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EQUIVARIANT SHEAVES FOR PROFINITE GROUPS

DAVID BARNES AND DANNY SUGRUE

Abstract. We study equivariant sheaves over profinite spaces, where the group is also taken to

be profinite. We resolve a serious deficit in the existing theory by constructing a good notion

of equivariant presheaves, with a suitable equivariant sheafification functor. Using equivariant

sheafification, we develop the general theory of equivariant sheaves of modules over a ring, give

explicit constructions of infinite products and introduce an equivariant analogue of skyscraper

sheaves.

These results underlie recent work by the authors which proves that there is an algebraic

model for rational G-spectra in terms of equivariant sheaves over profinite spaces. That model is

constructed in terms of Weyl-G-sheaves over the space of closed subgroups of G, where the term

Weyl indicates that the stalk over H is H-fixed. In this paper, we prove that Weyl-G-sheaves of

R-modules form an abelian category with enough injectives and is a coreflective subcategory of

equivariant sheaves of R-modules.

We end the paper with a structural result that provides another way to conveniently build

equivariant sheaves from simpler data. We prove that a G-equivariant sheaf over a profinite base

space X is a colimit of equivariant sheaves over finite discrete spaces Xi with actions of finite

groups Gi, where X is the limit of the Xi and G is the limit of the Gi.
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1. Introduction

Sheaves of modules over a ring combine algebra and topology in a manner that has been highly

useful to algebraic topology and algebraic geometry. Adding the action of a topological group

G is a natural step and creates a richer structure. For example, each stalk has an action of the

corresponding stabiliser group (similar to equivariant vector bundles).

The first difficulty in working with equivariant sheaves is the lack of a theory of equivariant

presheaves for infinite topological groups. Both definitions of an equivariant sheaf (Definitions 2.1

and 2.2) use the sheaf space to ensure that the group action is continuous. Since a presheaf does

not have a topological structure, there is no way to incorporate a non-trivial topology on the group.

This is a serious deficit. Without a good theory or presheaves and sheafification in the equivariant

setting, it is hard to replicate many of the standard constructions of sheaf theory (such as infinite

coproducts or push forwards) and it is more difficult to construct examples.

In this paper we focus on the case where the group and base space are profinite. We use

the interaction between these two conditions to give a definition of equivariant presheaves and

equivariant sheafification. We build on this to develop the theory of equivariant sheaves, construct

adjunctions with other categories (each such adjunction gives a class of examples of equivariant

sheaves) and give explicit constructions of infinite products.

Though equivariant sheaves have been studied before, that literature takes a very different di-

rection to our work. For example, in the book of Bernstein and Lunts [BL94], the authors want

to make a derived category of sheaves over a free replacement of the base space. This is far too

restrictive for our purposes. Indeed, SG — the space of closed subgroups of G, under conjugation

by G — is the base space of greatest interest for our applications and will always have fixed points.

A summary of the major results is given in Subsection 1.1. The original motivation for this work

comes from the question of finding algebraic models for rational G-spectra, where G is a profinite

group, see Subsection 1.2 for further details. This paper is a combination of results from the PhD

thesis of the second author (which was produced under supervision of the first) and substantial

further additions.

1.1. Summary of main results. To produce a good notion of G-equivariant presheaves, we re-

place the topological condition that G acts continuously on the sheaf space with a property that

can be expressed (and hence verified) algebraically. The starting point is Proposition 3.1. This

proposition states that for a profinite group G, a section of a G-equivariant sheaf over a profinite

base space X can be restricted to an N -equivariant section, for some open subgroup N of G. We

describe this as saying that “every section is locally sub-equivariant” and have the following useful

rephrasing.

Corollary A (Corollary 3.2). Let F be a G-equivariant sheaf of sets over a profinite G-space X.

For U a compact open subset of X, the set of sections F (U) is a discrete stabG(U)-set.

A related result can be found in work of Schneider, see [Sch98, Statement (3)]. The discrete

action encodes the continuity of the stabiliser action on sections. As the following theorem shows,

it is sufficient to ensure that associated sheaf space has a continuous action of a profinite group G.
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As X is profinite, the set B of compact-open sets of X is a basis for the topology on X . Following

Definitions 4.1 and 4.2, let G-PreSheaf(B) be the category of G-equivariant presheaves over B.

Theorem B (Theorems 4.3 and 4.5). There is a notion of an equivariant presheaf and a construc-

tion of equivariant sheafification which is left adjoint to the forgetful functor

ℓ : G-PreSheaf(B)
//
G-Sheaf(X) : forget.oo

The functor forget ◦ ℓ is idempotent, hence the forgetful functor is fully faithful.

For R a ring, these results extend to G-sheaves of (left) R-modules and can be used to show that

we have an abelian category and give explicit constructions of (small) colimits and limits, including

infinite products.

Theorem C (Theorem 5.9 and Proposition 6.7). The category of G-equivariant sheaves of R-

modules over a profinite G-space X is an abelian category with all small limits and colimits.

In Section 7 we use our results on equivariant presheaves to construct the change of base space

adjunction (pull backs and push forwards). The push forward functor allows us to construct an

equivariant version of a skyscraper sheaf in Example 8.4. Such a sheaf has non-zero stalks over

exactly one orbit of the base space X (recall that in equivariant contexts, orbits take the place of

points). This construction is adjoint to the functor which takes a stalk at a point of X . The class

of equivariant skyscrapers are essentially the only example one needs, as the following makes clear.

Theorem D (Theorem 9.2). The injective equivariant skyscraper sheaves provide enough injectives

for the category of G-equivariant sheaves of R-modules over X.

We now apply these results to study Weyl-G-sheaves: the category of G-equivariant sheaves of

R-modules over SG (the space of closed subgroups of G) such that the stalk over K is K-fixed. This

category was central to [BS20]. We show that we can construct a Weyl-G-sheaf from a G-equivariant

sheaf over SG by taking stalk-wise fixed points.

Theorem E (Lemma 10.11 and Theorem 10.13). There is an adjunction

inc : Weyl-G-sheafR(SG)
//
G-SheafR(SG) : Weyl .oo

The functor inc ◦ Weyl is idempotent, hence the inclusion functor is fully faithful.

The category of Weyl-G-sheaves of R-modules is an abelian category with all small colimits and

limits. Limits are constructed by taking the limit of the underlying diagram in G-SheafR(SG) and

applying the functor Weyl.

In Section 11 we produce another method to construct G-equivariant sheaves over a profinite

space X . The idea is to combine a compatible sequence of equivariant sheaves over finite discrete

spaces. See Theorem 11.6 for the general case and Corollary 11.8 for this result applied to the case of

Weyl-G-sheaves. This method, alongside equivariant sheafification, shows how we can conveniently

build equivariant sheaves from simple algebraic information, see Examples 10.4, 10.5 and 11.9.

We end the paper with two Appendices recapping the definitions and basic results of profinite

groups, profinite spaces and sheaves.
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1.2. Motivation. Profinite groups are a commonly encountered class of compact topological groups,

appearing most often as Galois groups or when one has a diagram of finite groups. As a first exam-

ple, the Morava stabilizer group Sn from chromatic homotopy theory is profinite. Secondly, number

theory makes substantial use of profinite groups, as seen in Bley and Boltje [BB04]. Thirdly, the

étale fundamental groups of algebraic geometry are profinite. This ubiquity drives our interest in

rational G-spectra for profinite G.

Sheaves over profinite spaces occur in questions of algebraic models beyond the case of profinite

groups. Indeed, Greenlees’ conjectured [Gre] that for any compact Lie group G there exists an

algebraic model for rational G-spectra built in terms of sheaves over SG, the space of subgroups

of G. The quotient space under the conjugation action, SG/G is a profinite space by Lewis et

al. [LMSM86, Lemma V.2.8]. It follows that a good theory of G-sheaves over SG and the related

category of sheaves over SG/G for G a compact Lie group will be needed. By developing the theory

for profinite G, the current paper provides a guide for the compact Lie case.

In [BS20], the authors construct an equivalence between the category of rational G-Mackey func-

tors and Weyl-G-sheaves. This required the definition of equivariant presheaves and skyscrapers.

In [Sug19] and [BS22], this equivalence is used to prove the main theorem of this line of work:

a classification of rational G-spectra in terms of rational Weyl-G-sheaves. Such a classification

is known as an algebraic model for rational G-spectra. For an introduction to algebraic models

see [BK22] by the first author and Kędziorek. The key points to take away are that an algebraic

model allows one to construct objects and calculate maps in (the homotopy category of) rational

G-spectra using the tools from (homological) algebra while avoiding the complexity of working in

a topological setting.

2. Equivariant sheaves

In this section we introduce the category of G-equivariant sheaves of sets. See Appendix B for

a recap of sheaves and choice of terminology. There are several equivalent definitions, we start by

giving a version from Bernstein and Lunts [BL94] in terms of pullback sheaves, see Definition B.12.

See also Scheiderer [Sch94, Chapter 8].

Let G be a topological group and X a topological space with a left G-action. We name several

maps relating to this action

G×G×X

e0 ++
e1 //

e2
44
G×X

d0 &&

d1

88 X
s0oo

e0(g, h, x) = (h, g−1x) d0(g, x) = g−1x

e1(g, h, x) = (gh, x) d1(g, x) = x

e2(g, h, x) = (g, x) s0(x) = (e, x)

Definition 2.1. A G-equivariant sheaf of sets over X is a sheaf of sets F over X together with an

isomorphism

ρ : d∗1(F ) −→ d∗0(F )
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such that the cocycle condition and the identity condition hold:

e∗1ρ = e∗0ρ ◦ e
∗
2ρ s∗0ρ = IdF .

A morphism f : F → F ′ of G-equivariant sheaves of sets over X is a map f of sheaves of sets such

that the following square commutes.

d∗1(F )

ρ

��

d∗

1
(f)

// d∗1(F
′)

ρ′

��
d∗0(F )

d∗

0
(f)

// d∗0(F
′)

We write G-Sheaf(X) for this category and often shorten the name G-equivariant sheaf to G-sheaf.

For each pair (g, x) ∈ G×X , we can calculate the values on the stalks (Definition B.1)

d∗1(F )(g,x) = {(g, x, f) | f ∈ Fx} ∼= Fx and d∗0(F )(g,x) =
{

(g, x, f) | f ∈ Fg−1x

}

∼= Fg−1x.

It follows that ρ induces isomorphisms on stalks

ρ(g,x) : Fx
∼= d∗1(F )(g,x) −→ d∗0(F )(g,x)

∼= Fg−1x.

Taking the inverse gives maps g : Fx −→ Fgx for any g and x. The cocycle and identity conditions

imply that these maps are compatible under composition, so that

Fx
g

−→ Fgx
g′

−→ Fg′gx

is the same as the map g′g and e acts as the identity. Consequently, Fx has an action of stabG(x).

There is a second definition of G-equivariant sheaves, which is more focused on the local home-

omorphism definition of a sheaf.

Definition 2.2. A G-equivariant sheaf of sets over a topological space X is a G-equivariant local

homeomorphism p : E −→ X of topological spaces with continuous G-actions.

We will write this as either the pair (E, p) or simply as E. A map f : (E, p) −→ (E′, p′) of

G-equivariant sheaves of sets over X is a G-equivariant map f : E → E′ such that p′f = p.

These two definitions of sheaves give equivalent categories. Just as one eventually ceases to

distinguish between sheaves and sheaf spaces, one may freely use either definition of an equivariant

sheaf.

Theorem 2.3. The category of equivariant sheaves of Definition 2.1 is equivalent to the category

of equivariant sheaves of Definition 2.2.

Proof. A proof in the case of sheaves of Q-modules can be found in work of the second author

[Sug19, Theorem 4.1.5] and Kędziorek [Kęd14, Lemma 7.0.3]. The core of the argument holds in

the case of sheaves of sets. �

As non-equivariantly, we have a notion of sections of a sheaf.
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Definition 2.4. Let p : E → X be a a G-sheaf and U an open subset of X . Define Γ(U,E) to be

the set of (non-equivariant) sections s : U −→ E.

Given s ∈ Γ(U,E) and g ∈ G, define a section of gU

g ∗ s = g ◦ s ◦ g−1 : gU −→ E

which sends v = gu to gs(u) = gs(g−1v).

Let H be a subgroup of G such that U is invariant under the action of a subgroup H (that is,

hU = U for all h ∈ H). We say that s ∈ Γ(U,E) is H-equivariant if h ∗ s = s for all h ∈ H .

Take a section s over U of a G-sheaf p : E → X , then for x ∈ X , g ∈ G

g(sx) = (g ∗ s)gx

which is the key formula for relating the action of G on sections and stalks.

Confirmation that we are correct in taking the sections to be non-equivariant is given by the

following, which follows from the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Corollary 2.5. Given a G-sheaf F as in Definition 2.1 we have a corresponding G-sheaf space E

from Definition 2.2. For U an open subspace of X, there is a canonical bijection

F (U) ∼= Γ(U,E)

and this bijection is natural in inclusions of subsets U → V and isomorphisms g : U → gU .

Lemma 2.6. Given a G-sheaf (E, p) over X and x ∈ X, the stalk Ex is a discrete stabG(x)-set

(in the sense of Definition A.3).

Proof. Given a G-sheaf (E, p) over X and x ∈ X , the stalk Ex is a discrete subspace of E, with a

continuous action of stabG(x). �

Remark 2.7. Let Gδ be the group G, but with the discrete topology. Then a G-space X can be

considered as a Gδ-space via the identity map Gδ → G. An interesting question is how Gδ-sheaves

over X and G-sheaves over X are related. Scheiderer provides an answer in [Sch94, Remark 8.3],

which states that a Gδ-sheaf over a G-space X is a G-sheaf if and only if gsx = sgx for all g in some

neighbourhood of the identity of G.

Example 2.8. If we let X be the trivial one point G-space, then a G-sheaf of sets over X is a

discrete G-set.

Generalising, let X be a discrete G-space, the category of G-sheaf of sets over X is equivalent to

the product category
∏

[x]∈X/G

discrete- stabG(x)-sets.

Definition 2.9. A G-sheaf of sets E over a G-space X is said to be stalk-wise fixed if the action

of stabG(x) on Ex is trivial for each x ∈ X .

The evident example of a stalk-wise fixed sheaf is a constant sheaf. This example also demon-

strates that the G-action on the sheaf space of a stalk-wise fixed sheaf is not trivial in general.
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Example 2.10. Let X be a G-space and A a set (equipped with the discrete topology). The

equivariant constant sheaf at A over X is defined by the projection onto the X factor, which is a

local homeomorphism

p : A×X −→ X.

3. Sections of equivariant sheaves

From this section onwards we will assume that both G and X are profinite. See Appendix A for

a recap of the profinite spaces and groups. This assumption allows us to show that any section of

a G-equivariant is locally sub-equivariant in the sense of the following result. A similar result can

be found in Schneider [Sch98, Statement (3)].

Proposition 3.1. Let F be a G-sheaf of sets over a profinite G-space X and let U be an open subset

of X. Any section of F (U) restricts to an N -equivariant section over an N -invariant domain, for

some open normal subgroup N of G.

Proof. Write p : E −→ X be the sheaf space description of F . Given a section s : U −→ E, we can

find a compact-open subset of the form V contained in U since X has an open-closed basis. By

Lemma A.1, V is N1-invariant for some open normal subgroup N1 of G.

The set s(V ) ⊂ E is compact and open, hence another application of Lemma A.1 gives an open

normal subgroup N2 such that s(V ) is N2-invariant.

Set N = N1 ∩ N2, we claim that s is N -equivariant. As V and s(V ) are invariant under N ,

we have ny ∈ V and ns(y) ∈ s(V ) for all y ∈ V and n ∈ N . Using this and the fact that p is a

G-equivariant injection on V , we have

p ◦ s(ny) = ny p(ns(y)) = np(s(y)) = ny,

and so s(ny) = ns(y) for all y ∈ V and n ∈ N . �

The next result is key to Definition 4.2, which defines equivariant presheaves. That definition

encodes the continuity of the G action on a sheaf space in terms of its actions on sections, as

Theorem 4.5 implies.

Corollary 3.2. Let F be a G-sheaf of sets over a profinite G-space X. For U a compact open

subset of X, the set of sections F (U) is a discrete stabG(U)-set.

Proof. Let E be the sheaf space corresponding to F . Let s ∈ Γ (U,E) = F (U), by Proposition 3.1

there exists an open normal subgroup N such that U is N -invariant and s is N -equivariant. That

is, s is fixed by the action of N and N P stabG(U). As N is open, we see that F (U) = Γ (U,E) is

discrete. �

4. Equivariant presheaves

As we saw, it was uncomplicated to define a G-action on a sheaf space: one simply requires the

group to act on compatibility on the base and total space in a continuous manner. Definition 2.1

defines an equivariant sheaf in terms of an isomorphism between certain pullback sheaves and the

cocycle condition, which implicitly uses the sheaf space of sheaf. It is harder to directly define a

G-equivariant presheaf, as the non-equivariant version has no topology on which the group can act
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continuously. This is a serious deficit. Without a good theory or presheaves and sheafification it is

hard to replicate many of the standard constructions of sheaf theory, such as the infinite coproducts

of Section 6 or the push forwards of Section 7.

For finite groups, there is a long-known description of a equivariant presheaves [Joh02, Example

A2.1.11(c)]. Given a finite group G acting on the topological space X , define the category OG(X)

to have objects the open sets of X with morphisms

OG(X)(U, V ) = {g ∈ G | gU ⊆ V }.

A G-equivariant presheaf is a functor

F : OG(X)op −→ Sets.

We can think of this as a presheaf with additional maps F (U) → F (gU) for each g ∈ G. For a general

topological group G and topological space this definition is insufficient, as it will not distinguish

between G with its given topology and G with the discrete topology. We resolve this issue when

G and X are profinite using Corollary 3.2. We construct a good definition of equivariant presheaf

and an equivariant sheafification functor with properties similar to the non-equivariant case.

A different approach appears in [Sch98]. The idea is to start with Gd-sheaves for Gd the group

G with the discrete topology and define a subsheaf F ′ of a Gd-sheaf F consisting of those sections

which are locally sub-equivariant.

As before, let G be a profinite group and X a profinite G-space. Note that since X is profinite,

the set of all open-compact subsets forms a basis for the topology.

Definition 4.1. For X a profinite G-space with open-closed basis B, the category OG(B) has

objects given by the elements of B and morphisms given by the set

OG(B)(U, V ) = {g ∈ G | gU ⊆ V }.

Any map in OG(B) is a composite of an inclusion map e : U → V and a translation map

g : U → gU . Moreover, these maps commute in the sense that

U
e //

g

��

V

g

��
gU

e
// gV.

The horizontal maps will induce the restriction maps that occur in non-equivariant sheaves.

We now define G-equivariant presheaves in terms of an open-closed basis, the choice of which is

(largely) unimportant by Remark 4.6.

Definition 4.2. For B a open-closed basis of X , a G-equivariant presheaf of sets over B is a functor

F : OG(B)
op −→ Sets

such that the action of OG(B)op(U,U) = stabG(U) on F (U) is continuous, when F (U) is given the

discrete topology and stabG(U) 6 G has the subspace topology.

A map of G-presheaves of sets over B is a natural transformation. We write G-PreSheaf(B) to

denote the category of G-presheaves of sets over B.
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Expanding the definition, F (U) is a a discrete stabG(U)-set under the action

F (g) : F (U) −→ F (U)

for g ∈ stabG(U). For the sake of notational simplicity, we often write

g := F (g−1) : F (U) −→ F (gU)

so that hg is a map from F (U) to F (hgU).

Let U ⊆ V be open sets and g ∈ G. Then for a G-presheaf F , the following diagram commutes

F (V )
F (e) //

g=F (g−1)

��

F (U)

g=F (g−1)

��
F (gV )

F (e)
// F (gU).

We can think of this diagram as saying that the restriction maps are equivariant.

Theorem 4.3. Let B be an open-closed basis of the profinite G-space X and let F be a G-presheaf

of sets over B. Then the sheaf space constructed from F considered as a non-equivariant presheaf

has a canonical G-action.

Proof. We define a topological space E in the same way as the usual sheafification construction.

The underlying set is

E =
∐

x∈X

Fx

with projection map p : E → X sending f ∈ Fx to x. The topology is generated by the sets

B(s, U) = {sx | x ∈ U}

for U ∈ B and s ∈ F (U). The map p is a local homeomorphism.

To define the G-action, take a germ fx ∈ Fx and g ∈ G. Choose a section s ∈ F (U) representing

fx, let g ∗ s ∈ F (gU) denote the image of s under g = F (g−1). We define

g(fx) = (g ∗ s)gx

This action is well-defined as restriction is equivariant and any two sections which represent a germ

agree on some neighbourhood. The action defines a map m : G×E −→ E such that the projection

map is G-equivariant.

It remains to show that the G-action on E is continuous. Let B(s, U) be a basis element, and

(g, ey) ∈ G× E such that

m(g, ey) = sx ∈ B(s, U).

Then we see that gy = x, so y = g−1x. Let t ∈ F (W ) be a representative of ey, then

sx = gey = (g ∗ t)gy = (g ∗ t)x

so there is some compact-open set V ⊆ U ∩ gW where s|V = (g ∗ t)|V = g ∗ (t|g−1V ) in F (V ). Let

s′ = s|V and t′ = t|g−1V , then s′ = g ∗ t′.
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We know that F (V ) is a discrete stabG(V )-set. Hence, there is an open normal subgroup N of

stabG(V ) such that for any n ∈ N , n∗s′ = s′ = g ∗ t′ = ng ∗ t′. By Lemma A.2, the group stabG(V )

is open, hence N is an open subgroup of G and Ng is an open neighbourhood of g in G.

We claim that the open set Ng ×B(t′, g−1V ) ⊆ G× E is sent to B(s, U) by m. We see that

m(ng, t′g−1v) = (ng ∗ t′)nv = (gt′)nv = s′nv = snv

and nv ∈ NV = V ⊆ U , so the claim is true. �

Definition 4.4. Let X be a profinite G-space with open-closed basis B and F a G-presheaf of sets

over B. The G-sheaf constructed in Theorem 4.3 is called the equivariant sheafification of F and

denoted ℓF .

Theorem 4.5. Equivariant sheafification defines a functor

ℓ : G-PreSheaf(B) −→ G-Sheaf(X)

which is left adjoint to the forgetful functor.

The unit of this adjunction gives a canonical map from a G-presheaf to a G-sheaf F → ℓF . The

canonical map ℓF → ℓ2F is an isomorphism. Furthermore, if E is a G-sheaf, a map F → E factors

over F → ℓF .

Proof. Corollary 3.2 implies that the forgetful functor exists. The other statements follow from the

non-equivariant case. �

Remark 4.6. If we are interested in G-sheaves, then we claim that the choice of the basis B is

unimportant. A presheaf over an open-closed basis B defines a presheaf on an open-closed basis

B′ ⊇ B by right Kan extension, as in Lemma B.11. The (equivariant) sheafifications of those

two presheaves agree. Since any two open-closed bases B and B′ can be included into a larger

open-closed basis, the claim is justified.

5. G-sheaves of R-modules

From this section onwards, we will let R denote a fixed ring (with unit). We continue to assume

that G is a profinite group and X is a profinite G-space. We introduce the category of G-sheaves

of R-modules over X . As earlier, we have two equivalent definitions, once these are introduced and

related to G-equivariant presheaves of R-modules, we will verify that the category of G-sheaves of

R-modules is an abelian category.

Definition 5.1. A G-equivariant sheaf of R-modules over X is sheaf of R-modules F over X

together with an isomorphism

ρ : d∗1(F ) −→ d∗0(F )

such that the cocycle condition and the identity condition hold:

e∗1ρ = e∗0ρ ◦ e
∗
2ρ s∗0ρ = IdF .
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A morphism f : F → F ′ of G-sheaves of R-modules over X is a map f of sheaves of R-modules

such that the following square commutes.

d∗1(F )

ρ

��

d∗

1
(f)

// d∗1(F
′)

ρ′

��
d∗0(F )

d∗

0
(f)

// d∗0(F
′)

We write G-SheafR(X) for this category.

Definition 5.2. A G-equivariant sheaf of R-modules over a topological spaceX is a map p : E → X

such that:

(1) p is a G-equivariant map p : E −→ X of spaces with continuous G-actions,

(2) (E, p) is a sheaf space of R-modules,

(3) each map g : p−1(x) −→ p−1(gx) is a map of R-modules for every x ∈ X, g ∈ G.

We will write this as either the pair (E, p) or simply as E. A map f : (E, p) → (E′, p′) of G-sheaves

of R-modules over X is a G-equivariant map f : E → E′ such that p′f = p and fx : Ex → E′
x is a

map of R-modules for each x ∈ X .

Note that Points (1) and (2) give a map of sets for Point (3), but they do not imply that it is a

map of R-modules. This last point is the compatibility between the equivariant structure and the

sheaf structure.

Similar to Theorem 2.3, these two definitions of equivariant sheaves are equivalent. See Sugrue

[Sug19, Theorem 4.1.5] and Kędziorek [Kęd14, Lemma 7.0.3] for the proof.

Theorem 5.3. The definitions of G-sheaves of sets from Definition 5.1 and Definition 5.2 are

equivalent.

The earlier results on G-sheaves of sets hold in this new setting. Lemma 2.6 implies that the

stalk of a G-sheaf F at x ∈ X is a discrete R[stabG(x)]-module. Similarly, the analogue of Corollary

2.5 holds. This corollary implies the existence of a G-equivariant global zero section. That is, for

F a G-sheaf of R-modules over a profinite space X , with sheaf space E, the element 0 ∈ F (X)

must correspond to a continuous G-equivariant section 0: X → E. Proposition 3.1 and Corollary

3.2 imply that any section is locally sub-equivariant and F (U) is a discrete R[stabG(U)]-module

whenever U is a compact and open subset of X .

The definition of a G-presheaf is easily adapted to the case of R-modules.

Definition 5.4. For X a profinite G-space with open-closed basis B, a G-equivariant presheaf of

R-modules over B is a functor

F : OG(B)
op −→ R-mod

such that the action of OG(B)op(U,U) = stabG(U) on F (U) is continuous.

A map of G-presheaf of R-modules over B is a natural transformation.

The analogues of Theorems 4.3 and 4.5 hold in the case of R-modules.
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Example 5.5. As with Examples 2.8 and 2.10, if we let X denote the trivial one point G-space,

then a G-sheaf of R-modules over X is a discrete R[G]-module.

Let M be a discrete R[G]-module (equipped with the discrete topology where needed), then the

constant equivariant constant sheaf at M over X is defined by the projection onto the X factor,

which is a local homeomorphism

p : M ×X −→ X.

The G-action on M ×X is the diagonal action

g(m,x) = (gm, gx)

which is continuous as M is discrete.

As in the non-equivariant setting, the constant sheaf functor is part of an adjunction with the

global sections functor. The simplest proof makes use of our definition of equivariant presheaves.

Lemma 5.6. Let X be a profinite G-space, then the constant sheaf functor Const is left adjoint to

the global sections functor

Const : Rd[G]-mod
//
G-SheafR(X) : Γ(X,−).oo

Proof. By Corollary 3.2, the global sections of an equivariant sheaf are a discrete R[G]-module, so

the right adjoint lands in the desired category.

The adjunction argument is analogous to the non-equivariant case. The constant equivariant

sheaf is the sheafification of the constant equivariant presheaf. The constant equivariant presheaf

functor is left adjoint to the global sections functor. �

Our next task is to show that the category of G-sheaves of R-modules is an abelian category.

We start by defining an abelian group structure on hom(−,−), the set of maps of G-sheaves of

R-modules.

Definition 5.7. Let (E, p) and (F, p′) be two G-sheaves over X . Then we have:

(1) A zero morphism 0: E −→ F , given by the map p : E → X followed by the global zero

section X → F .

(2) If f, f ′ ∈ hom(E,F ) we define f − f ′ to be the morphism where:

f + f ′ : E −→ F

sx 7−→ f(sx)− f ′(sx) ∈ Fx.

Proposition 5.8. Let E and F be G-sheaves of R-modules. If f, f ′ ∈ hom(E,F ) then f − f ′ is an

element of hom(E,F ) and the zero map acts as a unit.

Hence, the category of G-sheaves of R-modules is additive.

Proof. Observe that the map f − f ′ is given by the composition m ◦ (fπf ′) ◦ ι where:

EπE = {(e, e′) ∈ E × E | p(e) = p(e′)}

ι : E −→ EπE, e 7−→ (e, e)

fπf ′ : EπE −→ EπE, (e, e′) 7−→ (f(e), f ′(e′))

m : EπE −→ E, (e, e′) 7−→ e− e′.
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The maps ι and m are continuous, see [Ten75, Section 2.5]. Since fπf ′ is continuous, it follows

that f − f ′ is a continuous map.

We see that f − f ′ is a G-equivariant map of sheaf spaces as

p′((f − f ′)(sx)) = p′(f(sx)− f ′(sx)) = x = p(sx)

g((f − f ′)(sx)) = g(f(sx)− f ′(sx)) = f(g(sx))− f ′(g(sx)) = (f − f ′)(g(sx))

for all g ∈ G. It follows that the zero map is a unit for this addition and hom is bilinear, see also

[Ten75, Section 3.2]. This implies that the category is additive. �

Theorem 5.9. The category of G-sheaves of R-modules over X is an abelian category.

Proof. The category of G-sheaves of R-modules is an additive category via the addition on hom

defined earlier. The constructions of (finite) limits and colimits is given in Constructions 6.2 and

6.3. From that work it is clear that finite product and finite coproducts agree. Moreover, kernels

and cokernels exist. It remains to prove that the category is normal, this follows from Tennison

[Ten75, Theorem 2.4.13]. �

6. Colimits and limits of equivariant sheaves and presheaves

We construct colimits and limits of G-equivariant presheaves of R-modules then apply this to

construct colimits and limits of G-sheaves of R-modules. Point set models for the constructions can

be found in [Sug19, Sections 4.2 and 4.4]. As every limit is an equaliser of products, it suffices to

construct finite limits and infinite products. We do this separately, as infinite products are much

more difficult to construct than finite limits.

To distinguish presheaf products from sheaf products, we use a superscript P and S.

Lemma 6.1. The category of G-presheaves of R-modules has all colimits, given by taking the

termwise colimit. Finite limits are constructed termwise.

If {Fi}i∈I is a set of G-presheaves of sets over B, with I an indexing set, then on U ∈ B
(

∏

i∈I

P
Fi

)

(U) = disc
∏

i∈I

Fi(U)

is the infinite product in the category of G-presheaves of sets.

Proof. The most important case is that of infinite products. Given maps fi : E → Fi ofG-presheaves

of R-modules we have a map of R-modules

f : E(U) −→
∏

i∈I

Fi(U).

By Corollary 3.2, E(U) is a discrete stabG(U)-module, so the image of f must be in the discrete

part of the product giving a map

f ′ : E(U) −→ disc
∏

i∈I

Fi(U).

The monomorphism

disc
∏

i∈I

Fi(U) −→
∏

i∈I

Fi(U)
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implies that composing f ′ with the projection maps recovers the fi. Hence the map f ′ is unique. �

The sheafification functor allow us to construct colimits of diagrams of G-sheaves of R-modules

in terms of the presheaf colimit.

Construction 6.2. Suppose we have a diagram F i of G-sheaves of R-modules (with maps omitted

from the notation). We may construct the colimit F of F i in the category of G-presheaves of

R-modules as earlier.

The sheaf ℓF is the colimit of the diagram F i in the category of G-sheaves of R-modules. As

with the non-equivariant case, the stalks of a colimit are the colimits of the stalks.

Finite limits of sheaves of R-modules over a base space X may be constructed by taking the limit

in the category of sheaves of sets, then using the induced R-action on the stalks. Since the limit is

finite, the stalks of the limit are exactly the limits of the stalks, so this R-action is well-defined. If

Ei is a diagram of sheaves (with maps omitted) and E the limit, then the sheaf space of E is given

by taking the limit of the diagram Ei, in the category of spaces over X . To illustrate, consider the

case of a product of two sheaves of R-modules over X , p : E → X and p′ : E′ → X . The sheaf space

of the product is the pullback diagram given by p and p′, with limit

E ×
X
E′ = {(e, e′) | p(e) = p′(e′)}

whose map to X is given by (e, e′) 7→ p(e) = p′(e′).

Construction 6.3. Finite limits of G-sheaves of R-modules can be constructed following a similar

process to the non-equivariant case, but now the sheaf space of the limit is constructed in the

category of G-spaces over X .

Equally, we can use Definition 5.1 as our starting point. Since the pullback functor of Definition

B.12 preserves finite limits, a finite limit of G-sheaves of R-modules is given by taking the limit

of sheaves of R-modules and equipping it with the canonical G-action coming from moving the

functors d∗0 and d∗1 past the finite limit.

The preceding construction of finite limits does not extend to the infinite case. Instead, we give

an explicit construction of infinite product of G-sheaves of R-modules in Proposition 6.7. A point-

set model can be found in [Sug19, Section 4.4]. That model can be compared with the point-set

construction of finite limits in [Sug19, Subsection 4.2.2], which makes explicit use of the finiteness

assumption. Formally, the existence of infinite products is already known, as the category of G-

sheaves of R-modules is a Grothendieck topos by Giraud’s theorem. See Moerdijk [Moe88] and

[Moe90] for this and related results.

The problem is much easier in the case where G is finite (and hence has the discrete topology).

With this assumption, the construction of infinite products of non-equivariant sheaves can be readily

extended to the G-equivariant case as the continuity of the G-action may be verified by looking at

the map induced by each g ∈ G. In particular, if G is a finite discrete group, then infinite products

of G-sheaves are products taken in the category of non-equivariant sheaves with the additional

structure of a G-action. This does not hold when G is allowed to be infinite as the following

example demonstrates.
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Example 6.4. Let G = Z∧
p be the p-adic integers. The category of G-sheaves of Q-modules over

the one-point space is equivalent to the category of discrete Q[Z∧
p ]-modules. The infinite product

in the category of discrete Q[Z∧
p ]-modules is the discretisation of the infinite product. Hence, this

must be the product in the category of G-sheaves of Q-modules over the one-point space.

The product of non-equivariant sheaves of Q-modules over the one-point space is the product of

the stalks, equipped with the box topology. In this case, the box product is the discrete topology

on the infinite product. The box product is usually not the discretisation of the infinite product.

For example, the discretisation of the Q[Z∧
p ]-module

∏

n>0

Q[Z/pn]

is a proper subset of the product.

Lemma 6.5. Let X be a profinite G-space with open-closed basis B. Let {Fi}i∈I be a set of G-

sheaves of R-modules. The presheaf product F =
∏P

i∈I Fi satisfies the sheaf condition as a functor

F : OG(B)
op −→ R-mod.

Proof. Take an open cover of U ∈ OG(B) by sets Vi ∈ OG(B), with i ∈ I an indexing set. As U is

compact, there is a finite subcover Vi1 , . . . , Vin . Consider the patching and separation conditions

for this subcover. Since the subcover is finite, the limit over j = 1, . . . , n is finite and commutes

with the filtered colimit defining disc. Thus we have isomorphisms

lim
j
F (Vij ) = lim

j
disc

∏

i∈I

Fi(Vij )
∼= disc lim

j

∏

i∈I

Fi(Vij )
∼= disc

∏

i∈I

Fi(U) = F (U).

One can check that this implies the patching and separation conditions for the original cover. �

Remark 6.6. We can apply the sheafification functor to
∏P

i∈I Fi from the preceding lemma. As

the presheaf product is already a sheaf over B, all we are doing is taking a right Kan extension of

this object, extending the domain from OG(B) to OG(X). Hence, the value of ℓ
∏P

i∈I Fi on some

U ∈ B is given by
(

ℓ
∏

i∈I

P
Fi

)

(U) = disc
∏

i∈I

(Fi(U)) .

Proposition 6.7. The infinite product in G-sheaves of R-modules is given by the sheafification

of the underlying product of G-presheaves of R-modules and is independent (up to natural isomor-

phism) of the choice of basis for the category of presheaves.

That is, let {Fi}i∈I be a set of G-sheaves of R-modules and use a superscript P for the presheaf

product and a superscript S for the sheaf product, then

F =
∏

i∈I

S
Fi := ℓ

∏

i∈I

P
Fi

is the product in the category of G-sheaves of R-modules.
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Proof. Choose an open-closed basis B to obtain a suitable category of G-presheaves of R-modules.

Let fi : E −→ Fi be a map of sheaves for each i ∈ I. Then we have a map

f : E −→
∏

i∈I

P
Fi

in the category of G-presheaves of R-modules (over B). Moreover, if we compose f with the

projection from

pi :
∏

i∈I

P
Fi → Fi

we recover the map fi as the presheaf product on U ∈ B is a subset of the product of the Fi(U).

Applying sheafification gives a map

f ′ : E ∼= ℓE −→ ℓ
∏

i∈I

P
Fi = F

post-composing f ′ with ℓpi gives fi.

We must now show that the map f ′ is uniquely determined. By Remark 6.6, the sheafification

functor does not change the value of the presheaf product on open-closed sets in some basis B.

Hence, on these sets the map f ′ : E −→ F is uniquely determined. The value of the sheaves E and

F on any other open set of X is then determined by the sheaf condition using open sets in the basis

B and therefore is also unique up to isomorphism.

By Remark 4.6 we see the construction is (up to natural isomorphism) independent of the choice

of basis B for the category of G-presheaves. �

7. Pull backs and push forwards

Recall the definition of pull backs and push forwards from Appendix B. We prove that these

functors pass to categories of equivariant sheaves of sets. These results can also be extended to

sheaves of R-modules.

Lemma 7.1. Let f : X → Y be an equivariant map of profinite G-spaces, for G be a profinite

group. If E is a G-sheaf space over Y , then the pull back f∗(E)

f∗(E) //

��

E

��
X

f
// Y

is a G-sheaf space over X.

Proof. The space f∗(E) has a G-action and the induced map to X is a G-equivariant local home-

omorphism. �

Arguing from the non-equivariant case, for x ∈ X , there is an isomorphism of stalks

f∗(E)x ∼= Ef(x).

Moreover, if f is open, f∗(E)(U) = E(f(U)).
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Lemma 7.2. Let f : X → Y be an equivariant map of profinite G-spaces, for G be a profinite

group. If F is a G-sheaf of sets over X, then the push forward sheaf f∗(F ) is a G-sheaf of sets

over X.

Proof. By definition, f∗(F ) is the sheafification of the functor

O(Y )op
f−1

−→ O(X)op
F

−→ Sets

and hence is a sheaf of sets over X . We show that on compact-open sets, the group action is

discrete. The results of Section 4 will then imply that f∗(F ) is a G-sheaf of sets over X .

Take K ⊆ Y an open-closed set, which is therefore compact. The set f−1K ⊆ X is also open-

closed and hence compact. Thus, F (f−1K) is a discrete stabG(f
−1K)-set by Corollary 3.2. As f

is G-equivariant, stabG(K) ⊆ stabG(f
−1K), so the stabG(K)-action on f∗(F )(K) = F (f−1K) is

also discrete. �

Proposition 7.3. Let f : X → Y be a G-equivariant map of profinite G-spaces, for G a profinite

group. The functors f∗ and f∗ form an adjunction

f∗ : G-Sheaf(Y )
//
G-Sheaf(X) : f∗.oo

Proof. Write the left action maps of G as g : X → X and g : Y → Y , using context to distinguish

them. These maps are homeomorphisms, hence g∗ = g∗.

Let E be a G-sheaf of sets over X . Then the G-action on E defines, and is defined by, maps

E → g∗E = g∗E. Similarly, for F a G-sheaf of sets over Y , the G-action on F defines, and is

defined by, maps F → g∗F = g∗F .

Assume that we have a G-map of G-sheaves F −→ f∗E. Then we have a commutative square

as below-left, with its adjoint square below-right.

F

��

// f∗E

��

f∗F

��

// E

��
g∗F // g∗f∗E = f∗g∗E g∗f∗F = f∗g∗F // g∗E

Since the right hand square above commutes for each g ∈ G, the map f∗F −→ E is a G-map as

well. The converse is similar. �

Remark 7.4. As with Definition B.14, when f : X → Y is the inclusion of a G-subspace, we call

f∗F the restriction. Similarly, we call f∗ extension by zero when f : X → Y is the inclusion of

closed G-subspace X . In this case, the stalks of f∗F are zero outside X and f∗f∗F is isomorphic

to F .

8. Equivariant skyscraper sheaves

In this section we construct an equivariant analogue of a skyscraper sheaf – a sheaf with only one

non-zero stalk. When working with G-sheaves over a profinite G-space X , we see that if a stalk is

non-zero at x, it must be non-zero at all points of the form gx, for g ∈ G. This is an instance of how

in equivariant settings, one should consider G-orbits in the place of points. We conclude that an

equivariant skyscraper should be a sheaf which is non-zero on precisely one orbit. We work towards
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this definition, starting by studying sheaves on transitive G-spaces (that is, spaces homeomorphic to

a homogeneous space, G/H). As previously, the group G will be profinite throughout this section.

Example 8.1. Let H be a closed subgroup of G and M a discrete R[H ]-module. Then the map

G×H M −→ G/H, [g,m] 7→ gH

defines a G-sheaf of R-modules over G/H . To see that it is a local homeomorphism, choose [e,m]

in G ×H M . Then as M is a discrete H-module, there is some open normal subgroup of H which

fixes m. Without loss of generality, we may take that subgroup to be of the form N ∩H for N an

open normal subgroup of G. We want to find an open set containing [e,m] which is homeomorphic

to some open subset of G/H .

Let q : G ×M → G ×H M be the quotient map. Consider a basic open subset of the domain,

K × {l} (K an open subgroup of G, l ∈M). Since

q−1q(K × {l}) = K × (K ∩H){l}

is also an open set of G ×M , we see that q is an open map. It follows that q(N ×m) is an open

set of G×H M .

We now claim that q(N ×m) is an open set upon which p induces a homeomorphism to the open

set NH/H ⊂ G/H . That this restriction of p is a bijection can be checked directly, indeed the

domain is homeomorphic to N/N ∩H . As the sets are all compact and Hausdorff, this restriction

of p is a homeomorphism as claimed.

As with equivariant vector bundles, requiring that the base space be transitive is a very strong

restriction, as the following lemma makes clear.

Lemma 8.2. For H a closed subgroup of G, there is an equivalence of categories between G-sheaves

of R-modules over G/H and discrete R[H ]-modules. This equivalence is realised by the adjunction

G×H (−) : Rd[H ]-mod
//
G-SheafR(G/H) : (−)eHoo

where G×H − sends a discrete R[H ]-module M to the sheaf G×H M −→ G/H of Example 8.1.

Proof. Let M be a discrete R[H ]-module and E a G-sheaf of R-modules over G/H . Consider a map

of sheaves f : G×H M −→ E. As a map of G-spaces, f is uniquely determined by its restriction to

(G ×H M)eH ∼= M . Since f is also a map over G/H , it follows that the image of this restriction

must be in EeH ⊆ E. Thus, f is uniquely determined by the map

feH : M −→ EeH

and we have shown that the adjunction exists. The unit is the isomorphism

M → (G×H M)eH .

The counit is the map G ×H EeH → E, which is an isomorphism on the stalk at eH . As the base

space G/H is transitive, the counit is an isomorphism on all stalks and [Ten75, Theorem 3.4.10]

implies that the counit is an isomorphism of sheaves. �

We can relate this example and lemma to general sheaves by fixing a specific point x in the base

space and considering the orbit O = Gx of x.
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Lemma 8.3. Let O = Gx be the orbit of a point x in a G-space X and E be a G-sheaf of R-modules

over X. There is a natural isomorphism of G-sheaves over O

ψ : G ×
stabG(x)

Ex
∼= E|O .

We combine this result with the extension by zero and restriction functors of Remark 7.4 to

give a functor from discrete R[H ]-modules to G-sheaves over a profinite G-space X . We can use

extension and restriction (rather than the more general push forward or pull back functors) as orbits

are closed.

Example 8.4. Let O = Gx be an orbit of a profinite G-space X , with i : O −→ X the inclusion.

For a discrete R [stabG(x)]-module M there is a sheaf over X

i∗G ×
stabG(x)

M

where i∗ is the extension by zero functor. We call this the equivariant skyscraper of M over O. The

stalk of this sheaf at x is M , the stalks at other points in O are isomorphic to M as R-modules and

the stalks at z /∈ O are zero.

Thus we have a definition of an equivariant generalisation of a skyscraper sheaf. If we think of

this construction as a functor, we find it has a right adjoint given by taking a stalk of the sheaf.

Proposition 8.5. Let O = Gx be an orbit of a profinite G-space X, with i : O −→ X the inclusion.

There is an adjunction

(−)x : G-SheafR(X)
//
Rd[stabG(x)]-mod : i∗G ×

stabG(x)
(−).oo

Proof. Since the restriction functor does not alter stalks, the right adjoint is the composite of the

equivalence of Lemma 8.2 and the restriction functor of Remark 7.4. �

9. Godemont resolutions of equivariant sheaves

A particularly useful property of skyscraper sheaves over a space X is that they contain a set of

enough injectives for the category of (non-equivariant) sheaves over X . Hence, they can be used to

give a canonical injective resolution of a sheaf, often known as the Godemont resolution, see Bredon

[Bre97, pp. 36, 37]. We replicate this for equivariant sheaves. Our aim is to show that equivariant

skyscraper sheaves give enough injectives for G-sheaves of R-modules over X . We first see that the

equivariant skyscraper functor preserves injective objects. We remind the reader that R is a unital

ring, G is a profinite group and X is a profinite G-space.

Proposition 9.1. Let x in X. If A is an injective discrete R[stabG(x)]-module, then the G-sheaf

i∗G ×
stabG(x)

A

is injective in the category of G-sheaves of R-modules over X.

Proof. As the left adjoint of Proposition 8.5 preserves monomorphisms, the right adjoint preserves

injective objects. �
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For any G-sheaf of R-modules we may construct a monomorphism into an injective sheaf. Non-

equivariantly this is usually done by taking a product of skyscraper sheaves indexed over the points

of the base space. Equivariantly, we use equivariant skyscraper sheaves and index over orbits of the

base space.

Theorem 9.2. The injective equivariant skyscraper sheaves provide enough injectives for the cat-

egory of G-sheaves of R-modules over X.

Proof. Let E be a G-sheaf of R-modules over X . For each orbit O of X , pick an element xO ∈ O.

By Lemma 8.3 there is an isomorphism of sheaves over O

G ×
stabG(xO)

ExO
∼= E|O .

For each xO ∈ X , we use Lemma A.8 to obtain a monomorphism into an injective discrete

R[stabG(x)]-module

ExO
−→ IxO

.

By Tennison [Ten75, Theorem 3.3.5], this induces a monomorphism of G-sheaves over O

E|O
∼= G ×

stabG(xO)
ExO

−→ G ×
stabG(xO)

IxO

into an injective G-sheaf over O. By the extension–restriction adjunction, this gives a map of

G-sheaves over X

E −→ i∗G ×
stabG(xO)

IxO
= IO.

This map is induces a monomorphism on stalks at every y ∈ O.

We claim the product of these maps

E −→
∏

O

S
IO

is a monomorphism into an injective sheaf. To see it is a monomorphism we compose with the

projection to IO and check stalkwise for points y ∈ O. By Proposition 9.1, the codomain is

injective, so we have finished our claim and the proof. �

Definition 9.3. If E is a G-sheaf of R-modules over a profinite G-space we define the equivariant

Godement resolution as follows.

Let δ0 : E −→ I0(E) be the monomorphism into an injective sheaf constructed in the proof of

Theorem 9.2 applied to the sheaf E.

0 // E
δ0 // I0(E)

p

��

// I0(Coker δ0) = I1(E) // . . .

Coker δ0

δ1

66
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠
♠

Where δ1 and I1(E) come from Theorem 9.2 applied to the sheaf Coker δ0.



EQUIVARIANT SHEAVES FOR PROFINITE GROUPS 21

As δ1 is a monomorphism, we see that the sequence is exact at I0(E). Inductively, we see that

this is an injective resolution of E. This resolution is particularly sensitive to the stalks at isolated

points and was used in [Sug19, Chapter 7] to give calculations of the injective dimension of the

category of rational G-sheaves over a profinite G-space X . The authors will revisit this point in

[BS22].

10. Weyl sheaves over spaces of subgroups

The second author used the theory of equivariant sheaves to construct an equivalence of categories

between the category of rational G-equivariant Mackey functors with a full subcategory of the

category of G-sheaves of Q-modules. This equivalence requires G to be profinite and can be found

in [Sug19, Chapter 5] and [BS20]. In this section we examine this subcategory, known as the

category of Weyl-G-sheaves. We start by introducing the space of closed subgroups of a profinite

group G, which is the base space used in the equivalence. This section overlaps slightly with [BS20,

Section 2.3], see Appendix A for a brief recap of profinite spaces.

Definition 10.1. For G a profinite group, let SG denote the set of closed subgroups of G. For N

an open normal subgroup of G, we define surjective maps

pN : SG −→ SG/N K 7−→ KN/N.

.

We use the maps pN to put a topology on SG. This gives open sets

p−1
N {KN/N} = O(N,NK) = {L ∈ SG | NL = NK}

for K a closed subgroup of G. These sets form a basis BSG for the topology. Indeed, if N and M

are open normal subgroups and K and L closed subgroups, then

O(N ∩M, (N ∩M)C) ⊆ O(N,NK) ∩O(M,ML)

for any C ∈ O(N,NK) ∩O(M,ML). Moreover, if N 6M , then O(N,NK) ⊆ O(M,MK).

Examples 10.2. The following examples can be found as [GS10a, Proposition 2.5 and Example

3.2] and [GS10b, Page 3]. The space SZ∧
p can be described as the set

P = {0} ∪ {1/n | n ∈ N} ⊂ R.

If p1, . . . , pn are distinct primes then

S

(

n
∏

i=1

Z∧
pi

)

= Pn.

The space of subgroups of (Z∧
p )

×n is the Pełczyński space.

Lemma 10.3. Let G be a profinite group and K a closed subgroup. Then

K =
⋂

N P
open

G

NK and {K} =
⋂

N P
open

G

O(N,NK).
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Proof. The intersection contains K, so assume g ∈ G is in the intersection. For any open normal

subgroup N , we may write g = nk for n ∈ N and k ∈ K. Hence n = gk−1 ∈ N ∩ gK. The sets

N ∩ gK are non-empty and satisfy the finite intersection property for varying N , as N is an open

subgroup. By compactness of G, we have that

∅ 6=
⋂

N P
open

G

N ∩ gK ⊆
⋂

N P
open

G

N = {e}.

Hence, for any N , e ∈ N ∩ gK ⊆ gK for any N . We have shown that g ∈ K.

For the second equality, consider some closed subgroup L such that NL = NK for all N . Then

K =
⋂

N P
open

G

NK =
⋂

N P
open

G

NL = L. �

The space SG has a continuous G-action given by

G× SG −→ SG (g,K) 7−→ gKg−1.

The stabiliser of a closed subgroup K of G in SG is therefore the normaliser of K in G, NGK. We

may also calculate the stabiliser of the basic open sets:

stabG (O(N,NK)) = NG(NK).

Example 10.4. We define a G-equivariant presheaf F of R-modules over BSG by

F (O(N,NK)) = R[G/NK]

with structure maps for inclusion and translation as follows. Since

O(M,ML) ⊂ O(N,NK) ⇐⇒ML 6 NK

the inclusion map i : O(M,ML) ⊂ O(N,NK) defines a projection p : G/ML→ G/NK. We define

the restriction map F (i) to be the transfer map

F (i) : R[G/NK] −→ R[G/ML], xNK 7→
∑

p(yML)=xNK

yML

which sends gNK to the sum of elements in its preimage under p. Given a translation map

g : O(N,NK) → O(N,NgKg−1) we define

F (g) : R[G/NgKg−1] −→ R[G/NK], xNgKg−1 7→ g−1xgNK.

The restriction maps are equivariant in the sense that the maps F (g) and F (i) fit into a com-

mutative square. Moreover, if g ∈ NK, the map F (g) is given by

R[G/NK] −→ R[G/NK], xNK 7→ g−1xNK

and hence is continuous, as the left-multiplication action of NG(NK) on the discrete space G/NK

is continuous. Hence, F defines a G-equivariant presheaf of R-modules as in Definition 5.4.

We can use equivariant sheafification, Theorem 4.5, to construct a G-equivariant sheaf of R-

modules E from F . By Lemma 10.3, the stalk of E at a closed subgroup K of G is

EK = FK = colim
N P

open

G
R[G/NK].
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When R = T ∗, the dual of a profinite ring T , this colimit is the dual of the completed group algebra

JTGK of [RZ00, Section 5.3].

Example 10.5. As a related example, we can define a G-presheaf and G-sheaf by taking

F ′(O(N,NK)) = R[(G/NK)L]

and using the same structure maps. The stalk at K is

F ′
K = colim

N P
open

G
Q[(G/NK)L]

which we claim is zero unless L is conjugate to a subgroup of NK. To prove the claim, assume that

L is not conjugate to a subgroup of K. Then we have an inverse system of finite sets with limit the

empty set

∅ = (G/K)L = lim
N P

open

G
(G/NK)L.

By [RZ00, Proposition 1.1.4] we must have that some (G/NK)L is empty, hence so is (G/MK)L

whenever M 6 N . The claim follows from a cofinality argument.

Definition 10.6. A Weyl-G-sheaf of R-modules E is a G-sheaf of R-modules over SG such that

EK is K-fixed and hence is a discrete R[WG(K)]-module. A map of Weyl-G-sheaves is a map of

G-sheaves of R modules over SG. We write this category as Weyl-G-sheafR(SG), with the inclusion

into G-sheaves of R-modules over SG denoted by inc.

Let F be a G-sheaf of R-modules over SG. A Weyl section of F is a section s : U → F such that

for each K ∈ U , sK is K-fixed.

Example 10.7. The constant sheaf at an R-moduleM is a Weyl-G-sheaf. It should be remembered

that here we are taking an R-module, not an R[G]-module.

Let K be a closed subgroup of G, if A is a K-fixed discrete R[NGK]-module, then the equivariant

skyscraper sheaf

i∗G ×
NGK

A

is a Weyl-G-sheaf of R-modules that we may call a Weyl skyscraper sheaf.

The definitions directly imply that every section of a Weyl-G-sheaf is a Weyl section. Weyl

sections occur quite often in general G-equivariant sheaves. We restate the local sub-equivariance

of sections of sheaves of SG and show that K-fixed germs over K ∈ SG are represented by Weyl

sections. This result and proof also appears as [BS20, Proposition 2.21].

Proposition 10.8. If E is a G-sheaf of R-modules over SG and sK ∈ EK is fixed by K, then

there there is an open normal subgroup N of G such that sK is represented by an NK-equivariant

section:

s : O(N,NK) −→ E.

Corollary 10.9. Let E be a G-sheaf of R-modules over SG. A K-fixed germ in EK can be

represented by a Weyl section.
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Proof. By Proposition 10.8, we have an NK-equivariant representative

s : O(N,NK) −→ E

for a K-fixed germ sK ∈ EK . Let L ∈ O(N,NK), then L 6 NL = NK, so s is L-equivariant. As

L ∈ SG is fixed by the action of L, sL is L-fixed. �

Using these results we can construct a Weyl-G-sheaf from a G-equivariant sheaf of R-modules

over SG.

Construction 10.10. Let E be a G-sheaf of R-modules over SG. We define a Weyl-G-sheaf

Weyl(E). The stalk over K is given by the K-fixed points of EK

Weyl(E)K = EK
K .

We then equip Weyl(E) with the subspace topology. Equally, we define the topology using only

the Weyl sections of E. As every germ of Weyl(E) can be represented by a Weyl section, we have

the local homeomorphism condition.

As we are working with sheaves of R-modules, we note that the stalks of Weyl(E) will be non-

empty, as the zero element is always fixed by the group actions.

Since the image of a K-fixed element of a G-space must be K-fixed, we have the adjunction of

the following lemma. The last statement of the lemma is equivalent to the statement that inc is

fully faithful.

Lemma 10.11. For G a profinite group there is an adjunction

inc : Weyl-G-sheafR(SG)
//
G-SheafR(SG) : Weyl .oo

Moreover, the counit of this adjunction

inc Weyl(E) −→ E

is a monomorphism of G-sheaves of R-modules. and the unit map

F −→ Weyl(incF )

is an isomorphism.

Remark 10.12. As mentioned, earlier work of the authors [BS20] gives an equivalence between

rational G-equivariant Mackey functors and Weyl-G-sheaves of Q-modules

Mackey : Weyl-G-sheafQ(SG)
//
MackeyQ(G) : Sheaf .oo

The functor Mackey can in fact take a G-sheaf of Q-modules over SG as input. By [BS20, Propo-

sition 5.5] the construction

Sheaf ◦Mackey(E)

for E a G-sheaf (not necessarily Weyl) gives Weyl(E).

The construction of a rational Mackey functor Mackey(E) from a G-sheaf E defines

Mackey(E)(H) = E(SH)H .
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If K ∈ SH , then any H-fixed (or equally, H-equivariant) section s ∈ E(SH) is K-equivariant, so

sK is K-fixed. Hence, the construction of a Mackey functor from a G-sheaf only makes use of the

Weyl sections. As a consequence,

Mackey(WeylE) = Mackey(E)

giving a diagram of functors as below.

Weyl-G-sheafQ(SG)
inc //

Mackey

��

G-SheafQ(SG)
Weyl

oo

MackeyrrMackeyQ(G)

Sheaf

OO

Theorem 10.13. The category of Weyl-G-sheaves of R-modules is an abelian category with all

small colimits and limits. Limits are constructed by applying Weyl to the underlying diagram of

G-sheaves of Q-modules over SG.

Proof. Take a colimit diagram of Weyl-G-sheaves of R-modules. Applying inc and taking the colimit

gives a G-sheaf whose stalk at K ∈ SG is the colimit of the stalks of the diagram. It follows that

the stalk at K of the colimit is K-fixed. Hence, the colimit is a Weyl-G-sheaf. Finite limits may

be constructed similarly.

The addition operation for maps of G-sheaves from Definition 5.7 applies equally well to Weyl-

G-sheaves. The global zero section of a G-sheaf is G-equivariant, hence a Weyl-G-sheaf has a global

zero section. This gives a zero map in the set of maps from one Weyl-G-sheaf to another Weyl-

G-sheaf. Arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem 5.9 show that we have an abelian

category.

It remains to construct (small) infinite products. Let Ei be a set of Weyl-G-sheaves of R-modules

and F another Weyl-G-sheaf. Using a superscript S for the sheaf product we have isomorphisms

Weyl-G-sheafR(SG)(F,Weyl
∏S

i
incEi) ∼=G-SheafR(SG)(incF,

∏S

i
incEi)

∼=
∏

i

G-SheafR(SG)(incF, incEi)

∼=
∏

i

Weyl-G-sheafR(SG)(F,Ei)

Hence, the product in the category of Weyl-G-sheaves is given by Weyl
∏S

i incEi. �

When working rationally, Remark 10.12 and [Sug19, Subsection 5.3.3] give another construction

of limits via the category of rational G-Mackey functors. That description has the advantage that

the product of Mackey functors is constructed objectwise.

We can relate the (inc,Weyl)-adjunction to equivariant skyscraper sheaves by the following com-

mutative diagram of adjunctions (which means the diagram of left adjoints commutes up to natural

isomorphism and the diagram of right adjoints commutes up to natural isomorphism).
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Lemma 10.14. For any closed subgroup K of G, there is a commutative diagram of adjunctions

Weyl-G-sheafR(SG)

inc

��

(−)K //
Rd[WGK]-mod

inc

��

i∗G ×
NGK

(−)
oo

G-SheafR(SG)

Weyl

OO

(−)K //
Rd[NGK]-mod.

(−)K

OO

i∗G ×
NGK

(−)
oo

Since the above mentioned stalk functors preserves monomorphisms, the horizontal right adjoints

preserve injective objects. This fact and the evident analogues of Theorem 9.2 and Definition 9.3

(using discrete Q[WGK]-modules in place of discrete Q[NGK]-modules) give the following corollary.

Corollary 10.15. Let K be a closed subgroup of a profinite group G. If A is an injective discrete

Q[WGK]-module, then the Weyl skyscraper sheaf

i∗G ×
NGK

A

is an injective object of Weyl-G-sheaves of R-modules. Hence, the category of Weyl-G-sheaves of

R-modules has enough injectives and the Godement resolution can be used for Weyl-G-sheaves.

11. Sheaves over a diagram of spaces

A profinite space is an inverse limit of finite discrete spaces. It is logical to ask if this structure

can be applied to describe the category of sheaves over a profinite space X in terms of a diagram

of sheaves over the finite spaces from the limit defining X . Working equivariantly for a profinite

group G, we further want a finite group action on each of the finite spaces, with G the limit of

those finite groups. We provide an equivalence between a class of diagrams of equivariant sheaves

and G-sheaves of R-modules over X in Theorem 11.6. Analogous statements and proofs hold for

equivariant sheaves of sets.

The starting point is to extend the notion of push forward and pull back sheaves of Section 7 to

include a change of group. A full treatment of change of group functors would take too long, so we

focus on the case of most interest to the aim of this section.

Lemma 11.1. Let N be an open normal subgroup of a profinite group G and pG : G → G/N the

projection. Let p : X → Y be a surjective map from a profinite G-space X to a G/N space Y such

that pN(g)p(x) = p(gx) for all g ∈ G and x ∈ X.

There is an adjunction

p̄∗ : G/N -SheafR(Y )
//
G-SheafR(X) : p̄∗oo

with the functors explained in the following construction.

Construction 11.2. Let D be a G/N -sheaf of R-modules over Y . Ignoring the group actions,

p∗D is a sheaf of R-modules over X taking values

U 7→ D(pU)



EQUIVARIANT SHEAVES FOR PROFINITE GROUPS 27

for U an open subset of X (as the map p is open). As Y is a G/N -space, D(pU) has an action of

stabG/N (pU). As the map pG sends stabG(U) 6 G to stabG/N (pU), we may let stabG(U) act on

D(pU) via pG. This change of group functor (an instance of inflation) would normally be called

(pG)∗, we omit it from out notation to avoid confusion with the change of base space functors.

With this G-action, we have a G-sheaf over X which we call p̄∗D.

We construct the adjoint to p̄∗. We will use the fact that for any open subset V of Y , N is a

subgroup of the stabiliser of p−1V . Let E be a G-sheaf of R-modules over X , then the functor

V 7→ E(p−1V )N

for V an open subset of Y , defines a G/N sheaf over Y . We denote this sheaf by p̄∗E.

To see that we have an adjunction, one checks the triangle identities. The unit of this adjunction

is the identity map, the counit at an open set U

E(p−1(pU))N −→ E(U)

is given by combining the inclusion of fixed points with the restriction map. That the triangle

identities hold comes from the triangle identity for the inflation-fixed point adjunction and the fact

that p(p−1V ) = V for any open V in Y .

We now turn to the context of interest to us. Fix a cofiltered category I and diagram of finite

discrete groups and surjective group homomorphisms

G• = {Gi, φ
G
ij : Gi → Gj}

over I. Let G be the limit of this diagram, with projection maps pGi , so that φGij ◦ p
G
i = pGj . We let

Ni be the kernel of pGi . Similarly, fix a diagram of finite discrete spaces and surjective maps

X• = {Xi, φij : Xi → Xj}

with projections maps pi such that Xi is a Gi-space and the following diagram commutes.

Gi ×Xi
//

φG
ij×φij

��

Xi

φij

��
Gj ×Xj

// Xj

It follows that G acts on X , the limit of the Xi, and the evident diagram of projection maps and

action maps commutes.

Definition 11.3. A G•-sheaf of R-modules over X• is a Gi-equivariant sheaf Di −→ Xi of R-

modules for each i, with maps of sheaves of R-modules over Xi

αij : (φ̄ij)
∗Dj −→ Di
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for each i → j in I. A map f• : D• −→ D′
• of G•-sheaves of R-modules over X• consists of maps

fi : Di → D′
i of Gi-sheaves of R-modules over Xi that commute with the structure maps

(φ̄ij)
∗Dj

αij //

φ∗

ijfj

��

Di

fi

��
(φ̄ij)

∗D′
j

α′

ij

// D′
i.

We write G•-SheafR(X•) for this category.

Note the contravariance introduced in the definition, the maps of sheaves reverse the maps in

the diagram I. It can be useful to write out how the functor (φ̄ij)∗ acts. For U an open subset of

Xj , the sheaf Di is defined by

(φ̄ij)∗Di(U) = Di(φ
−1
ij U)Nj/Ni .

Moreover, Nj/Ni is a subgroup of G/Ni = Gi which is in the stabiliser of φ−1
ij U .

We can construct a G• sheaf of R-modules over X• from any G-sheaf over X from push forward

sheaves.

Construction 11.4. Let E be a G-sheaf of R-modules over X . For each i we have a push forward

sheaf Ei = (p̄i)∗E over Xi. For i→ j in I, we have an equality

Ej = (p̄j)∗E
=
−→ (φ̄ij)∗(p̄i)∗E = (φ̄ij)∗Ei

of sheaves overXj , using the equality ((−)Ni)Nj/Ni = (−)Nj and composition of the non-equivariant

push forward functors. Taking the adjoint gives a map of sheaves over Xi

αij : (φ̄ij)
∗Ej −→ Ei.

These sheaves and maps define a G•-sheaf of R-modules p̄•E over X•.

In the reverse direction, we can construct a G-sheaf of R-modules over X from a G•-sheaf of

R-modules over X• by taking a colimit of pullback sheaves.

Construction 11.5. Given a G•-sheaf of R-modules D• over X•, we have a sheaf (p̄i)
∗Di for each

i ∈ I. For i→ j in I, we have maps

(p̄j)
∗Dj = (p̄i)

∗(φ̄ij)
∗Dj −→ (p̄i)

∗Di

of Gj-sheaves of R-modules over Xj . Define D = colimi(p̄i)
∗Di.

The functor p̄• is part of an adjunction and is fully faithful, that is, G-sheaves over X are a full

subcategory of G•-sheaves over X•. We can restrict that adjunction to an equivalence of categories.

Theorem 11.6. There is an adjunction

colimi(p̄i)
∗ : G•-SheafR(X•)

//
G-SheafR(X) : p̄•.oo

whose counit is an isomorphism. This adjunction restricts to an equivalence of categories

colimi(p̄i)
∗ : colimG•-SheafR(X•)

//
G-SheafR(X) : p̄•oo
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where the left hand category is the full subcategory of G•-SheafR(X•) of those sheaves D• of R-

modules over X• whose adjoint structure maps

ᾱij : Dj −→ (φ̄ij)∗Di

are isomorphisms.

Proof. That the two constructions fit into an adjunction is similar to the colimit–constant functor

adjunction combined with the change of base space and group functors of Lemma 11.1. The counit

statement is mentioned (non-equivariantly) by Goodwillie and Lichtenbaum in the proof of [GL01,

Lemma 3.4]. Following that reference, we check that the counit is an isomorphism on stalks.

Take some x ∈ X and E a G-sheaf of R-modules over X . We show the counit is an isomorphism

by considering the stalk of E at x, as follows.

(colim
i

(p̄i)
∗(p̄i)∗E)x = colim

i
((p̄i)

∗(p̄i)∗E)x = colim
i

((p̄i)∗E)pix

= colim
i

((p̄i)∗E)({pix}) = colim
i

E(p−1
i {pix})

Ni
∼=−→ Ex.

We use two facts to see that the final map is an isomorphism. The first is that x has a neighbourhood

basis given by the open sets p−1
i {pix}. The second is that Ex is a discrete R[stabG(x)]-module, so

every element is fixed by some Ni.

For the second statement, consider a G•-sheaf D• of R-modules over X• whose adjoint structure

maps

ᾱij : Dj −→ (φ̄ij)∗Di

are isomorphisms. We want to show that

Di −→ (p̄i)∗ colim
k

(p̄k)
∗Dk

is an isomorphism of sheaves over the discrete space Xi. Choose x ∈ Xi, then we have isomorphisms

as follows. Since we are looking at stalks of a sheaf over a discrete space, we do not need to consider

the effect of any sheafification functors. The first step is the definition of the functors, the second is

the fact that fixed points commute with filtered colimits as the terms of all the colimits are discrete

modules. We are also able to replace Ni by Ni/Nk in the third step as Dk is a G/Nk-sheaf, that is

G acts on (p̄k)
∗Dk via the projection to G/Nk.

((p̄i)∗ colim
k

(p̄k)
∗Dk)x = (colim

k
(p̄k)

∗Dk)(p
−1
i {x})Ni

∼= colim
k

Dk(pk(p
−1
i {x}))Ni

∼= colim
k

Dk(pk(p
−1
i {x}))Ni/Nk

= colim
k

Dk(φ
−1
ki {x})

Ni/Nk

= colim
k

((φ̄ki)∗Dk)({x})

∼= Di({x}) = (Di)x

The penultimate isomorphism is where we use our assumption that the adjoint structure maps of

D• are isomorphisms. �
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Fixing X = SG and R = Q, we may ask if the adjunctions of Lemma 11.1 and Theorem 11.6

pass to categories of Weyl sheaves.

Lemma 11.7. Let N be an open normal subgroup of G, with pG : G → G/N the projection and

p : SG→ SG/N the induced map on spaces of closed subgroups.

The functor p̄∗ sends Weyl-G/N -sheaves to Weyl-G-sheaves. Using p̄∗ for the functor on Weyl-

sheaves, there is an adjunction

p̄∗ : Weyl-G/N -sheafQ(SG/N)
//
Weyl-G-sheafQ(SG) : Weyl ◦p̄∗ ◦ incoo .

Proof. Let E be a Weyl-G/N -sheaf, and choose K a closed subgroup of G. Then

(p̄∗E)K = ε∗EpK = ε∗EKN/N .

Since E is a Weyl-G/N -sheaf, EKN/N is fixed by KN/N = K/(K ∩ N). The group K acts on

ε∗EKN/N by passing to the quotient and hence acts trivially.

That we have an adjunction as stated follows from the preceding result and the fact that the

inclusion of Weyl sheaves into equivariant sheaves is fully faithful, see Lemma 10.11. �

Combining this lemma with Theorem 11.6 gives the following corollary.

Corollary 11.8. Let S•G be the diagram coming from the finite spaces SG/N and the finite groups

G/N , indexed over the diagram of open normal subgroups N of G and inclusions.

There is an equivalence of categories

colim
N P

open

G
p̄∗N : colimWeyl-G•-sheafQ(SG•)

//
Weyl-G-sheafQ(SG) : p̄•oo

where the left hand category is the full subcategory of G•-SheafQ(SG•) of those Weyl sheaves D• of

Q-modules over SG• whose adjoint structure maps

ᾱM,N : DN −→ (φ̄M,N )∗DM

for open normal subgroups M 6 N are isomorphisms.

We can summarise the adjunctions of this paper into the following diagram, where arrows indicate

inclusions of full subcategories.

colimWeyl-G•-sheafQ(SG•) //
OO

∼=

��

�

� // colimG•-SheafQ(S•G)OO
∼=

��

�

� // G•-SheafQ(S•G)

MackeyQ(G) oo ∼=
// Weyl-G-sheafQ(SG)

�

� // G-SheafQ(SG)
�

� // G-PreSheafQ(SG)

Example 11.9. Let V be a discrete R[G]-module, we want to make a Weyl-G-sheaf over SG

which at K has stalk the K-fixed points of V . This is straightforward using the constructions of

this section.

For N an open normal subgroup of G there is a G/N -sheaf FixN (V ) on the finite G/N -space

SG/N defined by

NK/N 7→ V NK .
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From these sheaves we define Fix•(V ), a G•-sheaf on SG•. The structure maps

φ̄∗M,NFixN (V ) −→ FixM (V )

are induced by the inclusions V NK −→ VMK . Applying the colimit functor to this G•-sheaf gives

a G-sheaf over SG

Fix(V ) = colim
N P

open

G
p̄∗NFix•(V ).

We calculate the stalks of Fix(V ) using the same techniques as the proof of Theorem 11.6. The

stalk of Fix(V ) at K ∈ SG is

colim
N P

open

G
V NK ∼= V K .

Appendix A. Profinite groups, profinite spaces and discrete modules

We give a few reminders of useful facts on profinite groups, profinite spaces and discrete modules.

More details can be found in Wilson [Wil98] or Ribes and Zalesskii [RZ00].

A profinite group is a compact, Hausdorff, totally disconnected topological group. A profinite

group G is homeomorphic to the inverse limit of its quotients by open normal subgroups:

G ∼= lim
N P

open

G
G/N ⊆

∏

N P
open

G

G/N.

The limit has the canonical topology which can either be described as the subspace topology on

the product or as the topology generated by the preimages of the open sets in G/N under the

projection map G → G/N , as N runs over the open normal subgroups of G. It follows that the

open normal subgroups form a neighbourhood basis of the identity. Moreover, the intersection of

all open normal subgroups is the trivial group, see also Lemma 10.3.

Closed subgroups and quotients by closed normal subgroups of profinite groups are also profinite.

A subgroup of a profinite group is open if and only if it is of finite index and closed. The trivial

subgroup {e} is open if and only if the group is finite. Any open subgroup H contains an open

normal subgroup, the core of H in G, which is defined as the finite intersection

CoreG(H) =
⋂

g∈G

gHg−1.

If a (not necessarily closed) subgroup H of G contains a subgroup K which is open in G, then H

itself is open.

We can also define a profinite topological space to be a Hausdorff, compact and totally discon-

nected topological space. As with profinite groups, such a space is homeomorphic to the inverse

limit of a cofiltered diagram of finite discrete spaces. Moreover, a profinite topological space has an

open-closed (hence compact-open) basis.

For G a topological group, an action of G on X is a map G ×X → X which is associative and

unital. We often refer to such an X as a G-space. A map of G-spaces f : X −→ Y is a map of

topological spaces which commutes with the action of G, that is, f(gx) = gf(x) for all x ∈ X and

g ∈ G. We often refer to such a map as a G-equivariant map.

We now give a few key results about the action of a profinite group on topological spaces.
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Lemma A.1. Let G be a profinite group and X a G-space. If U is an open compact subset of X,

then there exists an open normal subgroup N of G such that NU = U .

Proof. By continuity of the action map and the open normal subgroups forming a neighbourhood

basis of the identity, for each x ∈ U there are open normal subgroups Nx and open neighbourhoods

Ux ∋ x such that NxUx ⊆ U . Take a finite subcover {Uxi
| 1 ≤ i ≤ n} of U , then

N =
⋂

1≤i≤n

Nxi

is an open normal subgroup of G which satisfies NU = U . �

We may think of this as an application of the fact that profinite groups have many “small sub-

groups”. By way of comparison, Lie groups have no non-trivial “small subgroups”. For example, the

proper closed subgroups of S1 are the finite cyclic groups. Thus, a (sufficiently) small neighbourhood

of the identity of a Lie group will only contain the trivial subgroup.

Lemma A.2. Let G be a profinite group and X a G-space. If U ⊆ X is compact and open, then

the stabiliser subgroup of U

stabG(U) = {g ∈ G | gU = U}

is an open subgroup of G. Hence, stabG(U) has finite index in G.

Proof. The preceding lemma guarantees an open normal subgroup is contained in stabG(U), hence

stabG(U) is open. �

We now look at the action of profinite groups on R-modules, where R is a unital ring. We assume

that R has trivial G-action.

Definition A.3. Let M be a set with an (associative and unital) action of G. We say that M is

discrete if, when M is equipped with the discrete topology, the action of G on M is continuous. A

map of such sets is a G-equivariant map of sets.

LetM be anR-module with an (associative and unital) action ofG that commutes with the action

of R, that is, an R[G]-module. We say that M is a discrete R[G]-module if, when M is equipped

with the discrete topology, the action of G on M is continuous. The category of R[G]-modules is

denoted R[G]-mod and the full subcategory of discrete R[G]-modules is denoted Rd[G]-mod.

We can describe discreteness in more algebraic terms and produce a discretisation functor using

this description. We give the following results for the case of R[G]-modules, but similar statements

can be made for G-sets.

Lemma A.4. Let G be a profinite group and M an abelian group with an action of G. Then M is

discrete if and only if the canonical map

colim
N P

open

G
MN ∼= colim

H 6
open

G
MH ∼=

−→M

is an isomorphism.
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The isomorphism of colimits is a cofinality argument, based on the fact that every open subgroup

contains an open normal subgroup. The lemma can be rephrased as saying that M is discrete if

and only if for each element m ∈ M there is an open (normal) subgroup H of G such that m is

H-fixed. Equally, we may say the the stabiliser of any point is open.

Examples A.5. The primary examples of discrete R[G]-modules are the modules R[G/H ] (the

R-module with basis the cosets of H in G) for H an open subgroup of G. To see this is discrete,

note that the basis element gH is fixed by the open subgroup gHg−1. A finite sum of such elements

is fixed by the intersection of those subgroups, which is also open. Hence, every element is fixed by

some open subgroup. Conversely, the module R[G] is not discrete when G is infinite as the basis

element e is not fixed by any open subgroup.

Given any R[G]-module M , the colimit of Lemma A.4 defines a discrete R[G]-module, as the

following lemma states. This construction is part of an adjunction which also allows for a description

of limits in the category of discrete R[G]-modules.

Lemma A.6. For G a profinite group, the inclusion

Rd[G]-mod −→ R[G]-mod

has a right adjoint, disc, which is defined by

disc(M) = colim
H 6

open

G
MH .

We call this functor discretisation. The map

disc(M) −→M

is a monomorphism, which is an isomorphism if M is already discrete. We sometimes call disc(M)

the discrete part of M .

The category of R[G]-modules has all small limits and colimits, defined in terms of underlying

R-modules with induced G-actions. Colimits in Rd[G]-mod are constructed similarly. A limit in

Rd[G]-mod is given by constructing the limit in R[G]-mod and then applying disc.

That the limit is as described follows from the fact that the image of a discrete module under a

G-equivariant map is contained in the discrete part of the codomain.

Remark A.7. Note that nontrivial modules can have trivial discretisation, such as Q[G] when G

is infinite. Indeed, an element of Q[G] is a finite sum of (rational multiples of) basis elements. Since

the sum is finite, it cannot be fixed by an open subgroup (which is necessarily infinite).

Since finite limits commute with filtered colimits in module categories, a finite limit in Rd[G]-mod

is given by the limit in R[G]-mod. The problem lies with the infinite product. Indeed, let G = Z∧
p

(for p a prime) and consider the following product of discrete Z∧
p -modules.

∏

n>0

R[Z/pn].

Recall that the open subgroups of Z∧
p are the subgroups pkZ∧

p , for k > 0. The element of the

product consisting of 1 in each factor is not fixed by any open subgroup. Of course, we already
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expected a problem like this, as the infinite product of discrete spaces is not discrete. Similarly, an

infinite product of discrete R[G]-modules would have to be more complicated than the underlying

product.

We finish this section by noting that we have enough injective discrete R[G]-modules.

Lemma A.8. For G a profinite group and R a ring, the category of discrete R[G]-modules has

enough injectives.

Proof. The inclusion functor from discrete R[G]-modules to R[G]-modules preserves monomor-

phisms. Hence, its right adjoint (discretisation) preserves injective objects. Let A be a discrete

R[G]-module, then as the category of R[G]-modules has enough injectives, there is an injective

R[G]-module I and a monomorphism i : A −→ I. Since the image of A in I is discrete, i factors

over a monomorphism A −→ disc(I). �

Appendix B. Sheaves and presheaves

We give the basic definitions and terminology, Swan [Swa64], Tennison [Ten75] or Bredon [Bre97]

provide more details.

Definition B.1. Let X be a topological space. A presheaf of sets over X is a contravariant functor

from the category of open sets of X and inclusions to sets

F : O(X)op −→ Sets.

A map of presheaves is a natural transformation.

We call an element of F (U) a section of F supported on U . The stalk of F at x ∈ X is the

following colimit

Fx = colim
U∋x

F (U)

and an element of the stalk is called a germ. For s ∈ F (U), the image of s in Fx is denoted sx.

Definition B.2. A sheaf of sets over X is a presheaf of sets overX that satisfies the sheaf condition:

for each cover of an open set U , U = ∪λ∈ΛUλ, we have an equaliser diagram

F (U) ∼= eq

(

∐

λ∈Λ

F (Uλ)
//
//

∐

(λ,µ)∈Λ×Λ

F (Uλ ∩ Uµ)

)

where the maps are induced by the restriction maps. A map of sheaves overX is a map of underlying

presheaves.

Remark B.3. If we write the equaliser as limλ∈Λ F (Uλ), then we may describe the the sheaf

condition as an isomorphism

F (U) −→ lim
λ∈Λ

F (Uλ).

That this map is surjective is also known as the patching condition, which says that a set of sections

sλ ∈ F (Uλ), which agree under restrictions to intersections, can be patched into a section s ∈ F (U)

which restricts to each sλ. That the above map is injective is also known as the separation condition,

which says that if two sections s, t ∈ F (U) agree on each F (Uλ) then they are the same section.
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Definition B.4. A local homeomorphism is a continuous map p : E → X such that for every e ∈ E,

there is an open set V ∋ e of E and an open set U ∋ p(e) of X such that p|V is a homeomorphism

onto U . We call X the base space of the local homeomorphism. For X a topological space, a sheaf

space over X is a local homeomorphism p : E → X .

Given a map of topological spaces p : E → X , a section of p over an open set U ⊆ X is a

continuous map s : U → E such that p ◦ s = IdU . By convention, we write sx for the value of s at

x ∈ U .

In particular, local homeomorphisms are open maps and the images of sections over the open

sets of X form a basis for the topology of E, see Tennison [Ten75, Lemma 2.3.5].

Lemma B.5. If p : E → X is a local homeomorphism, then the preimage of a point x ∈ X (as a

subspace of E) is a discrete topological space.

Lemma B.6. A sheaf of sets over X defines a sheaf space over X. Conversely, a sheaf space over

X defines a sheaf of sets over X. These two constructions are mutually inverse.

As the constructions are inverse to each other, we see that a section of a sheaf space is exactly

a section of the corresponding sheaf. That is, given a sheaf F , we can make a sheaf space E,

and see that sections F (U) are precisely the sections of the sheaf space over U : Γ(U,E). By

Tennison [Ten75, Proposition 2.3.6], the stalk of a sheaf is the preimage of the corresponding local

homeomorphism:

colim
U∋x

Γ(U,E) = Ex = p−1(x) = colim
U∋x

F (U) = Fx.

The construction of a sheaf space did not require that the input was a sheaf, only that we had

a presheaf. thus we may take a presheaf F , construct a sheaf space from it E and then construct a

sheaf from E. We formalise this in the following.

Definition B.7. The sheafification of a presheaf F is the sheaf corresponding to the sheaf space

of the presheaf, which we write as ℓF .

Lemma B.8. The sheafification construction ℓ is a functor that is left adjoint to the forgetful

functor from sheaves to presheaves (this functor is often omitted from the notation).

The unit of this adjunction gives a canonical map from a presheaf to a sheaf F → ℓF . The

canonical map ℓF → ℓ2F is an isomorphism. Furthermore, if E is a sheaf, a map F → E factors

over F → ℓF .

We can alter the definition of a presheaf to land in abelian groups or modules over a ring R. We

then define sheaves and sheaf spaces of R-modules in a similar fashion.

Definition B.9. Let X be a topological space. A presheaf of R-modules over X is a contravariant

functor from the category of open sets of X and inclusions to sets

F : O(X)op −→ R-mod.

A sheaf of R-modules over X is a sheaf whose underlying presheaf is a presheaf of R-modules over

X .

A sheaf space of R-modules over X is a sheaf space whose underlying presheaf is a presheaf of

R-modules over X .
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The given definition of a sheaf space of R-modules is not as useful as one would like, so a more

intrinsic characterisation is given below.

Lemma B.10. A sheaf space p : E → X is a sheaf space of R-modules if and only if for each

x ∈ X, p−1(x) is an R-module and the map

E ×
X
E = {(e, e′) | p(e) = p(e′)} −→ E

(e, e′) 7−→ e− e′

induced by the pointwise group operation is continuous and for r ∈ R, the map e 7→ re is a

continuous self map of E.

The results on sheaves, sheaf spaces and sheafification all extend to R-module variants. From

here on we will no longer be as precise about the difference between a sheaf and a sheaf space.

We will find it useful to restrict our definition of presheaves to a basis in Section 4 where we define

equivariant presheaves. The definition relies on the following result of Tennison [Ten75, Lemma

4.2.6]. It says that a sheaf over a topological space X is uniquely determined by its behaviour on

a basis for the topology of X . The lemma is stated for (pre)sheaves of sets but readily extends to

sheaves of R-modules.

Lemma B.11. Let X be a topological space with B a basis for the topology. Write O(B) to be the

category of elements of B and inclusions.

Assume there is a contravariant functor

F : O(B)op −→ Sets

such that whenever U = ∪λ∈ΛUλ in O(B), we have an equaliser diagram

F (U) = eq

(

∐

λ∈Λ

F (Uλ)
//
//

∐

(λ,µ)∈Λ×Λ

F (Uλ ∩ Uµ)

)

.

Then there is a sheaf F ′ on X, such that F ′ restricted to O(B)op is equal to F Moreover, this sheaf

F ′ is unique up to isomorphism.

The proof is based on the idea that one can define a sheaf space from F as for an ordinary

(pre)sheaf. One also sees that

F ′(V ) = lim
O(B)∋U⊆V

F (U)

describes F ′ as a right Kan extension over the inclusion O(B) → O(X).

We will need to consider change of base space constructions on sheaves, particularly in the case

of the maps g : X −→ X coming from the action of a group G on X . Again we state the theorem

for sets, but it can be written for R-modules just as well.

Definition B.12. Let f : X → Y be a map of topological spaces. Let F be a presheaf over X and

let E be a sheaf space over Y .

We define the presheaf f∗(F ) over Y , the push forward of F over f , to be the functor

O(Y )op
f−1

−→ O(X)op
F

−→ Sets
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where f−1 is the pre-image functor induced by f .

We define a sheaf space f∗(E) over X , the pull back of E over f by the pullback

f∗(E) //

��

E

p

��
X

f
// Y.

Proposition B.13. Let f : X → Y be a map of topological spaces. If F is a sheaf over X, then

f∗(F ) is a sheaf over Y . If E is a sheaf space over Y , then f∗(E) is a sheaf space over X. Given

x ∈ X, there is an isomorphism of stalks

f∗(E)x ∼= Ef(x).

The functors f∗ and f∗ form an adjunction

f∗ : Sheaf(Y )
//
Sheaf(X) : f∗oo

with the left adjoint f∗ preserving finite limits.

That f∗ preserves finite limits follows from the analogous statement for categories of over-spaces,

see also Construction 6.3.

Definition B.14. When f : X → Y is an inclusion of a subspace, we call f∗ the restriction to X

functor.

When working with sheaves of R-modules, if f : X → Y is an inclusion of a closed subspace,

then f∗ is called extension by zero.

Given a sheaf F over X and an inclusion of a closed subspace f : X → Y , the stalks of the

extension by zero f∗F are zero outside X . Moreover, the restriction of the extension by zero

f∗f∗F , is isomorphic to F . We also note that if f is an open map and F a sheaf over Y , then the

pull back sheaf f∗F can be defined by f∗F (U) = F (f(U)).
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