View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you by X{'CORE

provided by Aberdeen University Research Archive

GROUPS OF UNSTABLE ADAMS OPERATIONS
ON p-LOCAL COMPACT GROUPS

RAN LEVI AND ASSAF LIBMAN

ABSTRACT. A p-local compact group is an algebraic object modelled on the homotopy theory associated
with p-completed classifying spaces of compact Lie groups and p-compact groups. In particular p-
local compact groups give a unified framework in which one may study p-completed classifying spaces
from an algebraic and homotopy theoretic point of view. Like connected compact Lie groups and p-
compact groups, p-local compact groups admit unstable Adams operations - self equivalences that are
characterised by their cohomological effect. Unstable Adams operations on p-local compact groups were
constructed in a previous paper by F. Junod and the authors. In the current paper we study groups
of unstable operations from a geometric and algebraic point of view. We give a precise description
of the relationship between algebraic and geometric operations, and show that under some conditions
unstable Adams operations are determined by their degree. We also examine a particularly well behaved
subgroup of operations.

Let G be a connected compact Lie group. An unstable Adams operation of degree k& > 1 on BG
is a self equivalence f: BG — BG which induces multiplication by k% on H?!(BG;Q) for every i > 0.
In [JMO] unstable Adams operations for compact connected simple Lie groups G were classified. The
analysis is centred around studying suitable self equivalences of the p-completion BG;\. Later on, after
p-compact groups were introduced by Dwyer and Wilkerson, their classification by Andersen-Grodal
[AG09] and Andersen-Grodal-Mgller-Viruel [AGMV0§| relied on studying a suitable notion of unstable

Adams operation of p-compact groups.

In this paper we study unstable Adams operations on p-local compact groups and their classifying
spaces. In light of [BLO7, Theorem A] and the definition of unstable Adams operations for compact

Lie groups, it is natural to define a geometric unstable Adams operation of degree ¢ € Z, on a p-local

compact group G = (S, F, L) as a self equivalence f of BG def

HEF(BG) for every k > 1. Here Hg (X) = H*(X;Z,) ® Q.

This definition differs from the one we gave in [JLL]. Recall that ¢ € Aut(S) is called an Adams
automorphism if it induces multiplication by some ¢ € Z), called the degree of ¢, on the identity
component Sy of S. We say v is normal if it induces the identity on S/Sp. In [JLL, Def. 3.4] we define
a geometric Adams operation on G as a self equivalence f of BG which renders the following square

homotopy-commutative for some normal Adams automorphism ).

L] which induces multiplication by ¢* on
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The two definitions of “geometric unstable Adams operations” we have given above coincide under the
assumption that T is self-centralising in S (and hence F-centric) in which case we say that F is weakly
connected. This is the content of [BLOT, Proposition 3.2]. We will write Ad®**°™(BG) for the group of
the homotopy classes of the geometric unstable Adams operations as defined in [JLIJ].

Following [JLI Definition 3.3], replicated as[.2]in this paper, an (algebraic) unstable Adams operation
on G = (S, F, L) is a pair (V,4) of an automorphism ¥ of the small category £ and a fusion preserving
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normal Adams automorphism ¢ of S such that: (a) 7o W = 1), o7 where 7: £ — F is the projection and
1, is the automorphism of F induced by ¢ and, (b) for every F-centric P,Q < S and every s € Ng(P, Q)

we have U(8) = 1)(s). We notice in Remark [L.3] that v is determined by ¥.

In this paper we will investigate the relationship between the algebraic and the geometric Adams
operations. When we will write “Adams operation” we will always mean “algebraic Adams operation”.
Throughout, we will use the following notation. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group.

Ad(S) < Aut(S) is the group of all the normal Adams automorphisms of S (Definition B3).

Adgys(S) = Autps(S) N Ad(S).

OutAdg,s(S) is the image of Adgys(S) in Outgys(S) = Autgys(S)/Aut#(S). See Definition B4l

Ad®°™(BG) < Out(BG) is the group of the homotopy classes of the geometric unstable Adams

operations on BG.

e Ad(G) < Auttlyp(ﬁ) is the group of algebraic unstable Adams operation of G as defined in ,
where Autfyp(ﬁ) is the group of inclusion preserving isotypical self equivalences of £ [AOV]
Lemma 1.14].

e Innp(G) < Ad(G) for the subgroup of operations (c;, ¢;) of degree 1 where ¢; € Inn(S) is con-

jugation by t and ¢; € Aut(£) is “conjugation” by t € Autz(S). See equation (@Z) for more

details.

Let G be a discrete group. We say that G is Z/p™-free (Definition B1]) if it contains no subgroup
isomorphic to Z/p>. We say that G has a mazimal discrete p-torus if it contains a subgroup 7' < G
isomorphic to a discrete p-torus such that any discrete p-torus U < G is conjugate to a subgroup of T'.
This subgroup of G is normal if and only if it is the unique maximal discrete p-torus in G, and in this
case we denote it by G. Since an extension of two discrete p-tori is a discrete p-torus (this follows easily
from [BLO3| Lemma 1.3]), it is clear that G/Gy is Z/p>-free.

We say that G has a Sylow p-subgroup if it contains a subgroup P isomorphic to a discrete p-toral
group such that any discrete p-toral subgroup of G is conjugate to a subgroup of P. See [BLO3| Section
8]. Clearly, if G is Z/p™-free then its Sylow p-subgroup, if it exists, is a finite p-group. The next result
is closely related to [BLO3, Proposition 7.2].

1.2. Proposition. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group. Then Ad®*°™(BG) is Z/p>-free and
contains a normal Sylow p-subgroup. In addition there is a short exact sequence

1= lim' Z — Ad**™(BG) — OutAdss(S) — 1.
O<(F)
If p is odd then Ad®*“™(BG) = OutAdgs(S). In addition Ad®*°™(BG) is solvable, in fact, OutAds,s(S)

is solvable of class < 2.

Geometric realisation gives rise to a homomorphism from the group of algebraic Adams operations to
the group of geometric Adams operations, see (£.4])

@y
~v: Ad(G) AdE™(BG).

Let D(F) be the subgroup of Z consisting of the degrees of all ¢ € Autz(S) N Ad(S). In fact, D(F) is
a subgroup of the group U, of the roots of unity in Z, which, by [Rol Sec. 6.7, Prop. 1,2], is isomorphic
to the cyclic group Cp_; if p is odd and to Cs if p = 2.

1.3. Theorem. Let G = (S, F,L) be a weakly connected p-local compact group (Definition[T8). Let T
denote the maximal torus of S. Then

(i) Ad(G) has a normal mazimal discrete p-torus denoted Ad(G)o. It contains a Sylow p-subgroup which
is mormal if p = 2.
(i) Ad(G)o is contained in the kernel of v (see [@4)) and there is a short exact sequence

1 = D(F) = Ad(G)/ Ad(G)o —L» Ad®*°™(BG) — 1

(i11) Ad(G)o = Innp(G) X T/Z(F) where Z(F) is the centre of F.
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A natural question is whether an unstable Adams operation is determined by its degree. Such a
question is too naive. Looking at Diagram (L], and taking into account [BLO3, Theorem 6.3(a)], it is
clear that v is only determined modulo Autz(S) N Ad(S). Hence, the degree of a geometric unstable
Adams operation is, at best, only determined modulo D(F). Also, all elements of Inny(G) are (distinct)
algebraic unstable Adams operations of degree 1. The best we can hope for is to address the question of
the injectivity of

AdE™(BG) 5, 72X /D(F)  and  Ad(G)/ Ad(G)o —Es 7.
The next result will be proven in section
1.4. Proposition. Suppose that G = (S, F, L) is weakly connected and let W = Autz(T) be its Weyl
group. If H*(W,T) = 0 then OutAdg,s(S) — des, L) | D(F) is injective and there are exact sequences

(1) 1— @1 Z — Ad**°™(BQ) —>Z /D(F)

O(F?)
(2) 11— lim'Z - Ad(G)/ Ad(G)y —=E— 7
O(F?)

If p#2 and HY(W,T) = 0, then the degree maps in (1) and (2) are injective.

In Proposition 5.8 we will present conditions under which H*(W,T) = 0. For example, if p is odd and
D(F) # 1 then HY(W,T) =0 and as a consequence Ad**°™(BG) — des, Z) | D(F) is injective.

The next natural question to ask is what the possible degrees of unstable Adams operation of a given
G = (S,F,L) are. This is closely related to the problem of constructing unstable Adams operations
which was our main goal in [JLI]. We will call an unstable Adams operation (¥, ) special relative to a
collection R of F-centric subgroups of S if for every P € R there exists 7p € T and for every ¢ € L(P, Q),
where P, @ € R, there exists some 7, € Qg such that the following hold. First, ¥(P) = tpP1p ! for every
P eR. Next, U(p) =TgoT,0p0 75 '. See Definition [l We will denote the group of all such Adams
operations by SpAd(G; R). It turns out that all the unstable Adams operations we constructed in [JLL
are special, and in this paper we will study this more general class of operations.

Of course SpAd(G;()) = Ad(G). Tt is reasonable that “a minimum requirement” from R is to have the
property that |£R|;\ ~ BG where LR is the full subcategory of £ with object set R.

In section [6] we introduce a category E% whose objects are the elements of R and morphisms are
E%(P, Q) = L(P,Q)/Q for any P,Q € R and where Qo acts on L(P,Q) by post-composition with the

elements of @B < Autz(Q). There is a naturally defined functor ®: E% — Ab defined by P — F,. By

utilising a theory of extensions of categories, see e.g. [Ho|, we show that the category £ corresponds to

a well defined element [£L®] in H? (ﬁ%, ).

For every k > 0 set

(1.5) rk(p)_Ker<Z; v(@ mod p) (Z/pk)X).

This group has finite index in Z;, of course. Note that I'o(p) = Z,;.

The following result, Theorem[LGl is the content of Lemma [.T7] Proposition[[.I9and Proposition[7.2
Observe that Inny(G) is a discrete p-torus and that under the hypotheses of the theorem H*(L /0> D) is
discrete p-toral because E% has finitely many isomorphism classes of objects and morphisms and therefore

the cobar construction C* (57/%, ®) consists of discrete p-tori.

1.6. Theorem. Let G = (S, F, L) be a weakly connected p-local compact group. Suppose that a collection
R C F€ has finitely many F-conjugacy classes. Then SpAd(G;R) is a normal subgroup of Ad(G) of finite
index. The quotient group is solvable of class at most 3.
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If in addition, R O H*(F), see [BLO3| Sec. 3], then there is an exact sequence
HY(LR, ®) = SpAd(G; R)/ Innr(G) =2 T (p) — 1

where p™ is the order of [LR] in H? (E%, ®). In particular, SpAd(G; R) has a normal Sylow p-subgroup

with Inny (G) as its maximal discrete p-torus.

A corollary of this theorem is that the image of deg: Ad(G) — Z, contains I',,(p) where p™ is the
order of [L®] in H 2(5%, ®). This gives a more precise result than the one obtained in Theorem A].

Even though SpAd(G;R) has finite index in Ad(G), it is usually a proper subgroup. In fact, in
Proposition 87 we give an example of a geometric unstable Adams operation that is not the geometric
realisation of a special unstable Adams operation relative to the collection R of the F-centric F-radical
subgroups.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2 we recall some definitions and useful facts on p-local
compact groups. In SectionBlwe discuss geometric unstable operations and prove Proposition[[.2l Section
M is dedicated to the proof of Theorem .3 and in Section Bl we prove Proposition[[.4] and find conditions
for the vanishing of H'(W,T). In Section [f we recall some basic theory of extensions of categories and
introduce the category L. Sections [ is dedicated to what we call special Adams operations, and the
proof of Theorem Finally in Section [§] we show that there exist unstable Adams operations which
are not special. We end with two appendices containing proofs of statements from Section [0l and the
observation that the operations constructed in [JLL] are all special.

2. RECOLLECTIONS OF p-LOCAL COMPACT GROUPS

This section briefly introduces p-local compact groups and collect some results about them that we
will use. The reference is [BLO3].

Fix a prime p. Recall that Z/p*> def Up>1Z/p". This is a divisible group. A discrete p-torus of rank n
is a group 7' isomorphic to @" Z/p>. A group P is called discrete p-toral if it contains a discrete p-torus
T as a normal subgroup and P/T is a finite p-group. In this case T is characteristic in P and we write
T = Py and call it the identity component of P. Every sub-quotient of P is a discrete p-toral group by
[BLO3, Lemma 1.3]. Also, an extension of discrete p-toral groups is a discrete p-toral group. The order
of a discrete p-toral group P is the pair (rk(Fp), |P/Py|). These pairs are ordered lexicographically.

A fusion system F over a discrete p-toral group S is a category whose objects are all the subgroups of S.
Morphisms between P, Q < S are group monomorphisms and Hom £ (P, Q) always contains Homg (P, Q),
namely the homomorphisms P — @ induced by conjugation by elements of S. In addition every morphism
in F can be factored as an isomorphism in F followed by an inclusion homomorphism. See [BLO3]
Definition 2.1]

We say that P,Q < S are F-conjugate if they are isomorphic as objects of F. A subgroup P < S is
called fully centralised (resp. fully normalised) if for every P’ < S which is F-conjugate to P, the order
of Cs(P') (resp. Ng(P')) is at most the order of Cs(P) (resp. Ng(P)).

A fusion system F over S is called saturated if

(1) Every fully normalised P < S is fully centralised, Outz(P) 4 Aut #(P)/Inn(P) is finite and

contains Outg(P) as a Sylow p-subgroup.
(2) If ¢ € Homz(P, S) and if ¢(P) is fully centralised, then ¢ extends to ¢ € Homz(N,, S) where

N, ={g € Ns(P): pocyop € Auts(p(P))}.
(3) If P, < P, < ... is an increasing sequence of subgroups of S and ¢ € Hom({J, P»,S) is a
homomorphism such that ¢|p, € Homz(P,,S) then ¢ € Homz(J,, Pp,S).

A subgroup P of S is called F-centric it Cs(P') = Z(P') for every P’ which is F-conjugate to P. It
is called F-radical if Op(Outx(P)) = 1 where O,(K) denotes the largest normal p-subgroup of a finite
group K.

4



If P < S is F-centric then it must contain Z(S). The centre of F is defined by:
Z(F)={z € Z(9): ¢(x) =z for every P € F¢ and every ¢ € Homz(P,S)}.
In light of Alperin’s fusion theorem [BLO3| Theorem 3.6] this is the same as the subgroup of x € Z(S)

such that ¢(z) = z for any P < .S which contains z and every ¢ € Homz(P,S5).

The orbit category of F denoted O(F) has the same objects as F and morphism sets Home ) (P, Q) =
Homz(P,Q)/Inn(Q). The full subcategory on the F-centric subgroups is denoted O(F¢). In [BLO3|
proof of Theorem 7.1] the functor Z: O(F¢)°? — Z,)-mod was defined:

Z: P Z(P) = Cs(P).

A linking system L associated to a saturated fusion system F over S is a small category whose objects
are the F-centric subgroups of S. It is equipped with a surjective functor 7: £ — F¢ which is the identity
on objects and with monomorphisms of groups dp: P — Aut,(P), one for each P € F¢ such that the
following hold.

(A) For each P, € L the group Z(P) acts freely on L(P,Q) via dp: P — Autg(P) and pre-
composition of morphisms, and 7: L(P, Q) — Homx(P, Q) is the quotient map by this action.

(B) Forany P € L and g € P, 1(6p(g)) = ¢4 € Autz(P).

(C) For any ¢ € L(P,Q) and g € P, the following diagram commutes in £

P
5P(9)l
P

The morphisms dp(g) will be denoted g.

_r Q
l%(ﬂ(«ﬂ)(g))
Q.

E—
@

A p-local compact group is a triple G = (S, F, L) where F is a saturated fusion system over S and £
is an associated centric linking system. The classifying space of G denoted BG is by definition |£|2.

It is shown in [JLL, Proposition 1.5] that the monomorphisms §p can be extended to monomorphisms
97

Ng(P) 229, Aut,(P) which satisfy (B), and more generally to injective functions dpq: Ns(P, Q) —
L(P,Q) which satisfy (B). Moreover g o h = gh whenever h € Ng(P,Q) and g € Ng(Q, R). Thus, the
identity element e € S give rise to morphisms L?, € L(P,Q) for any P < @ where L?, =e.

By [JLLL Corollary 1.8] the category £ has the property that every morphism in £ is both a monomor-
phism and an epimorphism (but in general not an isomorphism). This allows us, by [JLIl Lemma 1.7(i)],
to define “restrictions”: if ¢ € L(P,Q) and P’ < P and Q' < @Q are F-centric subgroups such that
7(p)(P") < Q' then there exists a unique morphism ¢ € L(P’,Q’) such that p 0.5, = Lg, o 1. We write
<p|g; for this unique morphism and call it the restriction of (.

In [BLO3J, Section 3] a collection of subgroups of S denoted H®(F) was constructed. We will not recall
the precise details of its construction here. The full subcategory of F on this set of objects is denoted F*.
There is a functor F — F*® where P < P*® for any P < S. This functor is left adjoint to the inclusion

F* C F. In addition H®(F) contains the collection F" of all P < S which are both F-centric and
JF-radical.

The functor P +— P*® “lifts” to a functor £ — L® such that g°* = g for any g € Ng(P, Q). See [JLL
Proposition 1.12].

3. GEOMETRIC UNSTABLE ADAMS OPERATIONS

In this section we recall the the concept of geometric unstable Adams operations and make some basic
observations, ending with the proof of Proposition [[.2
5



3.1. Groups with maximal discrete p-tori.

3.1. Definition. A group G is called Z/p™-free if it contains no subgroup isomorphic to Z/p>, or
equivalently if every homomorphism Z/p> — G is trivial. We say that T < G is a maximal discrete
p-torus in G if T = @" Z/p> and any other subgroup of GG isomorphic to a discrete p-torus is conjugate
to a subgroup of T. We say that S < G is a Sylow p-subgroup if every discrete p-toral subgroup of G is
conjugate to a subgroup of S.

3.2. Lemma. Let1 - K — G — H — 1 be an exact sequence of group.

(i) If H and K are Z/p™-free then G is Z]/p*-free.

(i) If G is Z/p>-free and K s finite then H is Z/p™-free.
Proof. ([l). Suppose T' < G is a discrete p-torus. Its image in H must be trivial by assumption. Hence
T < K which implies T' = 1.

(@). Assume that H is not Z/p™>-free. Then there exists a sequence zi,%2,3,... of non-identity
elements in H such that x; = (x;41)? for all ¢ > 1. The preimages of these elements in G are cosets

X1, X5, X3,... of K and hence finite subsets of G. The function (not a homomorphism) G LiniiNye!
restricts to functions X4 EinilN X; for all i and we obtain a tower

_>Xi+1 z—z?P X, z—z?P z—z?P X, z—z? X,.
Since the sets X; are finite, lim X; is not empty. An element in @Xi is a sequence g1, g2,93,... of
non-identity elements of G such that g; = g;+1?. These elements generate a copy of Z/p™ in G which is
a contradiction. U

3.2. Adams automorphisms of discrete p-toral groups and fusion systems. Let S be a discrete
p-toral group and let T denote its maximal torus. Recall that Aut(T) = GL,(Z,) where r = rk(T'). It
contains a copy of Z in its centre (the diagonal matrices).

3.3. Definition. An Adams automorphism of S of degree ¢ € Z is an automorphism ¢ of S such that
©|r is multiplication by ¢. We say that ¢ is a normal Adams automorphism if it induces the identity on
the set of components S/T. Set

Ad(S) = {all normal Adams automorphisms of S}.
This is a normal subgroup of Aut(S). Restriction Aut(S) — Aut(7') induces a “degree homomorphism”
deg: Ad(S) = Z,.
Let Ad(S) or Ad{4°=1}($) be the subgroup of the normal Adams automorphisms of degree 1.
Recall that if F is a fusion system over S, then a € Aut(S) is called fusion preserving if a o ¢ is

a homomorphism in F for every ¢ € Homz(P,S). The group of fusion preserving automorphisms is
denoted Autgs(S). It clearly contains Autz(S) as a normal subgroup. We define (see [BLO3] Section 7])

Outgys(S) = Auteys(S)/Aut £(.9).
3.4. Definition. Let F be a saturated fusion system over S. Set

Adgs(S) = Ad(S) N Autgs(S).
Let OutAdg,s(S) be the image of Adss(.S) in Oubg,s(.9).

The goal of this subsection is to prove

3.5. Proposition. Let F be a saturated fusion system over S and let T be the identity component of S.
Then

(i) OutAds,s(S) is Z/p>-free and solvable of class at most 2.
(i) It contains a normal Sylow p-subgroup which is abelian if p is odd or if p = 2 and the order of the
extension class of S in H?(S/T;T) is at least 4.
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Proof. The torsion elements in Z, form the group U, of roots of unity in Z,, and by [Ro, Sec. 6.7, Prop.
1,2]
oo~ [ Co={x1} ifp=2
P G ifp>2
In particular U), is finite and therefore Z is Z/p>-free, hence so are all of T';,(p). In fact, if p > 2 then
Tk (p) contains no finite p-subgroup, and if p = 2 then I'x(2) contains no finite 2-subgroup if k¥ > 2. By
Proposition 2.8] there is a short exact sequence

1— HY(S/T;T) — Ad(S)/Autr(S) <& Tp(p) — 1
where p™ is the order of the extension class of S in H?(S/T,T). Since S/T is a finite p-group, H'(S/T,T)
is a finite abelian p-group by a transfer argument. It follows that Ad(S)/Auty(.S) is solvable of class < 2,
and from Lemma B2f) that it is Z/p>°-free. Let P be the preimage of the normal Sylow p-subgroup of
I'yn(p). Then P is a normal Sylow p-subgroup of Ad(S)/Autr(S) and it is abelian if either p is odd or if
p=2and m > 2 since in this case U, N T, (p) = 1, hence P = H(S/T,T).

Observe that Autz(S) < Autgs(S) and that Auty(S) < Ad(S). Hence Adgys(S)NAut#(S) = Ad(S)N
Autz(S) and by Definition B4l we obtain the short exact sequence

Aut(S) NAA(S)  Adgus(S)
Autr(S)  Autr(S)

From the results above about Ad(S)/Autr(S) it follows that OutAdg,s(.S) is solvable of class at most 2.
The first group in this exact sequence is finite since it is a subgroup of Autz(S)/Autr(S) which is finite
since S/T is finite and Outz(S) = Aut#(S)/ Inn(S) is finite by [BLO3, Lemma 2.5]. Lemma B.2)[]) now
implies that OutAds,s(S) is Z/p>-free and this completes the proof of ([l). Recall that Ad(S)/Auty(S)
has a normal Sylow p-subgroup. Let P be the normal Sylow p-subgroup of Adgs(S)/Autr(S) and let P
be its image in OutAdg,s(S). Then P is normal and it is abelian if either p is odd or if p = 2 and m > 2
namely if the extension class of S in H?(S/T,T) has order at least 4. It remains to show P is a Sylow
p-subgroup of OutAdg,s(S). If Q < OutAde,s(S) is a discrete p-toral group, it is finite since OutAdg,s(S)
is Z/p>-free and its preimage H in Adps(S)/Autr(S) is therefore finite. If H), € Syl,(H) then H, < P
since P is normal and its image in OutAdy,s(S) is Q. Hence Q < P as needed. O

1—

— OutAdps(S) — 1.

3.3. Geometric Adams operations. The goal of this subsection is to prove Theorem Let G =
(S, F, L) be a p-local compact group.

3.6. Definition (Compare [JLL] Definition 3.4]). A geometric unstable Adams operation of degree ¢ € Zy
is a self equivalence f: BG — BG such that there exists ¢ € Ad(S) of degree ¢ which renders the following
diagram commutative

BS -2%. BS

L

Bg—f>-Bg.

We will write
Adgeom (Bg)

for the group of homotopy classes of geometric unstable Adams operations.

This definition differs slightly from [JLL] where we wrote Ad?(G) for the topological group of unstable
Adams operations and used m9 AdY(G) for what we now denote by Ad®*™(BG).

At this point the reader may wonder about the restriction to normal Adams automorphisms of S (by
virtue of Ad(S)). Indeed, in general there are fusion preserving Adams automorphisms which are not
normal. Recall that F is called connected if every element of S is F-conjugate to an element of 7.

3.7. Definition. Let F be a saturated fusion system over S. We say that F is connected if every element
of S is F-conjugate to an element of its maximal torus Sp. A p-local compact group G = (S, F, L) is
connected if its underlying fusion system F is connected.
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3.8. Definition. A saturated fusion system F over S is weakly connected if Sy is self-centralising in S,
namely Cs(S()) = So.

The definitions are motivated by the fact that a compact Lie group G is connected if and only if
every element of GG is conjugate to an element of its maximal torus and in this case the maximal torus is
self-centralising.

3.9. Lemma. If F is connected then it is weakly connected, namely Sy is self centralising. If Sy is self
centralising in S then every Adams automorphism of S is normal.

Proof. The second assertion is [JLL, Lemma 2.5]. To prove the first, we first claim that any x € S\ T is
not fully centralised, namely the subgroup it generates is not fully centralised. If it is, then by assumption

there is some t € T and a morphism ¢ € F such that ¢(t) = x. By the extension axiom ¢ extends to
P: Cs(T) — S. But T C Cg(T') and 9 (T) = T which is impossible since 9(t) = ¢(t) = x.

Now suppose that € Cg(T") \ T. Then there is a morphism ¢ € F such that ¢(z) =t € T is fully
centralised. By the extension axion ¢ extends to 1: Cg(T) — S which carries  to t € T. But ¢ must
induce an isomorphism of T', a contradiction. Hence Cg(T) = T as claimed. O

We recall the following from [BLO3|. For any discrete p-toral group @ define an equivalence relation
on the set Hom(Q, S) where p ~ p’ if there exists some F-isomorphism x: p(Q) — p'(Q) such that
p = xop. Set Rep(Q, L) = Hom(Q,S)/ ~. Notice that Rep(S, £) = Aut(S)/Autx(S). Recall from
[BLO3| Theorem 6.3] that there is a natural bijection [BQ, BG] = Rep(Q, £). In particular there is a
natural bijection of sets

(3.10) [BS, BG] = Aut(S)/Autx(S) (left cosets of Autz(.5)).

The map Res: [BG, BG] — [BS, Bg] therefore gives a homomorphism

(3.11) Out(BG) £ Outgys(S)

and by [BLO3| Proposition 7.2, Proposition 5.8] there is an exact sequence

(3.12) 0— lim' Z — Out(BG) = Outps(S) = lim* Z
O°(F) Oc(F)

where the groups at the ends are finite abelian p-groups by [BLO3| Proposition 5.8] and since O¢(F) is
equivalent to a finite subcategory.

Proof of Proposition 2. As we have seen above, by [BLO3| there is a commutative square

Out(BG) —— Outgys(S)

Res l/

[BS, BG] —% Aut(S)/Aut#(5)

Hence, if f: BG — BG is a geometric unstable Adams operation then by definition there exists ¢ € Ad(S)
such that the diagram in Definition 3.6l commutes up to homotopy and since the right arrow in the diagram
above is injective, u([f]) = [p]. In particular ¢ is fusion preserving and hence u([f]) € OutAdgs(S).
Conversely, suppose that f: BG — BG is a self equivalence such that u([f]) € OutAdgs(S). Then there
exists some ¢ € Adgs(S) such that p([f]) = [¢]. Since the bottom arrow in the diagram above is bijective
it follows that the diagram in Definition commutes up to homotopy and therefore f is a geometric
unstable Adams operation. We have thus shown that

Ad®°™(BG) = p~ ' (OutAdg,s(S)).
By Theorem B] for any p-local compact group @2 Z =0 and, if p is odd then @1 Z =0. In light
O°(F) O°(F)
of (BI2), the vanishing of @12 Z implies the exactness of the sequence in the statement of this proposition.

The vanishing of @1 Z, provided p is odd, establishes the isomorphism Ad®*°™(BG) = OutAds(S).
8



It follows from Proposition that OutAdgs(S) is solvable of class at most 2 and since l(iLnl Zis a
O<(F)

finite abelian p-group, Ad®*°™(BG) has a normal Sylow p-subgroup. Lemma B2([) shows that it is also

7/ p>-free. O

4. ALGEBRAIC UNSTABLE ADAMS OPERATIONS

In this section we will prove Theorem Throughout we will fix a p-local compact group G =
(S, F,L).

4.1. Definition (Compare [JLL, Definition 1.11]). Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and
¢: S — S be a fusion preserving automorphism. Let £’, £” be subcategories of £ and ®: L' — L” be a
functor. We say that ® covers ¢ if the following square is commutative

r @ L

F——>F
[on

and if for every P,@Q € L' and every g € Ng(P, Q) the morphisms g € L(P, Q) and ¢(g) € L(¢(P),p(Q))
belong to £" and L” respectively, and moreover ®(g) = ¢(g).

4.2. Definition ([JLI), Definition 3.3]). An algebraic unstable Adams operation on G, or simply an
unstable Adams operation on G, is a pair (U, 1), where ¢ € Adps(S) and ¥: £ — L is a functor which
covers 1. In other words,

(a) The following diagram is commutative where 1, is the automorphism of F induced by

c-—Y.r

F—>F
P

—

(b) For every F-centric P,Q < S and every g € Ng(P, Q) we have U(g) = ¢(g).

Define
Ad(G) = { all unstable Adams operations (¥,%) on G }.

. . H

If H <7 we will write Ad"” (G) for those (¥,v) such that deg(¢y) € H.

4.3. Remark. Recall that the inclusion BS ﬂ BgG is induced by the geometric realisation of the
inclusion of categories BS C BAut,(S) C G via s — §. By definition of an unstable Adams operation
(,1)), upon taking geometric realisations the following diagram commutes on the nose

BS 2% BS

|

BG ———= Bg
[l

hence |\If|2 is a geometric unstable Adams operation (Definition [3.@). We obtain a homomorphism

(4.4) v Ad(G) I

Recall from [BLO3, Section 7] that an automorphism ®: £ — L is called isotypical if for every F-
centric subgroup P < S the isomorphism Aut,(P) — Autz(®(P)) induced by ® carries §(P) to §(P(P)).
The collection of all isotypical self equivalences of £ that preserve inclusions is a group [AOV] Lemma

1.14], and we denote it here by Auty,(L) (The notation in [AOV] is Autfyp(ﬁ)). It is clear from the
9
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definition that if (¥,)) is an unstable Adams operation then ¥ € Auty,,(£). Moreover, ¢ is completely

determined by ¥ because for every s € S we have U(§) = 1/1/(;) and since §: S — Aut,(9) is injective.

Therefore
Ad(G) 7Yy Autey, (L)

is injective and we can, and will, identify Ad(G) with a subgroup of Autgy,(L).

Geometric realisation of isotypical equivalences gives rise to a homomorphism [BLO3| Section 7]

o=[|2]}]
Q: Autyyp (£) Out(BG).

By Remark the restriction of Q to Ad(G) is the map 7 in (£4)). Among all isotypical equivalences of
L there are the ones that are induced by “conjugation” by automorphisms of S. To be precise, there is
a homomorphism

(4.5) T: Autz(S) — Autyyp (L)

defined for every ¢ € Autg(S) as follows. On object, 7(¢)(P) = 7w(¢)(P) where m: L — F is the
projection. If o € L(P,Q) is a morphism, set 7(p)(a) = (gp|g(Q)) oao (gp|ﬁ(P))_1 where we write o(P)
instead of 7(¢)(P) etc. It is easy to check, using the axioms of linking systems, that 7(y) is isotypical. In
fact, Autz(S) < Autyy,(£) and the quotient group is denoted Outyy, (£). It is shown in [BLO3| Theorem
7.1] that there is an isomorphism

(4.6) Outeyp(£) = Out(|£])
via the assignment [®] — [|<I>|£] The definition of Outyy,(£) in [BLO3] and our definition coincide by

[AOV], Lemma 1.14].

4.7. Lemma. Let F be a weakly connected fusion system over S. If ¢ € Autz(S) is an Adams automor-
phism of degree 1, then 1 is conjugation by t for some t € T.

Proof. Since F is weakly connected, T is F-centric. Now, 1|s = idg|r and therefore [BLO3, Prop. 2.8|
implies that 1 is conjugation by ¢ for some t € Z(T) =T. 0

4.8. Lemma. Let G = (S, F, L) be a weakly connected p-local compact group, and suppose that
(¥, Ids) € Ker(y: Ad(G) — Ad®*™(G)).
Then W = 7(t) for somet € T.

Proof. By [BLO3|, Theorem 7.1] the map ~ is the restriction to Ad(G) of the composition of homomor-
phisms

Auteyp(£) 225 Outyy (£) = Out(BG).
Note that ¥(P) = Idg(P) = P for every F-centric P < S and that given any ¢ € Morz (P, @) the images
of ¢ and ¥(p) in Homz(P, Q) are equal because ¥ covers (Idg). = Idx. Also, since (¥,Idg) € Ker(v),
U is conjugation by some p € Aut,(S) 2 Autz(S). In particular for every ¢ € Autz(S), ¥(p)op =pop

Since (¥,Ids) is an Adams operation, ¥(5) = § for every s € S, and so ps € Caue,(5)(S) = Z(9),
where S is considered as a subgroup of Aut,(S) via the canonical inclusion. Since F is weakly connected
T = Cs(T) > Z(S), and therefore p = £ for some ¢t € Z(S) < T. Thus, by the definition of 7 in X)),
U = 7(f) as claimed. O

We will now consider the following subgroup of Aut.(S)
Aut24(S) = {p € Aute(S) : m(p) € Autz(S) N Ad(S)}.

Recall that the centre of F is the subgroup Z(F) of Z(S) of all z € Z(S) such that ¢(z) = =z for
any J-homomorphism which contains = in its domain. Equivalently, since Z(S) is contained in every
F-centric subgroup it follows from [BLO3| Theorem 3.6] that Z(F) is the set of all z € Z(S) such that
p(x) = x for any F-centric P < S and any ¢ € Homz(P, S).
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4.9. Lemma. There is an exact sequence

1 Z(F) 225 Aut29(5) > Ad(G) - Ad®*°™(BG) — 1

Proof. The homomorphism ~ defined in ([@.4]) is surjective by Prop. 3.5]. We have seen above that
if o € Aut29(S) then 7(¢) is an unstable Adams operation whose geometric realisation is homotopic to
the identity, so im(7) < ker(y). Consider some (¥, ) in the kernel of v. We will show that ¥ is in the
image of 7. The bijection ([@6) and by the definition of Outyy,(L) it follows that there exists a natural
isomorphism p: Id; — W. In particular, at the object S € £ we obtain a morphism pg: S — S in L,
ie. ps € Autg(S). In fact, ps determines p completely because for every P € £ we have the following
commutative square

P S

l/ lps

pP) —>S.
1/)( \II(LP)

Since (3 = € where e € Ng(P,S) and since ¥(¢) = €, we see that U(13) = Li(P). Since (3 is a

monomorphism we deduce that pp is determined by pg, in fact pp = PS%(P) for any P € L. For every
s € S we obtain the following commutative square

[

.| l

S—>

It follows from Axiom (C) of linking systems m Def. 4.1] that m(ps) = ¢, in particular pg €
Aut?4(S). Now we claim that ¥ = 7(pg) First, for every F-centric P < S,
U(P) = 4(P) = 7(ps)(P) = 7(ps)(P).

So U and 7(ps) agree on objects of £. Next, suppose that a € Morg(P, Q). Since p is a natural
transformation there is a commutative diagram

P—2 .0
¢(P)W¢(Q)~

Since pp and pg are restrictions of ps we get
P)\—
U(a) = pgoaopp' = (pslg @) oao (ps[6) ™ = 7(ps)(a).
This completes the proof the the sequence is exact at Ad(G).
We now show exactness at Aut2%(S). If z € Z(F) then for any ¢ € Mor.(P,Q) we have z € Z(S) <
P, Q and
T(2) (@) = 2lg oo (Glp) T = 2Ig o (1()(2)I3) o w = 2F e (Zlg) oo = .

Therefore Z(F) — Aut24(S) 5 Ad(G) is trivial. Now suppose a € Ker(7). Then in particular o €
Chut, 5)(5) Z(S), namely a = Z for some z € Z(S). In addition for any ¢ € Mor, (P, Q) we must
have z|Q oo (2|}€) = . Axiom (C) of linking systems and the fact that ¢ is an epimorphism in £
imply that 7(¢)(z) = 2. It follows that z € Z(F) and this shows the exactness at Aut2%(S). O

Composition of the degree map with the projection 7: £ — F gives rise to a degree homomorphism

deg: Aut2(S) T Autz(S) N Ad(S) <5 7.
11



Recall that Outz(S) is finite, hence every element of Autz(S) has finite order. Therefore the image of
Aut£(S) N Ad(S) under the degree map deg: Ad(S) — Z; must be contained in the group U, of the
roots of unity in Z,. We will set

(4.10) D(F) = Im (Ad(S) N Autr(S) 2% U,,).

4.11. Lemma. Let G = (S, F,L) be a weakly connected p-local compact group. There is a short exact

sequence
deg

1 =T — Autpd(S) =% D(F) — 1.
Proof. By definition, deg is onto D(F). Also T < Ker(deg) since T is abelian so Autz(S) < Ad*s=1(S).
Suppose that ¢ € Ker(deg). Lemma 7] shows that 7(p) is conjugation by some ¢’ € T'. Since Z(S) <
Cs(T) =T and T is F-centric by the assumption of weak connectedness, ¢ = for some t € T O

Proof of Theorem[[3. Clearly T < Aut29(S), since Autz(S) < Autz(S)NAd(S). Since Z(F) < Z(S) <
T, The exact sequences in Lemmas [£.11] and yield the exact sequence
1 D(F) 5 Ad(G)/7(T) 25 Ad®°™(BG) — 1.

Since D(F) is finite and Ad®*“™(BG) is Z/p™-free by Proposition [[2 Lemma B2 implies that
Ad(G)/7(T) is Z/p*>°-free. Tt follows that 7(T') is a normal maximal discrete p-torus in Ad(G) denoted
Ad(G)o.

Let P be the unique Sylow p-subgroup of Ad®**™(BG) guaranteed in Proposition .2 and let H be its
preimage in Ad(G)/ Ad(G)o. If p = 2 then D(F) < U, = Cy, so H is a finite 2-group and it is clearly the
Sylow 2-subgroup of Ad(G)/ Ad(G)p. In particular Ad(G) has a normal Sylow 2-group. If p is odd, any

Sylow p-subgroup of (the finite) group H is a Sylow p-subgroup of Ad(G)/ Ad(G)o. This completes the
proof. O

5. THE DEGREE OF AN UNSTABLE ADAMS OPERATION (UNIQUENESS)

Unstable Adams operations of connected compact Lie groups have the pleasant property that their
degree determines them completely up to homotopy. That is, given a connected compact Lie group G and
an integer k, up to homotopy there is at most one unstable Adams operation on BG of degree k. This
was shown in [JMOl Theorem 1]. In the set up of p-local compact groups, Proposition [[.2 makes it clear
that this does not hold in general. First, at least when p = 2, any non-trivial element in lim' Z gives rise
to a geometric unstable Adams operation whose underlying automorphism of S is the identity. Secondly,
since OutAdgys(S) 22 Adss(S)/(Aut£(S) N Ad(S)), the degree can only be defined modulo D(F). That
is, the degree map that we must consider is

deg: AdE°™(BG) — OutAdsu(S) <5 7/ D(F).

From the algebraic point of view we can define a degree homomorphism
deg: Ad(G) 7Y Adg(S) 25 77

But observe that every t € T'\ Z(F) gives an unstable Adams operation T(tA) of degree 1, hence the kernel
of this degree map is in general not trivial. In this section we find conditions which guarantee that the
degree does determine the unstable Adams operation in a suitable sense.

5.1. Definition. Let F be a saturated fusion system over S. The Weyl group of F is W (F) = Autx(T).

Recall that Aut24(S) is the subgroup of Aut.(S) of the morphisms which project to Autx(S)NAd(S).
There is therefore a degree homomorphism deg: Aut2%(S) — Autz(S) N Ad(S) des, Zy. Its image is
D(F) by @I0).

5.2. Lemma. LetG = (S, F, L) be a weakly connected p-local compact group, and suppose that HY (W, T) =
0. Then there is a short exact sequence

1o 7 7 Autdd(S) L& D(F) -1
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Proof. Clearly §|r is injective and the degree map is surjective. Also degod|r is the trivial homomorphism
since T is abelian. Suppose that ¢ € Ker(deg). Then ¢ (p)|r = idy and since T is F-centric, it follows
from [BLO3|, Proposition 2.8] that m(¢) = ¢, for some z € Z(T) = T. Since Z(S) < T we now deduce
that ¢ =t for some t € T. 0

5.3. Lemma. The homomorphism

Ad(G) 75 Adg(S)

18 surjective.

Proof. Consider some ¢ € Adp,s(S) and let [¢] denote its class in OutAdps(S). The exact sequences
in Proposition [[L2] and Theorem show that there exists (¥,4¢) € Ad(G) such that [p] = [¢]. Hence
@ = o) for some a € Autx(S)NAdA(S). Let & € Aut29(S) be a lift for a. Then 7(&)o ¥ is an unstable
Adams operation with an underlying automorphism ). 0

5.4. Lemma. Let F be weakly connected and assume that H'(W,T) = 0 where W = W(F). Then
OutAdgys(S) des, Z) | D(F) is injective.

Proof. Consider some ¢ € Adgps(S) such that deg(y) € D(F). We will show it represents the identity
element in OutAds,s(S), namely ¢ € Autz(S) N Ad(S). By the definition of D(F) in (@I0Q), there is
¥ € Autz(S) N Ad(S) such that deg()) = deg(p). Therefore ¢ o1~! is a normal Adams automorphism
of S of degree 1, namely is induces the identity on 7' and on S/T. Since F is weakly connected T is
F-centric and we set G = Aut.(T). Notice that W = Autz(T) =2 G/T. By Lemma 2.2] there
is an isomorphism Aut(G;Idyp,Idg/r)/Autp(G) = H'(W;T) which vanishes by assumption. Therefore
@ = ¢y 01 for some t € T and in particular ¢ € Ad(S) N Autz(S). O

Proof of Proposition [I-} The exact sequence (1) follows from the exact sequence in Proposition [[.2] and
Lemma [54l Lemma B9 together with Lemma EIT and the fact that the image of T = Ad(G) is Ad(G)o
by Theorem [[3] give rise to the following commutative diagram with short exact rows

1 —= Aut?9(S)/T — = Ad(G)/ Ad(G)o ——= Ad5°™(BG) — 1

~ L deg ldcg l deg

1 D(F) ZX 73 /D(F) —1

The snake lemma together with the exact sequence (1) yield the exact sequence (2). If p # 2 then by
the group @1 Z vanishes and therefore the degree maps in (1) and (2) are injective. O

We are led to find conditions under which H'(W,T) = 0. Recall that U, < Z* is the group of p-adic
units. It acts in the natural way on any discrete p-torus T via central automorphisms.

5.5. Lemma. Let 1 # G < U, be a subgroup which acts on a discrete p-torus T or rank r > 1 in
the natural way. If p # 2 then H"(G,T) = 0 for alln > 0. If p = 2 then H**(G,T) = (Z/2)" and
H?" Y G, T) =0 for alln > 0.

Proof. 1f p # 2 then U, = Cp_; and T is p-torsion, hence H*=1(G,T) = 0. Choose some 1 # ¢ € G.
Then ¢ mod p # 1 so ¢ — 1 is an invertible element in Z, and therefore it must act without fixed points
on T. This show that H°(G,T) = 0.

Now suppose that p = 2. Then G = U, = Cy. If t € G is the non-trivial element, a projective
resolution of Z is given by
t

o Z[G] S Z[6] S zZj6) =

Applying Homy(—,T'), one obtains the cochain complex

Z|G] — Z.

AN AN AN AN
whose homology groups are H*(G,T). The description of H*(G,T) now follows. O
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We recall that Q, = Z, ® Z[%]. We obtain a short exact sequence
1-2Z,—Q,—Z/p> — 1.
We also recall that Aut(Z/p>) = Z* where every ¢ € Z, acts on Z/p* C Z/p> via multiplication by ¢
mod p*. Using the inclusion Z[}—lj] < Qy it is easy to check that for any ¢ € Z,7, multiplication by ¢ in Q,
induces the automorphism ¢ on Z,. Thus the sequence is a short exact sequence of Z-modules. More
generally, if T' is a discrete p-torus of rank r > 0, any decomposition 7' & @,Z/p> gives rise to a short
exact sequence of Zy,-modules

(5.6) 1-L—=>V->T—1

where V = @,Q, and L = ®,Z,. Also, Aut(T") = GL,(Z,) which acts naturally on L and V, and the
sequence becomes a short exact sequence of GL,(Zy)-modules. We notice that different decompositions
of T give rise to isomorphic GL,(Zy)-modules V' and L.

5.7. Lemma. Let T be a discrete p-torus, and let G < Aut(T) = GL,(Z,) be a finite subgroup. LetV and
L be the associated Q) representation and the corresponding integral lattice respectively as above. Then

HI(G. L)~ H=YG,T) i>1,
"0 | Coker(H(G, V) — HY(G,T)) i=1

Proof. Since G is finite and V is a rational vector space, H'(G,V) = 0 for all i > 0. Thus the claim
follows at once from the standard dimension shifting argument (see for instance [Brl I11.7]). O

Recall that an element w € GL,(Q,) is called a pseudo-reflection if rk(w — 1) = 1, namely w fixes
a hyperplane of dimension r — 1. A subgroup W < GL,(Q,) is called a pseudo-reflection group if it is
generated by pseudo-reflections.

We notice that Ad(S) des Z) — Z(Aut(T)) is a factorisation of the restriction map Ad(S) el

Aut(T). In light of [@I0), we see that D(F) can be identified with a subgroup of Z(Autz(7")) which
acts in the natural way on T' considered as as a subgroup of U, < Z.

5.8. Proposition. Let F be a weakly connected saturated fusion system and let W = Autz(T') < GL,(Z,)
be its Weyl group. Assume that either one of the following conditions holds:

(a) p is odd and D(F) # 1, or
(b) p=2, D(F)#1 and H (W/D(F), TP%)) =0, or
(¢) p is odd and the Weyl group W = Outz(T) is a pseudo-reflection group.

Then HY(W,T) = 0.

Proof. By the remarks above there is a central extension
1= DF)—>W —>W/DF) -1

and D(F) < U, acts on T in the natural way. The associated Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence
takes the form

By = H'(W/D(F), H/(D(F),T) ) = H*(W,T).

If p # 2 and D(F) # 1 then Lemma implies that HY(D(F),T) = 0 for all j > 0, and hence that
E%J =0 for all 4,5. Thus H*(W,T) = 0 for all k > 0.

If p=2and D(F) # 1 and HY(W/D(F),TPF)) = 0 then E’ = 0 for j odd since in this case
HI(D(F),T) = 0 by Lemma [E5 Hence the only, potentially non-zero contribution to H'(W,T) come
from H'(W/D(F), H*(D(F),T)) = H*(W/D(F),TP%)) =0 so H' (W, T) = 0.

Finally, suppose that p # 2 and W < Aut(T') = GL,(Z,) is a pseudo-reflection group. Let L and V
be the associated p-adic lattice and Q,-vector space associated to T" as in (5.6]). This is a short exact

sequence of Z,[W]-modules. Now, W < GL,(Z,) acts faithfully on L so [Al Theorem 3.3] applies and it
follows that H?(W, L) = 0. Hence, H*(W,T) = 0 by Lemma 5.7l O
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6. EXTENSIONS OF CATEGORIES

In this section we will study extensions of categories and their automorphisms. A large portion of the
content of this section is contained in a different form in [Hol.

6.1. Definition. Let C be a small and let ®: C — Ab be a functor. An extension of C by ® is a small
category D with the same object set as that of C, together with a functor D = C, and for every X € C a
“distinguished” monomorphism dx : ®(X) — Autp(X), such that the following hold.

(1) The functor 7 is the identity on the objects and is surjective on morphism sets. Furthermore,
for each XY € C, the action of ®(Y") on Morp(X,Y) via dy by left composition is free, and the
projection

Morp (X,Y) — More(X,Y).
is the quotient map by this action.
(2) For any d € Morp(X,Y) and any g € ®(X) the following square commutes in D.

X d Y
ox <g>l lsy@(w(d))(g))
X d Y

We will write £ = (D,C, ®,, ) for the extension.

To simplify notation throughout, if d is a morphism in D, then 7(d) € C will be denoted by [d]. If
g € ®(X), we denote dx(g) by [g]. In addition for any ¢ € C(X,Y") we will write ¢,: (X) — (Y for
the homomorphism ®(c). Thus, the relation in Definition can be written

(6.2) do[g] =[®([d])(g)] od or simply do[g] = [[d]«(g)] o d.

We remark that the restriction to functors ®: C — Ab is only made for the sake of simplification. In
fact, we could have considered functors into the category of groups in which case we would have recovered
Hofl’s results [Ho| in full generality.

6.3. Example. Let N = G = H be an extension of groups with N abelian. Thus, N becomes an
H-module. Every group I gives rise to a category BI' with one object whose set of automorphisms is I'.
We then obtain an extension of categories & = (BG, BH, ®, B, Bi) where ®: BH — Ab is the functor
representing the H-module N.

6.4. Example. Let (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group. Let F¢ be the full subcategory of F of the

F-centric subgroups. There is a functor Z: FcP P2ZB) Ap. Also the distinguished homomorphisms

dp: P — Autz(P) restrict to dp: Z(P) — Autzer (P). It follows directly from the definitions of linking
systems that £°P is an extension of F¢°P by Z with structure maps L£°P ™ FeP and op: Z(P) —
Autzor (P). Here we used the fact that if T' is an abelian group then BT 2 BTP via the identity on
objects and morphisms.

The next example is the one that the next sections will build on. Due to its importance we give it as
Definition Let (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group. Let P, @ be subgroups of S and suppose that
f: P — @ is a homomorphism. Then f(Py) < Qo because f(F) is a discrete p-torus.

6.5. Definition. Let (S,F, L) be a p-local compact group. Define the category L/, as follows. First,
Obj(L,) = Obj(L). For any P,Q € L set

Morg (P, Q) = Morz (P, Q)/@B

where @B = Jo(Qo) acts on Morz (P, Q) by postcomposition. We will write @ for the equivalence class
(orbit) of ¢ € L(P,Q). We write
0 L= Lo
for the projection functor.
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This defines a category because for any P = @Q By R and any t € Qo and u € Ry we have

—

toBotoa=1a-m(B)(t)oBoa
and 7(53)(t) € Ry by the observation above.

Any homomorphism f € Homz(P, Q) restricts to ¢: Py — Qo of the maximal tori. Also, if ¢t € Qo

then ¢; induces the identity on (o and therefore g0|g5 = (¢t0 go)|g5 This justifies the following definition.

6.6. Definition. Let ®: L, — Ab be the functor which on objects is defined by ®: P — Fy. For a
morphisms ¢ € L,o(P, Q) set (@) = w(cp)@g.

6.7. Proposition. Let (S, F,L) be a p-local finite group. Then L is an extension (G1) of L,y by the
functor ®: L,; — Ab. The structure maps are given by 7,0: L — L9 and ¢ o def dp|py: Po — Autz(P).

Proof. The functor m,o: £ — L /g is clearly the identity on objects and is surjective on morphism sets.
The group 6¢(Qo) < Autg(Q) acts freely on L(P,Q) because all morphisms in £, in particular the
morphisms in L(P,Q), are epimorphisms by [JLI, Corollary 1.8]. So condition of Definition
holds. Condition [(2)] follows from axiom (C) of linking systems. O

6.8. Definition. Let £ = (D,C,®,7,6) and &' = (D',C’, ®’, 7', ') be extensions. A morphism & — &’ is
a functor U: D — D’ such that there exists a functor ¥: C — C’ which satisfies 7/ o U = W o 7.

An automorphism of extensions is therefore an isomorphism of categories a: D — D such that both
a and o~ ! are morphisms of the extension £. Among these there are the inner automorphisms of the
extension .

6.9. Definition. Let £ = (D,C,®,7,d) be an extension. Given a choice of elements u(X) € ®(X)
for every X € C, we obtain an equivalence 7,: & — &£ where 7, is the identity on objects and for any
d € D(X,Y) we define

Tu(d) = [u(Y)] od o [u(X)]*.

An automorphism of £ is called inner if it is equal to some 7,. The collection of all the inner automor-
phisms of £ is denoted Inn(E).

We remark that the functor W: C — C’ in Definition [6.8 if it exists then it is unique because 7 and 7’
are surjective. In addition there is no condition on the functors ® and @’ in the definition of morphisms
because of Lemma [6.10] below.

6.10. Lemma. Let & = (D,C,®,m,d) and &' = (D',C’', ¥, 7', ") extensions. Then any morphism V: £ —
&' gives rise to a unique natural transformation

n¥): ® — & oV

which takes an object X € C to the homomorphism nx: ®(X) — ® o U(X) which is determined by the
formula

(6.11) [nx ()] = w([9])
for any g € ®(X). (Here n denotes n(V).

Proof. For every object X € C the functors ¥ and ¥ give rise to a morphism of exact sequences

1 B(X) —2 — Autp(X) — " Aute(X)

W b

’
5?()()

1 —— & (T(X)) — L Autp (T(X)) —> Auter (T(X))
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This defines nx, which satisfies (GI1) by deﬁnition. It remains to prove that the homomorphisms nx
define a natural transformation n: ® — @ o U. For any ¢ € Mor¢(X,Y'), we need to show that

B(X) B(Y)
@ (T(X) — = ¥ (T(Y).

Choose d € D(X,Y) such that ¢ = [d]. By (@I and (62)

U(d) o [nx(9)] = ¥(d) o ¥([g]) = U(d e [g]) = ¥([®(c)(9)] o d) =
U ([@(c)(9)]) o ¥(d) = [ny ((c)(9))] o ¥(d).
On the other hand, by applying ([62) directly to the left hand side of this equality and noticing that
[U(d)] = ¥(c) we get -
¥(d) o [nx(9)] = [2"(¥(c))(nx (9))] o ¥(d).
By comparing the right hand sides of these equalities and using the free action of ®'(Y) on D'(X,Y)
where U(d) belongs, we see that 7y (®(c)(g)) = (&' o )(c)(nx(g)) as needed. O

6.12. Lemma. Let & = (D,C,®,7,0) be an extension. Then any © € Inn(E) induces the identity on C
and n(©) = Id.

Proof. Using the notation of Definition we write © = 7,. Then 7, induces the identity on C because
[[u(Y)] o ¢ o [u(X)7 ] = [[u(Y) - pu(u(X)"1)] o ¢] = [¢]. This shows that 7, = Id¢. By Lemma [6.10,
for any X € C and any z € ®(X) we have [1(7,)(2)] = 7u([2]) = [u(X)] o [z] o [u(X) '] = [z] because
®(X) is abelian. This shows that n(r,) = Id. O

At this stage it is useful to remark about which functors ¥: D — D’ give rise to a morphism of
extensions & — £’ as in Definition [6.8

6.13. Definition. Let F': Gps — Gps be a functor such that F(G) < G for any group G and these
inclusions induce a natural transformation of functors F' — Id. An extension £ = (D,C, ®,m,0) is called
F-rigid if §x induces an isomorphism ®(X) 2 F(Autp(X)) for every X € Obj(D).

Here is an example of a functor F' as in the definition above which will play a role in this paper.

6.14. Definition. Let A: Gps — Gps be the functor which assigns to every group G the subgroup A(G)
generated by the images of all homomorphisms ¢: Z/p™ — G.

Recall that a group G is called virtually discrete p-toral if it is an extension of a finite group by a
discrete p-torus. In this case A(G) = Gy is the identity component of G and is a discrete p-torus. Hence,
the restriction of A to the full subcategory of virtually discrete p-toral groups factors through the category
Ab.

The reason we consider F-rigid extension is that morphisms between them (Definition [6.8]) are just
functors between the categories. This is the content of the next proposition.

6.15. Proposition. Suppose that € = (D,C,®,m,6) and & = (D',C', ¥, 7',d") are F-rigid extensions.
Then any functor ¥: D — D' is a morphism of extensions &€ — £'.

Proof. For any C' € Obj(D) the functor ¥ induces a homomorphism ¥: Autp(C') — Autp (U(C')). By
applying F' and using the natural transformation Id — F' we get
B(@(C)) = U(F(Autp(C)) < F(Autp(¥(C))) = ' (¥(C)).

In view of this we define ¢»: C — C’ as follows. On objects 1p: C'— ¥(C). Fix ¢ € C(Cy, C1) and choose
a lift d € D(Cyp, Cy). Define ¢: ¢ — [¥(d)]. Now, ¢ is well defined on morphisms since if d’ is another
lift for ¢ then d’ = [z] o d for some = € ®(C') and therefore

(W ([2] o d)] = [¥([z])] o [¥(d)] = [¥(d)]
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because U([z] € ®'(V(C)) as we have seen above. The verification that i respects identities and
compositions is straightforward and the equality 7’ o W = 1) o 7 holds by the way we defined 1. O

6.16. Proposition. Let (S,F,L) be a p-local compact group. The extension € = (L, Lo, ®,m/9,0/0) in
Proposition [67 is A-rigid (Definitions[6.13, [6-17).

Proof. 1t follows from [BLO3, Lemma 2.5] that for every F-centric P < S the group Autg(P) is an
extension of Py by a finite group and therefore A(Aut,(P)) = F. O

Fix a small category C. An n-chain in C is a sequence Xy —% X; =5 ... ot X, of composable
morphisms. We write C,, for the set of n-chains. Now consider a functor ®: C — Ab. Recall that the
cobar construction is the cochain complex C*(C, ®) where

cne,®) = 11 B(X,).
Xob . b x,

We view it as a set of functions u: C,, — [[x ®(X) such that u(Xy = ... &7l X,) € ®(X,). The
differential 6: C™(C, ®) — C"+1(C, ®) is defined on the factor Xo =% ... < X, 1 of the target by

n

8(u)(Xe) = (1Y uli(Xa)) + (=1)" 1 @(en) (5ur1(Xa))
j=0
where §;(X,) is the n-chain obtained by deleting X; from X,.

The cohomology groups of C*(C,®) are isomorphic to @1* ® [GZl Appendix II, Section 3]. The
following facts are elementary and are left to the reader.

6.17. Lemma. Let C*(C, ®) be the cochain complex defined above. Then the following hold.

(a) Any 1-cocycle z € C1(C, ®) satisfies z(1x) =1 for any X € C.
(b) A 2-cocycle z is called regular if z(1x,,¢) =1 = 2(¢, 1x,) for any ¢ € C(Xo, X1). Every 2-cocycle
2’ € C?(C,®) is cohomologous to a reqular 2-cocycle z.

6.18. Definition. Let &€ = (D,C,®,7,d) be an extension (Definition [6I)). A section is a function
o: Mor(C) — Mor(D) such that [o(c)] = ¢ for every ¢ € Mor(C). We say that a section o is regular
if o(1x) = 1x for every X € C.

The following definition is an analogue of the well known construction of the 2-cocycles associated
with extensions of groups. Compare with [Ho].

6.19. Definition. Let & = (D,C,®,7,0) be an extension and o: C; — D; a regular section. Define a
2-cochain as follows. Given a 2-chain Xy <% X; < X, notice that [o(c1) 0 o(c)] = ¢1 0 co = [o(e1 0 ¢o)]
and therefore there exists a unique element z,(c1, o) in ®(X2) such that

a(er) oo(ep) = [zo(c1,¢0)] 0 o(er o cp).

The next lemma is analogous the the well known result about the 2-cocycles associated to a given
extension of groups. We leave the details to Appendix [Al

6.20. Lemma. The 2-cochain z, defined above is a reqular 2-cocycle. Moreover, if o’ is another regqular
section then z, and z, are cohomologous.

This lemma justifies the following definition.
6.21. Definition. Let £ = (D,C, ®, 7, ) be an extension. Let [D] denote the element of H?(C, ®) defined

by the 2-cocycle z, associated with a section o: C; — D;.

Here is a simple consequence of the definitions analogous to the statement that an extension of groups
is split if and only if the associated 2-cohomology class is trivial. The proof is given in Appendix [Al
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6.22. Lemma. Let & = (D,C,®,[—],[-]) be an extension. Then [D] = 0 if and only if there exists a

functor s: C — D which is a right inverse to D —[:]—> C.

The next definition is analogous to that of an equivalence of extensions of groups.

6.23. Definition. Let C be a small category and ®: C — Ab a functor. Two extensions & = (D, C,_<I>, )
and & = (D',C, ®, 7', 0) are called equivalent if there exists an isomorphism ¥: & — £’ such that ¥ = Id¢
and the natural transformation n(¥) is the identity transformation ® — ® o U = .

This defines an equivalence relation on the class of all extensions of C by ®. The equivalence class of an
extension £ is denoted {£}. Let Ext(C, ®) denote the collection of equivalence classes of these extensions.

The next result is a special case of the results in [Ho]. Tt’s proof is deferred to Appendix [Al

6.24. Lemma. Fix a small category C and a functor ®: C — Ab. Then there exists a one-to-one

CO'I"T'@SpO?’ld@’IlC@
{E}—[€]
Y

[ : Ext(C,®) H*(C, ®).

Now we deal with constructing morphisms of extensions. The next result should be compared with
Lemma 2.2(i)]. It’s proof is deferred to Appendix [Al

6.25. Proposition. Let £ = (D,C,®,7,0) and & = (D',C', ', 7’,¢") be extensions. Let : C — C’ be a
functor, and let n: ® — &' o) be a natural transformation. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) There exists a morphism of extensions U: & — &' such that 1 = ¥ and n = n(V).
(i) The homomorphisms in cohomology induced by 1 and n

H?(C:®) ™5 H2(C; 0 0 y) < H2(C', ¥
satisfy n«([D]) = *([D']).

For the sake of completeness we prove the following result. We will not use it in this paper. Let
Aut(&;1¢,19) denote the group of all automorphisms ¥ of £ such that ¥ = Id¢ and n(¥) = Idg.

6.26. Proposition. Let £ = (D,C,®,m,d) be an extension. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
I: HY(C,®) — Aut(&;1¢, 1)/ Inn(E).

7. SPECIAL ADAMS OPERATIONS

Let F be a saturated fusion system over S. A set R of subgroups of S is called an F-collection or
simply a collection if it is closed under conjugacy in F, namely it is the union of isomorphism classes of
objects in F. We will write F® for the full subcategory of F with object set R. If R C F¢ we let L*
be the full subcategory of £ on the object set R. In this section we will make use of the structure map
0 of a linking system L as well as the structure map ¢,y of £ regarded as an extension of the associated
quotient £y, see Proposition[6.71 While 6,o: Py — Aut(P) is merely the restriction of §: P — Aut(P)
to Py these morphisms play different roles in their respective contexts. To emphasize this, for z € P
and t € Py, we will denote §(x) by Z and ¢,9(t) by [t]. This is consistent with the notation we have
established in previous sections. An equality of the form [z] = Z for x € Py will simply mean that the
corresponding elements in Aut,(P) coincide. Notice that [#] only makes sense when = € Py wheras 7 is
defined for any x € P, or indeed, z € Ng(P, Q). Also, we will use the symbol [¢] for image in £/, of a
morphism ¢ in £, and 7(¢) for the image of that morphism in F.

7.1. Definition. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and let R be a collection of F-centric
subgroups. We say that (VU,) € Ad(G) is a special unstable Adams operation relative to R if there
exists a choice of

(a) 7p € T for every P € R and
(b) 7, € Qo for every p € LR(P,Q)

such that the following hold
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(1) %(P) = 7pPrp" for every P € R and
(2) U(p)=TgoTs0po07p  for every p € LR(P,Q).

The subset of Ad(G) of all the special unstable Adams operation relative to R is denoted SpAd(G;R).

In [JLI], given a p-local compact group G = (5, F, L), we find an integer m > 0 such that every
¢ € T,,(p) is the degree of some unstable Adams operation which we construct. The construction,
however, involves many choices and the number m is quite mysterious. It turns out that all the unstable
Adams operation we constructed in [JLL] are special relative to the collection H®(F¢). We will show this
in Appendix Bl

Recall that G gives rise to an extension of categories £ = (ER,E%,<I>|R,7T/O,5), as in Definitions
G5 and Proposition The main purpose of this section is to relate special unstable Adams
operations relative to R to the extension £. The main result of this section is Proposition [7.2] which gives
a conceptual meaning to the integer m above. It also implies that if H 1(£7/%; ®) = 0 then special unstable
Adams operations relative to R are determined, modulo Auty(G), by their degree. Here Auty(G) means
automorphisms of G induced by elements of 7 = 6(T) < Aut,(S) (see @T)).

7.2. Proposition. Let G = (S,F,L) be a p-local compact group and R C F€ be a collection which
contains H*(F¢). Let € denote the extension (L%, E%, ®,[—],[-]) and suppose that the order of [L®] in
HQ(L}%; D) is p™ for some m > 0. Then there is an exact sequence

HY (LR ®) = SpAd(G: R)/Autr(G) 2 Tp(p) — 1.

Proposition gives a sufficient condition for the existence of special Adams operations. The next
statement is a necessary condition.

7.3. Proposition. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and R C F¢ a collection. If (¥, 1)) €
SpAd(G;R) is of degree ¢ then ¢ - [L] = [L] in HQ(L}%, D).

Let R be a ring and let £ be a central element in R. Let C a small category and F': C — R-mod be
a functor. Then ¢ induces a natural transformation F' — F given by F(c) Rina Ny o (c) for every object
c € C and z € F(c). We call this natural transformation multiplication by £ and we will denote it by

&: F — F. Proposition will follow as a corollary from the next lemma.

7.4. Lemma. Let G = (S, F,L) be a p-local compact group and R a collection. Let (U,1)) be a special
unstable Adams operation relative to R of degree (. Let £ denote the extension (ER,E%,CI), =1, 1-D-

Then W restricts to a functor W|g: LT — L. This gives rise to a homomorphism

(¥, )—>¥|r
R,

Res : SpAd(G;R) Aut(&).

As an automorphism of the extension € (see Definition[6.8), ¥|r: LT — L has the following properties.

(1) oW =,

(2) n(¥): @ = ® oW = d is multiplication by ¢ (see Lemmal610) , and

(3) U ([LR]) = [LR] in H*(L]G, @).

Proof. Since R is closed under F-conjugation, it is invariant under conjugation by 7'. Since W is special,
U (P) = ¢(P) is a T-conjugate of P for any P € R and therefore ¥ restricts to a functor on the object
set R C Obj(£) and hence gives a functor ¥|r : LR — LR whose inverse is ¥ ~!|z. Since the extension &
is A-rigid by Proposition[6.16] it follows that ¥|g is an automorphism of the extension £. It is clear that
the assignment Res: ¥ — |z is a homomorphism (since composition of fucntors is the group operation).

Now consider some (¥,) € SpAd(G; R). By definition of the functor W¥: E% — E% and since (U, )
is an Adams operation, for any P € R



Suppose that P,@Q € R and that ¢ € L(P,Q) and consider its image [p] € E%(P, Q). Then by definition
of ¥

T([e]) = [T(0))-
Proof of (). Let 7: £ — F denote the projection. Since ¢ is an Adams automorphism of S then t|p

is multiplication by ¢, hence it leaves any subgroup of 7" invariant. Also note that if P € R then Fp is a
characteristic subgroup of P. This shows that

D(U(P)) = ¥(P))o = ¥(P)o = ¥(Py) = Po = ®(P).
So ®oW¥ and ® attain the same values on objects. Now suppose that P —[f]—> @ is a morphism in £/, where
P,Q € R and ¢ € L(P,Q). Notice that w(¢)(Fp) is a discrete p-torus and it is therefore a subgroup of
T. Since (¥, ) is a special unstable Adams operation relative to R,
e EB3) CD o~ —~ _
o(T([p])) = B([T(p)]) = d([FgoTsopoT )

) - )
= crgocr 0m(p)oc, p =m(@)lr, = 2(¢)),

where each equality follows from the definition indicated above it, and the fourth equality holds since T
is abelian. This shows that ® o U = ®.

Proof of (2. Fix some P € R and z € ®(Fy) = Py. Then, since 1|7 is multiplication by ¢, one has

(V) (@)] = ¥([2]) = U(E) = d(z) = -2 = [¢ - 2],

where the first quality follows from Lemma [6.10] and the third from Definition Thus n(¥) is multi-
plication by ¢ € Z,,.

Proof of @B)). Let {7p}per and {7,},emor(c®) be as in Definition [Tl Choose a regular section
o: Mor(ﬁ}%) — Mor(LR).
Define a 1-cochain t € C* (E%, ®) by setting
def R
t(c) = To(c)s ce Mor(ﬁ/o).
Observe that for every ¢ € E%(P, Q),

[®(a(e))] = T([o(0)]) = ¥(c)

and therefore there exists a unique element v(c) € Qo such that

(7.5) o(¥(c)) = [v(c)] 0 ¥(o(c)).
We obtain a 1-cochain v € C'! (E%, ®). Recall that we use multiplicative notation for the group operation

in ® and hence in the cochain complex C* (E%, ®). Set
u=v-te Cl(ﬁ%,@).
Since W is special relative to R, for any ¢ € E%(P, Q),
U(o(c) =7got(c)] oo(c)o7p .
Together with (Z5) and the commutativity of T we obtain
(7.6) o(T(e)) = ()] 0 ¥(o(0)) = 7 o [u(e)] o o(c) o 7.
Let P 2% Q <% R be a 2-chain in ﬁ%. By definition of z, (Definition [E.I9) and the functoriality of ¥,

(7.7) [20(¥(c1), ¥(co))] o o(T(cr © o)) = 7 (¥(e1)) 0 7 (¥ (o))
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Thus we obtain the following sequence of equalities:
20 (T(er), Tco) )]0 T o [uler o co)] 0 o(er 0 co) o T =

7 o [u(cy -1

()] oa(er) o7q " o7g o [ulco)] 0 olco) 075 =
7r o [u(c1)] o o(c1) o [u(co)] 0 o(co) 0 7p ' =
7r o [u(e1)] o [®(c1)(u(co))] 0 o(cr) 0 o(co) 0 75 =
7 o [ulcr) - ®(c1)(u(co))] o [20(c1,c0)] 0 7(cr 0 co) 07,

where the first equality follows from (Z.6]) applied to both sides of (), the third by Definition ([G.6]) and
Axiom (C) of linking systems, and the fourth by Definition (G.19).

Now, 7p: P — 9(P) and Tgr: R — v¥(R) are both isomorphisms, and o(c; o ¢g) is an epimorphism in
L by Corollary 1.8]. Hence,

L0 (Tler), Tleo)) - uler o e0)] = [uler) - Ber) (ulco)) - 20 (e1, o)l
and so we deduce that
20(U(c1), ¥(co)) = 2o (c1,c0) - uler) - uler oco) ™t - ®(e1)(ulco)) = 2o (1, co) - 8(u)(cr, co),

[eea

o0

where ¢ is the differential in C* (E%, ®). This shows that z, and i (z5) are cohomologous. O
Proof of Proposition [73. Proposition 525 and Lemma [T show that [£R] = U ([LR]) = n(¥).([LR]) =
¢-[LR. O

Next we turn to Proposition [.21 This require some preparation.

7.8. Lemma ([JLLL Proposition 1.14]). Let G = (S, F,L) be a p-local compact group and let R be a
collection which contains H®(F). Let : S — S be a fusion preserving Adams automorphism. Then any
functor W': LR — LR which covers v in the sense of Definition [[.3, extends uniquely to an unstable
Adams operation (¥, 1)).

7.9. Definition. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local finite group and R C F¢ a collection. Let £ denote the
extension (L%, LT, ®,[—],[~]). Let Z C ZX be a subgroup. Let

/0
Aut(E;Idﬂ/zO, Z) < Aut(€)
denote the subgroup of the automorphisms O, such that © = Id cn and 7(0©) is multiplication by some
(e Z.
Observe that Aut(€;1d LR 7) is indeed a subgroup, since for any P € R and any x € P, the definition
of n(—) implies

[1(1 0 ©2)(2)] = (©1 0 O2)([z]) = O1([n(O2)(2)]) = [1(O1)(n(O2)(x))],
and so 1(0©1003) = n(O1)on(O32). Notice also that for any © € Aut(&; Idﬂ}%’ Z%) and any p € LR(P,Q)
one has [0(¢)] = [¢].

7.10. Proposition. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and R be a collection which contains
H®(F€). Let £ denote the extension (LR, L%, =1, [=1)- Then

(i) There exists a homomorphism
Aut(&; Idgr,, 7%) —2— SpAd(G; R)

such that deg(p(©)) = n(0) € Z; (compare Definition [7.9).
(i) Moreover, composition of p with the quotient by Inng(G) gives a surjective homomorphism

Aut(€; I Z)) —2 ., SpAd(G; R)/ Innr(G)

whose kernel contains Inn(E), (compare Definition [ and Lemma [613).
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Proof. For any © € Aut(&;1d R Z,), fix the following elements:

(i) For any ¢ € LR (P,Q) let 7,(0) be the unique element of Qo such that
O(p) = [ ()] 0 ¢.

(ii) For every P € R set 7p(0©) = 7,5(0).

Notice that 7p(©) € T for all P € R. Consider © € Aut(S;Idﬁv/zo,Z;) such that n(©) = (. Set

p = 7p(0) and 7, = 7,(0) for short, where 7p(0) and 7,(0) are as in () and () above. Notice that
79 = 1 since Lg =1idg in L.

For any = € P, where P € R, consider Z € Autz(P). Then [0(z)] = O([7]) = [7] , s0 O(F) € P <
Aut,(P). By identifying P with P via dp, this shows that for every P € R, the functor © induces an
automorphism 0p € Aut(P) by the equation

Op(z) = O(7), (Vz € P).
Notice that S € R, and we set

v os.
Consider some P € R and # € P. By applying © to the equality ¢ o dp(z) = ds(z) o 1% we obtain
T7p o Op(x) = ¥(x) o 7p in L. Therefore
(7.11) b(@) = (crp 00p)(@), (€ P).

In particular it follows that
- Pt =y(P),
i.e, 7p € Np(P,(P)).
Step 1. ¢ is a normal Adams automorphism of degree (. Notice first that for any z € T C S,

—_— P m o
U(z) =0(z) =O([z]) = [M(O)s(x)] =[C- 2] =C- .
Therefore |7 is multiplication by (. Also, the image of S in Aut, ,(S) is exactly S/T" and since 0 =1Id,
it follows that ¢ induces the identity on S/T. Hence v is a normal Adams automorphism, as claimed.

Step 2. v is fusion preserving. Since R O F°, it controls fusion. Therefore, it is enough to show that
for any P € R and any f € Homz(P,S) there exists g € Homz(¢)(P), S) such that ¢ o f = go z/1|ﬁ(P).
Let ¢ € L(P,S) be alift for f. By axiom (C) of linking systems, for every x € P we have poZ = f/(;) 0.
By applying ©,

(7.12) 0(p) 0 Op(x) = ¥(f(x)) 0 O(p).
Set ' = 7(O(¢)). By Axiom (C) and (Z11)),
(7.13) O(p) 0 Op(x) = f'(Bp(x)) 0 O(p) = (e ($(2))) 0 O().

Comparing the right hand sides of (.I2)) and (I3]), and using the fact that ©(p) is an epimorphism in
L by Corollary 1.8],

D(f(@) = ['(erp (W(2)))
for every x € P. Set g = f' o cTP_1|fZ(P). Then g € Homz(¢)(P),S) and ¢po f = go M;@UD). This shows
that v is fusion preserving and completes Step 2.
Define a functor W: L® — LR on objects P,@ € R and morphisms ¢ € L7(P,Q), by

(7.14) U(P) < p(P)
(7.15) V() € 7500(p)07p 1,
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where 7p and 7¢g are considered here as elements of Np(P,¢(P)) and Np(Q,1(Q)) respectively. The
functoriality of W is clear from that of ©. In fact, the morphisms 7p € L(P,¢¥(P)) give a natural
isomorphism

T:0 — U,

Step 3. U covers ¢ (see Definition [£.2)). First, we show that 7 o ¥ = 4, o . The functors on both
sides agree on objects, by definition of ¥ and v,, and since the projection 7 is the identity on objects.
Let ¢ € LR(P,Q) be a morphism. Consider the squares:

O(y)

P—*2-Q P——0Q
l l @l le«;(@(@)
@ P O(p) @

The left square commutes by Axiom (C), and the right one is obtained from the left by applying ©. Since
O(¢) is an epimorphism in £, Axiom (C) applied to the right square gives

(7.16) Oo(m(0)(x)) = m(O(¢)) (Or(x)).

Therefore, for any z € P

T(¥(0)) ($(x)) = 7(75 0 O0) 0 75 ) ($(x)) = (erg 0 7(O(9)) 0 1) (i(a)) =7
(¢rq © () (0 (@) @ e Oo(r()(@) = v(r(e) (@)
Thus, 7(¥(p)) o |p = 1 o w(¢) and consequently (7o ¥)(¢) = (1. o 7)(p) as claimed.

Next we show that for any P, € R and g € Ng(P,Q) we have ¥(g) = w/(;) First, notice that
¥(9) € Ns(¥(P), (Q)). Next,

L) 0 () = by definition of ¥ (71H)
= by definition of ¢

@(Lg og)o -1

O(Gop
0(g) o G(Lzb; orp = by definition of g
@ o G(Lzb; orp = by definition of 7p

Since Li(Q) is a monomorphism in £ it follows that ¥(g) = 1/1/(5) This shows that W covers 3 and
completes the proof of the claim.

Step 4. Proof of (i). By Lemma [.8] ¥ extends to an unstable Adams operation (p(©),1). We retain
the notation ¥ = p(0O) for convenience. Then VU is special relative to R because for any P € R,

U(P) = crp (0P (P)) = crp (P) = 7o P75,
where the first and second equality follow from (Z.III), and for any ¢ € LR (P,Q),

U(p) =Tgo0(p)oTp ' =Tgolr]opets |,

where the second equality follows from the definition of 7, and (ZIH]). It has degree ¢ because for any
reT,

[¥(2)] = [6s(2)] = ©([z]) = n(©)([z]) = ¢ - [].
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It remains to prove that p is a homomorphism. Choose ©,0" € Aut(&;1dg ,,Z,; ) and set ©” = 0’0 6.
Let W, U’ U"” denote their images in Ad(G;R) by p. We need to show that U” = ¥’ o . Keeping the
notation above, if P € R then it is clear that 0% = 0% o 05, namely ¢" = 1)’ 0 ¢ and therefore

(P) = ¢"(P) = ¢'(¢(P)) = (¥ 0 W)(P).

Hence U” and ¥’ o ¥ agree on objects. Moreover, observe that by the definition of the elements 7p, 75, 7/
of T

Lpn(py © Thypy © ©'(TP) = ©' (1 p)) 0 ©'(Tp) = O/ (1 p) 0 TP) = ©'(O(13)) = O"(13) = L (py © T
Since Li,,( P) is a monomorphism in £ it follows that

i) 0 O'(7) = 7.
Now suppose that P,@ € R and that ¢ € L(P,Q). Then
_ — - o ——1
V(W(g)) = V(75 0 0(p) 0 75 ) = T 0 0/ (73 0 O(¢) 0 75 ) 0 T )

- o o ——1 — 1
T 0 (70) 0 0'(0() 0 ' (Fp o7l =T500(B(p))o1h = T"(p).
This shows that ¥” and ¥’ o ¥ agree on morphisms and completes the proof of ().

Step 5. Proof of (). Suppose that (¥,v) € SpAd(G;R) has degree ¢. For each P € R and each
¢ € Mor(LR), fix elements 7p and T, as in Definition [[ Il Define a functor ©: LR = LR by

o(P)=P, (PeR)
O(p) =74 ' oU(p)oTp,  (peLR(PQ)).

The functoriality of © is clear, and it is a morphism of extensions by Propositions [6.15] and Since
(U, ) is special relative to R,

©(p)] = [fa o lfgoTaepots o] = [¢l,
and so © = Id£7/20. Also, given P € R and g € Py, since T is abelian we get

O(lg)) = ©@) =77 "o W(G) o 75 =7 oulg) o = [¥(9)] = [¢ - gl
Hence n(©) = ¢ by Lemma 6101 Thus, O € Aut(E;Idﬁv/zO;Z;).

It remains to show that p(©) and (¥,v) differ by c¢75 € Innp(G). Observe first that 7p(0) is the
unique element satisfying ©(:3) = [7p(0)] o t%. On the other hand,

S —~1 S —~ —~—1 S — —1 S
O(tp) =Ts oW(Lp)oTP =Ts OlypOTP =Tg TPOLp.

By comparing the two expressions for G(Lf;) and since L% is an epimorphism in £ we deduce that

p(0) = 75 ' 7p.

By (1)), (ZI4) and ([ZI3) it follows that
p(©)(P) =7p(0)-P-1p(0)"! = T;lTp -P. 7'];17'5 = T§1 “p(P) - Ts
— 1 —
pO)(¥) = 10(0) 0 O(p) 0Tp(0) =75 0Tq0O(p)oTr 0Ts =T5 o U(p)oTs.
Therefore ¥ = c—-1 0 p(©), and this shows that p is surjective.
Finally, consider some © € Inn(€). Then for every P,Q € R and any ¢ € L7(P,Q), there is an element
tp € Py, such that ©(p) = tf&_l o @otp. In particular 7p(0) = tg'tp. Then for any ¢ € LR(P,Q)

— — 1 1

p(©)(9) =1q(0) 0 B(p) o 7p(0) =1,
This shows that p(0)|r = ¢—1 and by Lemma [T8 p(©) = c~-1. This completes the proof of Step 5

tS —1.
and hence of the proposition. g
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We recall from ([@3) that if G = (S, F, L) is a p-local compact group then every element of Autz(S)
induces a “conjugation automorphism” on G which we call “inner”. We will write Autp(G) for the inner
automorphisms of G induced by the elements of T < Aut £(5). Observe that conjugation by ¢ € T induces
an Adams automorphism of S of degree 1 and ¢; is a special unstable Adams operation with 7p = ¢ for
every P € F¢ and 7, = 1 for any ¢ € Mor(L).

Suppose that M is a Z,-module and that z € M has order p™ for some m, i.e p”'z = 0. Then for
any ¢ € Z,; we claim that ¢ -z = =z if and only if ¢ € I'y,(p). To see this write {( = u + p™v for some

u€ZCZyandv€Zy, Then (-x=wu-xso (- -z = if and only if u - z = x which happens if and only
if u € Ker(Z); — Aut(Z/p™)) = T (p)-

Proof of Proposition [7.2. Suppose that (¥,4) € SpAd(G;R) and let ¢ = deg(y)). By Propositions
and 616, ¥|gr € Aut(€). By Proposition [[3 ¢ - [£®] = [£%]. By the remark above, ( € T (p).
Conversely, if ¢ € T',,(p) the same remark shows that ¢ - [L®] = [£®] and Proposition [6.25 implies that
there exists © € Aut(€) such that © = Id£7/20, and n(©) = (. By Proposition [[T0] p(©) is a special
unstable Adams operation relative to R of degree (. This shows that the degree homomorphism is onto
L (p).

The kernel of deg is the group of special unstable Adams operations relative to R of degree 1. Its
preimage under p is Aut(& §Idc}30 ,Idg). The exactness of the sequence at SpAd(G;R)/Inny(G) now

follows from Proposition [LI0(f) and Proposition O

We end this section with an analysis of the group SpAd(G; R) as a subgroup of Ad(G). The next two
lemmas will be needed.

7.17. Lemma. Let G = (S, F,L) be a p-local finite group and R C F¢ a collection. Then SpAd(G;R) is
a normal subgroup of Ad(G).

Proof. Suppose (¥,) and (¥’,1)') are special unstable Adams operations relative to R. Fix structure
elements {7p}pecr and {Tw}apGMor(ﬁR) for (¥,4), and {Tllj}peR and {Tg;}apeMor(ER) for (U ¢). Set
(U7, 4") = (P oW o)), 7p = Tpip(1}) for every P € R, and 7,4(7),) for any ¢ € Mor(L). Notice
that ¢ (P) = 7,/Prp~" and that 7/ € ¢ (Q)o for any ¢ € L7(P,Q). Using the fact that ¥(7) = w/(;) it
is straightforward to check that (¥”, ") is a special unstable Adams operation with structure elements
{7p}Per and {7} oemor(cw)- The details are straightforward and left to the reader. In addition U1 s

a special unstable Adams operation with structure elements {¢)~! (75 ")} per and {1 (7;1)}penmtor(2r)-
The verification uses the commutativity of T and the fact that ¢~!(7;') € Qo for ¢ € LR(P,Q). Tt
follows that SpAd(G;R) is a subgroup of Ad(G).

Let (¥,%) be a special unstable Adams operation relative to R. For any (0, 60) € Ad(G) consider the
Adams operation ¥/ % 010 W0 ©. Set T def 0~ (1o(py) and 7, def 0~ (Te(y))- For any P € L* and
any ¢ € LF(P,Q),

V(P) = 07 W(0(P) =0 (ro(p) - O(P) - Tyihy) = Porp
V() = O YToq) 0 Tam) 0 O@) oTap) ) =ThoT,o0poTh.

Therefore the sets {75} per and {7} } emor(c®) give ¥’ the structure of a special Adams operation, and
so SpAd(G; R) < Ad(G). O

7.18. Lemma. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and let R C F€ be any collection with finitely
many F-conjugacy classes. Then the the order of the class [L7] € H2(£%, ®) is a power of p.

Proof. The category ﬁ% can be replaced with a finite subcategory M such that H* (L}%, D) = H*(M, D).
Since M is finite the cobar construction has the property that for any n > 0 the group C"(M,®) is a
product of finitely many discrete p-tori and it is therefore a p-torsion group. O
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7.19. Proposition. Let G = (S, F,L) be a p-local compact group and R C F° be a collection which
contains finitely many F-conjugacy classes. Then SpAd(G;R) had finite index in Ad(G) and the factor
group s solvable of class at most 3.

Proof. We have seen in Lemma [.T7 that SpAd(G;R) < Ad(G). By Lemma and Proposition
there is a morphism of exact sequences

1 —> SpAd®*s=}(G; R) —= SpAd(G: R) 5T, (p) — 1

1 —— Ad%s=1(G) —— = Ad(Q) — %

The cokernel of the last column is a finite abelian group. Thus, by the snake lemma it remains to show
that the quotient group in the first column is a solvable finite group of class at most 2.

Consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows

(¥, )=

1 — SpAd'¥s (G; R) —— SpAd*s=1(G;: R) AddeE=1(9)

Ad¥E=1(9)

1 Ads(G) — = Agder=l(g) T

where the superscript idg means operations whose underlying Adams automorphism is the identity on
S. Let U <V be the images of the right horizontal maps. Notice that Auty(S) < U because for every
t €T, c; € SpAd?e=1(G; R). By [ILLL Proposition 2.8] Ad*#=*(S)/Auty(S) = H'(S/T;T). Since this
is a finite abelian group it follows that V/U is a finite abelian group. It remains to show that the quotient
group in the left column in this diagram is a finite abelian group. This follows from the next two claims.
Claim 1: Ad's (G) is an abelian discrete p-toral group.

Proof: Recall from [BLO3|, Lemma 3.2] that H°®(F) has finitely many S-conjugacy classes and hence
finitely many T-conjugacy classes. Let Q = {Q1,...,Q,} be a set of representatives and for any P €
H*(F) we choose once and for all some tp € T such that tpPtp" € Q. If (¥,ids) € Ad(G), then for

¢ € L(P,Q) we have m(¥(p)) = m(p), so ¥(p ) gooz( ) for a unique z(y) € Z(P). This gives a function

z: AdidS(g) H H Z(Q

Q,Q'€eQ L(Q,Q)
This is a homomorphism because if ¥, ¥’ € Ad'45(G), then for any ¢ € L(P,Q)

(W0 W)(p) = ¥ (po2(T)(p)) = ¥'(p) o W (2(¥)(p)) = p o 2()(p) o 2(T)(p),
50 z2(W' o W) = 2(¥') - 2(V).

We claim that z is injective. Choose some ¥ € ker(z) and suppose that z(¥)(p) = 1 for all ¢ € L.
This means that ¥ is the identity on £2. If P,P’ € H*(F¢), then with the notation above, there
are unique @, Q' € Q such that L(P, P') = t/p\/i1 0 £(Q,Q') o tp. Since W(tp) = idg(tp) = tp and
U(tp)) = tpr, and since W is the identity on £(Q,Q’), it follows that ¥ is the identity on £H**(F%). By
the uniqueness part in Lemma [Z.§ it follows that ¥ = Id.

Since z is injective and the codomain of z is a finite product of discrete p-tori, hence a discrete p-torus
itself, it follows that its image is an abelian discrete p-toral group.

Claim 2: SpAd'®s(G;R) has finite index in Ad'*s(G).

Proof: By the the previous claim, Adids (G) is an abelian discrete p-toral. Thus by the structure theorem
of abelian discrete p-toral groups, it is isomorphic to Dy x A, where Dg is a discrete p-torus and A is
a finite abelian p-group. Therefore, n - D has finite index in D for any n > 1. We will show that there
exists some n such that U™ € SpAdids (G;R) for any ¥ € Adids (G), and this will complete the proof.
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Any (¥,idg) € Ad(G) induces, by Propositions and G106, a functor ¥ € Aut(L /o) which is the
identity on objects and therefore induces a permutation on L,o(P,Q) for all P,Q € L. We therefore
obtain a homomorphism

o: AdUSHG) = T Sym(£,0(P.Q))
P,QeLR®
where Sym(Q) is the symmetric group of a set Q. Since the sets £/o(P, Q) are finite and since R has
finitely many T-conjugacy classes, we obtain a well defined

r=max{|L/,(P,Q)|: P,Q € H*(F°)}.

Then n = r! annihilates any element in the codomain of o, and in particular U™ € Ker(o) for any
U € Ad'$(G). Tt remains to show that Ker(o) < SpAd'*s(G;R). Suppose that (¥,idg) € Ker(s). Then
U(P) = P for any P € R and also [¥(p)] = [¢] for any ¢ € L7(P,Q), namely ¥(p) = 7, 0 ¢ for a unique
T, € Qo. This shows that (¥, 1)) has the structure of a special unstable Adams operation with structure
7p = 1 and the elements 7, above. This completes the proof of the claim and the proposition follows. [J

8. NOT ALL ADAMS OPERATIONS ARE SPECIAL

specials

In this section we find examples of weakly connected p-local compact groups G that afford unstable
Adams operations which are not special relative to the collection R of the F-centric F-radical subgroups.
The idea is to find such G which fulfils the conditions of Lemma 1] below.

The collection R is a very natural one to look at since |£®| — |£] is a mod-p equivalence. To see this
observe that R C H*(F¢) by [BLO3, Corollary 3.5] and that [£*"F")| - |£| is a homotopy equivalence

by Proposition 1.12] which provides a natural transformation from the identity on £ to the functor

£ 222 £ Since H*(F€) has finitely many F-conjugacy classes by [BLO3, Lemma 3.2], there results

a finite filtration of £%*(7*) which together with the A-functors machinery in [BLO3| Section 5], can be
used to prove that |£®| — |£%° ()| induces an isomorphism in H*(—, Lpy)-

8.1. Lemma. Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group and R be a collection of F-centric subgroup.
Let (U,v) € Ad(G) and assume that

(i) deg(y) € Z; \T1(p) and that
(ii) there exists P € R such that P is not a semi-direct product of Py with P/P,.

Then (¥,4) ¢ SpAd(G; R).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that (¥,1) € SpAd(G; R) and set ¢ = deg(¢)). We claim that [£®] is the
trivial element in H? (ﬁ%, ®). To see this, let L be the Z,-submodule of H? (ﬁ%, ®) generated by [LR].
By Proposition [T3] ¢ acts as the identity on L. If L is infinite then L = Z, and therefore ( =1 € I'1(p)
which is a contradiction. Therefore L = Z/p™ and ¢ € T,,(p) which by hypothesis (i) implies that m = 0,

namely L = 0.
Lemma [6.22 now implies that there exists a functor s: ﬁ% — LR which is a right inverse to the

projection L% — E%. Consider any P € R. Notice that Autz(P) contains Pasa copy of P and
similarly Autz,,(P) contains a copy of P/FPy. The functor s gives a section s: P/Py — P for the
projection P — P/P,. This is a contradiction to hypothesis (). O

It turns out that compact Lie groups provide examples of p-local compact group G which satisfy the
conditions of the lemma. First, let us recall from [BLO3, Section 9] how compact Lie groups give rise to
p-local compact groups.

The poset of all discrete p-toral subgroups of a compact Lie group G contains a maximal element S.
Every discrete p-toral P < G is conjugate to a subgroup of S and in particular all maximal discrete p-toral
subgroups of G are conjugate. The fusion system F = Fg(G) over S has by definition Homz(P, Q) =
Homg (P, Q) namely the homomorphisms P — @ induced by conjugation by elements of g. This fusion
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system is saturated by [BLO3, Lemma 9.5], it admits an associated centric linking system £ = L&(G)
that is unique up to isomorphism, and |£CS(G)|;\ ~ BG, by [BLO3, Theorem 9.10].

Recall that a closed subgroup @ < G is called p-toral if it is an extension of a torus by a finite p-group.
Let P be a discrete p-toral subgroup of G. Then P (the closure of P) is a a p-toral subgroup of G. In
fact, Py is the maximal torus of P.

A discrete p-toral P < G is called snugly embedded if P = P, - P and every p-power torsion element in
(P)o belongs to Pp.

8.2. Lemma. Let G be a compact Lie group and P < G a snugly embedded discrete p-toral subgroup. If
P is the semidirect product of Py with P/Py then P is the semidirect product of Py with P/P.

Proof. Suppose m < P is a complement of Py. Since P is snugly embedded, P = Py-P = (P)o-P = (P)o-.

Also, Py contains all p-torsion in (P)g so (P)oNw < PpNm = 1. O

Fix a compact Lie group G. A subgroup P is called p-stubborn, if P is p-toral and if Ng(P)/P is finite
and O,(Ng(P)/P) = 1, where O,(K) denotes the largest normal p-subgroup of a finite group K [IMO].
Let us now recall from [O] the structure of the p-stubborn subgroups of the classical groups U(n) and
SU(n) when p > 2.

First, consider the regular representation of Z/p on CP with the standard basis eq,...,ep—1. This
representation sends a generator of Z/p to the permutation matrix in U(p):
o 1 o ... 0
o o 1 ... 0
B=1... B:ej—ei_q
0o 0 o ... 1
1 0 0 ... O

Since the regular representation contains one copy of every irreducible representation of Z/p, it is clear
that B is conjugate in U(p) to the matrix

1 0 0 0
0 ¢ 0... 0

A=diag(L,¢,¢%...,c*H=]0 0 ¢& ... 0 A:ep s (e
o 0o o0 .. ¢rt

where ( is a p-th root of unity. It is easy to check that
[A,B] = ABA™'B~! = (I,.
Thus, A and [A, B] belong to the standard maximal torus of U(p) (namely the unitary diagonal matrices).
Consider the natural action of U(p*) on cr*~CP®-- -®CP. For every i =0,...,k—1 we let A; and

B; denote the matrices that correspond to the action of A and B on the ith factor of the tensor product
and the identity on the other factor. From this description it is clear that
(8.3) [Ai, Aj] = [Bi, Bj] = 1, [Ai, Bj]l =1 (i # j), [A;, Bi] = (L.
In matrix notation, 4; = I '@ A® I®* and B; = I®~! @ B ® I®~% where I denotes the p x p
identity matrix and we use the Kronecker tensor product of matrices.

For any k > 0 define I‘pUk < U(P*) by

pF

Y, &f <A0, oo Ai-1, Bos.o.,Boo1, u-T : ue U(1)>,
where I denotes the identity matrix in U(p"*). It is clear from (83)) that the identity component of I‘pUk
is isomorphic to U(1) and that the factor group is isomorphic to

(8.4) Z/p** = (Aq,..., A1, Bo,..., Bi_1)
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where A; and B; are the images of A; and B, in the quotient. Thus, ng are p-toral groups. Notice that
Y =u(1) and Y =(A, B, u-1:uecU()).

Next, fix some k > 1 and recall that ¥, < U(p*) via permutation matrices. Let E,. = (Z/p)* act on
itself by left translation. This gives a monomorphism FE,x — X, and identifies I, as a subgroup of
U(p*). Given any H < U(m) the wreath product H ¢ E,« is naturally a subgroup of U(mp").

Now fix some n > 1 and let p be an odd prime. Write n = p™ + --- + p™. Identifying the product
U(p™)x---xU(p™) as a subgroup of U(n) in the standard way, consider the subgroups Q1 X - - - X @,
where for each 1 <i <r, Q; < U(P™¢) has the form

Thi 1 Eq 1+ 1 By,

and where ¢ > 0 and qi,...,q are all p-powers such that p™ = p¥q; ...q. By [0, Theorems 6 and 8],
these groups give a complete set of representatives for the conjugacy classes of p-stubborn subgroups of
U(n) when p > 2. By [Ol Theorem 10| the assignment P — P N SU(n) gives a bijection between the
p-stubborn subgroups of U(n) and SU(n).

8.5. Lemma. Let G be a connected compact Lie group and S < G a mazimal discrete p-toral group.
Then Fs(G) is weakly connected, namely T = Sy is self centralising in S.

Proof. Let T < S be the maximal discrete p-torus in S. Then T is the maximal torus in S, and hence it
is the maximal torus of G. Since G is connected, its maximal torus is self-centralising and in particular
Cs(T)=Cs(T)=SNCq(T)=SNT =T, where the last equality holds since S is snugly embedded in
G. O

Recall that a space X is called p-good in the sense of Bousfield and Kan [BK72] if the natural map
def

X — X induces isomorphism in H.(—;Z/p). Also recall that Hg (X) = H*(X;Z,) ® Q.
8.6. Lemma. Let X be a CW-complex. If X is p-good then HE (X) = HE (X)) via the natural map. If
H.(X;Z) is finitely generated in every degree then Hg (X) = H*(X) ® Q, = H*(X;Q) ® Z).

Proof. Tf X is p-good then X — X induces an isomorphism in H.(—;Z/p) and hence in H*(—;Z/p") for
all n > 1. Since Z, = Jm Z/p™ a standard spectral sequence argument gives H*(X;%Z,) = H*(X,; Z,)
and hence Hy (X) = Hg (X))

Suppose H, (X) is finitely generated in every degree. If A is a torsion-free abelian group, [Sp, Theorem
10 in Chap. 5.5] implies that H*(X; A) = H*(X) ® A. Therefore

Hy, (X)=H"(X;Zp) Q= H'(X)®Z,®Q=H"(X)®Qp,=H"(X)®Q®Z, = H(X;Q) ® Z).
O

The next proposition is the main result of this section.

8.7. Proposition. Let p > 3 be a prime and set G = PSU(2p). Let S < G be a maximal discrete p-toral
group and let G = (S, Fs(G), LG(G)) be the associated p-local compact group. Let R denote the collection
of all centric radical subgroups of S. Then SpAd(G;R) < Ad(G). In fact, the following composition is

not surjective

incl (‘1’7"/})’_’|‘I"$
SpAd(G; R) < Ad(G)

Ad®™(BG).

Proof. Write G = (S, F, L) for short. Let W be the Weyl group of G. Since p > 2, Dirichlet’s theorem on
the existence of infinitely many primes in arithmetic progressions implies that there are infinitely many
primes k such that kK Z 1 mod p. In particular there exists such k that, in addition, satisfies (k, |W]) = 1.
By [JMO, Theorem 2] there exist unstable Adams operations f: BG — BG of degree k. That means
that f*: H*™(BG;Q) — H*"(BG;Q) is multiplication by k™ for every m > 0. Lemma and the
functoriality of H*(—) imply that f}* induces multiplication by k™ on H*"(BG;Q) ® Z, = HéT(BG) =
H@p (BG]/D\). Since BG;\ ~ B@G, we obtain a self equivalence h of BG which induces multiplication by k™
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on Hg (BG). Since G is weakly connected by Lemma it follows from [BLOT, Proposition 3.2] that
h € Ad®*°™(BG). Theorem [[3 applies to show that h is homotopic to |\IJ|;\ for some (¥,1) € Ad(G).

Set ¢ = deg(t). Thus, ¢|r is multiplication by (. Commutativity of
BT —— BG

BwlTl l%ﬁ

BT —— BG
and the fact that H¢, (BG) = Hg (BT)W(9) | [BLOT, Theorem AJ, imply that |\I/|2 induces multiplication
by ("™ on HéT(Bg) for all m > 0. On the other and, |\IJ|2 ~ h, so (™ = k™ for all m > 0.

Now, G = PSU(2p) and since Z(SU(2p)) is a finite group, BG and BSU(2p) are rationally equivalent.
It is well known that

H*(BSU(n)) = Zlca, c3, .- -, cnl,s ci € H*(BSU(n)).
It follows from Lemma B0l that H@p (BG) is a polynomial algebra over Q, generated by ca,...,¢p, ..., c2p.

In particular H??(BG) is a non-trivial vector space over Q, on which |\I/|2 induces multiplication by (7,
and this map is the same as multiplication by kP. This implies that ¢ and k differ by a pth root of unity
in Q, and [Rol Sec. 6.7, Prop. 1,2] implies that ¢ = k since Q, contains no pth roots of unity if p > 2.

In order to complete the proof we apply Lemma to show that (¥, 1)) is not special relative to R.
Since k # 1 mod p, it follows that k ¢ I'1(p), and so Condition ({l) of Lemma [BJ] holds. The remainder
of the proof is dedicated to showing that Condition () of the lemma also holds.

Let Q < U(2p) be the subgroup
Q=" x1]
that, by the discussion above, is p-stubborn in U(2p). As we explained above, Q is generated by the

matrices
A 0 B 0
(1) — 1) _
=5 1) == (0 1),
I 0 I 0
(2) — (2) _
=0 5) 2= 5):

<%" UOI>, (u,0 € U(1)).

Throughout we will write I for the identity matrix in U(p) and we will also write diag(ul,vI) for the
matrices of the last type, and diag(A4, I) for A1) etc. Tt is clear from (83) that

[A(l),A(Q)] — [A(l),B(z)] — [3(1)73(2)] =1,
[AD, BY] = diag(¢I, 1),  [A®), B®)] = diag(I,(I).
Also, AW A BM B® commute with all the matrices diag(wl,vI). Set
Q=QnNSU(2p).
By [Ol Theorem 10], @ is p-stubborn in SU(2p) and by [Ol Lemma 7] it is also centric in SU(2p), namely
Csu(2p)(Q) = Z(Q). Notice that @ contains A, AR BW B® because det(B) = 1 since it is the

signature of the odd cycle (1,2,...,p). Therefore Q is generated by A, A®) BM B and by the
subgroup consisting of the matrices

0 ol

This subgroup is easily seen to be isomorphic to U(1) x Z/p. The maximal torus of @ is therefore the
set of matrices

(8.8) (UI 0) ) u,v € U(1), uPo? = 1.

Qo = {diag(ul,vl) :v=u"1} = U(1).
Clearly @ contains Z(SU(2p)) which is the set of matrices u - I where u?” = 1.
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Let R be the image of @ in PSU(_Qp). It is generated by the images of AW, A®) BM B®) which we
denote by adding “bars” - A® and B - and by the images of the matrices in (B8)) which we denote by

U. The maximal torus of R is the image of Qp, namely these matrices U with v = u 1.

By [JMO|, Proposition 1.6(i)], R is p-stubborn in G and hence, by [Ol Lemma 7(ii)] it is also centric in
G = PSU(2p), namely Ci(R) = Z(R). We claim that the projection R — R/Rg does not have a section.
Assume to the contrary that such a section s: R/Ry — R exists. Consider the following elements in R

X = A(l)B(2)7 y — BMW 4(2)
A straightforward calculation using (83) gives
(X, V] = [AWB® BW AR = [AD, BW] . [B®), AP = diag(CI, 1) - diag(I, (~1) = diag(CI,(~11).

Let x,y denote the images of X,Y in R/Ry. These are clearly non-trivial elements, and since
s: R/Ry — R is a section, there are U,V € Ry such that
s(z)=X-U and s(y) =Y V.
Say, U = diag(ul,u'I) and V = diag(vl,v"'I) where u,v € U(1). Then U,V commute with the
matrices A® and B®, and since s is a homomorphism and R/Ry is abelian, [84), it follows that
1=[s(2),s(y)] = [XU,YV] = [X,Y] = diag(¢L, ().

This means that diag(¢I,('1) € Z(SU(2p)) so it is diagonal, namely ¢ = ¢~!. Therefore ¢* =1 in Z,
which implies that ( = +1. However, we have seen that ( = k, and k was chosen such that £ > 0 and
k #1 mod p, which is absurd. We conclude that R — R/R( does not have a section.

Let P be a maximal discrete p-toral subgroup of R. Up to conjugation in G we may assume that
P < S. Since R is centric, it is p-centric (namely Z(R) is the maximal p-toral subgroup of Cg(R)) and
[BLO3| Lemma 9.6(c)] shows that P is F-centric. Also, P is snugly embedded in R, hence in G, and by
[BLO3, Lemma 9.4] there is an isomorphism of groups

Oute(P) = Repa (P, P) =5 Repg (R, R) = Outg/(R).

Since R is centric in G, it follows that Outg(R) = Ng(R)/R and since R is p-stubborn, Outg(R) is finite
and

Op(Outx(P)) = Op(Out(P)) = Op(Oute(R)) = Op(Na(R)/R) = 1
Therefore P is F-radical. We deduce that P € R. Since P = R, Lemma shows that P cannot have
a complement for Py in P. This shows that P satisfies the condition () in Lemma 8] and finishes the
proof of this proposition. 0

APPENDIX A. EXTENSIONS OF CATEGORIES - PROOFS OF RESULTS

Proof of LemmalG.20. Let ¢ € C(Xo, X1) be a morphism. By the definition of z, we have [z,(1x,,c)] o
0(1y,0¢) =0(lx,)oo(c) = o(c) and since ®(X;) acts freely on D(Xp, X1) it follows that z,(1x,,c) = 1.
Similarly z,(c,1x,) = 1.

Now we show that z, is a 2-cocycle. We need to show that §(z,)(ce,c1,¢0) = 1 for any 3-chain
Xo =% X1 25 Xy, 25 X5, Consider the following diagram in D
Xo Xo
lo(cloco) U(Co)l
o(ea0c10cq) o(ca0ci0cq)
X X X
Thelercl 2T olen) !
U(cz)l la’(@) la’(@ocl)
X
 To(ezcroc)] © P fean(zolerca))] T 0 [zolenen)] 0 [zo(e20ct.co)]

The rectangle, the bottom-right square and the two triangles commute by the definition of z,. The

bottom-left square commutes by ([@2]). The diagram is therefore commutative. Since ®(X3) acts freely

on D(Xyp, X3) it follows that the two morphisms X5 — X3 defined at the bottom of the diagram are
32



equal because their composition with o(cy 0 ¢1 0¢p) give the same morphism in D(Xg, X3). This, in turn,
is equivalent to the 2-cocycle condition for z,.

Now suppose that o’ is another regular section. Since [o(c)] = ¢ = [0/(¢)] for any ¢ € C(Xo, X1), there
exists a unique u(c) € ®(X;) such that o’(c) = [u(c)] o o(c). This gives a 1-cochain u € C*(C,®). By
the defining relation of z, and z,» we get for any 2-cochain X — X; - X5 in C

() (241) ()

[20 (c1, co)] o [u(er 0 co)] o oc1 0 o) = [z (c1,c0)] 0 ' (c10c0) =" 0'(c1) 00" (co) =

(Zo)

[u(e)] o o(er) o [u(eo)] o o(co) = fu(en)] o e (u(co))] 0 oler) 0 o(eo) =

[u(c)] o [er(uleo))] o [z0(c1, co)] o ocr © o).
Since ®(X3) acts freely on D(Xy, X2) and since [—]: ®(X2) — Autp(Xs) is injective, we deduce that
2or(c1,¢0) = 2o (c1,c0) - ulcr) -u(cr oco) ™t - 1, (uleg)). Since this holds for all 2-cochains, z,r = 2, - §(u),
namely 2z, and z, are cohomologous. O

Proof of Lemmal6.22. Suppose first that s exists. Then it provides a regular section s: C; — D; and the
functoriality of s readily implies that z; = 1, hence [D] = 0.

Conversely, suppose that [D] = 0. Choose a regular section o: C; — D;y. Then z, = d(u) where ¢ is
the differential in the cobar construction and v € C'(C, ®). Thus, given a 2-chain Cy = C; = Cy in C,

(A1) 2o (ca,c1) = ulca) - u(cz 0 c) ™ - ®(ea)(ulcr)).
Define a functor s: C — D as follows. On objects s(C') = C for all C' € C. On morphisms ¢ € C(Cy, Ca),

s(c) = [u(c)] o o(c).
Then s is a functor because it respects units and compositions. First, since z, is regular 1 = z,(1x,1x) =
u(lyx) - u(lxy olx) ! (1x)«(u(lx)) = u(lx), and therefore u(1x) = 1. Hence s(1x) = 1x because o is
regular. Next, s respects composition because

s(czocr) = [u(ezocr)] oo(ez 0 1) = [ulez o e1)] o [z6(c2, e1)] 0 o(c2) 0 o(er ) (AT))

[u(e2)] o [#(c2)(u(e)] 0 o(e2) 0 o(er) ED[u(cz)] 0 o(c2) o [uler)] 0 o(er) = s(e2) o s(er).

Clearly s is a right inverse to D i> C. 0
A.2. Remark. Given a functor ®: C — Ab, Thomason’s construction [Th] gives rise to an extension D.
Inspection of this construction shows that is comes equipped with a section, namely a functor s: C — D

which is a right inverse to the projection D ﬂ> C. It is not hard to see that [Tre(®)] = 0 and conversely,
if D is an extension with [D] = 0 then D is isomorphic as an extension to Tr¢(P).

Proof of Lemma[6.27) To see that I' is well defined we need to show that if £ and £’ are equivalent
extensions of C by ® then they give rise to the same element of H?(C, ®). Fix regular sections o: C; — D
and o’: C; — D} and let z, and z, be their associated 2-cocycles. Also fix an equivalence U: & — &,
ie. U =Ide and n(¥) = Idg. Notice that W(o): C; — Dj is a regular section for £ because ¥ = Idc.
Since n(¥) = Ide, by applying ¥ to the defining relation of z, and using (GI1) we get

[zo(c1,¢0)] 0 U(o(c10¢o)) = U(o(cr)) o ¥(o(ep)).
Therefore zy = 2y () Which is cohomologous to z, by Lemma

Now we construct ¥: H2(C,®) — Ext(C,®). Given ¢ € H?(C,®) choose a regular 2-cocycle z € ¢
(this is possible by Lemma [GI7). Define a category D, as follows. First, Obj(D.) = Obj(C) and
D.(X,Y)=®(Y)xC(X,Y). Composition of morphisms (go, co) € D.(Xo, X1) and (g1,¢1) € D.(X1, X2)
is given by

(g1, ¢1) © (g0, co) = (g1 - B(e1)(g0) - 2(c1, co), €1 © co).
It is a standard calculation to show that composition defined in this way is unital and associative, hence
making D, a small category. The functor 7, : D, — C is the identity on objects and the obvious projection
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on morphisms. The assignment g — (g, 1x) gives the maps dx: ®(X) — Autp_(X). It is easy to check
that D, is an extension of C by ®

Suppose that 2’ € ¢ is another regular 2-cocycle and let D, be the associated extension. We claim
that D, and D, are equivalent extensions. Since z and z’ are cohomologous there is u € C'(C, ®) such
that z = 2" - §(u). Regularity of z and 2’ implies that u(1x) =1 for all X € C (by looking at the 2-chain
X 4 x4 X). Define ¥: D, — D, as the identity on objects, and on morphisms

U: (g,¢) = (u(c) - g,c).
Then ¥ respects identity morphisms since u(1x) = 1. One easily checks it respects compositions because
z(c1,c0) = 2'(c1,¢0) u(er) -u(eroco) ™t er,(u(cp)). Finally, ¥ = Id¢ as is evident from the definitions and
n(¥) = Id. Therefore D, and D,. define equivalent extensions. This shows that a map X: H?(C,®) —
Ext(C, ®@) is well defined. Notice that o: C; — (D,); defined by ¢ — (1,¢) where ¢ € C(Xp, X71) and
1 denotes the identity element of ®(X;) gives a regular section such that z, = z. This shows that
FoX=1d. If £ = (D,C,P,7,0) is an extension and o: C; — D7 is a section then there is an equivalence

U: D, — D defined as the identity on objects and ¥: (g,c¢) — [¢g] o o(c) on morphisms. This shows that
Yol =1d. O

Proof of Proposition [6.23. Fix regular sections o: C; — Dy and ¢’: C] — Dj and let 2, and 2., be the
associated 2-cocycles (G.19)).

@ = (). Let ¥: & — & be a morphism of extensions such that ¥ = ¢ and n(¥) = 7. Then for any
¢ € C(Xop, X1) we have [U(o(c))] = ¢(c) = [0/ (¢(c))] so ¥(o(c)) = [¢g]oc’ (¢(c)) for a unique g € D' (1(c)).
Therefore there exists u € C*(C, ®’ o v)) such that

(A.3) U(o(c)) = [ulc)] o0’ (¥(c),  (c€Cr).

Now, given a 2-chain Xy — X; = X5 in C we have

[nxa (2o (c1, co))] © [u(er o co)] 0 o' (e 0 ) B2 [nxy (2o (c1, co))] 0 Tl (er 0 ¢o))
¥ (Lo (er, c0)] - oler 0 c0)) "= Wo(er) o (o (eo)) X
)

[u(e)] o o' (¢(e1)) o [uleo)] o o' ($(ca) Z [ulen)] o [@' (%(e1)) (ulco))] 0 o' ((er)) o 0" ($(co)) =
[u(cn)] o [®'(¥(c1)) (u(co))] © [267 (¥(c1), ¥(co))] 0 o' (1h(ex © o))
Since ®’(¢(X32)) acts freely on D’(Xp, X2) we deduce that
1%, (20 (€1, €0)) = 2o (¥(c1), ¥(co)) - uler) - uler 0 co) ™ - @ (¥(cr))(ulco))-
This shows that 7.(z5) = ¥*(25) - 6(u), hence n.([D]) = *([D’)).

@) = @. Assume that n.([D]) = ¢¥*([D’']). We will construct a morphism ¥: & — &’. By the
hypothesis, there exists u € C(C, ¥’ 0 1) such that 7. (2,) = 1*(24/) - 6(u). Notice that since z, and z,/
are regular 2-cocycles, u(1x) = 1 for every X € C (to see this, evaluate 7. (z,) and 1*(z,/) on the 2-chain

x4 x4 x).

Define U: D — D’ a follows. On objects ¥: X +— ¢(X). Every morphism in D(X,Y’) has the form
[g] o o(c) for unique ¢ € C(X,Y) and g € ®(Y). Define
(A.4) V: [gloo(c) = [nv(9)] o [u(c)] o o' (¥(c)).
Then ¥ respects identities since u(lx) = 1 and o/(1x) = 1x. It respects composition as one verifies
directly for X LgoJoo(eo) X lorJoo(er) X5. On one hand,

P ([g1] 0 1) o ¥([go] o co) = [nx,(g1) - w(ci)] o o’ ((c1)) o [1x, (g0) - ul(co)] 0 o' (3(c ))
[1x, (91) - u(er) - @' ((er)) (mx, (90)) - @ ((er))(uleo))] 0 o' (1h(er)) 0 o (W(eo)) " ="
) ,

) )
[, (g1) - w(er) - 1, (B(e1) (90)) - @ (2b(en)) (u(eo))] 0 ' (¥(er)) 0 o ((co)) %2
[, (g1) - w(er) - 1 (B(e1) (90)) - @ ((e1)) (w(co)) - 200 (W(c1), t(co))] © o’ (t(ex o co))
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On the other hand

W([g1] o e1 o [go] 0 co) TR W (g1 - @(c1)(g0) - 20(cr, co)] 0 o(cr 0 o)) ETLED

[, (91) - 1, (®(c1)(90)) - x5 (20 (c1, ¢0))] © [uler 0 co)] 0 o' (3h(cr o co))

The right hand sides of the two equations are equal since 1. (z,) = ¥*(25) - 6(u). We have just shown
that U: D — D' is a functor. By its construction 7’/ o ¥ = ) o w and n(¥) = n because for any g € ®(X)

we have ¥([g] o o(1x)) = [nx(9) - u(lx)] o o’ (¥(1x)) = [nx(9)] and use @E.IT). O

Proof of Proposition [6.26. For any 1-cocycle z € C1(C; ®) define a,: D — D as the identity on objects
and for any d € D(X,Y)

a:d— [z([d])] o d.
Since z is a 1-cocycle, z(1x) = 1 for any X € C and therefore o, respects identity morphisms. It respects
composition since z is a 1-cocycle:

1-cocycle

a;(d1) o a.(do) = [2([d1])] o d1 o [2([do])] o do €2 [2([d1]) - [di]«(2([do]))] odr ody =
[z([dy o dp])] o d1 o dg = v (dy © dy).

It easily follows from ([@.2) that given u € C°(C, ®) we have a;(,) = 7. This shows that T is well defined.
The inverse of I' sends every self equivalence ¥ to the 1-cochain z € C'(C,®) which is defined by the
relation W(d) = [2([d]] o d which follows from the fact that [¥(d)] = ¥([d]) = [d]. It is left as an exercise
to check that z is a 1-cocycle and that a, = W. 0

APPENDIX B. THE UNSTABLE ADAMS OPERATIONS IN [JLL] ARE SPECIAL

Fix a p-local compact group G = (S, F, L) and set R = H*(F¢). Let P be a set of representatives for
the S-conjugacy classes in R. By [BLO3| Lemma 3.2] the set P is finite. For any P,Q € P let Mp g be
a set of representatives for the orbits of Ng(Q) on L(P, Q). These sets are finite by [BLO3| Lemma 2.5].
Also we remark that since every R € R is F-centric, Ng(R)/Ry is finite.

In we showed that there exists some m such that for any ¢ € T';,,(p) we can construct an unstable
Adams operation (¥, 1)) of degree ¢. This operation has the following properties

(1) ¢(P) = P for any P € P.
(2) If P € P then 9|y (p) is an automorphism of Ng(P) which induces the identity on Ng(P)/Fp.
(3) W(p) = ¢ for every ¢ € Mp g where P,Q € P.

In the rest of this section we show that any (¥, ) which satisfies these conditions must be special relative
to H®(F°). As usual we will write T for the identity component of S.

For any R € H*(F¢) we fix once and for all gg € S such that R = grPgp"' where P € P (clearly P is
unique). For any R, R’ € H*(F¢) and any ¢ € L(R,R') we consider P = g'Rgr and P’ = g/ R'gr/;
these are the representatives in P for the S-conjugacy classes of R and R’ respectively. There is a unique
€ Mp p and a unique n, € Ng(P’) such that

(B.1) g};,logpoﬁ:ﬁ;ou,
Since 1 induces the identity on S/T, there is a unique 75 € T such that
Y(gr) = TR - gr-

Similarly, with the notation above 1 induces the identity on Ng(P’)/P} and therefore there exists a
unique t, € P such that

P(ng) =ty - np.
Notice that grr € Ng(P’, R') and therefore conjugation by gr carries Pj onto R{. Set
T<p = JR’ ts& . g};,l S R/O

We now claim that 7z and 7, chosen above render (U, 1)) a special unstable Adams operation relative to
H*(F°¢), see Definition [Tl
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First, for any R € H®(F°),

W(R) = ¥(9rPyg') = ¥(9r)PY(9r) ! = TRgRPyR' TR = TRRTL .
Next, if R, R’ € H*(F¢) and ¢ € L(R, R") then (BJ]) implies

—_— - - —

U(p) = U(gr o Mg opogr') =b(gr) o v(ng) o ¥(p) o v(gr') =

T/\R/og/\ﬁotwo@ouoggloq'}gl:@oﬁog’ﬁo@ouogﬁlngl:T/\R/oﬁ;ogpoq'}gl
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