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On Morita equivalences with endopermutation source and isotypies

Xin Huang

Abstract

We introduce a new type of equivalence between blocks of finite group algebras called an
almost isotypy. An almost isotypy restricts to a weak isotypy in Broué’s original definition [,
Définition 4.6], and it is slightly weaker than Linckelmann’s version [14, §10]. We show that
a bimodule of two block algebras of finite groups - which has an endopermutation module
as a source and which induces a Morita equivalence - gives rise to an almost isotypy if and
only if the character values of a (hence any) source are rational integers. This generalises a
previous result of Huang and Zhou [12]. Consequently, if two blocks are Morita equivalent
via a bimodule with endopermutation source, then they are almost isotypic.
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1. Introduction

Throughout this section p is a prime, k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p, and O is a complete discrete valuation ring with quotient field K of characteristic 0 and
residue field k. Assume that K is a splitting field for finite groups considered below.

Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and ¢ a block of OH. Denote by Zlrr i (G, b)
the group of generalised characters of G over K associated with the block b, and denote by
ZIBrg (G, b) the corresponding group of generalised Brauer characters. Following Broué,
a perfect isometry between b and c¢ is a group isomorphism @ : Zlrrg (H, c) = Zlirg (G, b)
satisfying certain conditions (see |8, Définition 1.4] or [17, Definition 9.2.2]). By arithmetic
properties of a perfect isometry, ® induces an isomorphism ® : ZIBry (H, c) = ZIBrg (G, b)
such that dg o ® = ® o dy (see [17, Corollary 9.2.7]). Here dg and dy are the usual
decomposition maps. Given a p-element u of G and a block e of kCg(u), denote by é the
unique block of OC¢(u) that lifts e. For any class functor x in Clg(G) associated with the
block b, define a class function dgé’fb))(x) in Clg(Cg(u),) by setting d%fb))(X)(S) = x(éus) for
all p’-elements s in Cg(u).

In [8], Broué defined the notion of an isotypy. The following definition is Broué’s original
definition. In order to distinguish different notions, let us call it weak isotypy.

Definition 1.1 (cf. |8, Définition 4.6]). Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and
c a block of OH. Suppose that b and ¢ have a common defect group P. Let i € (OGb)” and
j € (OHc)? be source idempotents. Suppose further that the fusion system of the source
algebras i1OG7 and jOH j on P are equal. For any cyclic subgroup @ of P, denote by eg the

unique block of kCq(Q) satisfying brSG(i)eQ # 0 and by fg the unique block of kCy(Q)
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satisfying brgH(j)fQ # 0. Denote by ég and fQ the blocks of OCg(Q) and OCy(Q) lifting
eq and fq, respectively. A weak isotypy between b and c is a family of perfect isometries

(I)Q : ZII"I"K(CH(Q), fQ) = ZITTK(CG’(Q)7 éQ)

for every cyclic subgroup @) = (u) of P, such that we have an equality of maps

(ueq) T (u.fQ)

d(G,ijz 0P, =dgo d(H;))
from Zlrrg (H, ¢) to K ®z ZIBrg(Ca(Q), ég). We say that the perfect isometry ®; extends
to a weak isotypy between b and ¢, and the family (®q) (140 (cyaic)cpy is called a local system.

When studying p-permutation equivalences, a very strong version of isotypy (see [14, §10]
or |17, Definition 9.5.1]) was defined; see also [5, Definition 15.3] for an equivalent version.
The only known examples of isotypic blocks in the sense of [14, §10] are p-permutation
equivalent blocks and Galois conjugate blocks (see [14, Theorem 10.1] and [17, Theorem
9.6.1]). We define the notion an almost isotypy which is slightly weaker than [17, Definition
9.5.1].

Definition 1.2. Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and ¢ a block of OH.
Suppose that b and ¢ have a common defect group P. Let i € (OGb)Y and j € (OHe)P be
source idempotents. Suppose further that the fusion systems of the source algebras iOG17 and
JOHj on P are equal. For any subgroup @ of P denote by eg the unique block of kCq(Q)
satisfying brgG(i)eQ # 0 and by fg the unique block of kCy(Q) satistying brgH (7)fq # 0.
Denote by ég and fQ the blocks of OC¢(Q) and OCy(Q) lifting e and fq, respectively.
We define an almost isotypy between b and c to be a family of perfect isometries

(I)Q : ZII‘I‘K<CH<Q), ]EQ) = ZII‘I‘K(Cg<Q), éQ)
for every subgroup @) of P, with the following properties.

(i) (Equivariance) For any isomorphism ¢ : = R in the common fusion system F we
have Y@y = Pp, where @ is obtained from composing ®g with the isomorphisms
ZIrrg (Ca(Q), ég) = ZIrrg(Ca(R), ér) and ZIrrg (Cu(Q), fo) = Zlirg (Cy(R), fr)
given by conjugation with elements x € G and y € H satisfying p(u) = zur™' = yuy ™"
for all u € Q.

(ii) (Compatibility) For any subgroup @ of P, any element u € Cp(Q), setting R = Q{u),
we have

u,e S u,fRr) u,eR) S u,f
diget) 0 0 = Brodlt or digch | o®g=—Prodyl)

(Ca(@),eq Cu(Q),fq) (Ca(Q),eq) ):fQ)

as maps from ZIrrk (Cy(Q), fQ) to K ®z ZIBrg(Cg(R), ér). We say that the perfect
isometry @, extends to an almost isotypy between b and ¢, and the family (®¢)120cpy
is called a local system.



The only difference between Definition and the isotypy in [14, §10] is that we add
a sign in the condition (ii). It is easy to see that from an almost isotypy, one obtains a
weak isotypy in Definition [Tl (after possibly replacing ®o by —®¢ for some non-trivial
cyclic subgroups @ of P). Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and ¢ a block of
OH. An (OGb, OHc)-bimodule M induces, via tensor products over OH, a Z-linear map
Oy 2 Zlrrg (H, ¢) — Zlrrg(G,b). We say that M extends to an almost isotypy if there is
a suitable local system in Definition making ®,, to extend to an almost isotypy. In
[12], the author and Zhou proved that if an (OGb, OHc)-bimodule M induces a Morita
equivalence between OGb and OHc and has an endopermutation module V' as a source,
then M extends to a weak isotypy in Definition [L.1] if and only if the character values of V'
are rational integers. In this paper we generalise this result: we prove that M extends to an
almost isotypy in Definition if and only the same condition holds.

Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and ¢ a block of OH. Assume
that an (OGb, OHc)-bimodule M induces a Morita equivalence between OGb and OHc and
has an endopermutation OX-module V' as a source with character p: X — O. Forx € X,
let T, be an indecomposable direct summand of Res@(\/) with vertex (x) and denote by
my the multiplicity of the isomorphism class of T, in an indecomposable decomposition of
Res@(V). The following are equivalent.

(i) M extends to a weak isotypy in Definition [11] between b and c.
(ii) For any x € X, p(x) = £m,.

(iii) For any x € X, p(x) is a rational integer.

(iv) M extends to an almost isotypy in Definition 1.2 between b and c.

Moreover, if p > 3 and X is abelian, the above conditions are equivalent to
(v) M extends to an isotypy in [14, §10] between b and c.

If one of these conditions holds, then M together with its slashed modules (see Notation [{.]]
below) gives rise to an almost isotypy, a weak isotypy, and an isotypy in each condition.

The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is due to |12, Theorem| - we will prove (i) implying (ii)
again in this paper to slightly repair the arguments in [12]. The equivalence of (ii) and (iii)
is by [19, Proposition 52.3]. Since (iv) (resp. (v)) implies (i), it remains to prove that (ii)
implies (iv) (resp. (v)).

If p > 3 or X is abelian, then by the classification of endopermutation modules, the
equivalence class of k ®» V' belongs to the subgroup of the Dade group of kX generated
by relative syzygies (see [7] or [20, Theorem 13.3]). If k ®» V is an exotic endotrivial
modules, the conditions (i)—(iv) in Theorem may not be equivalent to (v) in general -
the following Proposition provides some evidence. We refer to [20, Proposition 4.3] and the
references therein for descriptions of exotic endotrivial modules.

Proposition 1.4. Keep the notation of Theorem 1.3 Assume that X is isomorphic to Qg
(the quaternion group of order 8), and V is an endotrivial OX -module lifting a 3-dimensional
(resp. 5-dimensional) exotic endotrivial kX -module. Then the values of py are rational
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integers, and M extends to an almost isotypy, but M together with its slashed modules
cannot give rise to an isotypy in (14, §10].

Remark 1.5. Keep the notation of Proposition [L4l Although M together with its slashed
modules cannot give rise to an isotypy in the sense of [14, §10]. We still don’t know whether
M extends to an isotypy in the sense of |14, §10], because a local system is not necessarily
coming from lifting slashed modules. However, since M has an endopermutation source, lift-
ing slashed modules is the most natural way to find a potential local system. So Proposition
[L.4l shows that the notion of almost isotypy is reasonable, and it seems to be the optimal
solution for this problem.

Combined with |13, Theorem 1.13 (b)] and [17, Proposition 7.3.13], Theorem [[.3 implies
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG with a defect group P and c
a block of OH. Denote by b and ¢ the image of b and c in kG and kH, respectively. Assume
that kGb and kHE are Morita equivalent via a bimodule with endopermutation source. Then
OGb and OHc are almost isotypic in the sense of Definition[L.2. If p > 3 and P is abelian,
then OGb and OHc are isotypic in the sense of (14, §10].

This paper is more than a proof of Theorem [[.3l We take this opportunity to prove many
properties of local Morita equivalences induced by slashed modules, such as Propositions [4.3]
4.4 4.8 and [A.10L They are probably to be used to prove other results. In Section 2 we
review some basic concepts and notation. In Section [3] we prove some auxiliary results on
character values of endopermutation modules, and in Section 4], we prove some properties of
local Morita equivalences induced by slashed modules. Then we prove in Section Bl that these
local Morita equivalences can be uniquely lifted to O to satisfy some good properties. In
Section [0l we compare the generalised decomposation numbers of two blocks which are Morita
equivalent via a bimodule with endopermutation source. Theorem [[.3 and Proposition [L.4l
are proved respectively in Section [ and &

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this section, p is a prime, k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p; O is either a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic 0 with residue field k, or
O = k. In this section we review some notation and concepts. For an algebra A, we denote
by A°P the opposite algebra of A. Unless specified otherwise, all O-algebras and O-modules
considered in this paper are O-free of finite O-rank. For a finite group G, we denote by
AG the the diagonal subgroup {(g,¢9)lg € G} of the direct product G x G. Whenever
useful, we regard an OAG-module as an OG-module and vice versa via the isomorphism
G = AG sending g € G to (g,g). For finite groups G and H, an (OG, OH)-bimodule
M can be regarded as an O(G x H)-module (and vice versa) via (g, h)m = gmh™', where
g€ G, he Handme M. If M is indecomposable as an (OG, OH)-bimodule, then M is
indecomposable as an O(G x H)-module, hence has a vertex (in G x H) and a source.
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Given two O-algebras A, B and an (A, B)-bimodule M, Endp(M) is an (A®p AP, B®o
B°P)-bimodule: for any aj,as € A, by,bs € B, ¢ € Endp(M) and m € M,

((a1 ® az) - @ - (b1 @ by))(m) = arp(azmbs)by.

2.1. The Brauer construction. Let G be a finite group. We refer to [19, §10] or [16,
Definition 1.3.1] for the definition of a G-algebra. If A is a G-algebra (resp. OG-module),
we denote by A the subalgebra (resp. submodule) of H-fixed points of A for any subgroup
H of G. For any two p-subgroups ) < P of G, the relative trace map Trg c AQ — AP
is defined by Trj(a) = > ve(p/q) @ where [P/Q] denotes a set of representatives of the
left cosets of @ in P. We denote by Brp(A) or A(P) the Brauer quotient of A, i.e., the
Ng(P)-algebra (resp. kNg(P)-module)

APJ(Y 7 Teh(A9) + J(0)AT),

Q<P

where J(—) denotes the Jacobson radical. We denote by brp : A¥ — A(P) the canonical
map, which is called the Brauer homomorphism. Sometimes we write brg instead of brg if
no confusion arises.

If A is a G-interior algebra (for instance, A = Endp(M) for some OG-module M),
then the Brauer quotient A(P) has a natural structure of Cg(P)-interior algebra. For the
group algebra OG (considered as a G-interior algebra) and a p-subgroup P, the Brauer
homomorphism can be identified with the O-algebra homomorphism (OG)" — kCq(P),
deG’ agg deCG(P) a,g, where o, denotes the image of oy in k. If M is an A-module
then M can be viewed as an OG-module via the structure homomorphism G — A*.

2.2. Blocks and Brauer pairs. Let GG be a finite group. By a block of the group algebra
OG, we mean a primitive idempotent b of the center of OG, and OGbH is called a block
algebra of OG. A defect group of b is a maximal p-subgroup P of G such that br%(b) # 0.

A Brauer pair (or subpair) of the group G is a pair (@, eg), where @ is a p-subgroup of G
and eq is a block of kC¢(Q). The Brauer pair (Q, eq) is a b-Brauer pairif eqbrg®(b) # 0. For
the definition of inclusions of Brauer pairs we refer to [16, Definition 5.9.7] or [17, Definition
6.3.1]. Denote by ég the unique block of OCq(Q) lifting eq.

Let G and H be finite groups. Denote by —° the O-algebra isomorphism OH = (OH)°P
sending any h € H to h™!. Let b and ¢ be blocks of OG and OH respectively. Clearly c° is
a block of OH. Then an (OGb, OHc)-bimodule M can be regarded as an O(G x H)-module
belonging to the block b ® ¢® of O(G x H), and vice versa. Here, we identify b ® ¢° and its
image under the O-algebra isomorphism OG ®o OH = O(G x H) sending g ® h to (g, h)
forany g € G and h € H.

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG and (P,e) a mazimal b-Brauer
pair of G. For any subgroup @) of P denote by eq the unique block of kCq(Q) such that
(Q,eq) < (P,e). The following hold.
(i) Let Q' = QCp(Q), then (Cp(Q),eq) is an eg-Brauer pair of Ca(Q).
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(ii) Let u € Cp(Q) and R = Q(u). Then ((u),er) is an eq-Brauer pair of Ce(Q), and we
have ((u), er) < (Cp(Q), eqr)-

Proof. Let i be a primitive idempotent in (OG)” such that br2%(i)ep # 0. By the defini-
tion of inclusion of Brauer pairs [16, Definition 5.9.7] and by [16, Theorem 5.9.6], we have
brgG(i)eQ £ 0, brg,G(i)eQ/ # 0 and brp%(i)er # 0. Note that Ccyg)(Cp(Q)) = Co(Q')

C
and Ccg@)(u) = Cg(R). Then we see that brlép?g)?)(eQ)eQ/ = brg,G(eQ)eQ/ # 0 and

brg’;G(Q)(eQ)eR = br%(eq)er # 0. Hence by [17, Definition 6.3.1], both (Cp(Q),eq/) and
((u),eq) are eg-Brauer pairs of C(Q).
By standard lifting theorems for idempotents, there exists a primitive idempotent j €

1o kC . kC :
(kC6(Q))“P@ such that brgg(z)brcpc(’é?)(j) # 0 and brcpc(’é?)(])e@ # 0. By [16, The-

orem 5.9.6 (ii)], we have brgCG(Q)(j)eR # 0. Then by [16, Definition 5.9.7], ((u),er) <
(Cp(Q), eq). [

2.4. Points of algebras. Let G be a finite group and A an O-algebra. A point of A is an
A*-conjugacy class of primitive idempotents in A. Let I be a primitive decomposition of 14
in A. The multiplicity of a point & on A is the cardinal m, = |l Na| and it does not depend
on the choice of I. If A is a G-algebra, @ is a p-subgroup of G, a point a € A® is local if
bré(a) # {0}. In this case, «a is called a local point of @) on A. It is known that bré(a) is a
point of A(Q) and that the correspondence o — bré(a) induces a bijection between the set
of the local points of @ on A and the set of the points of A(Q) (see e.g. [19, Lemma 14.5]).

Let G be a finite group and b a block of OG. The map G — OGb sending g to gb
induces an interior G-algebra structure on OGb. Let a be a local point of (u) on OGb. Let
X € Irrg(G,b) afforded by an OG-module M. We set x(uq) = x(ul), where [ € a. Note
that x(u,) is independent of the choice of [; see remarks before |16, Definition 5.15.2].

2.5. Almost source algebras. For the concept of fusion systems, we follow the conventions
of [17, §8.1]. Almost source algebras of a block was introduced by Linckelmann in [14,
Definition 4.3]. Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG and P a defect group of b. An
idempotent i € (OGb)’ is called an almost source idempotent if br2%(i) # 0 for every
subgroup ) of P, there is a unique block eq of kCq(Q) such that brSG(i) € kCq(Q)eq-
The P-interior algebra iOG4 is then called an almost source algebra of the block b. If
the almost idempotent i is primitive in (OGb)T, then i is called a source idempotent and
iOGi is called an source algebra of b. By [14, Proposition 4.1], there is a canonical Morita
equivalence between the block algebra OGb and an almost source algebra iOG% sending
an OGb-module M to the :OGi-module :M. The choice of an almost source idempotent
i € (OGh)Y determines a fusion system F on P such that for any subgroups @ and R of
P, the set Homz(Q, R) is the set of all group homomorphisms ¢ : @ — R for which there
is an element = € G satisfying ¢(u) = zuz™! for all u € @ and satisfying zegr™' = €,g,-1
(see [14, Remark 4.4] or |17, §8.7]). Note that we use here the blanket assumption that & is
large enough. Moreover, a subgroup ) of P is fully F-centralised if and only if Cp(Q) is a
defect group of the block eg of kC¢(Q). Given a subgroup @) of P, it is always possible to
find a subgroup R of P such that () = R in F and such that R is fully F-centralised.
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The following result of Linckelmann explains why we will need to work with fully cen-
tralised subgroups and almost source idempotent rather than source idempotents.

Proposition 2.6 (|14, Proposition 4.5]). Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG, P a defect
group of b, and i € (OGb)” an almost source idempotent of b with associated almost source
algebra A = 1OGi. If Q is fully F-centralised subgroup of P, then Cp(Q) is a defect group
of kCa(Q)eq and brgG(i) is an almost source idempotent of kCq(Q)eq with the associated
almost source algebra A(Q). In particular, kCq(Q)eq and A(Q) are Morita equivalent.

2.7. Fusion-stable endopermutation modules. Let P be a finite p-group, V an OP-
module. If Endp(V) admits a P-stable O-basis under the conjugation action, then V' is
called an endopermutation O P-module, as defined in [9]. Let F a fusion system on P. Let
@ be a subgroup of P and V' an endopermutation OQ-module. Following Linckelmann ([16,
Definition 9.9.1]), we say that V' is F-stable if for any subgroup R of ) and any morphism
v : R — @ in F, the sets of isomorphism classes of indecomposable direct summands with
vertex R of the kR-modules Res2(V) and ,V are equal (including the possibility that both
sets may be empty). This is equivalent to saying that Resg(V) @,V is an endopermutation
kR-module (see |9, Corollary 6.12]).

Theorem 2.8 (Dade’s slashed modules; see e.g. [17, Proposition 7.3.7 (i)]). Let P be a
finite p-group and V' an endopermutation O P-module. For any subgroup Q) of P, and any
subgroup H of P satisfying H < Np(Q), there is up to isomorphism a unique endopermuta-
tion kH-module V[Q)] such that (Endp(V))(Q) = Endy(V[Q]) as H-algebras. V[Q] has an

indecomposable direct summand with vertex H.

The V[Q] above is called a @Q-slashed module attached to V over the group H. The
slashed modules is also known as “deflation-restriction”; see e.g. [17, Definition 7.3.8] or
[20, §3].

Proposition 2.9 ([15, Proposition 4.1]). Let A and B be almost source algebras of blocks
of finite group algebras having a common defect group P and the same fusion system F on
P. Let V be an F-stable indecomposable endopermutation OP-module with vertex P. Let
M be a direct summand the (A, B)-bimodule

U= A®ep Ind3" (V) @0p B.

Consider M as an OAP-module via the homomorphism AP — A ®p BP sending (u,u) €
AP to uly @ utlg. Then for any non-trivial subgroup Q of P, there is a canonical
(Brg(A), Brg(B))-bimodule Mg satisfying Brag(Endp(M)) = Endy,(Mg) as k-algebras and
as (Brg(A) ®g Brg(A)°P, Brg(B) ®; Brg(B)°P)-bimodules.

A Brauer-friendly module is a direct sum of indecomposable modules with compatible
fusion-stable endopermutation sources. we refer to |2, Definition 8| for its definition.

Proposition 2.10 (see |11, Proposition 2.6]). Let G and H be finite groups, and let b and
¢ be blocks of OG and OH respectively. Let M be an indecomposable (OGb, O Hc)-bimodule
with an endopermutation source inducing a stable equivalence of Morita type between OGb

and OHe. Then M is a Brauer-friendly O(G x H)(b ® ¢°)-module.
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Note that although [11, Proposition 2.6] is a statement over k, the proof works over O.

Lemma 2.11 (see [2, Theorem 18 and 21]). Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG,
M a Brauer-friendly OGb-module, (P,ep) a b-subpair, and H a subgroup of G such that
Ca(P) < H < Ng(P,ep). Then there exists a Brauer-friendly kHep-module Slgj’ep)(M)
and an isomorphism of Cq(P)-interior H-algebras

egp,ep) . Brp(Endp(épM)) = Endk(Sléep)(M)).

Following Biland, the pair (Slg7ep)(M), 9(1}'37613)) or just the kHep-module Slg%ep)(M) is
called a (P, ep)-slashed module attached to M over the group H. This is a generalisation of
Dade’s slashed modules for endopermutation modules of finite p-groups.

Remark 2.12. In Lemma 211l H is assumed to satisfy Cq(P) < H < Ng(P, ep), while in
[2, Theorem 18 and 21], H is assumed to satisfy PCq(P) < H < Ng(P,ep). But Lemma
[2.17] follows from the proof of [2, Theorems 18 and 21].

2.13. Vertex subpairs and sources. Let GG be a finite group, b a block of OG, and M
an indecomposable OGb-module. We refer to |2, Definition 2| for the definitions of a vertex
subpair of M, a source of M with respect to a vertex subpair, and a source triple of M. Let
(P,e) be a vertex subpair of M. In [2], the second component e is defined to be a block of
OC¢q(P). Since there is a canonical bijection between the blocks of OC¢(P) and of kCq(P).
So we can define the second component e to be a block of kC(P). As in the classical theory
of Green, the vertex subpairs (resp. source triples) of M form an orbit under the action of
G by conjugation.

The following proposition is the block theoretic version of |16, Theorem 5.6.9], and it is
a generalisation of [5, Proposition 5.3 (b), (c)].

Proposition 2.14. Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG, M an indecomposable OGb-
module, and (Q, eq) a b-Brauer pair of G. Then (Q,eq) is contained in a vertex subpair of
M if and only if Brg(Endep(égM)) # 0.

Proof. Assume (P, ep) is a vertex subpair of M such that (Q,eq) < (P,ep). Then by |2,
Lemma 1 (ii)], the OP-module épM admits an indecomposable direct summand V' with

vertex P. Hence there is a primitive idempotent i € (OGb)? such that brp(i)ep # 0 and
that V' is a direct summand of iM. So we have Brp(Endp(iM)) # 0, and hence

0 # Bro(Ende(iM)) = Brag(i*M* @0 iM) = bras < (i° @ i)Brag(M* ®@o M)

(at least) as k-modules, where the second isomorphism is by [14, Lemma 3.9]. By the
definition of (@, eq) < (P, ep) and by |16, Theorem 5.9.6], we have

brgg"xc’)(f ® i)brggg’w’(ég ®eég) £ 0.

Hence Brg(Endp(égM)) # 0.



The proof of the “if ” part is inspired by the proof of [5, Proposition 5.3 (¢)]. Assume con-
versely that Brg(Endp(égM)) # 0. Then the OQ-module égM admits an indecomposable
direct summand V' with vertex Q). Since Brg(Endp(M)) # 0, by [16, Theorem 5.6.9], @ is
contained in a vertex, say P, of M. We proceed by induction on the index |P : Q|. If Q = P,
then by [2, Lemma 1 (ii)], (P, eq) = (Q, eq) is a vertex subpair of M, hence the claim is true.

Assume now that @ < P. Let ¢ := Tr%ggg?eQ)(éQ). By [17, Theorem 6.2.6 (iii)], ég remains
a block of ON¢(Q, eq), cis a block of ONg(P), and the ONg(Q)c-ONg(Q, eq)ég-bimodule
ONg(Q)ég and its dual égONg(Q) induces a Morita equivalence between ONg(Q)c and
ONg(Q,eq)ég- It is well-known that that a splendid Morita equivalence preserves vertices
and sources of indecomposable modules; this can be easily proved by using some variation
of [16, Theorem 5.1.16]. Since Brg(Endep(égM)) # 0, there is an indecomposable direct
summand N of the ONg(Q, eq)ég-module égM such that () is contained in a vertex of N.
By the splendid Morita equivalence above, there is an indecomposable direct summand N’ of
Resgg(Q)(M) such that N = ég N’ and that a vertex of N is a vertex of N'. If () is a vertex
of N (and hence of N'), then by the Burry-Carlson-Puig Theorem (|16, Corollary 5.5.20]),
@ is a vertex of M, a contradiction. Thus the ONg(Q), eq)ég-module égN' has a vertex R
properly containing (). Since égN’ is isomorphic to a direct summand of Res§ Qe Q)(éQM ),
we have Brr(Endp(égM)) # 0. Hence

0 # Brg(Endo(éoM)) 22 Brr(éyM* @0 éoM) = brass D (e8 @ éq)Bra(M* @0 M)

as kCg(R)brg(éq)-kCe(R)brg(égr)-bimodules, where the second isomorphism is by [14,
Lemma 3.9]. Since brg(ég) is an idempotent in the center of kCg(R), there exists a block
er of kCq(R) such that egbrg(ég) # 0 and that

0 # (e ® er)Brr(M* ®o M) = Brg(Endp(égM)).

Note that we have (Q,eq) < (R,er). Applying the induction hypothesis to the b-Brauer
pair (R,eg), (R,er) (and hence (Q,eq)) is contained in some vertex subpair of M. O

Remark 2.15. In Proposition .14, if M is an indecomposable p-permutation OGb-module,
then by [16, Proposition 5.8.6] and [14, Lemma 3.9] we have

BIQ(EDdo(éQM)) = Endk(BrQ(éQM)) = Endk(eQBrQ(M)).

Hence Proposition 214 generalises |3, Proposition 5.3 (b), (¢)].

3. On character values of endopermutation modules

Throughout this section p is a prime, k is an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p, and O is a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic 0 with residue field k. In
this section we prove some auxiliary results on character values of endopermutation modules
which will be used for proving Theorem [L3]



Notation 3.1. For P a finite p-group and V' an endopermutation OP-module such that
Endo(V)(P) # 0. Denote by py : V' — O the character of V' and dety the determinant of
V' (see e.g. the paragraph after [16, Definition 3.1.2]). Note that dety is a linear character
of P. For any u € P, by |17, Proposition 7.3.7 (ii)], there is a unique local point ¢, of (u) on
Endp (V). Denote by m,, the multiplicity of 6, on Endp, (V). Denote by wy(u) the trace
of the O-linear transformation u¢ € Endp(V'), where ¢ € §,. Clearly wy (u) is independent
of the choice of ¢. By the proof of [19, Proposition 52.3], we have py (u) = m,wy (u) for any
u € P. Also by the proof of [19, Proposition 52.3], py(u) € Z if and only if wy (u) = £1. So
if py(u) € Z, then wy (u) is the sign of py(u). Assume that F is a fusion system on P and V'
is F-stable. It is easy to show that for any ¢ € Homz((u), P), we have wy (u) = wy (p(u)).

Proposition 3.2. Let P be a finite p-group and V an endopermutation O P-module having
at least one direct summand with vertex P. Assume that ptrko(V'). The following hold.

(i) If dety =1 then the values of py are in Z. Conversely, if p > 3 and the values of py
are in 7, then dety = 1.

(ii) Assume that dety = 1. For any u and v in P satisfying (u) = (v), we have py(u) =
pv(v).

Proof. (i). Let W (k) be the ring of Witt vectors in O of k (see e.g. the paragraph before
[13, Definition 1.8] for the definition). By |20, Theorem 14.2], there is an endopermutation
W (k)P-module V; such that k @w ) Vo = k®e V. By [11, Proposition 7.3.12], V; is unique
up to tensoring a W (k)P-free module of W (k)-rank 1. Since p 1 rko(Vp), by |16, Corollary
5.3.4], we can choose Vj to have determinant 1 and such a choice is unique up to isomorphism.
Then O @w ) Vo is an OP-module of determinant 1 which lifts the kP-module £ ®o V.

Assume now dety = 1. By [16, Corollary 5.3.4] we deduce that V' = O @y ) Vo. By [17,
Proposition 7.3.13], the values of py, are in Z. Hence the values of py are in Z. Conversely,
assume that p > 3 and the values of py are in Z. Again by |17, Proposition 7.3.12], there is
a unique (up to isomorphism) OP-module T" of O-rank 1 such that T'®o V = O @, Vo.
Hence we have py, = pypr and dety, = (dety)™dety, where n = rkp(V'). We easily deduce
that the values of py are in Z. Since p > 3, the only possible situation is 7' = O. It follows
that dety = dety, = 1.

(ii). Since dety = 1, by the proof of statement (i), V' is defined over W (k). So we may
assume that O is absolutely unramified. Then the statement follows from the proof of [17,
Proposition 7.3.13]. O

3.3. For a finite p-group P and A € {O, k}, denote by D,(P) the Dade group of P over A
(see e.g. [20, §3]). Let X be a finite P-set and let AX be the corresponding permutation
AP-module. Let Qx(A) be the kernel of the “augmentation” map AX — A (mapping every
basis element in X to 1). The AP-module Qx(A) is called a relative syzygy of A. By a result
due to Alperin (see e.g. [6, Lemma 2.3.3]), Qx(A) is an endopermutation AP-module. Let
@ be a proper subgroup of P, then P/Q (the set of left cosets) is a P-set. Let A[P/Q] be the
corresponding permutation AP-module. Since Soc(Q2pq(A)) C Soc(A[P/Q]) = A, Qp/o(A)
is indecomposable. By [6, 3.2.1], Qp/g(A) has vertex P. Let DY(P) be the subgroup of
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Dy (P) generated by all the relative syzygies Qx(A), where X runs over all non-empty finite
P-sets. By [6, Lemma 5.2.3], D{(P) is actually generated by all Qp,g(A), where @ runs
over all proper subgroups of P.

Proposition 3.4. Let P be a finite p-group and V' an indecomposable endopermutation OP-
module with vertex P. If [V] € DE(P), then the values of py are in Z. Conversely, if p > 3
and the values of py are in Z, then [V] € D&(P).

Proof. Assume that [V] € D3(P). Since each generator Qp,o(O) (where @ is a proper
subgroup of P) is defined over W (k), using [17, Proposition 7.3.4 (vii)], it is easy to see
that V is defined over W (k). Hence by [17, Proposition 7.3.13], the values of py are in Z.
Assume conversely that p > 3 and the values of py in Z. By [7], we have Dy(P) = D}(P),
hence the exists an indecomposable endopermuation O P-module V' such that [V'] € D&(P)
and k ®p V' = k ®o V. By [11, Proposition 7.3.12], there is a unique (up to isomorphism)
OP-module T of O-rank 1 such that T'®x V = V’. By the first statement, the values of py-
are in Z. It follows that the values of pr are in Z, which in turn implies 7" = O. UJ

Proposition 3.5. Let P be a finite p-group and V' an indecomposable endopermutation OP-
module with vertex P. Assume that p > 3 and the values of py are in Z. Let Q1 --- ,Q, be a
sequence of subgroups of P and ug = 1,uq,- -+ ,u, be a sequence of elements in P such that
forany i€ {1,--- ,n}, Q; < Np({ug, -+ ,u;—1)) and u; € Q;. Let V; be an indecomposable
direct summand of a (uy,--- ,u;)-slashed module attached to V' over Q); with vertex Q;, and
Vi an endopermutation OQ;-module such that k ®o VZ = V. and such that detVi = 1. Let
Vo = V. The product wy (u1)wy, (ug) -~ wp  (un) depends only on (uy, -+ ,u,) and V - it
does not depend on a particular choice of the sequence Qq, -+ ,Qn, U1, , Up.

Proof. Note that by [20, Theorem 14.2] and [16, Corollary 5.3.4], V; exists and is unique up
to isomorphism. If n = 1, the proposition holds by Proposition (ii). Since the values of
pv are in Z, by Proposition B4, [V] € D3(P).

We claim that the problem can be reduced to generators of D3(P). Let W be another
indecomposable endopermutation O P-module with vertex P such that the values of py, are
in Z. Let M be an indecomposable direct summand of V ®» W with vertex P. Let N = V*.
We can similarly choose W;, Wi, M;, M;, N; and N; (1€{1,---,n}) for W, M and N. Since
wy (uy) is the sign of the integer py (uy), it is easy to observe that wy(u1) = wyg,w(u1) =
wy (ug)ww (uq) and wy (ug) = wy (ug). Since slash functors are additive (see [10, Remark 2.8])
and compatible with tensor products (see [10, 3.2]), M; is isomorphic to a direct summand
of Vi ®, Wi. Note that Vl RKRo W1 is an endopermutation O@Q-module lifting V; ®, W; and
has determinant 1. By the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and Proposition
B2 (i), we see that [M;] = [Vi ®o Wi] in Dp(Q). So we have Wy (U2) = wp, (ug)wyy, (ug).
By induction and by using the transitivity of slashed modules (see |9, Proposition 5.6] or [2,
Lemma 22 (i)]), it is easy to show that wy,  (u;) = wy,_ (u)wy,  (u;) for any i € {1,--- ,n}.
Since slash functors are compatible with duality (see [10, 3.2]), N, = (V,)*, and hence
N, = (V,)*. So we have wy, (8) = wy, (s) (because the character values V, are in Z). By
induction and by using the transitivity of slashed modules (see [9, Proposition 5.6] or [2,
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Lemma 22 (i)]), it is easy to show that wy,  (u;) = wg,_ (u;) for any i € {1,--- ,n}. Now
we have proved the claim.

By the discussion in the previous paragraph, it suffices to consider that case V' = Qp/r(O)
for some proper subgroup R of P. Since we have py + po equals the character of the
permutation O P-module O[P/R], it is easy to see that

i) = { L Ao 1)

—1, if (P/R)") = 0.

Case 1. Assume first that (P/R)®) # ), so wy(u) = 1. Using notation in [20, §3], we

have [V}] = [Defgi/wl)(Resgl(V))] in Di(Q1). By [6, Corollary 4.1.2 (1) and Lemma 4.2.1

(2)], V1] = [p/rywn (K)] in Di(Q1), where we regard (P/R)™ as a Q;-set. By the uniquely

lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and Proposition (i), we have [Vi] = [Qp;gywy) (O)]
in Do (Q1). Hence similar to ([B.1)), we have

A B 1, if ((P/R)<u1>)<u2> — (P/R>(u1,u2> 7& @’
wvl(UQ) — _1’ if ((P/R><u1>>(u2> _ (P/R>(u1,m> — (Z)

Case 2. Now assume that (P/R)“ = (), so wy(u;) = —1. By [6, Corollary 4.1.2 (1)
and Lemma 4.2.1 (1)], [Vi] = [k] in Dg(Q1). By the uniquely lifting property |16, Corollary
5.3.4] and Proposition (i), we have [V4] = [O] in Do(Q;). Hence wy, (ug) = 1. Since
(P/R)™) = (), we have (P/R){u2) =),

We conclude that in both cases, we have

1, if (P/R){u2) £ g,

wv(m)w(/l(m) = {_1’ if (P/R)<u1,u2) — 0.

By induction and by using [6, Corollary 4.1.2 (1) and Lemma 4.2.1], it is routine to show
that
1, i (P/R) ) £ ),

Wv(ul)wV1(u2) o 'an_l(u") - {_1 if (P/R)(Ulwwun) =10

This proves the proposition. O

Proposition 3.6. Let P be a finite p-group and V' an indecomposable endopermutation OP-
module with vertex P. Assume that p > 3 and the values of py are in Z. Assume that F is a
fusion system on P and V is F-stable. Let ) be a subgroup of P, Hg a subgroup of Np(Q),
Vo an indecomposable direct summand of a Q-slashed module attached to V' over Hg with
vertex Hg, and Vg an endopermutation O Hg-module such that k @0 Vi = Vg and such that
dety, = 1. Let u be an element in Ho, ¢ € Homz(Q(u), P), R = ¢(Q), v = ¢(u), and Hg

a subgroup of Np(R) containing v. We similarly choose Vi and Vi. Then wy,, (1) = wy, (v).
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Proof. By Notation 3.1l we know that wy,, (u) is the sign of PV, (u). Moreover, by Notation
B.11 Wy, (u) is the sign of the character value at u of any indecomposable direct summand of

Resgﬁ(VQ) with vertex (u). Let Wy be an indecomposable direct summand of Resgfu>(VQ)

with vertex Q(u) and Wy an endopermutation OQ(u)-module such that k @ Wy = Wy
and such that detWQ = 1. Then using the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and
Proposition (i), we see that Wy is an indecomposable direct summand of Resgfw(VQ)
with vertex Q(u). So wy, (u) is the sign of the character value at u of any indecomposable
direct summand of Res%w(WQ) with vertex (u). By assumption, there is a kHg-module
Y such that Vo @Y is a ()-slashed module attached to V over Hg. Using the definition of
slashed modules, it easy to check that Resgfw(VQ @Y) is a @-slashed module attached to
Resg, w (V) over Q(u). So [Wq] only depends on the isomorphism class of an indecomposable
direct summand of Resg<u>(V) with vertex Q(u).

Similarly, using the discussion above we can choose Wy and Wy for R and v instead
of @ and u, respectively. Similarly, [Wx] only depends on the isomorphism class of an
indecomposable direct summand of Res£<v>(V) with vertex R(v). By definition of the F-

stability of V', we deduce that Wy = ,(Wg) as kQ(u)-modules and hence W = Sa(VAVR) as
OQ(u)-modules. This implies wVQ(u) = wy,. (V). O

4. On local Morita equivalences induced by slashed modules
Assume in this section we are in the context of Theorem [L3]

Notation 4.1. By [17, Theorem 9.11.2], we may assume that

(i) the blocks b and ¢ have a common defect group P, and a common fusion system
F determined by a source idempotent i € (OGb)¥ and also a source idempotent
j € (OHe)";
(ii) X = AP and when regarding V' as an OP-module, V' is F-stable;
(iii) M is isomorphic to a direct summand of the (OGb, O H ¢)-bimodule

OGi @op IndL 5P (V) @0p jOH.

By Proposition 210, M is a Brauer-friendly O(G x H)(b® ¢°)-module. We fix the following
notation.

(iv) Write A =iOGi and B = jOHj.
(v) For any subgroup @ of P denote by eq the unique block of kC¢(Q) satistying brgG(i)eQ +
0 and by fg the unique block of kC(Q)) satistying brgH(j)fQ # 0.
(vi) Denote by ég and fQ the blocks of OC¢(Q) and OCy(Q) lifting e and f(, respectively.
(vii) Write ig := brg®(i) and jg = brg" (j).
(viii) Let Mg be a (AQ,eq ® fg)-slashed module attached to M over the group Cg(Q) X
Cu(Q). Note that by [2, Lemma 17], Mg is unique up to isomorphism.
13



Theorem 4.2 (|11, Theorem 1.2]). The (kCq(Q)eq, kCu(Q)fq)-bimodule Mg induces a
Morita equivalence between kCq(Q)eq and kCy(Q)fo and has an endopermutation module
as a source.

Proposition 4.3. Let Q' = QCp(Q). The pair (ACp(Q), eq ® f) is contained in a vertex
subpair of the kCq(Q)eqg-kCr(Q) fo-bimodule Mg, and it is a vertex subpair of Mg if and
only if Q) is F-centralised.

Proof. By the definition of a slashed module (Lemma 211), we may regard My as a
EAQ(Cq(Q) x Cy(Q))-module on which AQ acts trivially. For the first statement, by
Proposition 2.14] it suffices to show that

Endi(eqMq fo')(ACP(Q)) # 0.

By the transitivity of slash functors [2, Lemma 22 (i)], we have
Endy,(eq: Mo for) (AQ')) = Endo(éqr M fo) (AQ).

By [11, Lemma 2.7], (AP,ep ® fp) is a vertex subpair of M. Since the b ® c°-Brauer pair
(AQ' eqr ® f&) is contained in (AP, ep ® fz), by Proposition 2.14, we have

Endo(éo M fo)(AQ') # 0.

Since (ACP(Q), eqr @ f&) < (AQ' eqr ® f5) as Brauer pairs on AQ(Ce(Q) x Cu(Q)), by
Proposition 214 again, we have Endg(eq Mg fo ) (ACp(Q)) # 0. Hence the first statement
holds.

Since Mg induces a Morita equivalence and has an endopermutation module as a source,
by [17, Theorem 9.11.2], we see that ACp(Q) is a vertex of M if and only if the order of
Cp(Q) equals to the order of a defect group of kCx(Q)eq. By [17, Proposition 8.5.3 (i)],
this is equivalent to ) being F-centralised. O]

Proposition 4.4. Let ' = QCp(Q) and let (Xg,e) be a vertex subpair of the kCq(Q)eq-
kCu(Q)fq-bimodule Mg containing (ACp(Q),eq @ fo). Let Vi be a source of Mg with
respect to the vertex subpair (Xq,e). The following hold.

(i) Let X; and Xy be the images of Xg under the canonical projections p; : Cq(Q) X
Cu(Q) = Ce(Q) and ps : Ce(Q) X Cu(Q) — Cu(Q) respectively. Then py restricts to
an isomorphism py : Xg — X1, and py restricts to an isomorphism ps : Xg — Xo, and
Xy and Xy are defect groups of kCq(Q)eq and kCy(Q) fo respectively. The idempotent
e is of the form by ® cg where by and cq are blocks of kCa(QX1) and kCy(QX2)
respectively.

(ii) There exist source idempotents sg € (kCq(Q)eg)™* and tg € (kCu(Q)fo)™** such that
bré?G(Q)(sQ)eQ/ # 0 and br%?H(Q) (tqo)for # 0 and that Mg is isomorphic to a direct
summand of

kCa(Q)sq Qrx, Indﬁ;XXQ(VQ) Rnx, tokCr(Q).
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(iii) Let Fq be the fusion system on Xy determined by sqg and Gg be the fusion system on

-1
Xo determined by tg. Then the map ¢ @ X, LEEN Xo P, X, is an isomorphism of
groups, and we have Y Fgo = Gg, where ¥ Fg the fusion system on X; induced by Fo
via the isomorphism ).

(iv) The restriction of 1 to Cp(Q) is the identity map Cp(Q) — Cp(Q).

Proof. By |11, Proposition 7.3.10 (i)], any source of M has dimension prime to p. Then by
[17, Proposition 9.7.1] we see that X is a defect group of kCq(Q)eg and X» is a defect group
of kCy(Q)fg. The statement on the idempotent e is now clear, whence (i). Statement (ii)
follows from [2, Lemma 3 (i)] and Lemma 23 (i). Statement (iii) follows from [17, Theorem
9.11.2]. Statement (iv) follows by the choice of Xg. O

By [17, Theorem 9.11.9], there is an isomorphism of interior P-algebras
f:i0Gi = e(Endp(V) ®0 jOH j)e (4.1)

for some primitive local idempotent e € (Endp(V) ®0 jOH5)Y. We identify iOGi with
e(Endp(V) ®0 jOHj)e via this isomorphism.

Proposition 4.5. The (1OGi, jOHj)-bimodule iMj is isomorphic to e(V @0 jOHj). Here
e(V®epjOHj) is a left e(Endp(V)®0jOH j)e-module and we regard it as a left iOGi-module
via the isomorphism f; e(V Qo jJOHJ) is also a right jOH j-module via the multiplication
e(v ®by)be = e(v ® biby), for any v € V and any by, by € jOH}.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is to review the choice of e and the construction of f in
the proof of [17, Theorem 9.11.9]. Since iMj induces a Morita equivalence between A and
B, we have A = Endpges (iM7j) as interior P-algebras. Since iMj is isomorphic to a direct
summand of

A®op Ind 5P (V) ®0p B,

we can choose an idempotent €’ in End 4, por (AR0pIndX 3" (V)®0p B) which is a projection
to the direct summand M j. Then we have an isomorphism

iMj = e (A@op Indi 3" (V) ®op B) (4.2)

of End g, 5o (A @op Indy 5" (V) @pp B)-modules and an isomorphism

fi: A2 €' (Endper (A ®op Inda ;7 (V) ®op B))e’

of interior P-algebras. Note that in (@2), 1M j becomes an ¢/(End se,, gor (AR0pIndh 5F (V) ®0p
B))e’-module, and it can be regarded as an A-module via the isomorphism f;.

Since A is a primitive interior P-algebra, it follows that the idempotent €’ remains prim-
itive in Endppe,per (A @op Indy5F (V) ®op B). So there is an indecomposable summand
W of A as an (OP, OP)-bimodule and an Endppg,, gor (A @0p Indi 57 (V) @0 p B)-conjugate

e of €, such that we have an isomorphism

fa : € (Endges (A @op IndLSE (V) @0p B))e' = e(Endger (W @0p IndX 5 (V) @0p B))e
15



of interior P-algebras. Note that now iMj becomes an ¢/ (End 4, por (A®0p IndA 5" (V) @0p
B))e’-module, it can be regarded as an A-module via the isomorphism f5 o fi, and we have

iMj = e(W @op Indi 5P (V) @op B).

By [16, Proposition 2.4.12], we have an (OP, B)-bimodule isomorphism Ind% 5" (V) ®op

B =V ®» B. Hence we have an isomorphism
fs : e(Endger (W ®@pp IndL5F (V) @0p B))e = e(Endgo (W @op (V ®0 B)))e

of interior P-algebras. Since W = (OP),, for some ¢ € Autz(P) and since V and B are
F-stable, we have an isomorphism

f1: e(Endpor (W ®op (V ®0 B)))e = e(Endper ((V ®0 B)))e
of interior P-algebras. It is easy to see that we have also an isomorphism
f5 : e(Endpor ((V ®0 B)))e = e(Endp (V) ®0 B)e

of interior P-algebras. The isomorphism f is exactly f5 o fy o f3 o fy o fi. Note that in
the above process, iMj becomes an e(Endp(V) ®0 B)e-module, it can be regarded as an
A-module via the isomorphism f, and we have iMj = e(V ®o B). OJ

Proposition 4.6. Let Q) be a fully F-centralised subgroup of Q). Then the (Brg(A), Brg(B))-
bimodule igMqjq satisfies the condition that Brag(Endep(iMj)) = Endg(ioMgjq) as k-
algebras and as (Brg(A) ®i Brg(A)°P, Brg(B) ®j Brg(B)°P)-bimodules.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, Brg(A) and Brg(B) are almost source algebras of kCq(Q)eq
and kCg(Q)fq, respectively. By the definition of a (AQ, eq ® fg)-slashed module, we have
Brg(Endp(M)) = Endg(Mg) as interior (Ce(Q) x Cu(Q))-algebras, hence as (kCq(Q)eq @k
(kCu(Q)fo)?, kCq(Q)eqg Rk (kCH(Q)fo)°P)-bimodules. The statement follows from the

standard Morita equivalences between block algebras and almost source algebras. O

Lemma 4.7. For any subgroup @ of P we have Endp(B)(Q) = Endy(B(Q)) as (B(Q), B(Q))-
bimodules and as k-algebras.

Proof. Mimic the proof of [16, Proposition 5.8.6]. O
Proposition 4.8. Let Q) be a subgroup of P. The following hold.
(i) There is an isomorphism of interior Cp(Q)-algebras
Bro(f) - A(Q) = brg(e)(Endx(V[Q]) @k B(Q))brg(e) (4.3)

for some idempotent brg(e) € (Endy(V[Q]) @k B(Q))°P Q) where V[Q] is a (u)-slashed
module attached to V' over Np(Q).
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(ii) Assume Q is fully F-centralised. The (A(Q), B(Q))-bimodule igMgjq is isomorphic
to bro(e)(V[Q] @ B(Q)). Here bro(e)(VIQ] @k B(Q)) is a left bro(e) (End,(V[Q]) @
B(Q))brg(e)-module and we regard it as a left A(Q)-module via the isomorphism

Brg(f); bro(e)(V[Q] @k B(Q)) is also a right B(Q)-module via the multiplication
brg(e)(v ® by)by = brg(e)(v ® bibe), for any v € V[Q| and any by, by € B(Q).

Proof. Taking (Q-Brauer quotient on each side of the interior P-algebra isomorphism f, we
obtain an isomorphism of interior C'p(Q))-algebras

A(Q) = brg %08 (¢)(Endo (V) ®0 B)(Q)brly V=0 (e).

Using [16, Proposition 5.9.2] and Theorem [Z§], we obtain the desired isomorphism Brg(f)
in statement (i).

Next we prove (ii). It is easy to see that the module “My” in Proposition is uniquely
determined by “M”, up to isomorphism. So by Proposition [4.6] it suffices to show that

Brag(Endo(iMj)) = Endg(bro(e)(V[Q] @k B(Q))) as (A(Q) @x A(Q)*, B(Q) @k B(Q)*P)-
bimodules and as k-algebras. By Proposition .5, we have iMj = e(V ®o B) as (A, B)-
bimodules. So we have

Bro(Endp(iMj)) = Brg(Ende(e(V ®o0 B)))
= Brg(eEndo(V ®0 B)e)
= brg(e)Brg(Endo (V) ®o Endo(B))brg(e)
= brg(e)(Endo(V)(Q) @5 Endo(B)(Q))bro(e)
= brg(e) (End, (V[Q]) @k Endi(B(Q)))bro(e)
= brg(e)End, (V[Q] @1 B(Q))brg(e)
= Endy,(bro(e)(V[Q] @k B(Q)))

as (A(Q) @ A(Q)°P, B(Q) ® B(Q)°P)-bimodules and as k-algebras, where the third iso-
morphism is by [14, Lemma 3.9], the fourth isomorphism is by |16, Proposition 5.9.2], and
the fifth isomorphism is by Theorem 2.8 and Lemma .7 Here we use abusively the same
notation brg(e) to denote the images of brg(e) in different algebras under the isomorphisms.
This completes the proof. O

4.9. For a subgroup @ of P, denote by LP(Q,iOG1) the set of local points on iOGi, and
by d¢ the unique local point of @ on Endp(V). For any o € LP(Q,iOGi), denote by W,

the simple A(Q)-module
A(Q)brg(D/T(A(Q)brg(1),

where [ € a. Note that W, is uniquely determined by a up to isomorphism. By [19, Lemma
14.5], the correspondence v — [W,] induces a bijection between LP(Q,iOG1) and the set
of isomorphism classes of simple simple A(Q)-modules.

By [17, Theorem 7.4.2] applied to the isomorphism (41l), we obtain a bijection

LP(Q,i0G) — LP(Q,jOHj), a0+ o, (4.4)
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such that o and o’ correspond to each other if an only if both
brg(e) (brg™ ") (5g) ® brg (o))brg/(e)

and the image of brg(a) under the isomorphism (43]) belong to the same point of the
k-algebra

brg () (Endx(V[Q]) @k B(Q))brg(e).
Here we identify Endp(V)(Q) and Endy(V[Q]) as Cp(Q)-interior Np(Q)-algebras.

Proposition 4.10. Let Q be a fully F-centralised subgroup of P. The (A(Q), B(Q))-
bimodule igMgjq induces a Morita equivalence between A(Q) and B(Q), such that

ioMojo X B(Q) Wy =W,
if a and o correspond under the bijection ({-4).

Proof. By Theorem[d.2] Mg induces a Morita equivalence between kC(Q))eq and kCy (Q) fo.
By Proposition 2.6, igMgjo induces a Morita equivalence between A(Q) and B(Q). By
Proposition A8 (ii), we have igMqgjo = brg(e)(V[Q] @k B(Q)) as (A(Q), B(Q))-bimodules.
Let I" € &/. So

iqMqjo ®5Q) War = brg(e)(V[Q] @ War) = bro(e)(VIQ] @k B(Q)brg(I)/J(B(Q)brg (1))

for any I’ € o/. It is easy to observe that the right side is a simple module of the k-algebra

brq(e) (End, (V[Q]) @k B(Q))brg(e)

corresponding to the point containing brg(e) (brgnd(g(v) (0g) ®brg(o/ ))brg(e). Now the state-
ment follows from the definition of the bijection (4.4]). O

5. Lifting local Morita equivalences from k to O

Let O be a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic 0 with residue field k, which
is a splitting field for finite groups considered below. For P, () finite p-groups, F a fusion
system on P and ¢ : P — @) a group isomorphism, denote by YF the fusion system on
@ induced by F via the isomorphism ¢. We set Ay = {(u,p(u))|lu € P} and whenever
useful, we regard an OAg-module V' as an O P-module and vice versa via the isomorphism
P = Ay sending u € P to (u, ¢(u)).

Lemma 5.1 (a slightly stronger version of [13, Theorem 1.13]). Let G and H be finite
groups, b a block of OG and c a block of OH. Denote by b and ¢ the images of b and ¢ in kG
and kH , respectively. For any Morita equivalence (resp. stable equivalence of Morita type)
between kGb and kHe given by an indecomposable bimodule M with endopermutation source
V., there is a Morita equivalence (resp. stable equivalence of Morita type) between OGb
and OHc given by a bimodule M with endopermutation source V' satisfying the following
conditions.
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(i) M 2k®o M.

(i) V=Ek®oV.

(iii) V' has determinant 1.
Proof. The existence of M satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) follows by |13, Theorem 1.13].
By the proof of [13, Lemma 8.4], M also satisfies condition (iii). O

The bimodule M in Lemma [5.1]is uniquely determined up to isomorphism.

Lemma 5.2. Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and ¢ a block of OH. Let M
and N be indecomposable OGb-O H c-bimodules with endopermutation sources and satisfying
k®@o M =k®o N. Assume that both M and N (together with their O-duals) induce stable

equivalences of Morita type between OGb and OHc and both M and N have sources of
determinant 1. Then M = N.

Proof. Denote by b and ¢ the images of b and ¢ in kG and kH, respectively. Since a source
of M (resp. N) is of determinant 1, any source of M (resp. N) is of determinant 1. Let
P be a defect group of b and @ a defect group of c. Let i € (OGb)Y and j € (OHc)?
be source idempotents. Denote by F the fusion system on P determined by i. By [17,
Theorem 9.11.2], there are isomorphisms ¢ : P — @ and ¢ : P — @ and indecomposable
endopermutation O P-modules V' and W, such that M is isomorphic to a direct summand

of the OGb-O H c-bimodule
OGi ®op Ind (V) ®ogq jOH,

and such that N is isomorphic to a direct summand of OGb-O H c-bimodule
OGs ®OP IDdi:ZQ(W) ®OQ jOH

Since k ®p M = k ®p N, by [4, Lemma 2.7], we see that ¢! 01 € Autz(P) and that
k®oV = k®o W as kP-modules. Since both V' and W are of determinant 1, by [19,
Lemma 28.1 (b)], V = W as OP-modules. Since N* is isomorphic to a direct summand of

OH] ®(’)Q Inngfl (w—l (W*)) ®(9P 10G
(see |4, page 81]), by [4, Lemma 2.6], M ®oyp N* is isomorphic to a direct summand of
OGi ®op Indi; ", (U) ®op iOG,
where U is an indecomposable direct summand with vertex P of
V ®0 porp—1 (W*) 2V ®o porp—1 (V*)

By [17, Theorem 9.11.2 (iii)], V' is F-stable, hence we have V* = ,,-1(V*) and U = O. So
M ®onc N* is a p-permutation O(G x H)module which lifts the p-permutation k(G x H)-
module (k ®p M) Qkpz (k ®o N*) = kEGb & S, where S is a projective kGb-kH é-bimodule.
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By |16, Theorem 5.10.2 (iv)], we have M ®op. N* = OGb @ S, where S is a projective

OGb-OH c-bimodule lifting S. Now it is easy to see that M = N. O

Assume in the rest of this section we are in the context of Theorem So we can
continue to use Notation 4.1l

For a finite group G and any element g € G, we use abusively the same notation ¢, to de-
note various group homomorphisms induced by g-conjugation. For example, if g-conjugation
induces an isomorphism between two subgroups () and R of (G, then g-conjugation also in-
duces an isomorphism ¢, between Cg((Q)) and Cg(R).

Proposition 5.3. For any isomorphism c; = ¢, : Q = R in the fusion system F, where
g € G and h € H, we have cg—l(MQ)c;1 = Mg as kCg(R)er-kCy(R) fr-bimodules.

Proof. By the transitivity of slash functors [2, Lemma 22 (ii)], cgl(MQ)c;1 is another

(AR,er ® fr)-slashed module attached to M over Cg(R) X Cy(R). Then the statement
follows by [2, Lemma 17]. O

Proposition 5.4. For any subgroup Q of P, there exists a unique (up to isomorphism)
OCs(Q)eq-OCH(Q) fo-bimodule Mg satisfying the following conditions.

(i) Mg has a vertex subpaAz'r (Xq,€) containing (ACP(Q), eqcp@) @ focpq)) and an en-
dopermutation source Vg of determinant 1 with respect to the vertex subpair (Xg,e).
(i) Mg =k ®0 M.
(iii) For any isom?rphism Cg = Ch: Q@ = R in the fusion system F, where g € G and h € H,
we have cg—l(MQ)q:l = Mg as OCg(R)ér-OCy(R) fr-bimodules.

Proof. The existence of My satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) is ensured by Proposition
and Lemma [0.Jl By Lemma (.2 Mg is uniquely determined up to isomorphism. By
Proposition 5.3 and Lemma [5.2] condition (iii) holds. O

6. On generalised decomposition maps

Assume in this section we are in the context of Theorem So we can continue to use
the notation in Notation 411

6.1. A local point a of @) on OGb is said to be associated to the Brauer pair (Q,eq), if
eQbrgG(a) # 0. Denote by LP(Q,eq) the set of local points of ) on OGb associated to
(Q,eq). If Q is a cyclic group generated by u, then we also write (Q,eq) as (u,e,) and
called it a Brauer element. Denote by S, the simple kCq(Q)eg-module

kCa(Q)brg®(1)/ (J (kCa(Q))brg% (1)),

where [ € . By [19, Lemma 14.5], the correspondence « — S, induces a bijection between
LP(Q,eq) and the set of isomorphism classes of simple kC¢(Q)eg-modules. Denote by ¢,
the Brauer character afforded by the simple module S,. So we have

IBri(Ca(Q), eq) = {pa | @ € LP(Q, eq)}-
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Lemma 6.2. Let Q) be a fully F-centralised subgroup of P. Then there is a bijection between
LP(Q,eq) and the set of local points of Q) in iOGi, sending a € LP(Q,eq) to a NiOGi.
Similarly, there is a bijection between LP(Q, fo) and the set of local points of Q in jOH},
sending o/ € LP(Q,eq) to o/ NjOH].

Proof. By |17, Proposition 8.7.3 (ii)], « NiOGi # (). Now the statement easily follows from
[19, Proposition 4.12]. O

Proposition 6.3. Keep the notation of [6.1. Let @ be a fully F-centralised subgroup of P.
Then Mg induces a Morita equivalence between kCq(Q)eq and kCy(Q) fq, such that

MQ ®k?CH(Q)fQ Sor = S
if aNiOGi and o/ N jOHj correspond under the bijection ({{.4)).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 410 and the standard Morita equivalences between
block algebras and almost source algebras. 0

6.4. Let x € Irrg (G, b), and let N be a simple KG-module affording x. By [18, Corollary
4.4] (or |16, Theorem 5.15.3]), for any u € P we have

de 00 =" > x(ta)ga;

aeLP(u,en)

where the notation x(u,) is introduced in 24l Let N’ a simple K Hc-module corresponding
to NV under the Morita equivalence induced by M and denote by Y’ the character afforded
by N'. Let (u, f,) be a Brauer element contained in (P, fp). Similarly, we have

dgﬁﬁﬁ)(x')z > x(uw)pa
o' €LP(u, fu)

Assume that (u) is fully F-centralised. Let o € LP(u,e,) and o/ € LP(u, f,) such that
aNiOGi and a N jOHj correspond under the bijection (&4]). By [17, Theorem 7.4.3] we
have

X(tta) = wy (u)x'(tar);

see Notation 3] for the meaning of wy (u).
7. Proof of Theorem [I.3]

We first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Keep the notation in Definition[L.1. Assume that we have a family of perfect
1sometries

Dg : ZIrr i (C(Q), fo) = ZIrrg (C(Q), éq)
for every cyclic subgroup @ of P, with the following properties.
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(i) For any isomorphism ¢ : Q@ = R (where Q is cyclic) in the fusion system F we have
#Dy = Op.
(ii) For uw € P such that (u) is fully F-centralised, we have dgéi‘“ o®y =y 0 dEHfC’S or

digy) 0 By = =By 0 dl1).

Then for any u € P, we have d(Gb o ®y =Dy, 0 dEHf“) ord Zv‘% o ®y = —Py, 0 dgif{};“)
Proof. By condition (i), it is easy to check that for any isomorphism ¢ : @ = R (where @ is
cyclic) in F we have ¥®g = ®p, where #®, is obtained from composmg P with the isomor-
phisms ZIBrk (Ca(Q), ég) = ZIBrg (Ca(R), ér) and ZIBr g (Cr (Q), fQ) >~ ZIBrx (Cy(R), fr)
given by conjugation with elements z € G and y € H satisfying p(u) = zur™' = yuy~! for
all u € Q.

For any w € P, there exists an isomorphism ¢ : @ = (u) — R in F such that R is
fully F-centralised. Write v = ¢(u). Assume that € G and y € H satisfying p(u) =
zur~! = yuy~! for all u € Q. The equality Y@y = ®r means that ®¢ sends a class function
N € K @y ZIBrg(Cu(Q), fo) to A € K @z ZIBri(Cq(Q), éq) if and only if &5 sends a
class function (N)Y € K @z ZIBrg(Cy(R), fr) to \* € K @z ZIBrg(Ca(R),éx). Here A\
is the class function sending an element g € Cg(R), to Mz~ 'gz) € K, and (\)Y is defined
similarly.

Let x' € ZIrrg(H,c). Since R is fully F-centralised, by assumption (ii), the class

function d(ge;)(x) equals the class function @R(dgv f“))(x’ )) or —CTDR(dEZﬁ))(X’ )). In other

words, ®p sends dEUHf 3 (X)) to d geb”) (x) o dEUGe; )(X). One easily checks that if we write
N o= d(;,f;“) (xX) : Cu(Q)y — K, then (X)y is the class function d&fzj))(x’) : Cg(R)y — K.
E:;imilarly, if we write \ = dgé?)( ), then \* = dgeb“) (x)- Sinca Pr((N)Y) = I or
Or((N)Y) = —=A", by the previous paragraph We have ®g(N) = X or ®o(N) = —\. Equiva-

lently, d{g5) (®1(x)) = By (d(575) (X)) or digi5s (@1(x')) = — Dy (d{ 1) <><>>. O

Assume in the rest of this section we are in the context of Theorem ] So we can
continue to use the notation in Notation 4.1l and Scetion

7.2. The proof of (i) implying (ii). The key points of the proof of (i) implying (ii) are
contained in [12, 2.11, 2.12 and 3.5]. We prove it again to slightly repair the arguments
there. Let u be an element of P such that (u) is fully F-centralised. We define a K-linear
map

I+ K ®z ZIBrg (Cp(u), fu) = K ®z ZIBri(Ca(u), eu)

which sends . to wy (u)p, if the local points a N iOGi and o/ N jOH j correspond under
the bijection (44). Then using the three equalities in[6.4] it is straightforward to check that

dis) (Dar(Y) = IH(d ) () (7.1)

for any X' € Irrg(Cy(u), fu). Recall that here ®,; is the Z-linear map Zlrrg(H,c) —
ZIrrk (G, b) induced by the (OGb, OHc)-bimodule M via tensor products over OH. Note
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that the map I satisfying the equality (1)), if it exists, is uniquely determined by ®,;, be-

cause d( f“) extends linearly to a surjective map K ®zZIrri (H, ¢) - K®zZIBrg(Cq(u), e,).
Assume that the perfect isometry ®,; induced by M extends to a weak isotypy in Defi-
nition [L1l Hence there is a perfect isometry

Oy Zlvr g (Crr(w), fray) — Zlirge(Ca(u), éqy)

such that

A (Bar (X)) = P (A5 ().
By the uniqueness of I, we have @) (¢o) = I4(par) = wy(u)g, for any o € LP(u, f.)
and a € LP(u, e,) such that o' N jOHj and aN ’LOG’L correspond under the bijection (Z.4]).
Note that @, : ZIBrg(Cr(u), fuy) — ZIBrg(Ca(u), éuy) is a Z-linear isomorphism. This
forces wy (u) = £1.

For any u € P, there exists an isomorphism ¢ in F such that (p(u)) is fully F-centralised.
Write v = ¢(u). Denote by T), (resp. T;) a direct summand of Res@(V) (resp. Res@(\/))
with vertex (u) (resp. (v)). By the previous paragraph, the character value of T, at v are 1.
Since V' is F-stable, we have T, = ,-1(T},), which in turn implies that the character value of
T, at u are £1. Hence wy(u) = %1 for all w € P. Then by [19, Proposition 52.3], we have
p(xz) = £m, for any x € X = AP. O

7.3. The proof of (ii) implying (iv). For any non-trivial subgroup @ of P, we set MQ
be as in Proposition 5.4l For ) =1, set My = M. Since Mg induces a Morita equivalence
between OC,(Q)ég and OCH(Q) fg, the Z-linear isomorphism

1, : LIk (Cu(Q), fo) — ZIirk (Ca(Q), éq)

is a perfect isometry. Consider the family (® MQ)QQ p of perfect isometries. By Proposition
(.4 (iii), the equivariance condition (i) in Definition [[.2] holds. For any u € P such that (u)
is fully F-centralised, by Proposition [6.3] (TJMM (par) = o for any pair (o, ') € LP(u, f,) X
LP(u, f,) such that « NiOGi and o/ N jOH j correspond under the bijection (4.4)).

Assume that (ii) holds, then by [19, Proposition 52.3], wy (u) = +1 for any u € P. Let
u € P such that (u) is fully F-centralised. Then using the three equalities in [6.4] it is
straightforward to check that

A (@ (X)) = wr ()@ (A5 ()

for any x’ € Irrg (kCy(u), f,). Hence dgéeb“ o by = wy(u)by, odE" f“)) By Lemma [T and

the last sentence in Notation 3.1 we have
digiy) 0 B = wy(W)dyy o (T (7.2)

for any u € P.
Let @ be a subgroup of P, u an element in Cp(Q), and R the group Q(u). Consider
the block éq ® f§ of O(Ce(Q) x Cu(Q)). (Alu),er ® fr) is an (ég ® fg)-Brauer pair.
23



Consider the OC4(Q)éq-OC(Q) fo-bimodule M. By the transitivity of slash functors |2,
Lemma 22 ()], Mg is a (A(u), eg® f5)-slashed module attached to Mg over C(R) x Cy(R).
By Proposition [5.4] (i) and Proposition (i), the character values of a source of M are
rational integers. Recall from Proposition [5.4] that MQ has an OXg-source VQ and Xq
contains ACp(Q). By Notation B.1], for any (u,u) € ACp(Q), we have wVQ((u,u)) = +1.
By Proposition .4 we can apply the equality (Z.2) to the OCg(Q)éQ—OCH(Q)fQ-bimodule
MQ instead of the OGb-O H c-bimodule M. So we have

(u,e . u,f
d(CGR ) © Py = WVQ((U u))Pr o d! © IE‘Q) fo):
Since w‘;Q((u, u)) = £1, this completes the proof. O

7.4. The proof of (ii) implying (v) when p > 3 and X is abelian. We continue to
use the notation in Since P is abelian, any subgroup () of P is fully F-centralised.
Hence both the blocks kC(Q)eq and kCy(Q) fo have P as a defect group. By Proposition
A3, AP is a vertex of My. Let Vo = k ®p V. Recall that the notation Vj is from
Proposition 5.4l By Proposition 5.4l and Proposition @3] (AP, ep® fp, V) is a source triple

of Mg. For any subgroup @) of P, we can choose a sequence of elements ug = 1,uy, -, u,
in P such that @ = (uy, -+ ,u,). Fori € {1,--- ,n}, let V; be an indecomposable direct
summand of a A(uy,--- ,u;)-slashed module attached to V over ACp((ug,---,ui—1)) =

ANp({u,- - ,u;)) = AP with vertex AP. By [3, Lemma 3 (iii)], Viy, ... v, is isomorphic to
a direct summand of V;. Let V; be an endopermutation OAP-module such that £ ®¢ V; o
Vi and such that det;, = 1. By the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and
Proposition (i), we see that ‘7(u1 ;) 1s isomorphic to a direct summand of Vi. Hence by
Notation 3.1l we have

w“/(u“”’ui) == wVi. (73)
Let eq := wy ((u1, u1))wyp, ((u2, u2)) - -wy _ ((un, u,)). By Proposition [3.3], e depends only
on Q and V.

Consider the family (eo® MQ)QQ p of perfect isometries. By[7.3] the equivariance condition
(i) in Definition [L.2 holds for the family (®; )ocp. Hence by Proposition 3.6, the equivari-
ance condition (i) also holds for the family (5Q<I> )Qg p. For any subgroup @ of P and u an

element in Cp(Q), we have proved that( d(”)eR 0 © P = wi, ((u, u))Prod ZIJ;IEQ o) N3
u,eR

Multiplying € on each sides we have d(CG(Q) eo) ©E0Pq = eQwVQ((u u))Pro d%}ff (@),70) BY
Proposition B.5l and the equality (Z3), we have equy, ((u,u)) = e, and this completes the
proof. O

8. Proof of Proposition [1.4]

Assume we are in the context of Proposition[LL4l So we can continue to use the notation
in Notation 4.1 and Scetion [l We may assume that

P=Qs={%l,xa,£8, £y | (1)’ =1, o’ = 7 =" = afy = ~1}.
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An easy calculation shows that for any subgroup @ of P with |Q| = 4, we have Cp(Q) =
. Hence every subgroup of P is fully F-centralised. Let L; be a 3-dimensional exotic
endotrivial kP-module. Let il be a endotrivial O P-module such that & ®p il > [ (see
[1] for the existence of L;). By [17, Proposition 7.3.12], there are four choices of L; up to
isomorphism. The irreducible ordinary character table of P = Qg is the following.

{1} {-1} {a,—a} {8,-8} {v.—}
il 1 1 1 1 1
Yol 1 1 1 1 1
s 11 —1 1 —1
val 11 —1 —1 1
5| 2 -2 0 0 0

Since L; is endotrivial we have L) ®o Lt = O @ OP as OP-modules. Comparing the
character values of the element —1 € P on both sides we see that (p; (—1))> = 1, which
implies that the four possibilities of p; are x1 + x5, X2 + X5, X3+ X5 and x4 + x5. We may
assume that L; = X1+ x5 and V = Ly, and we can similarly prove other cases. Since the
values of py are in Z, by Theorem [[L3] M extends to an almost isotypy between OGb and
OHec.

Next we show that the bimodule M together with its slashed modules cannot give rise to
an isotypy in the sense of [14, §10]. The set of all subgroups of P is {(1), (—1), («), (), (), P}.
Since V' is an endotrivial OP-module, by [3, Lemma 3 (iii)], we see that for any non-
trivial subgroup @ of P, My is a trivial source kCq(Q)eq-kCu(Q) fo-bimodules. Since
Q is fully F-centralised, both kCq(Q)eq and kCy(Q)fo have Cp(Q) as a defect group.
By Proposition 1.3, (ACp(Q), ecp(@) ® ng(Q)) is a vertex subpair of My. By [13, The-

orem 1.13], we can choose an OCq(Q)éo-OCH(Q) fo-bimodules My with a linear source
Vo (with respect to the source pair (ACP(Q), ecp(@) @ f¢,(g))) inducing a Morita equiv-
alence between OCq(Q)éq and OCH(Q)fq. Note that the Z-linear isomorphism @y
ZIBrg (Cu(Q), fo) — ZIBrg(Ce(Q),éq) depends only on Mg - it does not depend on

the choice of Mg. Since py(a) = py(8) = py(y) = 1 and py(—1) = —1, we have

wy(a) = wy(B) = wy(y) = 1 and wy(—1) = —1 (see Notation BI)). Let u € {«, 5,7}.
Then by (7.2), we have

(uveu) Y- 5 (U,fu) (7176— ) — T (717f— )

d(G,b) od,, = (I)Mw) o d(H,c) and d(G,b) YVo®, = _(I)M<_1> o d(H,c) v,
Assume that there is a local system (®¢)1£0cpy coming from lifting slashed modules, then
| and &) = —P Ny By the transitivity of slash functors |2, Lemma

u

22 (1)], Muy is a (Au), e, ® f2)-slashed module attached to M 1y over Cg(u) x Cp(u).
Again by (7.2), we have

(uveu) “ — “ & “ (uvfu)
d(CG(fl)vé—l) © (PM<—1> - ww_1> ((u7 u))(bM<u> o d(CH(—l),f;l)' (8].)

Since Cp(—1) = P, both the blocks kCe(—1)e_1y and kCx(—1)f(_1) have P as a defect
group, and V_; is a linear OAP-module. Since P/[P, P] is a Klein four group, there exists
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ug € {a, 5,7}, such that w‘7<_1>((u0,u0)) = 1. Since @, = Py
(81) implies

(ug

(U07eu ) o T (u07f1L )
dicaCiye ) © Bty = — Py 0 di " ) ¢ s

which contradicts to the definition of an isotypy in the sense of [14, §10].

If V' is a 5-dimensional endotrivial O P-module lifting a 5-exotic endotrivial kP-module,
then Qp(M) is a 3-dimensional endotrivial OP-module lifting a 3-exotic endotrivial kP-
module. So we can immediately calculate the four possibilities of py,. Using a similar
argument as above we can show that the bimodule M together with its slashed modules
cannot give rise to an isotypy in the sense of [14, §10]. O
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