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elementary abelian defect group of rank 2
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Abstract

We consider the effect of performing an elementary equivalence as

defined by Okuyama on a group block of form F (Cp × Cp) ⋊ Cr , for

a field F of characteristic p. If I = {0, 1, 2, . . . r − 1} is the set of

residues corresponding to the simple modules of FCr, the elementary

equivalence is determined by a proper, non-empty subset I0 ⊂ I, and

the corresponding elementary tilting complex is completely determined

by I0.
We give a catalog of homogeneous maps between irreducible com-

ponents of the elementary tilting complex. When the subset I0 is an

interval, we prove that the maps in the catalog are sufficient to describe

all homogeneous maps between two irreducible components.

1 INTRODUCTION

This work concerns blocks over a field F of odd finite characteristic p, with
elementary abelian defect group D = Cp × Cp. We restrict to odd char-
acteristic because the case of C2 × C2 has been intensively studied. The
defect group Cp×Cp is the defect group with the next largest rank after the
well-studied case of cyclic defect group.

We are interested in the tilting theory of these blocks, trying to apply
some of the insights gathered from the cyclic defect case [R1, SZ2, SZ]. In
that case, every block can be obtained from a block with normal defect
group by a sequence of elementary tiltings known as mutations. Okuyama
[O] found some important group blocks as the result of a sequence of more
general elementary equivalences in the case p = 3. The Broué conjecture for
principal blocks when p = 3 was eventually proven by Koshitani and Kunugi
in [KK] but is still open for larger primes. Unfortunately, one of Okuyama’s
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central lemmas is less useful for primes p ≥ 5, so his method had not found
ready application to other primes.

A study of the blocks of subgroups of the groups in the Atlas of Simple
Groups [C] shows that most of the abelian defect groups are either cyclic
or of the form D = Cp × Cp, and all have a property we will define later
as being balanced. Furthermore, the Brauer correspondents of these blocks
are usually of the form D ⋊ Cr or D ⋊Dn. In this work, we are taking up
the first case, D ⋊ Cr and asking what sort of algebras can be reached by a
single elementary equivalence, as a function of the prime p and the number
r of simple modules in the original block of cyclic defect.

2 DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

2.1 Blocks with normal defect groups

The blocks with normal defect groups were studied in depth by several au-
thors [Lan], [RR], [Sw] and also [K]. We will review that part of the theory
which we need. By Brauer’s First Main Theorem, we know that there is a
one-to-one correspondence between the blocks B of FG with defect group
D, and the blocks b of FNG(D) with defect group D [CR]. In order to in-
vestigate the relationship between B and b we must know more about the
structure of the blocks of FNG(D). We restricted ourselves to Brauer corre-
spondents which are Morita equivalent as blocks to F [(Cp ×Cp)⋊H], with
H = Cr for r prime to p. We will show that we can choose a basis for the
radical of F [D] which are eigenvectors for the generator of Cr and we will
assume that the eigenvalues of the generators of this radical are inverse to
each other.

2.2 The quiver of a block

Let A be a K-algebra, where K is an algebraically closed field with A/Rad(A)
∼
−→

⊕

Mni
(K). Let f1, . . . , ft be a set of primitive idempotents, one from each

matrix block, and set
n′
ij = dim(fi(J/J

2)fj)

for J = Rad(A).

Definition 2.1. The quiver of A is the directed graph with t vertices, where
t is the number of simple modules, and n′

ij arrows from j to i. Then n′
ij is

the number of irreducible morphisms from j to i.

In [S], results were quoted showing that:
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1. The block idempotents of FH embed in FG.

2. Rad(FG) is generated by J = Rad(FD).

3. The action of H on D induces an action of H on J/J2 with character
χ, and there is an H-submodule N of J isomorphic to J/J2.

4. The quiver of G is the McKay graph D(H,χ) for the character χ of H.

Gerstenhaber and Schaps go on to show in [GS] that the H-module J/J2

can be embedded as a submodule of J of dimension d over F . If H is abelian,
it decomposes as a direct sum of one-dimensional submodules, so that we
can find a basis for J of idempotents for the action of H.

2.3 The McKay graph

In [M], McKay introduced a graph that he called the representation graph
and which later was called the McKay graph by Schaps, Shapira and Shlomo
in [SSS].

Let H be a finite group, and let F be a field of characteristic zero or
of positive characteristic p, p ∤ |H|. Let K be an extension of F which
is a splitting field for H. Let the character table of H be considered as
having entries in K. Let χ be a character of H, with kernel N . If θ1, . . . , θt
is the complete set of irreducible characters of H, and χ · θj is defined by
pointwise multiplication of the values for the various conjugacy classes, define
the natural number nij as the multiplicity of the constituent θi in the product
character χ · θj. Since the θi form an orthonormal basis, with respect to an
inner product ( -, -), this is given by nij = (θi, χ · θj).

Definition 2.2. If H is a finite group, K is a sufficiently large field of
characteristic prime to |H|, and χ is a K character of H, the McKay graph
D(H,χ) is the directed graph with

(i) t vertices labelled by the irreducible characters θ1, . . . , θt of H.

(ii) For each pair (θi,θj) of characters, nij arrows from θj to θi, where

nij = (θi, χ · θj).

In ([SSS], §3), it was shown that for a graph algebra of the form (Cd
p )⋊H,

where p ∤ |H|, the quiver was given by the McKay graph, and a method was
also given in [SSS] for writing down the relations on the Morita equivalent
basic algebra.
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2.4 The group algebra F [(Cp × Cp)⋊ Cr]

We now restrict to the case most common for non-cyclic defect, the case of
d = 2 and H = Cr, with r not divisible by p. By the results we quoted
from [GS], we can find two generators x and y for the radical J which are
eigenvectors for the action of Cr. There are many ways to choose a pair of
eigenvalues of the action of Cr, but what usually occurs in the examples is
that there is an automorphism that interchanges x with y, and the generator
of the Cr with its inverse, which means that the idempotent of y is the inverse
of the idempotent of x, so that the action of Cr on xy is trivial.

Definition 2.3. Let G = (Cp × Cp)⋊ Cr, and let x and y be generators of
J which are eigenvectors for the action of Cr. We will say that the action
is balanced if the eigenvalue of the action of Cr on x is the inverse of the
eigenvalue of y.

Example 1. If H is C4 = 〈a〉, G = (C5 × C5)⋊ C4, where the generator a
of C4 acts on the generators c and d of C5 ×C5 by sending c to c2 and d to
d3. Let i ∈ F be a primitive 4th root of unity, with irreducible characters
θj(a

k) = i(j−1)k, where j = 1, . . . , 4 and k = 0, . . . , 3. Let eu, u = 1, . . . , 4,
be the idempotents of KC4. Set χ = θ2 + θ4. Then,

χ · θj = θj+1 + θj−1

where the indices are taken mod 4. Since 2 and 3 are primitive fourth roots
of unity modulo 5, we can choose the generators as follows

x = c+ 3c2 + 2c3 + 4c4

y = d+ 2d3 + 3d2 + 4d4.

Then a−1xa = c2+3c4+2c+4c3 = 2x and a−1ya = d3+2d4+3d+4d2 = 3y
The quiver of FG is given by

1•
))

��

•2ii

��
0•

))

HH

•3ii

HH

with the relations:
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xu(u+1) = euxeu+1

yu(u−1) = euyeu−1

x = x01 + x12 + x23 + x30

y = y10 + x03 + x32 + x21

xy = yx

x5 = 0, y5 = 0

2.5 The structure of the projective indecomposable modules

Pt for F [(Cp × Cp)⋊ Cr]

Since Cr is abelian, the simple modules of FG, which correspond to the
simple modules of FCr, are one-dimensional. They bijectively correspond to
the idempotents of FCr. Using the fact that powers of ξ and a can be taken
modulo r, we recall that the central idempotents of FCr are given by

et =
1

r

r−1
∑

i=0

ξ−itai, t = 0, . . . , r − 1.

We consider one particular idempotent et and its projective module Pt. We
first consider the vector space St = 〈et〉, and show that it is a one-dimensional
Cr-module under multiplication in FCr.

a · et =
1

r

r−1
∑

i=0

ξ−itai+1

= ξt ·
1

r

r−1
∑

i=0

ξ−(i+1)tai+1

= ξtet.

By §2.3, for A = FG, the projective modules are Pt = FGet. If J =
Rad(FD) and I = Rad(FG) = JFG then Rad(Pt) = I ∩ Pt and St =
Pt/Rad(Pt) is the simple module corresponding to et.

We have assumed that the characteristic of F is p. Since D
∼
−→ Cp ×Cp,

FD = F [x, y]/(xp, yp). Since Cr is an abelian group and p ∤ r we set FCr =
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⊕Fet. The structure of these blocks is treated in [Lan], [Sw], [K], [RR]. Our
notation follows that of [GS] in the simpler case where there is no inertial
subgroup. We know that the dimension of FD is p2 and there is a basis xiyj.
The module can be represented as a diamond of length p on each side.

2.6 Derived equivalence

We fix an abelian category C and we denote by Ch(C) the category of cochain
complexes of objects of C. The differentials of the complex are morphisms
{dn : Cn → Cn+1} satisfying dn+1 ◦ dn = 0. For any given complex C•, the
cocycles Zn(C•), coboundaries Bn(C•), and cohomology modules Hn(C•) =
Zn(C•)/Bn(C•) are defined as in such standard texts as [W].

Definition 2.4. A morphism f• : C
• → D• of cochain complexes is called a

quasi-isomorphism if the induced maps Hn (C•) → Hn(D•) are all isomor-
phisms.

Definition 2.5. A cochain complex C is called bounded if almost all the Cn

are zero. The complex C is bounded below if there is a bound a such that
Cn = 0 for all n < a. The cochain complexes which are partially or fully
bounded form full subcategories Chb, Ch+, Ch−of Ch(C).

Definition 2.6. The derived category of an abelian category C is the cate-
gory obtained from Ch(C) by adding formal inverses to all the quasi-isomorphisms
between chain complexes. It is called the bounded derived category and de-
noted Db(C) if we consider only bounded complexes. A derived equivalence

between two abelian categories is an equivalence of categories between their
derived categories.

Definition 2.7. We say that a chain map f : C → D is null homotopic if
there are maps sn : Cn → Dn+1 such that f = ds+ sd.

Definition 2.8. Two chain maps f, g : C → D are chain homotopic if their
difference f − g is null homotopic, in other words, if f − g = sd + ds for
some s. The maps {sn} are called a homotopy from f to g. We say that
f : C → D is a homotopy equivalence if there is a map g : D → C such that
g ◦f is chain homotopic to the identity map idC and f ◦g is chain homotopic
to the identity map idD.
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2.7 Tilting complexes

We now consider complexes T of projective left modules over an associative
ring R. The notation T [n] denotes the complex that is isomorphic to T as a
module but in which the gradation has been shifted n places to the left and
the differential is the shift of the differential multiplied by (−1)n.

For any ring R, let Db(R) be the derived category of bounded complexes of
R-modules.

Definition 2.9. Let R be a Noetherian ring. A bounded complex T of
finitely generated projective R-modules is called a tilting complex if:

(i) HomDb(R) (T, T [n]) = 0 whenever n 6= 0.

(ii) For any indecomposable projective P , define the stalk complex to be
the complex P . : 0 → P → 0. Then every such P . is in the triangulated
category generated by the direct summands of direct sums of copies of
T.

A complex T satisfying only (i) is called a partial tilting complex.

Definition 2.10. Fix an abelian category C and the category of cochain
complexes Ch(C). For two complexes X and Y denote by Z(X,Y ) the set
of morphisms from X to Y which are homotopic to zero. The collection of all
Z(X,Y ) forms a subgroup of HomC(C)(X,Y ). Denote by K(C) the quotient
category, i.e. K(C) is the category having the same objects as Ch(C) but
with morphisms

HomK (C)(X,Y ) = HomCh(C )(X,Y )/Z(X,Y ),

so that two homotopic maps are identified. The quotient category K(C) is
called the homotopy category, and a homotopy equivalence between com-
plexes is an isomorphism in the homotopy category. For an abelian category
C, K−(C) is the homotopy category of right bounded complexes in C, and
similarly one can define K+(C).

The derived category is not an abelian category, but it is a triangulated
category. The original theory of tilting concerned modules called tilting
modules. Happel, in [H] showed that if there was a tilting between two
algebras Λ and Γ, it induced a functor which was an equivalence of their
derived bounded categories. Rickard [R1] then proved a converse when tilting
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modules were replaced by tilting complexes, namely, that there is a tilting
complex T over Λ with endomorphism ring EndDb(Λ)(T )

op ∼= Γ.

Let Λ−Proj be the abelian category of projective Λ-modules. Let Sum−T
be the additive category of all the direct sums of copies of T (as a full
subcategory of K−(Λ − Proj)). From Lemma 3.3.1 of [KZ2] we have that
K−(Γ − Proj) is equivalent to K− (Sum− T ) as triangulated categories.
Thus, every tilting complex can be transformed into a projective complex,
and to calculate the required endomorphism ring of the tilting complex, it
will be sufficient to find chain maps between the components of the tilting
complex which are not homotopic to zero.

2.8 Elementary equivalences

Of particular importance in this work are the elementary equivalences, which
go back to the work of Rickard [R2] and Okuyama [O].

Definition 2.11. Let A be a finite-dimensional basic algebra, with projec-
tive modules Pj , j ∈ I.

Fix a subset I0 ⊂ I. For any i ∈ I we define a complex by

Ti =











(0th) (1st)

Pi −→ 0 i ∈ I0

Qi
πi−→ Pi i ∈ I − I0

where Qi
πi−→ Pi is a minimal projective presentation of the minimal kernel

with quotient having only simples from I − I0. Now we define T := �i∈ITi.
The algebra elementary eqivalent of A through T is is A′ ∼= (EndDb(A) T )

op.

2.9 Homogeneous maps

To each i ∈ I, we can associate an idempotent ẽi with 1A=
e
∑

i=1
ẽi.

Definition 2.12. For i, j ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1} let Pi = AeiPj = Aej . The map
f : Pi → Pj is homogeneous if f(ei) = ǫxkyℓej for integers 0 ≤ k, ℓ ≤ p−1,
ǫ ∈ F .

Definition 2.13. Let

f :
r
⊕

i=1

Pi →
r
⊕

j=1

Pk.
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Then f will be called homogeneous if every component in
⊕r

i,k=1Hom(Pi, Pk)
is a homogeneous map fik : Pi → Pk as in Definition 2.12.

Definition 2.14. Let l• be the chain map:

⊕m
i=1 Pµi

{dit} //

{bij}

��

⊕k
t=1 Pκt

{ftu}

��
⊕n

j=1 Pνj

{cju} //
⊕ℓ

u=1 Pλu

We say that l• is homogeneous if every vertical and horizontal map is
homogeneous as in Definition 2.13 , and for every pair (i, u) and for all j and
t we get

k
∑

t=1

ftu ◦ dit =

n
∑

j=1

cju ◦ bij

Definition 2.15. A tilting complex T =
⊕r

i=1 Ti over A is called homoge-
neous if each component of the differentials is ±1 times a monomial in x, y
times the appropriate idempotent.

3 MAPS BETWEEN COMPONENTS OF AN EL-

EMENTARY TILTING COMPLEX

In order to describe the result of acting on the group algebra A = F [Cp ×
Cp)) ⋊ Cr] by an elementary equivalence, we must calculate the endomor-
phism ring of the tilting complex T =

⊕r
i=1 Ti. To simplify all calculations,

we will assume that the tilting complex T is homogeneous, a condition which
can be achieved using Lemma 3.2 below.

Let I = {0, 1, 2 . . . , r − 1} be arranged in a circle in the clockwise direc-
tion. Since I0 is non-empty, removing the points of I0 separates the circle
into a finite number of intervals J1, . . . , Jm which we will call arcs. For a
particular Ji, where 1 ≤ i ≤ m, we let ui be the first element of I0 in the
counter-clockwise direction and let vi be the first element of I0 in the clock-
wise direction. If I0 contains a single point w, we will have m = 1 and
u1 = v1 = w.
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We denote the r-residue of n ∈ Z by n̄. Any t ∈ I − I0 belongs
to an arc Ji = [ui + 1, . . . , t− 1, t, t+ 1, . . . , vi − 1] with the understand-
ing that 0 follows r − 1. The arc Ji is preceded by an interval Ii0 =
[vi−1, vi−1 + 1, . . . , ui − 1, ui] ⊆ I0 and followed by the interval Ii+1

0 .

Definition 3.1. If t, t̃ ∈ I both lie in one of the intervals Ii0, Ii+1
0 or Ji,

we will write t � t̃ to indicate t̃ either equals t or is subsequent to t in the
interval.

Lemma 3.1. If t, t̃ ∈ I both lie in Ji and s lies in Ii0, then

t̃− t+ t− s = t̃− s.

Similarly, if s ∈ Ii+1
0 , then

t̃− t+ s− t̃ = s− t.

Proof. Using the notation above, Ii0∪Ji can be written as an ordered interval
of length less than or equal to r. If v = vi−1 is the first element of Ii0, then
we renumber I by replacing each k ∈ I by k′ = k − v. If we identify s′, u′, t̃′,
which are residues, with the corresponding integers between 0 and r−1, then

we have s′ < t′ ≤ t̃′, so that t′−s′ = t′ − s′,t̃′−t′ = t̃′ − t′ and t̃′−s′ = t̃′ − s′.
Since the renumbering is just a cyclic permutation and does not affect the
residue of the differences between two residues, and since, as integers,

(t̃′ − t′) + (t′ − s′) = t̃′ − s′,

we obtain the desired result.

In this article, we fix one arc Ji and we determine all the irreducible maps
internal to the sets Ii0 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii+1

0 . If m = 1, there is just a single arc J1,
and a single complementary interval I0. Then the maps we will construct
will generate the entire endomorphism ring. We will leave to a sequel the
case where m > 1 . For simplicity of notations, we will write J = Ji,
u = ui, v = vi.

We first determine the maps between the projective modules in the block
of normal defect group.

Lemma 3.2. We have a group block F [(Cp ×Cp)⋊Cr] with indecomposible

projective modules P0, P1, . . . Pr−1. Suppose we are given a homogeneous map

Pi → Pk, for 0 ≤ i, k ≤ r − 1.
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1. If k − i < p then there are homogeneous maps f(ei) = xk−i+hr(xy)q,

where h is an integer satisfying 0 ≤ h ≤ p−1−k−i
r

and 0 ≤ q ≤ p− 1−
(k − i+ hr).

If i− k < p then there are homogeneous maps f(ei) = yi−k+hr(xy)q,

where h is an integer satisfying 0 ≤ h ≤ p−1−i−k
r

and 0 ≤ q ≤ p− 1−
(i− k + hr).

2. The homogeneous maps give a basis for the homomorphisms from Pi →
Pk thus we get

f(ei) = 1k−i<p

⌊ p−1−k−i

r
⌋

∑

h=0

⌊p−1−(k−i+hr)⌋
∑

q=0

ahq · x
k−i+hr(xy)qek

+1i−k<p

⌊ p−1−i−k

r
⌋

∑

h=0

⌊p−1−(i−k+hr)⌋
∑

q=0

bhq · y
i−k+hr(xy)qek.

Note that if r > p then h = 0.

Proof. 1. By standard arguments of representation theory, the image of ei
in Pk must be a linear combination of basis elements eix

sytek. Starting
with ek, if we multiply by x we get a basis element ek−1xek. If we repeat
this s times we get ek−sx

sek. The first time that ek−s = ei will be when
s = k − i. This can only occur if k − i < p; otherwise we get 0. If we
continue multiplying h times by xr we keep on returning to ei as long
as s = k − i+ hr < p. Multiplication by y is dual, giving the elements
ek+ty

tek. For the first time that ek+t = ei is when t = i− k and this
can only occur if i− k < p. If we continue multiplying h times by yr

we keep on returning to ei as long as t = i− k + hr < p.

If eix
sek 6= 0 then also eix

s(xy)qek 6= 0 as long as s+q ≤ p−1. Dually
if eiy

tek 6= 0 then also eiy
t(xy)qek 6= 0 as long as t+ q ≤ p − 1. Note

that if i = k there are maps f(ei) =
∑p−1

q=0 cq(xy)
qek.

2. The general homomorphism is a linear combination of the homoge-
neous maps we found in 1. We added the two characteristic functions
1k−i<p, 1i−k<p to indicate when part of the sum is zero.

We recall from Definition 2.11 that the irreducible components Ti are
of two different types dependent on i. If i ∈ I0, then Ti is a stalk complex,
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whereas if i ∈ I−I0, it is a complex with nonzero components in two degrees.
We will be working in the homotopy category of complexes of projective
modules and we will denote Ti by P ′

i when regarded as an element of the
homotopy category. What we will do is propose a catalog of irreducible maps
between the various P ′

i , and then demonstrate that a general homogenous
map from P ′

i to P ′
j can be written as a composition of maps in the catalog.

3.1 Catalog of intra-arc maps

We now list the irreducible maps from P ′
t to P ′

t′ for t, t′ in the interval
Ii0 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii+1

0 . The maps will generally be described by powers of x and y,
but we will also need the following special maps in the catalog:

Definition 3.2. Let t ∈ J in cyclic order, then the chain maps (ξ1, x), (ξ2, y)
are as follows

Pu ⊕ Pv

��
ξ1=





id 0
0 xy





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

x

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u+1

yv−t−1





// Pt+1

Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Pu ⊕ Pv

ξ2=





xy 0
0 id





OO




xt−u+1

yv−t−1





// Pt+1

y

OO

• A Adjacent maps.

For each arc J , as defined at the beginning of §3, there is a sequence
of maps, whose properties depend on the relative sizes of r and p and
the location of I0 ⊂ I. The maps we will give are all well-defined and
not homotopic to zero.

Case 1: If | J |≥ 2(p − 1), maps as in Diagram 1.

Case 2: If p− 1 ≤| J |< 2(p − 1), maps as in Diagram 2.

Case 3: If 1 ≤| J |< p− 1, maps as in Diagram 3.

12



Diagram 1: j = |J |+ 1; j > 2(p− 1)

Pvi−1

Pu−1

x
		

Pu

y

II

xy

%%

Pu

id

OO

x //

id
��

Pu+1

x
��

Pu

xy

II

x2
// Pu+2

y

II

Pu
xp−1

// Pu+(p−1)

x
��

Pu+p

y

JJ

Pv
yp−1

//

xy

��

Pv−(p−1)

x

��
Pv

yp−2
//

id

II

Pv−(p−2)

y

JJ

Pv
y //

id
		

Pv−1

Pv

x
		

xy

99

Pv+1

y

II

Pui+1
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Diagram 2: j = |J |+ 1; p− 1 < j ≤ 2(p − 1)

Pvi−1

Pu−1

x

��
Pu

y

II

(

xy 0
)

��

Pu

id

OO

x //

id

��

Pu+1

x

��
Pu

xy

II

x2
// Pu+2

y

II

Pu
xj−p

//

(

id 0
)

��

Pu+(j−p)

x

��
Pu ⊕ Pv

µu=





xy
0





II

(x
j−(p−1)

yp−1 )
//

ξ1

��

Pu+(j−p)+1

y

JJ

x

��
Pu ⊕ Pv

ξ2

II

(x
j−p+2

yp−2 )
// Pu+(j−p)+2

y

JJ

Pu ⊕ Pv

( xp−1

yj−(p−1))
//





0
xy



=νv

��

Pv−(j−p)−1

x

��
Pv

(

0 id
)

II

yj−p

// Pv−(j−p)

y

JJ

Pv
y2 //

xy

		

Pv−2

x

��
Pv

id

II

y //

id

��

Pv−1

y

II

Pv

x

		

(

0 xy
)

EE

Pv+1

y

II

Pui+1
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If j = p, the horizontal maps x, x2 . . . xj−p as well as y, y2 . . . yj−p

vanish and we get the left map of Diagram 3.

Diagram 3: j = |J |+ 1; 2 ≤ j ≤ p− 1

Pu

ǫu=
(

xy,−xj
)

��

Pu ⊕ Pv





id
0





OO

( x

yj−1)
//

ξ1
��

Pu+1

x
��

Pu ⊕ Pv

ξ2

II

( x2

yj−2)
// Pu+2

y

II

Pu ⊕ Pv

(x
j−2

y2 )
//

ξ1
��

Pv−2

x
��

Pu ⊕ Pv

ξ2

II

(x
j−1

y )
//





0
id





��

Pv−1

y

II

Pv

ǫv=
(

−yj, xy
)

CC

Pvi−1

Pu−1

x
��

Pu

y

II

xj

��
Pv

x
		

yj

AA

Pv+1

y

II

Pui+1

We recall that we denoted Ti in Definition 2.11 by P ′
i . For i, i+ 1 ∈ J

we denote by αi,i+1 : P ′
i → P ′

i+1 the appropriate adjacent map from
the diagrams, and by αi+1,i : P

′
i+1 → P ′

i the corresponding adjacent
map in the opposite direction.

We denote by αt,t̃ the composition of maps αt̃−1,t̃ ◦ . . . ◦ αt+1,t+2◦
αt,t+1 and by αt̃,t the composition αt+1,t ◦ · · · ◦ αt̃−1,t̃−2◦ αt̃,t̃−1.

For t, t+1 ∈ I0 we denote by γt,t+1 : Pt → Pt+1 and by γt+1,t : Pt+1 →
Pt multiplication by x or y respectively. When |Ii0| = 1 or |Ii+1

0 | = 1,

15



we have a map ǫt : P
′
t → P ′

t inherited from the self-map xy from Pt to
itself.

• B In addition, we have another set of self-maps which are maps from
Qt → Pt to itself which are not homotopic to zero. For t ∈ J ,

(B.1)
Pu ⊕ Pv

��





−d0(xy)
v−t d0x

v−u

0 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

(B.2)
Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 0

c0y
v−u −c0(xy)

t−u





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

We will show in the main theorem that when d0 + c0 = 0, the sum of
B.1 and B.2 is homotopic to zero. We have left the dual pair in the
catalog for convenience in decomposing other maps.

• C. Additional self-maps not necessarily irreducible

(C.1) Case of single projective in Qt: By Lemma 3.2, a complex with
Qt a single projetive can exist anly if j > p. It is usually a composition
of αt,t±1 and αt±1,t but it is convenient to refer to, and is actually
necessary to the catalog when j = p+ 1.

Pu

��
δ
q
u,t:(xy)

q

��

xt−u
// Pt

(xy)q

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt

Pv

��

δwv,t:(xy)
w

��

yv−t

// Pt

(xy)w

��
Pv

yv−t

// Pt

The chain map δqu,t is homotopic to zero when q ≥ u− t and δwv,t is
homotopic to zero when w ≥ v − t.

.
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(C.2) Case of double projective in Qt: j ≤ 2(p− 1)

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





(xy)q 0
(xy)q





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

(xy)q

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

As in the case of C.1, this is usually a composition of αt,t±1 and αt±1,t

which we include as a convenience, but it is actually irreducible and
needed in the catalog when j = 2. In order to consider the homotopy
relations, it is useful to consider the following linear combination of
B.1, B.2 and C.2:

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





(h0 − d0)(xy)
q d0(xy)

q−(v−t)xv−u

c0(xy)
q−(t−u)yv−u (h0 − c0)(xy)

q





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

h0(xy)q

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

If q < v − t then d0 = 0 and if q < t− u then c0 = 0. The map is
homotopic to zero only if b0 + c0 = h0 and then the homotopy is

T = (c0(xy)
q−(t−u)yt−u, d0(xy)

q−(v−t)xv−t).

(C.3) Case of double projective in Qt: j = v − u ≤ r and u− v = r−j.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 e0y
u−v+hr(xy)q2

f0x
u−v+hr(xy)q1 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

For e0 6= 0, the map is non-zero if 0 ≤ q1 ≤ p − 1 − u− v − hr

and well-defined if q1 ≥ p − t̃− v − hr. For f0 6= 0, it is non-zero if

0 ≤ q2 ≤ p − 1 − u− v − hr and well-defined if q2 ≥ p − u− t̃ − hr.
These occur for the maximal values of h

17



• D. When r < p, self-maps with double projectives.

(D.1)
Pu ⊕ Pv

��





xr 0
0 xr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

xr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

(D.2)
Pu ⊕ Pv

��





yr 0
0 yr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

yr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

(D.3) This is a special case, occuring only when r = 2j < p and h
is maximal with hr < p. We combine two linearly independent maps.
The map is well-defined for e0 6= 0 if hr + v − t ≥ p and well-defined
for f0 6= 0 if hr + t− u ≥ p.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 e0y
hr−j(xy)t−u

f0x
hr−j(xy)v−t 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

e0y
hr+f0x

hr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

• E. Chain maps with one vertical term zero.

(E.1) Chain maps with degree 0 term zero. Case of single projective
in Qt: which can exist just if j > p.

Pu

��
0

��

xt−u
// Pt

xt̃−t(xy)p−t−u‘

��
Qt̃

// Pt̃

Pv

��
0

��

yv−t̃

// Pt̃

yt̃−t(xy)p−v−t

��
Qt

// Pt

18



(E.2) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, single projective. We
assume j > p. For every w ∈ Ii0,t ∈ J , such that t− u ≤ j − p,
t− w ≤ p, we have the following, which we denote by βu

w : P ′
w → P ′

t .

Pw

��
xu−w(xy)p−(t−w)

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt

For every w ∈ Ii+1
0 , t ∈ J , such that v − t ≤ j − p, w − t ≤ p, we have

the following map, which we denote by βv
w : P ′

w → P ′
t .

Pw

��
yw−v(xy)p−(w−t)

��
Pv

yv−t

// Pt

(E.3) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, double projective. For
hr < p and every t ∈ J , such that hr + t− u ≥ p, or in the dual,
hr + v − t ≥ p.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





xhr 0
0 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 0
0 yhr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

(E.4) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, stalk complex to double
projective.

Pu

��

(

xhr 0
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt
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Well-defined if hr + t− u ≥ p.

Pv

��

(

0 yhr
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Well-defined if hr + v − t ≥ p.

(E.5) Maps of stalk complexes. Suppose the I−I0 contains more than
a single connected component, that r < p and that s = vi − ui+1 < p.
Maps from Pui+1 Pvi−1 given by xs or ys must be included in the catalog
in order that we can obtain self maps of Pw given by xr and yr. These
are similar to the maps xj and yj appearing in Diagram 3. If the
interval in I0 containing w consists of a single index, then the self-map
of Pw given by xy is irreducible.

4 Maps between components of an elementary tilt-

ing complex

In this section, we will prove the proposition justifying the listed maps given
in the catalog. In §3.1 the adjacent maps in A are irreducible, as are the
self-maps in B. Of the maps in C, the maps with the smallest powers of xy
are sometimes irreducible. When u+1 = v− 1 = t, the map C.1 with q = 1
is irreducible.

Proposition 4.1. We are given a group algebra F [Cp × Cp)) ⋊ Cr] and an

elementary equivalence determined by a subset I0 of the set of residues I. For

each interval Ji in I−I0, the set of maps in the catalog, whose nature depends

on the relative sizes of r and p and the location of I0, are all well-defined and

not homotopic to zero. All the maps internal to the set Ii0 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii+1
0 can be

written a linear combinations of compositions of maps in the catalog.

Proof. 1. The maps in the catalog are well-defined and not ho-
motopic to zero

We frequently use xp = yp = 0 as we mentioned before. All the maps
between two stalk complexes are well-defined by the definition of the
Brauer correspondent. Also, all the maps with zero at one end of the
main diagonal are well-defined.
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A. Diagram 1 We want to prove that all maps in Diagram 1 are well-
defined and to check homotopy to zero. Maps between stalk complexes
are already well-defined. Now we will check all maps between stalk
complexes and 2-complexes as follows:

The long arrow.

Pu

xy

��
Pu

xp−1
// Pu+(p−1)

Pv

xy

��
Pv

yp−1
// Pv−(p−1)

both maps are well-defined because

(xy) · xp−1 = y · xp = 0 and (xy) · yp−1 = x · yp = 0.

These maps are not homotopic to zero because they end with zero at
the upper end of the off-diagonal.

The following maps occur only in Diagram 1:

Pu+p

y

��
Pu

xp−1
// Pu+(p−1)

Pv−p

x
��

Pv
yp−1

// Pv−(p−1)

both maps are well-defined because one of the modules on the main
diagonal is zero. These maps are not homotopic to zero because the
diagonal maps are zero.

The following maps occur only in Diagram 1:

Pu
xp−1

// Pu+(p−1)

x
��

Pu+p

Pv
yp−1

// Pv−(p−1)

y

��
Pv−p

These maps are well-defined because xp = yp = 0 and they are not
homotopic to zero because one of the off-diagonal modules is the zero
module.
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This pair of dual maps occurs also in Diagram 2.

Pu

id
��

x // Pu+1

Pu

Pv
y //

id
��

Pv−1

Pv

Both maps are automatically well-defined because one main diagonal
module is zero and they are not homotopic to zero because of the
identity map.

Now we will consider all maps between two 2-complexes in Diagram 1.
These occur also in Diagram 2 when j > p + 1. We start with αt,t+1

and αt+1,t for Qt = Pu and dually, for Qt = Pv, where t, t+ 1 ∈ J

Pu

id
��

xt−u
// Pt

x
��

Pu
xt−u+1

// Pt+1

Pv
yv−t−1

//

id
��

Pt+1

y

��
Pv

yv−t

// Pt

They are well-defined because xt−u+1 ◦ id = x ◦ xt−u and dually yv−t ◦
id = y ◦yv−t−1. Maps that have a square containing a vertical identity
can never be homotopic to zero. In the second case:

Pu

xy
��

xt−u+1
// Pt+1

y
��

Pu
xt−u

// Pt

Pv
yv−t

//

xy
��

Pt

x
��

Pv
yv−t−1

// Pt+1

the chain maps are well-defined because xt−u ◦ xy = y ◦ xt−u+1 and
dually (xy) · yv−t−1 = yv−t · x. We want to prove that these maps are
not homotopic to zero. If we can find T : Pt+1 → Pu, then since the

horizontal map xt−u has a non-zero power of x, the composition with
T does not give y, and the case on the right is dual.

A. Diagram 2. Now we will look at Diagram 2 and consider maps
that do not occur in Diagram 1. We start with the long arrows in
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Diagram 2.

Pu

��

(

xy 0
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xp−1

yj−p+1





// Pv−j+p−1

Pv

��

(

0 xy
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xj−p+1

yp−1





// Pu+j−p+1

They are well-defined because xp−1 ◦ xy = 0 and dually yp−1 ◦ xy = 0.
Maps that have a zero module at one end of the off-diagonal can never
be homotopic to zero.

Pu ⊕ Pv

( xp−1

yj−p+1)
//





0
xy





��

Pv−j+p−1

x

��
T1

uu❥❥❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥

Pv
yj−p

// Pv−j+p

Pu ⊕ Pv




xy
0





��

(x
j−p+1

yp−1 )
// Pu+j−p+1

y

��
T2

uu❥❥❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥

Pu
xj−p

// Pu+j−p

In this case j > p. The chain maps are well-defined because (xy) ·
yj−p = xyj−p+1 and dually (xy) · xj−p = yxj−p+1. If j > p the maps
are not homotopic to zero because if T1 = xj−p+1 then xj−p+1yj−p 6= x
and dually, if T2 = yj−p+1, then yj−p+1xj−p 6= y.

Pu
(

id 0
)

��

xj−p
// Pu+j−p

x

��
Pu ⊕ Pv

(x
j−p+1

yp−1 )
// Pu+j−p+1

Pv
yj−p

//
(

0 id
)

��

Pv−j+p

y

��
Pu ⊕ Pv

( xp−1

yj−p+1)
// Pv−j+p−1

Again j > p. The chain maps are well-defined because xj−p·x = xj−p+1

and dually yj−p · y = yj−p+1. Maps that have a square containing a
vertical identity map can never be homotopic to zero.

Let j = v − u and t ∈ J .

Pu ⊕ Pv

��
ξ1=





id 0
0 xy





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

x

��vv♠♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠♠
♠

Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u+1

yv−t−1





// Pt+1

Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Pu ⊕ Pv

66♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠♠
ξ2=





xy 0
0 id





OO




xt−u+1

yv−t−1





// Pt+1

y

OO
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They are well-defined because

(

id 0
0 xy

)

·

(

xt−u+1

yv−t−1

)

=

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

· x

as well as the dual case. They are not homotopic to zero because if in
the map on the left, the first component of the homotopy is nonzero,
the composition with the horizontal map contains x2 and if the second
component is non-zero, the composition has a power of y. The other
map is dual.

A. Diagram 3. These maps occur in Diagram 3 when j ≤ p− 1 or in
Diagram 2 when j = p.

Pu

��

(

xy −xj
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xj−1

y





// Pv−1

Pv

��

(

−yj xy
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





x
yj−1





// Pu+1

The chain maps are well-defined because (xy) · xj−1 − xj · y = 0 and
dually −yj · x+ xy · yj−1 = 0. Maps which have a zero module at one
end of the off-diagonal can never be homotopic to zero.

Self-maps B. We now check well-defined for the maps in B.

For t ∈ J

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





−b0(xy)
v−t b0x

v−u

0 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 0

c0y
v−u −c0(xy)

t−u





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

For the first map, let a ∈ Pu and b ∈ Pv. We check the commutativity
of the square by diagram chasing.
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(a, b) ·

(

−b0(xy)
v−t b0x

v−u

0 0

)

·

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

= −ab0x
t−u(xy)v−t + ab0x

v−uyv−t = 0

For the second map

(a, b) ·

(

0 0

c0y
v−u −c0(xy)

t−u

)

·

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

= bc0x
t−uyv−u − bc0(xy)

t−uyv−t = 0

Now we will prove that B.1 is not homotopic to zero, and we will prove
while dealing with the maps of C that B.2 is homotopic to B.1.

For t ∈ J ,

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





−d0(xy)
v−t d0x

v−u

0 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��

T

xxqqq
qq
qq
qq
qq
qq
q

Pu ⊕ Pv 



xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

We need to find T : Pt → Pu ⊕ Pv and to check if
(

xt−u

yv−t

)

◦ T = 0

T ◦

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

=

(

−d0(xy)
v−t d0x

v−u

0 0

)

,

Let us take as our candidate for homotopy the map T : Pt → Pu ⊕ Pv

given by
(

e0y
t−u(xy)q1 f0x

v−t(xy)q2
)

. By Lemma 3.2, if r > p, this

is the only possibilty. From our calculations, it will be clear that even
if r < p, multiplying the components of T by various power of xr or yr

could not give the desired composition.

So, if we look at the bottom triangle

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

◦T 6= 0 unless e0+f0 = 0

and q1 + t− u = q2 + v − t. If v − t ≥ t− u, we set q2 = q, q1 =
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q + v + u− 2t. If t− u ≥ v − t, we set q1 = q, q2 = q + 2t− u− v.
Now we check the second condition for the case t− u ≥ v − t.

−d0(xy)
v−t = xt−ue0y

v−t(xy)q

which can only hold if e0 = −d0, t− u = v − t and q = 0. However,
if all those conditions hold, then we must have 0 = yv−te0y

t−u(xy)0,
which cannot be true because t− u+ v − t = j < p. The case v − t ≥
t− u is similar, using the second column of the matrix.

Self-maps C.

Most of the additional self-maps C.1 are compositions of adjacent maps
and therefore well-defined. If j = 2, the maps in C.1 are irreducible
but can be checked by inspection. In the case of a single projective,
we have compositions of adjacent maps up and down or down and up,
in the case of double projectives we have compositions of the maps in
Definition 3.2.

C.1: Case of single projective: j > p. For q < t− u, w < v − t, t ∈ J .

Pu

��
(xy)q

��

xt−u
// Pt

T

ww♣♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣

(xy)q

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt

Pv

��
(xy)w

��

yv−t

// Pt

T

ww♣♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣

(xy)w

��
Pv

yv−t

// Pt

When q ≥ t− u, we get a homotopy to the map on the left given
by T = (xy)q−t−uyt−u. When w ≥ v − t, we get a homotopy for the
second map given by T = (xy)w−v−tyv−t

C.2: Case of double projective: j ≤ 2(p−1) We only have to check our
claim that the map below is homotopic to zero if h0 = d0 + c0 and not
all the parameters are zero. We assume c0 6= 0, in which case q ≥ t− u
or else d0 6= 0, in which case q ≥ v − t.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





(h0 − d0)(xy)
q d0(xy)

q−(v−t)xv−u

c0(xy)
q−(t−u)yv−u (h0 − c0)(xy)

q





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

h0(xy)q

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

We define the homotopy map T : Pt → Pu ⊗ Pv by

(c0y
(t−u)(xy)q−t−u, d0x

v−t(xy)q−v−t)
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Then the bottom triangle yields (c0 + d0)(xy)
q and the upper triangle

yields the desired matrix, with c0 written for h0 − d0 and d0 written
for h0 − c0.

Self-maps D: When r < p, maps with double projective.

(D.1)
Pu ⊕ Pv

��





xr 0
0 xr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

xr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

well-defined because

(a, b) ·

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

· xr = axt−u · xr + byv−t · xr

On the other hand

(a, b) ·

(

xr 0
0 xr

)

·

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

= axr · xt−u + bxr · yv−t.

The case of (D.2) is dual.

(D.3) This is a special case, occuring only when r = 2j < p and
h is maximal with hr < p. The map is well-defined for f0 6= 0 if
hr + t− u ≥ p and is well-defined for e0 6= 0 if hr + v − t ≥ p.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 e0y
hr−j(xy)t−u

f0x
hr−j(xy)v−t 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

e0y
hr+f0x

hr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

A homotopy for the bottom triangle would be (f0x
hr−t−u, e0y

hr−v−t),
but this would not give the proper matrix when composing the upper
triangle.

E. Chain maps with vertical term zero.
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(E.1) Case of single projective in Qt: By Lemma 3.2, it can exist just
if j > p.

Pu

��
0

��

xt−u
// Pt

xt̃−t(xy)p−(t̃−u)

��
Qt̃

// Pt̃

Pv

��
0

��

yv−t̃

// Pt̃

yt̃−t(xy)p−(v−t)

��
Qt

// Pt

The maps are well-defined because all the powers of x, and, in the dual
case, y, vanish and we get zero as desired.

(E.2) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, stalk comples to single
projective.

Pw

��
xu−w(xy)p−(t−w)

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt

Pw

��
yw−v(xy)p−(w−t)

��
Pv

yv−t

// Pt

In the first of these, the horizontal map exists if j > p and 0 ≤ t− u ≤
j − p. The vertical map exists and is nonzero for every w ∈ Ii0,t ∈ J ,
such that t− w ≤ p. The map is well-defined because the composi-
tion of horizontal and vertical maps contains x to the power p. Maps
that have a zero module at one end of the off-diagonal can never be
homotopic to zero. The second map is dual, where w lies in Ii+1

0 .

(E.3) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, double projective. Well-

defined for hr < p and every t ∈ J , such that hr+ t̃− u ≥ p, or in the

dual, hr + v − t̃ ≥ p.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





xhr 0
0 0





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃
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Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 0
0 yhr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

0

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

(E.4) Chain maps with degree 1 term zero, stalk complex to double
projective.

Pu

��

(

xhr 0
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Pv

��

(

0 yhr
)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

The first chain map is well-defined if hr + t− u ≥ p. Dually, the
second chain map is well-defined if hr + v − t ≥ p. Maps that have a
zero module at one end of the off-diagonal can never be homotopic to
zero.

(E.5) Maps between stalk complexes allowed by Lemma 3.2 must be
well-defined and of course cannot be homotopic to zero, since there is
no square.

2. All maps internal to Ii0 ∪ Ji ∪ Ii+1
0 are linear combinations of

compositions of the maps in the catalog
In this section of the proof, we will consider pairs P ′

t and P ′
t̃

of indecom-
posable components of the tilting complex of the elementary equivalence de-
termined by the subinterval I0. The irreducible components are of two kinds,
stalk complexes when t ∈ I0 and complexes of length two when t ∈ I − I0.
We will first determine the general well-defined chain map, not necessar-
ily homogeneous, between this pair of complexes, having constant recourse
to Lemma 3.2, which gives the possible maps between the indecomposable
projectives Pi. We then attempt to write the general map as a linear com-
bination of non-zero, well-defined homogeneous chain maps. Finally, we will
decompose each homogeneous chain map as a composition of homogeneous
chain maps from the catalog. In Case 2.1, we will deal with all maps between
stalk complexes, in Cases 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 we will deal with maps between
two-term complexes, and in Case 2.5, with maps between stalk complexes
and two-term complexes. We establish a general notation for maps between
two-term complexes P ′

t and P ′
t̃

where t, t̃ ∈ J , t � t̃.
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P ′
t : Qt

ℓ0

�� ��

// Pt

ℓ1

��
P ′
t̃
: Qt̃

k0

JJ

// Pt̃

k1

II

where Lemma 3.2 gives the maps ℓ1 and k1.,
Case 2.1: First, we check the maps between stalk complexes, where

t, t̃ ∈ I0. In general, we assume that if t ,t̃ in from the same interval then
t � t̃, as in Def. 3.1. We get the maps ℓ0 and k0 rrom Lemma 3.2.

Pt

ℓ0

��
Pt̃

k0

II

Suppose t, t̃ ∈ Ii0 or t, t̃ ∈ Ii+1
0 . Each individual map xt̃−t(xy)q or

yt̃−t(xy)q is a composition of maps γt̄,t̄+1 in the catalog, where t̄ = t, t +
1, t + 2, . . . , t̃ − 1, followed by q pairs of maps xy, also compositions of the
γ or the maps ǫt. In the special cases listed in E.5, one of the maps from
E.5 might be needed. The general map is then a linear combination of these
homogeneous maps with coefficients aq or bq.

Suppose that t ∈ Ii0, t̃ ∈ Ii+1
0 , and t̃− t < p, which implies j < p, the

general map given above is a linear combination with coefficients aq or bq of
the homogeneous maps in the sums, each of which is a composition of the
γk,k+1, sometimes including ǫt, with the jump map from Diagram 3, given
by xj or yj, followed by q self-maps xy, each of which is a composition of
two maps γt,t+1 and γt+1,t or a copy of ǫt maps.

Case 2.2: Single projective, where Qt,Qt̃ = Pu. We see from the dia-
grams in the catalog that such Qt, Qt̃ occur only when j > p, where we have
u+1 � t � t̃ � u+(j−p). By Lemma 3.2, in a special case where i = k and
under the assumption j > p, all the non-zero maps l0, k0 between Pu → Pu

have the form
∑p−1

q=0 cq(xy)
q and

∑p−1
w=0 dw(xy)

w respectively.

Pu

��
ℓ0

��

xt−u
// Pt

ℓ1

��
Pu

xt̃−u
// Pt̃

Pu

��
k0

��

xt̃−u
// Pt̃

k1

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt
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Now we try to simplify these sums by subtracting maps that are homotopic to
zero. Considering the left-hand square, we are in the case given in Lemma 3.1

with s = u, and conclude that t− u+t̃− t = t̃− u. If we have a homogeneous
map in degree zero of (xy)q, then the chain map is well-defined if the map

in degree 1 is xt̃−t(xy)q.
When q ≥ t− u then we then have a homotopy to zero T : Pt → Pu given

by (yt−u(xy)q−t−u). The composition of the upper horizontal map and T in
the upper triangle gives (xy)q as needed, while the composition of T with

the lower horizontal maps, using Lemma 3.1 gives (xy)q−t−uyt−uxt−u+t̃−t.
Pulling out the maximal power of xy and moving it to the end using com-

mutativity, we have the desired vertical map xt̃−t(xy)q. Subtracting off these

homotopic-to-zero chain maps, we can assume that ℓ0 =
∑min(p−1,t−u)

q=0 cq(xy)
q.

For each q in this range, we subtract off cq times the composition of
maps from the catalog δq ◦ αt,t̃, and we get the situation that ℓ0 = 0. For

such a map to be well-defined, we must have 0 = xt−u ◦ ℓ1. These maps are
compositions of the maps in E.1, composed with δqt . Similarly for the map
k1 or δw

t̃
. The case of Qt, Qt̃ = Pv is dual.

Case 2.3: Double projectives, where Qt = Qt̃ = Pu ⊕Pv. Of all the five
cases, this is the most difficult, since we may have r < p, in which case we
get the full sums in Lemma 3.2.

Looking at the powers of x that occur in the horizontal maps in Diagram
2, where p ≤ j ≤ 2(p − 1) and recalling that j = v − u, then (j − p) + 1 ≤

t− u ≤ t̃− u ≤ p− 1. According to Diagram 3, where 2 ≤ j ≤ p − 1 then

1 ≤ t− u ≤ t̃− u ≤ j − 1.
We recall that u ∈ Ii0, v ∈ Ii+1

0 . Assume that t � t̃ ∈ J . Let a ∈ Pu and
b ∈ Pv. From our calculation of maps among projectives in Lemma 3.2, we
have that all maps P ′

t → P ′
t̃

are of the following form

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





a11(x, y) a12(x, y)
a21(x, y) a22(x, y)





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

ℓ1(x,y)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

where, by Lemma 3.2,

aii(x, y) =

⌊ p−1
r

⌋
∑

h=0

(p−1−hr)
∑

qii=0

aiihqii · x
hr(xy)qii
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+

⌊ p−1
r

⌋
∑

h=0

(p−1−hr)
∑

q′
ii
=0

biihq′ii
· yhr(xy)q

′
ii

a12(x, y) = 1v−u<p

⌊ p−1−v−u

r
⌋

∑

h=0

p−1−(t̃−t+hr)
∑

q12=0

a12hq12
· xv−u+hr(xy)q12

+1u−v<p

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(v−u+hr))
∑

q′12=0

b12hq · yu−v+hr(xy)q21

a21(x, y) = 1u−v<p

⌊ p−1−u−v

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(u−v+hr))
∑

q21=0

a21hq · xu−v+hr(xy)q
′
21

+1v−u<p

⌊ p−1−u−v

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(u−v+hr))
∑

q21=0

b21hq · y+hr(xy)q
′
21

and, finally,

ℓ1(x, y) = 1
t̃−t<p

⌊ p−1−t̃−t

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t̃−t+hr))
∑

q=0

chq · xt̃−t+hr(xy)q

+1
t−t̃<p

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t−t̃+hr))
∑

q′=t̃−t

dhq′ · y
t−t̃+hr(xy)q

′

We now do diagram chasing on our diagram. When calculating the di-
agonal map using the upper triangle, we get

(a, b) ·

(

xt−u

yv−t

)

· ℓ1(x, y) = (axt−u + byv−t) · ℓ1(x, y)

When we use the lower triangle, we have

(a, b) ·

(

a11(x, y) a12(x, y)
a21(x, y) a22(x, y)

)

·

(

xt̃−u

yv−t̃

)
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= (aa11(x, y) + ba21(x, y), aa12(x, y) + ba22(x, y)) ·

(

xt̃−u

yv−t̃

)

The coefficients of a and the coefficients of b must match in these expres-
sions, giving us two equations

(a11(x, y)x
t̃−u + a12(x, y)y

v−t̃) = xt−u · ℓ1(x, y) (4.1)

(a21(x, y)x
t̃−u + a22(x, y)y

v−t̃) = yv−t · ℓ1(x, y) (4.2)

We want to show, under the assumption that this general map is well-
defined, that the map is a linear combination of compositions of maps from
the catalog. We first try to diagonalize the matrix, using maps from the
catalog whose right vertical map is zero. The first sum in a12 is eliminated
by subtracting copies of B.1 composed with D.1 and C.2. When these have
been removed, we are left with

1u−v<p

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(v−u+hr))
∑

q′12=0

b12hq · yu−v+hr(xy)q
′
21

The case of the double projective occurs only when j = v − u ≤ 2(p −
1) and for this second sum to be non-zero we need r − j = u− v < p.
Furthermore, if r > p, then the upper limit of the first summation is zero,
so we must have h = 0.

Whenever q′12 ≥ v − u we can remove compositions with B.1, and we
will assume that this has been done. We now use the map in C.2 with
parameters b0, c0, h0, where we assume c0 = 0 and h0 = b0. Since this means
that h0 = c0 + b0, the map is homotopic to zero, and thus its compositions
with αt,t̃ and with powers of D.2 are also homotopic to zero.

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





0 h0(xy)
q−(v−t)xv−uyhr

0 h0(xy)
qyhr





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

h0(xy)qyhr

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Using Lemma 3.1, u− v+ v − u = r and v − u = v − t+ t− u, giving us
that the upper right-hand entry in the matrix becomes h0(xy)

q+t−uyv−u+(h−1)r.
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Composing with αt,t̃ will only multiply by a power of xy. Thus for proper
choice of q′12, we can use this map to remove the remaining terms of a12(x, y).
A dual procedure for eliminating a21(x, y) will successfully diagonalize the
matrix.

Once the matrix is diagonal, equations 4.1 and 4.2 assume a simple form
that allows us to solve immediately for a11 and a22 whenever the map is well-
defined. We separate ℓ1 into the two possible sums and treat each separately.

We start with the first sum, assuming t̃− t < p and solve

Pu ⊕ Pv

��





a11(x, y) 0
0 a22(x, y)





��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

∑⌊
p−1−t̃−t

r ⌋

h=0

∑(p−1−(t̃−t+hr))
q=0 chq ·x

t̃−t+hr(xy)q

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

Using 4.1 and the fact that t̃− u = t̃− t+ t− u, we get

a11(x, y) =

⌊ p−1−t̃−t

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t̃−t+hr))
∑

q=0

chq · x
hr(xy)q

Using 4.2 and the fact that v − t = t̃− t+ v − t̃ we get

a22(x, y) =

⌊ p−1−t̃−t

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t̃−t+hr))
∑

q=0

chq · x
hr(xy)t̃−t+q

The final map obtained from the first sum is a linear combination for various
values of h of C.2 composed with D.1 h times, followed by a composition with
αt,t̃.

Now, assuming that v − t < p, we must do something similar with the
second sum. Instead of writing the chain map again as in the case of the
first sum, we will go directly to equations 4.1 and 4.2, using the second sum
in ℓ1
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(a11(x, y)x
t̃−u) = xt−u ·

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t−t̃+hr))
∑

q′=t̃−t

dhq′ · y
t−t̃+hr(xy)q

′
(4.3)

(a22(x, y)y
v−t̃) = yv−t

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t−t̃+hr))
∑

q′=t̃−t

dhq′ · y
t−t̃+hr(xy)q

′
(4.4)

Since we cannot simply cancel the power of x in equation (4.3), we must
make up the missing power of x from the powers of xy, which produces an
extra copy of yr. The final values are

a11(x, y) =

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t−t̃+hr))
∑

q′=t̃−t

dhq′ · y
(h+1)r(xy)q

′−t̃−t (4.5)

a22(x, y) =

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(t−t̃+hr))
∑

q′=t̃−t

dhq′ · y
hr(xy)q

′
(4.6)

The final map obtained from the first sum is a linear combination for var-
ious values of h of C.2 composed with D.2 h times, followed by a composition
with αt,t̃.

Case 2.4: In this case we want to combine single and double projectives.
Assume first that Qt = Pu, Qt̃ = Pu ⊕ Pv. For the map Qt → Pt to be non-
zero, we need j > p, as we see from Diagram 2. Since r ≥ j, for all the maps
in Lemma 3.2 we have h = 0. Since j = v − u, there are no direct maps
from Pu to Pv, so the most general map is

Pu

��

(

a1(x, y) 0
)

��

xt−u
// Pt

ℓ1(x,y)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

where a1 = (xy)q is the only possibility compatible with r > p, and then, in

order for the map to be well-defined, we must have ℓ1 = xt̃−t(xy)q. We must
have q ≤ p − 1 for the map to be non-zero. This is simply a special case of
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the map αt,t̃ composed with q copies of C.1 at the beginning or q copies of
C.2 at the end. The case where the map goes from Pv to Pu ⊗Pv is entirely
dual because again the diagonal map must be zero.

Assume now Qt̃ = Pu ⊕ Pv, Qt = Pu, j > p. Again all h = 0 as in Case
3, and there are no direct maps from Pu to Pv . However, in order to give the
most general well-defined map we must have the coefficient of the generator
of Pv vanishing in the upper triangle as it vanishes in the lower triangle, and
for this, we need a high power of xy in ℓ1(x, y), so also in a1(x, y).

Pu ⊕ Pv




a1(x, y)
0





��







xt̃−u

yv−t̃







// Pt̃

ℓ1(x,y)

��
Pv

xt−u
// Pt

where a1(x, y) =
∑p−1

q=0 a
1
q(xy)

q and ℓ1 =
∑p−1

q1=0 c
1
q1
yt̃−t(xy)q1 . Since v − t̃+

t̃− t = v − t, in order to have the composition of the upper triangle equal to

zero, we must have q1 ≥ p−v − t. We have t̃− u > t− u because t � t̃. Now
to get the coefficient of the generator of Pu to be equal in both triangles, we

require a1xt−u(xy)q = c1xt−u(xy)t̃−t+q1 . The total power of x will be less

than p if q1 < p − t̃− u. In that case, we take q = q1 + t̃− t and a1q = c1q1 .
For q and q1 greater than these critical values, the coefficients can be taken
arbitrarily. The case with Pv is dual.

To show that this map can be decomposed as a composition of maps in
the catalog, let us start with the case t = t0 = u+(j−p) and t̃ = u+(j−p)+1.
In this case, we have the map in Diagram 2 designated by µu, where q1 = 0

and t̃− t = 1. We can multiply by a constant to get the general a1(x, y) and
we can compose with maps of type C.1 or C.2 to get higher values of q1. To
get more general cases, we use compositions with αt0,t to get q = t0 + 1− t
while still having q1 = 0, and then compose with C.1 and C.2. Finally, to

get a general value of t̃, we compose with αt̃.t0+1, which increases q to t̃− t
and then compose with an additional q1 copies of C.1 or C.2.

Case 2.5: It remains to consider the cases from P ′
w → P ′

t or P ′
t → P ′

w

where w ∈ I0, t ∈ J . If Qt = Pu, then j > p, so we do not have to worry
about the sums in Lemma 3.2.
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(5.a)

Pw

��
axu−w(xy)q

��
Pu

xt−u
// Pt

(5.b)

Pu

ayu−w(xy)q

��

xt−u
// Pt

Pw

The map (5.a) is non-zero if u− w+q < p and well-defined if t−w+q ≥
p. There is no possibility of a non-zero power of x reaching Pv because j =
v − u > p. The map (5.b) is non-zero if u− w+ q < p and is automatically
well-defined. It is not homotopic to zero as long as q < t− u. It is irreducible
when q = 0. There is a dual case where we replace x by y and u by v.

(5.c)

Pw

��
(a1,a2)

��
Pu ⊕ Pv





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

(5.d) Pu ⊕ Pv

��
xu−w

��





xt−u

yv−t





// Pt

Pw

The map 5.c will be non-zero when one of the summands in a1 or a2 will
be non-zero, where

a1(x, y) =

⌊ p−1
r

⌋
∑

h=0

(p−1−hr)
∑

q1=0

a1hq · xu−w+hr(xy)q

+

⌊ p−1
r

⌋
∑

h=0

(p−1−hr)
∑

q′ii=0

biihq′ii
· xu−wyhr(xy)q

′
ii

a2(x, y) = 1v−u<p

⌊ p−1−v−u

r
⌋

∑

h=0

p−1−(t̃−t+hr)
∑

q12=0

a12hq12
· xv−u+u−q+hr(xy)q12

+1u−v<p

⌊ p−1−t−t̃

r
⌋

∑

h=0

(p−1−(v−u+hr))
∑

q′12=0

b12hq · yu−v+u−w+hr(xy)q21
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It is well-defined only when the composition of the vertical and horizontal
arrows is zero.

In summary, we have found all possible maps between P ′
t and P ′

t̃
where

u < t, t̃ < v, and shown how to factor them using intra-arc maps from the
catalog.

5 An example of intra-arc maps: (C5 × C5)⋊ C4

We return to an example we mentioned before in Example 1 with I =
{0, 1, 2, 3}. According to what we did in § 2.5 and Lemma 3.2, the composi-
tion factors of the projective modules form diamonds. This case gives us an
example of the extra maps that can appear when r < p. We choose the pro-
jective P2 arbitrarily and make an elementary equivalence with I0 = {0, 1, 3}.
We used a mutation for our first example because the resulting tilting com-
plex is simpler. This gives a tilting complex T ′ =

⊕

T ′
j as in §2.8

T ′
0 : 0 → P0 → 0

T ′
1 : 0 → P1 → 0

T ′
2 : 0 → P1 ⊕ P3 → P2 → 0

T ′
3 : 0 → P3 → 0

In order to compute the new projective module P ′
2 in EndDb(A)(T

′, T ′), we
want to calculate a basis for HomDb(A)(T

′, T ′
i ), i = 0, . . . , 3 , by finding

all the maps between all the projectives, as already done in the previous
Proposition 4.1. Since r < p we have a reducible maps involving x4 from
Pi → Pi and y4 from Pi → Pi for {i = 0, 1, 3}. These maps commute with
each other and their product is the socle of the corresponding projective.
There are also reducible loops xy obtained by going to a neighbor by x and
returning by y, or vice versa. Then (xy)4 also gives the socle.

Since J = {2}, j = 2 and p = 5 we are in the case j ≤ p − 1 and the
adjacent maps come from Diagram 3 as below, where u = 1, v = 3 all the
complexes in the middle section contract to a single line.
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P0

x




P1

y

II

ǫu=
(

xy −x2
)

��
P1 ⊕ P3

π3=





0
id





��

π1=





id
0





OO

(xy) // P2

P3

ǫv=
(

−y2 xy
)

??

x




P0

y

II

P1

y2




P3

x2

II

We compute the quiver, given in Fig. 5.1. We now go through the catalog.
From A, Diagram 3, we have various maps shown between P ′

0, P
′
1, P

′
3. For

chain maps involving P ′
2, we let ℓ0 be the term in degree zero and ℓ1 be the

term in degree one. We start with maps between P ′
2 and P ′

1, P
′
3 given by

ǫ1 : P ′
1 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = 0. ǫ3 : P ′
3 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = 0.

ℓ0 =
(

xy, −x2
)

ℓ0 =
(

−y2, xy
)

π1 : P ′
2 → P ′

1, ℓ1 = 0. π3 : P ′
2 → P ′

3, ℓ1 = 0.

ℓ0 =

(

id
0

)

ℓ0 =

(

0
id

)

The self-maps in B are in this case reducible, The map in B.1 is the
composition ǫ1 ◦π1 and the map in B.2 is ǫ3 ◦π3. Since the sum is homotopic
to zero, we get a relation that ǫ1 ◦π1+ǫ3◦π3 = 0. Denote by γ the map from
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P ′
1

x2





τ1
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍

$❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍
ǫ1

  

y

ww
P ′
0

x

77

y

  

P ′
2

ι1

�� ι3
qq

η1
ee

γ

QQ

η3

DD

π1

``

π3

ww
P ′
3

y2

MM

ǫ3

77

τ3✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

:✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

x

``

Figure 5.1

C.2 with q = 1. It satisfies a relation γ5 = 0. It is not reducible because of
the contraction of the middle section of Diagram 3 to a single complex P ′

3,
which means that we cannot go back and forth using x and y.

From D.1 and D.2 we get self-maps η1, η3 and from D.3 we get two self-
maps ι1, ι3 on P ′

2, as below

η1 : P ′
2 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = x4. η3 : P ′
2 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = y4.

ℓ0 =

(

x4 0
0 x4

)

ℓ0 =

(

y4 0
0 y4

)

ι1 : P ′
2 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = x4. ι3 : P ′
2 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = y4.

ℓ0 =

(

0 0
x3y 0

)

ℓ0 =

(

0 xy3

0 0

)

where η1 is the difference between the map in D.1 and the first map in E.3,
and η3 is the difference between D.2 and the second map in E.3, while ι1, ι3
are the special cases in D.3. We also get a relation, because η1◦η3 = η3◦η1 =
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γ4. In addition, from E.4, we have maps from P ′
i to P ′

2:

τ3 : P ′
3 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = 0. τ1 : P ′
1 → P ′

2, ℓ1 = 0.

ℓ0 =
(

0 y4
)

ℓ0 =
(

x4 0
)

Besides the relations already listed, we can derive relations from x5 = 0,
y5 = 0 and xy = yx, and in addition, we also get (γ)5 = 0. We believe that
these are not yet all relations. There is a loop ǫ3 ◦y

2 ◦π1 and its dual, which
may combine with some of the self-maps to give a relation.
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