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UNITS IN GROUP RINGS AND BLOCKS OF KLEIN FOUR OR DIHEDRAL DEFECT

FLORIAN EISELE AND LEO MARGOLIS

ABSTRACT. We obtain restrictions on units of even order in the integral group ring ZG of a finite group
G by studying their actions on the reductions modulo 4 of lattices over the 2-adic group ring Z,G. This
improves the “lattice method” which considers reductions modulo primes p, but is of limited use for p = 2
essentially due to the fact that 1 = —1 (mod 2). Our methods yield results in cases where Z,G has blocks
whose defect groups are Klein four groups or dihedral groups of order 8. This allows us to disprove the
existence of units of order 2p for almost simple groups with socle PSL(2, p/) where p/ = +3 (mod 8) and
to answer the Prime Graph Question affirmatively for many such groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

The structure of the unit group of the integral group ring ZG of a finite group G has been studied
extensively since the 1950’s (see [Seh93, MdR19] for surveys of the area). Many of the strongest
questions turned out to have negative answers, among them the Zassenhaus conjecture which was the
strongest conjectural assertion made about individual torsion units [EM18]. Yet there still are observed
properties of the unit group that remain mysterious. This concerns in particular the arithmetic properties
of units of finite order. Denote by V' (ZG) the group of units of augmentation 1 in ZG, also known as
normalized units, i.e. the units coefficient sum 1.

Prime Graph Question. Let G be a finite group. If u € V' (ZG) has order pq, for p and ¢ primes, does
it follow that G contains an element of order pg?

In contrast to other problems in the field, there is a reduction theorem for the Prime Graph Question.
Namely, it has a positive answer for a group G if it has a positive answer for all almost simple quotients
of G [KK17, Theorem 2.1]. Recall that a group G is called almost simple if there is a non-abelian simple
group S such that S < G < Aut(SS). In this case .S is known as the socle of G.

Hence there is hope for a positive answer to the Prime Graph Question using the classification of finite
simple groups. Some steps in this direction have been taken, the first one being a proof for groups of the
form PSL(2, p) with p a prime [LP89, Her07]. More recent results answered the Prime Graph Question
affirmatively for almost simple groups whose socle is an alternating group [BM19a], for most sporadic
groups and some particular series of simple groups of Lie type [CM21]. Nevertheless, much remains to
be done and the present paper is a contribution to the study of this question. Namely, we prove:

Theorem 1.1. Let q be a power of a prime p and let G be an almost simple group with socle PSL(2, q)
such that q = +3 (mod 8). Then V (ZG) contains no unit of order 2p.

This has the following consequence for the Prime Graph Question:
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Theorem 1.2. Let G be an almost simple group with socle PSL(2, q) such that ¢ = +3 (mod 8). If q is
a prime or the odd part of (q — 1)(q + 1) is square free, then the Prime Graph Question has a positive
answer for G.

Note that the condition ¢ = +3 (mod 8) is equivalent to a Sylow 2-subgroup of PSL(2, g) having
order 4. Most results on the Prime Graph Question and, more generally, torsion units in V' (ZPSL(2, q))
are based either on a character theoretic approach known as the “HelLP method”, or the “lattice method”
introduced formally in [BM17b], but already present in [Her08]. Roughly speaking the “lattice method”
works by taking a “global” unit, that is, a unit in ZG, of order divisible by p, and then projecting it down
to a block of the p-adic group ring Z,G. One can then derive restrictions on the eigenvalues of u on the
irreducible ordinary representations of G, and therefore its “partial augmentations”, by reducing a lattice
in the ordinary representation modulo p and studying the action of the unit on the simple composition
factors of this reduction. In all applications of this method so far p was always assumed to be odd,
essentially because 1 and —1 cannot be distinguished modulo 2. In the present paper we apply the idea
of the lattice method for the first time in the situation where p = 2 and the unit has even order. The key
idea is to reduce the lattice not modulo 2 but rather modulo 4, which does however in practice require a
much finer understanding of the structure of the block than in the odd prime case. The structure theory
available for blocks with a Klein four defect group or a dihedral defect group of order 8 comes to our aid
here. For most blocks relevant to the Prime Graph Question it allows us to very explicitly describe the
parts of the block on which the non-trivial 2’-part of the unit in question acts non-trivially. This in turn
gives us information about the action of the unit on the irreducible ordinary representations, leading to
the conclusion that the unit either needs to be rationally conjugate to an element of G or does not exist.

Among non-solvable groups the groups of the form PSL(2, p/) are certainly the ones for which the
units in ZG have been studied the most [LP89, Wag95, Ble95, BHKO95, Her07, Her08, HHKO09, Gill3,
BM15, Marl6, RS17, BM17b, BM17a, BM19b, MRS19]. They include the only non-abelian simple
groups for which the Zassenhaus conjecture is known to hold (see [MdR19] for an overview and [EM?24,
Corollary 1.3] for a new result). Yet the only almost simple groups with socle PSL(2, p/) for which the
Prime Graph Question was known to have a positive answer were those where f < 2 or where p = 2 and
f satisfies certain restrictions. In particular, there were no positive results for p odd and f > 3. The main
obstacle here were units of order divisible by p, the defining characteristic of the group, as highlighted
already in the final questions in [HHKO09]. Our Theorem 1.1 makes headway on this problem. However,
in some cases it remains to prove the non-existence of units of order pr for certain odd primes r. This
would remove the condition in Theorem 1.2 that the odd part of (g — 1)(¢ + 1) has to be square free.

2. BASIC FACTS AND NOTATION

Throughout this article G denotes an arbitrary finite group. Given n € N we write ¢, to denote some
primitive complex n-th root of unity. For a prime p the p-adic integers are denoted Z,. Throughout the
article R denotes an unramified extension of Z,, and K denotes its field of fractions. Set F = R/2R.
We are interested in reductions of lattices modulo 4, so we set R = R/4R. In the same vein, if L is an
R-lattice or an RG-lattice we define L = L/4L.

2.1. Torsion units in integral group rings. For x € G we denote by x the conjugacy class of x in G.
Moreover, for u = deG 2,8 € ZG and x € G we let

e,(u) = Z Zg
gext

be the partial augmentation of u at x. Partial augmentations are a key notion in the study of torsion units.
The following well-known facts will be used without further mention.
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Theorem 2.1. Let u € V(ZG) be of finite order n.

(1) Ifu# 1, then €,(u) = 0 (Berman-Higman Theorem) [JR16, Proposition 1.5.1].
(i1) Let g € G such that eg(u) # 0. Then the order of g divides n [HerO7, Proposition 2.2].

There are some known congruences for the partial augmentations of torsion units (which often hold
more generally, cf. [BM23]). We will need the following special form:

Lemma 2.2. [BM19a, Lemma 2.2] Let p be a prime and u € V(ZG) a torsion unit of order different
from p. Let g, ..., g, be representatives of the conjugacy classes of elements of order p in G. Then

m

Y £, ) =0 (mod p).

i=1

Ifa : G - GL(n, K) is a representation of G over K, then a extends to a ring homomorphism
ZG — M,(K) which in turn restricts to a group homomorphism V(ZG) — GL(n, K). By abuse of
notation we will also denote this latter group homomorphism by @. Now if u € V' (ZG) has order n, then
the order of a(u) is a divisor of n. Since K is a field of characteristic 0, the matrix a(u) is diagonalizable
over an algebraic closure of K, with n-th roots of unity as its eigenvalues. If y is the character belonging
to @ and ¢ is an n-th root of unity in an algebraic closure of K, we will let u({, u, y) denote the multiplicity
of { as an eigenvalue of a(u).

The following formula due to Luthar and Passi is very useful to calculate multiplicities of eigenvalues
of torsion units.

Proposition 2.3. [LP89] Let u in V(ZG) be of order n, denote by { € C an n-th root of unity and let y
be an ordinary character of G. Then

1 dyr—d
u(&ou g) = = Y Troen or@He™)
n
d|n
Note that for ordinary characters, their values on torsion units are connected to partial augmentations
by the obvious formula
X)) =) e,y ()
geC
where y denotes any ordinary character and C a set of representatives of the conjugacy classes in G. We
will use this formula without further mention.
The next classical result on orders of torsion units allows us to formulate some of the results in a more
general way.

Lemma 2.4. [CL65] If u € V(ZG) has order n, then n divides the exponent of G.
For applications to almost simple groups we will also need the following.

Proposition 2.5. [KK17, Proposition 2.2] Let N be a normal subgroup of a finite group H and set
G = H/N. Assume that the Prime Graph Question has a positive answer for G. Then for primes p and
q such that p does not divide the order of N, the unit group V (Z H) contains an element of order pq if
and only if H contains an element of order pq.

The following is a consequence of the theory of blocks of defect 1 and the lattice method.

Theorem 2.6. [CM21, Theorem 1.1] Let G be a finite group, p and q primes and assume a Sylow p-
subgroup of G has order p. Then V(ZG) contains an element of order pq if and only if G contains an
element of order pq.
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Below is a summary of known facts about torsion units of almost simple groups with socle PSL(2, p/)
which will be useful to us.

Proposition 2.7. Let G be an almost simple group with socle PSL(2, p/).

(1) If f <2, then the Prime Graph Question has a positive answer for G [BM17a, Proposition 3.4
and Theorem 3.5].

(2) If G = PSL(2, p/) or G = PGL(2,p/) and u € V(ZG) is a torsion unit of order coprime to
D, then u has the same order as an element of G [Her(Q7, Proposition 6.7], [BM17a, Proposition
3.4].

2.2. Structure of blocks with Klein four or dihedral defect groups. Remark 2.8 below summarizes
the essential facts on blocks whose defect groups are Klein four groups or dihedral groups of order eight.
Most of this is due to Brauer. We then derive two results partially describing the structure of the blocks we
will consider later. While we prove these results directly and elementarily using the methods of Plesken
[Ple83], they can also be derived from existing results. The blocks considered in Proposition 2.10 must be
Morita equivalent to RA, by [CEKL11, Theorem 1.1] (using the classification of finite simple groups),
which we can describe directly. The blocks considered in Proposition 2.11 were also described in full by
the first author in [Eis12]. As a general note we should point out that there are only a handful of possi-
bilities for the decomposition matrices of blocks of defect C, X C, or Dg. There are only three possible
decomposition matrices for blocks of Klein four defect, and for dihedral defect Dg the decomposition
matrices in Proposition 2.11 cover all possibilities for blocks with two isomorphism classes of simple
modules. The blocks we consider cover most cases of interest for the Prime Graph Question.

Remark 2.8. (1) In ablock with defect group C, X C, all irreducible characters have height O by a
result of Brauer [Lin18, Corollary 12.1.5]. Moreover, the values of the irreducible characters all
lie in Z,[{] for ¢ a 2’-root of unity, as y vanishes on elements with 2-part of order bigger than 2
by Green’s Theorem on Zeros of Characters [CR90, Theorem 19.27].

(2) A block with defect group Dy has exactly five ordinary irreducible characters, all of which are 2-
rational [Bra74, Theorem 3], meaning they take values in Z,[{] for ¢ a 2-root of unity. Exactly
four of these characters have height 0, and one has height 1. We record for later use that a
particular corollary of this is that if the decomposition matrix of the block is as in equation (2)
below and the block is principal, then the character belonging to the third row has height 1 and
therefore the first column belongs to the trivial simple module.

(3) As a consequence of the preceding facts, given a block with defect group C, X C, or Dy, there
exists an unramified extension R of Z, such that the block idempotent b is defined over R and
both KGb and FGb are split. We can also assume that all Schur indices are 1 by [Fei82, IV,
Theorem 9.2].

Remark 2.9. Let G be a finite group. We will repeatedly use the fact that RG is a symmetric order with
dualizing form

1 1
T lGl)(reg G| XE;(G);((I);( : KG— K,
where Irr(G) denotes the irreducible characters of G over an algebraic closure of K. Note that if we
identify KG with a direct sum of full matrix algebras, then T is explicitly given as a weighted sum of
traces (or reduced traces in the non-split case). We will repeatedly use the fact that for idempotents
e, f € RG we have

eRGf ={a€eKGf | T(af RGe) C R},
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which means that e RG f is fully determined by f RGe (and vice versa). Even in the case e = f this gives
a strong restriction on the shape of eRGe.

Proposition 2.10. Let G be a finite group and let RGb be a block of defect C, X C, with decomposition
matrix

- o = O
—_— = O O

Assume that KGb is split (which holds for R big enough by Remark 2.8). If e € RGb is an idempotent
annihilating a simple RGb-module, then

Raxa 4R(1XC

Rexa pexe | € MuK) @ M(K) @ M,

(K)

+c

=4

for certain a, c € N, where the arcs indicate entry-wise congruence modulo 4.

Proof. Note that the assertion where e annihilates more than one simple module follows from the as-
sertion where e annihilates exactly one simple module. So we only consider the latter case, and assume
without loss of generality that the unique (up to isomorphism) simple module annihilated by e corre-
sponds to the first column of the decomposition matrix.

We will first assume that e RG be is basic (which corresponds to the case a = ¢ = 1). The decomposition
matrix then shows that eKGbe =~ K @ K @ M,(K). We can fix an isomorphism and regard e RGbe as an
order in K@ K@ M,(K). As eRGbe has two simple modules which correspond to primitive idempotents
f1 and f, such that f; + f, = 1, after conjugation we can assume that e RGbe contains the idempotents
f1=(1,0,¢e;y) and f, = (0, 1, ep,). Here ¢;; denotes the (i, j) matrix unit in M,(K). This again follows
from the shape of the decomposition matrix.

Label the irreducible characters of G belonging to rows of the decomposition matrix above yy, y», 3
and y,, in that order. The restriction of the symmetrizing form 7 from Remark 2.9 to eKGbe maps
(x,,2) € K® K ® M,(K) to )(|2G(l|)x + Xl‘*é})y + Zl“éll)tr(z). Now f,eRGbe f; has an R-basis consisting
of f, and (0,0,2'e,;) for some r € N, since any order in f,eRGbef, = K @ K has a basis like this. We
know that fieRGbef, = {v € fieKGbef, | T(vfieRGbef|) C R}, which implies that 2’ needs to have
the same 2-valuation as %, that is, ¥ = 2 (note here that all characters have height zero by Remark 2.8).
Analogously we conclude that f,eRGbe f, has an R-basis consisting of f, and (0, 0,4ey,).

Note that f,eRGbf, has a basis formed by some element (0,0,2'e,;) for some t € N,
and after conjugation we can ensure this element is (0,0,e,;). Then f,eRGbef, = {v €
f1eKGbef, | T(vf,eRGbef,) C R}, which shows that feRGbef, has an R-basis consisting of

(0,0,4e,,), where “4” arises as the 2-part of le(ll) This completes the calculation of a basis of eRGbe,
4

showing that it is of the claimed form.

If e RGbe is not basic, then we can find an idempotent ¢’ in eRGbe such that ¢/ RGbe' is basic, and
therefore of the claimed form with @ = ¢ = 1. But then e RGbe is Morita equivalent to ¢’ RGbe’, and the
orders described in (1) as we vary a and ¢ range, up to isomorphism, over a whole Morita equivalence
class. To be precise, if P; and P, denote the two projective indecomposables over ¢/ RGbe’, then the
order in (1) is isomorphic to End, ggp(P/' @ Py). In particular eRGbe is of this form for some choice
of a and c. 0
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Proposition 2.11. Let G be a finite group and let RGb be a block of defect Dg with decomposition matrix
0

2) ford € {0,2}.

i T e
—_ == O

Assume KGb is split (which holds for R big enough by Remark 2.8). Let e € RGb be a non-zero
idempotent annihilating the simple module belonging to the first column. Then eRGbe =~ M, (A) C
M, (K)® M, (K)D M, (K) for some a € N, where

A = <(13 17 1)’ (23470)’ (47030)>R g K @K @K

Proof. As in Proposition 2.10 it suffices to consider the case where e RGbe is basic. The shape of the
decomposition matrix then implies that e RGbe is isomorphic to an order in K @ K @ K, which means
that it is equal to

A={(1,1,1), (2",2',0), 2™,0,0))x

for certain i, /,m € Nand r € R*. The symmetrizing form from Remark 2.9 maps (x, y,z) € KO KDK
a1y oMy 1)
G| G| G|

fifth row of the decomposition matrix. By Remark 2.8 the coefficient %}) has 2-valuation —2, while

both %’ and ’fﬁG“l) have 2-valuation —3. Considering T((2",0,0)A) C R and T((4,0,0)) € R implies

h 1
that the m is equal to the 2-valuation of %, so m = 2. Considering T@#2h,2!,0) = w €R
1

wededuce h=1—1and r = —% = 1 (mod 2). Tt follows that / > 2, and if I > 3, then (2,4, 0) is not

in A despite satisfying T'((2, 4, O)]A) C R, a contradiction. So !/ =2 and h = 1. It follows that the value
of r only matters modulo 2, so we can pick r = 1 without loss of generality. O

to

z, where y,, y, and y3 denote the characters belonging to the third, fourth and

3. LIFTING UNITS MODULO 4

Now we will use the partial descriptions of the blocks with defect groups C, X C, and Dg given
in the preceding section to derive restrictions on the eigenvalues of a unit # on irreducible ordinary
representations. The general idea of the lattice method is to restrict irreducible RG-lattices to R[u]-
lattices and the simple FG-modules to F[u]-modules, and to then use the information we get from the
decomposition matrix on filtrations of the former (reduced modulo the characteristic of F) by the latter
to constrain the eigenvalues of u. This does not work well in even characteristic, since the eigenvalues
1 and —1 become equal in F and therefore a lot of information is lost when reducing R[u]-lattices to
F[u]-modules. We remedy this by reducing to R[u] = R/4R[u] instead, but the price we pay is that we
need to consider the actual arithmetic structure of the blocks rather than just the decomposition matrix.

Definition 3.1. (1) Let V, denote the trivial KC,-module, and V_ the unique (up to isomorphism)
non-trivial irreducible KC,-module.
(2) Let G, and G_ denote the (unique up to isomorphism) RC,-lattices with K-span isomorphic to
V, and V_, respectively. Let G, denote the free RC,-lattice of rank one.
(3) For an RC,-lattice X we denote by X the RC,-module obtained by reduction modulo 4. In
particular, G, G_ and G, are the respective reductions of G, G_ and G, modulo 4.

It is well-known (e.g. by [Gud67, Corollary 1 after Theorem 2.2]) that G, G_ and G, are representa-
tives for the isomorphism classes of indecomposable RC,-lattices. While we do not have a classification
of RC,-modules as such, we do know that an RC,-module that arises as the reduction modulo 4 of an
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RC,-lattice is the sum of copies of G, G_ and G,. This will be enough for our purposes. We will rely
on the following, which is a special case of a theorem of Maranda [CR90, Theorem (30.14)]]. Of course
it also follows from the classification of RC,-lattices.

Proposition 3.2 (Maranda). Let L and L' be RC,-lattices such that L/4L = L' /AL'. Then L~ L'. O

Lemma 3.3. Let X, Y and Z be RC,-lattices and let
3) 0—X 57527250

be a short exact sequence of RC,-modules. Then this sequence lifts to a short exact sequence of RC,-
lattices

00— X —Y —>Z7—).

Proof. First we will show that we can assume without loss of generality that neither X nor Z has any
direct summands isomorphic to G. If Z has a summand isomorphic to G, we can use projectivity to
split off a summand of the form 0 — 0 — G, — G, — 0 from the sequence. Note that X, Y
and Z are R-free by assumption, which shows that our sequence is split as a sequence of R-modules and
therefore the functor Hom z(—, R) takes it to another short exact sequence. We can view Homz(—, R) as a
functor from RC,-modules to RC,-modules taking a representation to its inverse transpose. In particular,
Hom (G, R) = G, and applying Hom z(—, R) twice is the same as applying the identity functor. If X
has a direct summand isomorphic to G, we can dualize the short exact by applying Homz(—, R), then
split off a summand as above, and then apply Hom z(—, R) again to dualize back.

Next assume that Z = Z, @ Z, where Z, is indecomposable, which means that Z, is isomorphic
to either G, or G_. So Z,/rad(Z,) is simple, which shows that any homomorphism into Z, is either
surjective or has image contained in the radical. Hence there is a decomposition Y = Y, @Y, such that Y;
is indecomposable and 7 (¢(Y})) = Z;, where 7 denotes the projection onto Z;. If 77 o¢ induces
an isomorphism between Y, and Z, then our short exact sequence decomposes as a direct sum

<0—>X—’>(p—1(z‘o)i>zo—>o)ea(0—>o—>Y1L(p(fq)—m).

In this case both summands lift by induction on the rank of the terms. If z; o¢ does not induce an
isomorphism between Y; and Z,, then Y| must have bigger rank than Z,, which is only possible if
Y, = G,. If we decompose Y = Y, @ Y, where Y, is a direct sum of copies of G, and Y, is a direct
sum of copies of G, and G_, then we can assume @(Y,) C rad(Z) since otherwise we could split off
further direct summands using the above argument. It follows that ¢(Y,) = Z, and, as a consequence,
Ty, (X)) = Yi.

IfY, =Y, @Y, with Y, | indecomposable, then there is a direct sum decomposition X = X, @ X,
with X indecomposable such that 7y ((X,)) = Y, ;. Since we assumed that X dos not have any
summands isomorphic to G, the map 7;171,1 o1 necessarily induces an isomorphism between X, and Yi’l.
We can now split our short exact sequence as

(O—>X1 —l>l()?1)—>0—>0> @(0_’1_1()71,0@?0)_’)71,0@?0i’ Z_—>0>.

By repeated application of this step we can assume Y, = 0. That is, we are left with a short exact
sequence as in (3) where Y is a direct sum of copies of G, meaning Y is a free RC,-module. Now we
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can clearly lift ¢ to a homomorphism @ : Y — Z. This gives us a diagram as follows

0 — ker(®) y 2.7 0
0 x—-yv-?%. .z 0,

and since these are short exact sequences of free R and R-modules, it follows by considering ranks that the
leftmost vertical arrow induces and isomorphism between ker(¢)/4 ker(¢) and X. By Proposition 3.2
we conclude ker(®) = X, making the top short exact sequence in the above diagram our desired lift. [

Proposition 3.4. Assume that there is 2-block of G which has a Klein four defect group and decomposi-
tion matrix of the shape

- o = O
—_— = O O

Let p be any odd number. Label the irreducible characters belonging to the rows of this decomposition
matrix y, y, ¥, and y; in that order. Let u € RG be a unit of order 2p and let { be a p-th root of unity

such that u($,u,w) = pu(=§,u,w) = 0. Then u(C,u, y, + xp) = u(&, u, x3).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that R is big enough to define the corresponding block idem-
potent b and that RGb is split (see Remark 2.8 regarding the latter). Define the idempotent

1
o= — Z MZtC—Zt
Ly

so that for a KG-module V the unit u? acts as {2 on eV, and therefore u acts with eigenvalues +¢. In
particular e annihilates the irreducible KG-module corresponding to y, by the assumption u({, u, y) =
H(=C,u,y) = 0.

So, eRGbe is as described in Proposition 2.10. Let W; be a simple KGb-module corresponding to
the character y; for every 1 < i < 3. Then for each i the eKGbe-module V; = eW; is either simple or
0 and V;, V, and V; correspond to the matrix components in (1). We can regard L, = R%, L, = R’
and Ly = R**® as eRGbe-lattices within these modules by letting e RGbe act by the respective matrix
component of the order on the righthand side of the isomorphism in (1). If A, for i € {1,2,3} denotes
the representation of eRGbe on L;, then the description of e RGbe in (1) implies that

Ay(a) = ( A@) 0 > (mod4) forall a € eRGbe.
k0 Ag(a)
That is, we get a short exact sequence of eRGbe-modules 0 — L,/4L, — L;/4L; — L, /4L, —
0. We can restrict this to a sequence of R[u”] = RC,-modules. Then Lemma 3.3 implies that this lifts
to a short exact sequence 0 — L, — L3 — L; — 0 of R[u”]-lattices (the maps in this sequence
need no longer be e RGbe-homomorphisms). After tensoring with K we get that V3 = V, @V, as K[uv’]-
modules. The multiplicity of the trivial K[u”]-module in Vj is exactly u(¢, u, y,), and the multiplicity of
the trivial module in V| @ V; is exactly u({,u, y», + x3), so the claim follows. O

In the applications of this proposition given later in this article we will only need the following special
form for principal blocks. However the general version above could also be useful in other situations,
e.g. to study rational conjugation of torsion unit in V' (ZG) where G is a direct product of groups.
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Corollary 3.5. Assume that the Sylow 2-subgroup of G is a Klein four group and that the decomposition
matrix of the principal 2-block of G is as in Proposition 3.4. Let p be any odd number. Label the
irreducible characters belonging to the rows of the decomposition matrix 1, y;, y, and y in that order,
and assume that 1 is the trivial character. Ifu € V(ZG) has order 2p, then u(C,, u, y1+x») = u(&,. u, x3).

Proposition 3.6. Assume that there is a 2-block of G with dihedral group of order 8 and decomposition
matrix of the shape

—_— = QL = =
—_ == OO

where d € {0,2}. Let p be any odd number and let u € RG be a unit of order 2p.
Let y be the ordinary character corresponding to the first row of the decomposition matrix and denote
by y, and y, the ordinary characters corresponding to the third and fourth row, respectively. If { is a

p-th root of unity such that u(§,u,y) = u(=¢,u,w) =0, then u(§, u, 1) = u(&, u, x»).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4 we assume without loss of generality that R is big enough to
define the corresponding block idempotent b and that RGb is split. We again set e = 1'1, Zf:é u CP‘Z" and
we consider eRGbe. By Proposition 2.11 this R-order is isomorphic to M,(A) € M, (K) & M (K) &
M ,(K) for some a € N, where A € K @& K @ K has an R-basis consisting of (1,1, 1), (2,4,0) and
(4,0,0).

Now eRGbe actson L; = R% L, = R* and L; = R through the projection of M ,(A) to the first,
second and third matrix component, respectively. We will restrict and consider L, L, and L5 as lattices
over R[u”] =2 RC, only. In particular, lattice homomorphisms below will be R[u”]-homomorphisms and
may fail to be eRGbe-homomorphisms. Let us write A; : R[u’] — M (R) for the corresponding
representations, and write

AyW’)=A+2B+4C, A,(u') = A+ 4B, A;u”) = A for certain A, B,C € M_(R).

It follows directly from the basis of A given above that the representations must be of this form. By
conjugating u” by an element of GL,(R) C GL,(A) = U'(eRGbe) we can assume that

for f,h,1 € N, such that Ly = G(’; ® G" & G' as an R[u’]-lattice. Let P < L3 denote the R-span
of the first 2 f standard basis vectors of L; = R“. Then P spans a projective direct summand of L as
a lattice over R[u”]. Since A, and A5 coincide modulo 4, the identity map from R“ to R® induces an
isomorphism between L;/4L; and L,/4L,. Consider the restriction ¢ : P/4P — L,/4L, of this
isomorphism. Since P is projective there exists an R[u”]-homomorphism @ : P — L, which lifts ¢.

Now let M be the matrix corresponding to the linear map from R* to R* which coincides with @ on the
first 2 f standard basis vectors and with the identity map on the remaining standard basis vectors. Given
that ¢ was the restriction of the identity map on R“, the map ¢ will also coincide with the restriction of
the identity map on R? modulo 4 and therefore M is congruent to the identity matrix modulo 4. Write
M =1,+4M’. Now since M induces an R[u”]-homomorphism on the first 2 f standard basis vectors,
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we have A,(w’)Mv = M A;(uP)v, if v is one of these basis vectors. Le.,

0 I, 0 0 % =
I, O 0 0 % =

-1 P = f
M7 AWM I, +4 00 % =
-1, 0 0 = =

Now (I, +2M', M, 1,) =, +2M',1,+4M’, 1) lies in M,(A) by the basis of A exhibited above and
is even invertible, as 2M’ is an element of the radical. So, if we conjugate u? by this element we can
assume that the first 2 f columns in the matrix B are equal to zero. So write

0 0 = *

0 0 =x *
B =

0 0 =*= By

where B;; € M, (R) and By, € M;(R).
Since all A; are representations we have A2 = I, and (A + 4B)> = I,. So we have (A + 4B)* =
I,+4AB+ BA)+16B> =1, or AB + BA = —4B. Given the form of A we get

0 0 * *
0 0 * *
AB + BA =
+ 0 0 2Bs; 0
0 0 0 —2By,

It follows that both Bs; and B,, are congruent to 0 modulo 2. If we now conjugate each A;(u”) by
M” = 2Ih
I
we get representations A/ which still take values in M,(R) (even though the conjugate of B may have

entries in %R) such that

0 If * %
1 0 =

Awh)=| "/ 0 1, (mod 4).
0 0 0 -

Let L; denote the corresponding R[u”]-lattices. The L; correspond to full sublattices of the L;, meaning
they may be non-isomorphic to the L; but they have isomorphic K-span. The shape of Al implies that
we have short exact sequences

0—>G_(J;—>L;/4L;—>Xi—>0
and
0—>(_?f’r—>Xi—>(_?l_—>O
for some R-free R[u”]-modules X, (corresponding to the R-span of the last 4 +/ standard basis vectors).
The first of these sequences is split since G_(j; is projective, and all terms are R-free, so we can split off (_}g
after dualizing using Hom g(—, R) like in Lemma 3.3. It therefore follows that X; is a direct sum of copies

of Gy, G, and G_, which shows that X; is the reduction modulo 4 of an R[u”]-lattice. We can now apply
Lemma 3.3 to infer that the K-span of each L/ is isomorphic to the K-span of G(J; ® Gﬁ’r ® G . Notice
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that (¢, u, y,) and u(¢, u, y,) are exactly the multiplicities of the trivial K[u”]-module in the K-span of
L’ and L, respectively. As we just saw both are equal to A, so the claim follows. O

As in the Klein four case we now derive the consequence for the principal block which will be used in
our applications.

Corollary 3.7. Assume that the principal 2-block of G has a dihedral defect group of order 8 and that its
decomposition matrix is as in Proposition 3.6. Let p be any odd number and u € V (ZG) of order 2p. De-
note by y, and y, the ordinary characters corresponding to the third and fourth row of the decomposition
matrix, respectively. Then u(C,,u, y;) = u(§,, u, ¥»).

Proof. To apply Proposition 3.6 it only remains to show that the first row of the decomposition ma-
trix corresponds to the trivial character. This is clear by Remark 2.8 as there is exactly one ordinary
irreducible character of height 1 and the ordinary characters corresponding to the first two rows of the
decomposition matrix have the same height. U

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. General results. We write C, for a set of representatives of the conjugacy classes of G consisting
of elements of order n. We will frequently use the fact that if u € V' (ZG) has order n > 1 and €,(u) # 0,
then g # 1 and the order of g divides n (cf. Theorem 2.1). Recall that for a prime p an element of G is
called p-singular if its order is divisible by p, and p-regular if it is not.

Lemma 4.1. Let p and q be different primes such that G contains elements of order p and q but not of
order pq. Let y and w be ordinary characters of G which take the same values on all q-regular elements
of G and let & be some pq-th root of unity (not necessarily primitive). If u € V(ZG) is an element of
order pq and u(&,u, y) = u(&, u,y) holds, then

Troe,0@)EP) + Y, e, Trog, \a(x(@E")
g€C,

= Tr@@q)/@(y/(up)rf_p) + Z €q(u) TF@(gpq)/@(ll’(g)'f_l)-
gECq

“)

Proof. As y and y take the same values on all g-regular elements, we have in particular y(1) = y(1).
Moreover,

X =Y e,y = e,uw(g) =y

g<C, g<C,

By the Luthar-Passi formula from Proposition 2.3 we obtain
G = L () +TroeaU@)E) + Trag U )E™) + Trge, ot @E™))
- 1 a\g—4q P\E—P
= L (0 + Troq, j(r@)E) + Trq, U @)E™)

+Trag,a (Zeec, &2 ) + Trag o (Zeee, 2@

and the analogous equation for u(&, u, y). So the assumed equation u(&,u, y) = u(&, u,y) simplifies to
the claimed equation (4) after cancelling equal terms on both sides, using y(u9) = y(u?) and the fact that

x(g) =y(g) forall g € C,. O

As an application of the lemma we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.2. Assume the situation of Lemma 4.1 and, in addition, that G contains exactly one conju-
gacy class of elements of order q. Let y € G be an element in this class. Then y(y) = w(y).
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Proof. The condition that there is only one conjugacy class of elements of order g implies that if £,(u”) #
0, then g € y©. In particular, y(y) = y(u”) and w(u?) = w(y). Moreover, we can set Cq = {y}. Observe
that since y is a rational class by assumption the values of y(y) and y(y) are both rational, which implies
Tr@@pq)/@(;((y)f‘l) =y Tr@(gpq)/@(f‘l). So equation (4) from Lemma 4.1 becomes

x(y) Tr@(g“q)/@(é_p) + &, x(y) Tr@(gpq)/@('f_l)

= y() Tr@(gq)/@(f_p) + &,y (y) Tr@(gpq)/@(g_l)-

This can be rearranged as

Tro, /0"

&) ) —vwO)d +e,(wr)=0, wherer = —.

’ Trae,)/a(6™)
Now €,w) = 0 (modg) by Lemma 2.2. Notice that, regardless of the choice of &, we have
Troe,a(€") = —1 (mod g), since the only possible values of the trace are g — 1 and —1. So
€,(u)r =0 (mod ¢g) and therefore 1 + e,(wr#0.So0, y(») —y(» =0 holds by (5). O

We are now ready to apply our results on the units in 2-blocks from the previous section.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that a Sylow 2-subgroup of G is a Klein four group and that the decomposition
matrix of the principal 2-block of G has shape

—_—0 O
- o = O
—_ = O O

Let p be any prime. If V(ZG) contains elements of order 2p, then G contains elements of order 2p.

Proof. The case p = 2 follows from Lemma 2.4, so we assume p odd from now on. We first show that G
contains only one conjugacy class of involutions. Indeed, let P be a Sylow 2-subgroup of G' and assume
that not all the non-trivial elements of P are conjugate in G. Then any element of G normalizing P must
centralize one of the non-trivial elements. But it cannot interchange the other two non-trivial elements
either, as there is no involution contained in N;(P) which is not in P (since P is a Sylow 2-subgroup of
G). So the centralizer of P in G equals the normalizer and by the p-complement theorem of Burnside
[Hup67, 1V, Hauptsatz 2.6] the group G contains a normal 2-complement. But then G has a non-trivial
linear character whose restrictions to all 2-regular elements is trivial, contradicting the assumed shape of
the decomposition matrix (which has no repeated rows). Hence G contains exactly one conjugacy class
of involutions. We denote a fixed involution from this class by y.

Now define y as the sum of the three irreducible ordinary characters of the principal block whose
restriction to 2-regular elements is an irreducible Brauer character (i.e. y corresponds to the sum of the
first three rows of the decomposition matrix) and let y denote the fourth irreducible ordinary character in
the block (corresponding to the last row of the decomposition matrix). Assume that a unit u € V(ZG) of
order 2p exists. We will show that this assumption implies y = y, contradicting the linear independence
of ordinary irreducible characters.

First note that y(g) = yw(g) holds for any 2-regular element g € G by the shape of the decomposition
matrix. Moreover, u({,,u, y) = u(l,,u,w) holds by Corollary 3.5 and, as noted before, G contains
exactly one conjugacy class of involutions. Hence we can apply Corollary 4.2 to conclude y(y) = w(p).
By [Nav98, Theorem 7.7] the irreducible ordinary characters in a principal block of Klein four defect for
a group with only one conjugacy class of involutions take the same value on all 2-singular elements. So



UNITS IN GROUP RINGS AND BLOCKS OF KLEIN FOUR OR DIHEDRAL DEFECT 13

if g € G is any element of even order then y(g) = y(y) = w(y) = w(g), yielding the desired equality
¥ =y giving the contradiction. O

Proposition 4.4. Assume that a Sylow 2-subgroup of G is a dihedral group of order 8 and that the
decomposition matrix of the principal 2-block has shape

i S T e
—

where d € {0,2}. Let p be any prime. Then V(ZG) contains elements of order 2p if and only if G
contains elements of order 2p.

Proof. The case p = 2 follows from Lemma 2.4, so we assume p odd from now on. Note that we
can assume that the first row of the decomposition matrix corresponds to the trivial representation by
Remark 2.8. We first observe that G contains exactly two conjugacy classes of involutions. Indeed,
three classes would imply the existence of a normal 2-complement by Burnside’s p-complement theorem
[Hup67, IV, Hauptsatz 2.6], which in turn would mean that there are strictly more than two irreducible
ordinary characters of G whose restriction to the 2-regular elements is trivial. Moreover, there are exactly
two ordinary irreducible characters whose restriction to 2-regular elements is trivial, so G has a normal
subgroup N of index 2. It follows that if P is a Sylow 2-subgroup of G, then P/(P N N) = C,, meaning
that N cannot contain all five involutions of P. Let x and y denote representatives for the two classes of
involutions, where y does not lie in N.

Assume now that u € V(ZG) of order 2p exists. We claim that €, (u”) = 1 or £,(u?) = 1. Indeed,
e, +e,wh) =1 follows by Theorem 2.1 and if # is the non-trivial ordinary linear character in the
principal block then

*1 =) = £,(u") — & ,).
Together the two equations imply the claim. We assume that £, (u”) = 1, swapping x and y if necessary,
as we will not need the assumption y ¢ N any more.

Next denote by y the irreducible character corresponding to the third row of the decomposition ma-
trix and by y the character corresponding to the fourth row. Then Corollary 3.7 implies u(¢,,u, y) =
u(&,,u, ). Hence by Lemma 4.1 we obtain, with & = ¢ » and g = 2, that

x() = (€, x(y) + &, W) x(x)) = w(y) — (€,@y(y) + £, Wy (x))
and thus
(6) 0= —wMUA —¢e,@) — (x(x) —wx)e,(w).

Denote by @ the non-trivial irreducible 2-Brauer character in the block, which corresponds to the
second column of the decomposition matrix. Then from the shape of the decomposition matrix we get
(1) =@()+dand y(1) = @(1) + 1. Hence, y(1) —yw(1) = d — 1. Note that if g € G is an involution
and a any ordinary character of G, then a(1) = a(g) (mod 2), just because a matrix representing g has
eigenvalues 1 or —1. So, by the assumption that d € {0,2}, we obtain

XV —w) = xx)—yx)=d—-1=1(mod 2).
Substituting these congruences in (6) we thus get
0=1-¢,u) —e,(u) (mod 2),

contradicting the fact that e,(u) + €, (u) is even by Lemma 2.2. O
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4.2. Applications for PSL(2, p/). We first summarize some well know facts about almost simple groups
with socle PSL(2, p/).

Proposition 4.5. [Hup67, II, Hauptsatz 8.27], [Wil09, Section 3.3.4] Let G = PSL(2, p!) where f is
odd and let d = gcd(2,p — 1). The order of G is w and the Sylow 2-subgroups of G are
dihedral. The Sylow 2-subgroups of PGL(2, p/) are also dihedral. The outer automorphism group of G
is isomorphic to C; X Cy. Here the direct factor decomposition can be a realized such that the cyclic
group of order f is generated by the automorphism induced by the entry-wise application of the Frobenius
automorphism of F,; to the entries of matrices in SL(2, p’) and such that moreover, if a is a generator
of the cyclic factor C, in the outer automorphism group, then (G, a) = PGL(2, p/).

Now we are ready to apply our previous results.

Theorem 4.6. Let g = p/ be a prime power such that q¢ = +3 (mod 8). If G is an almost simple group
with socle PS1(2, q), then V (ZG) contains no elements of order 2p.

Proof. Tt suffices to show the claim for the maximal group among the almost simple groups with socle
PSL(2, ¢), that is, for Aut(PSL(2, q)). So set G = Aut(PSL(2, q)) and recall that by Proposition 4.5 we
have Out(PSL(2, p/)) = C, X Cy. Moreover, let 6 € {£1} so that 6 = g (mod 4). Note that by the
assumption on g = p/ the exponent f is odd.

By the assumption on ¢ = p/ a Sylow 2-subgroup of PSL(2, g) has order 4 and hence is a Klein four
group by Proposition 4.5. The decomposition matrix of the principal 2-block of PSL(2, ¢) is either

1 00 1 00

01 0].. _ 11 0].. _

00 1 if g = 3 (mod 8), or L0 1 if g = =3 (mod 8), by [Bur76, VIII].
1 11 1 11

Here the characters in the second and third row have degree % and the character in the fourth row is the
Steinberg character of degree q. By [Whil3, Lemmas 4.4, 4.5] all these characters are invariant under the
outer automorphism of order f, while the two characters of degree q_-;é form an orbit under the action of
the outer automorphism of order 2. This implies that the decomposition matrix of the principal 2-block
of G is the same as that for PGL(2, ¢g), which is

1 0 1 0
1 0 1 0
0 1|ifg=3(mod8), or|2 1] if g = -3 (mod 8).
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1

By Proposition 4.5 the Sylow 2-subgroup of PGL(2, q) is dihedral of order 8 and hence so is the Sylow
2-subgroup of G. The theorem hence follows from Proposition 4.4. |

We are now ready to answer the Prime Graph Question for new classes of almost simple groups by
proving Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The case where g is a prime is included in Proposition 2.7. So let us assume that
g = p/ for f > 2 and that the odd part of (¢ — 1)(g + 1) is square free. We note that this implies
that f is comprime to (p/ — 1)(p/ + 1). Indeed, if r is an odd prime that divides p/ — 1 and f, say
f = rm, then p/ = 1 (mod r) implies p"" = 1 (mod r). But this implies p” = 1 (mod r) and therefore
P —1 =0 (mod r?), so that the odd part of p/ — 1 is not square free. Similarly p/ = —1 (mod r) and
r | f implies p/ = —1 (mod r?).



UNITS IN GROUP RINGS AND BLOCKS OF KLEIN FOUR OR DIHEDRAL DEFECT 15

Recall that PSL(2, g) has order % and that the outer automorphism group has order 2 f where
g = p’ (cf. Proposition 4.5). Now assume u € V(ZG) is of order rs for some primes r and s. Consider
first the case where both r and s are divisors of the order of PSL(2, g). If one of them, say r, is odd but
does not equal p, then a Sylow r-subgroup of G has order r by the assumptions and the fact that r does
not divide f. So G contains an element of order rs by Theorem 2.6. If on the other hand rs = 2p, then
u cannot exist by Theorem 4.6. Finally, consider the case that one of r or s does not divide the order
of PSL(2,q). Then G contains an element of order rs by Proposition 2.5. Overall, the Prime Graph
Question has a positive answer for G. (]

We finish with a corollary improving a previous result:

Corollary 4.7. Assume that G is an almost simple group whose order is divisible by at most four pairwise
distinct primes and that the Prime Graph Question has a negative answer for G. Then the socle of G is
in the following finite list:

PSL(2, 81), PSL(2,243), PSL(3,7), PSL(3,8), PSL(3,17), PSp(4,7), Sz(32).

Proof. The Prime Graph Question for groups of order divisible by at most four pairwise different primes
was investigated in [BM17a, BM19b]. In particular, by [BM19b, Theorem A] to prove the claim of the
corollary it suffices to answer the Prime Graph Question for almost simple groups with socle PSL(2, 3/)
whose order is divisible by at most four different primes and such that f = 3 or f > 7. If f = 3, the
Prime Graph Question has a positive answer by Theorem 1.2, so assume f > 7. In this critical case by
[BCMO1, Theorem B] both 3f2—_1 and # are prime. In particular, f is odd and 3/ is hence congruent
to +3 modulo 8. Also the odd part of (3/ — 1)(3/ + 1) is square free. So we can apply Theorem 1.2. [J

Remark 4.8. Theorem 1.2 in particular answers the Prime Graph Question for PSL(2, 27), the smallest
simple group for which it had been open, a fact highlighted already at the end of [HHKO09]. The smallest
group for which the Prime Graph Question is open now is PSL(2, 64). More related to the groups studied
here the question remains open for PSL(2,81) which has a dihedral group of order 16 as a Sylow 2-
subgroup. In both cases units of order 6 are critical.
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