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ALL K-THEORY IS SQUARES K-THEORY

JOSEFIEN KUIJPER

ABSTRACT. We show that the K-theory spectra of many assemblers, such as the assembler of polytopes in
euclidean, hyperbolic or spherical geometry, as well as the assembler of definable sets, are equivalent to the
K-theory spectrum of a squares category. We use this to lift the definable Euler characteristic of definable
sets in an o-minimal structure to a map of K-theory spectra.

INTRODUCTION

Now I’'m playing it real straight
And yes, I cut my hair

You might think I'm crazy

But I don’t even care

"Cause I can tell what’s going on

Huey Lewis and the News

0.1. Motivation. There is a well-known analogy between the classical scissors congruence groups, the
Grothendieck ring of varieties, and the Grothendieck group of a ring, or more generally, Ko(W) for a Wald-
hausen category W. In all cases, the group can be generated by isomorphism classes of objects, modulo the
relations that [O] = 0 for some distinguished object O (the zero module in algebraic settings, or the empty
polytope or variety in geometric settings) and the three-term relation

4]+ [C] = [B)
whenever B decomposes as A and C' in some way. This can mean: when there exists an “exact sequence”
(1) A—-B—=C

expressing C' as a quotient B/A in the algebraic setting; or when there exists arrows

(2) A— B+ C

where C = B\ A is the complement of an open immersion of varieties A < B, for the Grothendieck ring
of varieties; or when A — B and C' — B cover C' with an overlap of measure zero, in the case of scissors
congruence groups of polytopes.

The formal study of scissors congruence groups as K-theory began with the theory of assemblers, developed
by Zakharevich [Zak17]. Both the Grothendieck ring of varieties, and the classical scissors congruence groups,
are the zeroth homotopy group of spectra K (Var) and K(PZ) respectively. The input for such a spectrum
is an assembler, which is a category with the additional structure of “finite disjoint covering families”,
which encode how an object can be broken up into disjoint pieces. Assembler K-theory behaves similar
to Waldhausen K-theory: there is a Dévissage Theorem and a Localization Theorem. However, in order to
directly compare assembler and Waldhausen K-theory, one has to overcome a fundamental difference between
assemblers and Waldhausen categories: in an assembler, all arrows point from smaller objects to bigger ones,
cf. (2), whereas in a Waldhausen category, the bigger objects sits in the middle of a sequence of composable
morphisms, cf. (1).

The recent framework of squares categories [CKMZ23], among other things, aims to clear up this apparent
contradiction. Central is the observation that a three-term relation can be replaced by a four-term relation.
A squares category C is, roughly, determined by a collection of distinguished squares

A——B

g |

C —— D
1
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which correspond to the relation [A] + [D] = [B] + [C] in the zeroth K-group. The K-theory spectrum
of a squares category is defined via a Te-construction which mimics the “Thomason” wT,-construction of
a Waldhausen category in [Wal85, Section 1.3]. It is immediate that any Waldhausen category can be
reinterpreted as a squares category where the distinguished squares are homotopy pushout squares, and
Waldhausen’s proof shows that its K-theory as a squares category is the same as its K-theory as a Waldhausen
category.

In geometric settings, it is natural to define a squares category where a square of the form (3) is distin-
guished if inclusions B — D and C' — D cover D with intersection A. This gives rise to a squares category of
varieties, whose K-theory can be shown to be equivalent to the K-theory the assembler of varieties [CKMZ23,
Proposition 4.6]. Similarly, squares categories of polytopes and of definable sets can be defined. Moreover,
there are examples of squares categories that do not fit the assembler framework, such as the squares category
of (equivariant) manifolds with boundary [HMM™22], [MNS*25]. Its squares K-theory spectrum lifts the
“SK-group with boundary” SKg.

At this point, it is starting to look like all K-theory is indeed squares K-theory, but there is one caveat.
For polytopes and definable sets, unlike varieties, it has been unclear if the natural squares categories that one
can define in these contexts, have the same K-theory spectra as the assemblers of polytopes and definable sets
respectively; it has only been shown that the Ky-groups agree. There has been an interest especially in the
assembler K-theory spectra of polytopes in euclidean, spherical and hyperbolic geometry, and their (higher)
homotopy groups ([CZ19],[Mal22],[BGM*24], [KKM*25]), and Barton and Zakharevich have announced
results on K; of the assembler of definable sets in an o-minimal structure [Zak]. If these spectra can be
shown to be equivalent to the K-theory spectrum of a squares category, then this provides an new possible
approach to this subject. Moreover, this can make it easier to construct maps to and from K-theory spectra
of Waldhausen categories, as is illustrated by Proposition E.

0.2. Outline. Our main result is the following.

Theorem A (Proposition 4.1). Let A be an assembler satisfying certain axioms. Then there exists a squares
category C™™ such that KB(C™™) ~ K (A).

The axioms in question are few, and they are fulfilled in the geometric examples that we care about:
polytopes in an n-dimensional geometry X, and definable sets.

The process of constructing an equivalence between the K-theory spectrum of a squares category and the
K-theory spectrum of an assembler, consists of two steps. By definition, the K-theory spectrum of a squares
category is defined via the T,-construction. An “SP-construction”, analogous to the S,-construction of a
Waldhausen category, can also be defined, as is done in [CS24, Definition 2.20]. In Section 2, we define a
class of squares categories, called squares categories with complements. We then show the following.

Proposition B (Proposition 2.5). Let C be a squares category with complements, then there is an equivalence
IT.C| ~ |S5¢|

Secondly, we compare the S,D—construction to the construction of the K-theory spectrum of an assembler.
This is essentially what is done in [CZ22, Proposition 9.13], where the K-theory of the SW-category of
varieties, obtained from Campbell’s g.-construction, is shown to be equivalent to the K-theory spectrum of
the assembler of varieties. In Section 3 we give an alternative argument that is very general. More precisely,
we show the following.

Proposition C (Proposition 3.3). Let C be a squares category with complements and A a category with
covering families, that share an ambient category D. Assume a number of conditions. Then there is an
equivalence

KB(C) ~ K(A).

We prove Theorem A in Section 4.1 by constructing, given an assembler A, a “minimal” squares category
with complements C™", and showing that the conditions of Proposition C are fulfilled.

In the rest of Section 4 we treat a few geometric examples. The minimal squares category that is con-
structed in the proof of Theorem A, is rather artificial. In particular, it is different from the squares category
of varieties, polytopes, or definable sets that one would naturally consider. However, in the cases of interest,
we can construct other, more natural looking squares categories with complements, that also satisfy the
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conditions of Proposition C. Moreover, we can compare these squares categories to ones appearing in the
literature. This gives the following results.

Proposition D (Corollary 4.17 and Proposition 4.23). (1) The K-theory spectrum K (Def(R)) of the
assembler of definable sets is equivalent to the K-theory spectrum of the pCWG-category of definable
sets defined in [Ng25, Example 1.13].
(2) The K -theory spectrum K(Pg) of the assembler of euclidean n-dimensional polytopes is equivalent
to the K-theory spectrum of the squares category Pg, defined in [CS24, Example 2.14].

0.3. Application. Finally, in Section 5, we consider the squares category of definable sets in an o-minimal
structure. For X a definable set in an o-minimal structure on (R, <), one can write X as a finite disjoint
union of cells C}, each definably homeomorphic to R™ for some n > 0. This n is called the dimension of C;,
and dim(X) is defined to be the maximum of the dimensions of the cells in any cell decomposition of X.
Given a cell-decomposition X = |J; C;, the definable Euler characteristic of X is defined as

X(X) = Y (i,
icl
This is independent of the choice of cell-decomposition. For D = B U C, it is clear that x(D) = x(B) +
x(C) = x(BNC). Moreover, if there exist a definable bijection X — Y, then we have x(X) = x(Y). We

refer to [Dri98] for more details.
The basic properties of x imply that there is a well-defined map

X : Ko(Def(R)) — Z.
A natural question is then whether can we lift this map to a map
K(Def(R)) — Z,

where Z is some spectrum with mo(Z) = Z, possibly also a K-theory spectrum. With the description of
K (Def(R)) as the K-theory spectrum of a squares category, this turns out to be relatively straightforward.

In [HMM™22, Section 5] a map of K-theory spectra KP(Mfd?) — K(Z) out of the K-theory of a squares
category of manifolds with boundary is defined, lifting the Euler characteristic of manifolds with boundary.
We can apply the same arguments as those used in loc.cit, to show the following.

Proposition E (Corollary 5.12 and Proposition 5.13). There is a map of K-theory spectra
K(Apet(r)) = K(Z/2)
which, on my, agrees with the definable Euler characteristic
xP¢f - Obj(Def(R)) — Z.
0.4. Acknowledgements. I thank Robin Sroka for insightful conversations that eventually led to this work.
This work was partially supported by a grant from the Knut and Alice Wallenberg foundation.
1. PRELIMINARIES
We recall the definition of a squares category and its K-theory.

Definition 1.1 ([CKMZ23, Definition 1.4]). A squares category C = (£, M) consists of categories £ (also
called the vertical morphisms, denoted —) and M (also called the horizontal morphisms, denoted —) which
have the same objects, and a choice of base point object O, together with a collection of diagrams

A B
(4) ih lj
c2=C
with f,¢g in M and h,j in &, called distinguished squares, such that the following hold.

e The distinguished squares are closed under horizontal and vertical composition.
e For every f: A— Bin £ and every g : C'— D in M, the squares
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A—=3 A C25D
if ifand l: _
B—=5B C25D

are distinguished.
e The object O is initial in both £ and M.

We note that a squares category can be seen as a simple double category, i.e., a double category where
the 2-cells are uniquely determined by their boundary.
Squares categories generalize Waldhausen categories as follows.

Example 1.2 ([CKMZ23, Example 1.8]). Given a Waldhausen category W, we define a squares category
Cw = (Ew, Myy) with &y = WP°P and M,y the category of cofibrations in W, with 0 the distinguished
object. A square

A—— B
C——D
is distinguished if it commutes as a square in W, and the induced map A Uc D — B is a weak equivalence.

In many cases, £ and M are wide subcategories of a category D, and the distinguished squares are
commutative squares in D. In that case we say that D is the ambient category of the squares category C.

Definition 1.3 ([CKMZ23, Definition 2.1]). For C = (£, M) a squares category and D an ordinary category,
we denote by hFun(D, C) the category whose objects are functors F' : D — M, and whose morphisms F' — G
are given by a choice of vertical morphism ax : F(X) - G(X) for every X in D, such that for every
f:X =Y in D the square

F(f)

F(X) FY)

ax ay
ax) Y% a)
is distinguished.

We denote by T,,C the category hFun([n],C). Then the categories T,,C assemble into a simplicial category
ToC, whose face and degeneracy maps are given by composing and inserting identities respectively, as in the
nerve construction.

Definition 1.4 ([CKMZ23, Definition 2.2]). Given a squares category C = (£, M), we define its K-theory
space
KB(C) = Qo|N.T.C|.

For W a Waldhausen category, T,,Cyy is the opposite category of wT,, W as defined in [Wal85, Section 1.3],
and arguments in loc. cit. imply that K5 (Cyy) is equivalent the the Waldhausen K-theory space as defined
via the Se-construction.

A squares category C = (£, M) is called a symmetric monoidal squares category [CKMZ23, Definition
1.6] if there are symmetric monoidal structures on £ and M which agree on objects and for which O is the
unit, such that the product of distinguished squares is a distinguished square. If C is a symmetric monoidal
squares, category, then K7(C) is an infinite loop space by [CKMZ23, Theorem 2.5]. In practice, the squares
categories that we consider will all be symmetric monoidal, with the symmetric monoidal structure given by
the coproduct or restricted pushout over O.

Definition 1.5. For C a category with an initial object O and objects A, B, the restricted pushout over O
(also called the restricted coproduct) is the initial object X which fits into a pullback diagram

0O—— A

|

B —— X.
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As an example, in the category of finite sets and injections, the restricted pushout of A with A over ) is the
disjoint union A IT A, but this is not the coproduct, since the fold map AIl A — A is not an injection. See
also e.g. [CZ22, Definition 5.3].

The following proposition shows that K('J] (C) usually has an easy characterization. This also implies that
for many assemblers, including the assemblers of polytopes and definable sets, it is straightforward to define
a squares category whose Ky-group agrees with the assembler Ky-group.

Proposition 1.6 ([CKMZ23, Theorem 3.1]). Let C be a squares category with the additional property that
for any two objects A, B, there is a third object X such that there are distinguished squares

O—— A O——B
l landl l
B»——X Ar— X

Then Ko(C) = moKP(C) is given by Z{Obj(C)}/ ~ where ~ is the relation that [O] = 0 and [A] + [C] =
[B] + [C] for every distinguished square of the form (4).

Definition 1.7 ([CS24, Definition 2.26]). Let C be a squares category. We call a vertical morphism f: A — B
a weak equivalence if

— A
I

—— B

S+—0O

is distinguished.

Now we turn to categories with covering families and their K-theory. These generalize the K-theory of
assemblers.

We recall that in a category C, an initial object @ is called strict if Hom(X,0) = @ for every X not
isomorphic to 0.

Definition 1.8 ([BGM ™24, Definition 2.1]). A category with covering families consists of a category A with
a strict initial object @, and a collection of finite families of morphisms

{fi+ Ai = Alier
called covering families, such that the following hold.
e For every object A in A, the singleton family {A — A} is covering.
e Given a covering family {f; : A; = A};cr and, for all ¢ € I, a covering family {G;; : B;; — A;}jc,,
the family
{B;; 25 A; TN Alier jeu,
is a covering family.
e For any finite set I, the family {# — (}; is covering.

For A a category with covering families, we denote by A° C A the full subcategory on objects not
isomorphic to (). For X a pointed set, we denote by X° the set of non-base point elements.

Definition 1.9 ([BGM ™24, Definition 2.11]). Let A be a category with covering families, and X a pointed
finite set. We define a new category with covering families X A A with a strict initial object @), and the full
subcategory of non-initial objects isomorphic to IT,¢ x+.A°. This category is given the structure of a category
with covering families where {f; : A; — A}icr is covering if all the f; are in a single copy of A, and form a
covering family in A (the initial object is considered to be in every copy of A).

This construction defines for every category with covering families A a functor (—) A A from finite pointed
sets to categories with covering families, since a map of pointed sets f : X — Y induces a functor

fANAXNA=-YANA
by re-indexing the copies of A according to f.

Definition 1.10 ([BGM™24, Definition 2.12]). Let A be a category with covering families. We define the
category of covers W(A) to be the category with
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e as objects finite tuples {4;}ics of objects in A°, including the empty tuple,
e a morphism {A;}; — {B;}; is given by a function o : I — J and a covering family

{A4i = Bjtica—1(j)
forall j € J

We can see W(A) as a pointed category with as basepoint the empty tuple ). This makes the nerve
NJW(A) a pointed simplicial set.

Definition 1.11 ([BGM™24, Definition 2.17]). The K-theory spectrum K (A) of a category with covering
families is the symmetric spectrum associated to the I'-space

X — [NJW(X A A)| : Set — Spaces,.

This I'-space is special and therefore the associated spectrum is a positive {2-spectrum.
Categories with covering families generalize assemblers.

Definition 1.12. Let A be a category with an initial object . A family of morphisms {A4; — A}y is called
a disjoint family if for ¢ # j in I, the square

) —— A;
o
Aj —— A

is a pullback square.

Definition 1.13 ([Zak17, Definition 2.4]). An assembler is a small category A equipped with a Grothendieck
topology, that satisfies the following axioms:

e A has an initial object () and the empty family covers 0,
e any two disjoint covering families have a common refinement that is a disjoint covering family,
e every morphism in A4 is a monomorphism.

An assembler A can be given the structure of a category with covering families, where a finite family
{fi + A; = A} is covering if it is a disjoint family, and it is a covering family for the Grothendieck topology
(i.e., generates a covering sieve). The K-theory of an assembler, as defined in [Zak17], coincides with the
K-theory of the associated category with covering families. When we use the word assembler, we implicitly
mean the associated category with covering families.

2. ON THE S.D—CONSTRUCTION FOR SQUARES CATEGORIES

In this section we deal with the first step in comparing assembler K-theory to squares K-theory. On the
squares category side, we need to show that the squares K-theory spectrum can be computed with the SJ-
construction. In [CS24], abstract criteria are given for an arbitrary squares category: if it is proto-Waldhausen
then the S,D—construction computes the same K-theory as the T,-construction. Here we formulate a different
set of criteria that is easy to verify in geometric examples of interest.

The following construction is used in the proof of [CKMZ23, Proposition 2.13], and is also defined in detail
in [CS24, Definition 2.47]. It is inspired by the w7, -construction in [Wal85].
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Definition 2.1. Let C be a squares category. Then T,FC is the category whose objects are diagrams of the
shape

A Ay As . A,

1 1 l

O Aoy Ago e Aon
1 l
0] Aqo e Ay

() T T

O r—— Ap_in-

I

@)

with all squares distinguished squares. Morphisms are given by natural transformations between such di-
agrams, whose components are vertical maps, such that every naturality square containing vertical and
horizontal maps is distinguished, and every naturality square containing only vertical maps is a commuting
square in &.

We observe that for a morphism in T,7C, all components except for those on the top row are weak
equivalences, since they form a distinguished square with O — O.

The categories T, C for n > 0 assemble into a simplicial category, whose simplicial structure maps are like
those of T,C. In particular, the forgetful functors 7.7 C — T;,C that remember the top row of a diagram, form
a simplicial functor.

A similar construction is the following.

Definition 2.2 ([CS24, Definition 2.20]). For C a squares category, we define SJC to be the category whose
objects are diagrams of the shape

0 Ao Aoz . Aon
[ l
0 Aio . Ain

L
N

|

0.
with all squares distinguished squares. Morphisms are given by natural transformations between such di-
agrams, whose components are vertical maps, such that every naturality square containing vertical and
horizontal maps is distinguished, and every naturality square containing only vertical maps is a commuting
square in &.

All components of a morphism in SEC are weak equivalences, since they form a distinguished square with
O — O. The categories SEC assemble into a simplicial category whose simplicial structure maps are like
those in the traditional Waldhausen Se-construction.

The goal of this section is to show that for squares categories that satisfy some additional axioms, the
space Qo|N,STC| is equivalent to KP(C) = Qo|N.T.C|. The following result is standard, and brings us
half-way there.

Lemma 2.3. For any squares category C, there is an equivalence |[NJT C| ~ | N, SSC|.
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Proof. See [CS24, Proposition 2.52] for a more detailed proof.
For future reference, we just note that the homotopy equivalence is induced by simplicial functor which
we denote in degree n by
G, :THc — ste,
given by deleting the top row of a diagram. For each n, this functor has a homotopy inverse

H, :S9c - Ttc

which repeats the first row. Then G,, o H,, = idgo, and there exists a natural transformation H,, o G,, —
idgt . O
Tn C

Therefore comparing K-theory via the T,-construction to K-theory via the ST-construction comes down
comparing T,C to T,C. In other words, the data of a sequence of n composable horizontal morphisms should
be equivalent (in a natural way) to the data of a diagram (5). It is therefore crucial that any diagram of the
shape

A—— B

(6) T

0

can be completed to a distinguished square, in a sufficiently natural way. In order to be able to extend this
to a functor T,,C — T, C, we need to add a number of additional axioms, most of which are intuitive if we
think of the object B\ A completing (6) as the set-theoretic complement of A in B.

Definition 2.4. A squares category with complements is a squares category C with ambient category D, and
a distinguished object (), which satisfies the following.
(A1) Morphisms in M are monomorphisms
(A2) For f : A — B in M, there is a canonical object B \ A (the “complement”)! and a morphism
B\ A — B in € such that

) —— B\ A
A— B
is distinguished. The morphism A\ § — A is an isomorphism for all A.
(A3) Morphisms in M are stable under pullbacks along morphisms in &, and vice versa.

(A4) Every distinguished square in C is a pullback square in D.
(A5) Consider

A>L>B

(7) h j

C+~25D

<

a pullback square with f, g in M, and either h,j in M, or h,j in £. Then there is a unique morphism
B\ A — D\ C such that the square

B\A 1 p\C

| |

B—2 4D
commutes, and is a pullback square.
(A6) For a square of M-morphisms

11t would make sense to denote this object by B\ f(A) since it depends on f and not just A and B. However, when f is
clear from context, we will often denote the complement by B\ A.
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Ag —— A
I
Ay —— Ay

the induced map (As \ Ap) \ (41 \ 4o) = A2 \ A; is an isomorphism.
(A7) For a pullback square in D is of the form

}

A B
h Ik
Cc 2+ D
with f,g in M and h,j in &, if the map B\ A — D\ C induced by (A5) is an isomorphism, then
the square is distinguished.

<

(A8) If
A—— B
C»——D
is distinguished, and
Ag — s A
C() >J—> C

is a pullback square with 4,7 in M, then the induced square
A \ AO —— B \ AO

I |

C \ C() — D \ CO
is distinguished.

Squares categories with complements are designed not only so that the following proposition true, but also

to be applicable in geometric cases that are normally studied using assembler K-theory.

Proposition 2.5. Let C be a squares category with complements, then the forgetful functor induces an

equivalence |NJT,FC| ~ | NoTWC|.

Proof. For each n there is a functor

Un:T;C—>TnC

forgetting everything except the top row, and they assemble into a simplicial functor. We show that there is

a homotopy inverse F}, : T,,C — T, C in each degree. An object Ag — Ay »— -+ — A, in T,,C is sent to the

object

Ao A, Ay . A,

g l I I

—— A1\ Ag —— A\ Ag —— ... —— A, \ Ap

I f f

) r——— A\ A} —— ... —— A\ Ay

! !
1

0
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and a morphism

Ag A, - A,
® L |
Bo B - B,

is sent to the morphism with components A4; \ A; - B; \ B, induced by the distinguished squares

Ai>—>Aj

I

Note that the components are in £ because of (A3).
To show that F),, is well-defined on objects, we need to show that for composable M-morphisms A; —
Aiy1 — Ajyo — Ajyz, the square

Ao\ A1 —— Aips\ A

g i i

Aiga \ Aj ——— A3\ Ay
is distinguished. We obtain (9) by applying (A5) to the square
Ai+1 \Al — AH_Q \ Az

w Fool

At VA —— Az \ A

where we implicitly use isomorphisms obtained by (A6). To see that (10) commutes, we use that the induced
map on complements A; \ Ag — Az \ Ao is unique by (A5). The square (9) distinguished by (A7), where we
use isomorphisms obtained by (A6) again.

To see that F,, is well-defined on morphisms, we need to show that given a morphism (8), for all j < i the
square

Ai \AJ — Ai+1 \AJ

l l

Bi \B] — Bi+1 \B]
is distinguished, and the square

l l

Ai \ Aj,1 e Bz \ Bj,1
commutes. The first follows directly from (A8). The second square we obtain from

Aj\Aj_1 — B;j\ Bj

= I

Ai\Aj—l e Bi\Bj—l

implicitly using isomorphisms obtained from (A6). That (11) commutes, follows from (A8).
It is clear that U,, o F,, = Idr,p. On the other hand, let (A4;;) denote the object
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N
o
a~
s
X
3

=
.
S
.
]
=
3

=
=
3

= —%—

in 7,5 C. Since the squares
@ — Aij
Ai — Aj

are distinguished, it follows that there are morphisms A;; — A; \ A, for all ¢,j. To see that these form a
morphism in from (4;;) to F,, o U,((A;;)), we need to see that each square

Aij r——= Aijn

l |

is distinguished, and each square

Aiprj — A\ A

| |

Al"j e Aj \Al
commutes. The first follows directly from (A8). For the second, it suffices to check that each square

Aipr; — A5\ Ai

| |

Aj ——» A
commutes, since the morphism A; \ 4; - A; is a monomorphism. This follows from the fact that

Aiprj — Aip1j

| !

Aj\Aipn —> 4;
commutes, which can be deduced from (A5). O

Remark 2.6. In [CS24] it is shown that the T,-construction and the ST-construction give the same K-theory
spectrum for a squares category that is proto-Waldhausen [CS24, Definition 2.38]?. Using our convention
for the direction of vertical morphisms, the condition for a proto-Waldhausen category is (roughly) that any
diagram

2Note that according to their conventions, O is terminal in £, and what is £ in our examples, is opposite category £°P in
their examples.
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A

|

C —— B

can be completed to a distinguished square, in a sufficiently natural way. Condition (A2) in the definition of
a squares category with complements asks this only for the case where A = O, and many other assumptions
are added. The conditions of a squares category with complements do not imply that a category is proto-
Waldhausen; an example of a squares category with complements that is not proto-Waldhausen, is the squares
category of varieties in Definition 4.7. On the other hand, a proto-Waldhausen category is not necessarily a
squares category with complements.

3. COMPARING THE S§-CONSTRUCTION TO ASSEMBLER K -THEORY

In this section we define the K-theory of a squares category KP(C) to the K-theory of category with
covering families K (A).

We recall from Definition 1.11 that the K-theory of an assembler, or more generally a category of covering
families A, is a positive Q-spectrum whose space in level 1 is given by the geometric realization of the
bisimplicial set NgW(SE A A) for S* the simplicial sphere. Effectively, S; A A contains p copies disjoint copies
of A, and a family {A; — B};cr is covering exactly when the A;’s and B are in the same copy of A and not
isomorphic to (). As a simplicial category, W(S! A A) is equivalent to the following.

Definition 3.1. We define W(A)® to be the simplicial category given in degree n by the cartesian product
WA =W(A) x -+ x W(A).

For an object ({Ai}r,,...,{A4i}1,) in W(A)", we implicitly assume that the indexing sets I1,...,I, are
disjoint.
The face maps
dp - W(A)"™ = W(A)" !
are as follows: dy and d,, delete the first and the last object respectively, and dy adjoins {A;}r, and {A;}r, .,
to form {A;}rur,,, fork=1,...,n -1
The degeneracy maps
skt W(A)™ — W(A)"T!
are as follows: s inserts the empty tuple before {A;}, ., for k=0,...,n—1, and s,, inserts the empty tuple
after {4;}1,.

The following is used in e.g. the proof of [CZ22, Proposition 9.13]. We spell it out for the sake of being
self-contained.

Lemma 3.2. As simplicial categories, W(S! A A) is equivalent to W(A)®.

Proof. We denote by AS, ..., A% C S! A A the n subcategories of non-basepoint objects corresponding to the
n different copies of A in S} A A.
There are equivalences of categories

F:W(SLAA) = WA

that are compatible with the face and degeneracy maps. Indeed, for {A4;}; in W(S. A A) there is a unique
partition I = Iy U--- U, such that A; is in Aj if and only if i € I}, (note that some of the I can be empty).
We send this to the object
({Aitn, - {Aitr,)
in W(A)", where some (but never all) of the {A;};, can be empty. The empty object of W(S: A A) is sent
to the tuple of only empty objects in W(A)".
An inverse of F' can be given by sending ({4;}1,,...,{A:}1,) to {A:}nu.ur, - O

For A a category with covering families and C a symmetric monoidal squares category with complements,
both K(A) and K7(C) are Q-spectra above level 0. Therefore it is enough to compare the level 1 spaces, in
other words, show that [NsW(A)*)| is homotopy equivalent to | NeSSC|. We do this by defining a functor of
simplicial categories W(A)® — SSC.
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In order to be able to do this, we ask that A4 and C share an ambient category D with a symmetric monoidal
structure I that behaves sufficiently like a coproduct (for example, a restricted coproduct). We can then
associate to an object {A;}; in W(A), which one may think of as a formal disjoint union of objects in A,
an object IT; A; in C. This allows us to construct from an n-tuple of formal disjoint unions an object (12) in
SEC . Since morphisms in S'.:'C are point-wise weak equivalences, we need a map II;A; — I1;B; arising from
covers {A; — Bj}ica—1¢j) in W(A), to be a weak equivalence in C.

The conditions in the following proposition are such that such a functor W(A)®* — SYC can be defined,
and can be shown to be a levelwise homotopy equivalence using Quillen’s Theorem A.

Proposition 3.3. Let D be a category that is the ambient category of a squares category with complements
C = (E,M). Assume moreover that there is a category A C D that has the structure of a category with
covering families. Moreover, assume the following.

(B1) The category D has a symmetric monoidal structure 11 for which the distinguished object () is the
unit, and this makes C a symmetric monoidal squares category.
(B2) The symmetric monoidal structure 11 induces a functor

o: WA —¢€

sending {A;}ier to WierAi, and this functor takes values in weak equivalences.

(B3) Weak equivalences are stable under I1.

(B4) For all objects A, B, the map A — Al B induced by ) — B is both in M and in E.

(B5) For A — A1l B the canonical map, the complement map (ALl B)\ A — AIl B coincides with the
canonical map B — A1l B.

(B6) For
A B
b
c—2+5D

a pullback square with f,g in M and j,h in &, if the induced morphism B\ A — D\ C is a weak
equivalence, then this square is distinguished.
(B7) All weak equivalences are monomorphisms in £.
(B8) For Ay,..., Ay objects in D, the set {A; — II5_; A;}F | is a covering family.
(B9) For A— B in M, {A— B,B\ A— B} is a covering family.
(B10) For every weak equivalence f : A — B there is a family {A; — A}ier such that {A; — A ER B}icr
s also a covering family.
(B11) Any two covering families {B; — A}r and {B} — A} have a common refinement, in the following
sense. There is a covering family {C; — A}, and morphisms {C;}; — {B;}r and {C;}; — {Bj}r
in W(A), such that the resulting diagram

{C;}s —— {Bi}s

| >

{Bi}rr —— {4}
in W(A) commutes.

Then there is an equivalence of K -theory spectra K(C) ~ KP(A).

Proof. We compare the simplicial category W(A)® to SJPC. To this end, we define a functor of simplicial
categories G4 with components

G W(A" = SEc
sending an object

({Ai}lla R {AZ}In)
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to the diagram

[Z) —_— HllAi —_— H]2u[2AZ' _— ... —> H11u~~~uInAi

S !

_— HIQAi HIzu

(12) T

ur,
This is well-defined on objects: we can use (B6) to check that each square of the form

HIHlu-quin — Uy 001 A;

l o

kau---ulj AZ E— HIkU~~-UIj+1Ai

is distinguished, since the map on complements is the identity on II;. , A; by (B5). To see that G, is

j+1
well-defined on morphisms, we need to see that for a morphism

{Aitn, - {Aitn) = ({Bj}a, - {Bj})

in W(A)", consisting of maps of finite sets oy : I — Ji and covering families {A; — B;}
1<k <nandje€ Jg, the squares

) for all

i€ay ' (j

HIkLl~~~|_|IlAi - Hlkl_l~~~l_|ll+1Ai

J |

HJkl_lml_lJl Bj — H-]kl—’"'u']l+1Bj

are distinguished. This follows since the map on complements Iy, A; — 15, B; is a weak equivalence, by
(B2) and (B3).

We use Quillen’s Theorem A to show that each G,, is a homotopy equivalence after realization. Consider
the comma category G, /(A;;) for (A;;) an object

0 Ao Aos Aon
I I |
0 Ais .. Ain

0
in SEC. We show that each comma category is contractible, by showing that it is filtered.
We first show that G,/(A;i;) is non-empty. For each j > 2, there are weak equivalences A;_;; —
A\ A;j—1 for 0 < i <j—1. Using (B10) and (B11), we can find a cover
{Br = Aj_1j}rek,;

such that composing with each of the weak equivalences A,;_1,; — A;; \ A; j—1 gives a cover {By — A;; \
Aij-1trek; for all 0 <4 < j — 1 simultaneously. We denote by {Bg}rek, the one-object set {Ao}, and

denote B = ({Bk}Kla ey {Bk}Kn)-
Now we observe that by (B9), each A;; has a cover

{Aiit1 = Ay, Aiiro \ Aiivr = Aij, oo A \ Aija b
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Composing with the covers we found before, this means there is a cover {B; — Al-j}keliﬂu.“ujj for all
0 <i<j<n. Now (B8) gives a map G,(B) — (4;;).

To see that two objects in J,,/(A;;) have a third object lying above it, suppose we have

B = ({Bi}r,s-- - {Br}xk,) and B’ = ({Bp}k/,...,{B.}x1)
with morphisms G, (B) — (4;;) and G,,(B’) — (Ai;). In particular, this means that for j = 1,...,n, there
are covers {Br — Aj_1j}rek, and {B) — Aj,l’j}keKJ/. Let {B} — Aj,lﬁj}keK;/ be a refinement, as in
(B11). Then for
B" = ({By}ky,-- - ABy} k1),

there are maps B” — B and B” — B’ which are compatible with the maps G(B) — (A;;) and G(B’) — (A;;).

Lastly, we need to show that two parallel morphisms f, f’ in G, /(A;;) have a morphism g with fg = fg'.
For B and B’ as above, a morphism from G(B) — (4;;) to G(B’) = (A;;) amounts to morphisms {By}x, —
{By.}k; for I =1,...,n such that the induced diagram

!
Hg,u.-uk, B Upequeuk: By,

~

AOn

commutes, where the maps into Agy are weak equivalences. By (B7) there is at most one morphism that
makes such a diagram commute, so parallel morphisms in G,,/(A;;) are always equal.
This shows that the realizations |[NeW(A)®| and | NToC| are homotopy equivalent, as desired. O

Remark 3.4. The proposition above gives an alternative proof of [CZ22, Proposition 9.13].

4. EXAMPLES

To see that all K-theory is squares K-theory, we can now take our favorite category with covering families,
and look for a squares category with complements that satisfies the conditions Proposition 3.3. The lists of
conditions involved appear long, but are naturally satisfied in several geometric examples. Remarkable is
that in all the examples we discuss, there several choices of squares category with complements that give the
same K-theory spectrum.

4.1. Assemblers. For any category with covering families that satisfies a few additional conditions, we can
define an associated “minimal” squares category with complements that has the same K-theory-spectrum.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose A is a category with covering families that satisfies the following conditions.

(C1) A is a subcategory of some ambient category D with coproducts (or restricted pushouts over the initial
object 0, which we refer to as coproducts for simplicity),
(C2) for A; i € I a finite set of objects in D, the family of coproduct inclusions

{Ai — HIAi}iEI

s a covering family,
(C3) For {A; — A}icr a covering family, the pairwise pullbacks A; x4 A; are isomorphic to 0,
(C4) For {A; — A}icr a covering family, the induced morphism 11 A; — A is a monomorphism.
(C5) any two covering families of the same object have a common refinement, as in (B11).
Then there is a squares category with complements CR™ such that there is an equivalence of K -theory spectra
K(A) ~ K5(cnm).

We note that conditions (C3) and (C5) are properties that all assemblers have by definition. The other
conditions are also natural for most assemblers of geometric objects.
In order for a squares category C to admit functors

G W(A) — SZc

as in the proof of Proposition 3.3, it is clear that the horizontal maps need to include all coproduct inclusions,
and the weak equivalences need to include maps of the form

(13) [J4:— 4
I
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for {A; — A} a covering family, as well as their coproducts. The vertical maps need to include coproduct
inclusions as well as weak equivalences, and they need to be stable under pullback by horizontal maps. This
motivates the following definition.

Definition 4.2. Let A be a category with covering families and ambient category D, that satisfy the
conditions of Proposition 4.1. We define define £ C D to be the wide subcategory whose morphisms are of
the form

H]Ai — HJBj
induced by a finite sets a : I — J and maps A; — By, such that for all j € J, {A; = Bj};cq-1(j) is a subset
of a covering family of B;.

For a coproduct inclusion I, A; — I A; (where Iy C I), we define its complement to be the coproduct
inclusion I\ 7, A; — 7 A;. We can now define the following squares category with complements.

Definition 4.3. Let A be a category with covering families and ambient category D, that satisfy the
conditions of Proposition 4.1. We define CZ'™ to be the squares category with M the coproduct inclusions,
and & the category defined in Definition 4.2. Distinguished squares are pullback squares of the form

H[Ai —_— HJAi

s L

HKBk —_— HLBk

where the induced map 11\ ;A; — I\ g By, is a coproduct of maps of the form (13).

min

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The squares category with complements C5'™ is designed to satisfy the conditions
of Proposition 3.3, with respect to A and the ambient category D. O

Remark 4.4. Instead of a squares category, we could have defined a Waldhausen category whose K-theory
is equivalent to K (A), as follows. Let Wald(A) be the category whose objects are the objects of W(A). A
morphism {A4,}; — {B,}s is given by a partial map « : I --» J and maps A, — B; whenever « is defined
on i, and (i) = j, such that {A; — Bj},)=; is a subset of a covering family of B;. We can give Wald(A)
the structure of a Waldhausen category, where cofibrations are maps
{Ait, = {Ai}s

induced by an inclusion Iy C I, and weak equivalences are all morphisms that are in W(A). For {A;};, —
{Ai}r a cofibration, the cofiber map is then the map {A;}; — {A:}n s, induced by the partial map I --» I'\ I
that is only defined on I\ Iy. Then S¢Wald(A) (where S, is the classical S,-construction of a Waldhausen
category) is equivalent to SDC%“, and therefore homotopy equivalent to W(A)®. Better yet, one can show
that SeWald(A) is equivalent to W(A)® for any assembler A. While this is a fun fact, it seems that there
are some advantages to having a more natural-looking squares category C such that K(A) ~ K O (C), see for
example Section 5.

In the following sections we will see examples of categories with covering families to which Proposition 4.1
applies. We will also consider other squares categories with complements besides C5™ that have the same
K-theory spectrum, and compare these to squares categories that have appeared elsewhere in the literature.

4.2. Varieties. The category of varieties (reduced, separated schemes of finite type over a field k) fits into
this setup. We denote by Var the ambient category of varieties over a fixed field k. All arguments work for
the category of reduced, finite type schemes over a reduced finite type base scheme as well.

We refer to [Voel0, Section 2] for the definition of a Grothendieck topology generated by a cd-structure.

Definition 4.5. We denote by Ava, the category with covering families whose objects are varieties, and
whose morphisms are compositions of open and closed immersions. The covering families are the the simple
covers in the Grothendieck topology on Var generated by the cd-structure consisting of squares

) —— X\U

|

U— X
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for U — X an open immersion.

This is exactly the assembler defined by Zakharevich in [Zakl7, Section 5.1]. A squares category of
varieties C{‘,‘;? can be defined as in Definition 4.3, and by Proposition 4.1, its K-theory spectrum is equivalent
to K (Avar). Other squares categories of varieties have appeared in the literature, such as [CKMZ23, Example

4.4 and Example 4.5].

Definition 4.6. A piecewise isomorphism of varieties is a morphism of varieties f : X — Y such that there
is a filtration
=Y >Y1 > ... 3 2V, =Y

of Y by open immersions, such that the restrictions f‘f—l(y@.\yiil) N\ Yil) = Y; \ Yi_; are isomor-
phisms for i =1,...,n.

This definition is equivalent to the more standard definition given in terms of a stratification by closed
immersions.

Definition 4.7 ([CKMZ23, Example 4.4]). We define a squares category with complements Cyar—(Ayur,Evar)
with distinguished object #, My, C Var the category of open immersions and Ev,r = Var. The complement
of an open immersion 7 : U < X is the closed immersion X \ ¢(U) — X. The distinguished squares are
pullback squares

Al B
s
c 25D

such that the induced map j: B\ f(A) — D\ g(C) is a piecewise isomorphism.

It is straightforward to see that this indeed defines a squares category with complements.
The following lemma about covering families in Av,, shows that covering families give rise to weak equiv-
alences in Cya, (i.e., piecewise isomorphisms).

Lemma 4.8. For {A; — A}icr a covering family in Avay, there is a filtration of open immersions
V=Uy—U - - —U,1—-U,=A

such that the set of varieties {U; \ U;_1}i=1,... n is equal to the set {A;}icr. As a consequence, I A; — A is
a piecewise isomorphism.

Proof. Since simple covers (for a topology generated by a cd-structure) are defined inductively, we can prove
this by induction. The base case, for the simple cover {U — A, A\ U — A}, is trivial.

Now we assume that the statement holds for a simple cover S = {A4; — A};cr, and we form a new cover
S" by composing with {U — A;, A; \ U — A;} for some j € I. The induction hypothesis implies that there
is a is a filtration by open immersions

V=Uy—U — - —U,1—-U,=A

such that each A; coincides with Uy, \ Uy for some k. Suppose A; = Uy \ Up—1. Then U U Uj_; is open in
Ui, and Ug_q is open in U U Uy _1, so

V=Uy— - > Up1>UUU,1 > U — - —=U,=A
is a filtration of A that has the desired property with respect to the covering family S’. g

Proposition 4.9 ([CZ22, Proposition 9.13]). There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra KD(CVar) ~
K (Var).

Proof. We need to check that Cya, and Av,, satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3.3. We note that piecewise
isomorphisms are bijections on underlying sets and therefore monomorphisms, so (B7) is satisfied. Coproducts
open immersions, so (B4) and (B8) are satisfied. Condition (B9) is satisfied by the definition of Av,,, and
since Ay, is an assembler, (B11) is also satisfied.

Condition (B2) follows from Lemma 4.8. Lastly, to see that (B10) holds, suppose f : A — B is a piecewise
isomorphism and

0=Uy—-—U,=B
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is a filtration by open immersions such that f|s1(v,\v,_,) : Y U; \ Ui_1) — U; \ U;_; is an isomorphism
fori=1,...,n. Then {f~'(U;\ Ui—1) — A}i=1,. . n is a covering family such that composing with f gives a
covering family of B, as desired. 0

Remark 4.10. There are other squares categories with complements with Var as ambient category, that
also satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3.3. For example, in Definition 4.7 we could have taken the vertical
maps to be only injective morphisms of varieties.

Another squares category with Var as ambient category is defined in [CKMZ23, Example 4.4], with as
horizontal maps the open immersions, and as vertical maps the closed immersions. This squares category
fails condition (B2) in Proposition 3.3, since the weak equivalences in this squares category are isomorphisms,
and therefore do not include all maps of the form I1; A; — A associated to a covering family. It is nonetheless
true that its K-theory spectrum is equivalent to K (Avsa,), this is shown in the proof of [CZ22, Theorem 9.1].

4.3. Definable sets. In this section we fix an o-minimal structure (R, <,...) on a real closed field R. We
denote by Def(R) the category whose objects are definable subsets of R™ for varying n, and whose morphisms
are definable maps, i.e., maps f : X — Y whose graph is definable.

Lemma 4.11. The category Def(R) has coproducts.

Proof. Let X,Y be definable subsets of R™ and R™ respectively. Let a,b distinct elements of R. Then the
definable set

XOY :=X x{0}™ x {a} U{0}" xY x {b}
admits definable inclusions X — X 1Y and Y — X I Y and has the universal property of the coproduct of
X and Y in Def(R). O

Definition 4.12. We define Ap¢(r) to be the wide subcategory of Def(R) spanned by injective definable
maps. We give it the structure of a category with covering families where a family

{f+Ai— Atier
is covering if and only if A = |J; A; and the pairwise pullbacks A; x 4 A; are empty.

This category with covering families is in fact an assembler, see also [Zak17, Example 3.4]. We can define a
squares category of definable sets Cg‘é?( R) 38 in 4.3, and by Proposition 4.1 it has the same K-theory spectrum
as the category with covering families Ape(r). Another possible choice of squares category is the following.
Definition 4.13. We define a squares category with complements Cpes(ry with Def(R) as ambient category,

with both Mpeg(r) and Epeg(r) the definable injections. The complement of a definable injection f: A — B
is the set-theoretic complement B\ f(A) — B. A square

A-—1,B

b

c—2-D
is distinguished if and only if it is a pullback square and the induced morphism B\ f(4) — D\ g(C) is a
definable bijection.

It is, again, easy to verify that this defines a squares category with complements.

Proposition 4.14. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra
K(Apet(r)) = K(Cpei(r))-

Proof. The conditions of Proposition 3.3 are easily verified in this example. Note that the weak equivalences
are exactly the definable bijections, in other words, the isomorphisms in Def(R). (]

Remark 4.15. In the proposition above, the structure R does in fact not need to be o-minimal; we assumed
it for simplicity, and but it becomes relevant only later in this section, and in Section 5.

In [Ng25, Example 1.13, Example 1.24], Ng defines a pCGW-category of definable sets, with the same
horizontal and vertical morphisms and the same distinguished squares as the category Cpef(g) in Definiton
4.13. The K-theory spectrum of a pCGW-category can be computed using an Se-construction similar to
Definition 2.2; the S,-construction for pCGW-categories, [Ng25, Construction 1.26], is a simplicial set rather
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than a simplicial category. The elements in degree n are exactly the objects of SECDef( gr)- However, all
morphisms in S‘.:lCDef( r) are invertible. This implies that the simplicial set and the simplicial category have
the same geometric realization. The argument for this is sketched in [Wal85, Lemma 1.4.1]. Since this
reasoning will be used more often, we fill in the details in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.16 ([Wal85, Corollary to Lemma 1.4.1]). Let X, be a simplicial category, and X, the simplicial
set given by X, = Obj(X,). Suppose that each category X, is a groupoid. Then there is weak homotopy
equivalence of spaces

[ Xo| = [ No(X,)]
where | No(X,)| is the geometric realization of the bisimplicial set

n,k — N, (Xg).

Proof. One way to realize the bisimplicial set No(X,), is to apply geometric realization level-wise, and then
take the geometric realization of the resulting simplicial space

n = |Np(Xe)l|.
This simplicial space is a good simplicial space, since the degeneracy maps exhibit | N,,(X,)]| as closed subspace
and retract of |[N,11(Xs)|. Therefore the realization of this simplicial space is weakly equivalent to its fat
realization ([Seg74, Proposition A.1 (iv)]).

We note that it zeroth space of n +— | Ny, (X,)] is |No(Xe)| = | Xe|, and the face and degeneracy maps are
all homotopy equivalences. Moreover, each |N,,(X,)| is a cofibrant space. Therefore by [Wanl8, Theorem 4.3
and Remark 4.4], the fat realization

I = [N (X )]
is weakly equivalent to the homotopy colimit of the diagram. Therefore it is weakly equivalent to any of its
spaces, and in particular to | X,|, as desired. O

Corollary 4.17. The K-theory spectrum K (Cpet(ry) is equivalent to the K-theory spectrum of Def(R) as
pCGW-category.
Let Aggf( R) C Apet(r) the subcategory with covering families spanned by the definable sets of dimension

ggf*('é) induce a filtration

(15) = K(AS 1 (r) = K(AS% 7)) = K(ASk () = -+ = K(Aper(n))-
Let Def(R)™ C Def(R) denote the full subcategory on definable set of dimension exactly n.

at most n. The natural inclusions Aggf( R < A

Definition 4.18. We denote by Apcf(ry» the wide subcategory of Def(R)™ spanned by definable injections.
We give it the structure of a category with covering families where

{fit Ai = Atier
is a covering family if there are morphisms g; : B; — A for j € J, with B; of dimension < n — 1, such that
{fi: Ai = Atier U{yg; : B; = A}jes
is a covering family in Apes.

We note that this category with covering families is exactly the assembler Ag:f( R) \Ag:f?}%) as defined in

[Zak17, Definition 2.9]. Therefore by [Zak17, Theorem D], the associated graded of the filtered spectrum (15)
is \V/,,>0 K (Apet(ryn)- It is easy to see that the assembler Apeg(py» satisfies the conditions of Proposition 4.1,
and therefore its K-theory spectrum is equivalent to the K-theory spectrum of a squares category.

4.4. Polytopes. In this section we fix a euclidean or hyperbolic n-dimensional geometry X for n > 1, and
a subgroup G of the isometry group of X. We assume that G is such that for any two n-polytopes P, G,
there is a g € G such that gP and @ are disjoint. This holds for example if X is a euclidean geometry and
G contains all translations.

We denote by PZ the category of covering families defined in [BGM*24, Example 2.9]. Objects are finite
unions of n-dimensional closed simplices, and a morphisms g : P — @ is given by an isometry g € G such
that gP C Q. A covering family is a collection of maps

{9i : P — P}
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such that the images g; P; have pairwise intersections of measure zero, and cover P. This category with
covering families is in fact an assembler, see also [Zak17, Example 3.6 and Section 5.2].

We define the following ambient category which admits ’Pé( as a subcategory, and has better categorical
properties.

Definition 4.19. We define D§ to have the same objects as P&. A morphism g : P — G in PZ is given by
a decomposition P = P; U --- U P; such that the inclusions

{Pi = Pli=1,..k
form a covering family in P§, and by group elements g; € G such that ¢g;P; C Q. Two morphisms P — G

are considered the same if the defining decompositions have a common refinement, on which they are given
by the same elements in G.

We note that a morphism g : P — @ in D)G(, as in the definition above, is invertible exactly when

{9: : P, — Q}i:l,...,k
is a covering family, in other words, the images cover ) and are pairwise almost disjoint. In that case, the
inverse is given by the decomposition of Q in Q = g;(Py) U --- U g(Py) and the isometries g; ... 7gk_l.
We call a morphism P — @ in ’Dg a polytope inclusion if it is a morphism in 77)((;, in other words, it
consists of a single g € G with gP C Q.

Proposition 4.20. The category D$ has coproducts.

Proof. Let P,(@Q be polytopes in X. By assumption, there is an isometry g € G such that gP and @ are
disjoint. Then the union gP U G has the universal property of the coproduct. Indeed, for h; : P — R and
ho : Q — R, a morphism h : gP U Q — R can be given by defining h to be h1g~! on gP and hy on Q. O

The ambient category Dgﬁ and the assembler P)Cg satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, so there is a

squares category C’Dni? such that K(P§{) ~ K O( g(i;n). Another squares category can be defined as follows.
G X

Definition 4.21. We define a squares category with complements C§ which has Dg as ambient category,
with the empty polytope @ as distinguished object, M the category of polytope inclusions, and £ = D)G(. The

complement of a polytope inclusion g : P — @ is the inclusion of the closure @ \ gP — Q. The distinguished
squares are the pullback squares

PLQ

|

R-"sg

such that the induced morphism on the complements @ \ gP — S\ hR is invertible.

Proposition 4.22. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra
K5(CS) ~ K(PS).

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify the conditions on Proposition 2.5. The conditions of Proposition 3.3 are
also easily verified; in particular (B2) and (B10) follow from the way that morphisms in D§ are defined. [

In [CS24, Example 2.14] a proto-Waldhausen category P of euclidean polytopes in R™ is defined, which is
in fact a squares category with complements. It has the same horizontal maps and complements as an. The
distinguished squares are similar to those in an, except that the vertical maps are required to be polytope
inclusions, and therefore the weak equivalences are maps P — () that are given by an isometry g such that
gP =Q.

Proposition 4.23. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra K(Pgn) ~ KD(}P’g).

Proof. There is an inclusion of simplicial categories 7 : S,DIP’E — SUCS, . We note that every object in S,chn
is isomorphic to an object in Im(i). Indeed, let A denote an object in SH'C%., and Hy(A) its image in T;Cgﬂ,
as in the proof of Lemma 2.3. The proof of Proposition 2.5 gives an object FU,Hy(A) in T]ngn with a
morphism Hy(A) — FpUpHg(A), and applying Gy gives a morphism A — G FUixHi(A) in SEan, which
is an isomorphism since all weak equivalences in C§, are invertible. Moreover, G Fj,Ux Hy(A) is in Im(3).
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Now for k > 0, let (Im(i))x C SkDan denote the full subcategory spanned by objects in the image of i.
These assemble into a simplicial category (Im(%))e and by the above, the inclusion into S,chn induces a
homotopy equivalence

. O
[{Im(i))e| > |SSCE, |-

On the other hand, (Im(i))s and SJ'P% have the same objects, and in both categories, all morphisms are
invertible. Therefore in both cases, by Lemma 4.16, the geometric realization is homotopy equivalent to the
geometric realization of the simplicial set Obj(S.D]P’g). Combined, this shows that

[SSPE| = [{m(i))e] = [SSCE, |-

In particular, by Proposition 4.22, for both Pg and an the squares K-theory spectrum is equivalent to
K(PS). O

Remark 4.24. In this section we assumed the geometry to be euclidean or hyperbolic, since this is needed
for coproducts to exist in Dg';. For X a spherical geometry, coproducts do not necessarily exist. One can still
show that even in this case, K (P§) is the K-theory of a squares category. This can be done by considering a
category of “spherical polytopes and formal coproducts”. Its subcategory generated by polytope inclusions
and coproduct inclusions can be given the structure of a category with covering families, and dévissage shows
that its algebraic K-theory is equivalent to K (Pg) Moreover, for this category with covering families, and
its ambient category of spherical polytopes and formal coproducts, the conditions of Proposition 4.1 are
fulfilled.

5. APPLICATION: A DERIVED EULER CHARACTERISTIC

We return to the example in Section 4.3 of definable sets in an o-minimal structure Def(R). The order
topology on R induces a topology on each R™ and therefore on every definable set.

Definition 5.1. Let Def(R)!® C Def(R) be the full subcategory on definable sets that are locally closed (as
subset of R™ for some n).

Definition 5.2. We define A}gef( R o be the wide subcategory of Def(R)! spanned by injective definable
maps. We give it the structure of a category with covering families where a family

{f:+Ai = Alier
is covering if and only if it is a covering family in Apef(r)-
Lemma 5.3. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra
K (Apet(r)) = K(ASet(r))-

Proof. We note that Agef( R) is a full sub-assembler of APf(f)  Any definable set X C R™ has a cell-
decomposition X = |J; C; and every cell is locally closed ([Dri98, page 51]). The set {C; — X }ie1 is a covering
family in Ap.f(r)- This shows that every object in Apet(r) is covered by objects in Ape¢(rye and therefore by
[Zak17, Theorem B], the inclusion induces an equivalence of K-theory spectra K (.A%Sef( R)) ~ K(Apet(ry). O

Just like in Section 4.3, we can define a squares category CB‘;?(R)IC such that K(Ape(r)) =~ K(.A%ef(R)) ~

K D(Clr)nélf‘( R)lc>' However, for the purpose of defining the derived Euler characteristic, we are interested in
another squares category of locally closed definable sets.

We recall that definable bijections are always invertible, but they do not need to be continuous, and neither
is their inverse in general.

Definition 5.4. We call a definable bijection a definable homeomorphism if it is continuous, and its inverse
is continuous.

We note that the definition above is in contrast to some references that call a definable map a definable
homeomorphism as soon as it has a definable inverse (where neither the map nor its inverse needs to be
continuous).
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Definition 5.5. A definable open embedding is a definable injection f : A — B that is a definable homeo-
morphism onto f(A), where f(A) is open in B.

A definable closed embedding is a definable injection f : A — B that is a definable homeomorphism onto
f(A), where f(A) is closed in B.

We note that definable open embeddings and definable closed embeddings are in particular (topological)
open and closed embeddings, respectively.

For f: A — B any definable injection, we define its complement map to be the inclusion B\ f(A) — B.
Clearly, the complement of a definable open embedding is a definable closed embedding, and vice versa.

Definition 5.6. We define Cpeg(rye to be the squares category with complements with as distinguished
object the empty set (), M the definable closed embeddings and & = Def(R). The distinguished squares are
the pullback squares

A—1sB
b
C—-D
such that the induced morphism B\ f(A4) — D\ g(C) is a definable bijection.

By the exact same proof as Proposition 4.14, combined with the equivalence shown in Lemma 5.3, we
obtain the following.

Proposition 5.7. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra
K(Apet(r)) = K(Cpet(rye)-
Now we introduce yet another squares category of locally closed definable sets.

Definition 5.8. We define 5Def( Ryl to be the squares category with complements with distinguished object
(), M the definable closed embeddings and £ the definable open embeddings. The distinguished squares are
the pullback squares

A1 .B
b
c—25D

such that j(B) U g(C) = D (or equivalently, such that the induced map B\ f(A) — D\ g(C) is a definable

homeomorphism).

Proposition 3.3 does not apply here, since the maps II;A; — A coming from covers are generally not de-
finable homeomorphisms and are therefore not weak equivalences in Cpeg(gryc. However, the squares category

5Def( Ryt 1s still relevant by the following proposition, comparable to Corollary 4.17 and Proposition 4.23.
Proposition 5.9. There is an equivalence of K-theory spectra
K(Apet(r)) = K(Cpet(rye)-

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the proof of Proposition 4.23: there is an essentially surjective in-
clusion i : S.DgDCf(R)lc — S‘.:,CDCf(R)lc whose image spans a full simplicial sub-category (Im(i))e C S.DCDCf(R)lc,
such that

|5.DCDef(R)lc\ ~ [(Im(i))e| ~ |SoDCDef(R)1“|
where the first equivalence comes from Lemma 4.16. Combined with Proposition 5.7, this gives the desired
equivalence. d

To lift the definable Euler characteristic, defined in the introduction, to K-theory spectra, we use a
homology theory of 7Z/2-valued constructible functions. For X a definable set, a function f : X — Z/2 is
constructible if for all n € Z/2, the set f~1(n) is definable. For f a Z/2-valued constructible function, we
define supp(f) = f~1(1). Note that any constructible function f : X — Z/2 can (non-uniquely) be written

as a finite sum f =, 1¢, of indicator functions of cells
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We denote by CF<;(X) the Z/2-module of constructible functions such that supp(f) is of dimension < 7.
We define a chain complex C'F,(X) where

CF;(X)=CF<;(X)/CF<;—1(X).
The differential is given by 0(1¢) = lpc whenever C is a cell, extended linearly. We define CH,(X) to be
the homology of CF(X). This invariant is of interest to us for the following reason.
Proposition 5.10 ([HMW, Corollary 7.11]). For X a locally closed definable set, we have
dim(X)

XPHX) = Y (-1)'dim CH'(X).
i=0

The chain complex CF,(X), and therefore its homology, is contravariantly functorial in open embeddings:
for i : U — X an open embedding, we define i*(1¢) = 1;-1(¢) on indicator functions of cells. On the other
hand, CF,(X) is covariantly functorial in closed embeddings: for j : X — Y a closed embedding, we define
Ji(le) = 1j(c). Both of these functors commute with the differential, and preserve dimension.

As in [HMM ™22, Section 5.1], we denote by Chgjz the Waldhausen category of homologically bounded
chain complexes over Z/2. By abuse of notation, we denote the associated squares category, as in Example
1.2, by Chgj2 as well.

Proposition 5.11. The assignment X — CF,(X) extends to a simplicial functor
CF, 1 SPChet(ryc — STChy,

Proof. For j a closed embedding, j is level-wise injective and therefore a cofibration. Hence, to see that C'F
is well-defined on objects, it suffices to see that for a square of the form

) —— X\C

Lk

c — X
the square

CF,(C) —2— CF.(X)

| I+

0 — CF.(X\O)

is a pushout, which is easy to check. The morphisms in S.DCNDef( Ryt are level-wise definable homeomorphisms,

and therefore sent to level-wise isomorphisms in SFCh%Q. The functor C'F, commutes with simplicial
structure maps, and is therefore a simplicial functor, as desired. O

Combined with Proposition 5.9 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.12. There is a map of K-theory spectra
K(ADef(R)) — K(Ch%l/)z)-

There is a standard equivalence K(Ch;%) ~ K(Z/2), and we recall that Ky(Z/2) = Z.

Proposition 5.13. On 7wy, the map
K(ADef(R)) — K(Z/2)
agrees with the definable Euler characteristic.

Proof. The proof goes as the proof of [HMM™*22, Theorem 5.1]. O

Remark 5.14. We used Z/2-valued constructible functions for convenience, but we expect that with more
care, a map K (Ape(r)) — K(Z) can be constructed which lifts the Euler characteristic, using Z-valued
constructible functions. Another avenue to obtain this, could be to use Borel-Moore homology or compactly
supported cohomology with Z-coefficients; see also [HMW, Remark 7.12].
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