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Unstable Adams operations acting on
p-local compact groups and fixed points

ALEX GONZALEZ

We prove that every p—local compact group is approximated by transporter systems
over finite p—groups. To do so, we use unstable Adams operations acting on a given
p-local compact group and study the structure of resulting fixed points.

55R35; 20D20

The theory of p-local compact groups was introduced by C Broto, R Levi and
B Oliver [7] as the natural generalization of p—local finite groups, also introduced by
the same authors in [5], to include some infinite structures, such as compact Lie groups
or p—compact groups, in an attempt to give categorical models for a larger class of
p—completed classifying spaces.

Nevertheless, when passing from a finite setting to an infinite one, some of the techniques
used in the former case are not available any more. As a result, some of the more
important results in [5] were not extended to p—local compact groups, and, roughly
speaking, p-local compact groups are not yet as well understood as p—local finite
groups. It is then the aim of this paper to shed some light on the new theory introduced
in [7].

The underlying idea of this paper can be traced back to work of EM Friedlander and
G Mislin [9; 10; 11; 12], where the authors use unstable Adams operations (or Frobenius
maps in the algebraic setting) to approximate classifying spaces of compact Lie groups
by classifying spaces of finite groups. More recently, C Broto and J M Mgller studied
a similar construction for connected p—compact groups in [8].

Here, by an approximation of a compact Lie group G by finite groups we mean the
existence of a locally finite group G°, together with a mod p homotopy equivalence
BG° — BG (that is, this map induces a mod p homology isomorphism). Since G°
is locally finite, it can be described as a colimit of finite groups, and this allows then
to extend known properties of finite groups to compact Lie groups. Of course, this
argument is unnecessary in the classical setting of compact Lie groups, since other
techniques are at hand.

As we have mentioned, the works of Friedlander and Mislin depended on Frobenius
maps and their analogues in topological K —theory, unstable Adams operations. For
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p-local compact groups, unstable Adams operations were constructed for all p—local
compact groups in the doctoral thesis of F Junod [14], although in this work we will
use the more refined version of unstable Adams operations by F Junod, R Levi and
A Libman [15].

One can then study the action of unstable Adams operations on p—local compact groups
from a categorical point of view, focusing on the definition of a p—local compact group
as a triple (S, F, £), which is in fact the approach that we have adopted in this paper,
and which will lead to a rather explicit description of the fixed points of a p—local
compact group under the action of an unstable Adams operation (of high enough
degree).

The following result, which is the main theorem in this paper, will be restated and
proved as Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 3.10.

Theorem A Let G = (S, F, L) be a p-local compact group, and let ¥ be an unstable
Adams operation on G. Then, V defines a family of finite transporter systems {L;};eN ,
together with faithtul functors ©;: L; — L;4 for all i, such that there is a mod p
homotopy equivalence

BG ~p hocolim | £;|.

Each transporter system L; is associated to an underlying fusion system F;, which is
Ob(L;)—generated and Ob(L;)-saturated (see Definition 1.14). The notation comes
from Broto et al [3], where the authors explore certain subsets of objects of a saturated
fusion system which control saturation. The first property (generation) means that
morphisms in F; are compositions of restrictions of morphisms among the objects
in Ob(L;), and the second property (saturation) means that the objects in Ob(L;)
satisfy the saturation axioms.

The saturation of the fusion systems JF; remains unsolved in the general case, but
we study some examples in this paper where, independently of the operation W, the
triples G; are always (eventually) p—local finite groups. To simplify the statements
below, we will say that W induces an approximation of G by p—local finite groups if
the triples G; in Theorem A are p-local finite groups. This definition will be made
precise in Section 3.

The following results correspond to Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.9 respectively.
Theorem B Let G be a p—local compact group of rank 1, and let ¥ be an unstable

Adams operation acting on G. Then, W induces an approximation of G by p-local
finite groups.
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Theorem C Let G be the p-local compact group induced by the compact Lie
group U(n), and let ¥ be an unstable Adams operation acting on G. Then, WV induces
an approximation of G by p-local finite groups.

As an immediate consequence of approximations of p—local compact groups by p—
local finite groups, we prove in Section 3 a Stable Elements Theorem for p-local
compact groups (whenever such an approximation is available). Stable Elements
Theorem has proved to be a rather powerful tool in the study of p-local finite groups,
and one would of course like to have a general proof in the compact case. In this
sense, our conjecture is that the constructions that we introduce in this paper yield
approximations by p-local finite groups for all p—local compact groups.

One could also choose a different approach to the study of fixed points in this p—local
setting. Indeed, given an unstable Adams operation W acting on G, one could consider
the homotopy fixed points of BG under the natural map induced by an unstable Adams
operation acting on G, namely the homotopy pullback

X BG

| |

(id,|¥])

and apply the topological tools provided by Broto, Levi and Oliver in [5; 6] to study
the homotopy type of X . This point of view is in fact closer to the work of Broto and
Mgller [8] mentioned above, and will constitute the main subject in a sequel of this
paper, where we will relate the constructions introduced in this paper and homotopy
fixed points.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1 contains the main definitions of discrete
p—toral groups, (saturated) fusion systems, centric linking systems, transporter systems
and p-local compact groups. This section also contains the definition of unstable
Adams operations from [15]. In Section 2 we study the effect of a whole family of
unstable Adams operations acting on a fixed p—local compact group. This section is to
be considered as a set of tools that we use in the following section. Indeed, Section 3
contains the construction of the triples G; and the proof for Theorem A above. It
also contains a little discussion about approximations of p—local compact groups by
p—local finite groups, where we prove a Stable Elements Theorem (in this particular
situation) for p—local compact groups. Section 4 is devoted to examples (Theorems B
and C above).
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1 Background on p-local compact groups

In this section, we review the definition of a p—local compact group and state some
results that we will use later on. Mostly, the contents in this section come from [7].
When this is the case, we will provide a reference where the reader can find a proof, in
order to simplify the exposition of this paper.

1.1 Discrete p—toral groups and fusion systems

Definition 1.1 A discrete p—torus is a group T isomorphic to a finite direct product
of copies of Z/ p°°.

A discrete p—toral group P is an extension of a finite p—group = by a discrete
p-torus T . For such a group, we call T = (Z/ p®°)" the maximal torus of P, and
define the rank of P as r.

Discrete p—toral groups were characterized in [7, Proposition 1.2] as those groups
satisfying the descending chain condition and such that every finitely generated subgroup
is a finite p-—group.

In this paper we will deal with some infinite groups. For an infinite group G, we say
that G has Sylow p—subgroups if G contains a discrete p—toral group S such that
any finite p—subgroup of G is G —conjugate to a subgroup of S.

For a group G and subgroups P, P’ <G, define Ng(P, P')={geG|g-P-g~' <P’}
and Homg (P, P')= Ng(P, P')/Cg(P). Fusion systems over discrete p—toral groups
are defined just as they were defined in the finite case.
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Definition 1.2 A fusion system F over a discrete p—toral group S is a category whose
objects are the subgroups of S and whose morphism sets Homz(P, P’) satisfy the
following conditions:

(i) Homg(P, P’) C Homg(P, P') CInj(P, P’) forall P, P’ <S.

(i) Every morphism in F factors as an isomorphism in F followed by an inclusion.

Given a fusion system JF over a discrete p—toral group S, we will often refer to T
also as the maximal torus of F, and the rank of F will then be the rank of the discrete
p—toral group S. Two subgroups P, P’ are called F—conjugate if Isox(P, P') # &.
For a subgroup P < S, we denote

P7 ={P' < S| P is F-conjugate to P}.

For a discrete p—toral group P, the order of P was defined in [7] as the pair |P| =
(rk(P),|P/Tp|), where Tp is the maximal torus of P. Thus, given two discrete
p—toral groups P and Q we say that | P| < |Q] if either rk(P) < rk(Q), or rk(P) =
k(Q) and [P/ Tp| =|Q/Tg].

Definition 1.3 Let F be a fusion system over a discrete p—toral group S'. A subgroup
P < is called fully F —normalized, resp. fully F—centralized, if |[Ng(P")| <|Ng(P)|,
resp. |Cs(P’)| <|Cs(P)|, for all P’ < S which is F—conjugate to P.

The fusion system F is called saturated if the following three conditions hold:

(I) For each P < S which is fully F—normalized, P is fully F—centralized,
Outz(P) is finite and Outg (P) € Syl,(Outxz(P)).

D) If P =S and f € Homz(P, S) is such that P=f (P) is fully F—centralized,
then there exists /€ Homz(Ny, S) such that /' = f|p, where

Ny ={g e Ns(P)|focgo f~' € Autg(P)}.

dmm If Py < P, < P3; <.-- is an increasing sequence of subgroups of S, with
P =\J;2 Py, andif f € Hom(P,S) is any homomorphism such that f|p, €
Homz(P,, S) for all n, then f € Homz(P, S).

Let (S, F) be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group. Note that, by
definition, all the automorphism groups in a saturated fusion system are artinian and
locally finite. The condition in axiom (I) of Outz(P) being finite is in fact redundant,
as was pointed out in [7, Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5], where the authors show that the set
Rep (P, Q) =Inn(Q) \ Homz(P, Q) is finite for all P, Q € Ob(F).
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Given a discrete p—toral group S and a subgroup P < .S, we say that P is centricin S,
or S—centric, if Cg(P) = Z(P). We next define F—centric and F-radical subgroups.

Definition 1.4 Let F be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group. A

subgroup P < S is called F—centric if all the elements of P7 are centric in S:
Cs(P") = Z(P') forall P' € P”.

A subgroup P < S is called F-radical if Outz(P) contains no nontrivial normal

p—subgroup:
0p(Out£(P)) = {1}.

Clearly, F—centric subgroups are fully F—centralized, and conversely, if P is fully
JF—centralized and centric in S, then it is F—centric.

There is, of course, a big difference between working with finite p—groups and with
discrete p—toral groups: the number of conjugacy classes of subgroups. Fortunately,
in [7] the authors came out with a way of getting rid of infinitely many conjugacy
classes while keeping the structure of a given fusion system.

This construction will be rather important in this paper, and we reproduce it here for the
sake of a better reading. Let then (.S, F) be a saturated fusion system over a discrete
p—toral group, and let 7" be the maximal torus of F and W = Autx (7).

Definition 1.5 Let F be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group S,
and let e denote the exponent of S/ T,

e =exp(S/T) = min{ p¥ |xpk €T forall x € S}.

(i) Foreach P <T,let
I(P)={teT|w(t)=tforall w e W such that w|p =idp},

and let /(P)q denote its maximal torus.

(ii) Foreach P < S, set Pl = {xP°|x e P} <T,and let
P*=P.-I(P¥Yy = {xt|x e P,teI(Pl.

(iii) Set H® ={P*®| P € F} and let F* be the full subcategory of F with object
set Ob(F*®) = H°.

The following is a summary of [7, Section 3].
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Proposition 1.6 Let F be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group S .

(i) The set H*® contains finitely many S —conjugacy classes of subgroups of S .
(i) Every morphism (f: P — Q) € Mor(F) extends uniquely to a morphism
f*: P*— Q°.

This makes (_)*: F — JF* into a functor. This functor is an idempotent functor
((P®)® = P*), carries inclusions to inclusions (P®* < Q® whenever P < Q), and is
left adjoint to the inclusion F* C F.

Finally, we state Alperin’s fusion theorem for saturated fusion systems over discrete
p—toral groups.

Theorem 1.7 [7, Theorem 3.6] Let F be a saturated fusion system over a discrete
p—toral group S'. Then, for each f € Isox(P, P’) there exist sequences of subgroups
of S

P:P(),Pl,...,Pk:P, and Ql,...,Qk,

and elements f; € Autr(Q;) such that

(i) foreach j, Qj is fully normalized in F, F —centric and F —radical;
(ii) also foreach j, Pj_y,Pj < Qj and f;(Pj_1) = Pj;
(i) f = fko fk—10--0 f1.
It is also worth mentioning the alternative set of saturation axioms provided by R Kessar

and R Stancu [16], since it will be useful in later sections. Let F be a fusion system
over a finite p—group S, and consider the following conditions:

(') Outs(S) € Syl,(Outx(S)).
(') Let f: P— S beamorphismin J such that P’ = f(P) is fully F-normalized.
Then, f extends to a morphism f: Ny — § in F, where

Ny ={geNs(P)|focgo f~' e Autg(P))}.
The following result is a compendium of [16, Appendix A].

Proposition 1.8 Let F be a fusion system over a finite p—group S. Then, F is
saturated (in the sense of Definition 1.3) if and only if it satisfies axioms (I’) and (II’)
above.

A more general version of this result for fusion systems over discrete p—toral groups
was proved in the doctoral thesis [13] of the author of this paper, but is of no use here.
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1.2 Linking systems and transporter systems

Linking systems are the third and last ingredient needed to form a p—local compact
group.

Definition 1.9 Let F be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group S.
A centric linking system associated to F is a category L whose objects are the
F—centric subgroups of S, together with a functor

p: L —> F¢
and “distinguished” monomorphisms §p: P — Aut,(P) for each F—centric subgroup

P < S, which satisfy the following conditions.

(A) p isthe identity on objects and surjective on morphisms. More precisely, for each
pair of objects P, P’ € L, Z(P) acts freely on Mor. (P, P’) by composition
(upon identifying Z(P) with §p(Z(P)) < Autz(P)), and p induces a bijection

Mors(P, P')/Z(P) —> Homz(P, P').

(B) Foreach F—centric subgroup P < .S andeach g€ P, p sends 6p(g) € Autg(P)

to ¢g € Autr(P).

(C) For each ¢ € Morg(P, P’) and each g € P, the following square commutes
in L:

where /1 = p(¢)(g).

A p-local compact group is a triple G = (S, F, L), where S is a discrete p—toral
group, F is a saturated fusion system over S, and L is a centric linking system
associated to F. The classifying space of G is the p—completed nerve

BGE |L|).

Given a p-local compact group G, the subgroup 7" < S will be called the maximal
torus of G, and the rank of G will then be the rank of the discrete p—toral group S'.

We will in general denote a p—local compact group just by G, assuming that S is its
Sylow p-subgroup, F is the corresponding fusion system, and L is the corresponding
linking system.
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As expected, the classifying space of a p-local compact group behaves “nicely”,
meaning that BG = |L'|$ is a p—complete space (in the sense of A K Bousfield
and DM Kan [2]) whose fundamental group is a finite p—group, as proved in [7,
Proposition 4.4].

Next we state some properties of linking systems. We start with an extended version of
[7, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 1.10 Let G be a p-local compact group. Then, the following holds.

(i) Fix morphisms f € Homz(P, Q) and ' € Homz(Q, R), where P, Q, R€ L.
Then, for any pair of liftings ¢’ € pé}R(f/) and w € p;’lR(f’ o f), there is a
unique lifting ¢ € p;}Q (f) such that ¢’ o = w.

(ii) All morphisms in L are monomorphisms in the categorical sense. That is, for all

P,Q,Re L andall ¢1, ¢, € Morz(P, Q), ¥ eMorg(Q, R), if yop; =y o,
then o1 = ¢5.
(iii) For every morphism ¢ € Mor, (P, Q) and every Py, Q¢ € L such that Py < P,

Qo < Q and p(¢)(Py) < Qy, there is a unique morphism ¢y € Morz( Py, Qo)
such that ¢ o Lp, p = tQ,,0 © ¢o. In particular, every morphism in L is a
composite of an isomorphism followed by an inclusion.

(iv) All morphisms in L are epimorphisms in the categorical sense. In other words,
for all P,Q,R € L and all ¢ € Morz(P, Q) and ¥, ¥, € Morg(Q, R), if

Yio@p =1Yro0¢@ then Y1 = 5.

Proof Since the functor p: £ — F¢ is both source and target regular (in the sense of
[19, Definition A.5]) by axiom (A) of linking systems, the proof for [19, Lemma 3.2]
applies in this case as well. a

Let G be a p-local compact group, and, for each P € L fix a lifting of inclf,: P—S
in £, tp,s € Morz(P,S). Then, by the above Lemma, we may complete this to
a family of inclusions {tp p/} in a unique way and such that tp s = tpr s oLp p/
whenever it makes sense.

Lemma 1.11 Fix such a family of inclusions {tp p’} in L. Then, for each P, P eLl,
there are unique injections

dp,p: Ns(P, P’y — Morz(P, P')

such that

(i) tpr,s08p p(g) =8s(g)otp,s, forall g€ Ng(P, P');
(ii) &p is the restrictionto P of §p p.
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Proof The proof for the corresponding result on p—local finite groups [5, Proposi-
tion 1.11] also applies here, using Lemma 1.10(i) instead of [5, Proposition 1.10(a)]. O

We now introduce transporter systems. The notion that we present here was first used
by B Oliver and J Ventura in [19] as a tool to study certain extensions of p—local finite
groups. In this sense, most of the results in [19] can be extended to the compact case
without restriction, as proved in the thesis [13], but we will not make use of such results
in this paper. More details can be found in [13].

Let G be an artinian locally finite group with Sylow p—subgroups, and fix S € Syl,(G).

We define Tg(G) as the category whose object set is Ob(7s(G)) = {P < S}, and
such that

Morrg(G)(P. P') = Ng(P. P)) ={g € G | gPg ™' < P'}.
For a subset H C Ob(75(G)), T#(G) denotes the full subcategory of Tg(G) with
object set H.

Definition 1.12 Let F be a fusion system over a discrete p—toral group S. A
transporter system associated to F is a category 7 such that

(i) Ob(T) <€ Ob(F);

(i) for all P € Ob(T), Auty(P) is an artinian locally finite group;

together with a couple of functors

& o
Tonr)(S) — T — F,
satisfying the following axioms:

(A1) Ob(T) is closed under F—conjugacy and overgroups. Also, ¢ is the identity on
objects and p is inclusion on objects.

(A2) Foreach P € Ob(T7), let
E(P) = Ker(Auty(P) — Autr(P)).

Then, for each P, P’ € Ob(7T), E(P) acts freely on Mory(P, P’) by right
composition, and pp, ps is the orbit map for this action. Also, E(P’) acts freely
on Mor7(P, P’) by left composition.

(B) Foreach P, P € Ob(T), ep,p: Ns(P, P") — Morr(P, P’) is injective, and
the composite pp proep pr sends g € Ng(P, P’) to ¢, € Homz(P, P’).
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(C) Forall ¢ € Mory(P, P’) and all g € P, the following diagram commutes in 7 :

P——pP
9P,P(g)l LSP/,P/(P(‘P)(g))
P

_>P/

@
(D) Autr(S) has Sylow p-subgroups, and es, 5(S) € Syl, (Auty(S)).
(I Let ¢ €Isor (P, P'),and P << R<S, P’ << R’ < such that

goepp(R)op ! <ep p/(R)).

Then, there is some ¢ € Mor7 (R, R’) such that goep g(1) = ep/ g/(1) 0 g,
that is, the following diagram is commutative in 7 :

pP—— P

EP,R(I)l laP’,R/(l)
R

— R
&

(IIl) Let P; < P, < --- be an increasing sequence of subgroups in Ob(7), and
P =J;2; Pu. Suppose in addition that there exists ¥, € Mory(Py,, S) such
that

Vn = Ynt1 OEP,, Pyt (1)
for all n. Then, there exists ¥ € Mor7 (P, S) such that ¥, = oep, p(1) for
all n.

Given a transporter system 7, the classifying space of T is the space BT o 1T

Note that, in axiom (III), P is an object in Ob(7), since Ob(7T) is closed under
JF—conjugacy and overgroups. As in [19], the axioms are labelled to show their relation
with the axioms for linking and fusion systems respectively. Note that, whenever S is
a finite p—group, the above definition agrees with that in [19].

Proposition 1.13 Let G = (S, F, L) be a p—local compact group. Then, L is a
transporter system associated to F .

Proof The usual projection functor p: £ — F in the definition of a linking system
plays also the role of the projection functor in the definition of transporter system. Also,
in Lemma 1.11 we have defined a functor &: Top(z)(S) — L. It remains to check that
L satisfies the axioms in Definition 1.12.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 12 (2012)



878 Alex Gongzdlez

(A1) This follows from axiom (A) on L.

(A2) By axiom (A) on L, we know that, for all P, P’ € L, E(P) = Z(P) acts
freely on Mor. (P, P’) and that pp, p- is the orbit map of this action. Thus, we have to
check that E(P’) = Z(P’) acts freely on Mor. (P, P’). Suppose ¢ € Mor(P, P’) and
x € E(P’) are such that e pr(x)o@ = ¢. Then, x centralizes p(¢)(P), so x = p(¢)(y)
for some y € Z(P), since P is F—centric. Hence, ¢ = §p/(x)op = ¢ odp(y) by
axiom (C) for linking systems, and thus by axiom (A) we deduce that y =1, x =1
and the action is free.

(B) By construction of the functor &, we know that ep p: Ng(P,P’)—> Mor (P, P’)
is injective for all P, P’ € L. Thus, we have to check that the composite pp proep ps
sends g € Ng(P, P’) to ¢ € Homg(P, P’). Note that the following holds for any
P, P' €L and any x € Ng(P, P'):

tproep pr(x)=¢ep s(l)oep pr(x) =es(x)oeps(l) =6s(x)oLp

and hence so does the following on F:

incl3, opp,pr(ep,p (X)) = pp.s(tpr o ep,p/(x)) = pp.s(Es(x) 0 1p) = cx.
(C) This follows from axiom (C) for linking systems.

(I) The group Aut,(S) has Sylow subgroups by [7, Lemma 8.1], since §(S') is normal
in it and has finite index prime to p. This also proves that 5(.S) is a Sylow p-subgroup.

() Letgelsos(P, P'), P<1R, P’ <1 R besuchthat poep p(R)op~! <eps p/(R).
We want to see that there exists ¢ € Morz (R, R’) such that poep g(1) =ep/ g/(1)og.
Since P’ is F—centric, it is fully F—centralized. Then, we may apply axiom (II)
for fusion systems to the morphism f = p(¢), that is, f extends to some ]7 €
Homz(Ny, S), where

Ny ={g € Ns(P)| feg f~' € Auts (P},

and clearly R < Ny. Hence, f~ restricts to a morphism in Homz(R, S). Furthermore,
f(R) < R’ since f conjugates Autg(P) into Autg/(P’).

Now, (tpr,gr 0 @) € Morz (P, R’) is a lifting in £ for inclﬁi of € Homz(P, R’), and
we can fix a lifting ¥ € Morz(R, R’) for f~ . Thus, by Lemma 1.10(i) there exists
a unique 7 € Morz(P, R), a lifting of inclfg, such that tp/ g o9 = ¥ o7. Since
o) = incl§ = p(tp,r), by axiom (A) it follows that there exists some z € Z(P) such
that T=tp podp(z) = Sr(p(tp,R)(2)) 0 Lp g, Where the second equality holds by
axiom (C). Hence tp/, g o9 = (Y o Sr(p(tp,R)(2))) 0 tp,R-
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(III) Let Py < P, <--- be an increasing sequence of objects in £, P = UP,, and
@n € Morz(Py, S) satisfying ¢, = ¢p410tp, p,,, forall n. We want to see that
there exists some ¢ € Morz (P, S) such that ¢, =@ oip, p forall n.

Set fn = p(¢p) for all n. Then, by hypothesis, f, = fr+1 oinclllz’:”rl for all . Now, it
is clear that { f;,} forms a nonempty inverse system, and there exists f € Homz(P, S)
such that f, = f|p, for all n (the existence follows from [21, Proposition 1.1.4], and
the fact that f is a morphism in F follows from axiom (III) for fusion systems).

Consider now the following commutative diagram (in F):

P
ny jf
P S
R
The same arguments used to prove that axiom (II) for transporter systems holds
on L above apply now to show that there exists a unique ¢ € Morg (P, S) such that
@1 =@otp,, p. Combining this equality with ¢1 =¢0tp, p, and Lemma 1.10(iv) (mor-
phisms in £ are epimorphisms in the categorical sense), it follows that ¢, =@ oip, p.
Proceeding by induction it now follows that ¢ satisfies the desired condition. a

Finally we state [19, Proposition 3.6], deeply related to [3, Theorem A]. These two
results are only suspected to hold in the compact case, but yet no proof has been
published. Before stating the result, we introduce some notation. For a finite group G,
the subgroup O,(G) < G is the maximal normal p—subgroup of G.

Definition 1.14 Let F be a fusion system over a finite p—group S, and let H S Ob(F)
be a subset of objects. Then, we say that F is ‘H—generated if every morphism in F
is a composite of restrictions of morphisms in F between subgroups in H, and we say
that F is H—saturated if the saturation axioms hold for all subgroups in the set H.

Proposition 1.15 [19, Proposition 3.6] Let F be a fusion system over a finite p—
group S (not necessarily saturated), and let T be a transporter system associated to F .
Then, F is Ob(T)—saturated. If F is also Ob(T")—generated, and if Ob(T) 2 Ob(F°),
then F is saturated. More generally, F is saturated if it is Ob(7T") —generated, and every
JF —centric subgroup P < S not in Ob(T) is F —conjugate to some P’ such that

Outs(P') N O,(Out(P")) # {1}.
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1.3 Unstable Adams operations on p-local compact groups

To conclude this section, we introduce unstable Adams operations for p—local compact
groups and their main properties. Basically, we summarize the work of F Junod, R Levi
and A Libman [15] in order to give the proper definition of such operations and the
main properties that we will use in later sections.

Let (S, F) be a saturated fusion system over a discrete p—toral group, and let : S — S
be a fusion preserving automorphism (that is, for each f € Mor(F), the composition
B0 fo8~! € Mor(F)). The automorphism & naturally induces a functor on F, which
we denote by 0y, by setting 0x(P) = O(P) on objects and Ox(f) =60 f o6~ ! on
morphisms.

Definition 1.16 Let G = (S, F, £) be a p-local compact group and let { be a p-adic
unit. An unstable Adams operation on G of degree ( is a pair (y, ¥), where ¥ is a
fusion preserving automorphism of .S, ¥ is an automorphism of £, and such that

(1) ¢ restricts to the { power map on 7" and induces the identity on S/ T ;
(ii) for any P € Ob(L), W(P) =y (P);
(ili) poW = Y4 0 p, where p: L — F is the projection functor;
(iv) foreach P, Q € Ob(L) and all g € Ng(P, Q),

V(Sp,0(g)) = by (P),y(0)(¥V(2)).

In particular, W is an isotypical automorphism of £ in the sense of [7].

For a p—local compact group G, let Ad(G) be the group of unstable Adams operations
on G, with group operation the composition and the identity functor as its unit. Also,
for a positive integer m, let [, (p) < (ZS)X denote the subgroup of all p—adic units ¢
of the form 1+ p™Z7.

Next, we state the existence of unstable Adams operations for all p—local compact
groups. The following result corresponds to the second part of [15, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 1.17 Let G be a p—local compact group. Then, for any sufficiently large
positive integer m there exists a group homomorphism

1 a: I (p) — Ad(9)
such that for each ¢ € Ty, (p), @ () = (¥, ¥) has degree ¢.
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The following result, stated as [15, Corollary 4.2], will be repeatedly used in the
forthcoming section.

Proposition 1.18 Let G be a p—local compact group, and let P € Ob(L) and M C
Mor(L) be finite subsets. Then, for any sufficiently large positive integer m, and for
each ¢ € I'y,(p), the group homomorphism « from (1) satisfies «({)(P) = P and
a(8) (@) =¢ forall P € P and all p € M.

Remark 1.19 Let (¥, V) be an unstable Adams operation on a p—local compact
group G. By point (iv) in Definition 1.16, Yo dg = §o: S — Auts(S), and hence
the automorphism v is completely determined by W. Thus, for the rest of this paper
we will make no mention of ¥ (unless necessary) and refer to the unstable Adams
operation (v, ¥) just by W.

2 Families of operations and invariance

Let G be a p-local compact group, and let ¥ be an unstable Adams operation on G.
The degree of W will not be relevant in any of the constructions introduced in this
section, and thus we will make no reference to it.

Let SY < S be the subgroup of fixed elements of S under the fusion preserving
automorphism ¥: S — S, that is,

SY={xeS|y) =x}
and more generally, for a subgroup P < S, let P¥ = PN SY.

Remark 2.1 The action of W on the fusion system F is somehow too crude to allow
us to see any structure on the fixed points, since for each H < SV,

Autr(H)Y € {f € Autr(H) | Y« (f) = [} = Autz(H).

We look then for fixed points in L.

Lemma 2.2 Let ¢p: P — Q be a V—invariant morphism in L. Then, p(¢) restricts to
amorphism f: PY — QY in the fusion system F.

Proof This follows by axiom (C) for linking systems, applied to each §(x) € §(P¥) <
Aut,(P), since then both §(x) and ¢ are W—invariant morphisms in L. a
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The above Lemma justifies then defining the fixed points subcategory of L as the
subcategory £¥ with object set Ob(LY) = {P € Ob(L) | ¥(P) = P} and with
morphism sets

Mor (P, Q) = {9 € Morc(P. Q) | ¥(¢) = ¢}.

We can also define the fixed points subcategory of F as the subcategory F¥ with
object set the set of subgroups of S'¥, and such that

Mor(F¥) = ({p(¢) | ¢ € Mor(L¥)}).

The category FY¥ is, by definition, a fusion system over the finite p—group S¥, but
the category £¥ is far from being a transporter system associated to it.

Remark 2.3 This way of considering fixed points has many disadvantages. For in-
stance, there is no control on the morphism sets Hom rw (P, Q), since given a subgroup
H < SY there might be several subgroups P € Ob(£Y) such that PNSY = H. It
becomes then rather difficult to check any of the saturation axioms on F¥. Another
issue is the absence of an obvious candidate of a transporter system associated to F¥ .

To avoid the problems listed in Remark 2.3, we can try different strategies. For instance,
instead of considering a single operation W acting on G, we can consider a (suitable)
family of operations {¥;};en on G. This will be specially useful when proving that
certain properties hold after suitably increasing the power of W. The situation is
improved when we restrict our attention to the full subcategory £* € L, since, by [15],
unstable Adams operations are completely determined by its action on £°. We can also
restrict the morphism sets that we consider as fixed by imposing stronger invariance
conditions.

2.1 A family of operations

Starting from the unstable Adams operation ¥, we consider an specific family of
operations which will satisfy our purposes. Set first ¥y = W, and let ¥; 1 = (¥;)?,
that is, the operation W; iterated p times. Consider the resulting family {W;};en fixed
for the rest of this section, and note that, if an object or a morphism in L is fixed by ¥;
for some i, then it is fixed by W; forall j >1i.

Remark 2.4 By [15, Corollary 4.2], we may assume there exist a subset H C Ob(E')
of representatives of the S —conjugacy classes in £® and a set M= Up. ren M P,R>
where M P,R S Isos (P, R) is a set of representatives of the elements in Rep (P, R),
and such that
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(i) W(P)= P forall PeP;
(i) W(p)=¢ forall ¢ € M.

Let us also fix some notation. For each i, set

S v eS| W(x) =,

and more generally, for each subgroup R < §, set R; = RN S;. In particular, the
notation 7; means the subgroup of 7" (the maximal torus) of fixed elements under W;
rather than the subgroup of 7 of exponent p’. There will not be place for confusion
about such notation in this paper.

Lemma 2.5 Foreachi, T; = T;+1,and hence T = |J;en T -
As a consequence, we deduce the following.
Proposition 2.6 The following holds in L.

(i) Let P € Ob(L). Then, there exists some Mp such that, foralli > Mp, P is
\U; —invariant.

(i) Let ¢ € Mor(L). Then, there exists some M, such that, forall i > M, ¢ is
\U; —invariant.

Next we provide a tool to detect W;—invariant morphisms in £°®. Note that, for any
morphism ¢ € Mor(L), the following holds by [7, Proposition 3.3].

Uilp)=¢ = VYi(p®) =9¢".

Our statement is proved by comparing morphisms in £*® to the representatives fixed
in M, which we know to be W;—invariant (for all i) a priori.

Lemma 2.7 Let P, R be representatives fixed in Remark 2.4, and let Q € PS and
Q' € RS . Then, a morphism ¢’ € Isoz(Q, Q') is W, —invariant if and only if for all
a € Ng(P, Q) there exist b € Ng(R, Q') and a morphism ¢ € Mp g such that

(i) ¢’ =8(b)opoda);
(i) 8(b~"-Wi(h))op=goda" Wi(a)).

Proof Note that condition (ii) above is equivalent to

(i) 8(Wi(b)-b~ N og =¢ 08(Wi(a)-a™t).
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Suppose first that ¢’ is W; —invariant. Choose x € NS(P Q) and y € Ng(R, Q’), and
set ¢ =8(y~1)o¢’ 08(x). Then, there exist ¢ € MP R such that [p(¢)] = [p(¢)] €
Rep (P, R) and z € R such that ¢ =4(z) 0 ¢.

Let then a = x € Ng(P, Q) and b = y-z~! € Ng(R, Q). This way, condition (i) is
satisfied, and we have to check that condition (ii) is also satisfied. Since both ¢ and ¢’
are W;—invariant, we may apply W; to (i) to get the equality

S(byogpoda™) =¢' = Wi(¢) = 8(Wi(b)) opod(Wi(a)™"),

which is clearly equivalent to condition (ii) since morphisms in £ are epimorphisms in
the categorical sense.

Suppose now that condition (i) and (ii) are satisfied for certain a, b and ¢. Write
¢ =8(b~1) o¢’ 08(a) and apply ¥; to this equality. Since ¢ is W;—invariant, we get

§(Wi(b)™) 0 Wi(¢") 08(Wi(a)) = 8(b™") 09" 0 5(a).

Thus, after reordering the terms in this equation and using condition (ii’) above, we
obtain

Wi(¢') 0 8(Wi(a)-a™") = ¢ 0 8(Wi(a)-a™"),
which implies that W;(¢’) = ¢’ since morphisms in £ are epimorphisms in the cate-
gorical sense. a

2.2 A stronger invariance condition

Given an arbitrary W;—invariant object P in L®, there is no way a priori of relating P;
to P, not to say of comparing Cs(P;) or Ng(P;) to Cs(P) or Ng(P) respectively.
This turns out to be crucial if we want to study fixed points on G under the operation ;.
This is the reason why we now introduce a stronger invariance condition for an object
in £® to be W;—invariant. This is a condition on all objects in F°.

Definition 2.8 Let K < .S be a subgroup. We say that a subgroup P € Ob(F*®) is

K —determined if
(PNK)*=P.

For a K —determined subgroup P < .S we call the subgroup P N K the K-root of P.
Our interest lies on the case K = §;, in which case W;—invariance is a consequence.

Lemma 2.9 Let P € Ob(F*®) be an S;—determined subgroup for some i . Then, P is
U; —invariant.
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Proof Note that, if (P;)®* = P, then P = P;-Tp, where Tp is the maximal torus
of P, since P; is a finite subgroup of P. Thus, by applying ¥; to P, we get

Vi(P)=V;(P;-Tp) = P;i-Tp = P,
since W;(x) = x for all x € P; and V;(Tp) = Tp by definition of ¥;. |

We prove now that actually S;—determined subgroups exist (for i big enough).

Lemma 2.10 Let P € Ob(F*). Then, there exists some Mp > 0 such that, for all
i > Mp, P is S;—determined.

Proof Let Tp be the maximal torus of P, and note that P = U P;. Thus, there exists
some M such that, for all i > M, R; contains representatives of all the elements of
the finite group R/ Tg.

Since P® = P and Autz(T) is a finite group, it follows then that there must exist
some Mp > M such that, forall i > Mp, (P;)®* = P. O

We can then assume that all the objects fixed in Remark 2.4 are S;—determined for
all i, since there are only finitely many of them in the set .

One must be careful at this point. Given P, R S;—determined subgroups, if P; and R;
are F—conjugate, then the properties of (_)® imply that so are P and R, but the
converse is not so straightforward.

Lemma 2.11 There exists some M; > 0 such that, for all P € H and all i > M, if
0 € PS is S;—determined then Q; is S —conjugate to P;.

Proof Since H contains finitely many S —conjugacy classes of subgroups and each
S —conjugacy class contains finitely many 7 —conjugacy classes of subgroups, it is
enough to prove the statement for a single 7' —conjugacy class, say PT .

Given such subgroup P,let 1 = P/(PNT)<S/T, and let P <S be the pullback of
S — S§/T < . Then, for any Q € PT, the following clearly holds: QNT = PNT,
0/(ONT)=P/(PNT)and Q < P.

For any section o: 7 — P of the projection P>, let Qg =(PNT)- (o(m)) =< P.
Given a random section o, the subgroup Q4 will not in general be in the 7"—conjugacy
class of P, but it is clear that for every Q € PT there exists some o such that O = Q.

Now, up to T —conjugacy, the set of sections o: 7 — P is in one to one correspondence
with the cohomology group H!(r; T'), which is easily proved to be finite by an standard
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transfer argument. Thus, we can fix representatives oy, ..., 0; of T'—conjugacy classes
of sections such that Qs; € PT forall j. For each such section, let H; =(oj(m)) < P.
It is clear then that there exists some M p such that, forall i > Mp, Hy,..., H; < S;
and Qg,, ..., Qg are all S;—determined.

Letnow Q € PT be S;—determined. In particular, this means that there exists a section
o: 7 — PNS; such that 0O = Q¢ . Such a section is 7'—conjugate to some o; in
the list of representatives previously fixed, namely there exists some 7 € T such that
0 = ¢, 00;. Note that this implies that H &ef (o(m)) € HjT, and hence Q € ng . To
finish the proof, note that Q; = (PN T;)- Hy and (Qy; )i = (PN T;)- Hj, and clearly
t € T conjugates (Qy;)i to Q;. a

We now prove some properties of S; —determined subgroups.

Proposition 2.12 There exists some M, > 0 such that, for all i > M,, if P is
S; —determined, then
Cs(Pi) = Cs(P).

Proof Let X be a set of representatives of the S—conjugacy classes in Ob(F*®), and
note that this is a finite set by [7, Lemma 3.2(a)].

For any P € X, consider the set {Tg | R € PS} of maximal tori of subgroups
in PS. This is a finite set, since, for any two R, Q € PS and any f €Isor(R, Q)
the isomorphism f|r,: T — T has to be the restriction of an automorphism of
Autr(T), by [7, Lemma 2.4(b)], and Autxz(7) is a finite group. It is clear then that
there exists some Mp such that, for all i > Mp and all R € PS,

Cs((Tr)i) = Cs(TR).

Letnow i > Mp and let R € PS be S;—determined. We can then write R = R; - TR
and R; = R; - (TR)i, and it follows that

Cs(R) = Cs(Ri) N Cs(TR) = Cs(Ri) N Cs((TR)i) = Cs(Ri).
The proof is finished by taking M, = max{Mp | P € X}. i
The following result is an easy calculation which is left to the reader.
Lemma 2.13 Let P, Q < S be S;—determined subgroups such that Q; € PI.S . Then,

for all x € Ng(P;, Qi),
x~1 W (x) € Cr(P).
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Since, forany H < K < § we have Cx (H) = KNCg(H), the following are immediate
consequences of Proposition 2.12.

Corollary 2.14 Leti > M, and let P be S;—determined. If Cg(P) = Z(P), then
Cs, (Pi) = Z(P).

Corollary 2.15 There exists some M3 > 0 such that, for all i > M5, if Q is S;—
determined and Cs(Q) z Z(Q), then Cs,(Q;) =z Z(0Q;).

Proof As usual, since Ob(F*®) contains finitely many 7 —conjugacy classes of sub-
groups P such that Cg(P) = Z(P), it is enough to prove the statement for a single
T —conjugacy class of such subgroups.

Fix such a subgroup P. We can assume that the statement holds for P, and let
z € Cg(P)\ Z(P) be such that z € Cg,;(P;) \ Z(P;) (such an element exists by
Proposition 2.12). Let now Q € PT be S;—determined, and let x € Ng(P;, O;)
(such an element exists by Lemma 2.11). Let also z/ = xzx~! € Cs(Q)\ Z(Q). If
Cr(P) < (Z(P)NT),then, by Lemma 2.11,

(7T (x) = (TN () - 2,
which implies that W;(z") =z’ € Cs,(Q;) \ Z(Q;) by Lemma 2.7. In this case, let
Mp = M, as in Proposition 2.12.

On the other hand, if Z(P)NT = Cr(P), then we can take the element z above to be
in Cr(P)\(Z(P)NT). Itis clear then that there exists some Mp such that, for all
i>Mp,zeCr,(P)\(Z(P)NT;),in which case z’ =z € Cr;,(Q)\ (Z(Q)N Ty).
The proof is finished then by taking M3 to be the maximum of the Mp among a finite
set of representatives. a

We can also relate the normalizer of P; to the normalizer of P.
Proposition 2.16 There exists some My > 0 such that, for all i > My, if P is
S; —determined, then

Ns(Pi) = Ns(P).

This is not obvious at all, since the properties of (_)® only tell us that, for x € Ng(P;),
there exists a unique f € Autr(P) extending the isomorphism ¢y € Autr(P;).

Proof Again, it is enough to check the statement for a single S'—conjugacy class of
objects in F°. Let then P be a representative of such an S'—conjugacy class, and
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consider the set {Tg | R € PS} (which is a finite set, as we have shown in the proof
for Proposition 2.12).

It follows then that there exists some My such that, for all i > M, and all R € PS, if
g € Ng((TR)i) then g € Ng(Tg). The proof is finished since, for R € PS which is
S;—determined (i > My), there is an equality R = R; - Tg. a

3 Strongly fixed points

Using the notion of S;—determined subgroups we introduce the strongly fixed points
of G under the action of W;, and prove their main properties. In particular this section
contains the proof of Theorem A.

For each i, consider the sets

o def

H; = {R € Ob(L®) | R is S;-determined},

(2) def
H; = {Ri =RNS; | REH;},

and note that the functor (_)*® gives a one-to-one correspondence between these two
sets. Let also H; be the closure of H; by overgroups in S;. Finally, for each pair
P, R € H;, consider the sets

Morz,;(P, R) = {¢ € Morz(P, R) | Ui(p) = ¢},
Hompg (P, R) = {p(¢) | ¢ € Mor,;(P, R)}.

Recall from Lemma 2.2 that, given a W; —invariant morphism ¢: P — R in L, the
homomorphism f = p(¢) restricts to a homomorphism f;: P; — R;. Thus, we can
consider, for each pair P;, R; € H;, the set

A(P;, R;) ={ fi =resp (f) | f € Homz,;(P. R)} € Homz(P;. R;).
Again, the functor (_)* provides a bijection from the above set to Homz ; (P, R).
Definition 3.1 For each i, the i —th strongly fixed points fusion system is the fusion
system JF; over S; whose morphisms are compositions of restrictions of morphisms in
{A(Pi, Ri) | Pi, R € Hi}.
The category JF; is indeed a fusion system over S;, as well as a fusion subsystem of F.

Let L7 be the category with object set #; and whose morphism sets are spanned by the
sets Morz,; (P, R), after identifying the sets H; and H; via (_)*. The category L7
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is well-defined since, in fact, it can be thought as a subcategory of L, although its
actual definition will make more sense for the purposes of this paper.

We want now to close L7 by overgroups, and one has to be careful at this step. Let
H, K € 7’-[\,- be arbitrary subgroups, and let P, R € ’H: be such that H < P, K < R.
We say then that a morphism ¢ € Morg ; (P, R) restricts to a morphism ¢: H — K
if /= p(¢): P — R restricts to a homomorphism f|g: H — K in F. We need a
technical lemma before we define the closure of L7 by overgroups.

Lemma 3.2 For any subgroup H < S;, the subgroup H® < S is S;—determined. If,
in addition, H € H;, then H® is F —centric.

Proof To show that H® is S;—determined, we have to prove that (H* N S;)® = H®.
Since H < H*N.S; < H*®, the equality follows by applying (_)*® to these inequalities.
The centricity of H®* when H € 7/{\,- follows by definition of the set 7/{\,- and by [7,
Proposition 2.7]. |

As a consequence of this result, for any H € H; , the subgroup (H®* N S;) € H;.

Definition 3.3 For each i, the i —th strongly fixed points transporter system is the
category L; with object set H; and with morphism sets

Morg; (H, K) = {¢ € Mor. ;(H®, K*®) | ¢ restricts to a morphism ¢: H — K}.
Finally, the i —th strongly fixed points system is the triple G; = (S;, Fi, Li).
The composition rule in £; is induced by the composition rule in £, and hence is

well-defined. £; is called a transporter system since we will prove in this section that
it actually has such structure.

3.1 Properties of the strongly fixed points subsystems

We now study the properties of each of the triples G; defined above. At some point this
will require increasing the degree of the initial operation W again, and also fix some
more objects and morphisms in £, apart from those already fixed in Remark 2.4. First,
we describe some basic properties of the triples G;, most of which are inherited from
the properties of L.

Lemma 3.4 Forall i and for all P;, R; € H;, there are equalities
(i) A(Pi, R;) =Homg, (P;, R;);

(i) Morg,;(P, R) = Morg, (P;, R;).
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Proof By definition of F; and L;, it is enough to show only point (ii). The proof is
done then by induction on the order of the subgroups P;, R; € H;.

First, we consider the case P; = R; = S;. This case is obvious since in H; the
subgroup S; has no overgroups. Consider now a pair P;, R; = S;. There is an obvious
inclusion Morg ; (P, R) € Morg; (P;, R;) by definition of £;. On the other hand, any
morphism in Morg, (P;, R;) is acomposition of restrictions of W; —invariant morphisms
in £, by the induction hypothesis, and hence we have the equality. |

The category L; also has associated a functor (_)7, induced by the original (_)*
in L. Next we describe this functor in £; and its main properties, most of which are
identical to those of (_)®. Define first (_)? on an object H; € Ob(L;) as

o def

(Hi)i = (Hz). nsS;i.

Recall that Morg; (H;, K;) = {@ € Mor.,;(H?, K?) | w restricts to w: H; — K;}, by

1
definition. Thus, on a morphism ¢ € Morg, (H;, K;), (_); is defined as the unique

@ € Morg; (H? NS, K7 N S;) which restricts to ¢: H; — K;. Note that in particular
(_)7 is the identity on #; by construction.

Proposition 3.5 The following holds for (_); .
(i) Forall H; <S;, (Hi)})! = (H)}.
(1) If H; < K; <Sj, then (H,)l. < (K,)l.
(iii) Every morphism ¢ € Morg, (H;, K;) extends to a unique morphism (¢)? €
Mor, ((H;)7, (Ki)7)

In particular, (_)7 is a functor from L; to L7 which is left adjoint to the inclusion
[,;? CL;.
Proof (i) Let H; <S;be any subgroup. By Lemma 3.2, Hdéf(H,-)° is S;—determined,

and hence

o def

() . _ns;
s s = (HNS) =H—> 5%

(H;) = ((H););.

(i) This property follows from [7, Lemma 3.2 (c)].

(iii) Both the existence and uniqueness of (¢);7 hold by definition of £;.

It follows now that (_)7 is a functor, and by Lemma 3.2, it sends objects and morphisms
in £; to objects and morphisms in £7. The adjointness property holds since the
restriction map

Mo, (H;)}, Pi) —> Moty (H;, P;)
is a bijection for all H; € 7/-[\,- and all P; € H;. O

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 12 (2012)



Unstable Adams operations acting on p—local compact groups and fixed points 891

Corollary 3.6 The inclusion L7 C L; induces a homotopy equivalence

1L~ 1Lil.

Proof It is a consequence of [20, Corollary 1], since the inclusion £7 C £; has a right
adjoint by Proposition 3.5. a

Theorem 3.7 There exists some My > 0 such that, for all i > My, L; is a transporter
system associated to JF; .

Proof Clearly, each £; is a nonempty finite category with Ob(L;) € Ob(F;). The
first step to prove the statement is to define the pair of functors &;: Top(z;)(Si) — Li
and p;: L£; — F;, but actually these two functors are naturally induced by £. Indeed,
the functor &: Top(z)(S) — L restricts to a functor &; as above. With respect to the
functor p;, the projection functor p: £ — F naturally induces a functor

pii Li = Fi

by the rule p;(p: H — H') = resg(p(w)) for each morphism ¢ € Mor, (H, H')
(Lemma 2.2).

We next proceed to prove that all the axioms for transporter systems in Definition 1.12
are satisfied (after considering a suitable power of W). Note first that using the
functor (_)?, it is enough to prove the axioms on the subset H; C Ob(L;). Recall by
Proposition 1.13 that £ satisfies the axioms of a transporter system.

Axioms (Al), (A2), (B) and (C) hold by definition of G; and by the same axioms
on L. Next we show that axiom (I) holds. By Lemma 3.4, there is an equality
Autz, (S;) =Morg,; (S, S) < Autz(S). Furthermore, by definition of all these groups,
and because we have fixed representatives of the elements of Outz(S) in M , there is
a group extension

1 — (ei)s;,s;(Si) = Autg, (S;) — Outz(S) — 1.

Thus, since {1} € Syl,(Outz(S)), the axiom follows. There is no need of checking
that axiom (II) of transporter systems holds in this case, since £; is a finite category.

Axiom (IT) will be proved by steps, since we need to discard finitely many of the first
operations in {W¥;}. We recall here its statement.

D) Let ¢ € ISOL[(PI,Q) P; < P < S; and Q; < Q, < S, be such that
@o e,(P,) op~l < 8,(Q ). Then, there is some ¢ € Morg; (P,, Q ) such that

poegi(l)=¢i(1)og.
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The proof of axiom (II) is then organized as follows. First, we fix a finite list of
representatives of all possible such extensions in £ (up to conjugacy by an element
in .S'). In the second step we prove the axiom for the representatives fixed in the set
of Remark 2.4, and finally in the third step we prove the general case.

Step 1 We find representatives of the extensions.

Let P;,Q; € H;, Pi < P;, 0; < Q,- and ¢ € Morg, (Pi, Q;) as in the statement
of axiom (II). By definition of £; and H;, it is equivalent to consider in L the
correspondlng situation: ¢: P — Q such that (pog(P)o<p I< s(Q) where P = (P;)°®,
0=(Qi )*, P (P,)' and Q = (Q )®. Note that, by Lemma 3.2, the subgroups
P, Q, P and Q are S;—determined. We have then translated a situation in £; to a
situation in £. We will keep this notation for the rest of the proof.

Note first that if P € Ob(L), then the quotient Ng(P)/ P is finite. Indeed, Cg(P) =
Z(P), so it follows that Ng(P)/P = (Ns(P)/Z(P))/(P/Z(P)) = Outg(P) <
Outz(P), and this group is finite by axiom (I) for saturated fusion systems (or by [7,
Proposition 2.3]).

As a consequence, if we fix P, Q € Ob(£) and a morphism ¢ € Morg(P, Q), then,
up to conjugacy by elements in S, there are only finitely many morphisms @: P — Q
such that P << P, Q < Q and ¢ extends ¢.

Consider then the sets / and M fixed in Remark 2.4. For each morphism ¢: P — Q
fixed in M, we can fix representatives (up to S—conjugacy) of all possible extensions
@: P — Q. Let M be s set of all such representatives:

d £
={3: P—>0l|peM.
It is clear then that there exists some My such that, for all i > My, the following

holds:

(i) each extension ¢ in the above set is W;—invariant;
(ii) for each such @, the source subgroup, P, is Sj—determined;

(iii) each Pis S; —conjugate to the corresponding representative of PS fixedin H.

Step 2 Both P and Q are in the set H fixed in Remark 2.4.

In this case, there are ¢’ € M and x € Q such that ¢ = §(x) o ¢’. Furthermore, since
both ¢ and ¢’ are W;—invariant, so is 8(x) and hence x € Q;. Let then ¢’ € M be
the extension of ¢’ which sends Ptox- Q x~ ", and let

§=38(x)0@".
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It follows then that @: P Q is an extension of ¢, which in addition is W;—invariant
since both §(x) and @’ are. We just have to consider the corresponding morphism
in £; to prove that axiom (II) holds in this case, since P and Q are S;—determined.

Step 3 One (or possibly both) of the subgroups P, Q is not in H.

Since ¢ is W;—invariant, it follows from Lemma 2.7 that there exist subgroups
R, R' € 1, amorphism ¢’ € Mg g/, and elements a € Ng(R, P) and b € Ng(R’, Q)
such that

(i) ¢=38(b)og o8(a™);
(i) SO~ -Wi(b))og =¢ 08(a™" - Wi(a)).

Letthen R=a"'-P-aand R'=b"'-0-b, and let §': R — R’ be the extension
of ¢’ fixed in M. Let also

T 5(b)od 0@ Y): P— 0.

Since ¢ is W¥;—invariant, and by [7, Lemma 4.3], it follows then that ¢ is also
W; —invariant. Since P, Q are S;—determined, the proof is finished by considering
then the morphism induced in £; by ¢. a

By Corollary 3.6, the following statement is still true after replacing Ob(L;) by the
subset H;.

Corollary 3.8 Foreachi > My, F; is Ob(L;)—generated and Ob(L;)—saturated.

Proof The Ob(L;)-generation of F; follows by definition of G;, and the Ob(L;)—
saturation of F; follows directly by [19, Proposition 3.6]. a

Next we describe an interesting property of the family {G; } . Recall that, by Corollary 3.6,
each inclusion £7 C £; induces a homotopy equivalence |L7| 2~ |£;|, and the striking

point is that for each i there is also a faithful functor ©;: L7 — L7 1 defined by
o 0; o
L; Livi
3) Pi———— (P)*NSiy1 = Piyy
@ ®.

It is easy to check that this is a well-defined functor: since P; € H; is the (unique)
S;—root of the S;—determined subgroup P € Ob(L®), it follows by construction

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 12 (2012)



894 Alex Gongzdlez

that P;; is an element of the set H;1, and by definition of £; and L£; 1, there is a
natural inclusion of sets

Morg, (Pi, Ri) S Morg,  (Piy1, Qit1)
for all P;, Q; € H;, which is a group monomorphism whenever P; = Q;. It follows
then that ®; is faithful for all 7.
Note that in general the functor ®; does not induce a commutative square

0;
Li —= Liy

Pil X lpi—H

Fi —= Fi+1-

incl;

For instance, whenever S has positive rank, we have p;+1(®;(S;)) = (S;))* N S;j+1 =
Si+1 = Si =incl(p(S;)). This is not a great inconvenience, as we prove below. Let
]:Z.Hi C F; be the full subcategory with object set H;, and let 6;: .7-"1.7{" — Fit1 bethe
functor induced by ©; .

Proposition 3.9 For all i, there is a natural transformation t; between the functors
incl; and 6;.

Proof Set 7;(P;) = [incl;(P;) = P; — P;j+1 = (P;)* N S;] for each P; € H;, and set

incl;

P; Py
fil () |
R; Ri+q

incl;
for each (fi: Pi — R;) € Mor(F]"), where fi4; = resly +)1 ((f})*). This is well-
defined since S;—roots are unique, and because of the properties of (_)*. In particular,

it follows from [7, Proposition 3.3] that the above square is always commutative, and
hence t; is a natural transformation. m|

This way, we have a sequence of maps

®;_1] 19;] [©;+1]
e L] | = L] —— 1L}
|Li—1] |Li] |Liy1]

and we can ask about the homotopy colimit of this sequence. Let I be the poset of
the natural numbers with inclusion, and let ®: I — Top be the functor defined by
O@)=I|L7| and OF — i +1) = [0;].
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Theorem 3.10 There is a homotopy equivalence

(hocolim_, ; @);,\ ~ BG.
Proof The statement follows since, as categories, £* = | J;en £7 - |
We finally study the elements of a set #; as objects in F; for j >i.
Proposition 3.11 Let P; € H;. Then, the following holds:
(i) P; is F;—centric.
(i) P; is Fj—quasicentric forall j > i.
(iii)) P; is F—quasicentric.

Proof Property (i) is a consequence of Proposition 2.12. Properties (ii) and (iii) are
consequence of the Proposition below. a

Proposition 3.12 Let P < S be F —quasicentric and S; —determined for some i .

(i) P; is F—quasicentric.

(i) P; is Fj—quasicentric forall j > i.

Proof The proof is done in steps.
Stepl Let H € Pif and Q = (H)®. Then there are equalities
Cs(H) = Cs(Q).

Indeed, for P; the equality holds by Proposition 2.12, since P is S;—determined. Also,
since P is S;—determined, we can write

P=P;-Tp and P; = P;i-(Tp);.

Let now H € P{", Q = (H)*, and let f € Isor(P;, H). Using the infinitely
p—divisibility property of Tp, we can write then Q = f(P;)-Tg = H-Tg and
H=f(P)- f((Tp)i) = H-(Tg);. Thus,

Cs(H) =Cs(H)NCs((Tg)i) = Cs(H) N Cs(Tg) = Cs(Q).

where the second equality holds by (the proof of) Proposition 2.12, since we had
previously fixed representatives of all the S—conjugacy classes in P7 in Remark 2.4.

Step 2 For each H € Pl.f , H is F—quasicentric.
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Let Cx(H) be the centralizer fusion system of H, and note that, in particular, Cr(H)
is a fusion system over Cg(H) = Cs(Q). Let also f: R — R’ be a morphism
in Cr(H). By definition of Cr(H), there is a morphism f: R-H— R -Hin
Cr(H) which extends f and such that it restricts to the identity on H .

By applying (_)*® to ]7 , we obtain a new morphism ( f )® which restrictsto f*: (R)® —
(R’)® and to the identity on (H)® = Q. It follows then that /*® is a morphismin Cx(Q).
On the other hand, there is an obvious inclusion of categories Cr(Q) € Cr(H), which
is in fact an equality by the above. Since Q is F—quasicentric by hypothesis, the proof
of Step 2 is finished.

Step 3 Foreach j >i and each H € Pl.]:j, H is Fj—quasicentric.

This case follows by Step 1, together with the properties of the functor (_)*®, since we
can identify Cr; (H) with a subcategory of Cx(H). a

3.2 Consequences of the existence of approximations by p-local finite
groups

We have skipped in the previous section the issue of the saturation of the fusion
systems JF;. This is a rather difficult question and we want to discuss it apart from the
main results. In this section we will also study some consequences of the case when
the triples G; are p-local finite groups. Examples of this situation will be described in
the following section.

Recall that we have used [19, Proposition 3.6] to prove that for each i the fusion
system JF; is Ob(L;)—generated and Ob(L;)—saturated. Recall also that [19, Proposi-
tion 3.6] gives conditions for the fusion systems F; to be saturated: each J;—centric
subgroup H < S; not in Ob(L;) has to be F;—conjugate to some K < .S; such that

“) Outg, (K) N Op(Outg; (K)) # {1}.

The disadvantage of proving the saturation of /; by means of this result lies obviously
on the difficulty in checking the above condition, but the advantage of proving saturation
using it is also great, since in particular this would mean that all J; —centric F; —radical
subgroups are in Ob(£L;). Indeed, note that if there was some JF;—centric F;-radical
not in Ob(L;), then the category L7 defined in the previous section could not be
extended to a whole centric linking system associated to JF; (at least in an obvious
way), and the functors ®; would not be valid any more.

In order to check the condition above, we can consider the following two situations:

(a) H isnotan S;-root, thatis, H = (H)*NS;; or
(b) H isan S;-root, thatis, H = (H)®* N S; but (H)*® is not F—centric.
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The difficult case to study is (b), but we can prove rather easily that condition (4) is
always satisfied in case (a).

Proposition 3.13 Let H < S; be an JF;—centric subgroup not in Ob(L;) and such
that H = (H)®*NS;. Then, H satisfies condition (4).

Proof Let K & (H)*NS; <8;. The functor (_);7 provides a natural inclusion

Autr, (H) < Autr,; (K). Consider also the subgroup A ={cx € Autr, (H)|x e Ng (H)}.
Via the above inclusion of automorphism groups in F;, we can see A as

A = Autg, (H) NInn(K).

Since, by hypothesis, H = K, it follows that H = Nk (H), and hence Inn(H) = 4,
since H is Jj—centric by hypothesis.

The group Autr, (H), seen as a subgroup of Autz, (K), normalizes Inn(K), and thus
A < Autr; (H) and

{1} # A/ Inn(H) < O,(Outr, (H)).

Also, by definition of A4, there is an inclusion 4/ Inn(H) < Outg, (/) and this finishes
the proof. a

It is still an open question whether condition (4) is satisfied in case (b) in general.

Definition 3.14 Let G be a p—local compact group, and let ¥ be an unstable Adams
operation acting on G. We say that W approximates G by p-local finite groups it
there exists some My, such that, for all i > My,, condition (4) holds for all H €
Ob(F;)\ Ob(L;). We also say then that W induces an approximation of G by p—local
finite groups.

Corollary 3.15 Let G be a p—local compact group such that Cs(P) Z Z(P) for all
P € Ob(F*)\ Ob(L®). Then, any unstable Adams operation ¥ induces an approxima-
tion of G by p-local finite groups.

3.3 The Stable Elements Theorem

When the p-local compact group G is approximated by p-local finite groups, we can
prove a Stable Elements Theorem ([5, Theorem 5.8] for p—local finite groups) for G.
Such result holds, for instance, for the examples in the forthcoming section of this

paper.
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Proposition 3.16 Let G be a p—local compact group, and let ¥ be an unstable
Adams operation that approximates G by p—local finite groups. Then, there are natural
isomorphisms

H*(BS;FP);@H*(BS,-;IFP) and H*(BQ;FP);LiLnH*(Bg,-;IFP).

Proof Let X be either BG or BS, and similarly let X; be either BG; or BS;,
depending on which case we want to prove. Consider also the homotopy colimit
spectral sequence for cohomology [2, XII.5.7]:

E} = lim " H° (X;: Fp) = H (X Fp).
We will see that, for r > 1, E ;‘,s = {0}, which, in particular, will imply the statement.

For each s, let HY = H*(X;;IFp), and let F; be the induced morphism in cohomology
(in degree s) by the map |®;|. The cohomology ring H*(X;;F,) is noetherian by
[5, Theorem 5.8], and in particular Hls is a finite [F,—vector space for all s and all 7.
Thus, the inverse system {H;; F;} satisfies the Mittag-Leffler condition [22, 3.5.6],
and hence the higher limits l(i_Il’lr H? vanish for all » > 1. This in turn implies that the
differentials in the above spectral sequence are all trivial, and thus it collapses. a

Theorem 3.17 (Stable Elements Theorem for p-local compact groups) Let G be a
p—local compact group, and suppose that there exists WV, an unstable Adams operation
on G, that approximates G by p—local finite groups. Then, the natural map
H*(BG:F,) —> H*(F) ¥ lim H*(_:Fp) S H*(BS:Fp)
O(F°)

is an isomorphism.

Proof Since each G; is a p—local finite group (for i big enough), we can apply the
Stable Elements Theorem for p-local finite groups [5, Theorem 5.8]: there is a natural
isomorphism

H*(BG;;Fp) — H*(F;) = lim H*(_;F,) S H*(BS;;Fp)
O(Ff)
Thus, by Proposition 3.16, there are natural isomorphisms
* . ~ T * . ~T; * (T C 1 * . ~ I* .
H*(BG: Fp) = lim H*(BG;; Fp) = lim H*(F;) S lim H*(BS;; Fp) = H*(BS; F).

Furthermore, the functor (_)*® induces inclusions O(F7) € O(Ff, ;) in a similar
fashion as it induced the functors ©;, and O(F*¢) = | ;e O(FF), from where it
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follows that

. def .. . . def
lim H*(Fy) € lim lim H*(_:Fp) = lim H*(_:Fp) € HY(F). O

i i OFf) O(F°)

Remark 3.18 A general proof (ie for all p—local compact groups) of the above result
would lead to a proof of [5, Theorem 6.3] in the compact case, just by doing some
minor modifications in the proof for the finite case. This in turn would allow us to
reproduce (most of) the work in [4] for p—local compact groups.

Remark 3.19 Suppose G is approximated by p—local finite groups. Then, using
Proposition 3.11, together with [3, Theorem B], we can define a zigzag

|Li—1] |Li] |Liy1]
I N N
£ ] 1] 1£7 4]

where, for each i, E? is the quasicentric linking system associated to £; defined in [3].
This yields another homotopy colimit, which is easily seen to be equivalent to that in
Theorem 3.10.

4 Examples of approximations by p-local finite groups

We discuss now some examples of p—local compact groups which are approximated
by p-local finite groups. The first example we consider is that of p—local compact
groups of rank 1, which will require rather descriptive arguments. The second example
is that of p—local compact groups induced by the compact Lie groups U(n). In this
case, the particular action of S/ 7T over T will be the key.

4.1 p-local compact groups of rank 1
The main goal of this section then is to prove the following.

Theorem 4.1 Let G be a p—local compact group of rank 1. Then, every unstable
Adams operation ¥ approximates G by p-local finite groups.

To prove this result we will first study some technical properties of rank 1 p-local
compact groups, and then apply these properties to show that condition (4) holds always.
This process will imply again fixing some finite list of objects and morphisms in £ and
increasing the degree of W so that some properties hold. The approach here is rather
exhaustive, and is not appropriate to study a more general situation. All the results
achieved in the previous section are assumed to hold already.
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Remark 4.2 Possibly the main difficulty in this section is the absence of any kind of
classification of rank 1 p-local compact groups which we could use to reduce to a
finite list of cases to study. In this sense, an attempt of a classification was made in [13,
Section 3], but only with partial results which are of no use here. Namely, the author
proved that every rank 1 p-local compact group uniquely determines a connected
rank 1 p-local compact group which is in fact derived from either S!, SO(3) or S3
(the last two only occurring for p = 2), but there is still no reasonable notion equivalent
to the group of components in classical Lie group theory.

Note that the above list of connected p—local compact groups does not contain the
Sullivan spheres. This is because of the notion of connectivity used, which was rather
strict but lead to stronger results, such as [13, Corollary 3.2.5], which cannot be extended
to weaker notions of connectivity.

Roughly speaking, the condition for a morphism (in £) to be W;—invariant is related
to the existence of morphisms (in /) sending elements of 7" to elements outside 7'
(Lemma 2.7). Define then So < S as the minimal strongly F—closed subgroup of S
containing 7. It is clear by definition of Sy that such subgroup (if exists) is unique.

Lemma 4.3 Let G be a p-local compact group. Then, S always exists. Furthermore,
each element x € Sy is F —subconjugate to T'.

Proof To prove the existence of Sy, it is enough to consider the intersection of all
the strongly F—closed subgroups of S containing 7", since the intersection of two
strongly F—closed subgroups is again strongly F—closed.

To prove the second part of the statement, let S) = U Py, where Py =T, and P,
is the subgroup of S generated by P, together with all the elements of S which
are JF—subconjugate to P,. This is clearly an strongly F—closed subgroup, hence
So < S;. On the other hand, if Sy = S, then there exists x € S\ Sp and a morphism
f:{x) = T in F contradicting the fact that Sy is strongly F—closed. a

Next we describe the possible isomorphism types of S in the rank 1 case. The
following criterion will be useful.

Lemma 4.4 Let G be a p—local compact group, and let P < S be F —subconjugate

to T'. Then,

Cp(N)Y ¥ cs(mynP=TnP.

This Lemma can be understood as follows. If x € § is F—conjugate to an element
in 7', then either x is already an element in 7" or x acts nontrivially on 7°.
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Proof Let f: P — T be a morphism in F. We can assume without loss of generality
that P = (x) and that P’ = f(P) is fully F—centralized, since it is a subgroup of 7.
This way we can apply axiom (II) for saturated fusion systems to f to see that it
extends to a morphism fe Homz(Cg(P)- P, S).

Suppose then that x acts trivially on 7". In particular, 7" < Cgs(P), and thus in
particular f restricts to f: T - P — §. The infinitely p-divisibility of 7" and the
hypothesis on f" imply then that /(7)) =T and f(P) <T respectively,so P <T. O

The above result implies that the quotient Sy/ T can be identified with a subgroup of
Aut(T) = GL, (ZS), where r is the rank of 7. When r =1,

Z/2x 7%, p=2,

Au(T) = {Z/(p _h)xZh. p>2.

and we can prove the following.
Lemma 4.5 Let G be arank 1 p-local compact group.

i) If p>2,then Sy =T.
(ii) If p =2, then Sy has the isomorphism type of either T, Dy = ] Dan or
Q200 = Qan.

Proof The case p > 2 is immediate, since Aut(7) does not contain any finite
p—subgroup, and hence S/ 7 has to be trivial. Suppose then the case p = 2. In
this case, Aut(7") contains a finite 2—subgroup isomorphic to Z/2, and hence either
So/T ={1} or So/T =7/2.

If So/T = {1}, then Sg = T and there is nothing to prove. Suppose otherwise that
So/T = 7Z/2. Then Sy fits in an extension 7" — S — Z /2. By [17,1V.4.1; 1, 11.3.8],
the group

H*(Z])2:T% =~ 17/2

classifies all possible extensions 7" — So — So/ 7T up to isomorphism. Here, the
superindex on 7" means that the coefficients are twisted by the action of Z/2 on T .
Thus, up to isomorphism, there are only two possible discrete 2—toral groups of rank 1
with the desired action on 7' and such that So/ 7T =~ Z/2, and the proof is finished
since both Dy and Qjco satisfy these conditions and are nonisomorphic. a

The proof of Theorem 4.1 will be done by cases, depending on the isomorphism type
of § 0-

As when proving that £; is a transporter system associated to JF; (Theorem 3.7),
proving Theorem 4.1 will require fixing some finite list of objects and morphisms in F
and considering operations W; of degree high enough.

Algebraic & Geometric Topology, Volume 12 (2012)



902 Alex Gongzdlez

Remark 4.6 More specifically, we fix
(i) aset P’ of representatives of the S—conjugacy classes of non—JF —centric objects
in F*;
(ii) for each pair H, K € P’ such that K is fully F—normalized, a set M HEK S
Homr(H, K) of the classes in Repr(H, K);

(iii) for each f € Mg g above, an “Alperin-like” decomposition (Theorem 1.7)

LA, L, 21, L 51,

o SN TN ~

R Ry—+—Ry_
0 f £ 2 k—1

where Ro = H, Ry = K, Lj is F—centric F-radical and fully F—normalized
for j=1,...,k,and

SR = Jio fk—10-+0 f20 f1;

(iv) for each y; above, a lifting ¢; in L.

Ri

This is clearly a finite list, and hence by Proposition 1.18, there exists some My, > 0
such that, for all i > My, all the subgroups in P’ are S;—determined and all the
morphisms ¢; are morphisms in £;.

Lemmad4.7 Let H € P’ be S —centric, and let K € P’NH” be any non—S —centric ob-
ject. Then, the set Homz(H, K) contains an element [, together with a decomposition
as (5), such that forall j =1,...,k,

Si(Cr(Rj—1) =T.

Proof Suppose first that So = T'. Since in this case T is strongly F—closed, the
condition holds by axiom (C) for linking systems. Also if Sg &= QO it is easy to see
that 77 < T (the order 2 subgroup of 7') is strongly F—closed (in fact it is F—centra),
and either C7(R) = T or C7(R) = T;. In both cases then the statement follows
easily by axiom (C) of linking systems and the properties of 7" and 77 .

We are thus left to consider the case Sy = Do . Note that in this case every element in
the quotient S /Sy acts trivially on 7". Also, Z(S)NT = Ty, but now this subgroup
is not strongly F—closed, and the subgroups 7, n > 2, are all weakly F—closed (this
holds since the only elements of Sy of order 2" are all in T').

Set for simplicity L = L;, ¢ = ¢; and f = f;j. If Cr(L) = T, for some n > 2,
then the condition above holds directly by axiom (C) for linking systems, since 7} is
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weakly F—closed. We can assume thus that C7(L) = 7. Even more, if LN Sy =T,
then the condition above still holds since Sy is strongly F—closed.

By inspection of Sy, this leaves only one case to deal with

Lo LNSy=(x.T))=R;_1NSo=R;jNSg=Z/2xZL/2
for some element x which has order 2. If we set #, for a generator of 7, < T, then
it is also easy to check that #, normalizes L, and in fact, since L/Lg acts trivially
on T, it also normalizes L, R;_1 and R;.

Setalso #; for the generator of 77 . The automorphism group of L is isomorphic to X3,
generated by c¢;, together with an automorphism f of order 3 which sends #; to x
and x to xt;. Note that the assumption that Sy = Dy implies that Autr(Lg) = X5.
For the purposes of the proof we can now assume that f* restricts to fj.

Letthen @ = f~'ocs, 0 f7hoc ! Ttis easy to see that o induces the identity on
L/Ly, and by inspecting the automorphism group of L it follows that w|r, = fo.

Consider now f’ = ™' o f. By definition, f’ induces the same automorphism on
L/Lg as f, and the identity on L. To show that we can replace f by f’ we have
to show that the image of Rj_; by f and f’ are the same:

—1
f f ‘i s ¢
Rj_ R; R, 2R, R; —2~Rj,

where R} = f(Rj) is normalized by t, by the above arguments. a

We can assume then that, for each pair H, K € P’ (with Cs(K) > Z(K)) the set Mg g
fixed in Remark 4.6 contains at least a morphism f satisfying Lemma 4.7 above.

Proof (of Theorem 4.1). Recall that, after Theorem 3.7 and by [19, Proposition
3.6], we only have to prove that there exists some My, such that, for all i > My,,
condition (4) holds for all H € Ob(F;)\Ob(L;). Actually we will prove the following:

* there exists some My, such that, for all i > My,, Ob(Ff) = Ob(L;).
Using the functor (_)?, it is enough to prove that there exists such My such that,
for all S;—determined subgroups R, R; is F;—centric if and only if R is F —centric.

Recall that Corollary 2.14 proves the “if”” implication in the above claim. Furthermore,
Corollary 2.15 says that if R is not S—centric, then R; is not S;—centric.

The rest of the proof is then devoted to show that if R; < .S; is an S;—root such that
R = (R;)*® is S—centric but not F—centric, then R; is not F;—centric. We can also
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assume that R; is maximal in the sense that if Q; < S; is such that R; = Q;, then
either Q; is JF;—centric or it is not an .S;—root.

Let H € RS be the representative of this S —conjugacy class fixed in P’ (Remark 4.6),
and let K € P’ N R be fully F—normalized. Note that both H; and K; are not
JFi—centric by assumption (Remark 4.6). Let f € My g be asin Lemma 4.7, and let

L 51, L2 1, Ly Ly
/ NS AN e AN
Ro 1 R f Ry == R fi R

be the decomposition (5) fixed in Remark 4.6 for the morphism f, together with the
liftings ¢; € Autg(L;). Let also x € Ng(H;, R;). By Lemma 2.13, V;(x)x e
Cr(R), or, equivalently, o = x ™' ;(x) € Cr(H;) = C7(H).

We can now apply axiom (C) to ¢; and the element 7. By hypothesis (Lemma 4.7),
f1(Cr(H)) < T, so in particular fi(tg) = 71 for some 71 € T'. Letthen t € T be
such that

u =171(),
and let Q1 = tR;t7!, Ly =t""Lit and ¢] = 8(t) o gy 0 8(x~") € Autg(L)). It
follows from Lemma 2.7 that ¢ is W;—invariant, and L' (or a certain proper subgroup)
is F—centric and S;—determined.

Proceeding inductively through the whole sequence f1, ..., fi, we see that F; contains
a morphism sending R; to a subgroup Q; which is not S;—centric, and hence R; is
not J;—centric. O

Remark 4.8 Since p—local compact groups of rank 1 are approximated by p—local
finite groups, we know (Theorem 3.17) that the Stable Elements Theorem hold for all
of them. This result was used in [5] to prove Theorem 6.3, which states that, given a
p-local finite group G, a finite group Q and a homomorphism p: Q — S such that
p(Q) is fully centralized in F, there is a homotopy equivalence

|C£(/0(Q))|p ;) MaP(BQ» Bg)pr
where Cr(p(Q)) is the centralizer linking system defined in [5, Appendix A].

The proof for this result in [S] used an induction step on the order of S and on the “size”
of L. However, since rank 0 p-local compact groups are just p—local finite groups,
we could use the same argument to prove the above statement for p—local compact
groups of rank 1, with some minor modifications. We have skipped it in this paper
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since it is not a general argument (it would only apply to p—local compact groups of
rank 1), and requires a rather long proof.

4.2 The unitary groups U(n)

We prove now that the p—local compact groups induced by the compact Lie groups U(n),
n > 1, are approximated by p—local finite groups. As proved in [7, Theorem 9.10], every
compact Lie group G gives rise to a p—local compact group G such that (B G);,\ ~ BG.

Theorem 4.9 Let G(n) be the p—local compact group induced by the compact Lie
group U(n). Then every unstable Adams operation W approximates G(n) by p—local
finite groups.

The key point in proving this result is the particular isomorphism type of the Sylow
subgroups of U(n). Indeed, the Weyl group W, of a maximal torus of U(n) is
(isomorphic to) the symmetric group on n letters, X,. The action of W, on the
maximal tori of U(n) is easier to understand on the maximal torus of U(n) formed
by the diagonal matrices, T, where it acts by permuting the n nontrivial entries of a
diagonal matrix (see Mimura and Toda [18, Section 1.3] for further details). Furthermore,
the following group extension is split:

T — Ny (T) = Wy.

We fix some notation. Let {# }x>¢ be a basis for Z/p°°, that is, each #; has order k.

This way, the symmetric group X, actson 7' by permuting the superindices. In addition,
if ¥ € Syl,(X,), then § =T x ¥ can be identified with the Sylow p-subgroup of
the p-local compact group G(n).

Lemma 4.10 Let P < S. Then, Cr(P) is a discrete p—subtorus of T .

Proof We proof that every element in Cy(P) is infinitely p—divisible. Let = =
P/(PNT)<X <X, andlet t € Cy(P). Note that this means that xtx~! = ¢ for
all x e P.

In the basis that we have fixed above, t = (14 t,g), oA nt,g:)), where the coefficients A ;
arein (Z/p)™, and, forall o € 7, if 0(j) =/, then A; = A; and k; = k;.

For each orbit of the action of 7 in the set {1,...,n} let j be a representative. Let also
tj = )‘jtlg) be the j—th coordinate of ¢, and let u; be a p—throot of #; in Z/p*°.
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We can consider the element ¢ € T' which, in the coordinate /, has the p—th root u;
which corresponds to the orbit of / in {1,...,n} under the action of 7. This element is
then easily seen to be a p—th root of ¢, as well as invariant under the action of . Thus,
t' € Cr(P), and this proves that every element in Cy (P) is infinitely p—divisible. O

Proof (of Theorem 4.9) We first prove the following statement:

e Let P <S§. There exists some M} > 0 such that, forall i > M}, if R € PS
is S;—determined, then R; is S;—conjugate to P;.

By Lemma 2.13, for all y € Ng(P;, R;) we have y~'W;(y) € Cr(P;). Also, since S
is S;—determined, the subgroup S; contains representatives of all the elements in X,
and hence we can assume that y € T'.

Consider now the map
p*

1

T T

;).

Since T is abelian this is a group homomorphism for all i, and in fact it is epi by
the infinitely p—divisibility property of T'. The kernel of W} is the subgroup of fixed
elements of 7" under W;. Also, this morphism sends each cyclic subgroup of 7" to
itself.

It follows now by Lemma 4.10 that y € Ng(P;, R;) has the form y = t;¢,, where
thel;= Ker(\If;") and t, € Cr(P;), and hence R; is S;—conjugate to P;.

In particular, since F*® contains only finitely many S —conjugacy classes of non—F—
centric objects, and using the above claim, it is clear that there exists some M such
that, for all i > M and each S;—determined subgroup R, R is F—centric if and only
if R; is F;—centric. Hence, by [19, Proposition 3.6], it follows that for i > M the
fusion system F; is saturated. a

The arguments to prove Theorem 4.9 do not apply to any of the other families of compact
connected Lie groups. Note that SO(3) and SU(2) have already been considered in
Section 4.1 (although no explicit mention was made), and they are in fact examples of
the complexity of the other families.
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