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BRAUER’S GENERALIZED DECOMPOSITION NUMBERS AND UNIVERSAL
DEFORMATION RINGS

FRAUKE M. BLEHER

ABSTRACT. The versal deformation ring R(G,V) of a mod p representation V of a profinite
group G encodes all isomorphism classes of lifts of V' to representations of G over complete local
commutative Noetherian rings. We introduce a new technique for determining R(G, V) when G
is finite which involves Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic p, let W = W (k) be the ring of
infinite Witt vectors over k, and let G be a finite group. An important question in the representation
theory of GG is whether a finitely generated kG-module V' can be lifted to W. For example, Green’s
lifting theorem shows that this is possible if there are no non-trivial 2-extensions of V' by itself. A
natural generalization of this question is to consider the functor which sends each complete local
commutative Noetherian ring R with residue field k to the set of isomorphism classes of lifts of
V over R. If this functor is represented by a ring R(G,V), we say that R(G,V) is the universal
deformation ring of V. More generally, one can always associate to V a versal deformation ring
R(G, V), whose precise definition is recalled in Section 2l It was shown in [5] Prop. 2.1] that if the
stable endomorphism ring End,;~ (V') is isomorphic to k, then the versal deformation ring R(G,V)
is always universal.

Apart from the fact that universal deformation rings of representations of finite groups give more
insight into the representation theory of these finite groups, there is another important motivation
for studying these universal deformation rings. Namely, universal deformation rings for finite groups
provide a good test case for various conjectures concerning the ring theoretic properties of universal
deformation rings for profinite Galois groups. For example, Flach asked whether there could be
universal deformation rings which are not complete intersections (see [21]). In [6][7] it was shown that
the universal deformation ring of the non-trivial irreducible mod 2 representation of the symmetric
group Sy is not a complete intersection; in fact it is not even Cohen-Macaulay. This led to infinitely
many examples of real quadratic fields L such that the universal deformation ring of the inflation
of this representation to the Galois group over L of the maximal totally unramified extension of
L is not a complete intersection. In [§], examples of finite groups G and mod p representations
of G for every odd prime number p were constructed such that the universal deformation rings of
these representations are not complete intersections. The main advantage of computing universal
deformation rings for representations of finite groups is that one can use deep results from modular
representation theory due to Brauer, Erdmann [27], Linckelmann [33],84], Carlson-Thévenaz [19,20],
and others.

In this paper, we propose a new method of determining universal deformation rings, using
Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers. Brauer generalized the usual decomposition num-
bers in [IT] to be able to express the values of ordinary irreducible characters not only on p-regular
elements but also on p-singular elements in terms of Brauer characters. We will show how to use
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these generalized decomposition numbers to determine the universal deformation rings R(G, V) for
certain mod p representations V' of finite groups G whose stable endomorphisms are all given by
scalars. The V' we consider are those for which Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers carry
the most information; these V are called maximally ordinary below. For maximally ordinary V', the
generalized decomposition numbers enable us to find a family of Galois orbits of ordinary irreducible
characters of G which can be used to construct lifts of V' to large local rings in characteristic 0.
This provides a powerful tool for computing universal deformation rings. The need for the use of
Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers is related to how much fusion of conjugacy classes of
p-power order elements occurs in G.

Suppose V is a kG-module whose stable endomorphism ring is isomorphic to k. Then V has a
unique non-projective indecomposable summand (up to isomorphism). Since the universal defor-
mation ring R(G, V') only depends on this indecomposable direct summand by [5, Cor. 2.7], we may
assume that V' is indecomposable. Hence there exists a unique p-block B to which V belongs. The
case when B has finite representation type has been fully studied in [5]. Therefore, we concentrate
in this paper on the case when B has infinite tame representation type. Because the study of local
blocks requires different arguments, as was demonstrated for example in [2], we further assume
that B is not local. Let D be a defect group of B. We say V is maximally ordinary if the Brauer
character of V is the restriction of an ordinary irreducible character x such that for every o € D
of maximal p-power order, Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers corresponding to o and
X do not all lie in {0,£1} (see Definition B:2)). This condition ensures that Brauer’s generalized
decomposition numbers carry enough information for our method to be applied to V.

The following theorem summarizes our main results; more precise statements can be found in
Sect. [, and in particular in Corollary [6.2] and Theorem

Theorem 1.1. Suppose G is a finite group, B is a non-local block of kG of infinite tame represen-
tation type, and D is a defect group of B of order p™. There exists an indecomposable kG-module V
belonging to B whose stable endomorphism ring is isomorphic to k and which is mazimally ordinary
if and only if n > 4. Moreover, the isomorphism class of every such V' can be described explicitly.
Suppose V is such a mazimally ordinary module. There exists a monic polynomial ¢, (t) € Wt] of
degree p"~2 — 1 which depends on D but not on V and which can be given explicitly such that either

(i) R(G,V)/pR(G,V) = k[[t]]/(tp::z_l), in which case R(G,V) = W]{[t]]/(gn(t)), or
(i) R(G,V)/pR(G,V) = K]/ ~), in which case R(G,V) = W]}/ (tan(t),pan(t).

In all cases, the ring R(G,V) is isomorphic to a subquotient ring of WD, and it is a complete
intersection if and only if we are in case (i).

In particular, Theorem [[LT] gives a positive answer to [5l, Question 1.1] for all B and V' considered
in the theorem. A precise description of the maximally ordinary modules V' belonging to B is given
in Corollary A formula for the polynomials g, (t) can be found in Definition 53] and Remark
5.4

The use of Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers provides a correction to some arguments
in [3, Sect. 3.4], [, Sect. 5], and [9, Sect. 3.2]. Namely, in these papers a formula for the values of
the ordinary irreducible characters on elements in D of maximal p-power order was assumed, which
is true for principal infinite tame blocks but cannot be verified for arbitrary infinite tame blocks
because there may be more fusion of D-conjugacy classes in G when the blocks are not principal
(see Remark [£.2]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we recall the definitions of deformations and
deformation rings. In Section [3] we give a brief introduction to Brauer’s generalized decomposition
numbers, as introduced in [11], [12]. Using [27], we descibe in Section Ml the quivers and relations of
the basic algebras of all non-local blocks B of infinite tame representation type, and provide their
decomposition matrices. In Section Bl we describe results of [16, 7] about the ordinary irreducible
characters of G belonging to B. In Section [fl we prove Theorem [T.1l
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give a brief introduction to versal and universal deformation rings and defor-
mations. For more background material, we refer the reader to [36] and [23].

Let k£ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, and let W be the ring of infinite
Witt vectors over k. Let C be the category of all complete local commutative Noetherian rings with
residue field k. Note that all rings in C have a natural W-algebra structure. The morphisms in ¢
are continuous W-algebra homomorphisms which induce the identity map on k.

Suppose G is a finite group and V is a finitely generated kG-module. A lift of V over an object
R in C is a pair (M, ¢) where M is a finitely generated RG-module which is free over R, and
¢ k®gr M — V is an isomorphism of kG-modules. Two lifts (M, ¢) and (M’,¢") of V over R
are isomorphic if there is an isomorphism f : M — M’ with ¢ = ¢’ o (k ® f). The isomorphism
class [M, ¢] of a lift (M, ¢) of V over R is called a deformation of V over R, and the set of all such
deformations is denoted by Def(V, R). The deformation functor

Fy : C = Sets

is a covariant functor which sends an object R in C to Defg(V, R) and a morphism « : R — R’ in
C to the map Defq(V, R) — Defg(V, R’) defined by [M, @] — [R' ®pr,o M, ¢o], where ¢, = ¢ after
identifying k @' (R' Qr,o M) with k @ M.

Suppose there exists an object R(G, V) in € and a deformation [U(G, V), ¢y of V over R(G,V)
with the following property: For each R in C and for each lift (M, ¢) of V over R there exists
a morphism a : R(G,V) — R in C such that Fy(a)([U(G,V),¢v]) = [M,¢], and moreover « is
unique if R is the ring of dual numbers k[e]/(¢2). Then R(G,V) is called the versal deformation
ring of V and [U(G, V), ¢y] is called the versal deformation of V. If the morphism « is unique for
all R and all lifts (M, ¢) of V over R, then R(G,V) is called the universal deformation ring of V
and [U(G,V), ¢u] is called the universal deformation of V. In other words, R(G, V) is universal if
and only if R(G, V) represents the functor Fy in the sense that Fy is naturally isomorphic to the
Hom functor Homs(R(G, V), —).

Note that the above definition of deformations can be weakened as follows. Given a lift (M, ¢)
of V over a ring R in C, define the corresponding weak deformation to be the isomorphism class of
M as an RG-module, without taking into account the specific isomorphism ¢ : k ®gr M — V. In
general, a weak deformation of V' over R identifies more lifts than a deformation of V' over R that
respects the isomorphism ¢ of a representative (M, ¢). However, if the stable endomorphism ring
End, (V) is isomorphic to k, these two definitions of deformations coincide (see [4, Remark 2.1]).

By [36], every finitely generated kG-module V has a versal deformation ring. Since G is a finite
group, we have the following sufficient criterion for the universality of R(G,V):

Proposition 2.1. ([5 Prop. 2.1]) Suppose V is a finitely generated kG-module whose stable endo-
morphism ring End, (V') is isomorphic to k. Then V has a universal deformation ring R(G,V).

3. BRAUER’S GENERALIZED DECOMPOSITION NUMBERS

In this section, we give a brief introduction to Brauer’s generalized decomposition numbers,
emphasizing the results needed in this paper. Throughout this section, let p be a fixed prime
number and let G be a finite group such that p divides #G. Let P be a fixed Sylow p-subgroup of
G.

Brauer introduced generalized decomposition numbers in [I1] to be able to express the values
of the ordinary irreducible characters of G on all conjugacy classes by means of the irreducible
p-modular characters of certain subgroups of G. More precisely, let g € G and write g (uniquely)
as g = uv where u is a p-element of order p® and v is a p-regular element in the centralizer C(u)
(where we allow u or v to be identity elements). Let IBr(Cg(u)) denote the set of distinct irreducible
p-modular characters of C(u). By [I1] Sect. 1], if x is an ordinary irreducible character of G then
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we have a formula

(3.1) )= 3 dl ()
p€elBr(Cgq(u))

where the numbers d&g, ¢ € IBr(Cg(u)), are algebraic integers in the field of p®-th roots of

unity which do not depend on v. These are called the generalized decomposition numbers of G

corresponding to u and .

If uw = 1¢, then the generalized decomposition numbers corresponding to u are the usual decom-
position numbers, which are non-negative integers, and (3.I)) is the usual formula for the restriction
to p-regular elements of an ordinary irreducible character x in terms of an integral combination of
the irreducible p-modular characters of G = Cg(1g).

We can use these generalized decomposition numbers to express the ordinary character table of
G as the product of two square matrices as follows. Recall that we fixed a Sylow p-subgroup P of
G. Let ug,u1...,un be a complete system of representatives of GG-conjugacy classes of p-elements
in G with up = 1g and u; € P forall 1 < ¢ < h. For each 0 < ¢ < h, let v;1,...,v;¢, be
a complete system of representatives of Cg(u;)-conjugacy classes of p-regular elements in Cg(u;)
with v;1 = 1g. Then {uv;; | 0 < i < h,1 < j < ¥} is a complete set of representatives of the
conjugacy classes of G. Moreover, for each 0 < ¢ < h, there are precisely ¢; irreducible p-modular
characters of Cg(u;), which we denote by @;1,...,¢i¢. Let {x1,...,Xxc} be a complete set of
representatives of the ordinary irreducible characters of G. Then Brauer’s above formula (B1) can
be written as

£
(3.2) Xa(uivig) = > dly ¢i(vij)
t=1

forall 1 <s<¢, 0<i<h,1<j</{; whered!, = dglzat for all 1 <t < ¢;. Write the conjugacy
class representatives in the order
UQUO,15 - - - UOV0,L0> ULVL, 15 -+ + s ULVL, Ly 5+« -y WRVR, 15 - s URVh gy, -

Using ([B.2]), we obtain that the ordinary character table X' can be written as a product X = A - @,
where A contains the generalized decomposition numbers and ® is a block diagonal matrix

D 0
(3.3) P = .
0 dy,
with
pi1(vin) - pia(vig)
®; = : :
Pi,e; (Ui,l) P ('Ui.,li)

for all 0 < 4 < h. By [12| Sect. 7, p. 45], the square of the determinant of A is £p® for some
a € ZT, and the square of the determinant of ® is an integer which is relatively prime to p.

Fix now a p-modular block B of G and suppose that there are k(B) ordinary irreducible characters
belonging to B. Reorder 1, ..., x. such that x1,..., xxp) belong to B. For each 0 < i < h, reorder
©i1---,Pie such that the first m; characters, ¢; 1, ..., @i m,, are precisely the irreducible p-modular
characters belonging to blocks of C¢(u;) whose Brauer correspondents in G are equal to B. (Note
that for each block b of C(u;), its Brauer correspondent b in G is well-defined since the centralizer
in G of a defect group of b is contained in Cg(u;), see [I, Sect. 14].) It follows from [I2, Sect. 6]
that for 1 < s < k(B), (82) can be rewritten as

(3.4) Xs(uivij) = Z dy s ¢ii(vij)
t=1
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forall 0 <i<h,1<j<¥. In particular, we obtain for all 0 <14 < h that

X1 (uivi1) T X1 (uivie,)
(3.5) Xpi = : : =Ap;-®;
Xk(B) (Uivi,l) T Xk(B)(Ui'Ui,éi)

where

dli.,l dli,mi 0O --- 0

Api= : : : :

dli(B),l dli(B),mi U

and we assume, as above, that ¢;1...,¢;m, are precisely the irreducible p-modular characters

belonging to blocks of C¢(u;) whose Brauer correspondents in G are equal to B.

Let now k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p and view B as a block of kG. Let
W = W (k) be the ring of infinite Witt vectors over k and let F' be the fraction field of W. In
particular, W contains all roots of unity of order not divisible by p. Let F be a fixed algebraic
closure of F, and let & be a root of unity in F whose order is a power of p such that F(£) is
a splitting field for G. Then W[¢] is the ring of integers of F(£), and we can view the ordinary
character table X of G and the matrix A of generalized decomposition numbers as taking values
in W[¢], and the matrix ® in (B3] as taking values in W. Since the square of the determinant of
® is an integer that is relatively prime to p, it follows that the determinant of ®, and hence the
determinant of ®; for all 0 < ¢ < h, is a unit in W. Hence we can solve (3] for Ag; to obtain

(3.6) Api=Xp,; ¥,

for all 0 < ¢ < h, where ¥; = <I>Z-_1 is a matrix with values in W. In particular, [B.6]) shows that if
we reduce our discussion to a single block B then we can replace & by a p-power order root of unity
¢ in F such that all ordinary irreducible characters of G belonging to B are realizable over F(¢),
i.e. they correspond to absolutely irreducible F'(¢)G-modules.

Remark 3.1. Equations (3I) and (B4]) can be rewritten to reflect the influence of fusion of P-
conjugacy classes in G (see [I4, Sect. 1]). As before, let u be a p-element of G and let v be
a p-regular element in Cg(u). Assuming the notation of the previous paragraph, let x be an
irreducible F'(§)-character which belongs to a block B of kG. Recall that a subsection (y, b,) for B
is a pair consisting of a p-element y of G and a block b, of C¢(y) with bg = B. We obtain

(3.7) x(uv) = Z Z d;ﬁ?, <p(zyvzy_l)

(y,by) w€IBr(by)

where (y, b,) ranges over a system of representatives for the conjugacy classes of subsections for B
such that y is conjugate to u in G, say u = zy_lyzy. For each (y, b,), ¢ ranges over the irreducible
p-modular characters associated with b,,.

Definition 3.2. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p, let W be the ring of infinite
Witt vectors over k, and let F be a fixed algebraic closure of the fraction field F' of W. Suppose
B is a block of kG and that D is a defect group of B. Let ¢ € F be a root of unity of p-power
order such that all ordinary irreducible characters of G belonging to B are realizable over F(().
In particular, the ordinary (resp. p-modular) characters belonging to B can be viewed as taking
values in W[¢] (resp. W). Suppose V is an indecomposable kG-module whose stable endomorphism
ring is isomorphic to k and which belongs to B. We say V' is mazimally ordinary if the p-modular
character of V' is the restriction to the p-regular elements of an ordinary irreducible character x
such that for every o € D of maximal p-power order there exists an irreducible p-modular character

¢ of Cg(o) such that di7) ¢ {0,+1}.
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4. TAME BLOCKS
For the remainder of this paper, we make the following assumptions:

Hypothesis 4.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic p, let W = W (k)
be the ring of infinite Witt vectors over k, let F be the fraction field of F, and let F be a fixed
algebraic closure of F'. Suppose G is a finite group, B is a non-local block of kG of infinite tame
representation type, and D is a defect group of B of order p”. Let ¢ be a primitive p»~!-th root of
unity in F.

It follows from [I0, 17, 29] that p = 2, n > 2, and D is dihedral, semidihedral or generalized
quaternion. In particular, n > 2 if D is dihedral, n > 3 if D is generalized quaternion, and n > 4
if D is semidihedral. Moreover, Brauer and Olsson proved that all ordinary irreducible characters
of G belonging to B take values in F(¢) (see [I5, Prop. (7D)], [16, Prop. (5A)] and [37, Prop.
4.1]). In fact, all ordinary irreducible characters of G belonging to B can be realized by simple
F(¢)G-modules (see Section [Hl).

Assume Hypothesis [l By [16] 37], it follows that there are at most three isomorphism classes
of simple B-modules. From Erdmann’s classification of all blocks of tame representation type in
[27], it follows that the quiver and relations of the basic algebra of B can be given explicitly and
that, up to Morita equivalence, there are 24 families of blocks B.

Using [24, 20 27, [30], we now give a description of these families as follows. By [27, pp. 294-
306], there are 12 possible quivers @ which can occur for basic algebras of dihedral, semidihedral
or quaternion type: 24, 2B, 3A, 3B, 3C, 3D, 3F, 3H, 3K, 3L, 3Q, 3R. For each such quiver Q, we
combine Erdmann’s results in [26] 27] and [30, Prop. 4.2] with Eisele’s results in [24] to provide the
most accurate description of a full set of representatives of basic algebras A = kQ/I for the Morita
equivalence classes of blocks B as in Hypothesis 1] with Ext quiver Q.

We also provide the decomposition matrix for each block B. For better readability, all decompo-
sition matrices appear at the end of the paper. As will be discussed in Section B, B always contains
exactly 4 ordinary irreducible characters of height 0 and, unless D is quaternion of order 8, exactly
272 _1 ordinary irreducible characters of height 1. If D is quaternion of order 8, B contains exactly
3 ordinary irreducible characters of height 1. If B is generalized quaternion or semidihedral, there
may be additional ordinary irreducible characters of height n — 2. In the decomposition matrices,
we list first the 4 ordinary irreducible characters of height 0, then the family of 2"~2 — 1 ordinary
irreducible characters of height 1, and then the ordinary irreducible characters of height n — 2 if they
exist. Note that the family of 2772 — 1 characters of height 1 all define the same Brauer character
on restricting to the 2-regular conjugacy classes of G. If B has three isomorphism classes of simple
modules, we moreover order the ordinary irreducible characters according to the sign conventions
described in [16] Thm. 5] and [37, Thms. 4.10, 4.11 and 4.15].

To distinguish between different defect groups, we use the notation D(Q) (resp. SD(Q), resp.
Q(Q)) to mean that A = kQ/I is Morita equivalent to a block B with dihedral (resp. semidihedral,
resp. generalized quaternion) defect groups.

4.1. Blocks with quiver 2A.
0 5 _1
24 = «a ° ~ e
C <,Y—
By [24] and [27, p. 294], if B has dihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 24, then B is Morita
equivalent to D(2A4) = k[2A]/Ip(2.4) where

Inaay = (Bv,0%, (v8a)*" " = (anB)

The corresponding decomposition matrix is given in Figure [l
By [27, p. 298], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 2A, then there exists
c € k such that B is Morita equivalent to either SD(2.A4)1(c) = k[2A]/Isp(2.4),,. or SD(2A)2(c) =

277.72

).
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k[2A]/Isp(2.4),,c Where

27172

Ispeay.c = (a2 —c(yBa)?" ", ByB — Ba(yBa)® L 4By — ay(Bay)?" L,

a(yBa)*" ),
Ispaye = (810> =By "1 = e(y8a)* ", (v80)*" " — (anB)>" ).

The decomposition matrix for SD(2.4)1(c) is given in Figure 2] and the decomposition matrix for
SD(2A)2(c) is given in Figure [1l

By [27, p. 303], if B has generalized quaternion defect groups and Ext quiver 2A, then there
exists ¢ € k such that B is Morita equivalent to Q(2.4)(c) = k[2A]/Iq2.4),. where

Ioeaye = (0% =3B(ayf)* "1 — (B, BvB — fa(ypa)* T,
By — ay(Bay)®" 1, Ba?).

The decomposition matrix for Q(2.4)(c) is given in Figure

4.2. Blocks with quiver 25.

o8 — ac9<—f_>13n

By [24] and [27, p. 295], if B has dihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 25, then B is Morita
equivalent to D(2B8) = k[2B]/Ip(25) where

n—2
Inesy = (nB,yn, By, o, yBa — ayB,n* ~ — Bary).

The corresponding decomposition matrix is given in Figure Bl

By [26] Lemmas (8.11) and (8.15)], [27, p. 299] and [30, Prop. 4.2], if B has semidihedral
defect groups and Ext quiver 2B, then there exists ¢ € k such that B is Morita equivalent to either
SD(2B)1(c) = k[2B]/Isp(2p), .. or SD(2B)2(c) = k[2B]/Isp2s),,c or SD(2B)4(c) = k[2B]/Isp2s),,c

where
Isp@sy.c = (1B8,v1, B, 0% =48 — cayB,yBa — ayB,?" " — Bary),

Isp@asy.c = (1B — Ba(yBa),yn — ay(Bay),a? — c(yBa)?, By — " 1,
n?6,vn?),

Ispep)se = (yn—ay,fa—nfa o
T2 B8 — o By — n?(L+en® T 72).

The decomposition matrix for SD(2B)1(c) is given in Figure Bl the decomposition matrix for
SD(2B)2(c) is given in Figured and the decomposition matrix for SD(28)4(c) is given in Figure

By [27, IX.4.1 and pp. 303-304], if B has generalized quaternion defect groups and Ext quiver
2B, then there exists ¢ € k, respectively p(t) € k[t] with p(0) = 1 and a, c € k with a # 0, such that
B is Morita equivalent to either Q(2B8)1(c) = k[2B]/Iq2p),,. or Q(2B)2(p, a,c) = k[2B]/1q28),,pa.c
where

2n72+1 271724,’»1 2717271 2n7271
i , Ba , 7

Ioes).e = (08 = Pa(yfa),yn — ar(Bar), a® = yB(ayh) - c(arB)?,
By —n* 1 Ba?),

IQ(2B)2,p,a,c = <'Y77 — a7y, Ba—np,a
V8 — pla)a?, By — p(n)n? — an*”

271724,’»1 2n72+1 2717271 2n7271
i , Ba , 7

“2_1 2n72>'

cn

The decomposition matrix for Q(28)1(c) is given in Figure @l and the decomposition matrix for
Q(2B)2(p, a,c) is given in Figure [}l Note that by [37, Lemma 3.3], Q(2B8)2(p, a, ¢) can actually not
occur as a block.
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4.3. Blocks with quiver 3A.

By [27, IX.5.4 and p. 295], if B has dihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3.4, then B is Morita
equivalent to D(3A4); = k[3A]/Ip(3.4), where

277.72

Insay, = (v8,6n, (n8B7)" " — (Bmd)*" 7).

The corresponding decomposition matrix is given in Figure
By [27, 1X.5.3 and pp. 299-300], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3.4, then
B is Morita equivalent to SD(3.A4); = k[3A]/Isps.4), Where

Isp(s.ay, = (v8, 10 = 581 (ndBy)>" " mdn — Byn(3Bym)* 7).

The decomposition matrix for SD(3.4); is given in Figure [
By [27, IX.5.2 and pp. 304-305], if B has generalized quaternion defect groups and Ext quiver
3A, then B is Morita equivalent to Q(3.A)2 = k[3A]/Iq(3.4), where

Loy, = (B8 = ndB(moB)>" "1 4By — ynd(Bynd)>" ", 5645,
o6 — 68y (ndBy)*" ~t ndn — Byn(88yn)*" Tt Andm).

The decomposition matrix for Q(3.4)2 is given in Figure [§
4.4. Blocks with quiver 3B5.

38: @ .ﬁ.ﬁ.2

By [27, IX.5.4 and pp. 295-296], if B has dihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 38, then B is
Morita equivalent to D(3B); = k[3B]/Ipsp), where

Iy, = (Ba, ay,vB, 60,03~y — Bynd, " —nsp).

The corresponding decomposition matrix is given in Figure
By [27, p. 300], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 38, then B is Morita
equivalent to either SD(3B)1 = k[3B]/Ispp), or SD(3B)2 = k[3B]/Ispsp), Where

Ispess), = (Ba,ay,vB,08 — 36~,1n — Byn, o~ —ndp),
Ispis)y, = (00,98 — a2 " =1 ay — ynd(Bynd), Ba — ndB(yndp)).

The decomposition matrix for SD(38); is given in Figure [0, and the decomposition matrix for
SD(3B), is given in Figure [I1]

By [27, p. 305], if B has generalized quaternion defect groups and Ext quiver 38, then B is
Morita equivalent to Q(3B) = k[3B]/Iqsp) where

Igesy = (V8 —a®" "L ay — ynd(Bynd), Ba — n8B(vndB), 618 — 65~ (ndp),
nén — Byn(68yn), Ba?, dndp).

The decomposition matrix for Q(3B) is given in Figure
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4.5. Blocks with quiver 3C.
s 0

3C = le ) ~ o2
0
P
By [27, VI.5] (resp. by [27, IX.5.3 and p. 305]), there are no blocks B with dihedral (resp.
generalized quaternion) defect groups that have Ext quiver 3C.

By [27, IX.5.3 and pp. 300-301], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3C, then B
is Morita equivalent to either SD(3C)2,1 = k[3C]/Isp(sc),,, or SD(3C)22 = k[3C]/Isp(sc), . Where

Ispescys, = (0B:0p, pn,vp, By — 10, (B7)% — p*" 6878, yndn),
— P2, 088",

2n72

Isp(sey,. = (pB,0p, pn; P, By =md, (B7)
m(on)* ).
The decomposition matrix for SD(3C)2 1 is given in Figure [[3] and the decomposition matrix for

SD(3C)2,2 is given in Figure 14l

4.6. Blocks with quiver 3D.
1 5 0 5 2
= (0%
3D = Co . ° . > .QE

By [27, IX.5.1, IX.5.4 and p. 296] (resp. by [27, IX.5.1 and p. 306]), there are no blocks B with
dihedral (resp. generalized quaternion) defect groups that have Ext quiver 3D.

By [27, p. 301], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3D, then B is Morita
equivalent to SD(3D) = k[3D]/Isp(3p) where

n—2_
Isp(ap) = (€0, 1€, 00,78 — o "1 ay —né, Ba —ndB,E* — 65ym).

The decomposition matrix for SD(3D) is given in Figure [0

4.7. Blocks with quiver 3F. By [27, VL5] (resp. by [27, VIL.4]), there are no blocks B with

dihedral (resp. generalized quaternion) defect groups that have Ext quiver 3F. By [27] 1X.5.2 and
p. 301], there are also no blocks B with semidihedral defect groups that have Ext quiver 3F.

B
I — |
v
3H = /
A é
°
2

By [27, VL5] (resp. by [27, VIL.4]), there are no blocks B with dihedral (resp. generalized
quaternion) defect groups that have Ext quiver 3H.

By [27, p. 301], if B has semidihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3#, then B is Morita
equivalent to SD(3H)1 = k[3H]/Isp(sp), or SD(3H)2 = k[3H]/Isp(sn), Where

Ispany, = (A6 — 787, BA —n(0n)>" "1, 068,687, vn),
Ispry, = (A0 —v(B7)>" "1, BX — ndn,ndB, 68y, n).

The decomposition matrix for SD(3H); is given in Figure [[5 and the decomposition matrix for
SD(3H)3 is given in Figure

4.8. Blocks with quiver 3H.
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g
(D —— |
v
3K = \ /
A 3
[ 4
2

By [27, IX.5.2 and p. 302], there are no blocks B with semidihedral defect groups that have Ext
quiver 3K.

By [27, p. 296], if B has dihedral defect groups and Ext quiver 3/C, then B is Morita equivalent
to D(3K) = k[3K]/Ip i) where

ID(BIC) = <5ﬁ7 )\57 6)\7 RY, Nk, Y1, ’Yﬁ - )\K/? KJA - (677)

The corresponding decomposition matrix is given in Figure I7
By [27, p. 306], if B has generalized quaternion defect groups and Ext quiver 3K, then B is
Morita equivalent to Q(3/KC) = k[3K]/Iqsx) where

Iq@r) = (86 — wAK, 1 — Ak, A8 =3By, 1k — BB, BA — n(on)¥" L,
Ky = 8(nd)*" ", 8By, ynd, nrA).

The decomposition matrix for Q(3K) is given in Figure [I8

4.9. Blocks with quiver 3K.

27172

,(0)2" " = B).

4.10. Blocks with quivers 3£, 3Q or 3R. By [27, VIIL.2.0] (resp. by [27, VII.4]), there are no
blocks B with semidihedral (resp. generalized quaternion) defect groups that have Ext quivers 3£,
3Q or 3R. By [27, IX.5.4], there are also no blocks B with dihedral defect groups that have Ext
quivers 3£, 3Q or 3R.

5. ORDINARY CHARACTERS BELONGING TO TAME BLOCKS

Assume Hypothesis [l In particular, p = 2, n > 2, and D is dihedral, semidihedral or general-
ized quaternion.

For 2 < ¢ <n-—1, define {;, = §2n714, so that (; is a primitive 2-th root of unity. It follows from
[15, Sect. VII], [16, B7] and [28] (see below) that every ordinary irreducible character of G which
belongs to B is realizable over F((), i.e. it corresponds to an absolutely irreducible F'(¢)G-module.
In particular, if we are only interested in the ordinary irreducible characters of G belonging to B,
we can replace £ in the paragraph before Remark B by (.

In [16] (resp. [37]), the ordinary irreducible characters of G belonging to B were analyzed if
n > 3 and D is dihedral (resp. semidihedral or generalized quaternion). In the notation of [16]
Sect. 4] (resp. [37, Sect. 2]), this means that we are either in Case (aa) or in Case (ab) or (ba),
see [16, Thm. 2] (resp. [37, Thms. 3.14-3.17]). Note that Case (ba) can only occur when D is
semidihedral. In particular, in Case (aa) (resp. Case (ab) or (ba)) there are precisely three (resp.
two) isomorphism classes of simple B-modules.

Remark 5.1. (a) If D is dihedral of order 4, i.e. n = 2, it follows from [25] that B is Morita
equivalent to either D(3.4); or D(3K). Moreover, there are precisely 4 ordinary irreducible
characters belonging to B and they all have height 0. In the decomposition matrices in
Figures[6l and [Tl these characters are x1, X2, X3, X4- By [15, Prop. (7D)] and [2§], it follows
that all these characters are realizable over F', i.e. they correspond to absolutely irreducible
FG-modules.

(b) If D is quaternion of order 8, i.e. n = 3, it follows from [37, p. 220 and Thm. 3.17] that
we are in Case (aa) and that there are precisely 4 (resp. 3) ordinary irreducible characters
of height 0 (resp. 1 = n — 2) belonging to B. Moreover, B is Morita equivalent to one of
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the algebras in {Q(3.4)2, Q(3B), Q(3K)} and in the decomposition matrices in Figures[8]
and [I§ the ordinary irreducible characters of height 0 (resp. 1) are

X1, X2, X35 X4 (I"GSP' X5,17X67X7)-

By [37, Prop. 4.2] and [28], all these characters are realizable over F', i.e. they correspond
to absolutely irreducible F'G-modules.

(c) If D is not quaternion of order 8, then there are precisely 4 (resp. 2”72 — 1) ordinary
irreducible characters of height 0 (resp. 1) belonging to B. If D is dihedral, these are all
ordinary irreducible characters belonging to B. If D is semidihedral, there is 0 (resp. 1)
additional ordinary irreducible character of height n — 2 belonging to B if we are in Case
(ab) (resp. Cases (ba) or (aa)). If D is generalized quaternion of order > 16, there are 1
(resp. 2) additional ordinary irreducible characters of height n — 2 belonging to B if we are
in Case (ab) (resp. Case (aa)). In the decomposition matrices in Figures [[HI8 the ordinary
irreducible characters of height 0 (resp. 1) are

X1 X25 X3 X4 (resp. x5, for 1 <i <2772 — 1),

whereas the ordinary irreducible characters of height n — 2 are xg or xs, x7, provided they
exist.

Let n > 3, and let o be an element of order 2"~ ! in D. By [16] [37], there exists a block b,
of kCg(o) with b¢ = B which contains a unique irreducible Brauer character ¢(?) such that the
following is true. There is an ordering of (1,2,...,2"72 — 1) such that for 1 < i < 2"72 — 1, the
generalized decomposition number of G corresponding to o, x5,; and ©(?) has the form

¢*+ (7% if D is dihedral or generalized quaternion,
or if D is semidihedral and 7 is even,

(58) d(a) (o) - i — . . < 1. .. . . n—3
X5, P = if D is semidihedral and 7 is odd with i < 2 -1,

—i _ (% if D is semidihedral and 7 is odd with ¢ > 2773 + 1.
¢ ¢

Note that the formulas in (5.8)) for D semidihedral and ¢ odd follow since the D-conjugacy classes
of elements of order 2"~! in D are represented by

3 2717371 _ 2n73+1 _ 2n73+3 _ 2n7271
sy O , o ( ),a( ),...,0'( ).

>(:sz)1(") =(+ (=0 for x € {x5,1, X6, X7}-

For 2 < ¢ <n — 2 define ug=Cg+§[1, and define

If D is quaternion of order 8, we have that d

¢+ ¢! if D is dihedral or generalized quaternion,
(59) Up—1 =

¢ — (¢! if D is semidihedral.

Note that W contains all roots of unity of order not divisible by 2. Hence by [16, [87] and by [28],
the ordinary irreducible characters of height 0 or n — 2 belonging to B correspond to simple F'G-
modules. On the other hand, the characters x5, i = 1,...,2""2 — 1, fall into n — 2 Galois orbits
Oa,...,0,_1 under the action of Gal(F(v,,—1)/F). Namely for 2 < £ <n—1,

Op = {X5.20-1-¢(20-1) | 1 Su <277}

The field generated by the character values of each & € Oy over F is F(v;). Hence by [28], each &
corresponds to an absolutely irreducible F'(v¢)G-module X,. By [31l Satz V.14.9], this implies that
for 2 < ¢ < n—1, the Schur index of each £, € Oy over F'is 1. Hence we obtain n— 2 non-isomorphic
simple F'G-modules Vs, ..., V,,_1 with characters ps, ..., p,—1 satisfying

of—2

(5.10) pe= Y &= Xsgn-i-t@e-1 for2<f<n-—1.
£e€0y u=1



12 FRAUKE M. BLEHER

By [31} Hilfssatz V.14.7], Endpg(V2) is a commutative F-algebra isomorphic to the field generated
over F' by the character values of any & € O,. This means

(5.11) Endpg (Vi) = F(ve) for2</{<n-—1.

Suppose v1, ...,V form a complete system of representatives of Cg(o)-conjugacy classes of
2-regular elements in Cg(o) with v; = 1g. By @.6), for all 1 < i < 2772 — 1, the generalized
decomposition number of G corresponding to xs;, o and ©(@) can be written as a W-linear combi-
nation of x5(ov1), ..., xs,i(0V(s)), say

(5.12) d;(;)i) o) = Wy - xs5,i(ov) + -+ Wy(o) X5)i(ovl(g))
for certain w1, ..., W) € W.

By [16, Thm. 5] and [37, Prop. 4.6], the characters xs,; have the same degree z and they are all
of height 1 for 1 <4 <2772 — 1. Hence x = 2% "T12* where #G = 2% - g* and z* and g* are odd.
Since the centralizer Cg(o) contains (o), we have #Cg (o) = 2"~1 .2 . m* where b > 0 and m* is
odd.

For 1 < j <I(0), let C; be the conjugacy class in G of ov;, and let ¢(C;) € W@ be the class sum
of Cj. Since for all j, the centralizer Cg(ov;) contains (o), we have #Cq(ov;) = 271 2% . m*
where b; > 0 and m;f is odd. We want to determine the action of ¢(C;) on V; for 2 < ¢ <n—1. For
this, we identify Endpg(Vy) = F(v) with Endp(,,)c(Xe) for one particular absolutely irreducible
F(vy)G-constituent X, of V, with character &. Using (5.10), we choose & = x5 on-1-¢. Then for
2 < ¢ <n—1, the action of ¢(C;) on V; is given as multiplication by pu;(¢), where

_ #Cj N — 9—b; 9" . )
(5.13) wi(l) = 0 ~&e(ov;) =2 b e &o(ov;).

For 1 < j <l(0), define w; = 2% m;—f@j. Then w; € W since g* is odd, and w; does not depend

on . By (B.8) and (&.9),

(o) _ g0 _
d&mp(") - dxs,zan/zy«p(") = P
Therefore, (B.12)) and (B13) imply that
(5.14) ve=wy - p1(€)+---+ Wi(e) * Bi(o) (£)

where wi, ..., wy,) € W are independent of £ € {2,...,n —1}.

Remark 5.2. If B is a principal block, the above formulas simplify considerably due to the fact that
there is very little fusion of D-conjugacy classes in G in this case. More precisely, following Brauer’s
arguments in [I3, Sect. VII], suppose D is a Sylow 2-subgroup of G and let S = (o). If o> is not
in the center of D, then S is a Sylow 2-subgroup of Cg(c*). Hence if o* and o# are conjugate in
G, we can use Sylow’s theorems to see that they are conjugate in Ng(S). Since Ng(S)/Cq(S) is
a 2-group, it must be of order 2. Thus Ng(S) is generated by D and Cg(S), which implies that
o* and o* are conjugate in D. Using ([B3.7)) together with [16, Prop. (4A)] and [37, Prop. 2.10], we
obtain that

(5.15) xsi(0) =d\7 o7 (1)

where () is as in (E8). Moreover, since ©(?) is the unique Brauer character belonging to the block
by of kCq(0) satisfying bS = B, it follows by Brauer’s Third Main Theorem (see e.g. [I, Thm.
16.1]) that b, is the principal block of kCq (o), which implies that (%) is the trivial character of b,.
Putting (&I8) into (BI3) for j = 1 therefore implies that if w = 21’1%, which lies in W, then
forall2</<n-1

)E:)zn—lffzyw(") =w-u(l).

Note that in [3] Sect. 3.4], [4, Sect. 5] and [9, Sect. 3.2], it was assumed that the formula (G.I5])
was also true for non-principal blocks. However, this may not be true since there could be more
fusion of D-conjugacy classes in G in this case. More precisely, let Y be a full set of representatives

V[:d
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of D-conjugacy classes of the elements of the set {o” | r odd}, and let Y, be the set of all y € YV’
which are conjugate to o in G. If B is not principal, then |Y,| may be strictly greater than 1. By
[16, Prop. (4A)] and [37, Prop. 2.10], the set {(y,bs,) | y € Y5} is a system of representatives for
the conjugacy classes of subsections for B such that y is conjugate to o in G. Hence it follows from
Remark Bl that for non-principal blocks B, (G.I5]) has to be replaced by the formula

xsilo) = > d" ) ¢ (1a).
yEYs

Definition 5.3. Use the notation introduced above, and in particular (5.9). Assume n > 3.
(i) Define

n—1
qn(t) = H min.pol. (v)
=2
and let R" = W/{[t]]/(qn(¢)).

(ii) Let Z = (o), so that Z is a cyclic group of order 2"~* > 2. Let 7 : Z — Z be the
group automorphism which sends o to o' if D is dihedral or generalized quaternion, and
which sends o to o= 1*2" " if D is semidihedral. Then 7 can be extended to a W -algebra
automorphism of the group ring WZ which will again be denoted by 7. Let T(c?) =

1402404+ +02" 2 and define
S'=W2z)" ) (T(0%),0T(0?)).
Remark 5.4. The minimal polynomial min.pol. z(v;) for 2 < ¢ <n — 1 is as follows:

min.pol.x(12)(t) = ¢,
min.pol. p(v)(t) = min.pol.z(ve_1)(t* — 2) for3<{<n—-2,

min.pol. (v, —2)(t? — 2)  if D is dihedral or

min.pol. p(v,—1)(t) = generalized quaternion,

min.pol. (v, —2)(t? +2)  if D is semidihedral.

The W-algebra R’ from Definition is a complete local commutative Noetherian ring with residue
field k. Moreover,
n—1
Fow R = H F(v) as F-algebras,
£=2

k@w R = k[t]/(t2n72_1) as k-algebras.
Additionally, R’ is isomorphic to the W-subalgebra of H?;Ql W ve] generated by the element (1)}~ .

Lemma 5.5. Using the notation of Definition [5.3] there is a continuous W -algebra isomorphism
h: R — S with h(t) = o + 7(0). In particular, R' is isomorphic to a subquotient algebra of the
group algebra W D.

Moreover, if D is dihedral or semidihedral, then the ring W{[t]]/(t ¢n(t), 2 qn(t)) is also isomorphic
to a subquotient algebra of the group algebra W D.

Proof. If D is dihedral or generalized quaternion, this follows from [3] Lemma 2.3.6] and [4, Lemma
5.3).

For the remainder of the proof, assume that D is semidihedral (in particular, n > 4). Let
J = 02" so that 7(c) = Jo—!. Note that (WZ){7) is generated as a W-algebra by (o + Jo—1)
and .J. Moreover, (W Z){T) is a free W-module of rank 2”2 + 1 with W-basis given by

(ot + JoFh), (62 + JoT3), ..., (Ui(2n73_1) + JU:F(2TL73_1)),

5.16 e o
(5.16) 1,J,(02+072), (0  +074),..., (02 724 o=@ 7)),
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Note that the W-sugbalgebra of (W Z){™) generated by (o 4 Jo~') is a free W-module of the same
rank 2772 + 1 and with almost the same W-basis as in (5.16]) except that J must be replaced by
2J. It follows that S’ = (WZ){"/ (T (c?),0T(0?)) is generated as a W-algebra by the image of
(0 +Jo~ 1) in S’. Hence we have a surjective W-algebra homomorphism

fo Wt] =S =wW2z)7 ) (T(0?),0T(c?))

sending t to the image in S’ of 0+ Jo~! = o+ 7(0). Using the injective W-algebra homomorphism
n—1
L WZ — WxWx II W]
=2

o = (17 -1 ’ (CZ)?:_;)

it is straightforward to prove that there exists an odd integer ¢,, such that g, (c+Jo 1) = ¢, o T(c?).
More precisely, ¢4 = 3 and ¢, = 2¢2_| — 1 for n > 5. Thus ¢,(t) lies in the kernel of f. Since
both R’ = W/{[t]]/(qn(t)) and S’ are free as W-modules of the same rank 27~2 — 1, it follows that
R =W([t]]/(gn(t)) = S" as W-algebras.

To finish the proof of Lemma .5 it suffices to show that the ring W{[t]]/((t — 2) gn(t)) is iso-
morphic to a subquotient algebra of W D. Define

0 =W2)\"/ (T(0?) — oT(c?)).

Then O is isomorphic to a subquotient algebra of WD and it is generated as a W-algebra by
the image of (¢ + Jo~!) in ©. Moreover, © is a free W-module of rank 2”2, since the ideal
(T(6) — 0T (0?)) is generated over W by T'(0?) — 0T (c?). Define a surjective W-algebra homo-
morphism 6 : W{[t]] — © by sending ¢ to the image in © of 0 + Jo~! = o + 7(0). Using the above
calculations, we see that

Bt =2 au®) = ((0+J0) = 2)gulo+ Jo )
= ((c+Jo ') —=2)c,0T(0?)
= 2¢, [T(0*) — 0T (c%)]
which is zero in ©. Hence (¢t — 2) gy () lies in the kernel of 6. Since both W/[t]]/((t — 2) gn (1))

and © are free over W of rank 272 it follows that W([[t]]/((t — 2) gn(t)) is isomorphic to ©, which
completes the proof of Lemma O

The following result gives a correction of [4, Lemma 5.4] and generalizes the corrected result to
all tame blocks with at least two isomorphism classes of simple modules.

Lemma 5.6. Assume Hypothesisl ] and use the notation introduced above, and in particular (5.9),
BEI0) and Definition B3l Assume n > 3. If D is quaternion of order 8, let U’ be a WG-module
which is free over W and whose F'-character is either xs1, or xe, or x7. If D is not quaternion of
order 8, let U’ be a WG-module which is free over W and whose F-character is equal to

2n—2_1

n—1
Z pe = Z X5,i-
=2 =1

(i) There exists a WG-module endomorphism o of U such that the W-algebra Wa] generated
by « is isomorphic to R/.

(ii) Suppose either that n = 3, or that n > 4 and Endge(U’/2U") =2 R' /2R’ and U’ /2U’ is free
as a module for Endye (U’ /2U") of rank deg(xs,1). Then Endwa(U') = Wia] =2 R and U’
is free as a module for Endwa(U").

Proof. Suppose first that n = 3. Then ¢,(t) = t and R’ = W. Hence we can choose the WG-
module endomorphism « of U’ to be the zero endomorphism. Since U’ is free as a W-module and
F @w Endwe(U') 2 Endpg(F @w U') 2 F, it follows that Endyg(U') W = R'.
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For the remainder of the proof, assume n > 4. We first construct a W (G-module endomorphism
a of U’ as in part (i) of the lemma. As before, let ¢ € D be an element of order 2"~! and
let {v1,..., v} be a complete system of representatives of Cg(c)-conjugacy classes of 2-regular
elements in Cg(0). For 1 < j <l(0), let C; be the conjugacy class in G of ov;, and let t(C;) € WG
be the class sum of Cj.

Let 1 < j < (o). Since t(C;) lies in the center of WG, multiplication by ¢(C;) defines a
W G-module endomorphism of U’. Since U’ is free as a W-module, Endyw ¢ (U’) can naturally be
identified with a W-subalgebra of

n—1 n—1
F @w Endwe (U') = Endpa(F @w U') = [ [ Endpa(Ve) 2 ] F(w).
=2 £=2

Therefore, t(C;) acts on U’ as multiplication by a scalar A; in the maximal W-order HZ:_; W v
in [[}=, F(v). Moreover, \; can be determined from the action of t(C;) on F @w U’ = @), Vi,
which implies by (G.I3) that A\; = (p; (6))2;21 By (6.14), there exist elements wi, ..., wyq) € W
such that

ve = w1 - pa(€) + -+ Wiy - page) ()
for 2 < ¢ <n—1. Define a to be the WG-module endomorphism of U’ given by multiplication by
the element Zé(g w; t(C;) in the center of WG. Then « acts on U’ as multiplication by the scalar
(v)}=, € HZ:_; W ve], which implies W[a] = R’ (see Remark [5.4)).

Let now U’ = U’/2U" and suppose that Endpg(T7) = R'/2R' = k[t]/(t*" °~1) and that U’
is free as a module for Endyg(U’/2U’) of rank = = deg(xs,1). Note that x = deg(xs,;) for all
1<¢<27"2_1 and that dimp) Ve =2 for all 2 < £ < n — 1, which implies that F' @y U’ is a
free module of rank = for Endpg(F @w U’). We have a short exact sequence of W-modules

0 — Endy (U’) —2> Endyy (U”) 2242 End, (T7) — 0.

Considering the G-action on these modules, we obtain an exact sequence of W-modules

(5.17) 0 —— Endwe(U’) —2= Endwe(U') 2222 Endyg (T7) —= HY(G, Endw (U)).

Because Endyy ¢ (U’) is a W-submodule of the free W-module Endyy (U’), it follows that Endw ¢ (U”)
is a free W-module of rank

dimp (F ®w Endwe(U')) = dimp Endpg(F @w U') =272 — 1.

Since by assumption dimy, Endgg(U’) = dimg(R'/2R’) = 2772 — 1, it follows that (5.17) induces a
short exact sequence of W-modules

(5.18) 0 — Endw(U') —2> Endwa(U') 2222 Endyg (U7) — 0.

Let B be a generator of Endyg(U’) as a k-algebra. By (5.I8), there exists € Endy ¢ (U’) whose
induced kG-module endomorphism of U’ is equal to B. Using Nakayama’s lemma, we see that
Endwe(U’) = W[B]. Since the maximal ideal myyg of W[A] is generated by 2 and § and the

maximal ideal m 5 of k[B] is generated by f, it follows that
U fmyis U = T /BO7) = T fmy 5T

where the latter has k-dimension « = deg(xs,1) by assumption. By Nakayama’s lemma, we can lift a
k-basis {51,...,5,} of U'/my 5 U’ to aset {s1,...,s,} of generators of U" over W[3] = Endw¢(U’).
Because F'@w U’ is a free module of rank z for Endpg(FwU’) = F@w Endw ¢ (U’), it follows that
$1,..., 84 are linearly independent over Endy ¢ (U’). Hence U’ is free as a module for Endy ¢ (U’)
of rank « = deg(xs,1)-

It remains to show that Endwg(U’) = Wa], i.e. we need to show Wia] = W[5]. We identify
both W{a] and W3] with W-subalgebras of the maximal W-order [[j—, Wv,] in [Tj=,) F(ve) =



16 FRAUKE M. BLEHER

FewEndwe(U’). Since W(a] C W|f], there exists a polynomial ¢(X) € W[X] such that o = ¢(8).
Because « is not a unit, the constant coefficient of ¢(X) must be divisible by 2. Write

Q(X):2d0+a1X—|—a2X2+...+adXd

for certain ag,a1,...,aq € W and d > 1. Suppose a1 = 2a; for some a; € W. Consider the natural
projection
n—1
M1 H Wve] = Wlvp—1],
=2
and let m be the maximal ideal of W{v,,_1]. Since n > 4, either V2 or /=2 lies in m. Hence 2 € m2.
Since 27,—1(8), mn—1(8)2, ..., m—1(B)? all lie in m?, it follows that m,_1(a) € m?. However, we

have seen that 7, 1(a) = v,_1 ¢ m?. Hence a; is not divisible by 2. But then the kG-module
endomorphism @ of U’ which is induced by a has the form

— —2 —d
a=wmf+ap + - +aip

where @, € k* and @a, ..., € k. This means that k[@] = k[8] = Endyg(U’), which implies by
Nakayama’s lemma that Endy¢(U’) = Wla]. O

6. UNIVERSAL DEFORMATION RINGS

Assume Hypothesis [4.1] and the notation introduced in Section [4] and Section Bl In particular,
p=2,n2>2 and D is dihedral, semidihedral or generalized quaternion. In this section, we want
to determine R(G, V) for any maximally ordinary kG-module V in the sense of Definition

We first determine all indecomposable kG-modules V' belonging to B whose stable endomor-
phism rings are isomorphic to k£ and whose Brauer characters are restrictions of ordinary irreducible
characters of height 1. By Remark 511 the ordinary irreducible characters of height 1 belonging to
B are (using the notation from Section [Bl):

e none if n = 2,
® X5,1,Xs,Xx7 if D is quaternion of order 8, and
e x5, forall 1 <i<2"2—1ifn>3and D is not quaternion of order 8.

Lemma 6.1. Assume Hypothesisldl, and assumen > 3. Let A = kQ/I be a basic algebra such that
B is Morita equivalent to A. For each vertez j in Q, let T; denote the simple B-module corresponding
to the simple A-module belonging to j. Let V be an indecomposable kG-module belonging to B such
that End,(V) = k and such that the Brauer character of V is equal to the restriction to the
2-reqular conjugacy classes of an ordinary irreducible character of G of height 1.

(a) Suppose D is quaternion of order 8. If Q = 3A or Q = 3B then V is either isomorphic to Ty
or Ty, or 'V is a uniserial module of length 4 whose radical quotient or socle is isomorphic
to Ty. If Q = 3K then V is an arbitrary uniserial module of length 2.
(b) Suppose D is not quaternion of order 8.
(i) If Q = 2A then V is a uniserial module with descending composition factors Ty, Ty, T1,
or Tl, T(), T() .
(ii) If Q@ = 2B and B is Morita equivalent to neither SD(2B)4(c) nor Q(2B)2(p, a,c) then
V is isomorphic to Ty. If B is Morita equivalent to SD(2B)4(c) or Q(2B8)2(p, a,c) then
V' is a uniserial module with descending composition factors Ty, Ty, or T1,Ty.
(i) If Q = 3A thenV is a uniserial module with descending composition factors Ty, T1, To, T,
or TQ, To, Tl, To, or To, TQ, To, Tl, or Tl, To, TQ, To.
(iv) If Q € {3B,3D} then V is isomorphic to Tj.
(v) If B is Morita equivalent to SD(3C)2,1 then V is isomorphic to Ty. If B Morita equiva-
lent to SD(3C)2.2 then V is indecomposable with descending radical factors Ty, Ty & T,
or Ty & Ty, Ty, or V is uniserial with descending composition factors T1,Ty, T, or
Ty, Ty, T .
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(vi) If Q € {3H,3K} and B is not Morita equivalent to SD(3H)2 then V is a uniserial
module with descending composition factors T1,Ts, or Ts,Ty. If B is Morita equivalent
to SD(3H)a then V is a uniserial module with descending composition factors Ty, Th,
or Tl, To.

Conversely, if V is as in (a) or (b), then Endra(V) = k and the Brauer character of V is equal
to the restriction to the 2-regular conjugacy classes of an ordinary irreducible character of height 1.
Moreover, Extjo(V,V) = 0 if D is quaternion of order 8, and Exto(V,V) 2 k in all other cases.

Proof. Lemma is proved using the description of the basic algebra A = kQ/I of the block B
together with its decomposition matrix as provided in Section[dl To give an idea of the arguments,
we discuss the case when A = SD(3.4); in part (b)(iii). It follows from the decomposition matrix
in Figure [7 that V is an indecomposable B-module with composition factors Ty, Ty, T1, To. Let ty
(resp. sy) be the composition series length of the radical quotient (resp. socle) of V. If ¢y = 3 then
V has radical series length 2 and sy = 1. But then V' is a submodule of a projective indecomposable
B-module which is impossible for ¢ty = 3. If tyy = 2 then V has radical series length at most 3 and
sy < 2. Using that Extj (T}, T}) is one-dimensional over k if (i, 5) € {(0,1),(0,2),(1,0),(2,0)} and
zero otherwise, it follows that there are no indecomposable B-modules V' with ¢,y = 2 and radical
series length 2. Analyzing Exth (T}, @ Tj,, V') for appropriate indecomposable B-modules V' of
length 2, we see that the only indecomposable B-modules V' with ¢y, = 2 and radical series length
3 are submodules of the projective cover Pr, of the form

To TO
T1 T2 or T1 T2
To To

However, the stable endomorphism ring of each of these modules has k-dimension 2. If tyy = 1 then
V' has radical series length at most 4 and sy < 3. Since V is a quotient module of a projective
indecomposable B-module in this case, there are no indecomposable B-modules V with ¢, = 1
and radical series length 2. If ¢y = 1 and the radical series length of V is 3, we use similar Ext’
arguments as above to see that the only indecomposable B-modules V' with these properties are
quotient modules of the projective cover Pr, with descending radical factors Ty, Th ® 15, Tp. But all
such modules have an endomorphism which factors through Tj and which does not factor through
a projective module, meaning that the stable endomorphism ring of each of these modules has k-
dimension 2. Finally, if ¢ty = 1 and the radical series length of V' is 4, then V' is one of the uniserial
modules described in part (b)(iii) of LemmalG.Il This description shows directly that Endp (V') = k.
Moreover, using the projective indecomposable B-modules, we see that Ext}B(V, V) =k 0

Corollary 6.2. Assume Hypothesis &Il Let V' be an indecomposable kG-module belonging to B
such that End, (V) 2 k. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) V is mazimally ordinary in the sense of Definition B2
(ii) n > 4 and the Brauer character of V is equal to the restriction to the 2-reqular conjugacy
classes of an ordinary irreducible character of G of height 1;
(iii) n >4 and V is as in part (b) of Lemma[6]l

Proof. If n = 2 (resp. n = 3), it follows from [I5] Sect. VII] (resp. [I6l [B7]) that all generalized
decomposition numbers corresponding to maximal 2-power order elements in D lie in {0, +1}. Hence
there are no maximally ordinary kG-modules belonging to B if n < 3.

Now suppose n > 4. Let ¢ € D be of maximal 2-power order, and let x be an ordinary
irreducible character belonging to B. It follows from [16] [37] that if x has height 0, then the non-
zero generalized decomposition numbers corresponding to ¢ and x are +1. Also, if x has height
n — 2, then all generalized decomposition numbers corresponding to o and x are zero. On the other
hand, we see from (B8], since n > 4, that if x has height 1, then di‘f;(d) ¢ {0,+1} if and only if
X = x5, for i € {1,2,...,2"72 — 1} — {273}, Note that the restriction of x5, to the 2-regular
conjugacy classes is the same for all 1 < ¢ < 2”2 — 1. Therefore it follows that if n > 4 then V
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is maximally ordinary if and only if its Brauer character is equal to the restriction to the 2-regular
conjugacy classes of an ordinary irreducible character of height 1. Hence Corollary [6.2] follows from
Lemma [6.1} O

The lifts of some of the kG-modules V' from Lemma are connected to 3-tubes in the stable
Auslander-Reiten quiver of B as follows.

Definition 6.3. Assume Hypothesis (Ll assume n > 3, and let V' be as in Lemma We say
V' corresponds to a 3-tube if there exists an indecomposable quotient module U of the projective
kG-module cover Py of V' such that

(a) U defines a lift of V over k[t]/(¢*" "), and
(b) U belongs to a 3-tube of the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of B.

The following lemma determines which modules V' from Lemma [61] correspond to 3-tubes.

Lemma 6.4. Assume HypothesislTl, assume n > 3, and let V' be as in Lemmal6Il If D is dihedral
then V' corresponds to a 3-tube, and if D is generalized quaternion then V does not correspond to a
3-tube. If D is semidihedral then V' corresponds to a 3-tube if and only if either

e B is Morita equivalent to one of the algebras in
{SD(2A)2(C>, SD(QB)l(C), SD(3B)1, SD(?)C)QJ}

and V is arbitrary; or
e B is Morita equivalent to SD(3.A)1 and V is such that its radical quotient or its socle is
isomorphic to Ty; or
e B is Morita equivalent to SD(3C)2.2 and V is such that its radical quotient or its socle is
isomorphic to Ty; or
e B is Morita equivalent to SD(3H)1 and V is such that its radical quotient is isomorphic to
T1 5
e B is Morita equivalent to SD(3H)a and V is such that its radical quotient is isomorphic to
To.
In all cases, if V corresponds to a 3-tube, then U from Definition 6.3l belongs to the boundary of its
3-tube.

Proof. Tt D is generalized quaternion, Lemma [6:4] follows from [27, V.4.3].

Suppose next that D is dihedral, and let A = kQ/I be a basic algebra such that B is Morita
equivalent to A. By [27, VI.10.1], it follows that A/soc(A) is special biserial. Therefore, we can use
the techniques described in [I8] Sect. 3] to determine the 3-tubes of the stable Auslander-Reiten
quiver of B. Note that the modules at the boundaries of the 3-tubes are either maximal uniserial
or simple. Using the list of the possible V' in Lemma [6.1] we see by direct inspection that V' always
corresponds to a 3-tube and that the module U from Definition always belongs to the boundary
of its 3-tube.

Finally, suppose that D is semidihedral. By [27, V.4.2], the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of B
has at most one 3-tube. To give an idea of the arguments, we discuss the case when B is Morita
equivalent to A = SD(3.4);1. By Lemma [6.1(b)(iii), V is a uniserial module with descending compo-
sition factors Ty, Ty, Ty, 1o, or Ty, Ty, T1, T, or Ty, 1o, Ty, Ty, or T, Ty, T, Ty. Since V is uniserial
with Endyg(V) = k = Exto(V, V), we can use [4, Lemma 2.5] to show that R(G,V)/2R(G,V) is
isomorphic to k[t]/(t2" ") (resp. k[t]/(t2""~1)) if the radical quotient or the socle of V is isomor-
phic to T7 (resp. T3). Hence by Definition [6.3] V' can only correspond to a 3-tube if the radical
quotient or the socle of V' is isomorphic to T;. Since the projective cover Pr, is uniserial, we obtain
from [4, Lemma 2.5] that U = Q~1(T) (resp. U = Q(T})) defines a lift of V over k[t]/(t2" ") if
the radical quotient (resp. the socle) of V' is isomorphic to T3. Since Q*(U) = U, it follows that U
belongs to a 3-tube of the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of B. Moreover, using the criterion given
in [I8, Sect. 1] for almost split sequences to have an indecomposable middle term, we see that U
belongs to the boundary of this 3-tube. O
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The following result shows that if V' corresponds to a 3-tube, then the module U from Definition
has a universal deformation ring R(G,U) = k.

Proposition 6.5. Assume Hypothesis 1], assume n > 3, and let V be as in LemmaB.Il Moreover
suppose that V' corresponds to a 3-tube. Let U be the kG-module from Definition [63] which belongs
to a 3-tube of the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of B. Then End,(U) = k and R(G,U) = k.

Proof. If D is dihedral, this follows from [3| Sect. 5.2] and [9, Prop. 6.3]. For the remainder of the
proof, assume that D is semidihedral.

Let T be the 3-tube of the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of B to which U belongs. By Lemma
64 U belongs to the boundary of T. Going through the cases described in Lemma B4}, it is
straightforward to show that End, - (U) = k and Ext,,(U,U) = 0.

Let K be a vertex of U. Because of the work in [27, Chapter V], and in particular [27, V.4.2.1
and proof of V.4.2], we have the following facts:

(i) The group K is a Klein four group and the quotient group Ng(K)/Cq(K) is isomorphic to
a symmetric group Sj .

(ii) There is a block b of kNg(K) with b = B such that the Green correspondent fU of U
belongs to the boundary of a 3-tube in the stable Auslander-Reiten quiver of b. Moreover,
b is Morita equivalent to kS4; modulo the socle.

Using these facts in lieu of [3] Facts 5.2.1]_,we can use similar arguments as in the proofs of [3, Prop.
5.2.4 and Cor. 5.2.5] to show that R(G,U) = k. O

By Corollary [6.2], Theorem [I.1lis a consequence of the following result.

Theorem 6.6. Assume Hypothesis L1, and assumen > 3. Let V be an indecomposable kG-module
belonging to B such that End,~(V) = k and such that the Brauer character of V is equal to the
restriction to the 2-reqular conjugacy classes of an ordinary irreducible character of G of height 1.
Then
R(G,V) = { Wt/ (t qn(t),2qn(t)) if V corresponds to a 3-tube,
’ W[t/ (gn(¥)) if V' does not correspond to a 3-tube,

where gy, (t) is as in Definition[53 In all cases, the ring R(G,V) is a subquotient ring of WD, and
it is a complete intersection ring if and only if V' does not correspond to a 3-tube.

Proof. By Lemma 6.1l V is one of the modules in Lemma [6.1] listed in part (a) or part (b).

Suppose first that D is quaternion of order 8. By LemmaB.Ii(a), Extis(V, V) = 0, which implies
that R(G, V) is isomorphic to a quotient algebra of W. Using the decomposition matrices in Figures
[B 2] and I8 together with [22] Prop. (23.7)], we see that in all cases V' can be lifted over W, which
implies that R(G,V) = W = W|[t]]/(q5(¢)).

For the remainder of the proof, assume that D is not quaternion of order 8. In particular, the
Brauer character of V' is the restriction of x5 1 to the 2-regular conjugacy classes of G. By Lemma
BI(b), Extio(V,V) 2 k, which implies that R(G,V) is isomorphic to a quotient algebra of W[[t]
but not to a quotient algebra of W. Let Py be the projective kG-module cover of V.

Claim 0. There exists an indecomposable quotient module U’ of Py such that U’ defines a lift of
V over k[t]/(t2" ") and U7 /t2T” is an indecomposable kG-module. Moreover, if V corresponds to
a 3-tube then the indecomposable kG-module U of Definition [6.3, which is also an indecomposable
quotient module of Py, defines a lift of V over k[t]/(t2" ) and satisfies U /t>" ~1TU = U".

Proof of Claim 0. Suppose first that B is Morita equivalent neither to SD(28)4(c), nor to
Q(2B)2(p,a,c), nor to SD(3C)2,2. Then V is uniserial of length ¢ < 4. Using the quiver and
relations of the basic algebra of B, as provided in Section [l it follows that in all cases Py has
an indecomposable quotient module U’ (resp. U, provided it exists) which is uniserial of length
£(27=2—1) (resp. £2"2). Moreover, U’ (resp. U) can be pictured as having 2"~2 —1 (resp. 2" 2)
copies of V stacked on top of each other. This means that the action of ¢t on U’ (resp. U) is given
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by an automorphism of U’ (resp. U) which is unique up to multiplication by a non-zero scalar and
which factors through rad‘(T7) (resp. rad‘(T7)). This implies Claim 0 in this case.

If B is Morita equivalent to SD(2B)4(c) or Q(2B)2(p, a, ¢), it follows from Lemma [6.T(b)(ii) that
V is uniserial of length 2 with descending composition factors T, T, where {u,v} = {0,1}. Using
the relations in Section 2] we see that the projective cover Py = Pr, has a unique submodule K,
which is uniserial with descending composition factors T,,,T,. It follows that U = Pr, /K., which
can be visualized as in (G19), where T, (resp. T,) occurs 2”72 — 1 times. This implies Claim 0 in
this case, since V does not correspond to a 3-tube, so U does not exist.

(6.19) U =

Finally, suppose B is Morita equivalent to SD(3C)22. By Lemma [EIb)(v), V is indecompos-
able with descending radical factors Ty, Ty @ T, or T1 @ Tb, Ty, or V is uniserial with descending
composition factors 11, Ty, To, or T, To, T1. Using the relations in Section 5] we see that there
exists a unique uniserial B-module Tyg, up to isomorphism, with descending composition factors
To,To. Also, for u € {1,2}, there exists a unique uniserial B-module Tq,, up to isomorphism,
with descending composition factors T, Ty, T,,. Moreover, the projective cover Pr, has a unique
submodule isomorphic to Tyg, and for u € {1,2}, the projective cover Pr, has a unique submodule
isomorphic to Tyo,. If the radical quotient (resp. socle) of V is Ty, it follows that U is isomorphic
to Q1 (Too) (resp. Q(Tho)), and U’ is isomorphic to rad*(U). In particular, the action of ¢t on U’
(resp. U) is given by an automorphism of U’ (resp. U) which is unique up to multiplication by
a non-zero scalar and which factors through rad®(U”) (resp. rad®(U)). If the radical quotient of
V is T, for u € {1,2}, it follows that U does not exist and U’ is isomorphic to Q7!(T,0,). This
completes the proof of Claim 0.

Claim 1. The universal mod 2 deformation ring R(G,V)/2R(G, V) is isomorphic to k[t]/(t2" ")

(resp. k[t]/(t¥" °~1)) and the universal mod 2 deformation of V is isomorphic to U (resp. U’) if V
corresponds to a 3-tube (resp. does not correspond to a 3-tube).

Proof of Claim 1. Suppose first that B is Morita equivalent neither to SD(25)4(c), nor to
Q(2B)2(p,a,c), nor to SD(3C)2,2. As seen in the proof of Claim 0, V' is uniserial in this case.
Moreover, it is straightforward to check that the projective cover of V satisfies the hypotheses of
[4, Lemma 2.5]. Hence we can use [4, Lemma 2.5] to prove Claim 1 in this case.

If B is Morita equivalent to SD(2B)4(c) or Q(2B)2(p, a, ¢), it follows from Lemma [6T[(b)(ii) that
V' is uniserial with descending composition factors Ty, T, where {u,v} = {0,1}. As seen in the
proof of Claim 0, the projective cover Py = Pr, has a unique submodule K,, which is uniserial with
descending composition factors T, T, and U’ = Pr, /K,, can be visualized as in (6.19). Using the
relations in Section @2}, we see that there is a unique B-submodule V'’ of U’ which is isomorphic to
V. Moreover, if T = U’/V’ then there is a unique B-submodule 7" of U’ such that there are kG-
module isomorphisms ¢ : U'/T" — V and ¢ : U'/V' =T — T". Since Ext}(U’,V) = 0 and since
every surjective kG-module homomorphism U’ — V must have kernel equal to T, we can argue as
in the proof of [4, Lemma 2.5] to show that R(G,V)/2R(G, V) is isomorphic to k[t]/(t2" ') and
that the universal mod 2 deformation of V' is isomorphic to U’. This implies Claim 1 in this case.
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If B is Morita equivalent to SD(3C)2,2, we use again similar arguments as in the proof of [4l
Lemma 2.5] to prove Claim 1. The main point is that, as seen in the proof of Claim 0, U” and U
are suitable submodules (resp. suitable quotient modules) of the projective cover Py, if the radical
quotient (resp. socle) of V is Ty, and U’ is a suitable quotient module of Pr, if the radical quotient
of Vis T, for u € {1,2}. This completes the proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2. In all cases, Endyg(U’) = k[t]/(tf“z—l)'

Proof of Claim 2. Suppose first that B is Morita equivalent neither to SD(28)4(c), nor to
Q(2B)a(p, a, c), nor to SD(3C)s,2. As seen in the proof of Claim 0, U’ is a uniserial module which
can be pictured as having 2”2 — 1 copies of V stacked on top of each other. Since U’ is isomorphic
to a tree module in the sense of [32], we can use the main result of [32] to prove Claim 2.

If B is Morita equivalent to A € {SD(2B)4(c), Q(2B)2(p, a,c),SD(3C)2,2}, we use the relations
in Section and Section to analyze the possible kG-module endomorphisms of U’, where we
use the description of U’ as given in the proof of Claim 0. Using explicit k-bases for the A-module
U_A corresponding to U’ under the Morita equivalence, a straightforward linear algebra calculation

shows that End (U} ) = k[t]/(t2"°=1). This proves Claim 2.

Claim 3. In all cases, U’ has a lift U’ over W such that the F-character of U’ is equal to

2717271

n—1
Zpe: Z X5,i
(=2

i=1
where py is as in (B&10).

Proof of Claim 3. In all cases, we use the description of U’ as given in the proof of Claim 0.
Suppose first that either B is not Morita equivalent to any of the algebras in

{SD(2A4)1(c), Q(2A4)(¢), SD(3A4)1, Q(3A)2}

and V is arbitrary or B is Morita equivalent to SD(3.4); and V is such that its radical quotient
(resp. socle) is isomorphic to Ty. Then Claim 3 follows by using the decomposition matrix of B
together with [22 Prop. (23.7)].

Suppose next that B is Morita equivalent to one of the algebras in {SD(2.4)1(c), Q(2.4)(c)}. If the
radical quotient (resp. socle) of V is isomorphic to T, then Q(U’) & Zgo; (vesp. Q~Y(U’) =2 Z1g0)
where

Ty T
v To
To ’ Ty Tp
Ty Ty

and Zgo1 is a submodule of Pr, and Zygo is a quotient module of Pr,. Using [3| Lemma 2.3.2], it
follows that Zyp; and Z199 each have a lift over W such that the F-character of this lift is x3+ x4+ xs
(using the notation in Figure ), which implies Claim 3 in this case.

Finally, suppose that B is Morita equivalent to SD(3.4); and v = 2 and v = 1, or B is Morita
equivalent to Q(3A4)2 and {u,v} = {1,2}. If V is such that its radical quotient (resp. socle) is
isomorphic to T, then Q(U’) = Zyyou (resp. Q@ H(U’) = Zuou0) where

Ty Ty
T To
Zovou = Tu Ty ) Zuowo = Tu Ty
To To
T, T,

Zoo1 = Z100 =

and Zoyo,, is a submodule of Pr, and Z,g,0 is a quotient module of Pr,. Using [3, Lemma 2.3.2],
it follows that Zg,0, and Z,ou0 each have a lift over W such that the F'-character of this lift is
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X2 + X3 + xe if B is Morita equivalent to SD(3.4); (using the notation in Figure [7]) and the F-
character of this lift is x2 + x4 + x6 (resp. X2 + x3 + x7) if B is Morita equivalent to Q(3.4)2 and
u =1 (resp. u = 2) (using the notation in Figure[§]). This completes the proof of Claim 3.

Claim 4. The universal deformation ring R(G,V) is as stated in Theorem

Proof of Claim 4. In all cases, it follows by Lemma [0.6] that U’ from Claim 3 is an R’'G-module.
More precisely, there exists a W G-module endomorphism « of U’ such that Wa] = R’. By Claim 2,
we have Endyq(U7) = k[t] /(2" 1) = R'J2R’. Moreover, since U’ is a lift of V over k[t]/(t2" 1),
U’ is free as a module for Endg(U’) of rank dimy V' = deg(xs.1). Hence it follows by Lemma
that Endwq(U’) = Wla] = R’ and U’ is free as a module for Endy ¢ (U’).

In other words, U’ defines a lift of V over R'. Let 7 : R(G,V) — R’ be the unique continuous
W-algebra homomorphism relative to the lift defined by U’. Since R'/(m%, +2R') = k[t]/(t?), T is
surjective if and only if R'/(m%, + 2R’) ® g U’ does not define the trivial lift of V over k[t]/(t?).
However,

R /(w% +2R) @p U = U'/(*(U') +2U") =2 U /a*(U") = U /2T’
is an indecomposable kG-module, which implies that this does not define the trivial lift of V' over
k[t]/(t?). Hence 7 is surjective and induces a surjective k-algebra homomorphism

7: R(G,V)/2R(G,V) — R'/2R.

Suppose first that V' does not correspond to a 3-tube. Then R(G,V)/2R(G,V) and R'/2R’ are
isomorphic and finite dimensional over k, which implies that 7 is an isomorphism. Because R’ is a
free W-module of finite rank, it follows that 7 is an isomorphism. By Lemma [5.5 R’ is isomorphic
to a subquotient ring of W D. This proves Claim 4 and completes the proof of Theorem it v
does not correspond to a 3-tube.

Suppose next that V corresponds to a 3-tube. Then the universal mod 2 deformation ring
R(G,V)/2R(G,V) is isomorphic to k[t]/(2"~2) and the universal mod 2 deformation is isomorphic
to U. By [3, Lemma 2.3.3], it follows that R(G,V) = W{[t]]/(q.(t)(t — 2p),a2™g,(t)) for certain
pweW,ae{0,1} and 0 <m € Z. If a = 0 then R(G,V) = WI[t]]/(g.(t)(t — 2u)) is free over W.
If a = 1 then R(G,V)/2™ R(G,V) = (W/2"W)[[t]]/(qn(t)(t — 2u)) is free over W/2™W . Therefore

it follows that if @ = 0 (resp. a = 1), then there is a lift of U, when regarded as a kG-module, over
W (resp. over W/2™W). But by Proposition [6.5 we have R(G,U) = k, which means we must have
a =1and m = 1. Since V corresponds to a 3-tube, D is dihedral or semidihedral. Hence by Lemma
B8 the ring W/[t]]/(t gn(t),2 ¢, (t)) is isomorphic to a subquotient ring of W D. This proves Claim
4 and completes the proof of Theorem if V' corresponds to a 3-tube. O
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APPENDIX: DECOMPOSITION MATRICES FOR THE ALGEBRAS IN SECTION [4]

FIGURE 1. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type D(2.4) or SD(2.A4)3(c).

$o P1
X1 10
X2 10
X3 11
X4 11
X5,i 2 1 1<i<2n2-1

FIGURE 2. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(2.4)1(c) or Q(2.4)(c).

$o $1
X1 10
XQ 1 0
X3 11
X4 11
X5, 2 1 1<i<2n 21
X6 0 1

FIGURE 3. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type D(28) or SD(2B)1(c).

$o P1
X1 10
X2 10
X3 11
X4 11
X5,i 0 1 1<i<2m2-1

FIGURE 4. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(28)2(c) or Q(2B8)1(c).

©
S
S

X2
X3
X4
X5,i
X6

1<i<2m 21

N O R ==
— === OO
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FIGURE 5. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(2B)4(c) or Q(28)z2(p, a, c).

$o P1
X1 10
X2 10
X3 0 1
X4 0 1
X5,i 11 1<i<2n2-1

FIGURE 6. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type D(3.4);.

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 00
X2 1 1 1
X3 1 0 1
X4 1 1 0
X5,i 2 11 1<i<2n2-1

FIGURE 7. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(3.A4);.

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 0 0
X2 11 1
X3 1 01
X4 1 1 0
X5,i 2 11 1<i<2n2 -1
X6 0 0 1

FIGURE 8. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type Q(3.4)2.

$o L1 P2
X1 (1 0 0]
X2 11 1
X3 1 01
X4 1 1 0
X5,i 2 11 1<i<2m2-1
X6 010
xr [0 0 1]
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FIGURE 9. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type D(35);.

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 0 O
X2 1 1 0
X3 1 0 1
X4 1 1 1
X5,i 010 1<i<2m2-1

FIGURE 10. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(38); or SD(3D).

Yo P1 P2
X1 [1 0 0]
X2 1 1 0
X3 1 0 1
X4 11 1
X5,i 010 1<i<2n2-1
X6 |0 0 1 |

FIGURE 11. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(35)s.

Yo P1 P2
X1 [1 0 0]
X2 1 1 0
X3 11 1
X4 1 01
X5,i 010 1<i<2n2-1
X6 [ 2 1 1 |

FIGURE 12. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type Q(3B).

Yo P1 P2
X1 [1 0 0]
X2 1 1 0
X3 11 1
X4 1 0 1
X5,i 010 1<i<2m2-1
X6 0 0 1
X7 [ 2 1 1 |
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FIGURE 13. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(3C)2 1.

Yo L1 P2
X1 01 0
X2 1 1 0
X3 1 0 1
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 100 1<i<2n2-1
X6 1 1 1

FIGURE 14. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(3C)z .

FIGURE 15.

FIGURE 16.

Yo L1 P2
X1 01 0
X2 1 0 1
X3 1 1 0
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 111 1<i<2n2-1
X6 1 0 O

The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(3H);.

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 0 O
X2 1 1 1
X3 01 0
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 01 1 1<i<2n2-1
X6 1 1 0

The decomposition matrix for blocks of type SD(3H)2.

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 0 O
X2 01 0
X3 1 1 1
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 110 1<i<2n2-1
X6 0 1 1
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FIGURE 17. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type D(3K).

Yo L1 P2
X1 1 0 O
X2 1 1 1
X3 01 0
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 01 1 1<i<2m2-1

FIGURE 18. The decomposition matrix for blocks of type Q(3K).

Yo P1 P2
X1 [1 0 0]
X2 11 1
X3 01 0
X4 0 0 1
X5,i 01 1 1<i<2m2-1
X6 1 0 1
X7 _1 1 O_
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