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Numerable open covers and representability of topological stacks

Dmitri Pavlov

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Texas Tech University

Abstract. In this note, we establish an analogue of the Brown—Gersten property for numerable open covers
of topological spaces: a simplicial presheaf on the site of topological spaces with numerable open covers
satisfies the homotopy descent property for all open covers if and only if it satisfies it for covers with two
elements and covers with pairwise disjoint elements. We apply this result to deduce a representability
criterion for stacks on topological spaces similar to arXiv:1912.10544. We also use this result to establish
new simple criteria for chain complexes of sheaves of abelian groups to satisfy the homotopy descent property.
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1 Introduction

The Brown—Gersten property allows one to verify the homotopy descent property for simplicial pre-
sheaves on Noetherian topological spaces of finite Krull dimension (the Zariski topology being the prime
example) by verifying it for the empty cover and for covers consisting of two elements, see Brown—Gersten
[1973, Theorem 4]. Morel-Voevodsky [1999, Proposition 1.16] extended this result to the Nisnevich topology,
where the role of pairs of open subsets is assumed by Nisnevich squares. Voevodsky [2008.q] developed an
abstract theory of completely decomposable topologies, which encompasses both cases.

These results allow one to drastically simplify the general homotopy descent condition, which involves
homotopy limits of cosimplicial objects (also known as homotopy totalizations), by a much easier pair of
conditions: F(() is weakly equivalent to the terminal object and the square

FUUV) —  F(U)

l l

F(V) — FUNV)

is homotopy cartesian for any open U and V' (more generally, for any distinguished square in the completely
decomposable topology under consideration, see Voevodsky [2008.q]). This condition can be seen as the
homotopy coherent version of the Mayer—Vietoris property. Apart from the fact that homotopy pullbacks
are easier to manipulate, they also have better formal properties than homotopy totalizations. For exam-
ple, filtered homotopy colimits of simplicial presheaves commute with homotopy pullbacks, but not with
homotopy totalizations.

Recently, homotopy descent for the site of smooth manifolds (and related sites, such as the small site
of a fixed smooth manifold or the site of manifolds with open embeddings as morphisms) has been gaining
in importance in such fields as differential geometry and differential topology, with many examples, such as

(higher) bundle gerbes, twists for vector bundles, Lie co-groupoids, and Lie co-algebroids, being formulated in

Stasheff [2010)].
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One is naturally led to the question whether the Brown—Gersten property holds for the site of smooth
manifolds. However, the most obvious analogue fails in a very simple situation. Fix a set A and consider
the presheaf F' of sets on the site of smooth manifolds that sends a smooth manifold M to the set of locally
constant functions M — A with finitely many distinct values. This presheaf satisfies descent for all finite
covers. However, it does not satisfy descent for the cover of a manifold with infinitely many connected
components by its connected components. Indeed, the relevant descent object consists of all locally constant
functions M — A, which can have infinitely many distinct values.

The goal of this note is to show that the above situation is the worst thing that can happen: if we have
homotopy descent for covers with two elements and covers of a disjoint union [[, U; by its components Uj,
then we have descent for all open covers. This is the content of the main theorem, which is proved in greater

Theorem 1.1. A simplicial presheaf on the site of smooth manifolds satisfies the homotopy descent property
for all open covers if and only if it satisfies descent for covers with two elements and covers with pairwise
disjoint elements.

Thus the general homotopy descent property is reduced to open covers with two elements (i.e., homotopy
pullbacks) and to open covers with disjoint elements (i.e., infinite homotopy products), which are much easier
to treat in practice than arbitrary homotopy totalizations.

Eév:e:rs: @_({fil_é_t-l_(;_n-_ 55_ -S_):),- c-le-ﬁ-n-ea-a-s covers that admit a hhhb_fg@_&_fé%éftjﬁér}z _c_-)_f: _LG:@)g They are also known éé

normal covers. An even more general version for :ZLy-[;z_;Z’-qb_le_ siteq (L -_-e-fir_li_ti_o_n_5_.14') is given in ;Theorem 5.4. In
particular, it works for the site of all smooth manifolds, where morphisms can be taken to be either arbitrary
smooth maps, submersions, immersions, etale maps, or open embeddings. Instead of working with the site
of all smooth manifolds we can restrict to the small site of some fixed smooth manifold. In particular, if we
take open embeddings as morphisms we recover the usual notion of a sheaf on a manifold. The large site of a
fixed smooth manifold can also be used. Smooth manifolds can be replaced with piecewise linear manifolds
or topological manifolds.

Although the result appears to have a rather classical flavor, the author was unable to locate any
reference in the literature that contains or readily implies it, and such a reference appears to be unknown to a
nontrivial fraction of the mathematical community [2@1:7_-13'] Recent books like Amabel-Debray—Haine [:2-()-2§,
Theorem 3.6.1] only cite a weaker result (see, for example, Berwick-Evans—Boavida de Brito—Pavlov ['_é‘(_-)-i:q,
Theorem 5.1]), which shows that open covers with two elements and increasing chains of open embeddings
generate the Grothendieck topology on smooth manifolds.

As an application, we leverage the existing work of Berwick-Evans—Boavida de Brito—Pavlov [?_2-(_)-1_9,

Theorem 5.1] to establish the following representability result for stacks on the site Top of topological spaces

Theorem 1.2. Suppose
F:Top®® — sSet

is a simplicial presheaf on the site Top. Define

CF:Top®® — sSet, CF(X)= hoccAlimF(A" x X)),
neA°pP

where A™ € Top denotes the n-simplex as a topological space and the homotopy colimit is modeled by the
diagonal of a bisimplicial set. If F' satisfies the homotopy descent condition, then CF is representable in the

CF(X) — Map(Sing X,CF'(x))

is a weak equivalence whenever X is homotopy equivalent to a cofibrant topological space, e.g., X is a
CW-complex, a topological manifold, or a polyhedron. In particular, we have a natural bijection of sets

F[X] — [Sing X,CF(x)],
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where F[X] denotes concordance classes of the sheaf F over X.

The significance of this result is that it allows to easily establish Brown-type results about the existence
of classifying spaces and representability of stacks. For example, it can be used to give a very short proof

Theorem 1.3. Suppose Site is a numerable site (:Pe_ﬁnl_ti_o_n_;)_l') and F:Site®® — coCh is a presheaf of

cochain complexes such that in every cochain degree n the presheaf of abelian groups F,:Site®® — Ab is a
sheaf and for any M € Site and any covering family {U — M,V — M} of M the map

Fn(U) X Fn(V) — Fn(U n V), (u,v) — U|UOV - U|Uﬂv
is surjective. Then F satisfies the homotopy descent property.

1.4. Acknowledgments

The author originally wrote up a proof of Theorem 4. g for the paper Berwick-Evans-Boavida de Brito—
Pavlov [2019], after polling on MathOverflow F_2(_)1_7_ l_)‘l revealed that the result is not present in the literature.
Subsequently, the authors of [2019] figured out a way to prove the main theorem of [2019] without this
intermediate step, using a weaker lemma @019 Theorem 5.1], which resulted in the original argument being
split off as this note.

The author thanks Daniel Berwick-Evans and Pedro Boavida de Brito for helpful discussions.

2 Recollections on Grothendieck topologies

In this section _we very brieﬂy review the necessary deﬁnitions and facts about Grothendieck topologies.
(as opposed to an -oo-cetegory) Grothendleck topologies 1n-t-h-e-s-ense of oco- categorles coincide with ordinary
Grothendieck topologies. The co-categories that we consider are ordinary categories, so the usual notion of
a Grothendieck topology suffices for our purposes.

Definition 2.1. (Johnstone t,Z-(_)-Q-2_-z_i, Definition C.2.1.1].) A coverage on a category C is an assignment to
every object X € C of a collection of families of morphisms (known as genemting covering families) with

Bo* 515,'31(5 k17,'41'51';,8

Definition 2.2. A sieve on an object X in a category C' is a_ collection S of morphisms with codomain X
such that f € S implies fg € S whenever fg is defined. uvsea m'z d 25 v s‘

and if R is a coverlng sieva on X and S is a 51eve on X such that f S = {g | fg € S} is a 'covering 51eve for

any f € R, then S is also a covering sievd. usea m'z 4,24, 2.4, by of,

rem s
1= a
re=y
12 2
rem o
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ror o
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ror o
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Definition 2.4. The Grothendieck topology on C' generated by a collection of families of morphisms
{ f;C U — X kheK, i€l is the smallest Grothendleck topology (given by the 1ntersection of all such topolo-

Grothendieck topology and fovering sieves of a site. Used in'1.01, 4.8, 9. 5.4,
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Definition 2.5. A covering family for a 51755 C' is a family of morphisms i t

the smallest Sleve that contalns this family is a tovering sieve of C. vsed mé 4,
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Lemma 2.7. (cf. Johnstone [2-0-0-233;, Lemma C.2.1.7(1)].) Suppose C' is a Site. Given a family {f; : U; —

X}ier and an I-indexed collection of families {g; ; : Vi ; — U;} e, of morphisms in C, if the > family f and

all of g; are covering familieq, then so is the family {fig; ; : Vij = X tier jeg,. vsed in hof p2%
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3 Numerable covers
In this section we review the definition of the %ijcé Top of topological spaces, continuous maps, and

numerable open covers'. i.e., open covers that adrmt a Subordmate partlmon of unity. This éiicei plays a

ThlS is motlvated by the fact that we typically expect or require that such bundle-like structures are
classified by a map to some classifying space Numerable bundles are stable under base change because '1_11_1J.

then any bundle classified by a map to the clas51fy1ng space (1.e., the base space of the universal bundle)
must necessarily be numerable.

Indeed, the universal bundle over the classifying space of a topological group G such that G is a count-
able CW—complex is numerable because its base space is a CW—complex (Milnor [:1956 Theorem 5.2]),

Definition 3.1. A positive partition on a topological space X is a famlly of continuous real-valued functions
{fi: X = [0,00) }ier such that the map ZLE 7 Ji 1s everywhere deﬁned and is a strictly positive continuous
1

map X — (0 OO) Used in 'a 0* Eg 'Ej 54! '35' 5d 57 E”i '3»8‘ Y s, ‘s.sj, L1q,§ ,&14*_1, .3.1_5’_'1, :45. *: :il‘ﬁ*l’ '4A5*:, =4_6_*: :‘E‘TE‘

with an open cover {U }161 of X if fr (O o0) C U foralli € I and subordmate to U if the closure of f(0, 00)

in X is a subset of U; for all i € I. uvsea lnE,_*:,:E.(:’JI, =) 5.4, !38* hg '.31q &12, 514* !:2-* QQ* !:5-*' 'Zs-* !:7-* g; k.4,
!37*
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-
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tions and open covers are different. For example, we could say that a positive partition { f;: X — [0, oo)}le I
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gj = EL ali)=; Ji- The resulting positive partition has the same indexing set as the open cover {U }jes and

is gqlnpz_mt_ilgle with this open cover. This reindexing procedure works for all definitions and constructions

below, e.g., a locally finite open cover could be reindexed by taking unions indexed by a*{j}, etc. Because
of this, our constructions use a fixed indexing set for simplicity.

cover is a locally ﬁnite open cover, i.e., the collection of open subsets V. C X such that fl|V = 0|y for all
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both versions below, so for us it is important to be able to distinguish between them.
The followmg proposmon is due to Michael R. Mather see Dold [:1972 a, Proposmon A 2.8]. It shows

fiiVJ < Z szl_ka </1'|VJ/27

kel\J keJ

so gilv, = 0, as desired.
Since 2f; — p < 0 on an open subset of X, we Inust have 2fZ 1z > 0 on the closure of ¢ (0, 00). Since

Definition 3.9. An open_cover {U }16 7 of a topological space X is numerable if it admits a compatiblg
POSIUV@ Paftltlon vsed in 'Eeik_*:v bad by g g b s Bt basd b b kol ik id el i ol it ol b

R
9

Below we will also apply this definition to open covers of a subset X of some topological space Y, in
which case we pass to the induced topology on X first.

The following proposition is a combination of results of Arthur H. Stone [1948], Ernest Michael [1953],
and Kiiti Morita [1962, Theorem 1.2].

Recall that a cozero set is an (open) subset U C X such that U = f*(0,00) for some continuous map
f: X — [0,00). Recall also that an open cover {U,};cs is a star refinement of an open cover {V;};cs if the
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open cover

{u U
keI:UkmUi;é@ [1=34

refines V. A family {U,};cs of open sets is discrete if there is an open cover {V;},cs of X such that for every
j € J we have U; NV} # () for at most one ¢ € I. (Any discrete family is in particular disjoint.)

e (Michael [1953, Theorem 1], Morita 1964, Theorem 1.2].) U can be refined by an open cover given by
the union of a countable collection of locally finite families of cozero sets.

e (Stone [:_1-921_5-3‘, Theorems 1 and 2].) U is a normal cover, meaning there is a sequence Wy = U, Wy, Wa,

. of open covers of X such that W,, ;1 is a star refinement of W,, for all n > 0;

e U can be refined by the inverse image of an open cover of Y under some continuous map X — Y, where
Y is a metrizable topological space;

e (Mardesié-Segal [1982.b, Lemma 1.6.1].) U can be refined by the inverse image of an open cover of ¥
under some continuous map X — Y, where Y is an absolute neighborhood retract, i.e., a metrizable
topological space Y such that any closed embedding Y — Z into a metrizable topological space Z factors
through an open subset U C Z such that there is a map U — Y for which the composition Y - U - Y
is identity;

e U can be refined by a locally finite normal open_cover;

e U can be refined by a locally finite open cover consisting of cozero sets;

Used in L 1% B87 10 2150 B 160

Remark 3.11. We point out some incompatible definitions of normal and numerable covers in the literature.
- - T--==r 1

Hurewicz [:_1-9-5_5., §5] defines normal covers as open covers consisting of pozero sets. Hurewicz uses this property

in conjunction with local finiteness. Spanier El-g-(i_é, the paragraph before Lemma 2.7.10] defines numerable

covers as locally finite normal covers in the sense of Hurewicz. May [QQ?_B, §1] defines numerable covers as

Remark 3.12. Normal spaces are precisely the topological spaces for which every finite open cover is normal
(Tukey [:_194%0‘, Theorem V.4.1]). Likewise, paracompact (i.e., every open cover has a locally finite refinement)
Hausdorff spaces are precisely the topological spaces that satisfy the T; axiom and for which every open

unity (Michael [1953, Proposition 2]).

Remark 3.13. Disjoint open covers are always numerable: take f; to be the characteristic function of U;.

Used in .07, .4, :2.2*', Yd bd A hrn ud .
[ ) [ B e e L R

there is a map of sets A\: / — K, where K is countable and for any k € K the family {V;} ;)= is disjoint.

] 1
sed i F] Al on Yoo
Used in !3A13_, !yla_, 4.0%, 4.7%.

of all finite nonempty subsets of I. Denote by K the set {1,2,3,...} and by A\: J — K the map that computes
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cardinality. Define an open cover {V;},cs of X by
Vi={zeX| fu(x)> fi(x) forall k € jand l € I\ j},

where V; is open because for any x € V; we can find an open neighborhood W such that f;|w # 0 for only
finitely many [ € I'\ j, so the condition fx(z) > fi(z) is an open condition. The family {V;},c; is an open

g3(0) = max (0, _min () = fl2))).

kej,lel\j
Again, the minimum exists and g; is continuous because {f;}ics is locally finitd. Also, V; = 9;(0,00) and
V; NV = 0 whenever j \ j/ # 0 and j' \ j # 0, by construction. In particular, for a fixed cardinality of j,
all V; are disjoint. Since V; C U}, for any k € j, the open cover V refines the open cover U, which completes
the proof. |

poverage of numerable open covers. used iny.14 5.04.

_______________________ LR i W

We finish this section by defining another site to which our main theorem is applicable, the site of locales
and their morphisms. A locale is a poset that has finite infima and arbitrary suprema such that the map
b — inf(a,b) = a A b preserves suprema for any fixed a, and a morphism of locales is an order-preserving
map of posets in the opposite direction that preserves finite infima and arbitrary suprema. These properties
axiomatize the properties of the poset of open subsets of a topological space and the induced inverse image
map on open subsets associated to a continuous map. In particular, we have a functor from topological
spaces to locales. This functor becomes fully faithful on sober spaces, a large class of topological spaces that

keep the paper accessible to a larger audience, we formulate our lemmas and propositions using topological
spaces. However, nothing in the statements or proofs depends on the availability of points, since all claims



4  Main theorem for topological spaces

Proof. The only nontrivial intersections of elements of P are P, N P41 for k£ > 0. Take
A=PRUP,UPU

the (disjoint) union of even elements of P, and
B=PUPsUP;U---,

the (disjoint) union of odd elements of P. We have A UB =X and ANB equals the (disjoint) union of

Covering family) of X. I
The following lemma constitutes the technical core of the proof. It shows that any increasing chain of
open subsets can be refined by a zigzag cover.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose Uy C Uy C U, C --- is an increasing sequence of open subsets of a topological space X

that forms a numerable open cover, of X Then there is a numerable open coven P ={Py, Pl, Py,...}of X

funct1ons

gi: X = [0,1], gi = Z [k

0<k<i

Fix some sequences «, 8, and 7y of real numbers such that
1>a; > Bi > 7> air1 > Bigp1 >0

for all # > —2. Now take
P; = g;_,[0, Bi—2) N g; (a, 1]

8



for i > 0. (As one can see from the formula, here the boundary —2 used above becomes important.) Observe
that
PiCgi(ai, 1] Cgi(01]c |J fr01c |J U =0,
0<k<i 0<k<i

Next we show that X = (J;5 P, for which it suffices to show by induction on k that Jy<,<\ i =
g5 (ak, 1], since Uy 95 (o, 1] = X. The claim holds for k = —2 and k = —1 because the union is empty and
gr = 0. Thus, suppose Uo<icr Pi = 951 (a1, 1] for some k > 0. We have to show that g;_, (a1, 1JUP, =
gy (o, 1]. One inclusion is trivial and the other boils down to

gZ(akv 1] C g;—l(akfla 1] U 92—2[05 ﬂk72)7

which we strengthen to

gr(au, 1] C gy (on—1,1]U gr_1[0, Br—2) = g1 ((ax—1, 1] U0, Br—2)) = gx_2[0,1] = X

Now we demonstrate that P; N P; = () for all 7 > 0 and j > i + 2. Once we restrict to P; N P; we have
the following inequalities: g; > v, gi—2 < Bi—2, g; > ¢, gj—2 < Bj—2. (Abusing notation, a; and §; denote
constant functions on P; N P; with indicated values.) Thus

a; < g L gj—2 < Pj—2 <y

with P. Take h; = 27% - max(0, B;—2 — gi—2) - maX(O,gZ a;). By construction, P; = hl( ,00). Thus7 leoh
exists and is a strictly positive continuous map X — (0, 1] because P covers X and h; < 2*1' |

A_?_(Zlmfl) (O 00) N UKn U;. The family {UO NA,. 1N A} forms a ggr_n_ega_b_le cover 1 of A w1th a
positive pgl:t_lt_qu consm‘mzlg of _t}_le restrictions of fo, ..., fn 1 because ), <n fi >0 on A. This family has
n—1 elements SO 1t is a 'covermg famlly by induction. The farmly {4, U } is a 'numerable cover, of X with

Uy =WUuWViu---uV;

9



and
gi=fo+ -+ fi: X =[0,00)

partitiort ::ompatible with the open cover {4;}i>0, so A is a numerable open coverj of X. By Lemma 4.4, A

is a Eé{e_ri:n.g:fgr:n:ﬂ:}i-of G

Theorem 4.8. The Grothendieck topology of iumerable open covers on Top is igenerated, PX _'E_lisj_g_ir_{c_h(_)ge_q
4

[y gragh g Srtuted = 1 S eyt g Sty S}
1

covers (indexed by arbitrary sets) and pumerable covers with two elements. veed ing.of 1444
1 1

b.1%, K.2%

All proofs in this section were carefully formulated to use only open sets, not ind_i\_/i_d_u?l_ points of X, and
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5 Numerable sites

losing any essential examples.

Deﬁnition 5.1. A numemble site is a sitel- S equipped with a functor u S — Loc such that U admits

a ng_f_erl_ng_family @)eﬁnitlon 2. 5) in Loc if and only 1f [ is a tovering family}in S. vsed in k.14 4.9, 5.04 5.4, 5.4 .04,

V CcU(X) there is a unique cartesian arrow h: V — X that lifts V' — U(X). The latter means that for any
morphism f:W — X in S such that the map U(f): W(W) — WU(X) factors through V, there is a unique
morphism ¢: W — V such that hg = f and U(g) equals the map wuw) = V.

As an example, if {U — M,V — M} is acovering family, in S, then we can make define the intersection
unv. together with inclusions UNV — U, UNV — V as the cartesian lift of W(U) NU(V) — W(T), etc.

1
Usedln!')él* 5.4, ﬁ7*

Definition 5.3. A family {f;:U; — X};cr of morphisms in a numerable_site S is disjoint if the family
{U(f;) = W(X)}ier factors through disjoint open inclusions in Loc. vsed in 5.4

covers in Loc. Then, the above property allows us to lift the newly constructed open inclusions to S, and,
furthermore, ensure that morphisms whose image factors through the new open inclusion themselves factor
through the constructed lift. I

Example 5.5. Normal Hausdorff topological spaces, continuous maps, and locally finite covers form a

numerable sita Indeed any locally ﬁnlte open cover of a normal Hausdorff topological space admits a

COVGI‘.

every open cover is normal) Hausdorff spaces commdes with the class of paracompact (i.e., every open cover
has a locally finite refinement) Hausdorff spaces.

Example 5.7. Paracompact Hausdorff smooth, PL, or topological manifolds together with smooth (respec-

of the slice category S / B consisting of objects given by morphisms in S whose image under U:S — Loc is
an open embedding and morphisms are commutative triangles in S whose image under U is a commutative
triangle of open embeddings This subcategory is equipped with the induced Grothendieck topology frorn

site.
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6 Homotopy descent for chain complexes of sheaves of abelian groups

of cochain complexes. Then F' satisfies the homotopy descent property whenever the following conditions
are satisfied.
e In every cochain degree n the presheaf of abelian groups F),:Site®® — Ab sends disjoint unions to
products.
e For any M € Site and any covering family {U — M,V — M} of M the map

Fn(U) X Fn(V) — Fn(U n V), (u,v) — U|UOV — v|UmV

is surjective in every cochain degree n. (Here the map U NV — U is constructed as the cartesian lift of

e For any M € Site and any covering family {U — M,V — M} of M the map
F(M) — ker(F(U) x F(V) = F(UNV))

is a quasi-isomorphism.
brea LR DI
Proof. According to :Til:eér:ein:éi.g, the homotopy descent property for F' is equivalent to the homotopy descent
property for disjoint covers and covers with two elements. The homotopy descent property for disjoint covers
holds because homotopy products of cochain complexes can be computed as ordinary products, and the latter
are computed degreewise, so we conclude by the first property in the statement.

The case of covers with two elements means that for any M € Site and a cover {U,V} of M the
restriction map

F(M) — F(U) x%(UﬁV) F(V)

is a quasi-isomorphism. Computing the homotopy pullback as a homotopy equalizer, we reduce the problem
to showing that in the sequence

F(M) — F(U) x F(V) = F{UNV)

the left map (given by restrictions to U and V') is the homotopy fiber of the right map (given by (u,v) —
(u|lunv — v|unv)). The right map is surjective by assumption. Degreewise surjections are fibrations in the
projective model structure on cochain complexes, so the homotopy fiber can be computed as the kernel of
the right map. Thus, it remains to show that the map from F(M) to the kernel of the right map is a
quasi-isomorphism, which holds by assumption. |

Corollary 6.2. Suppose Site is a numerable site and F: Site®® — coCh is a presheaf of cochain complexes
such that in every cochain degree n the presheaf of abelian groups Fj,: Site®® — Ab is a sheaf and for any
M € Site and any covering family {U — M,V — M} of M the map

Fn(U) X Fn(V) — Fn(U N V), (u,v) — u|UﬁV — ’U|Uﬂv

is surjective. Then F satisfies the homotopy descent property. uvsed in Ez_*:

o
0%,

ro= 1
[ ]

ro 1

property holds by assumption. The third property holds because F,, is a sheaf for any n, so the map under
consideration is an isomorphism. |

12



Remark 6.3. In the language of classical abelian sheaf cohomology, Corollary 6.2 says that a sheaf of abelian
groups F:Site®® — Ab is acyclic whenever for any M € Site and any covering family {U — M,V — M}
of M the map

Fo(U) x Fo (V) = F,(UNV), (u,v) = ulvnv — vlunv

o1 k.

is surjective for every n. uvsed in’.0f,

ro=

1~
o

original definition as a sheaf whose endomorphism sheaf is soft (which would require us to define soft sheaves
on numerable sites), we use an equivalent (for paracompact spaces) characterization in terms of partitions
of unity.

endomorphisms of F' (as a sheaf of abelian groups):

pu: ' — F, py =id—py: F = F

open inclusion u’ C U(M) such that U(U) Uu" = U(M) and py_vanishes when restricted along the cartesian
lift U" — M of v’ — U(M). Likewise for py and V. veed in b9, 5.2 .74, L34

F:Site®® — Ab
is a sheaf that admits a module structure over the sheaf of rings C o U, where

C:Loc®® — CRing

using smooth functions, or other types of functions, provided that U factors through smooth manifolds or
other appropriate categories. used in b.7.

The following definition is due to Bengel-Schapira [:1?2?_ ). See there for interesting examples of supple
sheaves.

Definition 6.6. (Bengel-Schapira @9?83) Suppose U: Site — Loc is a pumerable site (Definition 5.1
sheaf
F:Site®® — Ab

is supple if for any U € Site, any V;, Vo — U whose images are open inclusions, and any « € F(U) such that
zlvinv, = 0, there are y1,y2 € F(U) such that = y1 + y2, y1|v; =0, y2|v, = 0. veea in b4 brj

We point out an important special case in which the additional condition of :B_eg'nark 6.3 is guaranteed

to hold. For topological spaces, this result is well known (see, for example, Bredon [-1?22-)_7-:,-T heorems I1.5.5,

(i.e., F[0]: Site®® — coCh satisfies the homotopy descent property) whenever any of the following conditions
hold.
e [ is flabby (French: flasque), i.e., all restriction maps are surjections.



any covering family {U — M,V — M} of M, the map
FU)eF(V)—>FUNV),  (uv) = ulunv —vlunv

is degreewise surjective.

For a flabby sheaf this is true because the restriction map F(U) — F(U NV) is already surjective by
definition.

For a supple sheaf, pick an arbitrary section

se F(UNV).

Pick a partition of unity, fu, fv: W(M) — [0,1] subordinate to {U(U),U(V)}. Set U’ = fr(2/3,1] and

s =y1+ Y2 Yilpiay =0, Y2l ny = 0. Gluing y; and the zero section over U’, we get 21 € F'(U). Likewise,
gluing y» and the zero section over V', we get 25 € F(V). By construction, z1|ynv + Z2|uny = 1 + y2 = s,
as desired.

is guaranteed by the definition of a fine sheaf. Throughout this entire proof, we only use those morphisms
in Site whose U-images are open inclusions in Loc. We adopt the convention that capital letters are used for
objects of Site, while small letters are used for their U-images in Loc. Thus, we write u = W(U). Sometimes,
we construct an open inclusion v — w = U(W), in which case its cartesian lift is denoted by V' — W. Also,
UNV — M denotes the cartesian lift of UW(U) NWU(V) — U(M). In particular, WU NV) = WTU) NU(V).

pu:F— F, py =id —py: F — F

are morphisms of sheaves of abelian groups and there is an open inclusion v’ C m such that v Uu’ = m and
py vanishes when restricted along the cartesian lift U’ — M; a similar condition is imposed on py and V.
Pick an arbitrary section
se F(UNV).

Denote by ¢ the supremum of all opens ¢ — m such that the restriction of s along the cartesian lift of
tNuwNv — m vanishes. Thus, the cartesian lift T'— M can be seen as the complement of the support of s,
and the restriction of s along 7' — M vanishes.

Now construct a section gy € F(U) by gluing the zero section over U N'T and the section py(s) €
F(UNV). These two sections are compatible because their restrictions to UNT NV are both 0, by definition
of T. Furthermore, UNT — U and UNV — U cover U because their U-images satisfy (uNt) U (uNov) =
uN(EUv) =unNm = u, since t Uv = m by definition of ¢t and py (we can take v/ = ¢ in the definition of
py). Symmetrically, construct gy € F(V') by gluing 0 over V NT and —py(s) over UNV.

The image of (qu, gy ) under the map

F(U)@F(V) —)F(UQV), (u,v) '—)’U,|Umv—v|UmV

is s because g and gy restrict to py (s) respectively —py (s) on UNV by construction, and py (s)—(—pu(s)) =
pv(s) +pu(s) =s.1
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7 Example: classical cohomology theories on smooth manifolds

We illustrate the previous section by reproving the classical theorems on the equivalence of de Rham,
singular, Alexander—Spanier, and sheaf cohomology on smooth manifolds. In the formalism of simplicial
presheaves, the other classical cohomology theory, Cech cohomology, is equivalent to sheaf cohomology for
trivial reasons: the Cech nerve of an open cover of a smooth manifold M is weakly equivalent to M in the
local model structure on simplicial presheaves on the site of smooth manifolds, by definition.

Q(M) denotes the de Rham complex of differential forms on a smooth manifold M.

Proposition 7.1. The presheaf of cochain complexes
Q: Man®? — coCh, M — Q(M)

satisfies the homotopy descent condition on the site Man. In particular, the integration map yields a natural
weak equivalence

QM) - C(M,R)
where C*(M, R) denotes the real smooth singular cochain complex of M.

Proof. Differential n-forms form a sheaf of abelian groups for any n > 0, which admits a module structure

the right side) and are R-invariant, i.e., send projection maps M x R — M to weak equivalences. Thus, it
suffices to show the claim for the case M = R, in which case both sides are R[0] and the map is identity. |

Denote by C*(M, A) the singular cochain complex with coefficients in an abelian group A on a smooth
manifold M. Singular n-simplices can be taken to be either continuous or smooth maps A™ — M.

Proposition 7.2. For any abelian group A, the presheaf of cochain complexes
C*: Man®® — coCh, M — C*"(M, A)

satisfies the homotopy descent condition. In particular, singular cohomology is naturally isomorphic to sheaf
cohomology. uvsed in .14

is a collection of singular cochains on individual terms. The second property is satisfied because the presheaf
F = C*(—,A) is flabby: for any open embedding W — X, the restriction map C*(X, A) — C*(W, A) is
surjective because a singular cochain on W can be extended to a singular cochain on X by zeros.

The third property states that for any M and any cover {U,V} of M the restriction map

rF(M) = ker(F(U) x F(V) - F(UNV))

is a quasi-isomorphism. In our case, the kernel can be described as the cochain complex C*({U, V}, fl_)_qf
singular cochains defined on singular simplices in X that factor through U or V. Recall (Eilenberg [1944.a,
Chapter 1V]) that the iterated barycentric subdivision construction on singular simplices defines a cochain
map

Sd: C*({U, V'}, A) — C*(M, A)

such that r o Sd =id and id — Sdor = hod + d o h for a cochain homotopy h. Thus, the restriction map is
a quasi-isomorphism, which completes the proof. 1

Denote by AS(M, A) the Alexander—Spanier cochain complex with coefficients in an abelian group A on
a topological space M. In cochain degree n, these are given by germs of A-valued functions (not necessarily
continuous) on U™ around the diagonal U — U *1.
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Proposition 7.3. The presheaf of cochain complexes
AS: Man®? — coCh, M — AS(M, A)

satisfies the homotopy descent condition. In particular, Alexander—Spanier cohomology is naturally isomor-
phic to sheaf cohomology.

unityi f,g: M — [0,1] (so that f + g = 1) subordinate to {U,V}, set v/ = f*[0,1/3) and v/ = ¢*[0,1/3).
Finally, define py: AS,, — AS,, by setting py(s) to the germ of an A-valued function on M™*! equal to s
on (f*(1/2,1])"*! and 0 everywhere else. Likewise for py, using ¢g* instead of f*. The pullback of py to

uw' = f*[0,1/3) vanishes and U Uw' = M. Likewise for py. By Corollary 6.7, we deduce that the sheaf AS,,

| Dyt

is acyclic for all n. Hence, AS satisfies the homotopy descent condition. |

8 Application: Classifying spaces for stacks over topological spaces

Definition 8.1. Suppose
F:Top® — sSet

is a simplicial presheaf on the site Top. Define

CF:Top®® — sSet, CF(X)= hoc%lim F(A™ x X),
neA°pP
where A™ € Top denotes the n-simplex as a topological space and the homotopy colimit is modeled by the
diagonal of a bisimplicial set.

The importance of the presheaf CF' lies in the fact that moCF(X) is precisely the set of concordance
classes of sections of F over X. Here two sections a,b € F(X) are concordant if there is a section ¢ € F(Rx X)
such that c|royxx =~ a and ¢|{1}xx =~ b, where >~ means that the two given vertices of F'(X) are in the same
connected component.

The following theorem can be seen as the analogue of Berwick-Evans—Boavida de Brito—Pavlov [}_2-(_)-1_9,
Theorem 1.2] for arbitrary topological spaces.

Theorem 8.2. Suppose
F:Top®® — sSet

is a simplicial presheaf on the site Top. If F’ satisfies the homotopy descent condition, then so does CF. vsea
in Ei*:

open covers with two elements and for covers with disjoint elements. These two cases are proved in Berwick-

Evans-Boavida de Brito-Pavlov [2(_)1_9':, Theorem 5.3 and Lemma 5.6]. Although the results are formulated
for manifolds, the constructions in their proofs rely exclusively on the existence of partitions of unity, and
continue to work unchanged in the setting of numerable open covers of topological spaces. |

Definition 8.3. Suppose
F:Top® — sSet

is a simplicial presheaf on the site Top. The natural map
CF(X) — Map(Sing X,CF(x))
is defined as follows. Using the hom-product adjunction, it suffices to define a map
CF(X) x Sing X — CF ().
Unfolding the definition of C as the diagonal of a bisimplicial set, it suffices to define a map of sets natural
inneA:

F(A" x X), x XA" 5 F(A"),.
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Indeed, given a map A™ — X, we send the given element of F(A™ x X) to an element of F(A™ x A™) and

then pull back along the diagonal map A™ — A™ x A™ to get an element of F(A™). vsed in Ez_' gé

Remark 8.4. Below, we use the notion of a cofibrant topological space in the Serre-Quillen model structure
on topological spaces. All CW-complexes, topological manifolds, and polyhedra are cofibrant topological
spaces.

Theorem 8.5. Suppose
F:Top® — sSet

is a simplicial presheaf on the site Top. If F satisfies the homotopy descent condition, then CF' is representable

CF(X) — Map(Sing X,CF(x))

is a weak equivalence whenever X is homotopy equivalent to a cofibrant topological space. Furthermore, if
F preserves weak equivalences, then the natural map

CF(X) — RMap(Sing X,CF(x))

is a weak equivalence for an arbitrary topological space X. vsed in :Z 1:: éé EE
Proof. The statement about RMap is an immediate consequence of the statement about Map and the fact
that every topological space X admits a weak equivalence to a cofibrant topological space.

motopy invariant, as already observed by Morel-Voevodsky (see, for example, Berwick-Evans—Boavida de
Brito-Pavlov [2019, Corollary 2.4]). The class of spaces X for which the natural map

CF(X) — Map(X,CF(x))

is a weak equivalence is closed under retracts and transfinite compositions because weak equivalences of
simplicial sets are closed under retracts and transfinite compositions. It remains to show that for a map
X,_1 — X, that is a cobase change of the inclusion S4~! — D¢ for some d > 0, if X,,_; belongs to the
class, then so does X,,. This follows from the descent property of CF with respect to the numerable open
cover {U,V} of X,,, where V is the interior of D< inside X,, and U is the union of X,_; and a small open
band around S9! inside D?. The spaces U, V', and U NV are homotopy equivalent to X,,_;, D¢, and S9!,
which implies the desired result. ||

Example 8.6. Suppose G is a topological group and consider the simplicial presheaf BG on the site Top
that sends a topological space X to the nerve of the groupoid of numerable principal G-bundles over X. By

classified by the space
hocolim BG(A™) ~ B hocolim G(A"™) ~ B Sing(G),
neAeP neAop
i.e., the classifying space of the topological group G. Taking 7y on both sides, we recover the classification of
numerable principal G-bundles up to concordance (in this case, isomorphism), for an arbitrary topological

maps M — BSing(G) is weakly equivalent to the space (CBG)(M) of numerable principal G-bundles on M
up to concordance. used in h.21

Example 8.7. Suppose d > 0 and A is an abelian topological group. Consider the simplicial presheaf
B?A on the site Top that sends a topological space X to the simplicial set of numerable A-banded bundle
(d — 1)-gerbes over X. The latter can be defined most easily as the fibrant replacement (in the Cech-local
projective model structure on Top) of the simplicial presheaf that sends X to BYC(X, A), where C(X, A)

gerbes over a cofibrant topological space X are classified by the space

hocolim BZA(A™) ~ B hocolim A(A™) ~ B¢ Sing(A),

neA°P neA°P
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i.e., the d-fold delooping of the topological group A. Taking 7wy on both sides, we recover the classification of
numerable A-banded bundle (d — 1)-gerbes up to concordance (in this case, isomorphism), for an arbitrary
abelian topological group A:

BYA[M] = [M, B4 Sing(A)].

M — B?Sing(A) is weakly equivalent to the space (CB?A)(M) of numerable A-banded bundle (d— 1)-gerbes
on M up to concordance. If A is a discrete abelian group, then [M,B9Sing(A4)] = H?(M, A) is the dth
singular cohomology group of M with coefficients in A. This provides a geometric interpretation for singular
cohomology groups of an arbitrary cofibrant topological space. used in 52::
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