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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 [8,
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.

Keywords: finite groups, blocks, endopermutation modules, Morita equivalences, isotypies

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.

LetG andH be finite groups, b a block ofOG and c a block ofOH . Denote by ZIrrK(G, b)
the group of generalised characters of G over K associated with the block b, and denote by
ZIBrK(G, b) the corresponding group of generalised Brauer characters. Following Broué,
a perfect isometry between b and c is a group isomorphism Φ : ZIrrK(H, c) ∼= ZIrrK(G, b)
satisfying certain conditions (see [8, Définition 1.4] or [17, Definition 9.2.2]). By arithmetic
properties of a perfect isometry, Φ induces an isomorphism Φ̄ : ZIBrK(H, c) ∼= ZIBrK(G, b)
such that dG ◦ Φ = Φ̄ ◦ dH (see [17, Corollary 9.2.7]). Here dG and dH are the usual
decomposition maps. Given a p-element u of G and a block e of kCG(u), denote by ê the
unique block of OCG(u) that lifts e. For any class functor χ in ClK(G) associated with the

block b, define a class function d
(u,e)
(G,b)(χ) in ClK(CG(u)p′) by setting d

(u,e)
(G,b)(χ)(s) = χ(êus) 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 c have a common defect group P . Let i ∈ (OGb)P and
j ∈ (OHc)P be source idempotents. Suppose further that the fusion system of the source
algebras iOGi and jOHj on P are equal. For any cyclic subgroup Q of P , denote by eQ the
unique block of kCG(Q) satisfying brOGQ (i)eQ 6= 0 and by fQ the unique block of kCH(Q)
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satisfying brOHQ (j)fQ 6= 0. Denote by êQ and f̂Q the blocks of OCG(Q) and OCH(Q) lifting
eQ and fQ, respectively. A weak isotypy between b and c is a family of perfect isometries

ΦQ : ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) ∼= ZIrrK(CG(Q), êQ)

for every cyclic subgroup Q = 〈u〉 of P , such that we have an equality of maps

d
(u,eQ)

(G,b) ◦ Φ1 = Φ̄Q ◦ d
(u,fQ)

(H,c)

from ZIrrK(H, c) to K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CG(Q), êQ). We say that the perfect isometry Φ1 extends
to a weak isotypy between b and c, and the family (ΦQ){16=Q(cyclic)⊆P} 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 c a block of OH .
Suppose that b and c have a common defect group P . Let i ∈ (OGb)P and j ∈ (OHc)P be
source idempotents. Suppose further that the fusion systems of the source algebras iOGi and
jOHj on P are equal. For any subgroup Q of P denote by eQ the unique block of kCG(Q)
satisfying brOGQ (i)eQ 6= 0 and by fQ the unique block of kCH(Q) satisfying brOHQ (j)fQ 6= 0.

Denote by êQ and f̂Q the blocks of OCG(Q) and OCH(Q) lifting eQ and fQ, respectively.
We define an almost isotypy between b and c to be a family of perfect isometries

ΦQ : ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) ∼= ZIrrK(CG(Q), êQ)

for every subgroup Q of P , with the following properties.

(i) (Equivariance) For any isomorphism ϕ : Q ∼= R in the common fusion system F we
have ϕΦQ = ΦR, where

ϕΦQ is obtained from composing ΦQ with the isomorphisms

ZIrrK(CG(Q), êQ) ∼= ZIrrK(CG(R), êR) and ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) ∼= ZIrrK(CH(R), f̂R)
given by conjugation with elements x ∈ G and y ∈ H satisfying ϕ(u) = xux−1 = yuy−1

for all u ∈ Q.

(ii) (Compatibility) For any subgroup Q of P , any element u ∈ CP (Q), setting R = Q〈u〉,
we have

d
(u,eR)
(CG(Q),eQ) ◦ ΦQ = Φ̄R ◦ d

(u,fR)
(CH (Q),fQ) or d

(u,eR)
(CG(Q),eQ) ◦ ΦQ = −Φ̄R ◦ d

(u,fR)
(CH (Q),fQ)

as maps from ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) to K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CG(R), êR). We say that the perfect
isometry Φ1 extends to an almost isotypy between b and c, and the family (ΦQ){16=Q⊆P}

is called a local system.
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The only difference between Definition 1.2 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 1.1 (after possibly replacing ΦQ by −ΦQ for some non-trivial
cyclic subgroups Q of P ). Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and c a block of
OH . An (OGb,OHc)-bimodule M induces, via tensor products over OH , a Z-linear map
ΦM : ZIrrK(H, c) → ZIrrK(G, b). We say that M extends to an almost isotypy if there is
a suitable local system in Definition 1.2 making ΦM 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 1.1 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 1.2 if and only the same condition holds.

Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be finite groups, b a block of OG and c 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 ρ : X → O. For x ∈ X,
let Tx be an indecomposable direct summand of ResX〈x〉(V ) with vertex 〈x〉 and denote by
mx the multiplicity of the isomorphism class of Tx in an indecomposable decomposition of
ResX〈x〉(V ). The following are equivalent.

(i) M extends to a weak isotypy in Definition 1.1 between b and c.

(ii) For any x ∈ X, ρ(x) = ±mx.

(iii) For any x ∈ X, ρ(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 4.1
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 ⊗O V belongs to the subgroup of the Dade group of kX generated
by relative syzygies (see [7] or [20, Theorem 13.3]). If k ⊗O V is an exotic endotrivial
modules, the conditions (i)–(iv) in Theorem 1.3 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 Q8

(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 ρV 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 1.4. 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, sinceM has an endopermutation source, lift-
ing slashed modules is the most natural way to find a potential local system. So Proposition
1.4 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 1.3 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 b̄ and c̄ the image of b and c in kG and kH, respectively. Assume
that kGb̄ and kHc̄ are Morita equivalent via a bimodule with endopermutation source. Then
OGb and OHc are almost isotypic in the sense of Definition 1.2. 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 1.3. 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 4.10. 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 5 that these
local Morita equivalences can be uniquely lifted to O to satisfy some good properties. In
Section 6 we compare the generalised decomposation numbers of two blocks which are Morita
equivalent via a bimodule with endopermutation source. Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.4
are proved respectively in Section 7 and 8.

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 Aop 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
∆G the the diagonal subgroup {(g, g)|g ∈ G} of the direct product G × G. Whenever
useful, we regard an O∆G-module as an OG-module and vice versa via the isomorphism
G ∼= ∆G sending g ∈ G to (g, g). For finite groups G and H , an (OG,OH)-bimodule
M can be regarded as an O(G ×H)-module (and vice versa) via (g, h)m = gmh−1, where
g ∈ G, h ∈ H and m ∈ M . If M is indecomposable as an (OG,OH)-bimodule, then M is
indecomposable as an O(G×H)-module, hence has a vertex (in G×H) and a source.
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Given two O-algebras A, B and an (A,B)-bimoduleM , EndO(M) is an (A⊗OA
op, B⊗O

Bop)-bimodule: for any a1, a2 ∈ A, b1, b2 ∈ B, ϕ ∈ EndO(M) and m ∈M ,

((a1 ⊗ a2) · ϕ · (b1 ⊗ b2))(m) = a1ϕ(a2mb2)b1.

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 AH the subalgebra (resp. submodule) of H-fixed points of A for any subgroup
H of G. For any two p-subgroups Q ≤ P of G, the relative trace map TrPQ : AQ → AP ,

is defined by TrPQ(a) =
∑

x∈[P/Q]
xa, where [P/Q] denotes a set of representatives of the

left cosets of Q 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)

AP/(
∑

Q<P

TrPQ(A
Q) + J(O)AP ),

where J(−) denotes the Jacobson radical. We denote by brAP : AP → A(P ) the canonical
map, which is called the Brauer homomorphism. Sometimes we write brQ instead of brAQ if
no confusion arises.

If A is a G-interior algebra (for instance, A = EndO(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)P → kCG(P ),
∑

g∈G αgg 7→
∑

g∈CG(P ) ᾱgg, where ᾱg denotes the image of αg 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 G be a finite group. By a block of the group algebra
OG, we mean a primitive idempotent b of the center of OG, and OGb is called a block
algebra of OG. A defect group of b is a maximal p-subgroup P of G such that brOGP (b) 6= 0.

A Brauer pair (or subpair) of the group G is a pair (Q, eQ), where Q is a p-subgroup of G
and eQ is a block of kCG(Q). The Brauer pair (Q, eQ) is a b-Brauer pair if eQbr

OG
Q (b) 6= 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 êQ the unique block of OCG(Q) lifting eQ.

Let G and H be finite groups. Denote by −◦ the O-algebra isomorphism OH ∼= (OH)op

sending any h ∈ H to h−1. Let b and c be blocks of OG and OH respectively. Clearly c◦ is
a block of OH . Then an (OGb,OHc)-bimoduleM can be regarded as an O(G×H)-module
belonging to the block b⊗ c◦ of O(G×H), and vice versa. Here, we identify b⊗ c◦ and its
image under the O-algebra isomorphism OG ⊗O OH ∼= O(G × H) sending g ⊗ h to (g, h)
for any g ∈ G and h ∈ H .

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a finite group, b a block of OG and (P, e) a maximal b-Brauer
pair of G. For any subgroup Q of P denote by eQ the unique block of kCG(Q) such that
(Q, eQ) ≤ (P, e). The following hold.

(i) Let Q′ = QCP (Q), then (CP (Q), eQ′) is an eQ-Brauer pair of CG(Q).
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(ii) Let u ∈ CP (Q) and R = Q〈u〉. Then (〈u〉, eR) is an eQ-Brauer pair of CG(Q), and we
have (〈u〉, eR) ≤ (CP (Q), eQ′).

Proof. Let i be a primitive idempotent in (OG)P such that brOGP (i)eP 6= 0. By the defini-
tion of inclusion of Brauer pairs [16, Definition 5.9.7] and by [16, Theorem 5.9.6], we have
brOGQ (i)eQ 6= 0, brOGQ′ (i)eQ′ 6= 0 and brOGR (i)eR 6= 0. Note that CCG(Q)(CP (Q)) = CG(Q

′)

and CCG(Q)(u) = CG(R). Then we see that br
kCG(Q)
CP (Q) (eQ)eQ′ = brOGQ′ (eQ)eQ′ 6= 0 and

br
kCG(Q)
〈u〉 (eQ)eR = brOGR (eQ)eR 6= 0. Hence by [17, Definition 6.3.1], both (CP (Q), eQ′) and

(〈u〉, eQ) are eQ-Brauer pairs of CG(Q).
By standard lifting theorems for idempotents, there exists a primitive idempotent j ∈

(kCG(Q))
CP (Q) such that brOGQ′ (i)br

kCG(Q)
CP (Q) (j) 6= 0 and br

kCG(Q)
CP (Q) (j)eQ′ 6= 0. By [16, The-

orem 5.9.6 (ii)], we have br
kCG(Q)
Q (j)eR 6= 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 1A
in A. The multiplicity of a point α on A is the cardinal mα = |I ∩α| and it does not depend
on the choice of I. If A is a G-algebra, Q is a p-subgroup of G, a point α ∈ AQ is local if
brAQ(α) 6= {0}. In this case, α is called a local point of Q on A. It is known that brAQ(α) is a

point of A(Q) and that the correspondence α 7→ brAQ(α) induces a bijection between the set
of the local points of Q 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 α be a local point of 〈u〉 on OGb. Let
χ ∈ IrrK(G, b) afforded by an OG-module M . We set χ(uα) = χ(ul), where l ∈ α. Note
that χ(uα) is independent of the choice of l; 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)P is called an almost source idempotent if brOGP (i) 6= 0 for every
subgroup Q of P , there is a unique block eQ of kCG(Q) such that brOGQ (i) ∈ kCG(Q)eQ.
The P -interior algebra iOGi is then called an almost source algebra of the block b. If
the almost idempotent i is primitive in (OGb)P , 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 iOGi sending
an OGb-module M to the iOGi-module iM . The choice of an almost source idempotent
i ∈ (OGb)P determines a fusion system F on P such that for any subgroups Q and R of
P , the set HomF (Q,R) is the set of all group homomorphisms ϕ : Q → R for which there
is an element x ∈ G satisfying ϕ(u) = xux−1 for all u ∈ Q and satisfying xeQx

−1 = exQx−1

(see [14, Remark 4.4] or [17, §8.7]). Note that we use here the blanket assumption that k is
large enough. Moreover, a subgroup Q of P is fully F -centralised if and only if CP (Q) is a
defect group of the block eQ of kCG(Q). Given a subgroup Q of P , it is always possible to
find a subgroup R of P such that Q ∼= 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)P an almost source idempotent of b with associated almost source
algebra A = iOGi. If Q is fully F-centralised subgroup of P , then CP (Q) is a defect group
of kCG(Q)eQ and brOGQ (i) is an almost source idempotent of kCG(Q)eQ with the associated
almost source algebra A(Q). In particular, kCG(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 EndO(V ) admits a P -stable O-basis under the conjugation action, then V is
called an endopermutation OP -module, as defined in [9]. Let F a fusion system on P . Let
Q 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 Q and any morphism
ϕ : R → Q in F , the sets of isomorphism classes of indecomposable direct summands with
vertex R of the kR-modules ResQR(V ) and ϕV are equal (including the possibility that both

sets may be empty). This is equivalent to saying that ResQR(V )⊕ ϕV 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 OP -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 (EndO(V ))(Q) ∼= Endk(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⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B.

Consider M as an O∆P -module via the homomorphism ∆P → A⊗O B
op sending (u, u) ∈

∆P to u1A ⊗ u−11B. Then for any non-trivial subgroup Q of P , there is a canonical
(BrQ(A),BrQ(B))-bimodule MQ satisfying Br∆Q(EndO(M)) ∼= Endk(MQ) as k-algebras and
as (BrQ(A)⊗k BrQ(A)

op,BrQ(B)⊗k BrQ(B)op)-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
c be blocks of OG and OH respectively. Let M be an indecomposable (OGb,OHc)-bimodule
with an endopermutation source inducing a stable equivalence of Morita type between OGb
and OHc. Then M is a Brauer-friendly O(G×H)(b⊗ c◦)-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
CG(P ) ≤ H ≤ NG(P, eP ). Then there exists a Brauer-friendly kHeP -module SlH(P,eP )(M)

and an isomorphism of CG(P )-interior H-algebras

θH(P,eP ) : BrP (EndO(êPM)) ∼= Endk(Sl
H
(P,eP )(M)).

Following Biland, the pair (SlH(P,eP )(M), θH(P,eP )) or just the kHeP -module SlH(P,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 2.11, H is assumed to satisfy CG(P ) ≤ H ≤ NG(P, eP ), while in
[2, Theorem 18 and 21], H is assumed to satisfy PCG(P ) ≤ H ≤ NG(P, eP ). But Lemma
2.11 follows from the proof of [2, Theorems 18 and 21].

2.13. Vertex subpairs and sources. Let G 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
OCG(P ). Since there is a canonical bijection between the blocks of OCG(P ) and of kCG(P ).
So we can define the second component e to be a block of kCG(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 BrQ(EndO(êQM)) 6= 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 êPM admits an indecomposable direct summand V with
vertex P . Hence there is a primitive idempotent i ∈ (OGb)P such that brP (i)eP 6= 0 and
that V is a direct summand of iM . So we have BrP (EndO(iM)) 6= 0, and hence

0 6= BrQ(EndO(iM)) ∼= Br∆Q(i
◦M∗ ⊗O iM) ∼= br

O(G×G)
∆Q (i◦ ⊗ i)Br∆Q(M

∗ ⊗O M)

(at least) as k-modules, where the second isomorphism is by [14, Lemma 3.9]. By the
definition of (Q, eQ) ≤ (P, eP ) and by [16, Theorem 5.9.6], we have

br
O(G×G)
∆Q (i◦ ⊗ i)br

O(G×G)
∆Q (ê◦Q ⊗ êQ) 6= 0.

Hence BrQ(EndO(êQM)) 6= 0.
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The proof of the “ if ” part is inspired by the proof of [5, Proposition 5.3 (c)]. Assume con-
versely that BrQ(EndO(êQM)) 6= 0. Then the OQ-module êQM admits an indecomposable
direct summand V with vertex Q. Since BrQ(EndO(M)) 6= 0, by [16, Theorem 5.6.9], Q is
contained in a vertex, say P , ofM . 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 ofM , hence the claim is true.

Assume now that Q < P . Let c := Tr
NG(Q)
NG(Q,eQ)(êQ). By [17, Theorem 6.2.6 (iii)], êQ remains

a block of ONG(Q, eQ), c is a block of ONG(P ), and the ONG(Q)c-ONG(Q, eQ)êQ-bimodule
ONG(Q)êQ and its dual êQONG(Q) induces a Morita equivalence between ONG(Q)c and
ONG(Q, eQ)êQ. 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 BrQ(EndO(êQM)) 6= 0, there is an indecomposable direct
summand N of the ONG(Q, eQ)êQ-module êQM such that Q is contained in a vertex of N .
By the splendid Morita equivalence above, there is an indecomposable direct summand N ′ of
ResGNG(Q)(M) such that N = êQN

′ and that a vertex of N is a vertex of N ′. If Q is a vertex
of N (and hence of N ′), then by the Burry–Carlson–Puig Theorem ([16, Corollary 5.5.20]),
Q is a vertex of M , a contradiction. Thus the ONG(Q, eQ)êQ-module êQN

′ has a vertex R
properly containing Q. Since êQN

′ is isomorphic to a direct summand of ResGNG(Q,eQ)(êQM),
we have BrR(EndO(êQM)) 6= 0. Hence

0 6= BrR(EndO(êQM)) ∼= BrR(ê
◦
QM

∗ ⊗O êQM) ∼= br
O(G×G)
∆R (ê◦Q ⊗ êQ)BrR(M

∗ ⊗O M)

as kCG(R)brR(êQ)-kCG(R)brR(êR)-bimodules, where the second isomorphism is by [14,
Lemma 3.9]. Since brR(êQ) is an idempotent in the center of kCG(R), there exists a block
eR of kCG(R) such that eRbrR(êQ) 6= 0 and that

0 6= (e◦R ⊗ eR)BrR(M
∗ ⊗O M) ∼= BrR(EndO(êRM)).

Note that we have (Q, eQ) ≤ (R, eR). Applying the induction hypothesis to the b-Brauer
pair (R, eR), (R, eR) (and hence (Q, eQ)) is contained in some vertex subpair of M . �

Remark 2.15. In Proposition 2.14, ifM is an indecomposable p-permutation OGb-module,
then by [16, Proposition 5.8.6] and [14, Lemma 3.9] we have

BrQ(EndO(êQM)) ∼= Endk(BrQ(êQM)) ∼= Endk(eQBrQ(M)).

Hence Proposition 2.14 generalises [5, Proposition 5.3 (b), (c)].

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 1.3.
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Notation 3.1. For P a finite p-group and V an endopermutation OP -module such that
EndO(V )(P ) 6= 0. Denote by ρV : V → O the character of V and detV the determinant of
V (see e.g. the paragraph after [16, Definition 3.1.2]). Note that detV is a linear character
of P . For any u ∈ P , by [17, Proposition 7.3.7 (ii)], there is a unique local point δu of 〈u〉 on
EndO(V ). Denote by mu the multiplicity of δu on EndO〈u〉(V ). Denote by ωV (u) the trace
of the O-linear transformation uℓ ∈ EndO(V ), where ℓ ∈ δu. Clearly ωV (u) is independent
of the choice of ℓ. By the proof of [19, Proposition 52.3], we have ρV (u) = muωV (u) for any
u ∈ P . Also by the proof of [19, Proposition 52.3], ρV (u) ∈ Z if and only if ωV (u) = ±1. So
if ρV (u) ∈ Z, then ωV (u) is the sign of ρV (u). Assume that F is a fusion system on P and V
is F -stable. It is easy to show that for any ϕ ∈ HomF(〈u〉, P ), we have ωV (u) = ωV (ϕ(u)).

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

(i) If detV = 1 then the values of ρV are in Z. Conversely, if p ≥ 3 and the values of ρV
are in Z, then detV = 1.

(ii) Assume that detV = 1. For any u and v in P satisfying 〈u〉 = 〈v〉, we have ρV (u) =
ρV (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 V0 such that k⊗W (k) V0 ∼= k⊗O V . By [17, Proposition 7.3.12], V0 is unique
up to tensoring a W (k)P -free module of W (k)-rank 1. Since p ∤ rkO(V0), by [16, Corollary
5.3.4], we can choose V0 to have determinant 1 and such a choice is unique up to isomorphism.
Then O ⊗W (k) V0 is an OP -module of determinant 1 which lifts the kP -module k ⊗O V .

Assume now detV = 1. By [16, Corollary 5.3.4] we deduce that V ∼= O⊗W (k) V0. By [17,
Proposition 7.3.13], the values of ρV0 are in Z. Hence the values of ρV are in Z. Conversely,
assume that p ≥ 3 and the values of ρV 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 ⊗W (k) V0.
Hence we have ρV0 = ρV ρT and detV0 = (detT )

ndetV , where n = rkO(V ). We easily deduce
that the values of ρT are in Z. Since p ≥ 3, the only possible situation is T ∼= O. It follows
that detV = detV0 = 1.

(ii). Since detV = 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]. �

3.3. For a finite p-group P and Λ ∈ {O, k}, denote by DΛ(P ) the Dade group of P over Λ
(see e.g. [20, §3]). Let X be a finite P -set and let ΛX be the corresponding permutation
ΛP -module. Let ΩX(Λ) be the kernel of the “augmentation” map ΛX → Λ (mapping every
basis element in X to 1). The ΛP -module ΩX(Λ) is called a relative syzygy of Λ. By a result
due to Alperin (see e.g. [6, Lemma 2.3.3]), ΩX(Λ) is an endopermutation ΛP -module. Let
Q be a proper subgroup of P , then P/Q (the set of left cosets) is a P -set. Let Λ[P/Q] be the
corresponding permutation ΛP -module. Since Soc(ΩP/Q(Λ)) ⊆ Soc(Λ[P/Q]) ∼= Λ, ΩP/Q(Λ)
is indecomposable. By [6, 3.2.1], ΩP/Q(Λ) has vertex P . Let DΩ

Λ(P ) be the subgroup of
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DΛ(P ) generated by all the relative syzygies ΩX(Λ), where X runs over all non-empty finite
P -sets. By [6, Lemma 5.2.3], DΩ

Λ(P ) is actually generated by all ΩP/Q(Λ), where Q 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 ] ∈ DΩ

O(P ), then the values of ρV are in Z. Conversely, if p ≥ 3
and the values of ρV are in Z, then [V ] ∈ DΩ

O(P ).

Proof. Assume that [V ] ∈ DΩ
O(P ). Since each generator ΩP/Q(O) (where Q 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 ρV are in Z.
Assume conversely that p ≥ 3 and the values of ρV in Z. By [7], we have Dk(P ) = DΩ

k (P ),
hence the exists an indecomposable endopermuation OP -module V ′ such that [V ′] ∈ DΩ

O(P )
and k ⊗O V

′ ∼= k ⊗O V . 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 ∼= V ′. By the first statement, the values of ρV ′

are in Z. It follows that the values of ρT are in Z, which in turn implies T ∼= O. �

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 ρV are in Z. Let Q1 · · · , Qn be a
sequence of subgroups of P and u0 = 1, u1, · · · , un be a sequence of elements in P such that
for any i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, Qi ≤ NP (〈u0, · · · , ui−1〉) and ui ∈ Qi. Let Vi be an indecomposable
direct summand of a 〈u1, · · · , ui〉-slashed module attached to V over Qi with vertex Qi, and
V̂i an endopermutation OQi-module such that k ⊗O V̂i ∼= Vi and such that detV̂i = 1. Let

V̂0 = V . The product ωV (u1)ωV̂1(u2) · · ·ωV̂n−1
(un) depends only on 〈u1, · · · , un〉 and V - it

does not depend on a particular choice of the sequence Q1, · · · , Qn, u1, · · · , un.

Proof. Note that by [20, Theorem 14.2] and [16, Corollary 5.3.4], V̂i exists and is unique up
to isomorphism. If n = 1, the proposition holds by Proposition 3.2 (ii). Since the values of
ρV are in Z, by Proposition 3.4, [V ] ∈ DΩ

O(P ).
We claim that the problem can be reduced to generators of DΩ

O(P ). Let W be another
indecomposable endopermutation OP -module with vertex P such that the values of ρW are
in Z. LetM be an indecomposable direct summand of V ⊗OW with vertex P . Let N = V ∗.
We can similarly chooseWi, Ŵi,Mi, M̂i, Ni and N̂i (i ∈ {1, · · · , n}) forW ,M and N . Since
ωV (u1) is the sign of the integer ρV (u1), it is easy to observe that ωM(u1) = ωV⊗OW (u1) =
ωV (u1)ωW (u1) and ωN(u1) = ωV (u1). Since slash functors are additive (see [10, Remark 2.8])
and compatible with tensor products (see [10, 3.2]), M1 is isomorphic to a direct summand
of V1 ⊗k W1. Note that V̂1 ⊗O Ŵ1 is an endopermutation OQ-module lifting V1 ⊗k W1 and
has determinant 1. By the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and Proposition
3.2 (i), we see that [M̂1] = [V̂1 ⊗O Ŵ1] in DO(Q). So we have ωM̂1

(u2) = ωV̂1(u2)ωŴ1
(u2).

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 ωM̂i−1

(ui) = ωV̂i−1
(ui)ωŴi−1

(ui) for any i ∈ {1, · · · , n}.
Since slash functors are compatible with duality (see [10, 3.2]), Nu

∼= (Vu)
∗, and hence

N̂u
∼= (V̂u)

∗. So we have ωN̂u
(s) = ωV̂u(s) (because the character values V̂u 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 ωV̂i−1
(ui) = ωN̂i−1

(ui) 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 = ΩP/R(O)
for some proper subgroup R of P . Since we have ρV + ρO equals the character of the
permutation OP -module O[P/R], it is easy to see that

ωV (u1) =

{

1, if (P/R)〈u1〉 6= ∅,

−1, if (P/R)〈u1〉 = ∅.
(3.1)

Case 1. Assume first that (P/R)〈u1〉 6= ∅, so ωV (u) = 1. Using notation in [20, §3], we
have [V1] = [DefQ1

Q1/〈u1〉
(ResPQ1

(V ))] in Dk(Q1). By [6, Corollary 4.1.2 (1) and Lemma 4.2.1

(2)], [V1] = [Ω(P/R)〈u1〉(k)] in Dk(Q1), where we regard (P/R)〈u1〉 as a Q1-set. By the uniquely

lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and Proposition 3.2 (i), we have [V̂1] = [Ω(P/R)〈u1〉(O)]
in DO(Q1). Hence similar to (3.1), we have

ωV̂1(u2) =

{

1, if ((P/R)〈u1〉)〈u2〉 = (P/R)〈u1,u2〉 6= ∅,

−1, if ((P/R)〈u1〉)〈u2〉 = (P/R)〈u1,u2〉 = ∅.

Case 2. Now assume that (P/R)〈u1〉 = ∅, so ωV (u1) = −1. By [6, Corollary 4.1.2 (1)
and Lemma 4.2.1 (1)], [V1] = [k] in Dk(Q1). By the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary
5.3.4] and Proposition 3.2 (i), we have [V̂1] = [O] in DO(Q1). Hence ωV̂2(u2) = 1. Since

(P/R)〈u1〉 = ∅, we have (P/R)〈u1,u2〉 = ∅.
We conclude that in both cases, we have

ωV (u1)ωV̂1(u2) =

{

1, if (P/R)〈u1,u2〉 6= ∅,

−1, if (P/R)〈u1,u2〉 = ∅.

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

ωV (u1)ωV̂1(u2) · · ·ωV̂n−1
(un) =

{

1, if (P/R)〈u1,··· ,un〉 6= ∅,

−1, if (P/R)〈u1,··· ,un〉 = ∅.

This proves the proposition. �

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 ρV are in Z. Assume that F is a
fusion system on P and V is F-stable. Let Q be a subgroup of P , HQ a subgroup of NP (Q),
VQ an indecomposable direct summand of a Q-slashed module attached to V over HQ with

vertex HQ, and V̂Q an endopermutation OHQ-module such that k⊗O V̂Q ∼= VQ and such that
detV̂Q = 1. Let u be an element in HQ, ϕ ∈ HomF(Q〈u〉, P ), R = ϕ(Q), v = ϕ(u), and HR

a subgroup of NP (R) containing v. We similarly choose VR and V̂R. Then ωV̂Q(u) = ωV̂R(v).
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Proof. By Notation 3.1 we know that ωV̂Q(u) is the sign of ρV̂Q(u). Moreover, by Notation

3.1, ωV̂Q(u) is the sign of the character value at u of any indecomposable direct summand of

Res
HQ

〈u〉 (V̂Q) with vertex 〈u〉. Let WQ be an indecomposable direct summand of Res
HQ

Q〈u〉(VQ)

with vertex Q〈u〉 and ŴQ an endopermutation OQ〈u〉-module such that k ⊗O ŴQ
∼= WQ

and such that detŴQ
= 1. Then using the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and

Proposition 3.2 (i), we see that ŴQ is an indecomposable direct summand of Res
HQ

Q〈u〉(V̂Q)

with vertex Q〈u〉. So ωV̂Q(u) is the sign of the character value at u of any indecomposable

direct summand of Res
Q〈u〉
〈u〉 (ŴQ) with vertex 〈u〉. By assumption, there is a kHQ-module

Y such that VQ ⊕ Y is a Q-slashed module attached to V over HQ. Using the definition of

slashed modules, it easy to check that Res
HQ

Q〈u〉(VQ ⊕ Y ) is a Q-slashed module attached to

ResPQ〈u〉(V ) over Q〈u〉. So [WQ] only depends on the isomorphism class of an indecomposable

direct summand of ResPQ〈u〉(V ) with vertex Q〈u〉.

Similarly, using the discussion above we can choose WR and ŴR for R and v instead
of Q and u, respectively. Similarly, [WR] only depends on the isomorphism class of an
indecomposable direct summand of ResPR〈v〉(V ) with vertex R〈v〉. By definition of the F -

stability of V , we deduce that WQ
∼= ϕ(WR) as kQ〈u〉-modules and hence ŴQ

∼= ϕ(ŴR) as
OQ〈u〉-modules. This implies ωV̂Q(u) = ωV̂R(v). �

4. On local Morita equivalences induced by slashed modules

Assume in this section we are in the context of Theorem 1.3.

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

(i) the blocks b and c have a common defect group P , and a common fusion system
F determined by a source idempotent i ∈ (OGb)P and also a source idempotent
j ∈ (OHc)P ;

(ii) X = ∆P and when regarding V as an OP -module, V is F -stable;

(iii) M is isomorphic to a direct summand of the (OGb,OHc)-bimodule

OGi⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP jOH.

By Proposition 2.10, M is a Brauer-friendly O(G×H)(b⊗ c◦)-module. We fix the following
notation.

(iv) Write A = iOGi and B = jOHj.

(v) For any subgroupQ of P denote by eQ the unique block of kCG(Q) satisfying br
OG
Q (i)eQ 6=

0 and by fQ the unique block of kCH(Q) satisfying brOHQ (j)fQ 6= 0.

(vi) Denote by êQ and f̂Q the blocks ofOCG(Q) andOCH(Q) lifting eQ and fQ, respectively.

(vii) Write iQ := brOGQ (i) and jQ := brOHQ (j).

(viii) Let MQ be a (∆Q, eQ ⊗ f ◦
Q)-slashed module attached to M over the group CG(Q) ×

CH(Q). Note that by [2, Lemma 17], MQ is unique up to isomorphism.

13



Theorem 4.2 ([11, Theorem 1.2]). The (kCG(Q)eQ, kCH(Q)fQ)-bimodule MQ induces a
Morita equivalence between kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ and has an endopermutation module
as a source.

Proposition 4.3. Let Q′ = QCP (Q). The pair (∆CP (Q), eQ′ ⊗f ◦
Q′) is contained in a vertex

subpair of the kCG(Q)eQ-kCH(Q)fQ-bimodule MQ, and it is a vertex subpair of MQ if and
only if Q is F-centralised.

Proof. By the definition of a slashed module (Lemma 2.11), we may regard MQ as a
k∆Q(CG(Q) × CH(Q))-module on which ∆Q acts trivially. For the first statement, by
Proposition 2.14, it suffices to show that

Endk(eQ′MQfQ′)(∆CP (Q)) 6= 0.

By the transitivity of slash functors [2, Lemma 22 (i)], we have

Endk(eQ′MQfQ′)(∆Q′)) ∼= EndO(êQ′Mf̂Q)(∆Q
′).

By [11, Lemma 2.7], (∆P, eP ⊗ f ◦
P ) is a vertex subpair of M . Since the b ⊗ c◦-Brauer pair

(∆Q′, eQ′ ⊗ f ◦
Q′) is contained in (∆P, eP ⊗ f ◦

P ), by Proposition 2.14, we have

EndO(êQ′Mf̂Q)(∆Q
′) 6= 0.

Since (∆CP (Q), eQ′ ⊗ f ◦
Q′) ≤ (∆Q′, eQ′ ⊗ f ◦

Q′) as Brauer pairs on ∆Q(CG(Q)× CH(Q)), by
Proposition 2.14 again, we have Endk(eQ′MQfQ′)(∆CP (Q)) 6= 0. Hence the first statement
holds.

Since MQ induces a Morita equivalence and has an endopermutation module as a source,
by [17, Theorem 9.11.2], we see that ∆CP (Q) is a vertex of MQ if and only if the order of
CP (Q) equals to the order of a defect group of kCG(Q)eQ. By [17, Proposition 8.5.3 (i)],
this is equivalent to Q being F -centralised. �

Proposition 4.4. Let Q′ = QCP (Q) and let (XQ, e) be a vertex subpair of the kCG(Q)eQ-
kCH(Q)fQ-bimodule MQ containing (∆CP (Q), eQ′ ⊗ f ◦

Q′). Let VQ be a source of MQ with
respect to the vertex subpair (XQ, e). The following hold.

(i) Let X1 and X2 be the images of XQ under the canonical projections p1 : CG(Q) ×
CH(Q) → CG(Q) and p2 : CG(Q)×CH(Q) → CH(Q) respectively. Then p1 restricts to
an isomorphism p1 : XQ → X1, and p2 restricts to an isomorphism p2 : XQ → X2, and
X1 and X2 are defect groups of kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ respectively. The idempotent
e is of the form bQ ⊗ c◦Q where bQ and cQ are blocks of kCG(QX1) and kCH(QX2)
respectively.

(ii) There exist source idempotents sQ ∈ (kCG(Q)eQ)
X1 and tQ ∈ (kCH(Q)fQ)

X2 such that

br
kCG(Q)
Q′ (sQ)eQ′ 6= 0 and br

kCH (Q)
Q′ (tQ)fQ′ 6= 0 and that MQ is isomorphic to a direct

summand of
kCG(Q)sQ ⊗kX1

IndX1×X2

XQ
(VQ)⊗kX2

tQkCH(Q).
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(iii) Let FQ be the fusion system on X1 determined by sQ and GQ be the fusion system on

X2 determined by tQ. Then the map ψ : X1
p−1
1−−→ XQ

p2
−→ X2 is an isomorphism of

groups, and we have ψFQ = GQ, where
ψFQ the fusion system on X1 induced by FQ

via the isomorphism ψ.

(iv) The restriction of ψ to CP (Q) is the identity map CP (Q) → CP (Q).

Proof. By [17, Proposition 7.3.10 (i)], any source of MQ has dimension prime to p. Then by
[17, Proposition 9.7.1] we see that X1 is a defect group of kCG(Q)eQ and X2 is a defect group
of kCH(Q)fQ. The statement on the idempotent e is now clear, whence (i). Statement (ii)
follows from [2, Lemma 3 (i)] and Lemma 2.3 (i). Statement (iii) follows from [17, Theorem
9.11.2]. Statement (iv) follows by the choice of XQ. �

By [17, Theorem 9.11.9], there is an isomorphism of interior P -algebras

f : iOGi ∼= e(EndO(V )⊗O jOHj)e (4.1)

for some primitive local idempotent e ∈ (EndO(V ) ⊗O jOHj)P . We identify iOGi with
e(EndO(V )⊗O jOHj)e via this isomorphism.

Proposition 4.5. The (iOGi, jOHj)-bimodule iMj is isomorphic to e(V ⊗O jOHj). Here
e(V ⊗OjOHj) is a left e(EndO(V )⊗OjOHj)e-module and we regard it as a left iOGi-module
via the isomorphism f ; e(V ⊗O jOHj) is also a right jOHj-module via the multiplication
e(v ⊗ b1)b2 = e(v ⊗ b1b2), for any v ∈ V and any b1, b2 ∈ jOHj.

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 ∼= EndBop(iMj) as interior P -algebras. Since iMj is isomorphic to a direct
summand of

A⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B,

we can choose an idempotent e′ in EndA⊗OBop(A⊗OP Ind
P×P
∆P (V )⊗OPB) which is a projection

to the direct summand iMj. Then we have an isomorphism

iMj ∼= e′(A⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B) (4.2)

of EndA⊗OBop(A⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B)-modules and an isomorphism

f1 : A ∼= e′(EndBop(A⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B))e′

of interior P -algebras. Note that in (4.2), iMj becomes an e′(EndA⊗OBop(A⊗OP Ind
P×P
∆P (V )⊗OP

B))e′-module, and it can be regarded as an A-module via the isomorphism f1.
Since A is a primitive interior P -algebra, it follows that the idempotent e′ remains prim-

itive in EndOP⊗OBop(A ⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V ) ⊗OP B). So there is an indecomposable summand

W of A as an (OP,OP )-bimodule and an EndOP⊗OBop(A⊗OP Ind
P×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B)-conjugate

e of e′, such that we have an isomorphism

f2 : e
′(EndBop(A⊗OP IndP×P

∆P (V )⊗OP B))e′ ∼= e(EndBop(W ⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B))e
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of interior P -algebras. Note that now iMj becomes an e′(EndA⊗OBop(A⊗OP Ind
P×P
∆P (V )⊗OP

B))e′-module, it can be regarded as an A-module via the isomorphism f2 ◦ f1, and we have

iMj ∼= e(W ⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B).

By [16, Proposition 2.4.12], we have an (OP,B)-bimodule isomorphism IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP

B ∼= V ⊗O B. Hence we have an isomorphism

f3 : e(EndBop(W ⊗OP IndP×P
∆P (V )⊗OP B))e ∼= e(EndBop(W ⊗OP (V ⊗O B)))e

of interior P -algebras. Since W ∼= (OP )ϕ for some ϕ ∈ AutF(P ) and since V and B are
F -stable, we have an isomorphism

f4 : e(EndBop(W ⊗OP (V ⊗O B)))e ∼= e(EndBop((V ⊗O B)))e

of interior P -algebras. It is easy to see that we have also an isomorphism

f5 : e(EndBop((V ⊗O B)))e ∼= e(EndO(V )⊗O B)e

of interior P -algebras. The isomorphism f is exactly f5 ◦ f4 ◦ f3 ◦ f2 ◦ f1. Note that in
the above process, iMj becomes an e(EndO(V ) ⊗O B)e-module, it can be regarded as an
A-module via the isomorphism f , and we have iMj ∼= e(V ⊗O B). �

Proposition 4.6. Let Q be a fully F-centralised subgroup of Q. Then the (BrQ(A),BrQ(B))-
bimodule iQMQjQ satisfies the condition that Br∆Q(EndO(iMj)) ∼= Endk(iQMQjQ) as k-
algebras and as (BrQ(A)⊗k BrQ(A)

op,BrQ(B)⊗k BrQ(B)op)-bimodules.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, BrQ(A) and BrQ(B) are almost source algebras of kCG(Q)eQ
and kCH(Q)fQ, respectively. By the definition of a (∆Q, eQ ⊗ f ◦

Q)-slashed module, we have
BrQ(EndO(M)) ∼= Endk(MQ) as interior (CG(Q)×CH(Q))-algebras, hence as (kCG(Q)eQ⊗k

(kCH(Q)fQ)
op, kCG(Q)eQ ⊗k (kCH(Q)fQ)

op)-bimodules. The statement follows from the
standard Morita equivalences between block algebras and almost source algebras. �

Lemma 4.7. For any subgroup Q of P we have EndO(B)(Q) ∼= Endk(B(Q)) as (B(Q), B(Q))-
bimodules and as k-algebras.

Proof. Mimic the proof of [16, Proposition 5.8.6]. �

Proposition 4.8. Let Q be a subgroup of P . The following hold.

(i) There is an isomorphism of interior CP (Q)-algebras

BrQ(f) : A(Q) ∼= brQ(e)(Endk(V [Q])⊗k B(Q))brQ(e) (4.3)

for some idempotent brQ(e) ∈ (Endk(V [Q])⊗kB(Q))CP (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 iQMQjQ is isomorphic
to brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q)). Here brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q)) is a left brQ(e)(Endk(V [Q])⊗k

B(Q))brQ(e)-module and we regard it as a left A(Q)-module via the isomorphism
BrQ(f); brQ(e)(V [Q] ⊗k B(Q)) is also a right B(Q)-module via the multiplication
brQ(e)(v ⊗ b1)b2 = brQ(e)(v ⊗ b1b2), for any v ∈ V [Q] and any b1, b2 ∈ B(Q).

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

A(Q) ∼= br
EndO(V )⊗OB
Q (e)(EndO(V )⊗O B)(Q)br

EndO(V )⊗OB
Q (e).

Using [16, Proposition 5.9.2] and Theorem 2.8, we obtain the desired isomorphism BrQ(f)
in statement (i).

Next we prove (ii). It is easy to see that the module “MQ” in Proposition 2.9 is uniquely
determined by “M”, up to isomorphism. So by Proposition 4.6, it suffices to show that
Br∆Q(EndO(iMj)) ∼= Endk(brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q))) as (A(Q)⊗k A(Q)

op, B(Q)⊗k B(Q)op)-
bimodules and as k-algebras. By Proposition 4.5, we have iMj ∼= e(V ⊗O B) as (A,B)-
bimodules. So we have

BrQ(EndO(iMj)) ∼= BrQ(EndO(e(V ⊗O B)))
∼= BrQ(eEndO(V ⊗O B)e)
∼= brQ(e)BrQ(EndO(V )⊗O EndO(B))brQ(e)
∼= brQ(e)(EndO(V )(Q)⊗k EndO(B)(Q))brQ(e)
∼= brQ(e)(Endk(V [Q])⊗k Endk(B(Q)))brQ(e)
∼= brQ(e)Endk(V [Q]⊗k B(Q))brQ(e)
∼= Endk(brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q)))

as (A(Q) ⊗k A(Q)
op, B(Q) ⊗k B(Q)op)-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 4.7. Here we use abusively the same
notation brQ(e) to denote the images of brQ(e) in different algebras under the isomorphisms.
This completes the proof. �

4.9. For a subgroup Q of P , denote by LP(Q, iOGi) the set of local points on iOGi, and
by δQ the unique local point of Q on EndO(V ). For any α ∈ LP(Q, iOGi), denote by Wα

the simple A(Q)-module
A(Q)brAQ(l)/J(A(Q))br

A
Q(l),

where l ∈ α. Note that Wα is uniquely determined by α up to isomorphism. By [19, Lemma
14.5], the correspondence α 7→ [Wα] induces a bijection between LP(Q, iOGi) and the set
of isomorphism classes of simple simple A(Q)-modules.

By [17, Theorem 7.4.2] applied to the isomorphism (4.1), we obtain a bijection

LP(Q, iOGi) → LP(Q, jOHj), α 7→ α′, (4.4)
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such that α and α′ correspond to each other if an only if both

brQ(e)(br
EndO(V )
Q (δQ)⊗ brBQ(α

′))brQ(e)

and the image of brAQ(α) under the isomorphism (4.3) belong to the same point of the
k-algebra

brQ(e)(Endk(V [Q])⊗k B(Q))brQ(e).

Here we identify EndO(V )(Q) and Endk(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 iQMQjQ induces a Morita equivalence between A(Q) and B(Q), such that

iQMQjQ ⊗B(Q) Wα′ ∼= Wα

if α and α correspond under the bijection (4.4).

Proof. By Theorem 4.2,MQ induces a Morita equivalence between kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ.
By Proposition 2.6, iQMQjQ induces a Morita equivalence between A(Q) and B(Q). By
Proposition 4.8 (ii), we have iQMQjQ ∼= brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q)) as (A(Q), B(Q))-bimodules.
Let l′ ∈ α′. So

iQMQjQ ⊗B(Q) Wα′ ∼= brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗kWα′) ∼= brQ(e)(V [Q]⊗k B(Q)brBQ(l
′)/J(B(Q))brBQ(l

′))

for any l′ ∈ α′. It is easy to observe that the right side is a simple module of the k-algebra

brQ(e)(Endk(V [Q])⊗k B(Q))brQ(e)

corresponding to the point containing brQ(e)(br
EndO(V )
Q (δQ)⊗brBQ(α

′))brQ(e). Now the state-
ment follows from the definition of the bijection (4.4). �

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 , Q finite p-groups, F a fusion
system on P and ϕ : P → Q a group isomorphism, denote by ϕF the fusion system on
Q induced by F via the isomorphism ϕ. We set ∆ϕ := {(u, ϕ(u))|u ∈ P} and whenever
useful, we regard an O∆ϕ-module V as an OP -module and vice versa via the isomorphism
P ∼= ∆ϕ sending u ∈ P to (u, ϕ(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 b̄ and c̄ the images of b and c in kG
and kH, respectively. For any Morita equivalence (resp. stable equivalence of Morita type)
between kGb̄ and kHc̄ given by an indecomposable bimodule M̄ with endopermutation source
V̄ , 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) M̄ ∼= k ⊗O M .

(ii) V̄ ∼= k ⊗O V .

(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). �

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 c a block of OH. Let M
and N be indecomposable OGb-OHc-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 b̄ and c̄ the images of b and c 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 Q a defect group of c. Let i ∈ (OGb)P and j ∈ (OHc)Q

be source idempotents. Denote by F the fusion system on P determined by i. By [17,
Theorem 9.11.2], there are isomorphisms ϕ : P → Q and ψ : P → Q and indecomposable
endopermutation OP -modules V and W , such that M is isomorphic to a direct summand
of the OGb-OHc-bimodule

OGi⊗OP IndP×Q
∆ϕ (V )⊗OQ jOH,

and such that N is isomorphic to a direct summand of OGb-OHc-bimodule

OGi⊗OP IndP×Q
∆ψ (W )⊗OQ jOH.

Since k ⊗O M ∼= k ⊗O N , by [4, Lemma 2.7], we see that ϕ−1 ◦ ψ ∈ AutF (P ) and that
k ⊗O V ∼= 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

OHj ⊗OQ IndQ×P
∆ψ−1(ψ−1(W ∗))⊗OP iOG

(see [4, page 81]), by [4, Lemma 2.6], M ⊗OHb N
∗ is isomorphic to a direct summand of

OGi⊗OP IndP×P
∆ψ−1◦ϕ(U)⊗OP iOG,

where U is an indecomposable direct summand with vertex P of

V ⊗O ϕ◦ψ−1(W ∗) ∼= V ⊗O ϕ◦ψ−1(V ∗).

By [17, Theorem 9.11.2 (iii)], V is F -stable, hence we have V ∗ ∼= ϕ◦ψ−1(V ∗) and U ∼= O. So
M ⊗OHc N

∗ is a p-permutation O(G×H)module which lifts the p-permutation k(G×H)-
module (k ⊗O M)⊗kHc̄ (k ⊗O N

∗) ∼= kGb̄ ⊕ S̄, where S̄ is a projective kGb̄-kHc̄-bimodule.
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By [16, Theorem 5.10.2 (iv)], we have M ⊗OHc N
∗ ∼= OGb ⊕ S, where S is a projective

OGb-OHc-bimodule lifting S̄. Now it is easy to see that M ∼= N . �

Assume in the rest of this section we are in the context of Theorem 1.3. So we can
continue to use Notation 4.1.

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

Proposition 5.3. For any isomorphism cg = ch : Q ∼= R in the fusion system F , where
g ∈ G and h ∈ H, we have c−1

g
(MQ)c−1

h

∼=MR as kCG(R)eR-kCH(R)fR-bimodules.

Proof. By the transitivity of slash functors [2, Lemma 22 (ii)], c−1
g
(MQ)c−1

h
is another

(∆R, eR ⊗ f ◦
R)-slashed module attached to M over CG(R) × CH(R). Then the statement

follows by [2, Lemma 17]. �

Proposition 5.4. For any subgroup Q of P , there exists a unique (up to isomorphism)
OCG(Q)eQ-OCH(Q)fQ-bimodule M̂Q satisfying the following conditions.

(i) M̂Q has a vertex subpair (XQ, e) containing (∆CP (Q), eQCP (Q) ⊗ f ◦
QCP (Q)) and an en-

dopermutation source V̂Q of determinant 1 with respect to the vertex subpair (XQ, e).

(ii) MQ
∼= k ⊗O M̂Q.

(iii) For any isomorphism cg = ch : Q ∼= R in the fusion system F , where g ∈ G and h ∈ H,

we have c−1
g
(M̂Q)c−1

h

∼= M̂R as OCG(R)êR-OCH(R)f̂R-bimodules.

Proof. The existence of M̂Q satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) is ensured by Proposition

4.3 and Lemma 5.1. By Lemma 5.2, M̂Q is uniquely determined up to isomorphism. By
Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.2, condition (iii) holds. �

6. On generalised decomposition maps

Assume in this section we are in the context of Theorem 1.3. So we can continue to use
the notation in Notation 4.1.

6.1. A local point α of Q on OGb is said to be associated to the Brauer pair (Q, eQ), if
eQbr

OG
Q (α) 6= 0. Denote by LP(Q, eQ) the set of local points of Q on OGb associated to

(Q, eQ). If Q is a cyclic group generated by u, then we also write (Q, eQ) as (u, eu) and
called it a Brauer element. Denote by Sα the simple kCG(Q)eQ-module

kCG(Q)br
OG
Q (l)/(J(kCG(Q))br

OG
Q (l)),

where l ∈ α. By [19, Lemma 14.5], the correspondence α 7→ Sα induces a bijection between
LP(Q, eQ) and the set of isomorphism classes of simple kCG(Q)eQ-modules. Denote by ϕα
the Brauer character afforded by the simple module Sα. So we have

IBrK(CG(Q), eQ) = {ϕα | α ∈ 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 α ∈ LP(Q, eQ) to α ∩ iOGi.
Similarly, there is a bijection between LP(Q, fQ) and the set of local points of Q in jOHj,
sending α′ ∈ LP(Q, eQ) to α

′ ∩ jOHj.

Proof. By [17, Proposition 8.7.3 (ii)], α ∩ iOGi 6= ∅. Now the statement easily follows from
[19, Proposition 4.12]. �

Proposition 6.3. Keep the notation of 6.1. Let Q be a fully F-centralised subgroup of P .
Then MQ induces a Morita equivalence between kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ, such that

MQ ⊗kCH (Q)fQ Sα′ ∼= Sα

if α ∩ iOGi and α′ ∩ jOHj correspond under the bijection (4.4).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.10 and the standard Morita equivalences between
block algebras and almost source algebras. �

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

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (χ) =

∑

α∈LP(u,eu)

χ(uα)ϕα,

where the notation χ(uα) is introduced in 2.4. Let N ′ a simple KHc-module corresponding
to N under the Morita equivalence induced by M and denote by χ′ the character afforded
by N ′. Let (u, fu) be a Brauer element contained in (P, fP ). Similarly, we have

d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′) =
∑

α′∈LP(u,fu)

χ(uα′)ϕα′.

Assume that 〈u〉 is fully F -centralised. Let α ∈ LP(u, eu) and α
′ ∈ LP(u, fu) such that

α ∩ iOGi and α ∩ jOHj correspond under the bijection (4.4). By [17, Theorem 7.4.3] we
have

χ(uα) = ωV (u)χ
′(uα′);

see Notation 3.1 for the meaning of ωV (u).

7. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Keep the notation in Definition 1.1. Assume that we have a family of perfect
isometries

ΦQ : ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) ∼= ZIrrK(CG(Q), êQ)

for every cyclic subgroup Q of P , with the following properties.
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(i) For any isomorphism ϕ : Q ∼= R (where Q is cyclic) in the fusion system F we have
ϕΦQ = ΦR.

(ii) For u ∈ P such that 〈u〉 is fully F-centralised, we have d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ Φ1 = Φ̄〈u〉 ◦ d

(u,fu)
(H,c) or

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ Φ1 = −Φ̄〈u〉 ◦ d

(u,fu)
(H,c) .

Then for any u ∈ P , we have d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ Φ1 = Φ̄〈u〉 ◦ d

(u,fu)
(H,c) or d

(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ Φ1 = −Φ̄〈u〉 ◦ d

(u,fu)
(H,c) .

Proof. By condition (i), it is easy to check that for any isomorphism ϕ : Q ∼= R (where Q is
cyclic) in F we have ϕΦ̄Q = Φ̄R, where

ϕΦ̄Q is obtained from composing Φ̄Q with the isomor-

phisms ZIBrK(CG(Q), êQ) ∼= ZIBrK(CG(R), êR) and ZIBrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) ∼= ZIBrK(CH(R), f̂R)
given by conjugation with elements x ∈ G and y ∈ H satisfying ϕ(u) = xux−1 = yuy−1 for
all u ∈ Q.

For any u ∈ P , there exists an isomorphism ϕ : Q = 〈u〉 → R in F such that R is
fully F -centralised. Write v = ϕ(u). Assume that x ∈ G and y ∈ H satisfying ϕ(u) =
xux−1 = yuy−1 for all u ∈ Q. The equality ϕΦ̄Q = Φ̄R means that Φ̄Q sends a class function

λ′ ∈ K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) to λ ∈ K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CG(Q), êQ) if and only if Φ̄R sends a

class function (λ′)y ∈ K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CH(R), f̂R) to λx ∈ K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CG(R), êR). Here λx

is the class function sending an element g ∈ CG(R)p′ to λ(x
−1gx) ∈ K, and (λ′)y is defined

similarly.
Let χ′ ∈ ZIrrK(H, c). Since R is fully F -centralised, by assumption (ii), the class

function d
(v,ev)
(G,b) (χ) equals the class function Φ̄R(d

(v,fv)
(H,c) (χ

′)) or −Φ̄R(d
(v,fv)
(H,c) (χ

′)). In other

words, Φ̄R sends d
(v,fv)
(H,c) (χ

′) to d
(v,ev)
(G,b) (χ) or −d

(v,ev)
(G,b) (χ). One easily checks that if we write

λ′ := d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′) : CH(Q)p′ → K, then (λ′)y is the class function d
(v,fv)
(H,c) (χ

′) : CH(R)p′ → K.

Similarly, if we write λ := d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (χ), then λx = d

(v,ev)
(G,b) (χ). Since Φ̄R((λ

′)y) = λx or

Φ̄R((λ
′)y) = −λx, by the previous paragraph, we have Φ̄Q(λ

′) = λ or Φ̄Q(λ
′) = −λ. Equiva-

lently, d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (Φ1(χ

′)) = Φ̄〈u〉(d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′)) or d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (Φ1(χ

′)) = −Φ̄〈u〉(d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′)). �

Assume in the rest of this section we are in the context of Theorem 1.3. So we can
continue to use the notation in Notation 4.1 and Scetion 6.

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

Iup′ : K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CH(u), fu) → K ⊗Z ZIBrK(CG(u), eu)

which sends ϕα′ to ωV (u)ϕα if the local points α ∩ iOGi and α′ ∩ jOHj correspond under
the bijection (4.4). Then using the three equalities in 6.4, it is straightforward to check that

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (ΦM(χ′)) = Iup′(d

(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′)) (7.1)

for any χ′ ∈ IrrK(CH(u), fu). Recall that here ΦM is the Z-linear map ZIrrK(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 Iup′ satisfying the equality (7.1), if it exists, is uniquely determined by ΦM , be-

cause d
(u,fu)
(H,c) extends linearly to a surjective mapK⊗ZZIrrK(H, c) → K⊗ZZIBrK(CG(u), eu).

Assume that the perfect isometry ΦM induced by M extends to a weak isotypy in Defi-
nition 1.1. Hence there is a perfect isometry

Φ〈u〉 : ZIrrK(CH(u), f̂〈u〉) → ZIrrK(CG(u), ê〈u〉)

such that
d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (ΦM(χ′)) = Φ̄〈u〉(d

(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′)).

By the uniqueness of Iup′, we have Φ̄〈u〉(ϕα′) = Iup′(ϕα′) = ωV (u)ϕα for any α′ ∈ LP(u, fu)
and α ∈ LP(u, eu) such that α′ ∩ jOHj and α∩ iOGi correspond under the bijection (4.4).
Note that Φ̄〈u〉 : ZIBrK(CH(u), f̂〈u〉) → ZIBrK(CG(u), ê〈u〉) is a Z-linear isomorphism. This
forces ωV (u) = ±1.

For any u ∈ P , there exists an isomorphism ϕ in F such that 〈ϕ(u)〉 is fully F -centralised.
Write v = ϕ(u). Denote by Tu (resp. Tv) a direct summand of ResP〈u〉(V ) (resp. ResP〈v〉(V ))
with vertex 〈u〉 (resp. 〈v〉). By the previous paragraph, the character value of Tv at v are 1.
Since V is F -stable, we have Tu ∼= ϕ−1(Tv), which in turn implies that the character value of
Tu at u are ±1. Hence ωV (u) = ±1 for all u ∈ P . Then by [19, Proposition 52.3], we have
ρ(x) = ±mx for any x ∈ X = ∆P . �

7.3. The proof of (ii) implying (iv). For any non-trivial subgroup Q of P , we set M̂Q

be as in Proposition 5.4. For Q = 1, set M̂Q = M . Since M̂Q induces a Morita equivalence

between OCQ(Q)êQ and OCH(Q)f̂Q, the Z-linear isomorphism

ΦM̂Q
: ZIrrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) → ZIrrK(CG(Q), êQ)

is a perfect isometry. Consider the family (ΦM̂Q
)Q⊆P of perfect isometries. By Proposition

5.4 (iii), the equivariance condition (i) in Definition 1.2 holds. For any u ∈ P such that 〈u〉
is fully F -centralised, by Proposition 6.3, Φ̄M̂〈u〉

(ϕα′) = ϕα for any pair (α, α′) ∈ LP(u, fu)×

LP(u, fu) such that α ∩ iOGi and α′ ∩ jOHj correspond under the bijection (4.4).
Assume that (ii) holds, then by [19, Proposition 52.3], ωV (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

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) (ΦM(χ′)) = ωV (u)Φ̄M̂〈u〉

(d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (χ

′))

for any χ′ ∈ IrrK(kCH(u), fu). Hence d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ΦM = ωV (u)Φ̄M̂〈u〉

◦d
(u,fu)
(H,c) . By Lemma 7.1 and

the last sentence in Notation 3.1, we have

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ ΦM = ωV (u)Φ̄M̂〈u〉

◦ d
(u,fu)
(H,c) (7.2)

for any u ∈ P .
Let Q be a subgroup of P , u an element in CP (Q), and R the group Q〈u〉. Consider

the block êQ ⊗ f̂ ◦
Q of O(CG(Q) × CH(Q)). (∆〈u〉, eR ⊗ f ◦

R) is an (êQ ⊗ f̂ ◦
Q)-Brauer pair.
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Consider the OCG(Q)êQ-OCH(Q)f̂Q-bimodule M̂Q. By the transitivity of slash functors [2,

Lemma 22 (i)],MR is a (∆〈u〉, eR⊗f
◦
R)-slashed module attached to M̂Q over CG(R)×CH(R).

By Proposition 5.4 (i) and Proposition 3.2 (i), the character values of a source of M̂Q are

rational integers. Recall from Proposition 5.4 that M̂Q has an OXQ-source V̂Q and XQ

contains ∆CP (Q). By Notation 3.1, for any (u, u) ∈ ∆CP (Q), we have ωV̂Q((u, u)) = ±1.

By Proposition 4.4, we can apply the equality (7.2) to the OCG(Q)êQ-OCH(Q)f̂Q-bimodule

M̂Q instead of the OGb-OHc-bimodule M . So we have

d
(u,eR)
(CG(Q),eQ) ◦ ΦQ = ωV̂Q((u, u))Φ̄R ◦ d

(u,fR)
(CH (Q),fQ).

Since ωV̂Q((u, u)) = ±1, this completes the proof. �

7.4. The proof of (ii) implying (v) when p ≥ 3 and X is abelian. We continue to
use the notation in 7.3. Since P is abelian, any subgroup Q of P is fully F -centralised.
Hence both the blocks kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ have P as a defect group. By Proposition

4.3, ∆P is a vertex of MQ. Let VQ = k ⊗O V̂Q. Recall that the notation V̂Q is from
Proposition 5.4. By Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 4.3, (∆P, eP ⊗f

◦
P , VQ) is a source triple

of MQ. For any subgroup Q of P , we can choose a sequence of elements u0 = 1, u1, · · · , un
in P such that Q = 〈u1, · · · , un〉. For i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, let Vi be an indecomposable direct
summand of a ∆〈u1, · · · , ui〉-slashed module attached to V over ∆CP (〈u0, · · · , ui−1〉) =
∆NP (〈u1, · · · , ui〉) = ∆P with vertex ∆P . By [3, Lemma 3 (iii)], V〈u1,··· ,ui〉 is isomorphic to

a direct summand of Vi. Let V̂i be an endopermutation O∆P -module such that k ⊗O V̂i ∼=
Vi and such that detV̂i = 1. By the uniquely lifting property [16, Corollary 5.3.4] and

Proposition 3.2 (i), we see that V̂〈u1,··· ,ui〉 is isomorphic to a direct summand of V̂i. Hence by
Notation 3.1, we have

ωV̂〈u1,··· ,ui〉
= ωV̂i . (7.3)

Let εQ := ωV ((u1, u1))ωV̂1((u2, u2)) · · ·ωV̂n−1
((un, un)). By Proposition 3.5, εQ depends only

on Q and V .
Consider the family (εQΦM̂Q

)Q⊆P of perfect isometries. By 7.3, the equivariance condition

(i) in Definition 1.2 holds for the family (ΦM̂Q
)Q⊆P . Hence by Proposition 3.6, the equivari-

ance condition (i) also holds for the family (εQΦM̂Q
)Q⊆P . For any subgroup Q of P and u an

element in CP (Q), we have proved that d
(u,eR)
(CG(Q),eQ) ◦ΦQ = ωV̂Q((u, u))Φ̄R ◦ d

(u,fR)
(CH (Q),fQ) in 7.3.

Multiplying εQ on each sides we have d
(u,eR)
(CG(Q),eQ) ◦ εQΦQ = εQωV̂Q((u, u))Φ̄R ◦ d

(u,fR)
(CH (Q),fQ). By

Proposition 3.5 and the equality (7.3), we have εQωV̂Q((u, u)) = εR, and this completes the
proof. �

8. Proof of Proposition 1.4

Assume we are in the context of Proposition 1.4. So we can continue to use the notation
in Notation 4.1 and Scetion 6. We may assume that

P = Q8 = {±1,±α,±β,±γ | (−1)2 = 1, α2 = β2 = γ2 = αβγ = −1}.

24



An easy calculation shows that for any subgroup Q of P with |Q| = 4, we have CP (Q) =
Q. Hence every subgroup of P is fully F -centralised. Let L1 be a 3-dimensional exotic
endotrivial kP -module. Let L̂1 be a endotrivial OP -module such that k ⊗O L̂1

∼= L1 (see
[1] for the existence of L̂1). By [17, Proposition 7.3.12], there are four choices of L̂1 up to
isomorphism. The irreducible ordinary character table of P = Q8 is the following.

{1} {−1} {α,−α} {β,−β} {γ,−γ}
χ1 1 1 1 1 1
χ2 1 1 1 −1 −1
χ3 1 1 −1 1 −1
χ4 1 1 −1 −1 1
χ5 2 −2 0 0 0

Since L̂1 is endotrivial we have L̂1 ⊗O L̂∗
1
∼= O ⊕ OP as OP -modules. Comparing the

character values of the element −1 ∈ P on both sides we see that (ρL̂1
(−1))2 = 1, which

implies that the four possibilities of ρL̂1
are χ1 + χ5, χ2 + χ5, χ3 + χ5 and χ4 + χ5. We may

assume that L̂1 = χ1 + χ5 and V = L̂1, and we can similarly prove other cases. Since the
values of ρV are in Z, by Theorem 1.3, M extends to an almost isotypy between OGb and
OHc.

Next we show that the bimoduleM 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〉, 〈α〉, 〈β〉, 〈γ〉, P}.
Since V is an endotrivial OP -module, by [3, Lemma 3 (iii)], we see that for any non-
trivial subgroup Q of P , MQ is a trivial source kCG(Q)eQ-kCH(Q)fQ-bimodules. Since
Q is fully F -centralised, both kCG(Q)eQ and kCH(Q)fQ have CP (Q) as a defect group.
By Proposition 4.3, (∆CP (Q), eCP (Q) ⊗ f ◦

CP (Q)) is a vertex subpair of MQ. By [13, The-

orem 1.13], we can choose an OCG(Q)êQ-OCH(Q)f̂Q-bimodules M̂Q with a linear source

V̂Q (with respect to the source pair (∆CP (Q), eCP (Q) ⊗ f ◦
CP (Q))) inducing a Morita equiv-

alence between OCG(Q)êQ and OCH(Q)f̂Q. Note that the Z-linear isomorphism Φ̄M̂Q
:

ZIBrK(CH(Q), f̂Q) → ZIBrK(CG(Q), êQ) depends only on MQ - it does not depend on

the choice of M̂Q. Since ρV (α) = ρV (β) = ρV (γ) = 1 and ρV (−1) = −1, we have
ωV (α) = ωV (β) = ωV (γ) = 1 and ωV (−1) = −1 (see Notation 3.1). Let u ∈ {α, β, γ}.
Then by (7.2), we have

d
(u,eu)
(G,b) ◦ ΦM = Φ̄M̂〈u〉

◦ d(u,fu)(H,c) and d
(−1,e−1)
(G,b) ◦ ΦM = −Φ̄M̂〈−1〉

◦ d(−1,f−1)
(H,c) .

Assume that there is a local system (ΦQ){16=Q⊆P} coming from lifting slashed modules, then
we have Φ〈u〉 = ΦM̂〈u〉

and Φ〈−1〉 = −ΦM̂〈−1〉
. By the transitivity of slash functors [2, Lemma

22 (i)], M〈u〉 is a (∆〈u〉, eu ⊗ f ◦
u)-slashed module attached to M̂〈−1〉 over CG(u) × CH(u).

Again by (7.2), we have

d
(u,eu)
(CG(−1),ê−1)

◦ ΦM̂〈−1〉
= ωV̂〈−1〉

((u, u))Φ̄M̂〈u〉
◦ d

(u,fu)

(CH (−1),f̂−1)
. (8.1)

Since CP (−1) = P , both the blocks kCG(−1)e〈−1〉 and kCH(−1)f〈−1〉 have P as a defect

group, and V̂−1 is a linear O∆P -module. Since P/[P, P ] is a Klein four group, there exists
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u0 ∈ {α, β, γ}, such that ωV̂〈−1〉
((u0, u0)) = 1. Since Φ〈u0〉 = ΦM̂〈u0〉

and Φ〈−1〉 = −ΦM̂〈−1〉
,

(8.1) implies

d
(u0,eu0)

(CG(−1),ê−1)
◦ Φ〈−1〉 = −Φ̄〈u0〉 ◦ d

(u0,fu0)

(CH (−1),f̂−1)
,

which contradicts to the definition of an isotypy in the sense of [14, §10].
If V is a 5-dimensional endotrivial OP -module lifting a 5-exotic endotrivial kP -module,

then ΩP (M) is a 3-dimensional endotrivial OP -module lifting a 3-exotic endotrivial kP -
module. So we can immediately calculate the four possibilities of ρV . 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]. �
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