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Abstract

Let G be a finite group, p a prime, and (K,O, F ) a p-modular system. We prove
that the trivial source ring of OG is isomorphic to the ring of coherent G-stable tuples
(χP ), where χP is a virtual character of K[NG(P )/P ], P runs through all p-subgroups
of G, and the coherence condition is the equality of certain character values. We use
this result to describe the group of orthogonal units of the trivial source ring as the
product of the unit group of the Burnside ring of the fusion system of G with the group
of coherent G-stable tuples (ϕP ) of homomorphisms NG(P )/P → F×. The orthogonal
unit group of the trivial source ring of OG is of interest, since it embeds into the group
of p-permutation autoequivalences of OG.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper we fix a finite group G, a prime p, and a p-modular system (K,O, F ).
In other words, O is a complete discrete valuation ring with residue field F of characteristic
p and field of fractions K of characteristic zero.

The class of p-permutation OG-modules and its Grothendieck ring T (OG), the trivial
source ring of OG, play an important role in the modular representation theory of finite
groups. For instance, several equivalence relations between block algebras (as for instance
splendid Rickard equivalences, see [Ri96], and p-permutation equivalences, see [BoXu08]
and [BoPe20]) are defined in terms of p-permutation bimodules or their chain complexes.
They give satisfactory explanations for the phenomenon of isotypies, introduced by Broué,
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see [Bro90]. Finding new ways to describe p-permutation modules or the ring T (OG) is
therefore of interest. In this paper we give a description of T (OG) in terms of tuples of
coherent characters. More precisely, we consider a ring homomorphism

βG : T (OG) →
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

R(K[NG(P )/P ])
)G

,

where Sp(G) denotes the set of p-subgroups of G, R(K[NG(P )/P ]) denotes the ring of char-
acters of K[NG(P )/P ]-modules, and the exponent G stands for taking G-fixed points under
the natural G-conjugation action on the product. See Section 3 for a precise definition of
the homomorphism βG, using the Brauer construction for each P ∈ Sp(G).

Theorem A The ring homomorphism βG is injective and its image consists of those tuples

(χP ) ∈
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)R(K[NG(P )/P ])
)G

which satisfy the following coherence condition:

(C) For each P ∈ Sp(G) and each x ∈ NG(P ) one has χP (xP ) = χP 〈xp〉(xP 〈xp〉).

Here, xp denotes the p-part of the element x ∈ G and 〈xp〉 the subgroup generated by
xp. We call G-fixed tuples (χP ) of virtual characters satisfying the condition (C) coherent

tuples. Theorem A is proved in Section 3. It has also a block-wise version, see Corollary 3.3
and a version related to limiting the set of vertices, see Corollary 3.5. These versions will be
crucial when analyzing p-permutation equivalences between blocks in terms of the associated
coherent character tuples and studying the precise relationship between isotypies and p-
permutation equivalences, as anticipated in a future paper.

We will present several applications of the above theorem. A crucial tool in these ap-
plications is Theorem B. Although it follows immediately from [BaCa20, Theorem 7.1] (see
Theorem 4.4), we think it is worth stating it in the introduction. Let S denote a Sylow
p-subgroup of G and let F := FS(G) denote the resulting fusion system on S. The Burnside
ring B(F) of F is a subring of the Burnside ring B(S), see 4.3 for a precise definition. One
has a natural ring homomorphism λG : B(G) → T (OG) induced by mapping a finite G-set
X to its O-linearization, the permutation OG-module OX . Note that Green’s theory of
vertices and sources and Green’s indecomposability theorem imply that λS : B(S) → T (OS)
is a ring isomorphism, since S is a p-group. It is an easy verification that the images of the
restriction maps

resGS : B(G) → B(S) and λ−1
S ◦ resGS : T (OG) → T (OS)

∼
→ B(S)

are contained in B(F). Theorem B states that the resulting restriction maps B(G) → B(F)
and T (OG) → B(F) are split surjective.

Theorem B Let S be a Sylow p-subgroup of G and let F := FS(G) denote the resulting

fusion system on S. There exists a ring homomorphism tGS : B(F) → B(G) such that the

compositions

resGS ◦ tGS : B(F) → B(G) → B(F) (1)
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and

λ−1
S ◦ resGS ◦ λG ◦ tGS : B(F) → B(G) → T (OG) → T (OS)

∼
→ B(S) (2)

are equal to the identity map on B(F). In particular, one obtains decompositions

B(G) = ker(resGS )⊕ tGS (B(F)) and T (OG) = ker(λ−1
S ◦ resGS )⊕ (λG ◦ tGS )(B(F))

into ideals ker(resGS ) of B(G) and ker(λ−1
S ◦ resGS ) of T (OG) and subrings isomorphic to

B(F).

Taking the O-dual M◦ := HomO(M,O) of a p-permutation OG-module induces a ring
automorphism −◦ : T (OG) → T (OG), [M ] 7→ [M◦], of order 2. We define the orthogonal

unit group of T (OG) as

O(T (OG)) := {u ∈ T (OG) | u · u◦ = 1} .

Thus, O(T (OG)) is a subgroup of the unit group of the commutative ring T (OG). It turns
out that O(T (OG)) consists precisely of the units of T (OG) of finite order, see Remark 4.1(b).
Orthogonal units of T (OG) yield p-permutation autoequivalences of OG, see [BoPe20] and
see Remark 4.1(a), and are therefore of particular interest.

Theorem C Let S be a Sylow p-subgroup of G and let F := FS(G) be the associated fusion

system on S. One has a direct product decomposition

O(T (OG)) ∼= B(F)× ×
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)′

(3)

where the second factor is defined as the set of all tuples

(ϕP ) ∈
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)G

satisfying

ϕP (xP ) = ϕP 〈xp〉(xP 〈xp〉) (4)

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and x ∈ NG(P ).

Theorem C is proved in Section 4. It uses Theorems A and B. In Proposition 4.6 we prove
a further direct product decomposition of the second factor in (3). It is well-known that if p
is odd then B(S)× = {±1} and consequently B(F)× = {±1}. This follows for instance from
[Yo90, Proposition 6.5]. See also [Bc10a, Lemma 11.2.5] for a direct elementary proof. If
p = 2, B(S)× has been described explicitly by Bouc (see [Bc10a, Section 11.2]) and B(F)×

has been described in some situations by Barsotti and Carman in [BaCa20].

In Section 5 we prove a criterion for a potential tuple of species values to come from an
orthogonal unit of T (OG). A similar result was proved by Yoshida in [Yo90, Proposition 6.5]
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for units of the Burnside ring. In Section 6 we give more explicit descriptions of O(T (OG))
for some special cases of G.

Notation Apart from the notations already introduced, we will use the following stan-
dard notations:

For any ring A, we denote by A× the unit group of A, by Z(A) the center of A, and by

Amod the category of finitely generated left A-modules. For M,N ∈ Amod we write M | N
if M is isomorphic to a direct summand of N .

For any positive integer n we denote by np the largest power of p dividing n and set
np′ = n/np. For any group element x we denote by xp its p-part and by xp′ its p

′-part.

By a 7→ ā we denote the natural epimorphisms O → F and OG→ FG.

We set ga := gag−1 for any g ∈ G and a ∈ G or a ∈ kG for a commutative ring k. For
subgroups H1 and H2 of G we write H1 6G H2 if H1 6

gH2 for some g ∈ G.

For any group H , any commutative ring k and any ϕ : H → k×, we denote by kϕ,the
kH-module whose underlying k-module is equal to k and on which H acts via multiplication
by ϕ(h). If ϕ is the trivial homomorphism we also write kH for the trivial kH-module.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 (a) Recall that a p-permutation OG-module is a finitely generated OG-module M
with the property that ResGP (M) is a permutation OP -module for every p-subgroup P of
G. Equivalently, every indecomposable direct summand of M has trivial source. Another
equivalent condition is that M is isomorphic to a direct summand of a finitely generated
permutation OG-module. The class of p-permutation modules over O is closed under restric-
tion, induction, O-duals, tensor products −⊗O −, direct sums, and taking direct summands
and Green correspondents.

(b) Let e ∈ Z(OG) be an idempotent. We denote the category of p-permutation OGe-
modules by OGetriv and denote by T (OGe) the Grothendieck group of the monoid of iso-
morphism classes of p-permutation OGe-modules with respect to the direct sum operation.
By the Krull-Schmidt Theorem, T (OGe) has a standard Z-basis consisting of elements [M ],
where M runs through a set of representatives of the isomorphism classes of indecomposable
OGe-modules with trivial source. When e = 1, T (OG) is a commutative ring with multipli-
cation induced by − ⊗O − and it is also known as the trivial source ring of G over O. We
always consider T (OGe) as a subgroup of T (OG).

(c) Similarly, one defines p-permutation FGē-modules and the associated trivial source
group T (FGē). The above statements hold as well over F . The functor F ⊗O − induces a
ring isomorphism T (OG) → T (FG) which sends the standard basis of T (OGe) bijectively
onto the standard basis of T (FGē) and preserves vertices (see [Bro85]). By Pr(OGe) we
denote the subgroup of T (OGe) generated by the standard basis elements [M ], where M is
a projective indecomposable OGe-module. Similarly we define Pr(FGē).

(d) Note that one has a commutative diagram
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Pr(OGe) ⊆ T (OGe) κG
qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq R(KGe)

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

≀

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

≀

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

dG

Pr(FGē) ⊆ T (FGē)
ηG

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq R(FGē) ,

where R(KGe) denotes the group of virtual characters of KGe-modules, R(FGe) denotes
the group of virtual Brauer characters of FGe-modules, κG is induced by the functor K ⊗O

− : OGetriv → KGemod, ηG is the canonical map, the left two vertical maps are induced
by the functor F ⊗O −, and the right vertical map is the decomposition map. By [Se78,
Théorèmes 34 et 36], the map κG : Pr(OGe) → R(KGe) is injective and its image consists
precisely of those virtual characters in R(KGe) which vanish on p-singular elements.

2.2 Lemma Suppose that P is a normal p-subgroup of a finite group H . Let M be an
indecomposable p-permutation OH-module with vertex Q. The following are equivalent:

(i) P acts trivially on M , i.e., ResHP (M) ∼= OP ⊕ · · · ⊕ OP .

(ii) OP | ResHP (M).

(iii) P 6 Q.

Proof Obviously, (i) implies (ii). If (ii) holds, then OP | ResHP (Ind
H
Q (OQ)). The Mackey

formula and the fact that OP has vertex P now implies that (iii) holds. Finally, if (iii) holds
then ResHP (M) | ResHP (Ind

H
Q (OQ)) and the Mackey formula imply (i).

An analogous version of Lemma 2.2 with identical proof holds over F instead of O.

2.3 Let P ∈ Sp(G). Recall from [Bro85] that the Brauer construction with respect to P is
a functor

−(P ) : FGtriv → F [NG(P )/P ]triv , M 7→M(P ) .

If M ∈ FGtriv is indecomoposable and P is a vertex of M then the inflated module
Inf

NG(P )
NG(P )/P (M(P )) ∈ NG(P )triv is the Green correspondent of M . Moreover, for Q ∈ Sp(G),

one has M(Q) 6= {0} if and only if Q 6G P .
The commutative diagram

T (OG)
−(P )

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq T (O[NG(P )/P ])

≀

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

≀

T (FG)
−(P )

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq T (F [NG(P )/P ])

defines a unique ring homomorphism T (OG) → T (O[NG(P )/P ]) which we abusively denote
again by −(P ). Note however, that this map does not come from a functor OGtriv →

O[NG(P )/P ]triv. For M ∈ OGtriv the image [M ](P ) of [M ] ∈ T (OG), can be constructed as
follows: Decompose

ResGNG(P )(M) = V1 ⊕ . . .⊕ Vn
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into indecomposable ONG(P )-modules V1, . . . , Vn and let I denote the set of all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
such that Vi satisfies the equivalent conditions of Lemma 2.2 (with H = NG(P )), i.e, P

acts trivially on Vi. For each i ∈ I one has Vi ∼= Inf
NG(P )
NG(P )/P (Ṽi) for an indecomposable

Ṽi ∈ O[NG(P )/P ]triv, which is uniquely determined up to isomorphism by Vi. Then [M ](P ) =
∑

i∈I [Ṽi]. By abuse of notation we also set

M(P ) :=
⊕

i∈I

Ṽi ∈ O[NG(P )/P ]triv ,

which, by the Krull-Schmidt Theorem is uniquely determined up to isomorphism.

2.4 Lemma Let M be a p-permutation OG-module and let P ∈ Sp(G). For any subgroup
H satisfying P 6 H 6 NG(P ) one has

Res
NG(P )/P
H/P (M(P )) ∼=

(

ResGH(M)
)

(P )

as O[H/P ]-modules.

Proof Let V be an indecomposable direct summand of ResGNG(P )(M) and let W be an

indecomposable direct summand of Res
NG(P )
H (V ). By Lemma 2.2, the O[NG(P )]-module V

satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2.2 if and only if the OH-module W does. In fact, if V
satisfies (i) then W does, and if W satisfies (ii) then V does. The result follows.

3 Proof of Theorem A

In this section we will prove Theorem A and generalize it to statements that involve sums
of blocks and restricted vertices.

Using the construction from 2.3, we first define the homomorphism βG. Note that G acts
on the ring

∏

P∈Sp(G)R(K[NG(P )/P ]) via ring automorphisms by

g((χP )P∈Sp(G)) :=
(

g(χ g−1

P
)
)

P∈Sp(G)
.

Here, g(χ g−1

P
) ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]) denotes the character arising from χ g−1

P
via restriction

along the isomorphism NG(P )/P → NG(
g−1

P )/ g−1

P induced by x 7→ g−1xg for x ∈ NG(P ).
Thus, a tuple (χP ) is a G-fixed point if and only if gχP = χ g

P
for all g ∈ G and P ∈ Sp(G).

The homomorphism βG is now defined as

βG : T (OG) →
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

R(K[NG(P )/P ])
)G

, ω 7→
(

κNG(P )/P (ω(P ))
)

P∈Sp(G)
.

Since both the maps −(P ) : T (OG) → T (O[NG(P )/P ]) and κNG(P )/P commute with G-
conjugations, the image of βG is contained in the G-fixed points, and since both maps are
ring homomorphisms, βG is a ring homomorphism.

Proof of Theorem A. First note that βG is injective, since, by the commutative diagram
in 2.1(d), the diagram

6



T (OG)
(−(P ))

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)
T (O[NG(P )/P ])

)G (κNG(P )/P )
qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)
R(K[NG(P )/P ])

)G

≀

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

≀

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

(dNG(P )/P )

T (FG)
(−(P ))

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)
T (F [NG(P )/P ])

)G (ηNG(P )/P )
qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)
R(F [NG(P )/P ])

)G

is commutative and the composition of the two bottom maps is injective by a theorem of
Conlon, see [Be98, Proposition 5.5.4].

Next we show that every element in the image of βG satisfies the condition (C) in The-
orem A. This can be derived from [Ri96, Lemma 6.2], but we give a detailed proof for
the reader’s convenience. Let M ∈ OGtriv and (χP ) = βG([M ]). Let P ∈ Sp(G), and
x ∈ NG(P ). We need to show that χP (xP ) = χQ(xQ) with Q := P 〈xp〉. By Lemma 2.4 with
H := P 〈x〉, we may assume that G = P 〈x〉. We may also assume that M is indecomposable
and P < Q. Let R be a vertex of M . If R = Q then M(P ) = M = M(Q) and therefore
χP (xP ) = χQ(xQ). If R 6= Q then R < Q and therefore M(Q) = {0} and χQ(xQ) = 0.
In order to show that χP (xP ) = 0, we distinguish the two cases P 6 R and P 66 R. In
the latter case, M(P ) = {0} and we are done. So assume that P 6 R < Q. Then, with Õ
denoting a finite extension of O containing a root of unity of order |〈xp′〉|, we have

Õ ⊗O M | IndG
R(Õ) ∼= IndG

R〈xp′ 〉
Ind

R〈xp′ 〉

R (Õ) ∼=
⊕

ϕ

IndG
R〈xp′ 〉

(Õϕ) ,

where ϕ runs through all homomorphisms R〈xp′〉 → Õ× with ϕ|R = 1. Green’s indecompos-
ablility theorem implies that Õ ⊗O M is isomorphic to a direct sum of modules of the form
IndG

R〈xp′ 〉
(Õϕ), for homomorphisms ϕ as above. Therefore, M(P ) = M and χP (xP ) equals

a sum of characters of ÕG-modules of the form IndG
R〈xp′ 〉

(Õϕ) evaluated at x. The latter

evaluation equals 0, since x is not G-conjugate to an element of R〈xp′〉 noting that R < Q.

Conversely, assume that we have a family of virtual characters χP ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ])
satisfying

gχP = χ g
P

and χP (xP ) = χP 〈xp〉(xP 〈xp〉) (5)

for all P ∈ Sp(G), g ∈ G, and x ∈ NG(P ). We will construct an element ω ∈ T (OG)
with βG(ω) = (χP )P∈Sp(G) inductively. Let P1, . . . , Pn ∈ Sp(G) be representatives of the
G-conjugacy classes and assume that |P1| > |P2| > · · · > |Pn|. We will show by induction on
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} that there exists an element ωi ∈ T (OG) with the following two properties:

(i) ωi is a Z-linear combination of the standard basis elements [M ] with vertex Pi.

(ii) The Pi-component of βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi) is equal to χPi
.

i = 1: Note that P := P1 is a Sylow p-subgroup of G. Since NG(P )/P is a p′-
group, we have Pr(O[NG(P )/P ]) = T (O[NG(P )/P ]) and κNG(P )/P : Pr(O[NG(P )/P ]) →
RK(NG(P )/P ) is an isomorphism. Thus, there exists a Z-linear combination γ := a1[V1] +
· · · + ak[Vk] with indecomposable projective O[NG(P )/P ]-modules V1, . . . , Vk such that

7



κNG(P )/P (γ) = χP . Then each Wr := Inf
NG(P )
NG(P )/P (Vr), r = 1, . . . , k, is an indecomposable

p-permutation O[NG(P )]-module with vertex P . For r = 1, . . . , k, let Mr ∈ OGtriv be the
Green correspondent of Wr and set ω1 := a1[M1] + · · ·+ ak[Mk] ∈ T (OG). Then ω1 satisfies
(i) and (ii).

i→ i+1: Set P := Pi+1, let x ∈ NG(P ) with xp /∈ P , and set Q := P 〈xp〉. Then Q > P .
Let βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi)P ∈ RK(NG(P )/P ) denote the P -component of βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi).

Claim: βG(ω1 + · · · + ωi)P (xP ) = χP (xP ). To prove the claim, let j ∈ {1, . . . , i} with
Q =G Pj. We first show that

βG(ωj+1 + · · ·+ ωi)P (xP ) = 0 . (6)

If ωj+1 + · · · + ωi = 0 then this is obvious. So assume that M is an indecomposable p-
permutation OG-module such that [M ] appears in ωj+1 + · · ·+ ωi with nonzero coefficient
and letW be an indecomposable ONG(P )-module that appears inM(P ). It suffices to show
that the χW (x) = 0, where χW denotes the character of W . So assume that χW (x) 6= 0,
which implies xp ∈ R for a vertex R of W . Since W |M(P ) | ResGNG(P )(M), we have R > P .
Thus Q = P 〈xp〉 6 R. But by (i), M has a vertex R′ with |R′| 6 |Pj| = |Q| and since
W | M(P ) | ResGNG(P )(M), we also have R 6G R′. Thus, |R| 6 |Q| so that Q 6 R implies
R = Q. Thus, M has vertex Pj =G Q, in contradiction to M appearing in ωj+1 + · · ·+ ωi.
Hence, (6) holds. Next note that since βG(ω1 + · · · + ωj) satisfies the coherence condition
(C), we obtain

βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωj)P (xP ) = βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωj)Q(xQ) . (7)

Further, by the induction hypothesis for j 6 i, and since the tuple (χP ) satisfies the coherence
condition we have

βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωj)Q(xQ) = χQ(xQ) = χP (xP ) . (8)

Combining the equations (6), (7) and (8) now proves the claim.
Next we set

ψ := χP − βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi)P ∈ RK(NG(P )/P ) ,

which is a virtual character that vanishes on p-singular elements by the claim. By [Se78,
Théorèmes 34 et 36], see also 2.1(d), we can write ψ = κNG(P )/P (γ) for a unique Z-linear
combination γ = a1[V1] + · · ·+ ak[Vk] with indecomposable projective O[NG(P )/P ]-modules

V1, . . . , Vk. For r = 1, . . . , k, set Wr := Inf
NG(P )
NG(P )/P (Vr). Then each Wr has vertex P . For

each r = 1, . . . , k, let Mr denote the Green correspondent of Wr. Then each Mr is an
indecomposable p-permutation OG-module with vertex P . We set

ωi+1 := a1[M1] + · · ·+ ak[Mk] .

Thus, ωi+1 satisfies (i). Moreover, it satisfies (ii), since

βG(ωi+1)P = κNG(P )/P (a1[V1] + · · · ak[Vk]) = ψ

and therefore
βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi+1)P = βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi)P + ψ = χP .

8



This completes the induction proof.

Finally, set ω := ω1 + · · ·+ ωn and let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then we have

βG(ω)Pi
= βG(ω1 + · · ·+ ωi)Pi

= χPi
.

In fact, the first equation follows from ωj(Pi) = 0 for all j ∈ {i+ 1, . . . , n}, since Pi 66G Pj ,
see 2.3, and the second equation follows from (ii). Finally, since the family (χP ) is G-fixed
we also have βG(ω)P = χP for any P ∈ Sp(G).

3.1 Notation We will denote from now on by
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]
)

)′

(9)

the set of all tuples (χP ) with χP ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]), for P ∈ Sp(G), which satisfy the two
conditions in (5).

3.2 Next we derive a block-wise version of Theorem A. Let e ∈ Z(OG) be an idempotent.
For P ∈ Sp(G) denote by e(P ) the unique idempotent in Z(O[NG(P )]) with brP (e) = e(P ),
where brP : Z(OG) → Z(F [NG(P )]) denotes the Brauer homomorphism. It is a well-known
property of the Brauer construction that

e(P )M(P ) =M(P ) for every M ∈ OGetriv . (10)

Note that, since ge(P ) = e( gP ) for all g ∈ G and P ∈ Sp(G), the subgroup
∏

P∈Sp(G)R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )
)

of
∏

P∈Sp(G)R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]
)

is G-stable. Therefore, if we
denote by

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )
)

)′

the set of all tuples (χP ) with χP ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )), for P ∈ Sp(G), which satisfy the
two conditions in (5) then βG restricts to an injective group homomorphism

βG : T (OGe) →
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )
)

)′

, (11)

where we consider e(P ) also as a central idempotent of K[NG(P )/P ] via the canonical K-
algebra epimorphism K[NG(P )] → K[NG(P )/P ]. Note that T (OGe) is in general not a
subring of T (OG).

3.3 Corollary For every idempotent e ∈ Z(OG), the map in (11) is an isomorphism.

Proof It suffices to prove the surjectivity. So let (χP ) be a tuple in the codomain of (11).
Then, by Theorem A there exists ω ∈ T (OG) with βG(ω) = (χP ). The decomposition
T (OG) = T (OGe)⊕ T (OG(1− e)) allows us to write ω = ωe+ω(1− e) with ωe ∈ T (OGe)
and ω(1−e) ∈ T (OG(1−e)). The additivity of βG and the property (10) for the idempotents
e and 1− e now imply that βG(ω(1− e)) = 0 and β(ωe) = (χP ).
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3.4 Notation Let X be a subset of Sp(G) that is closed under G-conjugation and under
taking subgroups and let e ∈ Z(OG) be an idempotent. We denote by T (OGe |X) the
Z-span of the standard basis elements [M ], where M ∈ OGetriv is indecomposable and has a
vertex belonging to X. Moreover, we denote by

(

∏

P∈X

R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )
)

)′

the set of all tuples (χP ) with χP ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )), for P ∈ X, satisfying

gχP = χ g
P

and χP (xP ) = χQ(xQ)

for all g ∈ G, P ∈ X and x ∈ NG(P ), with Q := P 〈xp〉, where we interpret χQ as 0 if Q /∈ X.
Note that for M ∈ T (OGe |X), one has M(P ) = {0} whenever P ∈ Sp(G)r X. Thus, the
map βG restricts to an injective group homomorphism

βG : T (OGe |X) →
(

∏

P∈X

R
(

K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )
)

)′

, (12)

whose codomain we consider as a subset of
∏

P∈Sp(G)R(K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )) by adding 0’s in
the missing components.

3.5 Corollary Let X ⊆ Sp(G) be a subset that is closed under taking G-conjugates and
under taking subgroups and let e ∈ Z(OG) be an idempotent. Then the map in (12) is an
isomorphism.

Proof It suffices to show the surjectivity. Suppose that (χP ) belongs to the codomain of
the map (12), and view this tuple as element in

∏

P∈Sp(G)R(K[NG(P )/P ]e(P )) by adding
0’s in the components indexed by P ∈ Sp(G) r X. Then (χP ) belongs to the codomain
of the map in (11). By Corollary 3.3 there exists ω ∈ T (OGe) with βG(ω) = (χP ) for all
P ∈ Sp(G). We’ll show that ω ∈ T (OG |X). Let Y denote the set of all P ∈ Sp(G) such that
there exists an indecomposable p-permutation OG-module M having a vertex that contains
P and occurring with nonzero coefficient in ω. Then Y is closed under G-conjugation and
taking subgroups. It suffices to show that Y ⊆ X. Let P be a maximal element in Y. It
suffices to show that P ∈ X. Suppose this is not the case. Then 0 = χP = κNG(P )/P (ω(P )).
Moreover, ω(P ) ∈ Pr(O[NG(P )/P ]), since P was chosen maximal in Y. Since κNG(P )/P is
injective on Pr(O[NG(P )/P ]), this implies that ω(P ) = 0. We can write ω = ω1 + ω2, such
that P is a vertex of the indecomposable modules appearing in ω1 and P is not a vertex
of the indecomposable modules appearing in ω2. By the maximality of P in Y, we obtain
ω1 6= 0 but ω1(P ) = ω(P ) = 0. We write ω1 = a1[M1] + · · · + ak[Mk] with representatives
M1, . . .Mk of the isomorphism classes of indecomposable p-permutation OGe-modules with
vertex P and a1, . . . , ak ∈ Z, we obtain ω1(P ) = a1[V1] + · · · + ak[Vk], where each Vr is
an indecomposable projective O[NG(P )/P ]e(P )-module whose inflation Wr to NG(P ) is the
Green correspondent of Mr, for r = 1, . . . , k. Since the Green correspondence is bijective
and the inflation map T (O[NG(P )/P ]e(P )) → T (O[NG(P )]e(P )) is injective, V1, . . . , Vr are
pairwise non-isomorphic. Thus, a1 = · · · = ak = 0 and therefore ω1 = 0, a contradiction.
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3.6 Remark (a) It is worth mentioning that in Theorem A, the field K can be any finite
extension of Qp, including Qp itself.

(b) Suppose that K contains a root of unity of order exp(G), the exponent of G, so
that R(KG) is isomorphic to the character ring of G. The image of βG followed by the
projection map π1 onto R(KG) is equal to κG(T (OG)). The coherence condition (C) in
Theorem A implies the well-known fact that characters of p-permutation OG-modules are
p-rational, i.e., with values contained in the group Qp(ζ), where ζ is a root of unity of G
of order exp(G)p′. The latter is also the group R(Qp(ζ)G) of characters of Qp(ζ)-modules
by a Theorem of Brauer, see [Bra41, Lemma 1∗]. It is shown in [McH21] that the factor
group R(Qp(ζ)G)/κG(T (OG)) is an elementary abelian 2-group (trivial if p is odd) and that
these groups (for varying G) form a uniserial fibered biset functor over the field F2 whose
composition factors are indexed by the quaternion groups.

4 The orthogonal unit group of T (OG)

Recall from Section 1 that the orthogonal unit group of T (OG) is defined by O(T (OG)) =
{u ∈ T (OG) | u · u◦ = 1}.

4.1 Remark (a) Our interest in the orthogonal unit group O(T (OG)) stems from the fact
that the functor IndG×G

∆(G) : OGtriv → O[G×G]triv, where we identify G and the diagonal subgroup
∆(G) := {(g, g) | g ∈ G} of G × G via g 7→ (g, g), yields an injective ring homomorphism
∆: T (OG) → T∆(OG,OG), when we identify left O[G × G]-modules with (OG,OG)-
bimodules. Here T∆(OG,OG) denotes the free abelian group on isomorphism classes of
indecomposable (OG,OG)-bimodules which are p-permutation modules with twisted diago-
nal vertices when considered as O[G×G]-modules. The product on the ring T∆(OG,OG) is
induced by taking the tensor product over OG. If u is an orthogonal unit of T (OG) then its
image ∆(u) ∈ T∆(OG,OG) is a p-permutation autoequivalence of OG, see [BoPe20]. Thus,
O(T (OG)) can be considered as a subgroup of the group of p-permutation autoequivalences
of OG, a group we are interested in studying in the future.

(b) The group O(T (OG)) is actually equal to the torsion subgroup of the unit group
T (OG)×, see also [Ca18, Section 9]. To see this, consider the map

σG : T (OG) →
∏

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)

Z[ζ ] ,

where Tp(G) is the set of all pairs (P, sP ) with P ∈ Sp(G) and sP a p′-element of NG(P )/P ,
and where the (P, sP )-component of σG(ω) is given by the evaluation of the virtual char-
acter κNG(P )/P (ω(P )) at the element sP . Here ζ can be taken as a root of unity of order
exp(G)p′ in some extension of K. The map σG is an injective ring homomorphism (see [Be98,
Corollary 5.5.5]) whose components are also called the species of T (OG). It commutes with
duals: if the (P, sP )-component of σG(ω) is equal to a ∈ Z[ζ ] then the (P, sP )-component of
σ(ω◦) is equal to the ‘complex conjugate’ ā of a, i.e., the image of a under the unique Galois
automorphism of Q(ζ) sending ζ to ζ−1. By [Wa82, Theorem 4.12], every element a ∈ Z[ζ ]
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with aā = 1 has finite order. This implies that the image of every element u ∈ O(T (OG))
has finite order, and that also u has finite order by the injectivity of σG. Conversely, if
u ∈ T (OG)× has finite order then also σG(u) has finite order. Thus, every component a(P,sP )

of σG(u) is a root of unity and satisfies a(P,sP )ā(P,sP ) = 1. Since σG transforms duals into
complex conjugates and σG is injective, u satisfies uu◦ = 1.

(c) TakingK-duals ofKG-modules induces a ring automorphism −◦ : R(KG) → R(KG).
Again, we call a unit u ∈ R(KG)◦ an orthogonal unit if uu◦ = 1. The orthogonal units of
R(KG) form a subgroup O(R(KG)) of the unit group R(KG)×. Using the species of R(KG),
i.e., the injective ring homomorphism R(KG) →

∏

g∈G Z[ζ ] with ζ a primitive root of unity of
order expG in some extension field of K, the same arguments as in (b) show that O(R(KG))
equals the torsion subgroup of R(KG)×. Moreover, it follows from [Ya91] that every torsion
unit of R(KG) is of the form ǫ ·ϕ, where ǫ ∈ {±1} and ϕ ∈ Hom(G,K×) is a linear character
with values in K. Therefore, O(R(KG)) = {±1} ×Hom(G,K×), see also [Ca18, Section 9].

4.2 Proposition For each u ∈ O(T (OG)) there exist unique signs ǫP ∈ {±1} and homo-
morphisms ϕP ∈ Hom(NG(P )/P,K

×), for P ∈ SP (G), such that

βG(u) = (ǫP · ϕP )P∈Sp(G) .

Proof First note that βG(ω
◦) = βG(ω)

◦, for all ω ∈ T (OG), where we use the notation
(χP )

◦ := (χ◦
P ) for any tuple (χP ) ∈

∏

P∈Sp(G)R(K[NG(P )/P ]). Therefore, if u ∈ O(T (OG))
then the P -component of βG(u) is an orthogonal unit in R(K[NG(P )/P ]). The result follows
now from Remark 4.1(c).

We will continue the study of O(T (OG)) after the proof of Theorem B.

4.3 Definition ([Re15]) Let S be a Sylow p-subgroup of p and let F := FS(G) denote the
associated fusion system on S. The Burnside ring of F , denoted by B(F) is defined as the
subring of the Burnside ring B(S) consisting of all elements a ∈ B(S) with the property
that φP (a) = φQ(a), whenever P and Q are G-conjugate subgroups of S. Here, for P 6 S,
φP : B(S) → Z is the ring homomorphism defined by φP ([X ]) := |XP |, whenever X is a
finite S-set, where XP denotes the set of P -fixed points of X .

4.4 Theorem ([BaCa20, Theorem 7.1]) Let S be a Sylow p-subgroup of G and let
F := FS(G) denote the associated fusion system on S. Then the ring homomorphism
resGS : B(G) → B(F) induced by restricting a finite G-set to S, is split surjective. More
precisely, there exists a ring homomorphism tGS : B(F) → B(G) such that resGS ◦ tGS = idB(F).
For a ∈ B(F), the element tGS (a) is determined by the equations φH(t

G
S (a)) = φPH

(a), for all
subgroups H 6 G, where PH is a subgroup of S which is G-conjugate to a Sylow p-subgroup
of H .

Proof of Theorem B. That (1) is the identity on B(F) is already stated in Theorem 4.4.
And that (2) is the identity on B(F) follows from the obvious commutativity of the diagram
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B(G) λG
qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qqq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq T (OG)

resGS

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

resGS

B(S) λS
qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq T (OS)

and from (1) being the identity.

For the proof of Theorem C we need the following lemma which follows immediately from
Lemma 2.4.

4.5 Lemma Let H 6 G. One has a commutative diagram

T (OG)
βG

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

∏

P∈Sp(G)
R(K[NG(P )/P ])

resGH

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
q

resGH

T (OH)
βH

qq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qqq
qq
qq

qqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqqq

∏

P∈Sp(H)
R(K[NH(P )/P ])

where the right vertical map resGH is the ring homomorphism defined by sending (χP )P∈Sp(G)

to
(

res
NG(P )/P
NH(P )/P (χP )

)

P∈Sp(H)
.

Proof of Theorem C. First note that if we define −◦ : B(G) → B(G) as the identity,
then all four maps in (2) commute with −◦. Since they are also ring homomorphisms, they
restrict to a sequence of group homomorphisms

λ−1
S ◦ resGS ◦ λG ◦ tGS : B(F)× → B(G)× → O(T (OG)) → O(T (OS)) = T (OS)×

∼
→ B(S)×

(13)
whose composition is the identity of B(F)×. It follows immediately that

O(T (OG)) = (λG ◦ tGS )(B(F))× ker
(

resGS : O(T (OG)) → O(T (OS))
)

(14)

and that the first factor is isomorphic to B(F)×, since λG ◦ tGS is injective.

Next we show that βG
(

ker
(

resGS : O(T (OG)) → O(T (OS))
))

is equal to the group

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P,K
×)

)′

(15)

consisting of all tuples (ϕP ) ∈
(

∏

P∈Sp(G) Hom(NG(P )/P,K
×)

)G
satisfying

ϕP (xP ) = ϕP 〈xp〉(xP 〈xP 〉) , (16)

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and x ∈ NG(P ). First suppose that u ∈ O(T (OG)) with resGS (u) = 1 =
[OS]. Write βG(u) = (ǫP · ϕP )P∈Sp(G) as in Proposition 4.2. Lemma 4.5 applied to H = S
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implies that ǫP = 1 for all P 6 S. Since the tuple (ǫP ) is a G-fixed point, we obtain ǫP = ǫ
(
g
P )

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and g ∈ G. This implies that ǫP = 1 for all P ∈ Sp(G) and that βG(u)
belongs to the group in (15). Conversely, if a tuple (ϕP ) belongs to the group in (15), then
by Theorem A there exists an element ω ∈ T (OG) with β(ω) = (ϕP ). Since βG commutes
with duals, we obtain βG(ω

◦) = (ϕP )
◦ = (ϕ−1

P ) and therefore βG(ω ·ω◦) = βG(ω)βG(ω)
◦ = 1.

Since βG is injective, we obtain ω ∈ O(T (OG)).

Since βG is injective we have now proved that the second factor in (14) is isomorphic
to the group in (15). Finally, if (ϕP ) belongs to the group in (15) then ϕP vanishes on
p-elements by the condition in (16) for all P ∈ Sp(G). Thus each ϕP takes values in the
roots of unity of K of p′-order of K which correspond isomorphically to those of F×. This
concludes the proof of Theorem C.

The next result is a further decomposition of the second factor occurring in the decom-
position of O(T (OG)) in Theorem C.

4.6 Proposition One has a decomposition

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)′
∼= Hom(G,F×)×

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/PCG(P ), F
×)

)′

,

where the second factor denotes the set of all tuples

(ϕP ) ∈
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/PCG(P ), F
×)

)G

satisfying
ϕP (xPCG(P )) = ϕQ(xQCG(Q)) ,

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and all x ∈ NG(P ), where Q := P 〈xp〉.

Proof Set
H :=

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P ), F
×)

)G
(17)

and note that the component-wise inflations map the group
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)′

isomorphically onto the subgroup H1 of H , consisting of those tuples (ϕP ) ∈ H that satisfy

P 6 ker(ϕP ) and ϕP (x) = ϕP 〈xp〉(x) (18)

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and all x ∈ NG(P ). Similarly, the component-wise inflations map the

group
(

∏

P∈Sp(G) Hom(NG(P )/PCG(P ), F
×)

)′
isomorphically onto the group H2 of tuples

(ϕP ) ∈ H satisfying

PCG(P ) 6 ker(ϕP ) and ϕP (x) = ϕP 〈xp〉(x) (19)

for all P ∈ Sp(G) and all x ∈ NG(P ).

14



Note that the homomorphisms ι : Hom(G,F×) → H1, ϕ 7→ (ϕ|NG(P ))P∈Sp(G), and
π : H1 → Hom(G,F×), (ϕP ) 7→ ϕ1, where 1 ∈ Sp(G) denotes the trivial subgroup of G,
satisfy π ◦ ι = id. Therefore, one has a decomposition

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)′
∼= H1

∼= ι(Hom(G,F×))× ker(π) . (20)

Since ι is injective, the first factor in (20) is isomorphic to Hom(G,F×). Thus, it suffices to
show that ker(π) = H2. Clearly, if (ϕP ) ∈ H2 then ϕ1 = 1. Conversely, assume now that
(ϕP ) ∈ H with ϕ1 = 1. It suffices to show that PCG(P ) 6 ker(ϕP ) for all P ∈ Sp(G). Since
every torsion element of F× has p′-order, ϕP is trivial on any p-element of NG(P ). Thus, it
suffices to show that ϕP (c) = 1 for all p′-elements c ∈ CG(P ). We show this by induction
on |P |. The case P = 1 is clear, since ϕ1 = 1. Let 1 < P ∈ Sp(G) be arbitrary. Choose a
normal subgroup Q of P of index p and an element x ∈ P with P = Q〈x〉. Then, since ϕP

and ϕQ vanish on p-elements and by the second property in (18) applied to Q and xc, we
obtain ϕP (c) = ϕP (xc) = ϕQ(xc) = ϕQ(c) which equals 1 by induction.

5 A criterion à la Yoshida

In this section we prove a result analogous to Yoshida’s characterization of the mark values
of units of the Burnside ring, see [Yo90, Proposition 6.5]. To set the stage, recall from
Remark 4.1(b) that one has an injective ring homomorphism

σG : T (OG) →
(

∏

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)

K
)G

, ω 7→
(

κNG(P )/P (ω(P ))(sP )
)

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)
,

where we view the element κNG(P )/P (ω(P )) ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]) as virtual character that can
be evaluated at sP , and where the exponent G stands for taking fixed points under the

natural conjugation action
g(

a(P,sP )

)

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)
:=

(

ga g−1

(P,sP )

)

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)
. Here we use the

action of G on Tp(G) given by g(P, sP ) = ( gP, g(sP )). Since every orthogonal unit of T (OG)
has finite order (see Remark 4.1(b) or Theorem C), the ring homomorphism σG restricts to
an injective group homomorphism

σG : O(T (OG)) →
(

∏

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)

〈ζ〉
)G

,

where ζ ∈ K× is a root of unity that generates the group of roots of unity in K of order
dividing 2 exp(G)p′ (see again Theorem C).

5.1 Theorem Let ζ ∈ K× be as above and let (α(P,sP )) ∈
(

∏

(P,sP )∈Tp(G)〈ζ〉
)G

. The following
are equivalent:

(i) The tuple (α(P,sP )) belongs to σG(O(T (OG))).

(ii) For every P ∈ Sp(G), the function ψP : NG(P )/P → 〈ζ〉, xP 7→ α(Q,xQ) · α(P,1P ),
where Q = P 〈xp〉, is a group homomorphism.
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Proof Note that the functions ψP in (ii) are well-defined: If xP = yP for x, y ∈ NG(P ),
then P 〈xp〉 = P 〈yp〉 and xP 〈xp〉 = yP 〈yp〉.

Suppose first that u ∈ O(T (OG)) and (α(P,sP )) = σG(u). By Proposition 4.2 we have
βG(u) = (ǫP ·ϕP ) with ǫP ∈ {±1} and ϕP ∈ Hom(NG(P )/P,K

×). Thus, α(P,sP ) = ǫP ·ϕP (sP )
for all (P, sP ) ∈ Tp(G). As a consequence, for all P ∈ Sp(G) and xP ∈ NG(P )/P , we have
ψP (xP ) = ǫQ · ϕQ(xQ) · ǫP , where Q = P 〈xp〉. However, by the coherence property of the
components of βG(u), we have ǫQ · ϕQ(xQ) = ǫP · ϕP (xP ) so that ψP (xP ) = ϕP (xP ) and
ψP = ϕP is a homomorphism.

Conversely, suppose that ψP is a homomorphism for every P ∈ Sp(G). This implies
1 = ψP (1P ) = α(P,1P ) · α(P,1P ) so that ǫP := α(P,1P ) ∈ {±1}. For P ∈ Sp(G), we define
χP : NG(P )/P → K, xP 7→ ǫP · ψP (xP ). Since ψP ∈ Hom(NG(P )/P,K

×), χP = ǫP ·
ψP ∈ R(K[NG(P )/P ]). Since the tuple (α(P,sP )) is G-fixed, the tuple (χP ) is G-fixed. We
check that the tuple (χP ) satisfies the coherence condition. Let P ∈ Sp(G), x ∈ NG(P )
and set Q := P 〈xp〉. Then χP (xP ) = ǫP · ψP (xP ) = ǫ2P · α(Q,xQ) = α(Q,xQ) and also
χQ(xQ) = ǫQ ·ψQ(xQ) = ǫ2Q ·α(Q,xQ) = α(Q,xQ). By Theorem A, there exists u ∈ T (OG) with
βG(u) = (χP ), which implies that the (P, sP )-component of σG(u) is χP (sP ) = α(P,sP ), so
that σG(u) = (α(P,sP )). Moreover, βG(u · u◦) = βG(u) · βG(u)

◦ = 1, since βG(u)
◦ = (χP )

◦ =
(ǫP · ψ−1

P ). The injectivity of βG implies u · u◦ = 1 so that u ∈ O(T (OG)).

6 Examples

6.1 Proposition Suppose that every p-singular element of G is a p-element. Let S be a
Sylow p-subgroup of G and let F := FS(G) be the associated fusion system on S. Moreover,
let S̃p(G) be a set of representatives of the G-conjugacy classes of p-subgroups of G. Then

O(T (OG)) ∼= B(F)× ×
∏

P∈S̃p(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×) .

Proof We use the decomposition of O(T (OG)) from Theorem C. Since every p-singular
element of G is a p-element, the coherence condition in (4) is satisfied for every tuple (ϕP ) ∈
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)G
. Thus,

(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)′

=
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)G

.

Moreover, the natural projection map
(

∏

P∈Sp(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

)G

→
∏

P∈S̃p(G)

Hom(NG(P )/P, F
×)

is an isomorphism.

Note that the hypothesis of the above proposition is satisfied if G is a Frobenius group
of the form S⋊E, where the Frobenius kernel S is a p-group and E 6 Aut(S) is a p′-group.
In particular, if S is cyclic, we have the following corollary.
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6.2 Corollary Suppose that G = S ⋊ E, where S is a cyclic p-group of order pn and
E 6 Aut(S) is a p′-group. Then

O(T (OG)) ∼= B(S)× ×
∏

P∈S̃p(G)

Hom(E, F×)n+1 .

Proof This follows immediately from the previous proposition noting that for every P ∈
Sp(G) one has NG(P ) = G and Hom(G/P, F×) ∼= Hom(E, F×). Moreover, B(F) = B(S),
since S is cyclic.

Recall that G is called p-nilpotent if there exists a normal p′-subgroup N of G such that
G/N is a p-group.

6.3 Proposition Suppose that G is a p-nilpotent group with Sylow p-subgroup S and let
F := FS(G) be the associated fusion system on S. Then

O(T (OG)) ∼= B(S)× ×Hom(G,F×) .

Proof We use again Theorem C. Since G is p-nilpotent, one has FS(G) = FS(S) by a
theorem of Frobenius. Therefore, two subgroups P and Q of S are G-conjugate if and only
if they are S-conjugate. It follows that B(F) = B(S). Moreover, since G is p-nilpotent,
the group NG(P )/CG(P ) is a p-group for every P ∈ Sp(G). The result now follows from
Proposition 4.6 and noting that Hom(NG(P )/PCG(P ), F

×) is trivial for all P ∈ Sp(G).
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