Relative projective modules for blocks with metacyclic defect

groups
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ZDEOR pEAaHE BOTEEE WS, KT, Bo(kG) DFERIX G @ Sylow p S8R 72 5. Brauer I&
kGoonay e, ZOREHOIERILE LOBRDO 70y 7 2fiU0DF 2 EEREMZ R L.

FIE 1.1 (Brauer OF—FEM). D2 GO p a2, kGO7uvy27D5%, D #REHICR2D
D7ebt kNg(D) D70y Z7D55, D ZARITIHDD DE ORITIZ—N—MOHFIET 5.

ZOME%E Brauer MG WS . KT, P % G @ Sylow p 0t Lz &, By(kG) & Byo(kNg(P)) &
Brauer 353 %. 512 Broué 12 X - T Brauer X532 710 v 7 I2B$ 2 FEMEH SN,

48 1.2 (Broué, [2]). BRAGOTHv 2L L, D2 2OFREHL T3, 0L %, D SAHCTHIUL, B &,
Zh e Brauer M3 % kNg(D) 7y 7 ORITIZERFUEDFEIE T 2 DTIERVD?

ZDOFREIZNWL ODDFEITEELWI LRI NTED, Z0—o2 LT, NERE D KEREDIGE DR

1



ENTW3.

—HT, p BERBTH Y, BIREE G HIFAHEX ZKEFE Cpa x Cp(2 < a) IZ[AAL Sylow p BB H#E P Z2+F
SHE, G DT p DIERERTH Gy e p DERBE Q BDIFEL, G=Gox Q &1 5. AT G D Sylow
D AR Po \ZAH0 O ORIEL 72 5. X512, Py ® G _LOTERILEE N (Po) 13 Ne(Po) = Ny (Po) % Q
5. Go l3K[EEE Py % Sylow p #i70 B IR D, Bo(kGo) DRERHE Py 272 % 72, Broué DKL

MENTVRHEA LR -oTWS. 2B, By(kGo) & Brauer Wit s % By(kNg,(Po)) OEICIFERFE
PEFEETS. Lo T, Bo(kG) ¥ By(Ng(Py)) DREIDERFEDBIIBAFI N T NS,

78y 7 OROERFAMELZEZERT2FEDO—28 LT, EXREEL D755V [FEREFR T H 2 HRHARZERE
EHR L, 2ROV THRZ WS DHH 5 [4]. £z, E7 0 v 7 O OHEBRLEREZ RS 2 75k
3 Rouquier[6] 12 & > TRE M, Okuyama 13 Z DFHEZR HWT By(kG) & Bo(kNg(Py)) DR DORRHEAZE
[FEZ R L7 [5]. & 2 TIIMENSERENEE R KE 2> Tnd. AT, MRS N RBERZEREZ
AN, BRFEEOFEZMRIES 2 L CIZBEMMNEFOENN B ICE T 2ERKNNE L 125, AFEIEZ DX
S IREIRD b & CHMNBHREE ICOWTERE 2T o 7.
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AHITIE G 2 HREE, k Z B p ORBEARE L, p 23 G OBz HI DY) 5 &5 5. HMGHEHEICII 4
BRI DFAET 2703, AR TIERD L I ITERT 5.

& 2.1. H% GO T2, 20L&, kG INEE M 7 relatively H-projective TH 2 2 1&, 2 kH /N
BENIHLT, M NAC=kG oy N ODEMKE T 22205,

ZHEM DM gtC OEMRT 222 LAMHTSH 5. £z, W9 H BT 6 7% 3 EEAZ R B
{1} DGE, kG @y M 3 kG O dim M HOa—DEME R 5729, M BHFHENTH 2 Z & L&, relatively
{1}-projective TH 2 Z L FFfl L 72 5. [EEE LT, G D Sylows p itz P 35k, 2TD kG I
relatively P-projective & 725.

kG IEE M 2SEBIDIGEES, M 23 relatively projective £ 722 X 5 2N D p ERHENEE 3. ThbH,
GDdH2 pEDEE RBPIFEL, RE-T.

e M lZ relatively R-projective TH 5.
o G DEZEE H 12Xt LT, M 73 relatively H-projective 72 51, R & H OEOEEDOWThh L G Hk
L%,

D R% M D vertex £\, G HEDEVWERWT—EIZEX 5.
ZRIZ relative projective cover ZE D 5.

EFE 2.2. H%E GOEHOEE, M % kGMEEL T2, 2Ok Z, RO kG IMEEDOSELY

0 > N s X s M > 0

MRD 3 DODEMEEH =T & &, M O relative H-projective cover £\ .

(1) X & relatively H-projective T 5.
(2) ZD5ERFNE kH MO LTHHT 5.
(3) N i3E T\ relatively H-projective ZREFME T 2727200,

Do, X % M O relative H-projective cover £ b\ 5. £/, X % Py(M), N % Qu(M) £ R7.
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Relatively projectivity D35& & FERIC LT, H D3HEATTH 5 72 5 BHRE D EED & %, relative H-projective

cover (i D projective cover £ —H 3T 5. G DEDHEE H 12 LT, kG IEE M @ relative H-projective

cover IZHICFEL, AR DBEVERWT—RIZEE 5. /2, X PEBNZ S, (1) & (2) 225 (3) 2MES.
HEHNEED relative projective cover [ZRD & 5 7ML 72 5.

R 2.3. G O H TR LT, ky 1€ OEBIKET0 5 5, HI kG I kg NOEHEDBFET 2 DD
—EINCFET 3.

ZOME%T H B3 % Scott kG MBEE W\, Se(G,H) £ &RF. MAT Sc(G,H) & kg D relative
H-projective cover £ 72%. &> T, XD H 73 % kG IEEOEE2YIDTFET 5.

0 —— Qg(kg) —— Sc(G,H) >y kg > 0
ORI KGIBEM 2 k ETT Y552 e TROERANZE5.
0 —— QH(kg) Qp M —— SC(G,H) QM — kg M —— 0

ZOREMNIER, H R T 252555, AT, kg o M = M THb. 512, Sc(G,H) 0 M 1%
kg 1€ @M OEMHEAFTH Y,

kg 19 @M = (kg @ M Lgr) 1€

THd7H, Sc(G, H) ®x M 13 relatively H-projective £ 72 2. X o TLEDZEEINE M D relative H-
projective cover DM (1) & (2) 75

3 FFAHRX 2K [EEF%Z Sylow BRDEFICH DAIREF & €T DEFR

WFUDITIBNT X512, KR TIERD & 5 BEREL B L ZOBHRLEBICOVWTEETZ. p k&FHREHL L,
k 288 p oREPARE 35, G 2HREEE L, 20 p TEIDUN 2D T 2. AT, GIIIEATHEX
LRI Cpa 4 Cp(2 < a) 1AM Sylow p RO 325, ZOLE, GDDHLERTITH G & GD
DB pEABEQPFEL, G=GyxQ &7%%%. PZQ%Z&T G D Sylow p ¥t L, Ph = PNGy £HX
E,P=PyxQ&i%3. NZAT, Phlx Gy D Sylow p EiRHTH D, i8S p* ONEFEE AR 72 5. F7z,
H = No(By), Hy = Ney(Py) 532, No(Py) = Ny (Po) % Q £ 7%, CHERTETLAD 51274 5.

4 G=GoxQ
e
Go

5 Na(Po) = Ng,(Py) x Q
Neo(Po) —

ZORMDB & T, By(kH) \ZJET 2 BANMEE/25 & Bo(kG) 2B 2 BANEE /5 D relative Q-projective
cover ZRKDTW L.

Hiili kG M7= B DT, Bo(kG) KIE T2 d Db OHMEHDEL2RERE IBr(By(kG)) £ £ 7.
IBr(Bo(kH)) %, IBr(Bo(kGo)), IBr(Bo(kHo)) 12T b ARCERT 2.

IBr(By(kG)) & TBr(By(kGo)) DEHBICOWTIZRD & 5 BHESRENTVS.
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#78 3.1 ([3, Lemma2.2]). RO—X—XEHTFET 5.

W W
S S lao

G% H,Gy% Hy & LTHAMDHIDD L.

F 72, Go W38 MEE Py % Sylow p i EEIcH S, 2D Gy L TOIEHLERX Hy TH % 729, Broué THD K
VAR TV BEE L RoTns. b5, By(kGo) ¥ Bo(kHy) RERFAMET S 5. BHRAMEC £ - T
R 2MHEEHDO—>2 8 LT, HAMHEORBHDOER DD 5. Lizd3> T, |[IBr(Bo(kGy))| = | IBr(By(kHy))|
ER5. MATEOMEE HbESZ LT,

| IBr(Bo(kG))| = [1Br(Bo(kGo))| = [1Br(Bo(kHo))| = [1Br(Bo(kH))|

%%, Tho ORFSHOMERE n £ B5<.

4 kH QETOYIICET DEFINEE L £ D relative Q-projective cover
=5
Z DHITIE Bo(kH) W& T 2 BHMEED relative Q-projective cover IZDWTHEET 5.

fid 4.1. Bo(kH) 2@ 3 2 34l kH NEE T 1R LT, Se(H, Q) ®x T 13 T @ relative Q-projective cover T
H5.

SERR. RDTEEFNE T @ relative Q-project cover DM (1) & (2) Zhi/z 3.

0 — Qqglky) @K T —— Sc(H,Q) @i T > T > 0

MZT, Sc(H, Q)R T WEBNTH 2 Z &bh b7, relative Q-projective cover DM (3) 23 (1) & (2)
POHES. ZHW R, Sc(H, Q) @k T 13 T @ relative Q-projective cover TH 5. O

¥7,T,...,T, % Bo(kH) IZJ8 5 2HE 2 2 Bl kH IBEEAR e Lz %, 205 D relative Q-projective
cover 72 HIZDWVWTRD Z e b » 5.

W& 4.2. Po(Th),...,Po(T,) 78 Bo(kH) \IZB3 2274 2% ko tH OBEBHRF2AETH .

MAT, ZRODHEH TR, $hbE, QZN—T v 7R DZ bbb, Lizd-T, Broué Dl
R, (3.2)] EHW2Z T, |IBr(By(kCh,(Q)))| = n 2302 5.

5 kG OETOYUICET SEHEMMMNEEE Z D relative Q-projective cover =5

[5] 1B WT, Bo(kG) & Bo(kH) OREIORHAZERMEE KT 58T, Bo(kCq,(Q)) & Bo(kCh,(Q))
DB DERFEEIRER SN T WS, Lo T, |IBr(Bo(kCq, (Q)))| = | IBr(Bo(kCh,(Q)))] = n 7% 5.
£ 5T, Bo(kH) OB L FFEIC, Broué DRERD B, kg 1¢ OFENTRWEBNETO 55, By(kG) 12
BT 2b0DEBEOEED n b ZORBEEOELRERE X1,..., X, T35, £/, 5,...,5, %
Bo(kG) \ZJB 3 25872 2 BNEE 2k 35.
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T 5.1. IRE 5.2 YIRE 5.3 Db &, WYNCHRFEANETZSZI LT, 1 <i<nlZWLT, X; 138 D

relative QQ-projective cover ¥ 72 5.

REDHNBIZDONWTIBND . By(kGo) DREEEE Go @ Sylow p #50EE Py C, KEEETH 3 728, By(kGo)
' Brauer tree algebra & 72 D | IEEEHISTRZANEE OARFELY DS Brauer tree 22 5HRE SN 5. FIMRIC, Bo(kCq, (Q))
DAL Ci, (Q) D Sylow p HHEET, FFISKMEETH 5 729, By(kCq,(Q)) ® Brauer tree algebra & 72
%. ZH 5D Brauer tree IZDOWTREZ DT 5.

RE 5.2. By(kGo) & By(kCq,(Q)) D Brauer tree lZXD@ED .

5/’1 SQ S’n
Bo(Go): () O () O— @

T T T,
Bo(Ca, (@)): () O O O—@

72721, {S1,...,S,} = IBr(Bo(kGo)) 222, {T1,...T,,} = IBr(By(kC,(Q))) TH 5. MAT, S; 13HE
kGo IEETH D, Ty 13EA kCq, (Q) IMEETH 3.

[1, (3,2)] 5% X; 72513 Bo(kCq,(Q)) WKIE T 2 HELHM M H & Q 1IZBIF % Brauer construction
KEoTHIELTWSE D, X; 2b0RF%E, X; 8T, OHEHBE LSS 2 X5/ IBEZ2. £/, 8
bORTE, Si Llq,= 8 th3EIMIBZS. MAT, X1,..., Xn 1 KOWTROREZRL 7.

RE 5.3. 1<i<n—1IHLT, X; lg, BEBNTH 3.

EHOREFU L 25, ZHHDREZMTHIE LT, p=312BIF S SL(2,2°) x C3 REDVDH 5.
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