Relative projective modules for blocks with metacyclic defect

groups
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ZOX5k pESEEE BORER WS, KT, By(kG) DA EREE G D Sylow p §i53#f £ 72 5. Brauer i
kGo7uay 2z, ZOREHOIERIE LORERO 70y 7 20D 2 BEEREHE R L.

EI 1.1 (Braver DB —FEH). D2 GO pHiAHe T2, kGDOT7R Yy Z7D5b, D 2 RREICH DD
Db ¥ kNg(D)D7ay7D55, D 2 REDICHF2S Db DI —N—X SR ET 3.

Z OXfIE% Brauer ML WS . K2, P % G @ Sylow p B # e L7z &, Bo(kG) & Bo(kNg(P)) &
Brauer 53 3. X 512 Broué 12X - T Brauer X532 70 v 71T 3 FHEBERE Sk,

F48 1.2 (Broué, [2]). BRkGOTay v L, D#ZOFRERET 2. cOL %, D SARCHIUL, B &,
Zhk Brauer MIE$ 2 kNg(D) @71y 7 ORNZIZERFEENSTFES 2 D TR NAR?

ZOFHEV L ODDEEITEE LN EARINTED, 20—or LT, FEkE D ASKEROS & AT
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XhTn3
—HT, p BERBTH D, BREE G 23X 28R Cpe x Cp(2 < a) IZFELR Sylow p B0 P Z4F
DIFE, G DI p DIEHEDEE Gy e p DERE Q DPEFLEL, G=GoyxQ k3. MATG D Sylow
RS Py 1308008 Cpo OXIEEY 75, X512, Py ® G _EOERILEE No(Po) 1 Ng(Po) = Nay (Po) ¥ Q
L%, Go 3XK[E# Py % Sylow p Bi7EICF S, Bo(kGo) OFRREEE Py 2725728, Broué FHDMKILH

RENTVBFBE LR ->TWE. Thbb, By(kGo) & Brauer W53 % By(kNg, (Pp)) ORI IZERFE
DIFET 5. L ->T, Bo(kG) ¥ Bo(Ng(Pp)) OREIDERFEDBALATF X T WS,

Juy 7 OBOERRAEEEZT 2 FEO—2L LT, BREML D755 FEEFRT H 2 #xHEL0E FE
ERRL, ZRDOVWTHIRNZ L WS b ODDH 3 [4]. %7, F7 0y 7 OMOBREMLEREE KT 57k
73 Rouquier[6] 12 & o TR &, Okuyama 13 Z DF5HE%E AWT By(kG) & Byo(kNg(Py)) O DB ZE
FEZ BB L7z [5]. & & TSNS EAE D EEREEI 2 HoTWna. AT, Bl S RERN L EREE
R, BRFEEDOEIEZ AL S 5 L CTIEBEMMEE OB IR T 2 EENREL 2 5. AMKIZZ D X
S REMED D & THNSEHEIC OV TERE 2T o .

2 AEXEIRINEF C AR A RANE

AEITIE G 2 AR, k2SS p oREBPARE L, p 23 G ONEZHID Y5 &5 5. MHNGRMEICIEIMN 4
BREOTBFET 25, AR TRRD LS ITEERT 5.

E&E 2.1. H% GOESEL T2, 20 %, kG INEE M 7 relatively H-projective TH 2 &1, 2 kH
BEN WS LT, M 5N 19= kG 9 N OIFETFL 8222205,

ZHUE M DM Lgt© OEREF 25 2 TS 5. £z, f9H H B HALITH, & 72 5 FIHZR 5
{1} D&, kG @y M 13 kG O dim M HOa ¥ —DEM L 122370, M BHENTH 2 Z & &, relatively
{1}-projective TH 2 Z L EFAfliL 722%. FEE2 LT, G ® Sylows p fi#fE P 32, 2TD kG M
relatively P-projective & 7% %.

kG INEE M SEBERIDOE5E, M 23 relatively projective £ 725 & 5 Bi/ND p SR BENEE 5. 42D,
GoDH?3 pHntt ROVIFEL, REefiiz3

e M X relatively R-projective TH 5.
o G OERIEE H IR LT, M 23 relatively H-projective 72 5, R & H OB OVWT e G Hi%
L%,

ZD R%Z M D vertex £V, G HEDBVWERWT—ERICEEL 5.
JRIZ relative projective cover ZED 5.

E&E 2.2. H% GOEDEE, M % kGMEEL T2, 2Dk =, RO kG MEEDOTELS

0 N X M 0

WRD 3 DODEMEMIT & &, M O relative H-projective cover £\ 5.

(1) X & relatively H-projective TH 5.
(2) COFEEFNE KH MBEOTELFIe LTHET 3.
(3) N iZ¥ v TH W relatively H-projective R EFAF & F7z 72\,

ffiB D7z, X & M O relative H-projective cover £ d\W\W5. £/, X & Py(M), N & Qg (M) £R7.
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Relatively projectivity D& & FIFIC LT, H 2SHEAIITH 5 7% % AR ERSHE D & %, relative H-projective

cover (33 D projective cover £ —H 3 2. G OHHE H 120t LT, kG MMEE M O relative H-projective

cover IIFICTFEL, AAEDBVERVWT—RIZEE 3. £/, X PEEHZLIE, (1) & (2) 25 (3) DHES.
EIBHINEE D relative projective cover IZRD & 5 BAN#FL 2 5.

W8 2.3. G DT H \THLUT, ky ¢ OEBERKE 7D 55, B kG M kg NOEZHDBIFET 5 DD
—EHNIFET 5.

ZOMEEE H BT % Scott kG MEEL W, Sc(G,H) £&F. MAT Sc(G,H) & kg @ relative
H-projective cover £ %%, - T, XD H #T 2 kG MEOTE2FNDTFET 5.

0 —— Qpkg) —— Sc(G,H) —— kg —— 0
ZOREINCKGIBEM 2 k ETF oYL 32 TRDOERINEES.
0 —— QH(kg) R M —— SC(G,H) QM — kg M —— 0

CDREINIFE T, H BT 22 kb, MAT, kg 0 M = M TH3. 512, S¢(G, H) ®p M &
kg 1¢ @M OEMEFTH D,

ky 19 @M 2 (kg @, M L) 1€

TH 3729, Sc(G, H) ®p M 1% relatively H-projective £72%. KXo TLDOZEL2FE M O relative H-
projective cover DFMF (1) & (2) /=3 .

3 FFA#TXZK[EEEZ Sylow BROEFICH DBIREF & £ DEIR

IFUDICHNIZ K5I, AR TIERD L5 REREE- D & ZOHRZBICOVWTERTS. p 2R RE L,
k2B p oKL 55, G 2ARBL L, 20BN p TEHIDUIN 2D T 5. MAT, GIZIEATHE X
SORIRE Cpe 30 Cy(2 < a) 1AM Sylow p B RERRO LT3, SO E, G OB SESBHEGo £ G0
B%pWHEEQPEEL, G = GoxQ L 1%, P%Q%EEL G Sylow p HiHEL L, Py = PNGo £ 51
E,P=PyxQtib. MAT, Pl Go D Sylow p EHEETH H, (i p* OKEIFFER 5. £z,
H = Na(Ro), Hy = Ng,(Po) £ 53 ¥, Na(Po) = Nay(Po) % Q 533, CHERTRTERDES 153

< G=GyxQ
4
Go

4 Na(Py) = Ng, (Po) x Q
Neo(Po) —

ZOIRMD S 2T, Bo(kH) BT 2 BAMEE- 5 & Bo(kG) BT 2 HAMEE B O relative Q-projective
cover =KD TV L.

A kG BB DR 2T, By(kG) KIET 2 Db M 072 RERE Br(By(kG)) £ £7T.
IBr(Bo(kH)) %, IBr(Bo(kGo)), IBr(Bo(kHyp)) I2WT HFEBICERT 3.

IBr(By(kG)) ¥ IBr(By(kGo)) DEHRIZOWTIERD & 5 REESRINA TS,
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& 3.1 ([3, Lemma2.2]). XO—X—WEHBTFET 5.

IBr(Bo(kG)) — IBr(By(kGy))
w W
Sr—— 38 ~LG0

G% H,Gy % Hy & L THRROHIED D 12D,

F 72, Go 13 [HFE Py % Sylow p i BHICE S, 2D Gy ETOEHILHIX Hy TH 3728, Broué FHEDK
UAHERE N TN BHRE L BoTW0S. Thbb, By(kGo) ¥ Bo(kHo) RHKFIET 5 5. WAFHEIZ X -C
BENBHED oY LT, WO RSO M5 5. L7z TC, | IBr(Bo(kGo))| = | IBr(Bo(kHo))|
L% MATLEOXNGEHbESZ LT,

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

L%, Zho DR ERE n £ B<.

4 kH QETOYVICET 2 HEMANEE L £ D relative Q-projective cover
15
Z DT By(kH) (ZJ& 3 2 BAINEED relative Q-projective cover IZDWTHEETF 3.

R 4.1. Bo(kH) \ZJ& 3 2 Hil kH MEE T W2 U T, Sc(H, Q) ®x T 1& T D relative Q-projective cover T
H3.

SERR. RD5ERFNE T @ relative Q-project cover DM (1) & (2) &z 3.

0—— QQ(]CH) Rk T — SC(H,Q) LT —— T —— 0
AT, Sc(H, Q)@ T WEBITH 2 Z e hbh 375, relative Q-projective cover DM (3) 23 (1) & (2)
PHHES. ZHW R, Sc(H, Q) @ T & T D relative Q-projective cover TH 5. O

¥/, Th,..., T, % Bo(kH) 2B T 2MHE4 2 Bifli kH MBt2R L Lz % 205 D relative Q-projective
cover 72 BIZDOVWTRDZ bbb,

W& 4.2. Po(Th),..., Po(Ty) 5 Bo(kH) ITRT 3RS 5 ko 11 OEBHIET 2ATH 5.

AT, ZROHEHENTRY, 3§85, Q ZNN—T v 7 RICbDZ bbb, L7zd> T, Broué Dl
F1, (3.2)] WS Z 2T, |IBr(Bo(kCu, (Q)))| = n 23b» 5.

5 kGOETOvIICET SEMINEEL E D relative Q-projective cover 725

Bl 1CBWT, By(kG) & Bo(kH) OB OFRHEMLEFEE MRS 22T, Bo(kCq,(Q)) & Bo(kCr, (Q))
DO OERFEELER I N T VWS, Lid > T, |IBr(Bo(kCq, (Q)))| = |IBr(Bo(kCr, (Q)))| = n &% 3.
& 5T, Bo(kH) OBE L FARKIC, Broué DR, 5, kg 1€ OREMN TR VWEBNETD 55, By(kG) 12
BT230DFAMHEOMEKD n &5, ZORBEOELRERE X1,...,X, 235, £/, 5,...,5. %
Bo(kG) BT 2R 2 BAMBE2 ke 3 5.

WS ODDIRED S &, ROKRERL 7.
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EIE 5.1. RE 5.2 8ARGE 5.3 Db &, WYNCHRFEANEZA2Z2L T, 1 <i<niZMLT, X; &5 D
relative Q-projective cover £ 72 5.

REDNEIDWTIBAS. By(kGo) DFEEHE Go ® Sylow p #5EE Py T, SKEIRETH 5 720, Bo(kGlo)
13 Brauer tree algebra & 72 b | EEHISSRZMEE ORESDS Brauer tree 22 5HRE SN 2. FHIZ, Bo(kCq, (Q))
DR Cq,y (Q) D Sylow p T, FHTIEFETDH 5729, By(kCq,(Q)) b Brauer tree algebra & 72
%. 25D Brauer tree IZDOWTREZE DT 5.

RE 5.2. Bo(kGo) & Bo(kCq,(Q)) @ Brauer tree 3XDED .

S1 So S

Bo(Ga): O O O Oo—@,
i T 7,

Bo(Ca, (@)): O) O O O—@

m

727U, {S1,..., Su} = IBr(Bo(kGy)) 22, {T1,... T} = IBr(Bo(kCe, (Q))) TH 5. MAT, Sp iZEMA
kGo MBETH Y, Ty EEM kCq, (Q) MEETH 5.

[1, (3,2)] 2% X; 72513 By(kCeq,(Q)) \CIE S 2 EELKSHEAE 725 & Q 12§ % Brauer construction
REoTHIBELTWR 20, X; 2b00TE, X; T, OB ST 2 X 51N IBL3. 7,8 =
BbOEFFE, S 1,2 S £ 55 XMIBEXE. MAT, Xi,..., X1 TOVTROFEZEL 7.

1&53 5.3. 1 S 7 S n—1 0:;@LVC, Xz ~LGD &ilﬁﬂfft’ﬂ“f%%)

EHOREBEL 25, ChoDRERMETHL LT, p=3 128135 SL(2,2%) x C3 B DD 5.
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