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Abstract

We extend the notion of a p-permutation equivalence between two p-blocks A and B of finite groups G
and H, from the definition in [BX08] to a virtual p-permutation bimodule whose components have twisted
diagonal vertices. It is shown that various invariants of A and B are preserved, including defect groups,
fusion systems, and Kiilshammer-Puig classes. Moreover it is shown that p-permutation equivalences have
additional surprising properties. They have only one constituent with maximal vertex and the set of p-
permutation equivalences between A and B is finite (possibly empty). The paper uses new methods: a
consequent use of module structures on subgroups of G x H arising from Brauer constructions which in
general are not direct product subgroups, the necessary adaptation of the notion of tensor products between
bimodules, and a general formula (stated in these new terms) for the Brauer construction of a tensor product
of p-permutation bimodules.

1 Introduction

Let G and H be finite groups, O a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic 0 which contains a root of
unity whose order is equal to the exponent of G x H. We denote by K the field of fractions of O, and by F' its
residue field whose characteristic we assume to be a prime p. Furthermore we assume that A is a block algebra
of OG and B is a block algebra of OH. Various authors have defined notions of equivalence between A and B
(e.g. [Br90], [Bx95], [R96], [P99], [BX08], [L0J]). They are divided into two parts: those that are equivalences of
categories (as for instance Morita equivalences, derived equivalences, splendid Rickard equivalences), and those
that are isomorphisms between associated representation rings (as for instance perfect isometries and isotypies),
preserving additional features on the representation ring level. The first attempt to define a strongest possible
equivalence on a representation ring level goes back to [BX08|, where a preliminary notion of a p-permutation
equivalence was defined. [BX08] made the restrictive assumptions that the blocks A and B have a common
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defect group D, that certain fusion categories are equivalent, and some results on this notion were only proved
under the hypothesis that D is abelian. This notion was soon after extended in [L09] to source algebras, see
also |[L18, Section 9.5].

In this paper we cast the net much wider and define a p-permutation equivalence as an element v € T2 (A, B),
the representation group of finitely generated p-permutation (A, B)-bimodules whose indecomposable direct
summands, when regarded as left O[G x H]-modules, have twisted diagonal vertices, i.e., vertices of the form
A(P,$,Q) :={(¢(y),y) | y € Q}, the graph of an isomorphism ¢: Q = P between a p-subgroup @ of H and a
p-subgroup P of G, with the property that

72" =[A] € THAA) and 1° -y =[B]€ T*(B,B), (1)

where v° € T?(B, A) is the O-dual of v and M is induced by the tensor product over OH, or equivalently,

over B. We show that a p-permutation equivalence forces the defect groups and fusion systems of A and B to
be isomorphic. In fact, via the notion of y-Brauer pairs, it selects an isomorphism between defect groups and
fusion systems, unique up to G X H-conjugation in a precise sense, see Theorem [[.Il Moreover, we show that a
splendid Rickard equivalence between A and B induces a p-permutation equivalence, and that a p-permutation
equivalence between A and B induces an isotypy, see Theorem The goal of this paper is twofold: On the
one hand, we want to understand what p-permutation equivalences can look like by finding necessary conditions
on such an element v € T2(A, B). On the other hand, we want to study which invariants of A and B are
preserved under a p-permutation equivalence.

It turns out that the language of Brauer pairs (cf. EI(b) for a definition) is crucial for the study of p-
permutation equivalences. We denote by —* the antipode x — z~! of any group algebra of a group X. Note that
any (A, B)-bimodule belongs to the block algebra A®o B* of OGQOH, when viewed as O|[Gx H] 2 OG0 OH-
module. A v-Brauer pair is an (A ® o B*)-Brauer pair (X,e ® f*), where X is a p-subgroup of G x H, e is
a block idempotent of OCg(p1(X)) and f is a block idempotent of OCp (p2(X)), where p1: G x H — G and
p2: Gx H — H denote the canonical projections, which satisfies (X, e® f*) # 0 € T(FNgx (X, e® f*)). Here,
Nexu(X,e® f*) denotes the G x H-stabilizer of the Brauer pair (X,e ® f*), and the expression v(X, e ® f*),
is defined by applying the Brauer construction with respect to X (cf. B2(b)) to v and then cutting with the
idempotent e ® f*. Note that X is necessarily a twisted diagonal subgroup A(P, ¢, Q) and that Coxu(X) =
Ca(P) x Cu(Q), so that e is a block idempotent of OC¢(P) and f is a block idempotent of OCy(Q). The
following theorem shows that even though A and B are no longer required to have a common defect group, the
element ~y selects through the choice of a maximal y-Brauer pair an isomorphism ¢: E = D between defect
groups D and E of A and B, respectively. Recall that (A ® o B*)-Brauer pairs form a G x H-poset.

1.1 Theorem Assume that v € T?(A, B) is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B.
(a) The set of y-Brauer pairs is closed under G x H-conjugation and under taking smaller Brauer pairs.
Moreover, the maximal y-Brauer pairs form a single G x H-conjugacy class.

(b) Let (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*) be a maximal y-Brauer pair. Then D is a defect group of A, E is a defect group
of B, (D,e) is a maximal A-Brauer pair, (E, f) is a maximal B-Brauer pair, and the isomorphism ¢: E = D
is an isomorphism between the fusion systems of B and A associated to (E, f) and (D, e), respectively.

The above theorem follows from the more precise Theorems [I0.11] and [TT.2)

The following theorem states additional restrictive properties of p-permutation equivalences.

1.2 Theorem Suppose that v € T?(A,B) is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B and let
(A(D, ¢, E),e ® f*) be a maximal ~-Brauer pair.

(a) Every indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule appearing in v has a vertex contained in A(D, ¢, E).

(b) Up to isomorphism, there exists a unique indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule M appearing in v with vertex
A(D, ¢, E). Its coefficient in 7 is 1 or —1.

The module M in Theorem is called the mazimal module of v. Theorem follows from the stronger
statements in Theorem [I4.1] and

The following theorem shows that Brauer constructions of p-permutation equivalences lead again to p-
permutation equivalences or even Morita equivalences. It follows from the more precise statements in Theo-

rem [[T.4] Theorem [M4.5 and Proposition [4.41



1.3 Theorem Let v € T?(A, B) be a p-permutation equivalence and let (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) be a y-Brauer
pair. Set I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ng(Q, f), let Y := Ngxu(A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) = Nrxj(A(P, ¢,Q)), and let
~' € T(OY') denote the unique lift of y(A(P, ¢,Q),e ® f*) € T(FY).

(a) reng(P)XcH(Q)(v') € TA(OCs(P)e, OCH(Q)f) is a p-permutation equivalence between OCg(P)e and
OCu(Q)f.

(b) indi*7(y') € TA(OIe, OJf) is a p-permutation equivalence between OIe and O.J f.

(c) If (A(P, ¢,Q),e® f*) is a maximal y-Brauer pair then v’ = +[M'] for an indecomposable p-permutation
OY -module M’ which arises from the maximal module M of v by M’ = M(A(P,$,Q),e ® f*). Moreover,
Reng(P)XCH(Q) (M') induces a Morita equivalence between OCq(P)e and OCy (Q)f, and Ind*” (M’) induces
a Morita equivalence between Ole and OJ f.

(d) Suppose that (A(P,¢,Q),e @ f*) is a maximal y-Brauer pair, set Y := Nexu(A(P,¢,Q)) and
let M € oymod be the Green correspondent of M, then the p-permutation (ONg(P), ONg(Q))-bimodule
n induces a Morita equivalence between the Brauer correspondents o an .

Ind e "N (@) (Nr) ind Mori ivalence b he B dents of A and B

The following interesting additional properties of p-permutation equivalences follow from the more precise
Theorems [[1.10 and [12.3

1.4 Theorem (a) The number of p-permutation equivalences between A and B is finite (possibly zero).
(b) If v € T (A, B) satisfies one of the two equations in () then it also satisfies the other.

Another invariant of a block algebra is given by the collection of Kiilshammer-Puig classes (see [4.0]), one for
every centric subgroup of a defect group in the associated fusion system. Since the fusion systems of A and B
are isomorphic, centric subgroups correspond. This gives a way to compare Kiilshammer-Puig classes of A and
B. The following theorem follows from the more precise Theorem [13.4

1.5 Theorem Suppose that v € T?(A,B) is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B and let
(A(P,¢,Q),e @ f*) be a y-Brauer pair such that Z(P) is a defect group of the block algebra OCg(P)e. Set
I:= Ng(Pye), J:=Ny(Q, f), I:=1/PCg(P)andJ:=J/QCH(Q), andlet k € H*(I, F*) and A € H?(J, F*)
be the corresponding Kiilshammer-Puig classes of (P,e) and (Q, f). Then the isomorphism between I and J
induced by Nexu(A(P,¢,Q)) (see Proposition[IT11]) makes k correspond to A.

The following theorem is proved in Section

1.6 Theorem (a) Suppose that the chain complex C, is a splendid Rickard equivalence between A and B (see
Definition I5.1)). Then the element vy := Y _,(—1)"[C,] € T?(A, B) is a p-permutation equivalence between
A and B.

(b) Suppose that v € T*(A, B) is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B and let (A(D, ¢, E), e® f*)
be a maximal ~y-Brauer pair. Then the Brauer constructions with respect to subgroups of A(D, ¢, E), yield an
isotypy between A and B.

In [P99], Puig proved that some of the invariants (defect groups, fusion systems) of blocks considered here
are preserved by splendid Rickard equivalences. Therefore, in view of Theorem [[L8}a), our results provide a
significant improvement. We also use different techniques. That Kiilshammer-Puig classes, cf. Theorem are
preserved was not even known under the stronger hypothesis of a splendid Rickard equivalence.

One main point of view and crucial tool in this paper is that the Brauer construction of an (A, B)-bimodule
with respect to a twisted diagonal subgroup A(P,¢,Q) of G x H yields a module for the normalizer Y of
A(P,¢,Q). Rather than working with the restriction of this Brauer construction to Cg(P) x Cy(Q), we
consistently work with the resulting OY-module. This requires to lift the construction of tensor products of
bimodules to a generalized tensor product functor

XY
— ® —:gxmod X gymod — k[x*y]mod (2)
H

for an arbitrary commutative ring k and subgroups X < G x H and Y < H x K, where X xY < G x K is
the composition of X and Y, viewed as correspondences between G and H, and H and K, respectively . This
type of generalized tensor product was first used by Bouc in [BclOb]. In Section [0l we develop the necessary
properties of this generalized tensor product. Another main ingredient of our approach is a formula for the



Brauer construction of the tensor product M ®ogyg N of two p-permutation bimodules M € pgmodpy and
N € pgmodpk in terms of a direct sum of tensor products of Brauer constructions of X and of Y. This
formula goes back to earlier work in [BD12] and is refined to a block-wise version in Section [1l

The paper is arranged as follows. Section [2 recalls facts about subgroups X of direct product groups G x H
and the composition X *Y < G x K if Y < H x K. In Section [ we recall the necessary preliminaries
on p-permutation modules and add some technical lemmas that are used later. Preliminaries on blocks and
Brauer pairs, together with some additional results on p-permutation modules in a block are given in Section [4]
In Section Bl we introduce Brauer pairs for p-permutation modules, generalizing the concept of Brauer pairs
of group algebras and blocks. We show that these Brauer pairs have very similar properties as the ones for
blocks, cf. Proposition In Section [ we introduce the generalized tensor product (2] and prove basic
properties of this construction. The main result in Section [7 is a formula (see Theorem [ZH) for the Brauer
construction of the tensor product of two p-permutation bimodules. This formula incorporates the generalized
tensor product and blocks. In Section [§ we recall Broué’s notion of perfect isometry and prove several related
results, while Section [9] introduces various representation groups associated to p-permutation modules, their
relations with other representation groups, the notion of a Brauer pair for an element in the representation
group of p-permutation modules, and the notion of a p-permutation equivalence. In Section [[(] we study Brauer
pairs of p-permutation equivalences and prove several surprising results; surprising, because one would not
expect them to hold for virtual modules, but only for actual modules (cf. Proposition [0.8 and Theorem [T0.TT]).
Section [[1] establishes that a p-permutation equivalence v induces an isomorphism between the fusion systems
of the underlying blocks (Theorem [[T.2)) and p-permutation equivalences on local levels through the Brauer
construction with respect to a y-Brauer pair (see Theorem [[T.4)). This section also contains character theoretic
results that are interesting in their own right (see Proposition [[T.8) and imply that irreducible characters that
correspond via local equivalences have the same extension properties with respect to the inertia groups of their
corresponding Brauer pairs. These properties lead to the finiteness of p-permutation equivalences between
two given blocks. In Section [2 we prove a character theoretic criterion for an element in T2(A, B) to be a
p-permutation equivalence which leads to the equivalence of the two conditions in (). That a p-permutation
equivalence preserves the Kiilshammer-Puig classes is proved in Section Section [T4] establishes that every
p-permutation equivalence has a mazimal module and that the Green correspondent of the maximal module
induces Morita equivalences between associated blocks on the local levels associated with the defect groups.
Finally, in Section [I5] we show that p-permutation equivalences are logically nested between splendid Rickard
equivalences and isotypies.

1.7 Notation Throughout this paper we will use the following notation:

For a group G and g € G we write ¢,: G — G or just 9— for the conjugation map x + grg~!. For subgroups
K and H of G, we write K <g H to denote that K is G-conjugate to a subgroup of H.

For a ring R we denote by Z(R), R*, J(R) its center, its unit group, and its Jacobson radical, respectively.
Unadorned tensor products are taken over the ground ring that should be apparent from the context. For
R-modules M and N, we write M | N to indicate that M is isomorphic to a direct summand of N.

For a left G-set X, H < G, and = € X, we write X for the set of H-fixed points of X, [H\X] for a set of
representatives of the H-orbits of X, and staby (x) for the stabilizer of x in H.

Throughout this paper, (K, O, F') denotes a p-modular system and 7 denotes a prime element of @. We
say that (K, O, F) is large enough for a finite group G if O contains a root of unity of order |G|. We write
“: 0 — F and *: OG — FG for the natural epimorphisms. If M is an FG-module, we will view it without
further explanation also as OG-module via restriction along OG — FG. Thus, expressions as am € M and
ab € FG are defined for a € OG, m € M and b € FG.

2 Subgroups of direct product groups

This section recalls basic facts and constructions related to subgroups of direct product groups. For more details
the reader is referred to [Bcl0a]

2.1 Let G, H, and K be finite groups and let X < G x H and Y < H x K be subgroups.
(a) We denote by p1: G x H — G and p2: G x H — H the canonical projections. Setting

k1(X):={9€G|(g,1) e X} and ko(X):={heH|(1,h)e X}



one obtains normal subgroups k;(X) of p;(X) and canonical isomorphisms X/(k1(X) x k2(X)) — pi(X)/ki(X),
for i = 1,2, induced by the projection maps p;. The resulting isomorphism nx : pa(X)/k2(X) = p1(X)/k1(X)
satisfies nx (hk2(X)) = gk1(X) if and only if (g,h) € X. Here, (g,h) € p1(X) X p2(X).

(b) If ¢: Q@ = P is an isomorphism between subgroups Q@ < H and P < G then

A(P,¢,Q) = {(¢(y),y) | y € Q}
is a subgroup of Gx H. Subgroups arising this way will be called twisted diagonal subgroups of GXx H. For P < G
we also set A(P) := A(P,idp, P) < G x G. Note that a subgroup X < G x H is twisted diagonal if and only if
k1(X) = {1} and ko(X) = {1}. Note also that for (g,h) € G x H one has “"A(P,¢,Q) = A(IP, cy6c; ', Q).

(¢) The subgroup X° := {(h,g) € H x G | (g,h) € X} of H x G is called the opposite subgroup of X.
Clearly, one has (X°)° = X.

(d) The composition of X and Y is defined as
XY :={(g.k) e GxK|3heH: (g.h)€X,(hk) eY}.

It is a subgroup of G x K. Composition is associative. If A(P,¢,Q) < G x H and A(Q,¢,R) < H x K are
twisted diagonal subgroups then A(P, ¢, Q) *A(Q, ¥, R) = A(P, ¢y, R) < Gx K. Note that (X*Y)° =Y°xX°,
for arbitrary X < G x H and Y < H x K.

The following lemma follows immediately from the definitions.

2.2 Lemma Let G, H and K be finite groups and let X < G x H and Y < H x K be subgroups.
(a) One has X + X° = A(p1 (X)) - (k1(X) x {1}) = A(p1(X)) - ({1} x k2(X)) = A(p1(X)) - (k1 (X) x k2(X)).
(b) One has X * X° x X = X.
(c) IFpy(X) < P < No(ky(X)) then (A(P)- (k1(X) x {1})) # X = X.
(d) Forany g€ G, h € H, and k € K, one has 9MX s« "Ry = @F(x 4y,

2.3 Notation Let G and H be finite groups, let A(P, ¢, Q) be a twisted diagonal subgroup of G x H, and let
S < Ng(P) and T' < Ny (Q). We denote by N(g 4 1) the subgroup of S consisting of all elements g € S such
that there exists an element h € T satisfying cy,¢c;, = ¢ as functions from @) to P. Note that if S contains
Cq(P) then also N(g 4 1) contains Cg(P). Moreover, if P < S and @ < T then P < Ng 4 1). We further
set Ny 1= N(ng(P),6,Nu(Q))- Note that this definition of N, corresponds to Ny-1 in the literature on fusion
systems, see for instance [AKOT1].

The following proposition follows again immediately from the definitions and the conjugation formula in
PRIG)E
2.4 Proposition Let G and H be finite groups, let A(P, ¢, Q) be a twisted diagonal subgroup of G x H, and
let Ca(P) < S < Ng(P) and Cy(Q) < T < Ny(Q) be intermediate subgroups.

(a) One has Noxa(A(P)) = A(Na(P)) - (Ca(P) x {1}) = A(Na(P)) - ({1} x Ca(P)).

(b) For X := Naxu(A(P,¢,Q)) one has ki(X) = Ca(P), k2(X) = Cu(Q), p1(X) = Ng, p2(X) = Ny-1.
N (c) For X := Ngx1(A(P,¢,Q)) one has k1 (X) = Cq(P), k2(X) = Cu(Q), p1(X) = Ns,o.1), p2(X) =

(T,¢=1,8)

3 p-permutation modules

In this section we recall module theoretic preliminaries and prove some results on p-permutation modules that
will be needed later. For standard concepts of modular representation theory the reader is referred to [NT89].

We first recall concepts for modules over group rings kG, where k is an arbitrary commutative ring.

3.1 Let k be a commutative ring and let G and H be finite groups.

(a) We always assume that, for a (kG,kH)-bimodule M, the induced left and right k-module structures
coincide: am = ma for m € M and « € k. One obtains an isomorphism between categories ygmodyy =
kiaxymod via the formula (g, h)m = gmh~! for m € M and (g,h) € G x H. We try to be consistent to



translate a left G x H-action into a (G, H)-biaction, i.e., we take the second component of the direct product
to the right hand side. Similarly, we may view left kG-modules as right kG-modules via the anti-involution
—: kG = kG, g g 1.

(b) For a (kG,kH )-bimodule M, we usually view its k-dual M° := Homg (M, k) as a (kH,kG)-bimodule via
(hfg)(m) := f(gmh), for f € M°, m € M, g € G and h € H. Similarly, if M is a left (resp. right) kG-module,
we consider M*° as right (resp. left) kG-module. However, we sometimes switch sides using the identification
in (a). More generally, if X < G x H and M is a left kX-module, we can view M° as left kX °-module via
((h,g)f)(m) = f((g~ %, h~Y)m) for f € M°, m € M and (g,h) € X.

(¢) The trivial kG-module has underlying k-module k and satisfies goo = « for all ¢ € G and a € k. We
denote it by kg.

(d) If H <G, g € G, and M is a kH-module, then we denote by M the left k[ 7H]-module with underlying
k-module M and YH-action given by restricting the H-action along the isomorphism ¢, ': H — H.
(e) For subgroups Q < P < G and a kG-module M we denote by M¥ := {m € M | xm = m for all x € P}

the set of P-fixed points and by trg: M@ — MP the relative trace map defined by m — er[P/Q] Tm.

éf) Let H be a subgroup of G, let e € kH N Z(kG) be an idempotent, and let N be a kH-module. Then
Ind% (eN) = eInd% (N) as kG-modules. In fact, this follows from the obvious kG-module isomorphism kG @y
eN 2 e(kG ®@km N).

(g) Recall that a permutation kG-module M is a module that is isomorphic to kX for some finite left G-set
X. Equivalently, M has a k-basis that is permuted by G.

Recall that (K, O, F) denotes a p-modular system.

3.2 Let G be a finite group. The following constructions and statements will be used extensively throughout
the paper.

(a) One has a functor 7: pgmod — pgmod, given on objects by M +— M := FGRocM = FooM = M/tM.
(b) For any p-subgroup P < G, one has a functor —(P): ogmod — gy, (p)/pjmod given on objects by

M M(P):=M"/(zM" + > tr5(M?)) .
Q<P

The module M (P) is called the Brauer construction of M at P. We often view M (P) as F[Ng(P)]-module via
inflation without notational indication. Similarly, one defines the Brauer construction M (P) of an F'G-module
M by M(P) =M/ > o<p trg(MQ). The canonical map M — M(P) is denoted by Br¥, or just Brp, and
is called the Brauer map. Note that, for any intermediate subgroup P < H < Ng(P) and any OG-module or
FG-module M, one has ResZG(P)(M(P)) = (Resg(M))(P) as F'H-modules.

(c) For a finite G-set X, the Brauer construction of the permutation OG-module OX can be described as
follows: The composition of the canonical maps O[X*] — (OX)F — (OX)(P) induces an isomorphism of

~

F[Ng(P)/P]-modules F[XP] 5 (OX)(P), see [Br85, (1.1)(3)]. In the special case where M = OG and G
acts by conjugation, the map BrgG translates under the above canonical isomorphism to the projection map

brp = br: (OG)P — FCq(P), D ogeG %99 7 Dogece(p) Og9- This map is an O-algebra homomorphism, called
the Brauer homomorphism. Note that brp(Z(OG)) C Z(FCq(P))Ne¢(P) = Z(FNg(P)) N FCg(P).

(d) Let H be a subgroup of G, let M be an indecomposable OG-module (resp. FG-module) with vertex P
and let N be an indecomposable O H-module (resp. F H-module) with vertex Q. If M | Ind% (N) then P <¢ Q.
If N | Res% (M) then Q <¢ P.

Recall that an OG-module (resp. FG-module) M is called a p-permutation module if Res$(M) is a permu-
tation module for each p-subgroup P of G. An (OG, OH)-bimodule (resp. (F'G, F H)-bimodule) M is called a
p-permutation bimodule if it is a p-permutation module when considered as O[G x H]-module (resp. F[G x H]-
module). If M is indecomposable its vertices form a conjugacy class of p-subgroups of G x H.

In the next part of this section we recall some basic properties of p-permutation modules that will be used
later. For more details on p-permutation modules we refer the reader to [Br85] and to [L18| Sections 5.10, 5.11].

3.3 Proposition Let G be a finite group.

(a) Let M be an OG-module or an FG-module. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) M is a p-permutation module.



(ii) M is isomorphic to a direct summand of a permutation module.
(iii) Fach indecomposable direct summand of M has the trivial module as source.

(b) The functor M ~ M induces a vertex-preserving bijection between the set of isomorphism classes of

indecomposable p-permutation OG-modules and the set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation
FG-modules.

(¢c) For each p-subgroup P of G, the Brauer construction M +— M (P) induces a bijection between the
set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation OG-modules (resp. F'G-modules) with vertex P
and the set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable projective F[Ng(P)/P)-modules. Moreover, if M is
an indecomposable p-permutation FG-module with vertex P then the F[Ng(P)]-module M(P) is the Green
correspondent of M.

Proof See [Br85, (0.4), (3.2), (3.4), (3.5)]. N

3.4 Remark In view of (iii) in Part (a) of the previous proposition, p-permutation modules are often called
trivial source modules in the literature. The reformulations of Part (a) allow to see quickly that the class of trivial
source modules is closed under the usual constructions of restriction, induction, inflation, Brauer construction,
®o, P, taking direct summands, and taking duals. Note that projective modules are p-permutation modules.
Note also that Part (b) and the Krull-Schmidt theorem imply that the functor ?: pgmod — pgmod induces
a bijection between the set of isomorphism classes of p-permutation OG-modules and the set of isomorphism
classes of p-permutation F'G-modules. We will denote the category of p-permutation OG-modules by ogtriv.
Similarly we define patriv, ogtrivoy, etc.

3.5 Proposition Let G be a finite group, let M, N € pgtriv, and let P be a p-subgroup of G.
(a) One has M(P)° = (M°)(P) as F[Ng(P)]-modules.

(b) One has canonical isomorphisms M(P) = M(P) and (M ®¢ N)(P) & M(P) ®r N(P) of F[Ng(P)]-
modules. Moreover, if Q is a p-subgroup of Ng(P) one has a canonical isomorphism (M (P))(Q) = M(PQ) of
F[N¢(P) N Ng(Q)]-modules.

(¢c) The canonical map Homog(M, N) — Hompg(M,N), f — f, induces an F-linear isomorphism F ®¢
Homeg (M, N) = Hompg(M, N). In particular one has

dimg Homgg (K ®0 M,K ®0 N) = rkoHompg(M, N) = dimp Hompg (M, N).

Proof (a) See the proof of [Br85, (2.4)(2)].

(b) In all three cases one obtains natural homomorphisms which are functorial in M (resp. M and N).
Moreover, if M (resp. M and N) is a permutation module then [B.2(c) implies that these maps are isomorphisms.
Thus, they are also isomorphisms for direct summands of permutation modules.

(¢) This follows again immediately by reduction to the case of permutation modules. a

The statements of the following lemma are folklore. We provide quick proofs for the reader’s convenience
and note that all statements also hold if M is a p-permutation F'G-module, mutatis mutandis.

3.6 Lemma Let G be a finite group, let P be a p-subgroup of G, and let M € pgtriv.
(a) Assume that M is indecomposable and that @ is a vertex of M. Then

M(P) # {0} <= Op|Res$(M) «— P <¢ Q.

(b) Assume that M is indecomposable, that Q is a vertex of M, and that P is normal in G. Then one has
P < @ if and only if P acts trivially on M.

(c) Assume that M is indecomposable and that P is normal in G. Then one of the two following must hold:
(i) P acts trivially on M and M (P) = M, or
(ii) Op t ResG (M) and M(P) = {0}.

(d) There exists a decomposition Res%G(P) (M) = L& N into O[Ng(P)]-submodules with the following

property: P acts trivially on L and Op J(Reng(P) (N). Moreover, M (P) = L.



Proof (a) Let X be a P-set such that Res%(M) = OX as OP-modules. The first and second statement are
both equivalent to X # (). Since the trivial O P-module has vertex P,[3.2(d) shows that the second statement
implies the third. Conversely, since M has trivial source, one has Og | Resg(M ), and the third statement
implies the second.

(b) If P acts trivially on M then Op | Res& (M) and Part (a) implies P < Q. Conversely, since M | Indg (Fo),
the Mackey formula and P < @ imply that P acts trivially on M.

(c) Let Q be a vertex of M. If P < @ then (i) holds by Part (b). If @ does not contain P then (ii) holds by
Part (a).

(d) This follows by applying Part (c) and the last statement in[B:2(b) to each indecomposable direct summand
of Res%G(P)(M). a

The following Lemma is well-known and an easy exercise.

3.7 Lemma Let G be a finite group, M € pgtriv, P < G a p-subgroup, and let i € (FG) be an idempotent,
fixed under the conjugation action of a subgroup H of G containing P. Then, for each m € MY, one has
Br (im) = br&(i)BrY (m). In particular, one obtains a canonical isomorphism (iM)(P) = br&(i)M(P) of
F[Ng(P)]-modules.

The following lemma will be used repeatedly.

3.8 Lemma (a) Let G be a finite group, let M € ogtriv be indecomposable, and let P be a p-subgroup of
G. Then each vertex of each indecomposable direct summand of the F[N¢g(P)]-module M (P) is contained in a
vertex of M. (Note that M (P) = {0} is possible, in which case the statement is vacuously true.)

(b) Let G and H be finite groups and let M € ogtrivoy be indecomposable with twisted diagonal ver-
tices. Let X be any p-subgroup of G x H. Then each vertex of each indecomposable direct summand of the
F[N¢xp(X)]-module M(X) is again twisted diagonal.

Proof Part (b) is an immediate consequence of Part (a). In order to prove Part (a), note that M(P) =
M(P) = (ResNG(P) (M))(P) and, by Lemma B6(d), the latter F[N¢(P)]-module is isomorphic to a direct

summand (possibly {0}) of Res%, o P)( ). Thus, Proposition B:3[(b) and B:2(d) imply the result. N
The following lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition

3.9 Lemma Let G be a finite group, let () be a p-subgroup of G, let M € p[n(q)triv be indecomposable,
and let R be a vertex of M. If P is a p-subgroup of N (Q) satisfying Ng(P) < Ng(Q) and P £ R, for each
g € G\ N¢g(Q), then (Ind%G(Q) (M))(P) = M(P) as F[Ng(P)]-modules.

Proof By B2(b), it suffices to show that (Res§,p) (I, (o) (M)))(P) = (Resy@(3)(M))(P) as F[NG(P)]-

modules. The Mackey formula yields Res%g(P) (Indf,c(@ (M)) = DB yeine (P)\c/Ne (@) Lo Where

L,: _IndNG(P) (Res Vel (9M)),
Ne(P)n°Na(Q) Ng(P)N"Na(Q)

for g € G. Since L = Res%cggg(M), it suffices to show that for each g € G \ Ng(Q) one has L,(P) = {0}.
Assume that there exists an element g € G\ Ng(Q) such that L, (P) # {0}. By Lemma[3.6l(a), there exists an
indecomposable direct summand of L, which has a vertex S that contains P. Two applications of B2(d) imply
that there exists € Ng(Q) and y € Ng( ) such that S < Y9R. Thus P < Y9*R and, since y € Ng(P), we
obtain P < YR, with g ¢ Ng(Q), contradicting the hypothesis of the Lemma. The result now follows.

4 Block theoretic preliminaries

Throughout this section let G and H be finite groups and assume that (K, O, F) is large enough for G and H
and that F' = O/(r) is algebraically closed.



4.1 Blocks, Brauer pairs, defect groups. (a) Recall that OG has a unique decomposition OG = B1 @ --- @ B,
into indecomposable two-sided ideals, the blocks of OG. If one decomposes the identity element of OG according
to the block decomposition, 1 = ey + --- + e, then ey, ..., e; are central, pairwise orthogonal idempotents of
OG and e; is an identity element of B;, called the block idempotent of B;. Thus, B; = ¢;0G is an O-algebra in
its own right. The block idempotents of OG are precisely the primitive idempotents of Z(OG). The identity
element of a block B will be denoted by ep. One obtains a bijection B + ep between the blocks of OG and
the primitive idempotents of Z(OG). Similar statements hold for FG and the reduction map ?: OG — FG,
deG ayg — @,g induces bijections B; + B; (resp. e — €) between the blocks of OG and the blocks of FG
(resp. the block idempotents of OG and those of FG). More generally, B is called a sum of blocks of OG, if
B = eOG for some central idempotent e # 0 of OG, i.e., B =@,.; B; and e = },_; ¢; for a unique subset [
of {1,...,t}. In this case ep := e is an identity of B. This way, sums of blocks and non-zero idempotents of
Z(OG@) are in bijective correspondence. Similarly, one defines sums of blocks of FFG. Every block idempotent
of O|G x H] = OG ®o OH is of the form e ® f for uniquely determined block idempotents e of OG and f of
OH. Note that we identify the O-algebras O[G x H] and OG ®o OH via (g,h) — g & h.

(b) Recall that a Brauer pair of F'G is a pair (P, e), where P is a p-subgroup of G and e is a block idempotent
of F[Cs(P)]. Note that the block idempotents of F[Cq(P)] coincide with those of F[PCg(P)]. The group G
acts by conjugation on the set of Brauer pairs of FG: P, e) := (9P, %), for g € G. We denote the G-stabilizer
of the Brauer pair (P,e) by Ng(P,e). Note that PCq(P) < Ng(P,e) < Ng(P). For Brauer pairs (P, e) and
(@, f) of FG, one writes (Q, f) < (P,e) if Q < P < Ng(Q, f) and brp(f)-e = e (or equivalently brp(f)-e # 0).
The transitive closure of the relation < on the set of Brauer pairs of F'G is denoted by <. It is a partial order
and is respected by G-conjugation.

If e is a central idempotent of F'G then brp(e) is an Ng(P)-stable central idempotent of FCq(P) and also
a central idempotent of FNg(P), seeB2(c). If B is a sum of blocks of FG, one says that a Brauer pair (P, e)
is a B-Brauer pair if brp(eg)e = e, or equivalently, brp(eg)e # 0. Every Brauer pair is a B-Brauer pair for a
unique block B of FG, and in this case ({1}, ep) < (P, e); see also Proposition f.2(a) below. Let B be again a
sum of blocks of F'G. The set of B-Brauer pairs is closed under G-conjugation and if (Q, f) < (P, e) are Brauer
pairs of F'G then (P, e) is a B-Brauer pair if and only if (Q, f) is a B-Brauer pair. This follows also immediately
from Proposition L2)(a) below. The set of B-Brauer pairs is denoted by BP(B).

For a sum B of blocks of OG we simply define BP(B) := BP(B) and call them Brauer pairs of B. Thus,
Brauer pairs by default are viewed as pairs (P, ¢), where e is an idempotent of a group algebra over F'. Sometimes
it is convenient to lift the idempotent e to an idempotent over @. We denote the set of the resulting pairs by
BPo(B) or BPo(B).

(¢) A defect group of a block B of FG is a subgroup D of G, minimal with respect to the property that
ep € 1% ((FG)P), see [NT89, Section 5.1]. The defect groups of B form a G-conjugacy class of p-subgroups of
G. A subgroup D of G is a defect group of B if and only if A(D) is a vertex of B, viewed as indecomposable
F[G x G]-module, see [NT89, Theorem 10.8]. If P is a normal p-subgroup of G then P is contained in each
defect group of each block B, see [NT89, Theorem 5.2.8], and ep is contained in the F-span of the p’-elements
of Cg(P), see [NT89, Theorem 3.6.22(ii)]. Similarly one defines defect groups of blocks of OG. All the above
statements hold again over O and defect groups don’t change under reduction of blocks modulo 7.

The following Proposition recalls more standard facts about Brauer pairs, see Theorem 1.8 and 1.14 in
[BrP&0).

4.2 Proposition (a) For each Brauer pair (P,e) of FG and each subgroup @ < P, there exists a unique
Brauer pair (Q, f) of FG such that (Q, f) < (P,e). In particular, if (R, g) < (P,e) are Brauer pairs of FG and
R < @ < P then there exists a unique Brauer pair (Q, f) of FG satisfying (R, g) < (Q, f) < (P, e).

(b) Let (Q, f) and (P,e) be Brauer pairs of FG. If (Q, f) < (P,e) and Q < P then (Q, f) < (P, e).
(c) Let B be a block of FG. Then the maximal elements in the poset of B-Brauer pairs form a single full

conjugacy class. Moreover, a B-Brauer pair (P, e) is a maximal B-Brauer pair if and only if P is a defect group
of B.

The following Proposition is well-known. We give a proof for the reader’s convenience. Note that G x G
acts on F'G via its F[G x G]-module structure and that G acts on F'G via conjugation. These actions are linked
via the diagonal embedding A: G — G x G, g+ (g, g), so that (FG)2) = (FG)H for all subgroups H < G.

4.3 Proposition Let B be a block of FG and let eg denote the identity element of B. Furthermore, let (Q,€)
be a B-Brauer pair and set I :== Ng(Q,e).



(a) One has B(A(Q)) = F[Ca(Q)]brg(er) as F[Naxa(A(Q))]-modules.
(b) One has eB(A(Q))e = F[Cq(Q)]e as F[Nix1(A(G))]-modules.

Proof (a) Recall that brg: (FG)? — F[Cq(Q)] is a surjective F-algebra homomorphism and an
F[Nexc(A(Q))]-module homomorphism. Since B? = (FG)@ep and brg is multiplicative, we obtain
bro(B?) = brg((FG)?)brg(ep) = F[Ca(Q)brg(ep). Moreover, we have ker(brg) = > R<Q tr%((FG)R).
Thus, ker(brg) N B9 = > R<Q trg (BT). Altogether, we obtain

B(AQ)) = B/ Y uR(B") = FlCa(Q)lbrg(en)
R<Q

as F[Ngxa(A(Q))]-modules.
Part (b) follows immediately from Part (a). a

4.4 The fusion system of a block. Next we define the fusion system associated to a block, a structure and
block invariant introduced by Puig. See [AKOT11] for the definition of fusion systems, saturated fusion systems
and basic facts about them. Let B be a block of F'G and let (P, e) be a maximal B-Brauer pair. For @ < P,
denote by eg the unique block idempotent of FFCq(Q) such that (Q,eq) < (P, e), cf. 2 a).

The fusion system of B, associated with (P, e), is the category F whose objects are the subgroups of P, and
whose morphism set Hom (@, R), for subgroups @ and R of P, is defined as the set of group homomorphisms
arising as conjugation maps ¢,: @ — R, where g € G satisfies (@, eq) < (R,er). The category F is a saturated
fusion system on P, see for instance [AKO11l, IV.3] for a proof.

Recall that, for a general fusion system F on a p-group P, a subgroup @ of P is called fully F-centralized
(vesp. fully F-normalized) if |Cp(Q)| = |Cp(Q")| (resp. |[INp(Q)| = |Np(Q')|) for all subgroups Q' of P that are
F-isomorphic to Q. Recall also that a subgroup @ of P is called F-centric if Cp(Q') = Z(Q') for all Q" that
are F-isomorphic to Q.

We will need the following result that goes back to Alperin and Broué, see [AB79]. We’ll use the formulation
given in [LO6, Theorems 2.4 and 2.5] and in [K07, Theorem 3.11(i)].

4.5 Proposition Let B be a block of FG, let (P,e) be a maximal B-Brauer pair, and let F be the fusion
system associated to B and (P,e). For every subgroup Q of P, denote by eq the unique primitive idempotent
in Z(F[Cq(Q)]) such that (Q,eq) < (P, e).

(a) A subgroup Q of P is fully F-centralized if and only if Cp(Q) is a defect group of F[Cq(Q)]eg. In this
case (Cp(Q), eQcp(q)) is a maximal Brauer pair of the block algebra F[Cq(Q)]eq. In particular, Q is F-centric
if and only if Z(Q)) is a defect group of F[Cq(Q)]eq.

(b) A subgroup Q of P is fully F-normalized if and only if Np(Q) is a defect group of the block algebra
F[Ng(Q,eq)leq- In this case (Np(Q),en,(q)) is @ maximal F[Ng(Q, eq)]eq-Brauer pair.

4.6 Kilshammer-Puig classes. Let (P, e) be a self-centralizing Brauer pair of FG, i.e., such that Z(P) is the
defect group of the block F[Cg(P)]e. Set I := Ng(P,e) and I := I/PCq(P). By [NT89, Theorems 5.8.10 and
5.8.11], P is the defect group of the block F[PCq(P)]e and hence, by [NT89, Lemma 5.8.12], the block algebra
F[PCg(P)]e has a unique simple module V. Since V is I-stable, the canonical cohomology class k € H2(I, F'¥),
assigned to the data PCg(P) < I and V' by Schur (see [NT89, Theorem 3.5.7]), is called the Kulshammer-Puig
class of (P, e).

Recall that a surjective group homomorphism f: G — G induces two functors over any commutative ring
k: The inflation functor Infg: wgMod — xeMod which is given by restriction along the homomorphism f; and

the deflation functor Defg: xcMod — ,=Mod which assigns to a kG-module M the largest factor-module on
which N := ker(f) acts trivially. More explicitly, Defg(M ) = kG ®kg M = M/IxM, where kG is viewed as
(kG,kG)-bimodule using f for the right module structure, and where I is the ideal of kG generated by the
elements z — 1, z € N. Note that Iy = ker(kG — kG).

4.7 Proposition Let B be a block of FG with normal defect group P < G.
(a) For any B-module M one has an FG-module isomorphism M /J(M) = Infg/PDefg/P(M).
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(b) Let Q be a normal subgroup of G with @ < P. Then M — Infg/PDefg/P(M) induces a bijection
between the set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation B-modules with vertex Q and the set
of isomorphism classes of simple B-modules.

Proof Denote by : FG — F[G/P)] the canonical F-algebra homomorphism. Then, by [NT89, Theorems 5.8.10
and 5.8.7(ii)], B is a non-zero sum of blocks of F[G/P] of defect 0 and therefore a semisimple F-algebra.

(a) As above, let Ip denote the ideal of F'G generated by the elements z — 1, z € P. It suffices to show that
IpM = J(M). Since P is normal in G, P acts trivially on every simple B-module and Ip annihilates every
simple B-module. Thus, Ip C J(B) and IpM C J(B)M = J(M). For the converse it suffices to show that
M/IpM is semisimple as FG-module. But the FG-module M/IpM is the inflation of a semisimple B-module,
and therefore semisimple.

(b) By PropositionB3(c) the Brauer construction M +— M(Q) and Inf& /¢ define inverse bijections between
the set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation B-modules with vertex @ and the set of
isomorphism classes of projective indecomposable F[G/Q]-modules which after inflation belong to B. Each
such projective indecomposable F[G/Q]-module is the projective cover Py in pjg/qgmod of a simple B-module
V, viewed as F[G/Q]-module. Thus, using Part (a), it suffices to show that for M = Infg/Q(Pv) one has
M/J(M) =2 V as FG-modules. But this is clear, since the FG-submodules U of M are the same as the
F[G/Q)]-submodules of Py and the factor module M/U is semisimple as F'G-module if and only if Py /U is
semisimple as F[G/Q]-module. a

4.8 Proposition Let B be a block of FG with central defect group P, let Q < P, and denote by ~: FG —
F[G/Q)] the natural surjective F-algebra homomorphism.

(a) The image B C F[G/Q)] of B is a block of F|G/Q)] with defect group P/Q. Up to isomorphism, B has
a unique simple module V.

(b) Up to isomorphism, there exists a unique indecomposable p-permutation B-module M with vertex Q.
It is isomorphic to the inflation of the unique indecomposable projective B-module Py,. Moreover, one has an
F[G/Q]-module isomorphism V = InfG/QDefg/P(M) and Infg/Q (V) is the unique simple B-module.

G/P
Proof (a) This follows from Theorems 5.8.10 and 5.8.11 and from Lemma 5.8.12 in [NT89].
(b) This follows from Proposition 7(b), Part (a), and Proposition B3lc). a

5 Brauer pairs for p-permutation modules

Throughout this section, G denotes a finite group. In analogy to Brauer pairs for blocks, we introduce Brauer
pairs for p-permutation modules.

5.1 Definition Let M € pgtriv or M € pgtriv. We call a Brauer pair (P,e) of FG an M-Brauer pair if
M(P,e) := e- M(P) # {0}. Note that M(P,e) is an FIe-module, where I := Ng(P,e). For M € pgtriv the
set of M-Brauer pairs coincides with the set of M-Brauer pairs. It is denoted by BP(M) or BP(M). The
corresponding set of Brauer pairs over O will be denoted by BPo (M) or BPo(M).

This generalizes the notion of B-Brauer pairs for a block B of OG in the following sense: A Brauer pair
(P,e) of FG is a B-Brauer pair as defined in [£Jkb) if and only if (A(P),e ® e*) is a B-Brauer pair of the
indecomposable O[G x G]-module B as defined above.

5.2 We will use the following Morita equivalence between block algebras in the proof of the next two propo-
sitions. Recall from [NT89, Theorem 5.5.12] that if (@, f) is a Brauer pair of OG, if I := Ng(Q, f), and if

e:= tréVG(Q)(f) is the block idempotent of O[Ng(Q)] covering f, i.e., the unique block idempotent e of O[Ng(Q)]
such that ef # 0, then one has a Morita equivalence between o[y (@)emod and orymod given by tensoring
from the left with the (OIf, O[Ng(Q)]e)-bimodule fO[Ng(Q)] = fO[Ng(Q)]e. This functor is naturally iso-

morphic to the functor f - ReséVG(Q). Its inverse is given by tensoring with the (O[Ng(Q)le, OI f)-bimodule

O[N¢(Q)]f = eO[Ng(Q)]f. Tt is naturally isomorphic to the functor IndéVG(Q). This Morita equivalence
induces a similar equivalence over F'.
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The following proposition generalizes standard facts on Brauer pairs for blocks to Brauer pairs for p-
permutation modules. Part (c) can also be derived from Theorem 2.5 in [S90], but we give an independent
proof.

5.3 Proposition Let M be a p-permutation FG-module.
(a) Assume that M belongs to a sum of blocks B of FG, i.e., egM = M. Then BP(M) < BP(B).

(b) BP(M) is a G-stable ideal in the poset BP(FQG), i.e., it is stable under G-conjugation and if (Q, f) <
(P, e) are Brauer pairs of FG such that (P, e) is an M-Brauer pair then also (Q, f) is an M-Brauer pair.

(c) Assume that M is indecomposable. Then the maximal M-Brauer pairs are precisely the M-Brauer pairs
(P,e), where P is a vertex of M. Moreover, any two maximal M-Brauer pairs are G-conjugate.

Proof (a) By Lemma[B7 we have {0} # eM(P) = e((egM)(P)) = ebrp(eg)M(P), and therefore ebrp(ep) #
0. Thus, (P, e) is a B-Brauer pair.

(b) For any Brauer pair (P,e) of FG and any g € G one has % - M(9P) = Ye- M(P)) as F|[Ng(9P, %)]-
modules. Thus, (P, e) is an M-Brauer pair if and only if Y(P,e) is an M-Brauer pair.

Now let (Q, f) < (P,e) be Brauer pairs of F'G and assume that (P, e) is an M-Brauer pair. In order to
show that (Q, f) is an M-Brauer pair, we may assume that (Q, f) < (P,e). Then P < Ng(Q, f) =: I and
brp(f)e = e. For the FI-module f- M (Q), Lemma[B.7 and Proposition BE(b) imply the following isomorphisms
of FCq(P)-modules: (f - M(Q))(P) = brp(f) - (M(Q)(P)) = brp(f) - M(P). With this we obtain {0} #
e-M(P)=e-brp(f)-M(P)=e-(f M(Q))(P), which implies f - M(Q) # {0}.

(c) First we claim that any two M-Brauer pairs of the form (P, e), where P is a vertex of M, are G-conjugate.
As the vertices of M are G-conjugate, it suffices to fix a vertex P of M and to show that any two M-Brauer
pairs of the form (P, e) are Ng(P)-conjugate. By Proposition [3.3c), the F[N¢(P)]-module M (P) is the Green
correspondent of M. Thus, by Lemma 5.5.4 in [NTR9|, eM (P) # {0} if and only if the block eF[Cq(P)] is
covered by the block of FNg(P) to which M (P) belongs. But all these blocks eF[C(P)] are Ng(P)-conjugate,
see Lemma 5.5.3 in [NT89], and the claim is proved.

In order to prove the statements in (c) it suffices now to show the following claim: Each M-Brauer pair
(Q, f) is contained in some M-Brauer pair (P, e), where P is a vertex of M. First note that, since (Q, f) is an
M-Brauer pair, we have M (Q) # {0}. This implies that @ is contained in a vertex P of M (see Lemma[B.6l(a)).
We proceed by induction on the index [P : Q]. If @ = P, the claim is trivially true. Assume now that
Q < P. Set I := N¢(Q,f). Since (Q, f) is an M-Brauer pair, we have fM(Q) # {0} and there exists
an indecomposable direct summand N of the F[N¢g(Q)]-module M(Q) such that fN # {0}. By B2 the
FIf-module fN is indecomposable. Assume first that fN has vertex Q. Since, by 5.2, fV | ResévG(Q) (N) and

N = IndévG(Q)(fN), also N has vertex @ (see[32(d)). Since N | M(Q) | Res%G(Q)(M) (see LemmaB.6(d)), also
M has vertex @ by the Burry-Carlson-Puig Theorem (see [NT89, Theorem 4.4.6]), a contradiction. Thus, the
FIf-module fN has a vertex R with @ < R. By Lemma [3.0(a) we have (fN)(R) # {0}. Since fN | fM(Q), we
also have (fM(Q))(R) # {0}. Since {0} # (fM(Q))(R) = brr(f)M(R) as F[Cg(R)]-modules (see Lemma [37]
and Proposition B5lb)) we obtain brr(f) # 0, and since brg(f) is central in F[Cg(R)], there exists a block
idempotent e of FCg(R) such that ebrg(f) = e and e- M(R) # {0}. As R < I and ebrg(f) = e, we have
(@, f) < (R,e). Since e- M(R) # {0}, also (R,e) is an M-Brauer pair. Applying the induction hypothesis to
(R,e) we have (R,e) < (P',¢’) for some M-Brauer pair (P’,¢’) such that P’ is a vertex of M. This concludes
the proof. 0

5.4 Proposition Let M and N be indecomposable p-permutation F'G-modules, suppose that (P,e) € BP(FG)
is both a maximal M-Brauer pair and a maximal N-Brauer pair, and set I := Ng(P,e). Then M(P,e) and
N(P,e) are indecomposable p-permutation FIe-modules. Moreover, M = N if and only if M(P,e) = N(P,e)
as F'le-modules.

Proof This is an immediate consequence of Proposition B.3[c), the Green correspondence, and the Morita
equivalence from [5.2] (with (Q, f) replaced by (P, e)). a
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6 Extended tensor products and homomorphisms

Throughout this section, G, H, and K denote finite groups and k denotes a commutative ring. We consider
extended versions of tensor products and homomorphism sets of bimodules for group algebras and prove several
basic facts about this construction.

6.1 (a) Let X < Gx H and Y < H x K. Further, let M € yxmod and N € gymod. Since k;(X) X

k2(X) < X, the k—module M can be viewed as (k[k1(X)], k[k2(X)])-bimodule. Similarly, N can be considered

as (k[k1 (Y )] k[ko(Y')])-bimodule, and M @y, (x )k, (v)] 2V is a (k[k1 (X)], k[k2(Y')])-bimodule. Note that k1 (X)) x
ko (

k
Y) < X %Y and that this bimodule structure can be extended to a k[X * Y]-module structure such that, for
(g,k) e X*xY,me M, and n € N, one has

where h € H is chosen such that (g,h) € X and (h,k) € Y. To the best of our knowledge, this construction

XY
was first used in [BclOb]. We will denote this extended tensor product by M ® N € kxxy]Jmod and obtain a
kH

XY
functor — ® —: gxmod X ymod — k[ xxy)mod. A quick calculation shows that this construction is associative:

kH
XY  X#Y.,Z X\Y+Z __Y,Z
If also L is a finite group, Z < K x L, and P € gzmod then (M ® N) ® P and M ® (N ® P) are
KH kK

X,Y
canonically isomorphic under (m®n) @ p — m ® (n @ p), for m € M, n € N and p € P. Clearly, ® also
kH

behaves distributively with respect to direct sums. Moreover, for any g € G, h € H, and k € K one has an
isomorphism

(9k)  xy (9:h)y (hk)y,
(M @ N)= @y e Ry (4)
kH

of k[ “*(X « Y)]-modules, cf. Lemma [Z2(d).

(b) Let X < HxG,Y < HxK, M € gxmod, and N € gymod. Then, M € yp, (xymodyp,(x), N €
K[k1 (v)] MOk (ks (v)) and consequently, Homyx, (x)nk, (v)] (M,N) € K[k2(X))MOdk (ko (v This bimodule structure
can be extended to a k[X° x Y]-module structure satisfying

((g.k) - £)(m) = (h, k) f((h, 9)"'m),

for (9,k) € X°+Y, f € Homy[k, (x)nk, vy (M, N), and m € M, where h € H is chosen such that (h,g) € X and
(h,k) € Y. We leave the details of this straightforward verification to the reader. We will denote the resulting
k[X°  Y]-module by LHom," (M, N'). The symbol LHom is used, since often G, H and K will coincide and
it might not be clear if one uses homomorphisms of left modules or right modules.

(c) Let X <G x H, Y <K x H, M € gxmod, and N € yymod. Similarly as in (b), considering homomor-
phisms with respect to right module structures, we obtain Homyx, (x)nk, vy (M, N) € kik, (v))mMOdk[k, (x)- This
bimodule structure can be extended to a k[Y * X °]-module structure satisfying

((k,g) - £)(m) = (k, k) f ((g.h)~"m),
for (k,g) € Y * X°, f € Homypi, (x)nky(v)) (M, N), and m € M, were h € H is chosen such that (k,h) € Y and
(9,h) € X. We denote the resulting k[Y * X °]-module by RHom,z" (M, N).

(d) Let X, Y, M, and N be as in (c). Note that, by restriction along the flip isomorphism 7: X — X°,
(9,h) = (h,g), we obtain a kX°-module M7 and similarly, a kY °-module N7. With these operations, one has

the equality RHomﬂijIY (M,N)” = LHomﬂfI;’Yo (M7, N7) of k[ X * Y°]-modules.

Note that the tensor product construction in[6.I}a) generalizes both the tensor product of bimodules (when
X =Gx Hand Y = H x K) and the internal tensor product of kG-modules (when X =Y = A(G)).

For later use, we will state the following theorem due to Serge Bouc, see [Bcl0b].

6.2 Theorem Let X < Gx H,Y < H XK, M € yxmod and N € xyymod. Then one has an isomorphism

IndH (M) @y g Ind2>* K (V) = ) Id{* (L, (M ® (DN
t€[p2 (X)\H/p1 (V)]
of (kG,kH )-bimodules.
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In the sequel we need to establish a list of functorial properties of the extended construction of tensor
products and homomorphism functors. The following proposition generalizes the usual adjunction between the
tensor product and homomorphism functors.

6.3 Proposition Let G, H, K and L be finite groups, let X < G x H,Y < H x K and Z < G x L, and let
M € gxmod, N € xymod and P € yzmod. Then there exists an isomorphism

XY o
LHom, ;"% (M @ N,P)= LHom,;;* *? (N, LHom;” (M, P))

of K[(X % Y)° % Z]-modules which is functorial in M, N and P.
Proof It is a straightforward verification that the functions
Homy ke, (x+v)rky (2)] (M @iy ()0 (v)) Ns P) <> Homy, (v )y (x4 2)) (N, Homy g, (x)ner (2] (M, P))
f= (n= (m— f(m®n)))
(m@n— (f'(n))(m)) < f

are well-defined, mutually inverse homomorphisms of k[(X * Y)° * Z]-modules and natural in M, N and P. [

A similar adjunction isomorphism exists for RHom and can be deduced from the above proposition via the
functor —7, see [B.I(d).

In the special case where Y = X° and Z = X % X°, the following proposition gives a different type of
adjunction. Recall from Lemma 22(b) that X « X°+ X = X and X° x X x X° = X°.

6.4 Proposition Let X € G x H, M € gxmod, N € gxomod, and P € y|x,xojmod.
(a) There exists an isomorphism

X,X° °
Homy(x.xo)(M & N, P) = Homyyo (N, LHom;*** (M, P))
kH

of k-modules which is natural in M, N and P.

(b) There exists an isomorphism
X, X X° X %X°
Homk[x*xo](M ® N, P) EHOIn]kx(M, RHOmkG’ (N, P))
kH

of k-modules which is natural in M, N and P.
Proof (a) Again, it is straightforward to verify that the maps
Homk[X*Xo] (M ®]kk2(X) N, P) < Homy xo (N, Homkkl(x) (M, P))
[ (n= (m— f(m®@n)))
(m@n = (f'(n)(m)) < f

are well-defined, mutually inverse k-module homomorphisms which are natural in M, N and P.

(b) The maps analogous to the ones in (a) give again the desired isomorphisms. N

The following lemma generalizes a well-known compatibility of the tensor product and induction in the
special case that G = H =K, X =Y = A(G).

6.5 Lemma Let X' < X <GxHandY' <Y <HxK.
(a) Let M’ € xx-mod and N € xymod. There exists a k[X * Y]-module homomorphism

Xev g X5y X o ey
aq: Indy/ly (M k% N)—>Indy/ (M) ® N
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which maps (g, k) ® (m’ @ n) to ((9,h) @ m') @ (h,k)n, for (g,k) € X Y, m' € M" andn € N, where h € H
is chosen such that (g,h) € X and (h,k) € Y. The homomorphism «; is functorial in M’ and N, and if
p2(X) < p1(Y) then «; is an isomorphism.

(b) Let M € xxmod and N’ € xy mod. There exists a k[X * Y]-module homomorphism

’
)

X,Y XY
ap: Ind¥ Y (M ® N')— M ® Indy, (N')
kH kH

which maps (g,k) ® (m ®n’) to (g, h)m ((h, ) n'), for (g,k) € X «Y, m e M, andn’ € N', where h € H
is chosen such that (g,h) € X and (h,k) € Y. The homomorphism agy is functorial in M and N’, and if
p2(X) = p1(Y) then it is an isomorphism.

Proof We only prove Part (a). Part (b) is proved similarly. It is straightforward to verify that the map «; is well-
defined and a natural k[X * Y]-module homomorphism. Now assume that p2(X) < p1(Y). It is again straight-

XY
forward to verify that one obtains a well-defined k[X % Y]-module homomorphism f;: Ind¥,(M’') @ N —
kH

XY
Ind§f,3;(M’ ® N) by mapping ((g,h) ® m’) ®n to (g,k) ® (m’ ® (h, k)’ln), for (g,h) € X, m' € M’, and
KH

n € N, were k € K is chosen such that (h,k) € Y (using p2(X) < p1(Y)). It is obvious that oy and $; are
inverses.

6.6 Let X < G x H and M € xxmod. Recall from Lemma Z2(a) that X *« X° = (k1 (X) x {1DA(p1(X)) =
{(9,9") € ;1 (X) X p1(X) | gk1(X) = ¢'k1(X)}. Moreover, k[k1(X)] can be considered as left k[X * X°]-module

X#X°,X
via (g, 9 )n := gng'~!, for n € k1(X) and (g,¢’) € X * X°. Thus, we obtain a k[X]-module k[k;(X)] ® M
kG

and a k[X °-module LHom ;X **" (M, k[k; (X)]), since XX °+X = X and X°*X*X° = X° (see LemmaZZ(b)).
Similarly, k[k2(X)] is a left k[X° * X]-module via (h,h')n = hnh'~! for n € ko(X) and (h,h’) € X° x X.

) X, XX X XOwX
Thus, one obtains a k[X]-module M ®  k[k2(X)] and a k[X°]-module RHom; (M, Kk[k2(X)])-
kH
We leave the straightforward proof of the following proposition to the reader.

6.7 Proposition Let X < G x H and M € xmod.
(a) The map
M° — LHomp ™ (M k[k(X)]), A (me Y Mg 'm)g),
g€k1(X)
is a well-defined isomorphism of kX °~-modules. Its inverse maps the homomorphism f to (m s t(f(m))), where
t denotes the k-linear extension of k1(X) =k, g+ d41.
(b) The map

M° — RHomy; X (M k[k2(X)]), A (m= D> Mmh™h)h),
heka(X)
is a well-defined isomorphism of kX °-modules. Its inverse maps f to (m — t(f(m))).
(¢) The maps a @ m — am and m ® a — ma define k[X]-module isomorphisms

X*X°,X X,X°%X
k[k1(X)] ® M—M and M ® k[k2(X)] — M

with inverses given by m — 1 ® m and m — m ® 1.
(d) Assume that K < ki(X) with K < pi(X), that e € Z(k[ky(X)])?*X) is an idempotent, and that
M € yx(eg1ymod. Then one has an isomorphism of kX -modules

XxX° X

IS e iy Def (e 1y (M) = KX/ (K x {1})] ®@x M 2= k[ky(X)/K]e 8 M,

given by (g, h)(K x{1})®@m — e® (g, h)m with inverse (§K)e®@m — 1® (g, 1)m, where € is the image of e under
the canonical k-algebra homomorphism k[k1 (X)] — k[k1(X)/K] and where k[k1(X)/K]e is a k[X % X °]-module
via (g1, 92) - a = gragy " for (g1,92) € X * X° and a € k[k, (X)/KJe.
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6.8 Proposition (a) Let X <G x H,Y < Gx K, M € yxmod, and N € yymod. The map

o
s

° X°Y
ay s LHom X (M K[k, (X)) B N LHomy, (M,N), f&nws (me t(f(m)n),

is a well-defined k[X° * Y]-module homomorphism and functorial in M and N. Here t denotes the canoni-
cal projection map k[k1(X)] — k[k1(X) Nk (Y)]. If M is projective as left k[ki(X)]-module then oy is an
isomorphism.

(b) Let X < Gx H,Y <K X H, M € xxmod, and N € yymod. The map

o

Y, X °
aziN @ RHomyy" ™ (M, k[ks(X)]) — RHomy (M,N), n® f— (m e nt(f(m))),

is a well-defined k[Y" * X °|-module homomorphism and functorial in M and N. Here, t denotes the canonical
projection map klka(X)] — k[k2(X) Nk2(Y)]. If M is projective as right k[kz(X)]-module then oy is an
isomorphism.

Proof (a) Set A :=k1(X) Nk (Y) and B := k1 (X). It is straightforward to verify that
o1 : Homyp (M, kB) @4 N — Homya(M,N), (f ®n)— (m— t(f(m))n),

is well-defined and functorial in M and N. A careful but straightforward computation also shows that «; is a
k[X° * Y]-module homomorphism. Next assume that M is projective as left kB-module. Note that, for fixed
N, the map a; is also a natural transformation between two additive contravariant functors xgmod — xmod.
Thus, in order to show that a7 is an isomorphism it suffices to show this when M = kB. Using the natural
isomorphism kB — Homyp (kB,kB), b — pp, with pp(b') = b'b for b,b’ € B, it suffices to show that the k-linear
map

a1: kB ®ka N — Homga(kB,N), bQn+— (b/ — t(b/b)n) ,

is bijective. But this is easily verified: If b1,...,bs € B are representatives of B/A, then the map

d
Br: Homya(kB,N) > kB®ua N, [+ bi@ f/(b;"),
i=1
is an inverse to a;.
(b) This is proved in a similar way as Part (a). a

6.9 Corollary Let X < G x H, M € yxmod, N € xxomod, and P € y[x.xejmod.
(a) If M is projective as left k[k;(X)]-module then one has a k-module isomorphism

X,Xx° X°,XxX°
Homyx.xo)(M ® N,P)=Homyxo(N,M° ® P).
kH kG

(b) If N is projective as right k[k1 (X )]-module then one has a k-module isomorphism

X, X° X*X°,X
Homk[x*xo](M ® N, P) o Hoka(M,P ® N°) i
kH kG

Proof This follows immediately from Propositions[6.4] [6.8] and 0

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma 0.4l Recall the definition of N(g ¢ 7y from

6.10 Lemma Let ¢: Q = P be an isomorphism between subgroups Q@ < H and P < G. Furthermore,
let Cg(P) < S < Ng(P) and Cy(Q) < T < Ny(Q) be intermediate groups. Set X := Ngxs(A(P)),
X" := A(Ns,6,1)(Cc(P) x {1}) <G x G, and Y := Nsx7(A(P,¢,Q)) <G x H.

() One has Y #*Y° = X' < X =X+« X, X*x X' =X"and X xY =X'xY =Y.

(b) Let M € gymod, N € gyemod, and V,W € gxmod. If N is projective as right k[C¢(P)]-module then
one has a k-linear isomorphism

o
)

XY XY o X, X x Y,Y
Homyy (V' ® M,W ® N°) = Homyx (V & Ind¥, (M ® N),W).
kG kG kG kH
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Proof (a) All assertions follow immediately from Lemma and Proposition 2.4
(b) By Part (a), Lemma [65|(b), and the associativity property in [6.I(a) we obtain isomorphisms

VS ma B Ny 2 md L (ve e M) 2wk (v ) s N
@ Indy(M © N)=hdylx/(V © (M © N))=Idy(V @ M) @ N)

of kX-modules. Thus, using again Part (a), the usual adjunction of Ind and Res, and Corollary [6.9(b), we
obtain isomorphisms

XX o YY° N " XY  XxY,Y° N
Homy x (V k@% Indy, (M ﬂg}i_)[ N),W) = Homyx (Indy, ((V ES% M) ESI% N), W) =

~ 1 (V'8 )8 N Res¥, (W) = Homyy (V6 M, Res¥, (W) X N°)
=~ Homy x ,Resy =~ Homy ,Resy/
X kG kH X R X kG
of k-modules, since N is projective as right module for k[Cq (P)] = k[k1(Y°)], see Proposition 2Z4(c). Finally,
X'y XY
Resx, (W) ® N° =W & N° as k[Y]-modules, since X’ *Y = X Y =Y by Part (a) and since ky(X') =
kG kG

Ca(P) = k2(X) by Proposition [Z4(c). This completes the proof. N

7 Tensor products of p-permutation bimodules

Throughout this section, G, H and K denote finite groups.

7.1 Let k be a commutative ring. The following observation will allow us to create situations where a; and
a in Lemma [B.5] are isomorphisms. Let X <G x H, Y < H x K, M € xmod, and N € yymod. We define

X:={(gh) e X|IkeK: (hk)cY}.

Then X < X, po(X) < p1(Y), ko(X) Nk (Y) = ko(X) Nk (Y), and X xY = X Y. Moreover, one has
Xy XY -

Resig( (M) ® N=M ® N ask[XxY]-modules. Similarly, one can define Y < Y with the analogous properties.
kH kH

The use of this method is illustrated in the proof of the following lemma.

For the remainder of this section we assume that O is a complete discrete valuation ring of characteristic 0
with residue field F' of characteristic p > 0.

7.2 Lemma Let X <Gx HandY < Hx K.

(a) If M € pxtriv and N € pytriv then M;@;N € o[x+y]triv.

(b) If M € oxmod and N € pymod are indecomposable with twisted diagonal vertices then each indecom-
posable direct summand of the O[X * Y]-module M Z@g N has twisted diagonal vertices.
Proof (a) This can easily be seen by using a tensor product construction on bisets. We give a different proof
to illustrate the method from [l Since Resﬁ(M ) is again a p-permutation module, we may assume that

XY
p2(X) < p1(Y). Next, since ® respects direct sums, we may assume that M = Indy, (Ox) for some subgroup
oH

XY X'y

X' of X. Using Lemma [65(a), we obtain M ® N = Ind3/Y (Ox: © N). Since the class of p-permutation
OH OH

modules is stable under induction, we may assume that X = X’ and M = Ox. Similar arguments for Y and N
XY

reduce further to the case that N = Oy. But in this case we have M ® N = Ox.y, the trivial module, which
OH

is a p-permutation module.

XY

(b) Since ® respects direct sums and by B2(d), we may use [[I] to reduce to the case where p2(X) <
OH
XY

p1(Y). Since & respects direct sums, we may also assume that M = Indy, (M') for some twisted diagonal
OH
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X,Y
subgroup X’ of X and some indecomposable module M’ € o x'mod. Lemmal6.5a) now implies that M @ N =
OH

X!
)

Y
IndX /X, (M’ g?q N), and by B2(d) we may assume that X is twisted diagonal. Similar considerations for Y

and N reduce further to the situation that also Y is twisted diagonal. But then also X * Y and its subgroups
are twisted diagonal. This completes the proof.

Next we recall and improve Theorem 3.3 from [BD12]. For a fixed twisted diagonal p-subgroup A(P, o, R) <
G x K we denote by I' = 'y (P, 0, R) the set of triples (¢, Q, ), where Q < H and ¢: R = Q and Q> P
are isomorphisms with ¢ o ¢ = . The group H acts on 'y (P, 0, R) by h(¢,Q,w) (¢c, !, "Q, cn). Note
that stabg (¢, Q,¢) = Cy(Q). For M € pgmodopy, N € pgmodpk, and (¢, Q,v) € T'y(P,0,Q), one has an
(F[Ca(P)], F[Ck(R)])-bimodule homomorphism

Q40,40 M(A(P,¢,Q)) @ricy@) NAQ, ¥, R)) — (M ®or N)(A(P,0, R)), (5)
Bra(p.g.)(m) ® Bra.u.r)(n) = Braper(men),

see [BD12], 3.1(h)], which is natural in M and N. The following theorem describes (M ®og N)(A(P, 0, R)) as
(F[Ce(P)], F[CKk(R)])-bimodule, for a particular class of modules M and N.

7.3 Theorem ([BDI2, Theorem 3.3]) Let A(P,o,R) < G x K be a twisted diagonal p-subgroup, let T' =
Ty (P,0o,R) be as above and let r C T be a set of representatives of the H-orbits of I". Furthermore let
M € ogtrivog and N € ontrivog be p-permutation bimodules all of whose indecomposable direct summands
have twisted diagonal vertices. Then the direct sum of the homomorphisms ® (4 o ), (¢,Q,%) € I' yields an
isomorphism

¢ P MAPQ) Orica@) NAQ ¥ R) — (Mcor N)(A(P,0,R)) (6)
(9.Q)el

of (F|Cq(P)], F|Ck (R)])-bimodules which is natural in M and N.

Note that not only Cg(P) x Ck(R), but also the bigger group Ngxi(A(P,o0,R)) acts on the right
hand side of the isomorphism (@). The corollary below describes the F[Ngxx(A(P, 0, R))]-module struc-
ture of (M ®on N)(A(P,o,R)). First note that the domain of the homomorphism ®4 g ) in (B) car-
ries an F[Ngxu(A(P, ¢,Q)) * Nux ik (A(Q, %, R))]-module structure via the extended tensor product con-
struction in GBIl This module structure extends the F[Cq(P)] x F[Ck(R)]-module structure from (&),
since k1 (Ngxu(A(P,¢,Q))) = Cg(P), ke(Noxu(A(P,¢,Q))) = Cu(Q) = ki(Nuxkx(AQ,¥,R))) and
ko(Nuxrx (A(Q, ¥, R))) = Ck(R) by Proposition[2.4(b). It is a straightforward verification that ®4 g ) in (5)
actually defines a homomorphism

Nex 1 (A(P$,Q), Nitx i (A(Q,R))
.0 MAP¢,Q)) & — (M @om N)(A(P,0,R)) (7)

of F[Ngxu(A(P,¢,Q)) * Nuxk (A(Q, 1, R))]-modules.

7.4 Corollary Let M € pgtrivou, N € ontrivok, (P,o,R) < G x K, and FCr = I'y(P,o,R) be as in
Theorem [7.3

(a) The group Ngxi(A(P,0,R)) x H acts on T’ via ((g’k)’h)(¢,Q,w) = (cg0c,t, "Q, enpet).  For the
induced action of Ngx (A(P,0,R)) on the H-orbits [¢,Q,]n of I' one has staby,,, . (a(p.o,r)) ([0, @, V]H) =
Naxu(A(P,¢,Q)) * Nuxk (A(Q, ¢, R)), for each (¢,Q,¢) € T

(b) Let T C T be a set of representatives of the Ngx i (A(P, o, R)) x H-orbits of I'. The homomorphisms
Q40,4 (0,Q,v) €T, in (@) induce an isomorphism

. Nex i (A(Po,R)) X(),Y(7)
s P i} e T (MArs,Q) B

7=(,Q¥)€ET

N(AQ ¥ R)) % (M@on N)(A(P,0,R))

of F[Ngx i (A(P, 0, R))]-modules which is natural in M and N, with X () := Ngxu(A(P,¢,Q)) and Y (v) :=
NHXK(A(Qa 1/}5 R))7 for Y= ((bv Qa 1/}) el
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Proof (a) The first statement is clear and the second statement is a straightforward verification.

(b) First note that, for (¢,Q,v) € T, one has X (7) * Y(v) < Ngxx(A(P,0,R)), by Part (a). Now let
(6,Q,v) €T, (g,k) € Naxi(A(P,o,R)), m € MAP#Q) andn € NAP¥.R) Then there exists (¢/,Q’,1') € T
and h € H such that ((g’k)’h)(¢, Q,¥) = (¢,Q", "), and we have

(g, k) . (I)(qb,Q,w) (BrA(P,qb,Q) (m) ® BTA(Q,q/),R) (n)) = (g, k) . BrA(P7g,R) (m ® n) = BI’A(pygﬁR) (gm ® nk_l)
= BI‘A(p)mR)(gmh_l ® hnk_l) = (I)(¢/7Q/7’¢/) (BrA(p)¢/7Q/)(gmh_l) ® BrA(Q/,w/,R)(hnk_l)) .

This equation shows that if one transports the F[Ngxx (A(P, 0, R))]-module structure from the right hand side
of the isomorphism ® in (@) via ®~! to the left hand side, then this action permutes the direct summands
according to the action of Ngy x (A(P, 0, R)) on H\I' = I". Moreover, the stabilizer of the (¢, Q,¥)-component
equals Naxu(A(P,¢,Q)) * Nuxk(A(Q,v¥, R) by Part (a). Thus, the isomorphism in (Gl defines the desired
F[Ngxk(A(P, 0, R))]-module isomorphism of Part (b). N

In the next theorem we will give block-wise versions of Theorem [(3] and Corollary [[L4l Note that for a
twisted diagonal p-subgroup A(P, ¢, Q) of G x H one has Coxu(A(P,¢,Q)) = Ca(P) x Cy(Q) and that, for
Brauer pairs (P,e) and (Q, f) of FG and FH, respectively, the pair (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is a Brauer pair of
FI[Gx H 2 FG®r FH.

7.5 Theorem Let (P, e) be a Brauer pair of FG and let (R, d) be a Brauer pair of FK. Suppose that o: R = P
is an isomorphism and let Co(P) < S < Ng(P,e) and Cx(R) < T < Nk(R,d) be intermediate subgroups.
Furthermore, let Q := Qg ((P,e),0,(R,d)) denote the set of triples (¢, (Q, f), %), where (Q, f) is a Brauer pair
of FH and ¢: R = @Q and ¢: Q = P are isomorphisms such that o = ¢ o). Finally, let M € ogtrivoy and
N € pgtrivog be p-permutation modules all of whose indecomposable direct summands have twisted diagonal
vertices.

(a) The group Naxi(A(P,0,R)) x H acts on § via ((g’k)’h)(¢, (Q, ), 1) = (cgopcy, h(Q,f),chz/Jclzl) and
stabm (¢, (Q, f), ) = Cu(Q).

(b) Let (NZ C Q be a set of representatives of the H-orbits of Q). One has an isomorphism. The restrictions
Q4. (0.5),0) of P(g,0,0) in (@) to eM(A(P,¢,Q))f @ricy @) fN(AQ, v, R))d define an isomorphism

o P eMAP$Q)f Bricu) INAQ ¥, R)d = e(M ®on N)(A(P,o,R)d  (8)
(#.(Q.) )R
of (F|C¢s(P)]e, F|Ck(R)]d)-bimodules, which is natural in M and N.
(c) Let Q C Q C Q be a set of representatives of the Nsx1(A(P,o,R)) x H-orbits of . Then
the homomorphisms Q4. Q.5)0) EM(A(P, ¢, Q) f @ricn) FN(AQ, ¥, R))d = e(M ®or N)(A(P,0,R))d,
(0, (Q, f),¥) € Q, induce an isomorphism

X(w),Y(w)

o @IdNSXT*YA(S;UR))(M(w) © Nw) 3 e(M@on N) (AP0, R))d (9)

wGQ
of Nex1(A(P, 0, R))-modules which is natural in M and N. Here, for w = (¢,(Q, f),v) € (AZ, we set X (w) :=
NSXH(A(Pa d)a Q)v €®f*), Y(w) = NHXT(A(Qa 1/15 R)v f®d*)7 M(w) = GM(A(P, ¢a Q))f € FX(w)triV7 N(w) =
fN(A(Q, ’lﬁ, R))d S Fy(w)triv.

(d) Assume that G = K, (P,e) = (R,d), S =T, and 0 = idp. Let A := Ay (P) be the set of pairs
(¢, (Q, f)), where (Q, f) is a Brauer pair of FH and ¢: Q = P is an isomorphism. The group S x H acts on A
via CM(6,(Q, 1)) = (cqci, Q. f)), for (g,h) € S x H and (¢,(Q, f)) € A. Let A C A C A be such that A
(resp. M) is a set of representatives of the H-orbits (resp. S x H-orbits) of A. Then one has an isomorphism

e(M®on N)(AP)e = D eM(AP,6,Q)f ©riou@) FNAQ, 67, P))e (10)
(6.(Q.N)eA
of (F|Cg(P)]e, F|[Cqg(P)]e)-bimodules, and an isomorphism

Nexs(AP) X(A),Y (N
e(M ®@on N)( Je = @1 dATT Sty iy (M) k3 N(N) (11)

AEA
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of F[Ngxs(A(P))](e ® e*)-modules. Here, for )\ = (¢,(Q, f)) € A, we set X(\) := Noxu(A(P,¢,Q),e® f*),
Y(A) = Niws(AQ. 671, P). f @ "), M(A) == eM(A(P.6,Q))f € pxpytriv, N(A) = FN(A(Q. 61, Pe <
Fy(tiv, and I(A) = Nis.o. N (Q.1)-

Proof (a) This follows immediately from the definitions.

(b) Multiplication of the isomorphism in (@) with e from the left and d from the right yields again an isomor-
phism of (F[Cq(P)e, F[Ck (R)]d)-bimodules. For (¢,Q,v) € T, the corresponding summand on the left hand
side of this isomorphism can be written as the obvious direct sum over the block idempotents f of F[Cr(Q)].
Moreover, if (¢, Q,1) runs through r and, for each such (¢, Q,v), f runs through the block idempotents of
FCu(Q), then (¢, (Q, f),v) runs through a set of representatives of the H-orbits of Q. This proves the claim

for this particular set of representatives Q derived from I'. If Q is an arbitrary set of representatives of the

H-orbits of 2, then for each (¢, (Q, f),?) € Q) there exists a unique (¢',(Q, f),v) e Q and an element h € H
such that h((b, (@Q, 1), ¥) =(¢,(Q, f),¢"). One obtains a well-defined isomorphism

Ch: eM(A(P, ¢,Q))f ®r(cy@) IN(AQ, ¥, R))d = eM(AP,¢', Q) f @ricu@y ['NAWQ, ¢, R))d

by mapping Brap,e,q)(m) ® Brag.u,r)(n) to Braip.g g (mh™") @ Brag g r)(hn), which is independent of
the choice of h, such that @4 (o, ),y © Ch = P(4,(Q,f),4)- This implies the statement in Part (b).
(c) Note that the right hand side of () is an F[Ngx7r(A(P, 0, R))]-module in a natural way. For w =
((b, (@, ),v) € Q, we set X'(w) := A(P,¢,Q) and Y’( ) = A(Q, ¥, R). Let (9,k) € Nsxr(A(P,0,R)) and
= (¢, (@, f) w) € Q. Then there exists a unique w’ = = (¢',(Q, f"),¢') € Q and an element h € H such that
((‘7”“) My =: w' € Q. One verifies as in the proof of Corollary [ZA(b) that

(9, k)@u (eBris oy (m) f ® fBrys () (n)d)) = o (€BrY, () (gmh™) f' @ fBry.(n (hnk™")d) , (12)

for m € MX' () and n € NY'(“), This implies that if one transports the FNgx7(A(P, o, R))-module structure
of the right hand side of (8) via ®~! to the left hand side then Ngx7(A(P, o, R)) permutes the components
of the left hand side according to its action on the H-orbits of 2. Moreover, it is straightforward to verify
that (g,k) € Nsxr(A(P, 0, R)) stabilizes the H-orbit of w = (¢, (Q, f),®) if and only if (g,k) € X(w) * Y (w).
Equation (IZ) also implies that, for w € €, the F[X (w) * Y (w)]-module structure of the w-component of the left
hand side of ([§) coincides with the extended tensor product structure introduced in [6}a).

(d) Consider the bijection a: Q = Qg ((P,e),idp, (P,e)) — Ag(P), (¢,(Q, f), ¢~ 1) — (¢, (Q, f)) and the
group homomorphism k: Ngxs(A(P)) x H — S x H, ((s1,52),h) — (s1,h). Recall from Proposition 2:4)(a)
that Ngxs(A(P)) = A(S) - ({1} x Cg(P)) and note that {1} x Cq(P) acts trivially on Q. Therefore, one has

a( (122 M) = (en, 06", Q. ) = "1 Mafw),

for w = (¢, (Q, f),¢~1) € Q and ((s1,52),h) € Ngxs(A(P)) x H. Thus, the bijection a maps Q (resp. ) to
a set of representatives of the H-orbits (resp. S x H-orbits) of A. Now, the isomorphisms in ([I0) and (I are
immediate consequences of the isomorphisms in (§) and (@), after noting that X (A) « Y (\) = A(I(A\))(Cq(P) x
{1}), since Y'(A) = X (A)°, see Proposition Z4(c) and Lemma [Z2)(a).

8 Character groups and perfect isometries

Throughout this section, G, H, K denote finite groups. We assume that the p-modular system (K, O, F) is large
enough for G, H, K, and the groups Hi, ..., H, appearing in Lemma and Corollary B.8 In this section,
we recall and introduce notation, concepts, and basic results related to character groups and perfect isometries
and we prove some results on perfect isometries that will be used in later sections.

For more details on the character group concepts of this section we refer the reader to [NT89) Section 3.6].

8.1 Notation (a) Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra over a field k. Recall that the Grothendieck group
R(A), with respect to short exact sequences, is a free abelian group with Z-basis given by elements [S], where S
runs through a set of representatives of the isomorphism classes of simple left A-modules. For any M € 4mod
one sets [M] := [S1]+4---+[Syn], where Si, ..., S, are the composition factors of M, (repeated according to their
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multiplicities). If also B is a finite-dimensional algebra over the same field then we set R(A, B) := R(A ® B°),
where B° denotes the opposite algebra of B. This notation is motivated by the canonical category isomorphism
amodp 2 4gpomod. Thus, each M € gsmodp defines an element [M] € R(A, B). If B is a group algebra kH,
then we always identify (kH)° with kH using the isomorphism h° +— h~!. If additionally A = kG is a group
algebra, we consequently identify kG @ (kH)° with k|G x H]| via g ® h° — (g,h™1).

(b) For an idempotent e € Z(KG) we identify R(KGe) with the virtual character group of KGe, the free
Z-span of the irreducible characters Irr(KGe) of KGe. This way, R(KGe) C R(KG). Similarly, if e is an
idempotent in Z(FG) we identify R(FGe) with the group of virtual Brauer characters belonging to FGe. This
way, R(FGe) C R(FGQ). For convenience, we view Brauer characters throughout as class functions on G (rather
than on G,/) with values in K that vanish on G \ G,». Here, G}y denotes the set of p’-elements of G, i.e.,
elements whose order is not divisible by p. By scalar extension from Z to K we view these Grothendieck groups
also as embedded into K-vector spaces, denoted by KR(KG), etc., and we identify KR(KG) with the K-vector
space of K-valued class functions on G, or by linear extension also as subspace of the space of K-linear functions
from KG to K. In particular, we identify KR(FG) with the space of K-valued class functions on G which vanish
on G \ G,. Note that for any idempotent e € Z(OG) one has KR(FGe) C KR(KGe) as K-vector spaces of
function on G. In fact, since the determinant of the Cartan matrix of F'Ge is non-zero, each irreducible Brauer
character in F'Ge is a Q-linear combination of projective indecomposable characters of KGe.

If e € Z(KG) and f € Z(KH) are idempotents then, with the convention in (a), one has a group
R(KGe,KHf) := R(K[G x H](e ® f*)). Multiplication of (KG,KH)-bimodules with e from the left and f
from the right induces a projection map R(KG,KH) — R(KGe, KH f) which we denote by p +— euf. Taking
K-duals defines a map R(KGe,KH f) — R(KH f,KGe), p +— p°, for idempotents e € Z(KG) and f € Z(KH).
Similar notations apply with K replaced by F.

(c) Tensor products of bimodules induce bilinear maps

R(KG,KH) x R(KH,KK) — R(KG,KK), ()= p v,

and extended tensor products (see [I(a)) induce bilinear maps
XY

R(KX)x RKY) - RK[X *Y]), (u,v)+—pu I’{ v,

for X <G x HandY < H x K. Each p € R(KG,KH), induces a group homomorphism
L: ROKH) = R(KG), 4 pi ),

using the special case K = {1} from the beginning of Part (c¢). Note that similar constructions do not work for
(bi-)modules over F, since an (F'G, F'H)-bimodule is not necessarily flat as right FH-module.

(d) If e is an idempotent in Z(OG) then the decomposition map d,: R(KG) — R(FGe) C KR(KGe) is

given by
. x(ge), if g€ G,
(da(x))(9) = (ge) 7
0, otherwise,

for x € R(KG) and g € G. If e = 1, one obtains the usual decomposition map dg: R(KG) — R(FG).
More generally, for a p-element v € G and an idempotent e € Z(O[Cg(u)]), the generalized decomposition

map d(éf’e) : KR(KG) — KR(FCg(u)e) is given by

(u,e) X(U‘ge) ) if g€ Ca (U’)P”
d =
( ¢ (X))(g) {O, otherwise,

for x € KR(KG) and g € Cg(u). If x € Irr(KG) belongs to a sum of blocks A of OG and e is a primitive

idempotent in Z(O[Cg(u)]) then Brauer’s second main theorem (see [NT89, Theorem 5.4.2]) implies that

d(g’e) (x) = 0 unless ((u),e) is an A-Brauer pair. For u = 1 one recovers the decomposition map d¢, from above.

8.2 Remark (a) Let M € ggmodgy, N € ggmodgxk, and let p € R(KG,KH) and v € R(KH,KK) denote
their respective characters as left modules for K[G x H] and K[H x K]. Then the character p gV E R(KG,KK)

of M @gu N viewed as left K[G x K]-module is given by

(V)08 = g7 S sl (B ). (13)
heH
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for (g,k) € G x K. In the special case that M = V ®@x W and N = W’ ®g U with irreducible modules
V € kgmod, W, W’ € gymod, and U € gxmod, one has M @xy N =V @ U € gjgxx)mod if W° = W’ and
M ®gy N = {0} if W° 2 W’. Thus,

.f ° = ’
Xv X Xu, UXpy =XWw/, (14)

X . 1 X —
v XW)H(XW xu) {O, otherwise.

(b) If e € Z(KG) is an idempotent then the character of KGe, viewed as element in R(KGe,KGe) C
R(K[G x G]) is given by > crp(kaey X X X°-

Parts (a) and (c) of the following definition are due to Broué, see [Br90).

8.3 Definition Let p € R(KG,KH).
(a) The virtual character u is called perfect if it satisfies the following two conditions:
(i) For all (g,h) € G x H, one has u(g,h) € |Ca(g)|O N |Cr(h)|O.
(ii) If (g9,h) € G x H is such that p(g, h) # 0, then g is a p’-element if and only if & is a p’-element.
(b) We call the virtual character p quasi-perfect if it satisfies condition (ii) in Part (a).

(c) Assume that e € Z(KG) and f € Z(KH) are idempotents and that p € R(KGe,KH f). One calls p an
isometry between KGe and KH f if the map I,,: R(KH f) — R(KGe) is bijective and satisfies (I,,(¢), I,(¢'))a =
(Y, ") g, for all P, 4" € R(KH f). If additionally p is perfect, then p is called a perfect isometry between KGe
and KH f.

Broué’s abelian defect group conjecture in its weakest form states that if OGe is a block of OG (e its
block idempotent) with abelian defect group D and O[Ng(D)]f the block of O[Ng(D)] which is in Brauer
correspondence with OGe, i.e., brp(e) = f, then there exists a perfect isometry p € R(KGe, KNg(D)f).

8.4 Remark Let e € Z(KG) and f € Z(KH) be idempotents and let u € R(KGe,KH f). The first two of the
following statements are quick consequences of (I4)).

(a) The following are equivalent:
(i) p is an isometry between KGe and KH f.
(ii) u}-luo = [KGe] € R(KGe,KGe) and pu° Lh= [KHf] € R(KH f,KHf).

(iii) There exists a bijection Irr(KH f) = Irr(KGe), ¥ — Xy, and elements e, € {1}, for ¢ € Irr(KH f),
such that p = Zwelrr(KHf) € X X Y°.

(b) One has p # 0 if and only if MHMO # 0 in R(KGe,KGe).

(c) The elements in R(KGe,KH f) that satisfy Condition (i) (resp. Condition (ii)) in Definition B3|(a) form
a subgroup of R(KGe, KH f).

(d) If e € Z(OG), f € Z(OH), and p is the character of an indecomposable module M € pgetrivoms with
twisted diagonal vertex then p satisfies Conditions (i) and (ii) in Definition B3a); see [Br90, Proposition 1.2].

(e) If p is quasi-perfect then the K-linear extension KR(KH f) — KR(KGe) of I, restricts to a map
KR(FHf) - KR(FGe). In fact, this follows immediately from the formula in (I3)) in the special case that
K ={1}.

8.5 Proposition Let 4 € R(KGe, KH f). The following are equivalent:

(i) The virtual character p is quasi-perfect.

(ii) One has dg o I, = I, o dg as maps KR(KH) — KR(KG).

(ili) One has dg o I, = I,0 0 d as maps KR(KG) — KR(KH).
Proof Clearly, p is quasi-perfect if and only if p° is quasi-perfect. Thus it suffices to show the equivalence of
(i) and (ii).

Assume first that (i) holds and let ¥ € KR(KH) and g € G. Consider the case that ¢ ¢ Gp. By
Equation (I3), we have I,(dg (¥))(9) = [H|™' Y, ey (g, h)(du (1)) (k). By our assumptions, u(g,h) = 0 for
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every h € H, . On the other hand, if h € H ~. H,, then (dg(v))(h) = 0. Thus, we obtain I,(dg (v =0=
y P J P (dn( ’ Iz 9
dc(I.(¥))(g). Now consider the case that g € Gy. Then, again by (I3, we have

[H| - d (L) (9) = [H| - L)) = > plg, h)w(h) = Y plg, h)d(h) = [H| - L(du (¥))(9),

heH hEHp/

and (ii) holds.
Now assume that (ii) holds. Let (g,h) € G x H and assume that u(g,h) # 0. Let ¢p € KR(KH) denote the
characteristic function on the conjugacy class of h. If g € Gy and h ¢ H,, then dy(¢) = 0 and (I3) implies

the contradiction 0 = I, (ds (6))(9) = da(1,(¥))(9) = Tu(6)(9) = ICx(h)| " - (g, h) # 0. And if g ¢ Gy and
h € H, then we obtain the contradiction 0 = dg(I,(¥))(g9) = I.(du(¥))(g9) = |[Cu(h)|~" - u(g, k) # 0. Thus,
(i) holds. a

8.6 Lemma Let Hy, ..., H, be finite groups and let p; € R(KG,KH;), i =1,...,n, be virtual characters such
that Y7 | w; o 15 = eqX X X°, for some subset @ C Irr(KG). Then § is the disjoint union of subsets {;,

i=1,...,n, with the property that u; 0 1 = eq X X X°-

Proof For each i = 1,...,n we write yu; = erhr(KG) X X W, with ¢, € R(KH;). Equation (I4)) implies
that, for each x € Irr(KG), the coefficient of x x x° in Y i, w N pg is equal to Y0 (¥, Vi) m,- Thus,
o (Wi Wiy ) H, is equal to 1 if x € Q and equal to 0, if x ¢ Q. This implies ¢;, =0 for all i = 1,...,n if

X ¢ Q. Moreover, if x € Q, then there exists a unique i € {1,...,n} such that ¢;, #0. Fori =1,...,n we
define §2; as the set of those x € Q with v; , # 0. Now the lemma follows. i

8.7 Lemma Let e be a block idempotent of OG, f a block idempotent of OH and suppose that p €
R(KGe,KHf) is a quasi-perfect virtual character such that there exists a non-empty subset Q of Irr(KGe)
with I'{'“O =2 vea X X X°. Then Q = Irr(KGe) and p is an isometry between KGe and KH f.

Proof After writing p as a Z-linear combination of the basis elements y x ¥°, (x,v) € Irr(KGe) x Irr(KH f),
and using Equation ([4]), the hypothesis u M 1 =3 cq X x x° implies that there exists a subset A of Irr(KH f)
and a bijection a: @ — A such that p = 37 gey - x x a(x)°, with e, € {£1} for x € Q. This implies
ue Gh= ZweAw x °. As p is quasi-perfect, so is u°. Thus, by symmetry, it suffices now to show that
Q = Irr(KGe).

For x,x' € Irr(KGe) set my v = (da(x),x)e¢ € K. Then my = my, and if x has height 0 then
My, 7 0 for all ¥’ € Irr(KGe), see [INT89, Lemma 3.6.34(ii)]. Thus, to complete the proof it suffices to show
that if x € Q and )’ € Irr(KGe) with m, ,» # 0 then also x’ € Q. But this holds if and only if dg(Q2) C (k.
So let x € Q and set ¢ := a(x). Then I,(¢)) = ¢, - x. Since p is quasi-perfect, Proposition 8.5 implies that

da(x) = ex - da(Iu(¥)) = ex - 1u.(du () € L(KR(KHS)) € (Y,

and the proof is complete. 0

8.8 Corollary Let e be a block idempotent of OG, let H1, ..., H, be finite groups, and, for eachi=1,...,n,
let f; be a block idempotent of OH;. Furthermore, for i = 1,...,n, let p; € R(KGe,KH;f;) be a quasi-
perfect virtual character such that Y ., j1; i, wy = erg X X x° in R(KGe, KGe) for some non-empty subset

O C Irr(KGe). Then there exists a unique i € {1,...,n} such that u; # 0. Moreover, ! = Irr(KGe) and p; is
an isometry between KGe and KH, f;.
Proof Applying Lemmal[8.0 we see that Q2 is a disjoint union of subsets €2; such that p; i 1 =" e, X X X°-

Note that p; # 0 if and only if Q; # 0. Choose ¢ € {1,...,n} such that Q; is non-empty. Then Lemma [8.7]
implies that Q; = Irr(KGe) and that y; is an isometry between KGe and KH, f;. This also implies that Q; = ()
for all j #¢in {1,...,n} and therefore y; =0 for all j # ¢ in {1,...,n}. a
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8.9 Corollary Let e be a block idempotent of OG, let f € Z(OH) be an idempotent, and let u € R(KGe, KH f)
be a quasi-perfect virtual character satisfying /LI;(/J,O = [KGe] in R(KGe,KGe). Then there exists a unique

primitive idempotent f' of Z(OH f) such that pn = p - f'. Furthermore, p is an isometry between KGe and
KH{'.

Proof Let f{,..., f; denote the primitive idempotents of Z(OH f), and for each ¢t = 1,...,n, set pu; := p- f] €
R(KGe,KH f!). Then =", p; and

n

o __ o __ _ o
domipi =g pt =KGel= Y xxx°.
=1 x€lrr(KGe)

Proposition B5(ii), together with the fact that dg respects the block decomposition, implies that with u also
1 is quasi-perfect. Now Corollary B.8 applies and the proof is complete. 0

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Corollary B9l It also slightly generalizes a result in
[Br90, Théoreme 1.5(2)].

8.10 Corollary Lete € Z(OG) and f € Z(OH) be idempotents. Let T denote the set of primitive idempotents
e’ of Z(OGe) with e'e = €’ and let J denote the set of primitive idempotents [’ of Z(OH f) with f'f = f’.
Suppose that p € R(KGe,KH f) is a quasi-perfect isometry between KGe and KH f. Then, for each ¢/ € T
there exists a unique f' € J such that €' uf’ # 0. Conversely, for each ' € J there exists a unique ¢’ € T such
that e'uf’ # 0. These conditions define inverse bijections between T and J. Moreover, if ¢/ € T and ' € J
satisfy e'uf’ # 0 then ¢'pf’ is an isometry between KGe' and KH f'.

Proof First note that by Proposition B5(ii), with p also e’pf’ is a quasi-perfect character for every e’ € Z and
f' € J. Next let ¢/ € Z. Then, Corollary 8.9 applied to ¢’ and f and the quasi-perfect virtual characters e’ f”,
/' € J, implies that there exists a unique f’ € J with e’uf’ # 0 and that ¢’pf’ is an isometry between KGe’
and KH f’. This proves the first statement. Symmetrically, fixing f/ € J and using u°, we obtain the second
statement. The remaining statements are clear from the above. 0

The following Lemma will be used in Section [I0

8.11 Lemma Let e € Z(KG) and f € Z(KH) be idempotents and let 4 € R(KGe, KH f) be quasi-perfect such
that dg o I,: R(KH f) — KR(KGe) is non-zero. Then dgxm(p) # 0. In particular, if e # 0 # f and p is a
quasi-perfect isometry between KGe and KH f, then dgxm(u) # 0.

Proof Since p is quasi-perfect, we have dg oI, = I,,odg as maps from KR(KH f) to KR(KGe) by Lemma [85]
Since p is quasi-perfect, it follows from Equation (I3]) and the definition of quasi-perfect that I, o dg =
Lig, () © dr as functions from KR(KH f) to KR(KGe). Thus, we have Iy, (4 ©dr = dg oI, # 0 and hence

dexm(p) # 0. a

XY
The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the definition of ® and will be used in Section
KH

8.12 Lemma Let X < Gx H andY < H x K be subgroups satisfying k1(Y") < ko(X). Further let ;1 € R(KX)
and v € R(KY') be such that /J,XIZ{YV € R(K[X xY]) is equal to [M] or to —[M] for some non-zero module
M € g[x«yjmod. Then reskyl(y)ku(Y)(u) #0.

XY

H v) and the latter is equal to

Proof Clearly, resﬁ(x)xkl(y)(u)k . reskyl(y)xkz(y)(l/) = resi?&)xkg(y)(ﬂ

1(Y)
resi(1 ?%sz (v)([M]) or its negative, and therefore non-zero. The result now follows. N
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9 Grothendieck groups of p-permutation modules and p-
permutation equivalences

We assume again that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F') is large enough for
G and H.

9.1 Grothendieck groups of p-permutation modules. (a) For an idempotent e € Z(OG), we denote by T'(OGe)
the Grothendieck group of the category ogetriv with respect to direct sums. The group T(OGe) is free as
abelian group with standard basis given by the elements [M], where M runs through a set of representatives of
the isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation OGe-modules. For an arbitrary module M € pgetriv
we write [M] = [Mi]+---+[M,] € T(OGe) if M = M;®---® M, is a decomposition of M into indecomposable
submodules. We always view T(OGe) as a subgroup of T(OG) in the natural way. Moreover, we say that an
indecomposable module M € pgtriv appears in an element w € T'(OG), if [M] occurs with non-zero coefficient
in w with respect to the above standard basis. Note that multiplying a p-permutation OG-modules with e
defines a projection map T(OG) — T(OGe), w — ew. Similarly, we define the Grothendieck group T(FGe).
If additionally f € Z(OH) is an idempotent then we define T(OGe, OH f) := T(O[G x H|(e @ f*)). If
M € ogetrivor s we denote by [M] the corresponding element in T'(OGe, OH f). Similar notations will be used
over F'. The Z-span of the elements [M] € T(OGe), where M is an indecomposable projective OGe-module
will be denoted by Pr(OGe). We also use the notations Pr(OGe, OH f), Pr(FGe) and Pr(FGe, FHf) with
obvious meanings.

ensor products of bimodules and generalized tensor products as introduced in Section [l induce maps on
b) T ducts of bimodul dg lized t d introduced in Section [6] ind

XY . . . .
Grothendieck group levels that we denote again by M and , oasin B Similarly, the Brauer construction with

respect to a p-subgroup P of G induces a homomorphism T(OG) — T(F[Ng(P)/P)), w — w(P). Often we
will also consider w(P) as element of T(F[N¢(P)]) after applying inflation. Note that for a Brauer pair (P, e)
of FG, one obtains a homomorphism —(P,e): T(FG) — T(FIe), w — w(P,e) = ew(P), where I = Ng(P,e).
Similarly, one obtains a homomorphism —(P,e): T(OG) — T(FIe).

(c) For each idempotent e € Z(OG) we have a commutative diagram
Pr(0Ge) C T(0OGe) —EC5 R(KGe)

l l dg

Pr(FGe) C T(FGe) —1¢5 R(FGe)

whose top horizontal map k¢ is induced by the scalar extension functors K ®» —, whose left vertical maps are
induced by the scalar extension functor F'®¢» —, whose right vertical map is the decomposition map, and whose
bottom horizontal map ng sends [M] to [M] for any M € pgetriv. In other words, if M is indecomposable
(i.e., [M] € T(FGe) a standard basis element) then [M] is mapped to the sum of its composition factors (in
terms of the standard basis in R(FGe)). Recall from Proposition B3|(b) that the left vertical maps are indeed
isomorphisms preserving the standard basis elements and vertices. Recall also from [NT89, Theorem 3.6.15(i)]
that the map k¢ is injective on Pr(OGe).

For an element w € T'(FGe) we will denote the image under k¢ of the corresponding element in T'(OGe) by
Ww* € R(KGe).

The following proposition is well-known to specialists. We state it for easy reference.

9.2 Proposition Let A be a block of OG and let B\’ﬁ(A) denote a set of representatives of the G-orbits of
A-Brauer pairs.

(a) The map

T(A) = H R(F[NG(Pv 6)]6) , Wi (WNG(P,E)(W(P’ e)))(P_’e)eg-/P(A) s
(P,e)EBP(A)

is an injective group homomorphism and has finite cokernel.
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(b) The map

T(A)~ [ RENa(Pe)e), w (WP e)))

(Pe)eBP(A)

(P,e)EBP(A)

is an injective group homomorphism.

Proof (a) By Conlon’s Theorem (see [Be98| Theorem 5.5.4]), one has an injective map

T(0G) = [[ R(FIN(P)])),  w = (nva(p)(@(P)))
P

where P runs through a set of representatives of the G-conjugacy classes of p-subgroups of G. By Proposi-
tion B33(c) it has finite cokernel. By Lemma [B.7] this map splits into a direct sum of maps with respect to each
block A of OG. Further, the Morita equivalence in [5.2] gives the statement of Part (a).

(b) This follows from Part (a) and the commutativity of the diagram in @}c). N
The following Lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma [I0.7

9.3 Lemma Let 0 # w € T(FG) and let (P, e) be a Brauer pair of FG which is maximal among all the Brauer
pairs (Q, f) of FG satisfying M (Q, f) # {0} for some indecomposable FG-module M appearing in w.

(a) Let M be an indecomposable p-permutation FG-module appearing in w and satisfying M (P,e) # {0}.
Then (P, e) is a maximal M -Brauer pair, M (P, e) is an indecomposable p-permutation F[N¢ (P, e)]-module, and
the coefficient of [M] in w € T(FG) equals the coefficient of [M (P, e)] in w(P,e) € T(F[Ng(P,e)]).

(b) One has 0 # w(P,e) € Pr(F[Ng(P,e)/P)).

Proof (a) The maximality of (P, e) and Proposition 53] imply that P is a vertex of M and that (P,e) is a
maximal M-Brauer pair. The rest follows from Proposition [5.41

(b) This follows immediately from Part (a) and Proposition [3.3 a

9.4 Remark We will need to use the following result from [BX08|, Corollary 2.6], stating that the generalized
decomposition map on characters of p-permutation OG-modules is an element of the Brauer character ring
(without extending scalars) and can be expressed via the Brauer construction: Let M € pgtriv and let u € G
be a p-element. Then

des(rG (M) = neg ) (resg (3 (M ((u))])) (15)
in R(F[Cq(u))).

9.5 Lemma Let w € T(FG). For every Brauer pair (P,e) of FG set x(p.) := (w(P,e))* € R(K[Ng(P,e)])
and (pe) 1= resgg((?)e) (X(Pe)) € R(K[Cg(P)]). Assume that, for every Brauer pair (P,e) of FG, the following

two conditions are satisfied:

(i) If X(p. # 0 in ROKING(P,€)]) then v, # 0 in REKICo(P)).

(if) If ¢(p,ey # 0 in R(K[C(P)]) then deg () (V(pe)) # 0 in R(F[Ca(P)]).

Then, for any two Brauer pairs (P,e) < (Q, f) of OG, one has: If g 5y # 0 in R(K[Cg(Q)]) then ¢(p ey # 0
in R(K[Ca(P)]).

Proof Arguing by induction on [@ : P] we may assume that (P,e) < (Q, f) and that @/P is cyclic. Thus,
there exists u € @ such that P(u) = Q. Assume that ¢(p.) = 0 in R(K[Cg(P)]) and set I := Ng(P,e).
Then, by (i), also x(pey = 0 in R(KI). By Lemma B applied to the I-stable idempotent e, the element
w(P) € T(FNg(P)) and the p-subgroup (u) < I, we obtain (ew(P))((u)) = br ) (e)(w(P)((u))) in T'(Nr({u))).
Note that br,(e) = brg(e). Thus, by Proposition[3.5(b), after further restriction (omitted in the notation) we
obtain
(ew(P))({u)) = bro(e)w(Q)

in T(F[N;({(u))NNa(Q)]). Applying Equation (I3)) to ew(P) € T'(FI) and noting that Cr(u) < Ny((u))NNa(Q),
we obtain further

N (w (bro(e)resg D (W(Q))) = ne, wresgr ) ((ew(P))((u))) = df ((ew(P)¥) = i (X(p.)) =0
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Restricting further to Cg(Q), multiplying by f, and using that fbrg(e) = f, we finally have

0 = e (Fhro(e)respS ) (w(Q))) = noe(o) (reses (o (Fw(Q)))

= deg (@) (resel (o (F0(Q)F) = deg o) (Pia.p) -

Condition (ii) now implies that 9, r) = 0, and the result follows. i
The following definition is similar to Definition Bl It will be used extensively in Section

9.6 Definition Let w € T(FG) or w € T(OG). A Brauer pair (P,e) of FG is called an w-Brauer pair if
w(P,e) = ew(P) # 0 in T(F[Ng(P, e)]). The set of w-Brauer pairs is denoted by BP(w). Its corresponding set
of Brauer pairs over O is denoted by BPo(w).

9.7 Notation Let X be a subgroup of G x H and let d € Z(O[G x H]). We denote by T>(0Xd) the subgroup
of T(OXd) which is spanned by all standard basis elements [M], where M is an indecomposable p-permutation
OXd-module with twisted diagonal vertices (as subgroups of G x H). If e € Z(OG) and f € Z(OH) are
idempotents then we set T2 (OGe, OH f) := T (O[G x H](e® f*)). Similarly we define groups T2 (FXd) and
TA(FGe, FHf).

9.8 Definition Let e € Z(OG) and f € Z(OH) be non-zero idempotents. A p-permutation equivalence
between OGe and OH f is an element v € T2 (OGe, OH f) satisfying

vﬁv" = [OGe] in TA(OGe, OGe) and ~° L= [OHf] in TA(OHf,OHF). (16)

The set of p-permutation equivalences between OGe and OH f will be denoted by T2 (OGe, OHf) (‘0’ for
‘orthogonal’). Similarly, we define p-permutation equivalences between F'Ge and F'H f, and denote the resulting
set by TA(FGe, FHf). Clearly, an element v € T2(OGe, OH f) is a p-permutation equivalence between OGe
and OH f if and only if ¥ € TA(FGe, FH f) is a p-permutation equivalence between FGe and FH f. Moreover,
we denote the set of elements v € T2(OGe, OHf) satisfying the first (resp. second) equation in (I6)) by
TA(OGe, OHf) (resp. TA(OGe,OHf)) and call them left (resp. right) p-permutation equivalences between
OGe and OH f. We will see later that T2 (OGe, OH f) = T2 (OGe, OH f) = T2 (OGe, OH f).

9.9 Proposition Lete € Z(OG) and f € Z(OH) be non-zero idempotents and let v € T2 (OGe, OH f). Then
= kaxu(y) € R(KGe,KH f) is a perfect isometry between KGe and KH f.

Proof The virtual character pu is perfect by Remark 84](c) and (d). Moreover, applying kg« to the equation
”yI-{”yo = [OGe] in T(OGe, OGe) implies HI'{/LO = [KGe] € R(KGe,KGe). Similarly, ”yoé*y = [OH f] implies

1° GH= [KHf] € R(KH f,KH f). By Remark B4l(a), 1 is an isometry between KGe and KH f. 0

10 Brauer pairs of p-permutation equivalences

Throughout this section we assume that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F)
is large enough for G and H. Moreover, we fix a non-zero sum A = OGe4 of blocks of OG and a non-zero
sum B = OHep of blocks of OH, with e4 and ep their respective identity elements. Furthermore, we assume
throughout this section that v € T2 (A, B), i.e., v € TA(A, B) and 7 satisfies

v, 7= 1Al in TA(A, A). (17)

Instead of requiring that 7 is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B, we prove as much as we can under
the weaker assumption in [I7) and we will finally show in Section [[2] that this implies that v is a p-permutation
equivalence between A and the sum of the blocks B’ of OH that support v from the right, i.e., the sum of those
blocks B’ with vep: # 0 in T(OG, OH). Note that Equation (I7) implies that A is precisely the sum of those
blocks of OG that support « from the left.

The main result in this section is Theorem [[0.TT] especially Parts (a) and (b), which show that the y-Brauer
pairs behave exactly as the Brauer pairs of an indecomposable p-permutation module.
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10.1 Notation Let A(P,¢,Q) be a twisted diagonal p-subgroup of G x H. We will abbreviate the element
Y(A(P,¢,Q)) € T(F[Naxu(A(P,¢,Q))]) by (P, ¢,Q) and will denote the resulting elements in the other
representation groups of Ngxm(A(P, ¢,Q)) from the diagram in [@.1c) by

Y(P, ¢, Q) =  u(P ¢,Q)

\ \
(P, Q) = v(P¢,Q)

Via restriction, we will also view these elements in the corresponding Grothendieck groups of any subgroup of
Nexu(A(P,¢,Q)), in particular of the subgroup C(P) x Cu(Q) = Coxu(A(P,$,Q)). Note that the four
maps commute with restrictions, so that the restricted elements still are related through these maps.

10.2 Remark (a) Let A(P,¢,Q) be a twisted diagonal p-subgroup of G x H. If (P,e) is a Brauer pair
of FG and (Q,e) is a Brauer pair of FH then (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is a Brauer pair of F[G x H], using that
Coxu(A(P,9,Q)) = Ca(P)x Cr(Q). Conversely, if (A(P, ¢, Q),e® f*) is a Brauer pair of F[G x H| then (P, e)
is a Brauer pair of F'G and (@, f) is a Brauer pair of FH. In this case, with I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ng(Q, f),
one has NGXH(A(Pa d)a Q)7 e f*) = NIXJ(A(Pv ¢7 Q)) and eV(Pv ¢7 Q)f € TA(O[NIXJ(A(Pv ¢7 Q))](e ® f*))
Moreover, (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) is an A ® B*-Brauer pair if and only if (P, e) is an A-Brauer pair and (@, f) is a
B-Brauer pair. We will denote the set of A ® B*-Brauer pairs (X,d), where X < G x H is a twisted diagonal
p-subgroup, by BP2(A, B), or BP5(A, B) if lifted to O.

(b) Note that, for every (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) € BP5(OG,0H), the element eu(P,¢,Q)f €
R(K[Cg(P)le, K[Cr(Q)]f) is perfect. In fact, ey(P,¢,Q)f € TA(O[Cq(P)le, O[Cu(Q)]f), by Lemma BI(b)
and then Remark [BZ(d) applies. Moreover, the restriction of ey(P, ¢, Q)f to Ce(P) x {1} and to {1} x Cx(Q)
yields elements of Pr(O[C¢(Q)]) and Pr(O[Cu(Q)]), respectively, see Lemma[B8(b). Note that ey(P, ¢, Q)f =
0 unless (P, e) is an A-Brauer pair and (Q, f) is a B-Brauer pair. Since every module appearing in v has twisted
diagonal vertex, one has v(X) = 0 € T(O[Ngxu(X)]) for every p-subgroup X < G x H which is not twisted
diagonal. Thus, every y-Brauer pair has a twisted diagonal subgroup as first component.

(c) Let A(P', ¢, Q") < A(P,¢,Q) be twisted diagonal subgroups of G x H, i.e., Q' < Q, P = ¢(Q) < P,
and ¢’ = ¢|g/. Furthermore, let (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) and (A(P',¢',Q’),e’ @ f*) be O[G x H]-Brauer pairs.
Then (A(P',¢',Q"), e’ @ f*) < (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) if and only if (P’,e’) < (P,e) and (Q’, f') < (Q, f).

The proofs of the following two Lemmas use the two statements and the notation in Theorem [.5(d).

10.3 Lemma Let (P,e) € BPo(A). Consider the set Ap C A of pairs (¢, (Q, f)), where (Q, f) € BPo(B) and
¢: Q = P is an isomorphism, together with its H-action from Theorem [Z3(d). There exists a unique H-orbit
of pairs (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap such that

ep(P,¢,Q)f #0  in R(K[Ca(P)le, K[Cu(Q)]f)-

Moreover, for each pair (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap which satisfies this condition, the element eu(P,¢,Q)f is a perfect
isometry between K[Cq(P)]e and K[Cx(Q)]f, and ev(P,¢,Q)f # 0 in R(F[Cq(P)]e, F[Cu(Q)]f).

Proof We apply the Brauer construction with respect to A(P) to Equation (7). By Proposition E3|(b), we
have eA(A(P))e = F[Cg(P)le as (F[Cq(P)], F[Cq(P)])-bimodules. Thus, by Theorem [[5(d), the following
equation holds in T2(F[Cg(P)]e, F[Cq(P)]e):

[F[Ca(P)le] = [eA(A(P))e] = e(vf-ﬂ")(A(P))e = > aPrs Q)fCH-(Q) f7°(Q,071, Pe,
(6.(Q.)EA

where A denotes a set of representatives of the H-orbits of A, as in Theorem [Z5(d). If (Q, f) € BPo(OG) ~
BPo(B) then e¥y(P,¢,Q)f = 0, since v € T(A,B). Thus, we may replace A in the above summation by
Ap := Ap N A. Lifting the last equation from F to O and extending scalars from O to K, we obtain the

equation
K[Ca(P)ell= 3 enP.o,Qf - (en(P.6.Q)f)°
(6,(Q.1)€AB
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in R(K[Cq(P)le,K[Ca(P)]e). Since each eu(P,¢,Q)f € R(K[Ca(P)le, K[Cu(Q)]f) is perfect, we can apply
Corollary B8 and obtain that there exists a unique element A = (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap such that eu(P,¢,Q)f # 0
in R(K[Cq(P)]le, K[Cu(Q)]f) and that this element is a perfect isometry between K[Cq(P)]e and K[Cx(Q)]f.

[

The last statement of the lemma follows from Lemma [S11]

10.4 Lemma Let (P,e) € BPo(A) and set I := Ng(P,e) and X = Nix;(A(P)) = A(I)(Ca(P) x {1}).
Consider the set A of pairs (¢,(Q, f)), where (Q, f) € BPo(B) and ¢: Q = P is an isomorphism, together
with its I x H-action from Theorem[Z3(d). For each A = (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap we set

JA) =Nu(Q,f), IA\)=Nuggeson) <I, and X(X):= N0 (AR ¢ Q)).
Then, X * X(\) = X()), and for each x € Irr(KX(e ® e*)), there exists a unique I x H-orbit of pairs
A= (¢,(Q, f)) € Ap such that
XX () . )
X, enPd,Q)f #0 in RIK[X(A)](e® f7)).
Moreover, for each A = (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap satisfying this condition, one has

X(N)

W en(Po,Q)f € HKIX (Ve @ £7).

Proof First note that X « X(\) = X (A) for each A € Ap, by Lemma [EI0(b) with S =1, T = J(A\), and Y =
X (X\). Next, we apply the Brauer construction with respect to A(P) to Equation (IT). By Proposition [£3|(b),
we have eA(A(P))e & F[Cg(P)]e in pxmod. Thus, by Theorem [[.5(d) applied to S = I, we have
. _ X(A),X(A)°
FlCaPlel = > ind¥o)(en(Po,@)f
A=(9.(Q.N)ERs

7°(Q. 67", P)e)

in TA(FX (e ® e*)), where X'(A) := X(\) * X(\)° = AUI(N) - (Cq(P) x {1}) < X and Ap is a set of
representatives of the I x H-orbits of Ap. Lifting this equation from F' to O and extending scalars from O to
K, we obtain

[K[Ca(P)]e] = ST indf, (eu(P, b, Q)fxm;m)o

A=(6,(Q.f))€Ns

(en(P,6,Q)f)°)

in RIKX (e ® e*)). Now let x € Irr(KX (e ® €*)) and apply the group homomorphism
( X,X

G ,X)X:R(KX(6®6*))—>Z

to the last equation. We obtain
X, X
(x5 KCa(P)elx) = > (x

where the sum runs over elements A = (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap. Applying Proposition [E7(c) to the left hand side and
Lemma [6.T0(b) to the right hand side of the last equation, we obtain

X,

éX ind/ ) (W(R 6, Q) f

X(A),X(A)°

(en(P.6.Q)f)°) . X) -

X, X(\) X,X ()
1= ( . P7 ) ) . P7 ) ) .
> g en(P, 0, Q) x ., "en(P 6, Q)f )
A=(,(Q.f))EAB
The statements in the lemma are now immediate. [

Note that in general restrictions of virtual non-zero characters can vanish. However:
10.5 Corollary Let (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) € BP5(A, B) and set I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ny (Q, f). Then
en(P,0,Q)f #0 in RIK[Nrxs (AP, ¢,Q))l(e ® f7))

if and only if, after restriction,

ep(P,¢,Q)f #0  in R(K[Ca(P)le, K[Cu (Q)]f)-
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Proof SetY := N1y j(A(P,¢,Q)) and p:=ep(P,¢,Q)f € R(KY (e® f*)). We need to show that if  # 0 then
also reng(P)XcH(Q)(u) #0. Set X := Nix1(A(P)) = A(I)-(Cs(P) x {1}). Then, following the construction in
[71) we have X = A(N(1,4.5)) - (Ca(P) x {1}) (with respect to Y), since p1(Y) = N(z,4,.5) by Proposition Z4\c).
Moreover, Lemma [Z2(a) applied to Y implies X = Y % Y°. By [Z1l and Proposition [B.7(c) we obtain

K[Ca(P)le] 1 = res (K[Co(P)lel) " o = p

in RIKY (e® f*)), since X Y = X %Y =Y %« Y°%Y =Y. Therefore, K[Cq(P)]e has an irreducible constituent

X € Irr(KX (e ® e*)) such that
XY , .
X p#0 i REKY(e® ).

By Lemma [[0.4 XXI;YM € +Irr(KX (e ® e*)). Now, Lemma implies that I‘eSgG(P)xCH(Q)('u) # 0. 0

10.6 Corollary Let (A(P, ¢, Q)¢ @ f*) < (A(P,$,Q),e @ f*) € BPA(A,B). If en(P.¢,Q)f # 0 in
R(K[Cc(P)]le,K[Cu(Q)]f) then 'u(P', ¢/, Q") f" # 0 in RK[Ce(P")]e’, K[CH(Q)]f).
Proof We apply Lemma[@.8lto ¥ € T(F[Gx H]) and the inclusion of A® B*-Bauer pairs (A(P’, ¢, Q’),e'®f*) <

(A(P,¢,Q),e® f*). Condition (i) in Lemma [0 is satisfied by Corollary[I0.5 And Condition (ii) in Lemma [0.5]
is satisfied by Lemma [T0.3} 0

10.7 Lemma Let M be an indecomposable p-permutation (A, B)-bimodule that appears in -y and let
(A(P,0,Q),e ® f*) € BPo(M). Then ep(P,¢,Q)f # 0 in R(K[Cc(P)le, K[Cr(Q)]f)-

Proof We abbreviate X := A(P, ¢, Q). By Corollary[I0.6lwe may assume that the A® B*-Brauer pair (X, e® f*)
is maximal with respect to the property that there exists an indecomposable p-permutation (A, B)-bimodule N
appearing in 7 such that eN(X)f # {0}. Then, by Lemma[@.3(b), we have 0 # ey(X)f € Pr(O[Nixs(X)/X]),
where I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ng(Q, f). Since the map x in [@Il(c) is injective on Pr(O[N;xs(X)/X]) we
have ep(P, ¢,Q)f # 0 in R(K[Nrxs(X)/X]). Since inflation is injective on character groups and commutes
with the map &, we obtain that eu(P, ¢, Q)f # 0 in R(K[Nyx;(X)]). Finally, Corollary I0.5 implies that, after

restriction, eu(P, ¢, Q) f # 0 in R(K[Cq(P)]e, K[Cx(Q)]f). a

The following proposition gives convenient reformulations of being a y-Brauer pair, see Definition

10.8 Proposition Let (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) € BP5(A, B) and set I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ny(Q, f). Then the
following are equivalent:

(i) (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) € BPo(v), ie., e(P,¢,Q)f # 0 in T(F[Nrxs(A(P, ¢, Q))](e @ f*)).

(i) e7(P, ¢, Q)f # 0 in T(F[Ca(P)le, F[Cu(Q)]f)-

(iii) eu(P, ¢, Q)f # 0 in R(K[N1x.1(A(P, ¢, Q))l(e ® f*)).

(iv) eu(P, ¢, Q)f # 0 in R(K[Cg(P)]e, K[Cu(Q)]f)-

(v) ev(P, ¢, Q)f # 0 in R(F[N1x;(A(P, ¢, Q))](e ® f7)).

(vi) ev(P, ¢, Q) f # 0 in R(F[Ca(P)le, F[Cu(Q)]f)-

(vii) (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) € BPo(M) for some indecomposable module M € atrivg appearing in .
Proof Clearly, by the diagram in [0}, each of the conditions (ii)—(vi) implies (i). Similarly, the condition in
(vi) implies each of the conditions (i)—(v). Moreover, (iv) implies (vi) by Lemma[I03 Finally, (vii) implies (iv)
by Lemma [I0.7, and clearly (i) implies (vii). This completes the proof of the lemma. N

10.9 Corollary Let (P,e) be an A-Brauer pair and define Ap as in Lemma[I0.3 Then there exists a unique
H-orbit of pairs (¢, (Q, f)) € Ap with the property that (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is a y-Brauer pair.
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Proof This follows immediately from Lemma 0.3 and the equivalence of (i) and (iv) in Proposition [0.8 [

The following Theorem shows that every p-permutation equivalence between A and B determines a bijection
between the block direct summands of A and of B, and that it is the sum of p-permutation equivalences between
corresponding blocks.

10.10 Theorem Assume that v € T/ (A, B). Let T denote the set of primitive idempotents of Z(A) and let J
denote the set of primitive idempotents of Z(B). For each e € T there exists a unique f in J such that eyf # 0
in T2(OGe,OHf). Ife € T and f € J satisfies e f # 0 then eyf € T2 (OGe, OH f).

In particular, if v is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B, then the condition ey f # 0 defines a
bijection between Z and J, and if eyf # 0 then ey f is a p-permutation equivalence between OGe and OH f.
Moreover, v = ) . evf, where f € J corresponds to e.

Proof The first statement follows immediately from Corollary applied to the A-Brauer pair ({1},e).
Thus, v = > .crevf, where f € J denotes the element corresponding to e. Suppose that eyf # 0. Then
ey = eyf and multiplying the equation 71-{70 = [A] with e from left and right yields ey f I-{(evf)o = [OGe].

Thus, evf € TA(OGe, OHf). 0

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section. It shows that ~-Brauer pairs behave very
similar to M-Brauer pairs of an indecomposable p-permutation module M, cf. Proposition 5.3|(b).

10.11 Theorem (a) The set of y-Brauer pairs form a G x H-stable ideal in the poset of A ® B*-Brauer pairs.
(b) If A and B are blocks then any two maximal v-Brauer pairs are G x H-conjugate.
(c) For (A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) € BP5() the following are equivalent:
(i) (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is a maximal y-Brauer pair;
(ii) (P, e) is a maximal A-Brauer pair;
(iii) (@, f) is a maximal B-Brauer pair.

Proof (a) Clearly, the set of v-Brauer pairs is closed under G x H-conjugation. Moreover, by Corollary [10.6]
and Proposition [[0.8] the set of y-Brauer pairs is an ideal in the poset of A ® B*-Brauer pairs.

(b) Now assume that A and B are blocks. Let (D, ep) be a maximal A-Brauer pair over O. By Corollary[I0.9
there exists a B-Brauer pair (E, fg) over O and an isomorphism ¢: E = D such that (A(D, v, E),ep @ f5) is
a y-Brauer pair. Let (A(P',¢',Q’),e’ ® f’*) be an arbitrary v-Brauer pair. We will first prove that

(AP, ¢, Q). €' @ ™) <axn (A(D, 1), E),ep ® ffp) .- (18)

Since any two maximal A-Brauer pairs are G-conjugate, we may assume that (P’,e’) < (D,ep). Set R :=
Y (P') < Y YD) = E and let fr denote the unique block idempotent of O[Cy(R)] such that (R, fr) <
(E, fg). Since (A(D, 9, E),ep ® f};) is a y-Brauer pair, Part (a) implies that also (A(P’,9¥|r, R), €’ ® ff) is a
~-Brauer pair. Since also (A(P’,¢',Q’),e’ ® f*) is a y-Brauer pair, Corollary [[0.9] implies that (¢|g, (R, fr))
and (¢, (@', f')) are H-conjugate. Thus,

(A(P/,¢/,Q/),€/ & f/*) —{1}xH (A(Pl7w|R7R)7e/ X fj*%) < (A(D,Q/J,E),GD ® f}?)

and the claim is proven. This implies that (A(D, 9, E),ep ® ff) is a maximal y-Brauer pair, and also that
every other maximal ~-Brauer pair is G x H-conjugate to (A(D, ¢, E),ep ® f5).

(c) Let A and B be again sums of blocks. First recall from Remark [0.2(b) that every y-Brauer pair has a
twisted diagonal subgroup as first component. Thus, (ii) implies (i) and (iii) implies (i), by the last statement
in Remark [[0:2(a).

In order to see that (i) implies (ii) and (iii) we claim that it suffices to show this in the situation where A and
B are blocks. In fact, (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is an A’ ® B*-Brauer pair for the unique block direct summands A’
of A and B’ of B, respectively, that satisfy ({1},e4/) < (P,e) and ({1},ep/) < (Q, f). Applying Corollary [0.9
to the A-Brauer pair ({1,},ea), we see that B’ is uniquely determined by A’. Writing 7 as the sum of the
elements e’y f’, where ¢’ and f’ run through the block idempotents of OG and OH with eae’ = ¢’ and egf' = [/,
then multiplying both sides of (IT]) by e4: from the left and right, we see that (earyep/) I'{(eA/*yeB/)o =[A]in

TA(A, A"). Since (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) is a maximal v-Brauer pair, it is also a maximal e4/yep:-Brauer pair.
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Since maximal A’-Brauer pairs (resp. B’-Brauer pairs) are also maximal A-Brauer pairs (resp. B-Brauer pairs),
we may assume from now on that A and B are blocks.

Now let (D, ep) be a maximal A-Brauer pair and let the y-Brauer pair (A(D, 9, E),ep ® f5) be chosen as
in the proof of Part (b). Then, by the claim proved there, we know that (A(D, %, E),ep ® f}) is a maximal
~v-Brauer pair. Thus, by Part (b), (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) <axm (A(D,¢,E),ep ® f},). This already shows that
(i) implies (ii). Finally, in order to show that (i) implies (iii), it suffices to show that (E, fg) is a maximal
B-Brauer pair, i.e., that E is a defect group of B.

So let ¢ denote the order of a defect group of B. It suffices to show that ¢ < |E|, since (E, fg) is a B-Brauer
pair. Set = kgxu(v) € R(KG,KH). Then NI'{MO = [KGe4] in R(KG,KG). Lemma B7 now implies that p

is an isometry between KGes and KHep. This implies further that
rko(B) = dimg(KHep) = dimg (p° Gu) =rko(y° Gv) , (19)

where dimg and rke also denote the integer-valued maps induced on the Grothendieck groups. Since every -
Brauer pair is contained in a G x H-conjugate of (A(D, v, E),ep ® f}.), Lemma[l10.7 and Proposition [10.8 imply
that every indecomposable A ® B*-module that appears in  has a vertex contained in A(D, ), E). Therefore,
every indecomposable B ® A*-module that appears in v° has a vertex contained in A(E,~!, D). The Mackey
formula for bimodules, see Theorem [6.2] implies that each indecomposable B ® B°-module that appears in
~° Bl has a vertex of order dividing |E|. By Theorem 4.7.5 in [NT89], the p-part of the O-rank of each such

indecomposable B ® B°-module is a multiple of |H|?/|E|. Thus, using Equation (IJ), rko(B), is a multiple of
|H|2/|E|. On the other hand, by Theorem 5.10.1 in [NT89] we know that rko(B), = |H|2/q. This implies that
q divides |E| and the proof of Part (¢) is complete. N

We conclude this section by proving an inverse to the association constructed in Corollary [[0.9 This will
be used in Section [ to show that if v € T2(A, B) satisfies (I7) then the fusion systems of A and B are
isomorphic.

10.12 Lemma Let (Q, f) € BPo(B’) for a block B' of OH satisfying vep: # 0. Then there exists a unique
G-conjugacy class of pairs ((P,e),$), where (P,e) € BPo(A) and ¢: Q = P is an isomorphism, such that
(A(P,¢,Q),e® f*) is a y-Brauer pair. Here, G acts on the set of such pairs via (P, e),$) = ((P, %), cg 0 ¢).

Proof We first show the existence part of the lemma. There exists a block direct summand A’ of A such that
eavep # 0 in T(OG,OH). In other words, ({1},ea ® €%,) is a y-Brauer pair. Let (A(D,4, E),ep ® fr)
be a maximal vy-Brauer pair containing ({1},e4’ ® eps), then (A(D, ¢, E),ep ® f};) is also an A’ @ B"*-Brauer
pair and (E, fg) is a maximal B’-Brauer pair by Theorem [0.TT}c). After conjugating this maximal v-Brauer
pair by an element in {1} x H, if necessary, we may assume that (Q, f) < (F, fg). Setting P := ¢(Q) and
¢ :==1|g: Q = P, there exists a unique primitive idempotent e of Z(O[C(P)]) such that (P,e) < (D,ep).
This implies that (A(P, ¢, Q),e ® f*) < (A(D,y, E),ep ® ff). Since the set of v -Brauer pairs is an ideal, see
Theorem [[0.1T[a), also (A(P, ¢,Q),e ® f*) is a y-Brauer pair.

Next, we show the uniqueness part. Consider ey(P, ¢,Q)f as element in T2 (O[Cq(P)le, O[Cr(Q)]f) and
en(P, ¢,Q)f as element in R(K[Cq(P)]e, K[Cu(Q)]f). Since 71-{70 = [A] in TA(A, A), we obtain 71-{70 GY=T

in TA(A, B) and

V(P ¢, Q)f =e(y .77 (AP, Q))f = (P, Q) f FO° - NAQ)f,

G CH'(Q) G

in T2(O[Cg(P)]e, O[Cr(Q)]f), where the last equation follows from Theorem [Z.5(b) and Corollary Ex-
tending scalars from O to K, the last equation implies

en(P.6,Q)f = en(P.6lq. Q)f , -

in R(K[Cq(P)le,K[Cu(Q)]f). By Lemma 03 eu(P, ¢lg,Q)f is an isometry between K[Cq(P)]e and
K[Cr(Q)]f. Thus, the last equation implies

KICa(@)f] = (f(° - NA@)f)"

G

32



in RK[Cy(Q)]f,K[Cu(Q)]f). Using again Theorem [[.5|(b), we can write

TGP Q@) = D AQ TP e (P Q)f
((P’,e7),9")

in T2(O[CH(Q)]f, O[Cu(Q)]f), where ((P’,€'),¢') runs through representatives of the G-conjugacy classes of
pairs as described in the statement of the lemma. Thus,

KICu(@Ifl= > fu(P¢, Q)¢ . n(P,¢,Q)f
((Pe"),¢")

in RK[Cr(Q)]f,K[Cr(Q)]f). Corollary B8 now implies that, up to G-conjugacy, there exists a unique pair
((P',€'), @) such that e'u(P’',¢',Q)f # 0 in R(K[Ca(P)le',K[Cu(Q)]f). Together with Proposition [[0.§ this
implies the desired uniqueness statement. 0

11 Fusion systems, local equivalences and finiteness

Throughout this section we assume again that G and H are finite groups, and that the p-modular system
(K, O, F) is large enough for G and H. Moreover, we assume that A = OGey4 is a block of OG, B = OHep is a
block of OH, and that v € T (A, B) is a left p-permutation equivalence between A and B, i.e, v }-170 =[A] in

T(A, A). Furthermore, we assume the notation from [[0.Iland that (A(D, ¢, E),ep ® f;) is a maximal ~-Brauer
pair. Then, by Theorem I0.11c), (D, ep) is a maximal A-Brauer pair and (E, fg) is a maximal B-Brauer pair.
By A we denote the fusion system of A associated with (D, ep) and by B we denote the fusion system of B
associated with (E, fg).

In Theorem[IT.2we show that ¢ is an isomorphism between the fusion systems B and A. And in Theorem [I1.4]
we show that Brauer constructions with respect to subgroups of A(D, ¢, E') applied to ~ yields again local p-
permutation equivalences at various levels. Finally in Theorem we show that there can only be finitely
many p-permutation equivalences between given blocks A and B.

11.1 Proposition Let (A(P,v¥,Q),e® f*) be ay-Brauer pair and set I := Ng(P,e), J := Ny (Q, f). For every
g € I there exists a unique element hCy(Q) € J/Cy(Q) such that cyo1h) =1 ocy,: Q = P. Similarly, for every
h € J there exists a unique element gCq(P) € I/Cq(P) such that ¢y 019 =1 o cp,. These associations define
mutually inverse group isomorphisms between I /Cq(P) and J/Cx(Q). The isomorphism J/Cg(Q) = I1/Cq(P)
restricts to the isomorphism QCy(Q)/Cu(Q) = PCq(P)/P, hCu(Q) — (h)Cq(P), for h € Q. The group
Y = Nexu(A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) satisties p1(Y) = I, p2(Y) = J, k1(Y) = Ca(P), k2(Y) = Cy(Q) and the
resulting isomorphism ny : J/Cg(Q) = I1/Cq(P) from[21l(a) is equal to the one described above.

Proof Let g € I. With (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) also ““YA(P,4,Q),e @ f*) = (A(P,cg 0 9,Q),e ® f*) is a
~v-Brauer pair. Now, the uniqueness statement in Corollary implies that there exists an element h € H
such that h(cg o1, (Q, f)) = (¥, (Q, f)). This implies that h € J and that ¢, 09 = 1 ocp. Clearly, h € J is
uniquely determined up to multiplication with elements of Cy(Q) < J by this condition. It is easy to see that
this defines a group homomorphism from I/Cg(P) to J/Cr(Q). A similar argument, now using Lemma [T0.12]
implies the second statement and defines a group homomorphism from J/Cg(Q) to I/Cq(P). Clearly, these
two homomorphisms are mutually inverses. The following statement is clear, since 1cpyp ™! = Cy(n)- The last

statements about Y follow immediately from the above and Propostion [Z4]¢c).
Note that for the following theorem we only assume that v € T/ (A, B).

11.2 Theorem The isomorphism ¢: E = D is an isomorphism between the fusion systems B and A.

Proof Using Alperin’s fusion theorem, see [AKO11l Theorem 1.3.6], it suffices to show that for every subgroup
Q < E with P := ¢(Q) < D and ¢ := ¢|g: @ = P, one has ¢! o Homu (P, P) o ¢ = Homp(Q,Q), an
equation of sets of automorphisms of Q. Let ep € Z(O[Cq(P)]) and fo € Z(O[Cu(Q)]) be the unique
primitive idempotents such that (P,ep) < (D,ep) and (Q, fo) < (E, fe), and set I := Ng(P,ep) and J :=
Nu(Q, fq). Note that I/Cq(P) — Homy (P, P), gCa(P) — ¢4, and J/C(Q) — Homp(Q, Q), hCu(Q) — cp,
are group isomorphisms. Now the claim follows immediately from Proposition [T} noting that (A(P, ¥, @), ep®

33



o) < (A(D,¢,E),ep @ fr) , by Remark [[0.2(c), so that also (A(P,%,Q),ep ® f5) is a y-Brauer pair by
Theorem [[0.11}a). a

We can now improve the formulation of Lemma [I0.41 Recall the definition of u(P, ¢, Q) from M0

11.3 Lemma Let (A(P,v,Q),e ® f*) € BP5(v) and set I := Ng(P,e), J := Ny (Q, f), X := Nix1(A(P)) <
GxGandY := Niyj(A(P,%,Q)) < Gx H. Then X *Y =Y and for every x € Irr(KX (e ® e*)) one has

XY

e(P, Q) f € £Irr(KY (e @ f7)).

Proof By Proposition [T.I we have p;(Y) = I. Therefore, Lemma [Z2c) implies that X « Y = Y.
By Lemma [[0.4] there exists a B-Brauer pair (Q’,f’) and an isomorphism ¢’': Q' = P such that 0 #
XX;Y/ en(P,', Q) f € RKY (e ® f)), where Y' := Niyy (AP, Q")) with J' := Ng(Q', f'). There-
fore, by Proposition I0.& (A(P,v',Q’),e ® f'*) is a y-Brauer pair. By Lemma [I0.3 there exists h € H such
that (A(P,v¢,Q),e® f*) = (l’h)(A(P, Y, Q"),e® f'*). This, together with Equation (), implies

X WLh) oy

Cen(Pu,Qf =x L Men(Pw! Q) = (X en(Py,Q)F) #0

in R(KX (e ® f*)), since (LMy" — ¥ By Lemma [0} this virtual character belongs to +Trr(KY (e ® f*)). U

11.4 Theorem Let (A(P,4,Q),e®f*) € BP5(v) be a~-Brauer pair and set I := Ng(P,e) and J := Ng(Q, f).
Suppose that Cg(P) < S < I and Cy(Q) < T < J are intermediate groups related via the isomorphism in
PropositionITTland set Y := Ngx g (A(P, ¢, Q), e f*) = Nsxr(A(P, 9, Q)). Then, the element ey(P, ¢, Q)f €
T(OY (e ® f*)), defined as in[I01] and restricted to Y, satisfies

(O1Ca(P)le] = ex(Pu,Q)f " f1(P,Q)%  in T(O[Nsxs(AP)](e @ e")). (20)

Moreover, the element
= indy” " (ev(P.¢, Q)f) € T*(0Se, OTf)
satisfies ’y:-r:yo = [08e] in TA(OSe, OSe). In particular, if v is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B

then 7 is a p-permutation equivalence between OSe and OT f.

Proof We apply the Brauer construction with respect to A(P) to Equation (I7) and obtain after restriction
[O[Cc(P)le] = e(v ; 7*)(A(P))e  in T(O[Nsxs(A(P))l(e @ e)).

Next we apply Theorem [7.5(d) to the right hand side of the last equation. Note that p1(Y) =S and po(Y) =T
by Propositions 2Z4(c) and IT.Il Thus, Y xY° = A(S)(Ca(P) x {1}) = Nsxs(A(P)) by Lemma and
Proposition 24 By Corollary [0.9] the pair (¢, (Q, f)) is, up to H-conjugation, the only pair such that
ey(P,v,Q)f # 0. Thus, Theorem [T.0[d) implies Equation (20]).

Next we apply indizf s(a(py) O both sides of Equation 20). First we show that the left hand side yields
[OSe] € TA(OSe, OSe). In fact, O[Cq(P)] is an O[Ngxs(A(P))]-permutation module with A(S) as stabilizer
of the standard basis element 1 € Cg(P). Thus, O[Cq(P)] 2 Indx5"“"(0) in T(O[Nsxs(A(P))]) and
BIKf), applied to the central idempotent e ® e* of O[Ngxs(A(P))], implies that

Id3* Ap)(OCa(P)le) = e(Ind* A (p)) (O[Ca(P)])e = eIndX(§) (O)e = eOSe = OSe

as 1((?86, OSe)-bimodules. Next we show that applying ind%ﬁfs(A(P)) to the right hand side of Equation (20])
yields
ind§ 7 (e3(Pi, Q)) - (ind T (e3(P.i, Q) (21)
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In fact, rewriting (indiXT(e*y(P,i/;,Q)f))o = indZX¥(fy(P,4,Q)°) in the above expression, then applying
the Mackey formula in Theorem to the resulting expression and noting that pa(Y) = T and Y x Y° =
Nsxs(A(P)), one obtains that the expression in (2I]) is equal to

. Y7Yo o
mnd3 5 apy (VP 0.QF 2 [P0, Q)%)
in T(OSe, OSe) as desired. N

The following proposition investigates maximal Brauer pairs of the local p-permutation equivalences from
Theorem [I1.4] for the two extreme choices of S and T'. It will use the notions introduced in [£4] and the results
from Proposition

11.5 Proposition For any subgroup P of D let (P, ep) denote the unique A-Brauer pair with (P,ep) < (D, ep)
and for any subgroup Q of E let (Q, fo) denote the unique B-Brauer pair with (Q, fq) < (E, fr). Let Q < E
and set P := ¢(Q). Then (A(P,$,Q),ep @ f§) is a y-Brauer pair (cf. Remark[I0.2(c) and Theorem [I0.11)(a)).

() Set o/ = epy(P,6,Q)fq € TAO[Ca(P)lep, O[CH(Q)lfg). The O[Ca(P)ler © O[Cu(Q)]f;y-Brauer
pair (A(Cp(P),¢,Cr(Q)),epcypy ® fécE(Q)) is a 7'-Brauer pair. It is a maximal +'-Brauer pair if and only
if P is fully A-centralized. In particular, (A(Z(P),¢,Z(Q)),ep ® f5) is a maximal v'-Brauer pair if and only
if P is A-centric.

(b) Set I:= Na(P,ep), J := Nu(Q, fq) and v := ind*” | \ (p 4.0 (€PV(P,6,Q)fq) € TA(Olep, 0 fq).
The Olep ® OJ f§-Brauer pair (A(Np(P), ¢, Ne(Q)), en,p) ® f;,E(Q)) is a 7"-Brauer pair. It is a maximal
~"-Brauer pair if and only if P is fully A-normalized.

Proof By Theorem [[T.4] we have 7/ € T (O[Cq(P)lepr, O[Cu(Q))fo) and v € TA(Olep, OJ fq), so that we
can apply results from Section [I0 to 4" and to v”.
(a) First note that (A(Cp(P), ¢, Ce(Q)), ercp(P) @ foom)) 18 an O[Ca(P)lep @ O[CH(Q)] f4-Brauer pair,

since Cey(py(Cp(P)) = Ca(P) N Caq(Cp(P)) = Cq(PCp(P)) and Cc,,)(Ce(Q)) = Cu(QCE(Q)). It is a
~'-Brauer pair, since

epop(P)Y (A(CD(P), ¢, Ce(Q)))fock @) = epcpp)V(A(PCD(P), ¢, ECE(Q))) focs @) # 0

in T2(O[Cq(PCp(P))lepcyp), OlCH(QCE(Q))] focw @) by Proposition BE(b) and Lemma BT, and since
(A(PCp(P), 0, ECE(Q)), epcp(p) ® [Hop(q)) 18 @ v-Brauer pair by Theorem [0.1T(a) and Proposition
By Theorem [0.11(c), (A(Cp(P),,Ce(Q)),epcp(r) ® [Hopq)) is @ maximal v'-Brauer pair if and only if
Cp(P) is a defect group of O[Ce(P)lep. But, by Proposition [ZE(a), this is equivalent to P being fully A-
centralized.

(b) Note that (A(Np(P), ¢, Ne(Q)), enp () ® [y, (q)) is an Olep @ OJ f§-Brauer pair, since C;(Np(P)) =
Ca(Np(P)) and Cy(Ng(Q)) = Ca(Ng(Q)). It is a straightforward verification that the p-subgroups A(P, ¢, Q)
and A(Np(P), ¢, Ng(Q)) of I x J satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma[B.9 (in place of the subgroups @ and P of G),
since every indecomposable O[N;« j(A(P, ¢, Q))]-module appearing in epy(P, ¢, Q) fo has a vertex contained in
A(D, ¢, E) by Lemma [I0.7 Proposition [[0.8] and Theorem 0.1l Thus, Lemma together with Lemma [3.7]
implies

eND(P)’Y”(ND (P)v ¢, Ng (Q))fNE(Q) = eND(P)'Y(AND (P)a ¢, Ng (Q))fNE(Q)

in T5(O[Ca(Np(P)lenn(r), O1CH (No(@)] fxu@)  Since (AND(P), 6 Nu(@)), exnir) © Fiq) B 2
~v-Brauer pair by Theorem [I0.ITl(a), the element in the above equation is non-zero. This implies that
(A(ND(P),¢,Ng(Q)),enp(p) ® [N,(q)) 1s @ 7"-Brauer pair. By Theorem [0.11(c), it is a maximal "-Brauer
pair if and only if Np(P) is a defect group of OIep. But, by Proposition 5(b), this is equivalent to P being
fully A-normalized. 0

11.6 Schur classes. Let k be a field. Recall from the proof of [NT89, Theorem 3.5.7] that whenever N < G
and V is an irreducible G-stable kN-module which is k-split, i.e., Endgn (V) =k, Schur assigned to these data
a canonical cohomology class © € H2(G/N,k*). This construction has the following properties:

(a) V extends to a kG-module if and only if k = 1;

(b) The class assigned to V° is k1,
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(¢) If N < H < G then the canonical class assigned to N < H and V is resg%\\; (k); and
(d) If K, is the class assigned to N; < G; and V;, for i = 1,2, then k1 X ko € H?((G1 x G1)/(N1 x Na), F*)

is the canonical class assigned to N1 x No < Gy X Go and V] ®g V.

11.7 Lemma Let k be a field, let G and H be finite groups, and let Y < G x H be such that p;(Y) = G and
p2(Y)=H. Set M :=k(Y) <G, N :=ko(Y) < H and let ny : H/N = G/M (see[Z1|(a)) be the isomorphism
induced by Y. Suppose that V € gyrmod is irreducible, G-stable, and k-split, and that W € gymod is
irreducible, H-stable and k-split. Denote by x € H*(G/M,k*) and A\ € H?(H/N,k*) their respective Schur
classes. Suppose further that there exists U € yymod with Res),, v (U) = V @, W°. Then

A=y (k) € H*(H/N,k*) .

Proof The Schur class of V @, W° with respect to M x N <Y is resg,cj(xj\fi/]\(,])wxm(n x A7), by ILG(b), (c),
and (d). Since V ®, W*° extends to Y, the latter class is trivial. Let py: Y/(M x N) = H/N be the isomorphism

induced by the projection ps: G x H — H. Then also (ﬁ;l)*(resg,cj(xj\f[lié\(,j)v[xjv)(ﬁ x A71) =1in H*(H/N,k*).
However, a straightforward cocycle computation shows that (ﬁz_l)*(resg,cj(xj\zlié\(fj)wxm (k x A7) = n*(k) - A 7L,
and the proof is complete. 0

The element p in the next proposition will be specified in the follow-up proposition to eu(P, ¢, Q) f with the
notation as in [[0.1]

11.8 Proposition Let G and H be finite groups, Y < G x H with p1(Y) = G and p2(Y) = H. Set M :=
k1(Y) QG and N := kao(Y) < H, and let gy : H/N = G/M denote the isomorphism induced by Y. Suppose
that e is a G-stable idempotent of Z(KM), f is an H-stable idempotent of Z(KN), and that u € R(KY (e® f*))
is a virtual character such that res},. n(u) is an isometry between KMe and KN f.

(a) If a: Irr(KN f) = Trr(KMe) denotes the bijection induced by res,. (1) then o "Ny) = nY(hN)a(x),
for all xy € Irr(KN f) and all h € H. In particular, o induces a bijection @: Irr(KN f)/H = TIrr(KMe)/G.

(b) The group homomorphisms ;LYI’;IH — and ind$ " (1) 0 from R(KH f) to R(KGe) coincide.

(c) Set X1 := (M x M)A(G) and X5 := (N x N)A(H). Then Y *Y° = X; and Y° xY = X,5. Moreover,
the following are equivalent:

o

Y)Y ,
(i) p B u® =[KMe] in R(KX;(e ® e*)).
L YOY . .
() 1o 0= [KNf) in REEXo(f @ f°)).
(iil) (, p)y = [Irr(KMe)/G|.
(iv) p has precisely |Irr(KMe)/G| distinct irreducible constituents and each of them occurs with mul-
tiplicity +1.

(d) Assume that the equivalent conditions (i)—(iv) in Part (c) hold and let J be a set of representatives of
the H-orbits of Irt(KN f). Then there exist irreducible characters p1,, € Irr(KY (e ® f*)) and signs e, € {£1},
for x € J, such that =3 ;e iy and resh,. v (iy) = 2ovebdn @) x X'® for all x € J.

(e) Assume that the equivalent conditions (i)—(iv) in Part (c) hold. Let x € Irr(KN f) and set ¢ := a(x) €
Irr(KMe), Gy = stabg(¢), and Hy := staby(x). Then, ny (H1) = G1 by Part (a). If k € H*(G1/M,K*) and
A € H%(H/N,K*) denote the respective extension classes of ( and x then r = 13- ().

(f) Assume that the equivalent conditions (i)-(iv) in Part (c) hold. Then ind$** (u) € R(KGe, KH f) is an
isometry between KGe and KH f.

o

Proof (a) By Remark B.4(a) we can write

resipn() = Y ex-alx) X x° (22)
XEIrr (KN f)

with e, € {£1}, for x € (KN f). Let (g,h) € Y. Then 9"y = 1 and therefore, for every x € Irr(KN f),
ey - %a(x) x "x° is again equal to one of the summands in the above sum. This implies %(x) = a("y) and
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€x = €1y, and Part (a) is proved. For later use, let J C Irr(KN f) denote a set of representatives of the H-orbits
of Irr(KN f). Then the above also shows that x — a(x) X x° induces a bijection

J = {alx) xx* | x € Im(KNf)}/Y . (23)

(b) Note that identifying H with H x {1} and G with G x {1}, the first map, given by the generalized
tensor product, maps R(KH f) to R(KGe), since Y * (H x {1}) = G x {1}. The statement follows directly from
Lemma [6.5(a) applied to Y < G x H and H x {1} < H x {1}.

(c) We will show that (i)=-(iii)=(iv)=-(i). Then also (ii) <= (iil) by symmetry, since (u°, u°)yo = (1, 1)y
and |Irr(KGe) /G| = |Irr(KN f)/H|, by Part (a). But first we establish some facts that hold without further
hypotheses. Note that Y «Y° = X; and Y° x Y = X5 by Lemma [2Z2(a), since p1(Y) = G and p2(Y) = H. Set
01 := [KMe] € R(KX1(e ® e*)). Then Proposition [6-7(c) and Corollary [E9(b) imply

X1,Y Y,)Y° |
(s )y = (01 py = (0 1°,00)x, - (24)
Now write u = ayp1 +- - -+ a, o with pairwise distinet w1, . ..,y € Irr(KY') and non-zero integers ay, . . ., a.

Since res},, y (1) is a multiple of the sum of a Y-orbit of Irr(K[M x NJ), @2) and (23) imply that
( )y =ai +-+a) >r>|J| = (KN f)/H]. (25)

Moreover, one has (i1, i)y = |Irr(KN f)/H|, if and only if there is a bijection {1,...,7} = J, i + ¥;, such that

ai =¢y, and resh;, n(1i) = Z alx) x x'°, (26)
X' €lxiln

for all i = 1,...,r, where [x]g denotes the H-orbit of x € Irr(KN f). This shows that (¢i7) implies (iv), since
|Irr(KGe)/G| = [Irr(KH f)/H| by Part (a).

The same considerations apply to 61 with resfij(ﬁl) = ECEI”(KMe) ¢ x ¢°. Since 6, is the character of a
KX;-module, each G-orbit sum ZC’ ¢" x ¢'° extends to an irreducible character and we obtain

(91, 6‘1)){1 = |IFI'(KM6)/G| . (27)

Now, (i) implies (iii) by Equations (24 and 27]).
Finally, we assume (iv) and aim to show (i). Since (iv) implies (i, 1)y = |J|, we obtain (26) and can write
1= 7 Extix, With g1y € Irr(KY') satisfying resh ;. v (ky) = ZXIG[X]H a(x)xx'°, forally € J. If x1,x2 € J

o

Y)Y . o
are distinct then p,, o S, = 0, by the definition of the extended tensor product (taken over KN in this case).

Thus
vye o Y,vy° o vYe |
‘UHM_ZEX'MXF}EX'MX_Z'UXI}'UX'
xeJ xXe€J

Y)Y .. . . . c . .
Moreover, for each x € J, the character p, o py, of Xy is irreducible, since its restriction to M x M is the

SUM 3o (y)e & X ¢’° is the sum of an X;j-orbit of elements in Irr(K[M x M]). Furthermore, the irreducible

o

characters i, Y;;O pys X € J, are pairwise orthogonal, since their restrictions to M x M are. Thus, both u Y’;/ e
and 07 are multiplicity-free sums of |J| pairwise distinct irreducible characters of X;. But by Equation (24
and by (iv) we have (p Y’;; p°,01)x, = (1, )y = |J|. This implies MY’;O u° = 61 and the proof of Part (c) is
complete.

(d) This was shown in the proof of Part (c).

(e) This follows immediately from Part (c) and Lemma [IT.7]

(f) By Theorem [6.2] we have

(nd$H (1)) , (ind ()" = (1ndH (1)) - (L2 (5°)) = ind 55 o
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o

since pa(Y) = p1(Y°) = H. Moreover, uy’;; = [KMe] in R(KX;(e ® e*)) by hypothesis. Thus, the last
expression in (28)) equals indf(lxc([KM e]) which in turn equals [KGe] € R(KGe, KGe). Similarly one shows that

(i ())° - (ind§> (1) = [KH f]

in R(KH f,KH f). Now Remark [84|(a) implies the result. N

11.9 Proposition Let A be a block of OG, B a block of OH, v € T/ (A, B), and let (A(P,$,Q),e ® f*) €
BPo(7). Set I := Ng(P,e), J := Nu(Q, f), andY := Ny j(A(P,¢,Q)). Then the element p := ep(P, ¢, Q) f €
R(KY (e ® f*)) defined in[I0l has the following properties:

(a) The restriction of u to Cq(P) x Cy(Q) is a perfect isometry between K[Cq(P)]e and K[Cy(Q)]f.

(b) The conditions (i)-(iv) in Part (c), and therefore Parts (d), (e), and (f) of Proposition[I1.8 hold for the
groups I and J, the subgroup Y < I x J, their normal subgroups C¢(P) and Cy(Q), and the character p.
Proof (a) This follows from Theorem [[T.4] and Proposition [0.9]

(b) By Part (a) and Proposition [T.1] all the hypotheses of Proposition [[T.§ are satisfied. Moreover, the
condition in Proposition TL.8(c)(i) holds by Equation (20) in Theorem [Tl Thus, the proof is complete. [

As an immediate consequence of the above proposition, we obtain the following finiteness result.

11.10 Theorem Let A be a block of OG and B a block of OH. The set T”(A, B) of left p-permutation
equivalences between A and B is finite. In particular, the set T (A, B) of p-permutation equivalences between
A and B is finite and the group T2 (A, A) of p-permutation self equivalences of A is finite.

Proof By Proposition [T.9) for each A ® B*-Brauer pair (Y,e ® f*), there are only finitely many choices
for the virtual character of v(Y,e ® f*) € T(OY (e ® f*)), since it has bounded norm by the condition in
Proposition IT.8(c)(iii). On the other hand, Proposition [0.2] implies that these characters determine ~. N

12 A character theoretic criterion and moving from left to right

Throughout this section we assume that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F') is
large enough for G and H. Further, we assume that A is a block algebra of OG and that B is a block algebra
of OH.

In this section we will prove a character theoretic criterion for an element v € T2 (A, B) to be in T (A, B),
see Theorem [[Z.2 Since one of the conditions in this criterion is symmetric, we can derive that T}>(A, B) =
TA(A, B) = TA(A, B), see Theorem [[2.3

12.1 Lemma Suppose that (D,ep) is a maximal A-Brauer pair, (E, fg) is a maximal B-Brauer pair, and
¢: E = D is an isomorphism between the fusion systems B and A associated with (E, fg) and (D,ep),
respectively. Suppose further that one has A-Brauer pairs (P,e) and (R,d) and a B-Brauer pair (Q, f) with
(P,e) < (D,ep), (R,d) < (D,ep) and (Q, f) < (E, fg), and isomorphisms o: Q = P and 3: Q = R such that

(A(P,a,Q),e® f*) <agxu (A(D,¢,E),ep ® fg) and
(A(R,B,Q),d® f*) <gxu (A(D,¢,E),ep ® fE).

Then (A(P,aB~1,R),e ® d¥) =1yxa (A(P),e ® €*) and there exists g € G such that cyoa = 3: Q 5 P and
YPye)=(R,d).

Proof By assumption there exist (g1, 5h1), (g2, h2) € G x H such that

@GP A(P 0, Q) e @ f¥)
(212 A(R, 8,Q),d ® f*)

(A(Dv(baE)ueD@fg) and
(A(D,¢,E),ep ® f),

NN
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or equivalently,

M(Pe) < (Dyep), "™(Q.f)<(E fo), “(R,d)<(D.ep), "(Q,f)<(E, fr),
TP =¢("Q), cgac,1=¢: QT NP, PR=¢("Q), cgbe, 1 =¢: QS PR,

Thus, Chont € Homg(™Q, "Q). Since ¢: E 5 D is an isomorphism between B and A, there exists g € G such
that
9(Pe) = "(R,d) and ¢, = g mQ 3 ¢("Q) = *R.

From this we obtain g';lggl(P, e) = (R.d), c,-1,,, 0= 5:Q 5 R, which implies

599
Lo T AP af ™ R) e 0 d?) = (A(P).c@ ),

and the proof of the lemma is complete. 0

12.2 Theorem Let v € T?(A, B). Then v belongs to TlA(A, B) if and only if the following hold:

(i) There exists a maximal element (A(D,¢,E),ep ® f) in BPo(7) such that (D,ep) is a maximal A-
Brauer pair, (E, fg) is a maximal B-Brauer pair and ¢: E — D is an isomorphism between the fusion systems
B and A of B and A associated with (E, fg) and (D, ep), respectively;

(i) Any two maximal elements in BPo(7) are G x H-conjugate; and

(iii) For every (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) € BPo(A ® B*) with (A(P,4,Q),e @ f*) < (A(D, ¢, E),ep ® ff),
setting I := Ng(P,e), J := Ng(Q, f), and Y := Ny« ;(A(P,,Q)), the element p := v(A(P,v,Q),e ® f*)X in
R(KY (e ® f*)) satisfies

Y,Y°

poowt=[KCa(P)e]  in RK[Nrxr(A(P))))-

Proof First assume that v € 7> (A, B). Let (A(D,, E),ep ® fr) be any maximal y-Brauer pair. Then the
conditions in (i) are satisfied by Theorem [[0.1Tlc) and by Theorem [T.2l Moreover, Theorem [[0.TT{(b), implies
the condition in (ii), and Equation (20) in Theorem [[T.4] implies the condition in (iii).

Next we assume that Conditions (i)-(iii) hold for v € T?(A, B). We aim to show that *yﬁfyo = [4] in

TA(A, A). By Proposition @2(b), it suffices to show that
(v, 7)(X0)" = (AX.0)" in TKINGxa(X, ). (20)

for all (X, ¢) running through a set of representatives of the G x G-orbits of BP(A ® A*).

Claim 1: Both sides of (Z9) are 0 unless (X,¢) =agxa (A(P),e ® €*) for some Brauer pair (P,e) with
(P,e) < (D,ep). This is clear for the right hand side, since (A(D),ep ® e},) is a maximal Brauer pair of
the indecomposable p-permutation A ® A*-module A (see Proposition [5.3[c)). To prove this for the left hand
side of (29), assume that (X,c) € BP(A ® A*) is such that the left hand side of (29) is non-zero. Then
also (7y P-Ivo)(X, ¢) # 0 in T(F[Ngxa(X,c)]). Since every indecomposable p-permutation O[G x G]-module M
appearing in ”y}-lﬂyo has twisted diagonal vertices (see Lemma [.2(b)) and since every M-Brauer pair is also
an A ® A*-Brauer pair (see Proposition [53|(a)), we can conclude that (X, c) is G x G-conjugate to a Brauer
pair of the form (A(P,0,R),e ® d*) with (P,e) < (D,ep) and (R,d) < (D,ep). Using Theorem [(.5l(c) with
I := Ng(P,e) for S and K := Ng(R,d) for T, this implies that there exists a Brauer pair (Q, f) of OH and
isomorphisms a: Q = P and 8: R — @ such that a8 = o, Y(A(P, o, Q),e®f*) # 0in T(F[Nx (AP, o, Q))]),
and Y(A(R,871,Q),d® f*) # 0 in T(F[Ngx (A(R,a,Q)])), where J := Ny (Q, f). By Condition (ii) this
iHlphes (A(Pa «, Q)7 €®f*) <G><H (A(Da ¢a E)7 6D®f%) and (A(Ra [3715 Q)7 d®f*) <G><H (A(Da ¢a E)7 6D®f%)
Now Lemma [I2.1] implies Claim 1.

With Claim 1 it now suffices to show that

(v ;7)) AP) e e)” = ([AIAP),e@e)” in RE[N i (AP))]), (30)

for all A-Brauer pairs (P,e) with (P,e) < (D,ep), where I := Ng(P,e). By Proposition 3(b), the right
hand side of B0) equals [K[Cg(P)]e]. We use the second part of Theorem [[5(d) with S = I to compute
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the left hand side of (80). For Q < E let fg denote the unique block idempotent of O[CH(Q)] such that
(Q, fo) < (B, fg) and set Qo := ¢~ *(P) and fo := fg,. Then, with the notation in Theorem [[5(d), the
summand for A9 = (¢, (Qo, fo)) contributes the element

Yo,Yy

. INrx1(A(P * %10
lndA(j(A(o))((CzZ;(p)X{l})(”Y(A(Pa QbaQO)ve & fo) 'y(A(P, o, QO)ve 02y fo) ) )

H
where Yy = Naxu(A(P¢,Qo),e @ f§). Since ¢ is an isomorphism between the fusion systems B and A by
Condition (i), we have I(\g) = I and therefore A(I(Xg))(Cq(P) x {1}) = Nrxr(A(P)). Thus, after applying

Yo,Yg
—)*, the contribution of the summand parametrized by Ag to the left hand side o iIsequal to up - p
% th ibution of th d ized by Ao to the left hand side of (30) i 1 PR
with o :== Y(A(P, ¢, Qo), e® f3)¥. Condition (iii) now implies that this expression is also equal to [K[Cg(P)]e] €

R(K[Nrx1(A(P))]). Thus, it suffices to show Claim 2: Let (Q, f) be an OH-Brauer pair and o: Q = P an
isomorphism with y(A(P,a,@),e ® f*) # 0 in T(F[Nexu(A(P, o, Q),e ® f*)]) then A = (a, (Q, f)) belongs to
the same I x H-orbit as \g. In order to prove this claim, note first that v(A(P, o, Q),e ® f*) # 0 implies that
(Q, f) is a B-Brauer pair. Without loss of generality we may assume that (Q, f) < (E, fg). Condition (ii) now
implies that (A(P, a, Q),e®f*) <axu (A(D,¢,E),ep® fr). Applying the symmetric statement of Lemma [I2.]
to (A(P,0a,Q),e ® f*) and (A(P,¢,Qo),e ® f§), we obtain (o, (Q, f)) =g (¢, (Qo, fo)). This completes thﬁ

proof of the theorem.

12.3 Theorem Let A be a block of OG, B a block of OH and v € T?(A, B). The following are equivalent:
() v € TA(4, B).
(ii) v € TA(A, B).
(iii) v € T2(A, B).
(iv) v satisfies the conditions (i)—(iii) in Theorem

Proof By Theorem [[2:2 (i) is equivalent with (iv). Morover, clearly (iii) implies (i) and (ii). Next we show
that (i) implies (iii). In fact, assuming (i), Theorem [[2:2]shows that the conditions (i)—(iii) in Theorem [[2.2 are
satisfied. Since conditions (i) and (ii) are symmetric and since Condition (iii) for -y is equivalent to Condition (iii)
for +°, by Proposition [[T.9] and the equivalence of (i) and (ii) in Proposition [IT.8(c), we see that the conditions
(i)-(iii) also hold for 4° € T?(B, A). Now Theorem implies that v° € T (B, A). But this is equivalent to
v € TA(A, B). Thus, (i) implies (iii). Finally, if (ii) holds then v° € T*(B, A), and, since (i) implies (iii), we
obtain 4° € TA(B, A) and v € T2(A, B). Thus, (ii) implies (iii), and the proof is complete. a

13 Kiilshammer-Puig classes

Throughout this section we assume that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F') is
large enough for G and H. Further, we assume that A is a block algebra of OG, that B is a block algebra of
OH, and that v € TA(A, B) is a p-permutation equivalence.

The main goal of this section is to show that Kiilshammer-Puig classes are ‘preserved’ by ~, see Theorem [[3.4]
for the precise statement. In order to prove this we need to take a closer look at the elements ey(P, 9, Q)f,
for a y-Brauer pair (A(P,¢,Q),e ® f*) with P and @Q centric in the associated fusion systems. This is done in
Proposition

13.1 Lemma Let (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*) be a maximal vy-Brauer pair and let F denote the fusion system associated
to the maximal A ® B*-Brauer pair (D x E,e ® f*). Then the subgroup A(D,$,E) of D x E is fully F-
normalized. Moreover, setting Y := Ngxu(A(D, ¢, E),e® f*), the block OY (e ® f*) has the normal subgroup
(Z(D) x Z(E)) - A(D, ¢, E) of Y as defect group.

Proof Any G x H-conjugate subgroup of A(D, ¢, E) which is contained in D x E must be again a twisted
diagonal subgroup and therefore of the form A(D, ), E) for some isomorphism ¢: £ = D. By Lemma 2Z4(b),
one has Npxp(A(D, 9, E)) = (Z(D) x Z(E)) - A(D,, E), whose order is independent of . This proves the
first statement. The second statement follows immediately from Proposition [Z.5(b). a
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13.2 Proposition Let (A(P,v,Q),e® f*) € BPo(y) and suppose that Z(P) is a defect group of O[Cq(P)]e.
Set

I := Ng(P,e), J = NH(Q,f), Y = N]XJ(A(PJ/),Q)), C .= Cg(P) XCH(Q),
Z:=7Z(P) x Z(Q), and Z':=A(Z(P),%,Z(Q)).

(a) One has
rest:(ey(P,9, Q)f) =¢[N'] in T(OC(e @ f*)),
where ¢ € {£1} and N’ is the unique indecomposable p-permutation OC(e @ f*)-module with vertex Z'
(cf. Proposition[4.8(b)). Moreover, the p-permutation OC(e ® f*)-module V' := Infg/ZDefg/Z(N’) satisfies:
(i) F ®0 V' is the unique simple FC(e ® f*)-module;
(il) K®e V' is a simple KC(e ® f*)-module.
(b) Set ¢ = infy ,defy, ;(ev(P,1,Q)f) € T(OY (e ® f*)). There exists a simple KY (e ® f*)-module W
and a simple FY (e ® f*)-module W such that dy ([W]) = [W] in R(FY (e ® f*)) and such that the following
hold with ¢ from Part (a):

(i) ky(¢) = e[W] in R(KY (e ® f*)) and Res: (W) = K @0 V;
(ii) 7y (€) = e[W] in R(FY (e ® f*)) and Res(W) = F @0 V.

(c) If (A(P,%,Q),e ® f*) is a maximal ~-Brauer pair then there exists an indecomposable p-permutation
OY (e ® f*)-module N such that

eW(Pa 1/}5 Q)f = 5[N] in T(OY(S X f*)) and RCSE(N) [a] ]\]/7
where ¢ is from Part (a).

We visualize the situation via the diagrams of elements

¢ = eW] eVl = KooV
+ ’ and ¥ ¥ (31)
¢ = e[W] elFRo V'] = e[F®o V'
in the diagrams of groups
T(OY(e® f*) Y R(KY(e® f*)) T(OC(e® f*) €5 R(KC(e® f*))
| bl [
T(FY(e® [*) X5 R(FY(e® f*)) T(FC(e® f*)) 1% R(FC(e® f*)),

where the right diagram of elements is the image of the left one under the restriction maps resy., as shown in
the proof. Before we prove the proposition, we mention the following negative result:

13.3 Remark Assume the situation in Proposition[I3.2] In general, the element ey(P, v, Q)f € T(OY (e® f*))
is not plus or minus the class of an indecomposable p-permutation OY-module. In fact, let G = H be the
dihedral group of order 8, P the cyclic subgroup of order 4 and v := [O[G x G/A(G)]] — [O[G x G/A(P)]] €
TA(OG,0G). Then 7 is a p-permutation equivalence, P = Z(P) = Cg(P) is a defect group of O[Cg(P)], but
V(A(P)) = [O[Y/AG)] - [OY/A(P)]] in T(OY).

Proof of Proposition[I3.2 We set w := ey(P,¢,Q)f € T(OY (e ® f*)) and w’ :=res¥,(w) € T(OC (e ® f*)).

(a) Since Z(P) is a defect group of O[Cq(P)]e, Z(Q) is a defect group of O[Cy(Q)]f. In fact, we can choose
a maximal y-Brauer pair (A(D, ¢, E), e’ @ ) such that (A(P,%,Q),e ® f*) < (A(D, ¢, E),e’ ® f'*). Then,
1 is the restriction of ¢ and ¢: E = D is an isomorphism between the fusion systems A and B associated with
(D,e') and (E, f'), cf. Theorem [[T.2] and since P is centric in the fusion system .4,  must be centric in the
fusion system B. Applying now Proposition [£.3] the claim follows. Thus, Z is a defect group of OC(e ® f*).
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Let U be an indecomposable OC-module appearing in w’. We will show that Z’ is a vertex of U. In fact, let
X < C denote a vertex of U. Since A(P, v, Q) acts trivially on every indecomposable OY -module appearing in
w, the group Z’ acts trivially on U. Thus, Z’ < X. Moreover, X must be a twisted diagonal subgroup of Z,
since Z is the unique defect group of OC(e ® f*). This implies X = Z’.

Since OC(e ® f*) has the central defect group Z, Proposition E8[(b) implies that there exists a unique
p-permutation OC(e® f*)-module N’ with vertex Z’. Thus, by the previous paragraph, there exists ¢ € Z with
w' =¢[N'] € T(OC). Since Lemma [[0.3] implies that ko (w') = ¢[K @ N'] is an isometry between K[Cg(P)]e
and K[Cy (E)]f, we obtain ¢ € {+1}. Moreover, by Proposition .8(b), the p-permutation OC(e ® f*)-module
V= Infg/ZDefg/Z(N’) has the property that F' ®o V' is the unique simple FC(e ® f*)-module. Note also
that F' ®p V' can be viewed as the unique simple F[C/Z]n(e ® f*)-module, where 7: OC — O[C/Z] denotes
the canonical map OC — O[C/Z]. Since O[C/Z]n(e ® f*) is a block of defect 0 (see Proposition [L8(a)), the
KC(e® f*)-module K®e V' is simple, namely the inflation of the unique simple K[C'/Z]7 (e ® f*)-module. This
establishes all the statements in Part (a).

(b) Since Z' < A(P,v,Q), Z' acts trivially on any indecomposable OY-module appearing in w. Using
Z =27"-(Z(P) x {1}) and Proposition [6.7(d), we obtain

¢ =infy defy 7 (w) = nfy ) z(pyx (1) defy ) (2(p)x 11y (W) = [O[Ca(P)/Z(P)Je] Y*Z T (32)
in T(OY (e® f*)), where € denotes the image of e under the canonical map O[Cq(P)] — O[Cq(P)/Z(P)]. Note
that Y« Y° = A(I) - (Ca(P) x Ca(P)) by Lemma 2:2(a) and Proposition IT.Il We claim that the character of
the O[A(I) - (Cq(P) x Cg(P))]-module O[C¢(P)/Z(P)]e in B2) is irreducible. In fact, since O[Cq(P)]e has
central defect group Z(P), O[Ca(P)/Z(P)]e is a block of defect 0. Thus, K[Cq(P)/Z(P)Je is an irreducible
(K[Ce(P)/Z(P)]e,K[Cs(P)/Z(P)]é)-bimodule and via inflation an irreducible K[Cqs(P) x Cg(P)](e ® e*)-
module, which is a fortiori irreducible as K[A(T) - (Cq(P) x Cg(P))]-module. Now, [B2) and Lemma [T3imply
that ky () =&’ - [W], for some €’ € {1} and some simple KY (e ® f*))-module W. Since clearly

resginf%zdefg/z = infg/Zdefg/Zresg: T(OY) - T(00),

we have res(() = infg/zdefg/zresg(w) = infg/zdefg/z(w’) = ¢[V’] and therefore resl(¢'[W]) =
rest (ky (€)) = ko (resi(€)) = ek V'] = e[K ®o V’]. This implies that ¢/ = ¢ and establishes Statement (i) of
Part (b). Moreover, we have resl (dy ((W])) = dc(res& ([W])) = de([K @0 V']) = [F ®0 V'] € R(FC). Since
F ®p V' is an irreducible FC(e ® f*)-module, the previous equation implies that dy ([W]) = [W], for some
irreducible FY (e ® f*)-module W. This completes the proof of Part (b).

(¢) By Lemma [[31] the block algebra OY (e ® f*) has defect group Z - A(P, 1, @), a normal subgroup of Y.
Thus, by [NT89, Theorems V.8.7(ii) and V.8.10], O[Y/Z - A(P, v, Q)]r(e ® f*) is a sum of blocks of defect 0,
where 7: OY — O[Y/Z - A(P, ¢, Q)] denotes the canonical homomorphism. Since A(P, ), Q) acts trivially on
every indecomposable QY -module appearing in w, we have

¢= inf)t/zdefg/z (@) = inf}t/Z-A(P,qp,Q)defg/Z-A(P,w,Q) @),

where defg/Z,A(PﬁwﬁQ) (W) e T(F[Y/Z-A(P,%,Q))]) is a Z-linear combination of classes of simple p-permutation
modules.This property is preserved under inflation, so that also ¢ is a Z-linear combination of classes of simple
p-permutation F'Y-modules. But since ny (¢) = [W], we obtain that W is a simple p-permutation FY (e ® f*)-
module and that ¢ = ¢[W] in T(FY (e ® f*)).

Since every indecomposable FY-module appearing in @ € T(FY) has vertex A(P,¢,Q) and
inf}}j/zdefg/z(w) = ( = ¢[W] € T(FY), Proposition EE7|(b) implies that @ = ¢[N| € T(FY (e ® f*)) for an
indecomposable p-permutation FY (e ® f*)-module N with vertex A(P,,Q). Let N be the indecomposable
p-permutation OY (e® f*)-module corresponding to N. Then w = e[N] and N’ = Res{,(N), since w’ = resy (w).
This completes the proof of the proposition.

Next we show that p-permutation equivalences ‘preserve’ Kiilshammer-Puig classes.
13.4 Theorem Let A be a block of OG, B a block of OH, and vy € T2(A, B). Further, let (A(P, 4, Q),e®f*) €

BPo(v) and suppose that Z(P) is a defect group of the block O[Cg(P)le. Then Z(Q) is a defect group
of the block O|Cy(Q)]f, by Theorem and the preservation of centric subgroups. Set I := Ng(P,e),
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I:=1/PCq(P), J := Nu(Q,f), and J := J/QCy(Q). Furthermore, let x € H*(I,F*) and X € H*(J,F*)
denote the Kiilshammer-Puig classes of (P,€) and (Q, f), respectively. Then

A=7"(k) € H*(J,F*),
where 7j: J = I is induced by the isomorphisms in Proposition[IT.1 and 77* := H?(7j, F¥).

Proof Let M denote the unique simple F[PCq(P)]e-module and let N denote the unique simple F[QCr(Q)]f*-
module. Then, by B8 & is the Schur class of M with respect to PCg(P) < I, and A~! is the Schur class of N
with respect to QCx(Q) < J. Set C := Cg(P) x C(Q), Y := Ny 7 (A(P,),Q)) and Y :=Y (P x Q) < I x J.
By Proposition [Tl and Lemma [[T7, it suffices to show that the irreducible F[C'(P x Q)]-module M ® r N can
be extended to Y.

By Proposition [3.2(b), there exists an irreducible FY (e ® f*)-module W (it is denoted by W there) such
that Res} (W) = M ® N. Consider the canonical isomorphism Y /(P x Q) = Y/Y N (P x Q) and note that
YN(PxQ)=(Z(P)x Z(Q))A(P,¢,Q) is a normal p-subgroup of Y and therefore acts trivially on W. Using

the above isomorphism we see that W extends to an FY-module W. Then, Resg(PXQ)(W) = M ® N, since

P x Q acts trivially on W and on M ® N and since Resg(VV) = Resi (W) =2 M ® N. Thus, the I x J-stable
simple F[C(P x @)]-module M ® N can be extended to Y and the proof is complete. N

14 The maximal module of a p-permutation equivalence

Throughout this section we assume that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F) is
large enough for G and H. Further, we assume that A is a block algebra of OG, that B is a block algebra of
OH, and that v € T2(A, B) is a p-permutation equivalence.

We will take a closer look at the Brauer pairs (and therefore vertices) of the indecomposable modules
appearing in v. We establish that there is a unique indecomposable module M appearing in ~ such that
BPo(M) =BPo(y) and BPo(M) D BPo(N) for all other indecomposable modules N appearing in . More-
over, we show that the Brauer construction of M with respect to a vertex of M yields a p-permutation bimodule
that induces a Morita equivalences between the Brauer correspondents of A and B.

All results and definitions in this section have obvious analogues if A and B are block algebras over F.

14.1 Theorem Up to isomorphism, there exists a unique indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule M appearing in ~y
whose vertex is of the form A(D, ¢, E) where D is a defect group of A. Moreover, the multiplicity of [M] in
equals 1 or —1.

Proof Euxistence: Let (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*) € BPo(y) be a maximal v-Brauer pair. Then, by Theorem [[0.11]c),
D is a defect group of A. Since ey(A(D,¢,E))f # 0, there exists an indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule M
appearing in v with eM (A(D, ¢, E)) f # {0}. Thus, (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*) € BPo(M) and A(D, ¢, E) is contained
in a vertex of M, by Proposition 5.3l Since M belongs to the block A ® B* with defect group D x E and M
has twisted diagonal vertex, A(D, ¢, E) must be a vertex of M.

Uniqueness: Let N be an indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule appearing in v which has a vertex of the form
A(D, b, E), where D is a defect group of A. We will show that N is isomorphic to M from above. Choose
block idempotents é and f of OCq(D) and OCy(E), respectively, such that (A(D, o, E)é® f*) is a maximal
N-Brauer pair. By Lemma [I0.7 and Proposition [0.8[(i) < (iv), (A(D,(JB, E)é® f*) is a ~-Brauer pair.
Moreover, (D,é) is a maximal A-Brauer pair and Theorem I0I1(c) implies that (A(D, ¢, E),é ® f*) is a
maximal y-Brauer pair. By Theorem T0.11(b) and Proposition53(c), we may choose (A(D, ¢, E),é® f*) to be
equal to (A(D, ¢, E),e ® f*). By Lemma [@.3(a), the coefficients of [M] (resp. [N]) in v equals the coefficient
of [eM(A(D, 6, F) ] (resp. eN(A(D, ¢, E))f) in e3(A(D, 6, E))f € T(FNexu(A(D, 6, E),e® f*)). But, by
Proposition [[3.2(c), the element e¥(D, ¢, E)f € T(FNgxu(A(D, ¢, E),e ® f*)) is of the form ¢ - [L] for some
¢ € {£1} and some indecomposable FNgx g (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*))-module L. Thus, since both eM (A(D, ¢, E)) f
and eN(A(D, ¢, E))f appear in ey(A(D, ¢, E))f, we have

eM(A(D,¢,E))f = L=eN(A(D,¢,E))f.

Now, Proposition [5.4] implies that M = N. Finally, the above statement about multiplicities implies that the
multiplicity of M in +y is equal to e. 0
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14.2 Definition The module M from Theorem [[4.1] is called the mazimal module of v and its multiplicity
e € {£1} in v is called the sign of .

14.3 Theorem Let N be an indecomposable (A, B)-bimodule appearing in v and let M be the maximal module
of v. Then BPo(N) C BPo(M) = BPo(y). If M % N then BPo(N) C BPo(M). In particular, every vertex
of N is contained in a vertex of M, with strict containment if N % M.

Proof By Lemma [[0.7 we have BPo(N) C BPo(v). To see that BPo(M) = BPo(y), it suffices to show
that the maximal y-Brauer pairs and the maximal M-Brauer pairs coincide, see Proposition £.3|(b) and The-
orem [[0.ITNa). If (A(D,¢,E),e ® f*) is a maximal M-Brauer pair then it is a v-Brauer pair by the first
statement, and even a maximal y-Brauer pair by Theorem [[0.I1lc). Conversely, if (A(D, ¢, FE),e ® f*) is a
maximal y-Brauer pair then by the existence part of the proof of Theorem [I4.1] it is also an M-Brauer pair, and
by the already established inclusion also a maximal M-Brauer pair. Finally, if M 22 N, then, by the definition
of M, the vertices of N have smaller order than the vertices of M so that the inclusion BPo(N) C BPo(M) is
proper. N

14.4 Proposition Let (A(D, ¢, E),e ® f*) be a maximal ~v-Brauer pair, let M be the maximal module of ~,
and let Ca(D) < S < Ng(D,e) and Cy(FE) < T < Ng(E, f) be intermediate groups that correspond under
the isomorphism in Proposition ITIl Let L € o[ng, 4 (A(D,s,E))triv be the Green correspondent of M. Then
the p-permutation (FSe, FT f)-bimodule

SxT *
Imd (a(pg.m) ((e® fF)L)
induces a Morita equivalence between OSe and OT f.

Proof This follows immediately from Theorem T4 noting that ey(A(D,¢,E))f = z[le ® f*)L] €
T(ONgxu(A(D, ¢, E),e ® f*)) by Proposition B3] (¢), Theorem [[Z41] and Theorem [[4:3]

14.5 Theorem Let A(D, ¢, E) be a vertex of the maximal module M of v and let A’ (resp. B’) be the block
algebra of ONg(D) (resp. ONg(E)) that is in Brauer correspondence with A (resp. B) via Brauer’s First
Main Theorem. Furthermore, let L € o[Ng,y(A(D,¢,E))trV be the Green correspondent of M. Then the
p-permutation (A’, B')-bimodule

Ne(D)x Ny (E)
InngxH(A(S,qa,E))(L) (33)

induces a Morita equivalence between A’ and B’.

Proof There exist block idempotents e of OCg (D) and f of OCy (E) such that (A(D, ¢, E), e® f*) is a maximal
M-Brauer pair and therefore a maximal v-Brauer pair by Theorem[I4.3l Set I := Ng(D,e) and J := Ny (E, f).
By Proposition [44] the p-permutation (ONg(D,e), ONg(E, f))-bimodule Indfvxli"(A(qubyE))((e ® f*)L) in-

duces a Morita equivalence between Ole and OJ f. Moreover, if ¢’ (resp. f’) denotes the identity element of A’
(resp. B’) then the (ON¢g(D)e’, OIe)-bimodule ONg(D)e = ¢/ ONg(D)e (resp. the (OJ f, ONg (FE) f')-bimodule
fONg(FE) = fONg(E)f") induces a Morita equivalence between ON¢g(D)e’ = A’ and OIe (resp. between OJ f
and ONg(E)f' = B’). Thus, the (A", B’)-bimodule

ONG(D)e ®ore Indy |\ (p 6.y ((€® f)L) @05 FONH(E)
induces a Morita equivalence between A’ and B’. However, the latter (A’, B’)-bimodule is isomorphic to

Na(D)x Ny (E) T o TN (D)X Np (E) Nexu(A(D,¢,E)) .
IndNIGXJ(A(D%)E))((e@f )L) :InngXH(A(;@E))Ind]vfxﬁA(D)¢)E)) ((e® f*)L)

which is isomorphic to the (A’, B')-bimodule in ([33]), since Indxf:ﬁ(f(g?ff);) ((e® f*)L) = L. N
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15 Connection with isotypies and splendid Rickard equivalences

Throughout this section we assume that G and H are finite groups and that the p-modular system (K, O, F) is
large enough for G and H. Further, we assume that A is a block algebra of OG, that B is a block algebra of OH.
We will establish that a splendid Rickard equivalence between A and B induces a p-permutation equivalence

between A and B and that a p-permutation equivalence between A and B induces an isotypy between A and
B.

15.1 Definition A splendid Rickard equivalence between A and B is a bounded chain complex C, of p-
permutation (A, B)-bimodules satisfying the following properties:

(i) For every n € Z, the vertices of indecomposable direct summands of C,, are twisted diagonal subgroups
of G x H.

(ii) One has Ce® g C? = A in the homotopy category of chain complexes of (A, A)-bimodules and C¢® 4 Cy =
B in the homotopy category of chain complexes of (B, B)-bimodules. Here, A denotes the chain complex with
only one non-zero term A in degree 0, and C{ denotes the O-dual of the chain complex C,.

The proof of the following theorem can be easily adapted from the proof of [BX08, Theorem 1.5].

15.2 Theorem If C, is a splendid Rickard equivalence between A and B then

v = 3 (1G] € TA(A, B)

neZ
is a p-permutation equivalence between A and B.

Next we will show that p-permutation equivalences induce isotypies. The following definition is due to Broué,
cf. Definition 4.6 and the subsequent Remark 2 in [Br90] and Definition 2.1 in [Br95].

15.3 Definition An isotypy between A and B consists of the following data:
e Maximal Brauer pairs (D, e) € BPo(A) and (E, f) € BPo(B);

e an isomorphism ¢: E = D which is also an isomorphism between the fusion system B of B associated to
(E, f) and the fusion system A of A associated to (D, e); and

e a family of perfect isometries pg € R(KCq(¢(Q))es0): KCu(Q)fq), @ < E, where fg denotes the unique
block idempotent of OCy(Q) with (Q, fo) < (E, f) and, for P < D, ep denotes the unique block idempotent
of OCqs(P) with (P,ep) < (D, e).

These data are subject to the following conditions:
(i) (Equivariance) For every Brauer pair (A(P, %, Q),ep®f5) < (A(D, ¢, E),e®f*) and every (g,h) € Gx H
such that also (g’h)(A(P,w,Q),ep ® f5) < (A(D, ¢, E), e ® f*), one has @Mug = gy

(ii) (Compatibility) For every Q < E and every y € Cg(Q), setting P := ¢(Q), z := ¢(y), Q" := Q{y), and
P’ := P{x), the diagram
R(ECH(@Q)fq) —% KR(KCa(P)er)

(v,fq") (z,epr)
de (@) de(py

RIFCH(@)fo) —95 KR(FCo(P)er)

commutes, where Ig denotes the K-linear extension of the group homomorphism 1[,, =
HQ ;= R(KCH(Q)fqg) — R(KCg(P)ep); cf. BIlb),(c),(d) for notation and Remark B4Ye) for the bot-

tom map in the above diagram.

15.4 Theorem Let v € T2(A, B) be a p-permutation equivalence between A and B and let (A(D, ¢, E),e ®
f*) € BPo(v) be a maximal y-Brauer pair. For every P < D (resp. Q < E) let (P,ep) € BPo(A)
(resp. (Q, fq) € BPo(B)) denote the unique Brauer pair with (P,ep) < (D, e) (resp. (Q, fo) < (E, f)).

45



Then the data (D, e), (E, f), ¢, and, for QQ < E, the restriction pg to Ca(#(Q)) x Cu(Q) of the element

es@MAB(Q), ¢, Q)) fq € RIKNexu(A(A(Q), ¢, Q) es(q) ® [3))
form an isotypy between A and B.

Proof By Theorem [[0I1{c), (D,e) is a maximal A-Brauer pair and (E, f) is a maximal B-Brauer pair. By
Theorem the isomorphism ¢: E = D is an isomorphism between the fusion system B of B associated to
(E, f) and the fusion system A of A associated to (D, e). Let Q < F and set P := ¢(Q). Then (A(P,¢,Q),ep®
1) < (A(D, ¢, E),e® f*) (see Remark [0.2(c)) and, by Theorem [0.11a), (A(P, ¢, Q),ep @ f5) is a y-Brauer
pair. Now, Proposition [T.9(a), implies that ug is a perfect isometry between KCq(P)ep and KCy(Q)fo-
Therefore the data have the required properties.

To see that the perfect ismometries pg, @@ < E, satisfy the equivariance axiom (i), let Q < E, P := ¢(Q),
and (g,h) € G x H such that

@MA(P,6,Q),ep ® [5) < (A(D, ¢, E),e @ f*). (34)
In order to prove that (g’h)uQ = Birgys it suffices to show that
ISAP.6,Q) ep ® 15) = T(AWB("Q), 6. "Q) ey ) @ Fiy)- (35)

Since the Brauer construction commutes with conjugation, the left hand side is equal to 7( (9 ’h)(A(P, ?,Q),ep®
f5)) and AP, 6,Q),ep® f5) = (A(P,cgéci ', "Q), %ep @ "(f5)). Moreover, by (@) and Remark [0.%(c),
we obtain A(YP,c 0crt, "Q) = A(o("Q), 6, "Q), (P, %ep) < (D,e), and ("Q, "fo) < (E, f). Thus, 9P =
(gﬁ(hQ)7 Yep = €(7p) = €y’ and th = f( hgy- This establishes Equation (33]).

Finally, we show that the perfect isometries pg, @ < E, satisfy the compatibility axiom (ii). Let @ < E
and y € Cp(Q) and set P = §(Q), = := 8(y), Q' == Qy), and P’ := Pz) = 6(Q).

Let 7o € TA(OCg(P)ep, OCH(Q)fq) denote the restriction of epy(A(P, ¢,Q))fg to Co(P) x Cr(Q) and
let yg' be defined similarly. Recall from [BX08| 2.1] the definition of a linear source OG-module and its associ-
ated representation group L(OG). Moreover, recall from [BX08, 2.3] the map —({z),z): L(OCg(P)ep) —
L(OCg(P")br(z(ep)). The map —({z),z)eps in the diagram below is defined as the composition of the
map —((z),x) with the natural projection from KL(OCg(P’)bri,(ep)) — KL(OCqg(P')epr), noting that
brizy(ep)epr = eps. Similarly, we define the map —({(y),y)fq. For any finite group X let nx: L(OX) —
T(FX) — R(FX) denote the composition of the homomorphism L(OX) — T(FX) induced by the functor
F ®o —: oxmod — pxmod and the map nx: T(FX) — R(FX) from the diagram in @Iic). Moreover,
kx: L(OX) - R(KX) will denote the homomorphism induced by the functor K ®» —: pxmod — gxmod.
Now consider the following diagram:

900
L(OCH(Q)fq) ———*—> L(OCa(P)ep)

M9 owi)
REKCHQ)fg) —— 25" RKCa(P)er)

W for) (@epr)
Aoy @) TPy |Yea(p)
/ T i e
KR(FCr(Q) o) —— @)y RR(FCo(P)ep)
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Note that the diagram in the compatibility axiom equals the front square diagram involving the two
generalized decomposition maps in the cube-like diagram. By Brauer’s induction theorem, the map
kew@): L(OCH(Q)fq) — R(KCH(Q)fq) is surjective. Therefore, it suffices to show that the front square
diagram commutes after precomposing with x¢,, (). It follows that the front square diagram commutes if the
left, right and ceiling square diagram in the cube-like diagram commute and the concatenation of the rear
and floor square diagrams commute. Clearly, the ceiling square of the cube (involving the k-maps) commutes.
Moreover, the left and right squares commute by Theorem 2.4 in [BX08]. Thus, it suffices now to show that
the concatenation of the rear square and the floor square commutes.
So let V' be an indecomposable linear source OC (Q) fo-module. We need to show that

VI ({).2) =37 - (forlV({).y)]) € KR(FCa(P)ep),

e pr
P (/YQ Cu(Q")

CH.(Q)

in the notation of [BX08§]. By the definition of —({x),z) and —((y),y) in [BX08| 2.3] it suffices to show that for
every 0 € Hom({x), O*), one has

er(iay o VD)0 =7 - aV(w).006). (36)

By a slight variation of Lemma 3.5(d) in [BX08], identifying (y) and (x) via ¢, we see that the left hand side of
Equation (30 is equal to

Z eP’%(A(<I>a¢a <y>)7ﬁ)

p.o€Hom((z),0%)
poo=0

FCH'(Q/)V(@% g0¢) € KR(FCg(P)epr),

where p is defined as p o p1 on A((z),¢,(y)). But since g is a virtual p-permutation module, one
has Fg(A({(z), ¢, (y)),p) = 0, unless p = 1 is the trivial homomorphism, and in this case one has
o (A((z), ¢, (W), 1) = Fo(A((z), ¢, (y))), the usual Brauer construction. Thus, the left hand side of Equa-
tion (B6]) is equal to
epQ(A((2), 0, () - [V({y),00¢)].
Cu(Q')

Since vg = epy(A(P, ¢, Q)) fo, Proposition B5(b) and Lemma 37 imply that
erTQ(A((z), ¢, (y)) = epbriay (ep)T(A(P', ¢, Q))bry (fo) = erT(A(P', ¢, Q")bre (fo) - (37)

Here we used that ep/bri,y(ep) = epbrp/(ep) = epr, since P < P’ and (P,ep) < (P',epr), see Proposi-
tion [4.2[(b). We claim that the last expression in [B7) is equal to epF(A(P’, ¢, Q")) fo . In fact, assume that f’
is a primitive idempotent of Z(OCx(Q')) such that epF(A(P’, ¢,Q"))f’ # 0. Then Corollary 10.9 implies that

there exists h € H such that (¢, (Q’, fo/)) = h((b, (@', 1) = (poc; t, (hQ', hf’)). But Q' = "Q’ and ¢ = poc;
imply that h € Cu(Q’), and we obtain fo = hf’ = f'. Moreover, since brg/(fq)fq' = fqr, the claim is proved.
Thus, the left hand side of Equation (36 is equal to

eP’W(A(P/7¢7Q/))fQ’ CH(Q’)[V(<y>79 © ¢)] )

as desired, and the proof is complete. 0
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