=n

= @ Hy 1 (Xo(p)—1(Pic(0)))
[P],rk(P)=n

and the map between them is that induced by 1, as required. O

Corollary 3.6. The composition of the two maps in (3.1) is surjective for n < 4.
Proof. Combine Theorems 3.5 and 3.3. O
Corollary 3.7. Azioms (III) and (IV) hold for BGL and for RBS.

Proof. Apply Lemma 2.6 to the above, to see that all of H?QGL(A), HffL(A),
H:?zBS(A% and HngS(A) vanish. 0

The axioms having been verified, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 follow, as do their
analogues for [RBS(M)|.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

We require the following algebraic lemma, a consequence of a theorem of Jézefiak
and Weyman [JWS8S].

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a field of characteristic zero, V' be a K-module, and consider
the cdga

Ch,. := (Sym*(V[1,0]) ® A*(Sym*(V)[2,1]),0)

with additional N-grading denoted o, where O is determined by the identity map
Oy = Sym*(V) — Co 9 = Sym*(V) and the graded Leibniz rule. Then

Hypa(Ca) =0 for d < "=

If V is finite-dimensional then H,, q(Ce ) =0 for d < %. If n is a square,
d= """ and dim(V) > n — 2d, then Hy, 4(Ca..) # 0.

Proof. Jézefiak and Weyman [JW88] (see [KRWO01, Theorem 2.5] for the following
formulation) identify the homology of C, . in terms of Schur functors of V, as

Hn,d(co,*> = @ S)\(V)
\A|:n,)\:)\”),\d()\):n72d

where d()\) denotes the length of the diagonal when A is viewed as a Young diagram.
In order for there to be any summands at all, we must have that n > (n — 2d)? (as
if A has diagonal of length n — 2d then it contains the (n — 2d) x (n — 2d) square),
i.e. that d > # Thus it vanishes if d < ”%‘/ﬁ

If V is finite-dimensional then S (V) = 0 if and only if the number of rows of A
is greater than dim(V'). If d(\) = n — 2d then it must have at least n — 2d rows, so
S\(V) =0 when n — 2d > dim(V), i.e. when d < %m(v)_

If n is a square and d = "5, so n = (n — 2d)?, then taking X to be the
(n — 2d) x (n — 2d) square we see that S\(V) # 0 when dim(V') > n — 2d, which

contributes to Hy, 4(Ce ). O

Remark 4.2. Over a field K of positive characteristic, choosing a basis {by }aer of
V', a basis for C, . may be given by symbols

btxl T bOéz Y (bai+1 ' bai+2) ARERRA (bai+2k+1 : bai+2k+2)'

The differential is given by an alternating sum of moving each wedge-summand across
the tensor: in particular the multiset of subscripts «; is unchanged by the differential.
Thus C), « may be described as a direct sum of chain complexes, one for each n-
element multiset in I. If n < |I| then there is a summand given by an n-element

multiset of I with no repeated elements, i.e. an injection {1,2,...,n} — I. The
corresponding direct summand of C), , may be identified with the 1-fold suspension
of the augmented simplicial chain complex of the matching complez M({1,2,...,n})

on the set {1,2,...,n}, see e.g. [KRWO1]. So as long as dim(V) > n then
Hy 1 (M({1,2,...,n});K) C Hy.q(Ch ).
Now Bouc [Bou92, Proposition 7] has shown that
Hy(M({1,2,...,3k+4});Z) 2 Z/3 for all k > 1,

80 Hs411,4(Ce +;K) # 0 if K has characteristic 3. Thus Lemma 4.1 cannot hold in
positive characteristic (or at least not in characteristic 3).
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. Recall that k is a field of characteristic zero. We construct
a CW-approximation to R by

C:=E,(S*"° @ k{P})U"

= ., D*' — R,
pp' =0 (pxp’)
where we attach a (2,1)-cell for each pair (p,p’) € P?: the map to R extends
over these cells as [p] - [p'] = [o] - [p* p'] € H2,1(R) by assumption (II). The map
H,o(C) — H.o(R) = Ap is an isomorphism, by construction. As both R and
C satisfy assumption (I), it follows from [GKRW18a, Theorem 14.4] and the long
exact sequence on E,-homology for this map that Hf;f (R,C)=0ford< %n We
may therefore attach (n, d)-cells with d > %n to C to obtain a CW-approximation
C — C' 5 R, equipped with a relative skeletal filtration. We will treat stability
with respect to o € P, but the argument can be easily adapted to any other p € P:
the only change is notation.

As, for example, in the proof of [GKRW18a, Theorem 18.3], this leads to a

spectral sequence

B} g = Hnpiqq(C/ol0] @ EL(ED S %)) = Hy p1g(R/0),

a€l
with d, > %na. As the homology of EX (P, Snardarda) i supported in slopes
> %7 whatever vanishing is enjoyed by C/o will also hold for R/o, up to slope %
We now analyse C/o, using Lemma 4.1. Letting W := k{ P}, the homology of C
is calculated by the bigraded cdga
D, . := (Sym*(W][1,0]) @ A*(W @ W|2,1]),9)

with differential determined by

p@p = p-p—a-(pkp):Dag=WRW — Dy = Sym?(W)
and the Leibniz rule. As in the first few lines of the proof of [GKRW20, Theorem
9.5], as k has characteristic zero there is an equivalence C/o ~ C U¥> D11, Letting

V :=k{P\ {o}}, the homology of C UF> D11 may be calculated by the bigraded
cdga

D’.,* = (Sym*(V[1,0]) @ A*(W @ W|2,1]),0)
with differential determined by

-p ocand p) £ 0o
p®p,H{pp p# /p#
0 p=corp =0

and the Leibniz rule. Now in terms of the cdga C, . introduced in Lemma 4.1 we
a free graded commutative algebra with
have D, , = C, . ®{ > 3

generators of slope 1 and trivial differential

1 }, and so

H*v*(é/(f) ~ H*7*(C.7*) ® {a free graded commutative algebra}.

with generators of slope
It then follows from Lemma 4.1 that
(i) Hna(C/o) =0 for d < "= and
(ii) if P is finite then H, 4(C/o) =0 for d < w.

With the discussion above, this finishes the argument. (|

Remark 4.3. The E-algebra C constructed in this argument satisfies assumptions
(I) and (IT) of Theorem 1.5, but the argument shows that H, .(C/o) contains the
homology of the cdga of Lemma 4.1 with V = k{P \ {o}}. By the last part of
that lemma, the homology of this cdga does not vanish in bidegrees (n,d) when

n is a square, d = "_2‘/77, and |P| —1 > n — 2d. In particular if P is infinite then
1

H, .(C/o) does not admit a vanishing line of slope 3
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5. AN EXAMPLE

Consider the ring of integers O = Z[v/—5] of the number field Q(v/—5), and write
w := 4/—5. This field has class number 2, and so Pic(O) = {0, A} is the group
of order 2: its nontrivial element A may be represented by the (fractional) ideal
[=(2,1+w).

Rank 1. Both GL(O) and GL([) are given by O* = {£1}.

Rank 2. A presentation for the group SLy(O) has been given by Swan [SwaT7l,
Theorem 11.1]: it is generated by the matrices

-1 0 1 1 1 w

=0 )=o) e-6)
0 -1 —w 2 —w—-—4 2w
A_<1 0>’B_(2 w>’c_( 2w w—4>

subject to the relations

J? =1,J central, TU = UT, A> = J,B? = J,(TA)® = J,(AB)* = J

(AUBU™Y)? = JJACA = JTCT ", UBU'CB = JTCT".

This abelianises to Z/2® Z/6 & Z & Z, generated for example by B, T, U, C' ([SwaTl,

Corollary 11.2]). Furthermore, .J ~ 0 in this group. The matrix E := (’01 (1)) acts on

SL2(0) by conjugation, as B+ JUBU ' ~ B, T+—T '~ -T, U~ U"!~ -U,
and C +— TC~'T~! ~ —C. This shows that

GL(O @ 0)® = (z/2)5

)
generated by E,U, T, B,C ([SwaT7l, Corollary 11.3]).
It remains to describe the abelianisation of GL(O @ I). Using that 7! = 11, we
may describe GL(O @ [) as the subgroup:

{(ccl édb> € GLy(Qw)) |a,d € O,b,c € [} < GL2(Q(w)).

In [FGT10, Section 2.2] we find a presentation for PSL(O & [) which is easily lifted
to the following presentation of SL(O @ I): it is generated by the matrices

(-1 0 (1 1\, (1 L= (1 0\ , (1 0
7=(5 A)a=(o ) v=0 )= 1)r=(1u )
subject to the relations

J? =1,J central, AV = VA,CD = DC,(AC™')? = J,(DV ') = 1,(CD"'VA™ )3 = 1.

This presentation abelianises to Z/3 & Z @ Z, generated by DV !, C, and D. The
matrix E above acts by conjugation, as DV~ +— DV ~ —(DV!), C s C71 ~
—C,and D~ D~! ~ —D. This gives

CL(O @™ = (2/2)3
generated by E, C, and D. Furthermore, J ~ 0 in this group.

Rank 3. By Bass-Milnor-Serre [BMS67, Corollary 4.3 a)] the group SL3(O)
is perfect, so the map det : GL3(O) — O* = {£1} is the abelianisation. As
[1] € Pic(O) has order 2, tensoring with it gives an isomorphism

(@ —:GLOa0al) = GLIe 18 19?) = GL(0® 0 0) = GL3(0),
and so det : GL(O @ O @) —» O* = {£1} is the abelianisation too.
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