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Let H,, denote the class of p— hyperelementary finite groups. The groups in H,
are semi—direct products, G = C' x P, where C is a normal cyclic subgroup of order
prime to p, and P is a p-group. Inside the class H = UH,, of all hyperelementary
groups we consider the class of basic groups:

B = {G € H| all normal abelian subgroups of G are cyclic }

whose structure is much simpler (see 3.A.6).

Recall that Swan [24] , Lam [15] and Dress [6] have shown that when a K-
theory or an L-theory functor is applied to a finite group G, it can be detected by
using the hyperelementary subgroups of G. This means that the direct sum of the
restriction maps from G to the subgroups of G in H induces an injection. In this
paper we show that many of these functors can be detected by using subquotients
of G which belong to B (see 1.A.12, 1.B.8 and 1.C.7). These detection results have
other applications such as [4 ] and [13] .

Several of the sections in this paper are divided into subsections. A subsection
A indicates that we are considering the linear case, the case which applies to K—
theory. A label of B indicates that we are doing a quadratic version which applies
to the ordinary L— theory as in Dress [6] . The C subsections apply to a more
esoteric quadratic theory that comes up in L-theory with arbitrary antistructures
as in Wall [26] . Those readers interested only in the linear theory may safely skip
any B or C subsection. Those interested only in ordinary L-theory can safely skip
any C subsection.
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in section 2. We would also like to thank the referee for considerable assistance in
clarifying numerous points in this work.

1Partially supported by NSERC grant A4000 and the Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton,
N.J.
2Partially supported by the N.S.F.



Section 1: Background and Statement of Results.

A: The Linear Case

Let R be a commutative ring. For any R-algebra A, we let 4P denote the
category of finitely generated projective left A—modules. If A and B are R—algebras,
we let gPM 4 denote the category of B—A-bimodules P such that

(i) P is finitely generated projective as a left B—module, and

(ii) re = xr for all r € R and all z € P.

Direct sum makes g P.M 4 into a symmetric monoidal category. In [19, p. 37-39],
Oliver introduced the following category.

(1.A.1) Definition: R—Morita is the category with objects R-algebras and
HomR—Mm’ita(Aa B) = KO(BPMA)-

Composition is given by tensor product. We also add a zero object to make
R—Morita into an additive category.
If M is an object in gPM 4 , then the functor

M®ap__:aP —BP
induces a homomorphism
M®y - :K,(A) — K,(B)

where K, is Quillen K-theory (see [20] ). It is easy to check that the functor K,
factors as follows

R—Algebras ———  Abelian Groups

(AN /!
R—Morita

where (A) = A and ¢(f: A — B) = pBa with bimodule structure by - b-a =
by -b- f(a).

Another of Quillen’s functors, G,,(4) = K, (4M), where 4 M is the category
of finitely generated, left A—modules, factors through the category where the mor-
phisms are K of the category of bimodules which are finitely generated on the left
and projective on the right.

Any Morita equivalence in the classical sense (see [1 , Theorem 3.5, p.65]) yields
an isomorphism in R—Morita, and in this other category.

For working with finite groups, we find a different category convenient, but
before describing it we recall the following category theory.

(1.A.2) Ab—categories and the Add construction: A category C is an Ab-
category (MacLane [17, p.28]) if each Hom—set has an abelian group structure on
it so that composition is bilinear. Associated to an Ab—category C we have the



free additive category Add(C) ( MacLane [17, p.194, Exercise 6(a)] ), whose objects
are n—tuples, n = 0,1,... , of objects of C and whose morphisms are matrices of
morphisms in C. The 0- tuple is defined so as to be a 0—object. Juxtaposition
defines the biproduct. To avoid proliferation of names we will often name the
Add construction of an Ab—category and then think of the Ab— category as the
subcategory of 1-tuples.

A functor F': A — B between two Ab-categories is additive if the associated map
Hom (A1, As) — Homp(F (A1), F(A2)) is a group homomorphism for all objects
Aj, As € A. The Add construction on C is free in the sense that given an additive
category A and an additive functor F:C — A, there exists a natural extension to
an additive functor Add(F): Add(C) — A. We will often use the remark that if an
additive functor F' is an embedding ( the induced map on hom-sets is injective ),
then so is Add(F).

Next we recall some terminology from the theory of group actions on sets.

Given two groups, Hy and Ho, an Ho—H; biset is a set X on which Hs acts on the
left, Hy acts on the right and ha(zhy) = (hax)hy for all x € X, hy € Hy,hy € Ho.
For each point = € X we have two isotropy groups: g, I(x) = {h € Ha|hx =z} and
Iy (z) = {h € Hi|zh = z}. Given an H3—H> biset, X, and an Hy—H; biset, Y,
recall X xp Y is defined as X x Y modulo the relations (z,y) ~ (zh™!, hy) for all
r€ X,y€Y and h € Hy. Clearly X xy_ Y is an H3—H; biset. Note h € g, I(x,y)
iff we can find hy € Hs such that h-z =« - h;l and y = ho - y. These equations
define a group homomorphism
(1.A.3) i, 1@ 9)/ 1, (@) — 1)/ (T, () 0 1, 1(9)
which is an injection. The coset of an element h € y I(y) comes from y I(z,y) iff
x - h is in the same H3— orbit as x.

(1.A.4) Definition: We define a category RG—Morita as the Add construction
applied to the following Ab— category. The objects are the finite groups H which
are isomorphic to some subquotient of G. Define Homgrg—porita(Hi, H2) as the
following Grothendieck construction.

Take the collection of isomorphism classes of finite Ho—H7 bisets, X, for which
|m, I(z)| is a unit in R for all # € X. Disjoint union makes this collection into a
monoid. Form formal differences and set X equivalent to X’ if RX is isomorphic
to RX’ as RHy—RH; bimodules.

Define the composition

Hompga—wmorita(H2, Hg) X Hompa—morita(H1, H2) — Hompa—vorita(H1, H3)

by sending i, Xp, X #,Yn, to X X, Y as defined above. Note that (1.A.3) implies
that composition is defined.

Remark: The requirement that X is equivalent to X’ if RX is isomorphic to RX’ as
RH;—RH, bimodules is perhaps less natural than requiring that X be isomorphic
to X’ as bisets, but in section 4 we will want our morphism group to be a subgroup
of the corresponding morphism group of R—Morita.



(1.A.5) Remark: A generating set for Hompgg—_nrorita(H1, H2) is easily found.
An H,—H; biset is the same thing as a left Hy x H” set. Such a set is just a
disjoint union of coset spaces of Hy x Hy?, and these are described by conjugacy
classes of subgroups of Hy x H{?. For all our serious work |Hy x Hy?| will be a unit
in R, so the morphism group will be generated by the collection of all these bisets.

(1.A.6) Definition: The functor which sends H to the R-algebra RH and sends
an Ho—H; biset X to the bimodule RX, is an additive functor into R—M orita, and
hence extends to a functor from RG—Morita to R—Morita. We call this functor
the R—group ring functor.

(1.A.7) Remark: Clearly the map is well defined and note that R[X xp, Y] =
RX ®gry, RY so the map preserves compositions. We need to see that RX is
projective as a left RH3—module. Since the orders of all the left isotropy subgroups
are invertible in R this is a standard averaging trick.

In the sequel we will write RH both for an object in R—Morita and for an
object in RG—Morita since the notation displays both the group and the ring.

(1.A.8) Generalized Induction and Restriction Maps:

Let H; C Hs be finite groups. Then Hs, considered as a finite Ho—H; biset, gives
an element in Hompgag— morita(H1, Ha) called a (generalized) induction and written
Indgf; H, considered as a finite H1—Hs yields a map in Hompga— arorita(H2, H1)
called a (generalized) restriction map and written Resgf.

If H— H/N is a quotient map, H/N considered as a finite H/N—H biset yields
a generalized restriction map, written Resg/N € Hompg—morita(H, H/N); H/N
considered as a finite H-H/N biset yields a generalized induction map, written
Indg/N € Hompge—morita(H/N, H), provided |N| is a unit in R.

If we have a subquotient H/N with H C K, we can compose the two maps above
to get a generalized restriction Resg/N € Hompa—morita(K, H/N). If |[N| € R*,
we have a generalized induction I ndﬁ ~ € Hompa—norita(H/N, K). Notice that
the generalized restriction goes from the group of larger order to the group of smaller
order and the generalized induction goes the other way.

(1.A.9) Remark: We can now give a different generating set for Hompgg
_Morita(H1, H2) than the one we gave in 1.A.5. The map f: Hy x H{¥ — Hs x H;
defined by f(hg,h1) = (ha,hy") defines a biset bijection between (Hy x H{?)/S
and Hy xg Hy, where S is a subgroup of Hy x H;. Hence a generating set for
Hompa—porita(H1, Ha) consists of the bisets associated to a generalized restric-
tion followed by a generalized induction H; «— S — Hs. Such a composite is in
RG—Morita iff the order of the kernel of S — Hy is a unit in R.

(1.A.10) Definition: A hyperelementary group is basic if all its normal abelian
subgroups are cyclic. We classify these groups in (3.A.6).

(1.A.11) Theorem: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group, and let R be a com-
mutative ring such that |G| is a unit in R. Then, in RG—Morita,



(i) The Linear Detection Theorem : the sum of the generalized restriction maps
Res: R[G] — @{R[H/N]: H/N is a basic subquotient of G}
is a split injection, and
(ii)) The Linear Generation Theorem : the sum of the generalized induction maps
Ind: ®{R[H/N]: H/N is a basic subquotient of G} — R[G]|
is a split surjection.

A more refined version of this result is stated and proved in Theorem 4.A.8. The
result itself is proved in 4.A.9.

(1.A.12) Applications: With G p-hyperelementary and |G| € R*, we suppose
J: RG—Morita — A
is an additive functor. Then
Res: J(R|G]) — &J(R[H/N])
is a split injection, and
Ind:®J(R[H/N]) — J(R[G])
is a split surjection in A. For example, set J(R[G]) equal to

(i) K,(R[G]), Quillen K—theory for finitely generated projective modules,
(ii) KV, (R[G]), Karoubi-Villamayor K— theory ( see [KV] ), [We]),

(i) K} (R|G]) = Gn(R[G]), Quillen K- theory for the exact category of finitely
generated R[G]— modules,

(iv) Nil(R[G]) (see [8] ),

(v) Kn(Z[E]G — QmG) < K, (ZG — ZnG), where m = |G; recall that there
is an exact sequence

= Kn(ZG) — Kn(ZnG) — Kn(ZG — 2,G) — -+,

(vi) HH,(R|G]), Hochschild homology, [5, Acknowledgements],
(vii) HC,(R[G]), cyclic homology, [16] , Corollary 1.7.



(1.A.13) Remark: All the functors except (iii) are functors out of R—Morita,
and hence out of RG—Morita. Even functor (iii) is a functor out of RG—Morita.

(1.A.14) Example: Recall Wh(G) = K1(ZG)/(+G). Group homomorphisms
and transfers associated to group inclusions induce maps of Wh. Composites of
these maps generate the morphism groups in ZG—Morita. Since K; is a functor
defined on Z—Morita it is easy to check that Wh is a functor on ZG—Morita. It
seems unlikely that Wh is a functor on Z—Morita.

(1.A.15) Non-example: In (1.A.11) we cannot drop the assumption that |G| is a
unit in R. For example, Ky(Z[C(2) x C(4)]) is not detected by basic subquotients,
where C'(k) denotes the cyclic group of order k.

In some situations we are interested in computing ( rather than just detecting )

functors out of RG—Morita. Call a 5-term sequence 0 — A > B LA C — 0 split

ezxact provided that there exists a map f: C — B such that fof = 1¢, the identity

of C; Boax = 0, the zero map from A to C; and a® f: A@C — B is an isomorphism.
The following theorem is proved in section 5.

(1.A.16) Theorem: Let R be a commutative ring and G a p— hyperelementary
group with |G| a unit in R. Assume that G has a normal subgroup K = C(p) xC(p).
Let Cy, Ch, . .., Cp be the distinct cyclic subgroups of K. Let Z(G) denote the center
of G.

(i) If K is central, then the following sequence is split exact in RG—M orita

Proj

0 — RG = R[G/Cy] x RG/C1] x - x R[G/C,] - (RIG/K])? — 0

(ii) If K is not central, we may assume that K N Z(G) = Cy. Let Go denote
the centralizer of K in G. Then the following sequence is split exact in
RG—Morita

0 — RG —Lr9%Bes | RIG/Co] x R[Go/Ch] -2 R[Go/K] — 0

The maps (3 are defined in section 5: case (i) in 5.A.1 and case (ii) in 5.A.3.
We will see that they live in ZG—Morita, and the sequences in Theorem 1.A.16
are 0—sequences in ZG— M orita which become split exact in RG— M orita whenever
|G| is a unit in R. They are definitely not exact in ZG—Morita by Non—example
1.A.15.

B: The Hermitian Case

We begin with a discussion of quadratic form theory over a pair of rings with
antistructure. We want to develop a “bi”—version of the usual theory so that there
will be pairings mimicing those in the linear case. The concepts introduced below
are just “bi” analogues of the standard concepts in Wall’s theory of quadratic forms,
[26] , [27] , and the formulae seem to be forced by the desired pairings. It seems
best to just present the answers and some checks, with the rest left to the diligent
reader.



Recall that a ring with antistructure , (A, a,u), is a ring A, an anti-automorph-
ism a: A — A, and a unit u € A such that

ulzu forallz € A

alu) = uh

Q
n
—
8
~
|

If (A, o, u) and (B, §,v) are rings with antistructure, then an (A4, a, u)—(B, 3, v)
form is a pair (gMa, ) with pMs € gPMy and i M ®4 Mt — B is a B-B
bimodule map. Here M? refers to an A-B bimodule structure on M obtained from
the B—A bimodule structure using a and 3 via the formula

aemeb=p(b) -m-afa).

( We use M ™" below to denote M with the A-B bimodule structure obtained from
the B~A bimodule structure using a~! and 37!. ) We will also refer to \ as a
biform.

We say that the form is bi—hermitian if the following diagram commutes

MoiaMt 2 B
T| |7

MoaMt 2 B

where T'(m1 ® mo) = mo @ u~! emy and T(b) = v~ 137(b). Note T? = Id and
TA) =ToAoT.

Given a (4, a,u)—(B,S,v) form, (M,)), we define a new form, T()\), on M
following Wall [26] by

T(\)(m1,me) = v 137 (A (ma, my - u)).

A T(A ) = X iff A is bihermitian.

Note that T(T'(\)) =
ya,u)—(B, B,v) form, (M, \) there is a map of B—A bimodules

Given any (A
ad(\): M — Homp(M,B)'"'

defined by
ad(N)(my)(m2) = A(ma, my).

We say that a form is nonsingular if ad()\) is an isomorphism.
We define the orthogonal sum of forms as usual: if (M, ) and (N, p) are two
(A, a,u)—(B, B,v) forms then A L u is defined by

(A L p)(m1 & ni,ma @ na) = A(mi, ma) + p(n, na).

Note that A L p is non—singular iff A and u are.
Another notion of sum starts with two (A, o, u)—(B,8,v) forms on M, say u
and A. Define (M, i+ A) by the formula (p+ A)(mq, m2) = p(my, mz) + A(my, ma).



The set of (A, «a,u)-(B,3,v) forms on M is an abelian group, denoted Sesq(M).
The involution T" acts on Sesq(M).
As an example, we compute this group for the free B—A bimodule.

(1.B.1) Example: Let R be a commutative ring with involution r — 7 and
suppose A and B are R-algebras such that a(r-1) =7-1and 8(r-1) =7-1. If
F = B®pg A is the free B-A bimodule, then the map ®: Sesq(F) — Hompg(A, B)
defined by ®(A)(a) = A(1®a,1®1) defines a Z/2Z—-equivariant isomorphism, where
Z/2Z acts on Hompg(A, B) by defining T(f)(a) = v 187 (f(u"ta"(a))) for all
ac A

Next we define the notion of a metabolic form. Given an (A, a, u)—(B, 3, v) form
(BMa4, \), define a form, denoted Meta()), on M & Homp (M, B)"" by

Meta(N)[(m1, f1), (m2, f2)] = A(m1,m2) + fo(mi) + v ' B fi(ma -u™t).

A metabolic form is any form that is isometric to Meta(X) for some A . A hyperbolic
form is just a metabolic form with A = 0. Any metabolic form is nonsingular and
T(Meta(N)) = Meta(T(N\)) . Hence, the form A is bihermitian, iff Meta()\) is.

Next we define Lagrangians. Given an (A, a, u)—(B, 5,v) form (M4, A) we say
that a bi-summand L C M is a Lagrangian if the form restricted to L is 0 and
if the inclusion of L into its perpendicular subspace is an isomorphism. Suppose
A is nonsingular, M = P & L as B—A bimodules and L is a Lagrangian. Then
A 2 Meta()\|p) where the isometry is given by F: P& L — P & Homp(P, B)!
defined by F(p,m) = (p,ad(X)(m)) for all p € P and m € L. In particular, if A is
nonsingular, (M, A) L (M, —\) is isomorphic to Meta()\) since the diagonal copy of
M is a Lagrangian.

We have the usual equation

Meta(\) L Meta(A + ) & Meta(\) L Meta(v)

where A\ and « are biforms on the same module, M. If M* = Homp(M, B)t_l, the
isometry is given by F-M & M* e M e M* — M & M* ® M & M* defined by
F(m, f,n,g) = (m+n, f,n,g— f —ad(X)(m)) . In particular, in any Grothendieck—
type construction, all metabolics on the same module are equivalent.

Not all metabolics however are isometric, and we explore the relationship. Recall
Z/2Z acts on Sesq(M) via T. Any bihermitian form, A, on M determines an
element

[\ € H°(Z/27Z; Sesq(M))

and [A1] = [A2] implies that Meta(A1) and Meta(\z) are isometric. Indeed, if
X2 = A1 + & + T(6), the map F: M & Homp(M, B)' ' — M & Homp(M,B)!"
defined by F(m, f) = (m, f — ad(¢)(m)) satisfies

Meta(A2)(F(ma, f1), F(ma, f2)) = Meta(A1)((m1, f1), (ma2, f2))-

The following properties are easily checked.



(1) A+ o] =[]+ [Ag]
(ii) H°(Z/2Z;Sesq(M & N)) = HY(Z/2Z; Sesq(M)) & HY(Z/2Z; Sesq(N))
(iif) [M L A2] = ([A1], [A2]) under the decomposition in (ii),

Given an (A, a, u)—(B, 8,v) form (g Ma, \), and a (B, 8,v)—(C, v, w) form (¢ Np, i),
define the tensor product biform

(L@ A): (N®g M)®a (N @ M) — C
by the formula
(L ® A)(n1 @ mi,ne @ ma) = p(ng - A(my, ma),na).

Note that T(u @A) = T(p) @ T(A); (1 L p2) @A = @A L pa @ A5 p @ (M1 L
A2) = p® A1 L p® Ng; if p is bihermitian nonsingular, then pu ® Meta()) is
isometric to Meta(u ® A); and if A is bihermitian nonsingular, then Meta(u) ® A is
isomorphic to Meta(pu ® X). The isometry between Meta(p) ® A and Meta(pu ® N)
isgiven by Id®F: N@g M &N ®p Homp(M, B)t_1 — N M@ (Homc(N®p
M,C))!" where F is defined by F(n® f)(ny ®m) = ad(u)(n)(ny - f(m)). The map
G: (Home(N,C)t ' @5 M — (Home(N @ M,C))t " defined by G(f @ m)(n®
m1) = f(n-ad(X)(m)(my)) can be used as above to define an isometry between
1@ Meta(\) and Meta(p ® N).

From these results it follows that if ;1 and A\ are bihermitian, then so is g ® A,
and by reducing to the metabolic case it follows that the tensor product of any two
bihermitian nonsingular biforms is nonsingular.

With these definitions it is straightforward to extend our linear Morita theory
to the quadratic case. See also [9] , [10] and [12] .

(1.B.2) Definition: Let R be a commutative ring with involution —: R — R.
Then (R, —)—Morita is the category with
objects :(R,—)—algebras, i.e. rings with antistructure (A, o, u) where A is an
R-algebra and

a(ra) =ra(a) foralla € Aand all r € R .
maps : if (4, a,u) and (B, 8,v) are (R, —)—algebras, then

Hom(R,f)fMorita((Av Q, u)a (B7 ﬁa U))

is the Grothendieck group, using orthogonal sum, of all nonsingular, bihermitian
(A, a,u)—(B, 8,v) forms. Composition is given by the tensor product of forms. As
usual we add a zero object to make (R, —)—Morita into an additive category. The
identity morphism in Hom g, —y_arorita((A, @, u), (A, o, u)) is given by the class of
the biform u: A ®@ A — A defined by u(a; ® az) = aja(as).

The final choice of morphisms, non—singular bihermitian biforms, is dictated by
our desire to have our category act on as many “quadratic” functors as possible.
See 1.B.8 for some examples.



For use below, we remark that we have quadratic (B, ,v)—(A, a,u) forms by
mimicking Wall [26] , and that these form a symmetric monoidal category under
orthogonal sum, denoted Quad((B,,v)—(A, a,u)).

Define a functor from the category of (R, —)—algebras and antistructure preserv-
ing R-algebra maps to (R, —)—Morita by sending an R-algebra with antistructure,
(A, o, u) to itself and sending f: (A, o, u) — (B, 3, v) to the form \: B Bt — B de-
fined by A(b1®b2) = b1-371(b2). The Quillen K-theory of Quad((B, 3,v)—(R, —,1))
is a functor on the category of (R, —)—algebras and R—-algebra maps which factors
through (R, —)—Morita via this functor.

The antistructures that we wish to deal with in the finite group case are of a
very special type. We define a geometric antistructure on G as a 4-tuple (G,w, 6,b),
where w € Hom(G, +1), 6 € Aut(G) and b € G satisfy the relations

(i)  wl(g) =wl(g) for all g € G,
(ii)  6%(g) =b"1gb for all g € G,
(#it) 6(b) = b and w(b) = +1.

The associated anti—automorphism on RG is defined by the formula

a(d reg) =D Tew(9)b(g ).

An orientation for a geometric antistructure is a unit € € R such that £ =¢7".
The associated antistructure on RG consists of the associated anti—automorphism
and the unit

u=ce-b.

The case in which 6 is the identity and b is the identity element in the group,
denoted e, is the most important case in ordinary surgery theory, but other geo-
metric antistructures arise in codimension 1 splitting problems (see e.g. [12, p.55
and p.110]).

Before defining the quadratic analogue of RG—Morita we need to introduce a
hermitian structure on finite bisets. Let H; and Hs be finite groups, each with a
geometric antistructure, (GHl,le,le) and (9H2,wH2,bH2). Let aq (resp. a9 )
denote the associated anti-homomorphism on RH; ( resp. RH> ). Fix an orienta-
tion e € R and let u; = ¢ - by, (resp. ug =€ - bu, ). Define a biset form on a
finite Ho—H; biset X as a pair consisting of a bijection fx: X — X and a set map
wx: X — *1 which satisfy

(1)  wx(krh) =wy,(k)wx(z)wn (h) forall k € Ha, all z € X, and all

he H,

(i)  Ox(kxh) = 0p, (k)0x (z)0m, (h) for all k € H, all z € X, and all
h € Hy,

(iti) 0% (x) = by abp, for all z € X .

Associated to each biset form is a bihermitian, nonsingular (RHas, as, us)—(RH;y,
a1, up) form whenever X satisfies the condition that |y I(z)| € R* for all z € X.
The formula is a bit complicated but the underlying principal is easy. We want
distinct orbits to be orthogonal so we can reduce to irreducible bisets. On one of
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these we are looking at a composition of a transfer and a projection. If the reader
writes out the biform associated to each of these, the formula should follow, but
once again it seems easier for exposition to just produce the formula and check the
properties. To define it, first define a set map

A: X x X — RH>.

where we define A(x1,z2) as follows. Let £(zq) = bm, HX(xg)bgi.

0 if £(x2) and x; are not in the same Hy—orbit

Az, 20) = w(x2) .
Ta )] >k otherwise,
where we sum over the set of all k € Ha such that k- ¢(xz2) = x1. Note that this set
is a coset of y_I(71).
We can extend A to RX x RX using sesquilinearity, and it is straightforward to
check that we get a bihermitian (RHz, 8, by, )-(RHi1,a, by ) form

Ax: RX ®RH1 RX — RH,.

Note that Ax is independent of the choice of orientation €. Also note that (w, 8, b)
gives a biset form on G considered as a G—-G biset. The associated form on RG is
the form which gives the identity morphism in (R, —)—Morita.

To check that A is nonsingular, first choose a set {x;} of one z; from each Ho—
orbit of X. For each z; define an RH> module map (5%_ :RX — RH> by

0 ifi#j
5xj (i) = { \H211(:ri)| Sk oifi=j

where we sum over k € g I(x;). It is easy to see that the set {6Ij} is a basis for
Hompgy,(RX, RHs) as an RHy-module. Since ad()\)(b;]iijHl) = w(a:j)ég;j, Ais
nonsingular.

The set of biset forms is a monoid under disjoint union and the (RHs, o, ug)—
(RH;, a1, up) form associated to the disjoint union of two biset forms is just the
orthogonal sum of the (RHa, aa, us)—(RH1, a1, u1) forms associated to the two biset
forms.

Given an H;—Hj biset form (X, 0x,wx) and an Ho—Hj3 biset form (Y, 0y, wy ),
define the composite biset form to be the Hi—Hjs biset form (Z,0z,wy), where
Z=Xxm,Y,0z(x,y) = 0x(x),0y(y)) and wz(z,y) = wx(x) - wy (y).

A useful point to check is that the form on the composite of two biset forms is
equal to the composite of the forms. With notation as in the last paragraph, we
need to verify the equation

Az((w1,91), (T2,92)) = Ax (21 - Ay (y1,¥2), 72).

Check that ¢(x2,y2) = (¢(x2),£(y2)), and recall (1.A.3). If y; is not in the same Ha—
orbit as £(ya) then Ay (y1,y2) = 0. But then £(x2,y2) is not in the same Hs—orbit
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as (x1,y1), so both sides of our equation are 0. If £(y2) is in the same Hy—orbit
as y1, then Ay (y1,y2) is a multiple of >k where the sum runs over all k € Hy
for which k - £(y2) = y1. Fix one such k, say k. Then Ax(z1 - Ay (y1,¥2),z2) is a
multiple of » 7, . Ax (w1 - h-k,x2) where I = g I(y1). This in turn is a multiple of
S Ax (21 - b - k, 22) where now we sum over one representative from each coset of
a1, 1(y1)/(Im,(x1) Na, 1(y1)). This is non—zero iff z1 - k and {(x2) are in the same
Hs—orbit iff (z1,y1) and €(x2,y2) are in the same Hz—orbit, so at least both sides
of our equation vanish or not together. We leave it to the reader to keep track of
multiplicities and complete the proof.

(1.B.3) Definition: Let (0, w,b) be a geometric antistructure and let (R, —) be a
commutative ring with involution. Define a category (RG,0,w,b)—Morita as the
Add construction applied to the following category. The objects are finite groups H
with geometric antistructure (g, wq,by) where H is isomorphic to a subquotient
K/N of G with K a f—invariant subgroup of G; N a f—invariant subgroup of G,
normal in K, with N C kerw; and b € K. The geometric antistructure on G
induces one on K/N and we require the isomorphism between H and K/N to take
one geometric antistructure to the other.
The morphism group

Hom(ra,g,w,)—Morita (H1,0m ,wr, ,bm, ), (H2,0m,,wH,,bm,))

is defined by a Grothendieck construction: take the set of isomorphism classes
of finite biset forms , X, such that |y, I(z)] € R* for all z € X. This set
is a monoid under disjoint union. Form formal differences, and set (X,0x,wx)
equal (Y, 0y, wy) provided (RX, Ax) is isomorphic to (RY, \y) as (RHa, az,bm, )—
(RHl,oq,le) forms.

In the case that 6 is the identity and b = e, we denote the above category by
(RG,w)—Morita.

(1.B.4) Remark: FEach orientation e defines a functor, the R—group ring functor,
from (RG,0,w,b)—Morita to (R, —)—Morita.

(1.B.5) Quadratic Generalized Induction and Restriction Maps:

The generalized induction and restriction maps defined in the linear case in
(1.A.8) have quadratic analogues. If H is a §— invariant subgroup of K with b € H,
then the 6 and the w for K give us an obvious biset form on K considered as either a
K—H biset or an H-K biset. Hence we have induction and restriction maps which
we denote as before, suppressing the biset form data in our notation.

If N is a normal subgroup of K which is #— invariant and contained in kerw,
then K/N has an obvious geometric antistructure which also gives K/N a biset
form both as a K—K/N biset and as a K/N-K biset. Hence we get generalized
induction and restriction maps in (RG, 0, w,b)—Morita whenever |[N| € R*.

In (RG,w)—Morita the only conditions we need are that N C kerw and |N| €
R*. If w is trivial, then we have generalized restriction maps in (RG,w)—Morita
whenever we have them in RG—Morita. These two categories are not isomorphic
since the forms need not be isomorphic just because the underlying modules are.
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To obtain a good structure theorem for the “basic” groups, we restrict attention
in this section to Detection and Generation Theorems for the category (RG,w)—
Morita.

(1.B.6) Definition: Suppose that G is a p— hyperelementary group equipped with
an orientation character w: G — {£1}. Then G is w—basic if all abelian subgroups
of ker w which are normal in G are cyclic. ( See (3.B.2) for a classification of these
groups. )

(1.B.7) Theorem: Let (G,w) be a hyperelementary group with an orientation
character, and let R be a commutative ring with involution, —, such that |G| is a
unit in R. Then, in (RG,w)—Morita,

(i) The Quadratic Detection Theorem: the sum of the generalized restriction
maps

) ~ H/N is an w—basic subquotient
Res: RIG] — @ {R[H/N] of G with w trivial on N }

is a split injection, and

(ii)) The Quadratic Generation Theorem: the sum of the generalized induction
maps

H/N is an w—basic subquotient

Ind: ® {R[H/N] of G with w trivial on N } —> R[G]

is a split surjection.

A more explicit version is available (see 4.B.7). The result itself is proved in
4.B.8.

(1.B.8) Applications: We can apply 1.B.7 to any additive functor
J: (RG,w)—Morita — A
whenever |G| € R*. As examples, set J(R[G], ., 1) equal to:

(i) H/(Z/2Z; K, (RG)) where the action of Z/2Z on K,(RG) is induced by the
functor
&' RGP — RGP

where «, applied to the finitely generated, projective left module P, is just
the module (Homga (P, RG))?,

(i) Lglj)(RG,w), (where for j = 2,1,0 these are just L, LX (as in [27] ), and
Ly),
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(iii) Ly (Z[X)G — QumG,w) < LY (ZG — Z,,G,w) where m = |G|, and YV =
{£G* SK;} ( recall that we have an exact sequence
= LY(ZG,w) — LY (ZmG,w) — LY (ZG — ZnG,w) — - -
and these are the LY groups studied in [28] ),
(iv) LE(Z[L]G — QmG,w) <~ LY°(ZG — Z,,G,w) where X, denotes the tor-
sion subgroup of Ky, and the rest of the notation is the same as in (iii),
(v) K,(Quad(RG, ay,¢€)), the Quillen K—theory of the symmetric monoidal cat-

egory of quadratic (RG, a,,e)—(R,—,¢) forms, where ¢ € R* is central and
E=g¢,

(vi) GW(G,R), GU(G, R), or Y (G, R) which are defined in Dress [6] .

To see that the functors Lg)(RG,w) factor through (R, —)—Morita, recall the
definition of these functors in [26] . We see that the LE(RG,w) are the homology
groups of a chain complex where the chain groups are sesquilinear forms and the
boundary maps are of the form 1 + 7. Via tensor product, these complexes are
acted on by bi-hermitian bi-forms, and hence (R, —)—Morita acts on L (RG,w).
The remaining LY )(RG, w) are defined [31] , [32] in a sufficiently functorial manner
that (R, —)—Morita continues to act. This factorization is also discussed in [11]
and [10] .

Likewise the functors in (iii) and (iv) are functors out of (R, —)—Morita. The
functors in (vi) can be checked by hand to factor through (RG,w)—Morita.

C. The Witt Case

In this section we explain our results for general geometric antistructures. In
order to obtain a good description of the associated “basic” groups, two changes are
needed. First of all, we restrict attention to the case of 2-hyperelementary groups.
Then we only get information in the Witt categories associated to the quadratic
Morita categories as explained below.

We begin by defining some new maps.

(1.C.1) Definition: Let (A, o, u) be a ring with antistructure, and let ¢ € A be
a unit in A. Define a new antistructure on A by scaling by ¢ as follows. The new
anti-automorphism is a¢ and the new unit is u(®) defined by

a(a) = cla(a)e foralac A
u® = ua(c e

There is a (4, a®,ul®)—~(A, o, u) biform defining an isomorphism in (R, —)—Morita
between (A, a,u) and (A, a, u®)) called the scaling isomorphism given by

May ® az) = ara™az)a"t(c).
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We apply this to the oriented geometric antistructure case. Let (G,0,w,b,¢)
be a group with geometric antistructure, and let (o, u) denote the associated anti-

structure. Let ¢ € G be an element. Define a new oriented geometric antistructure
(6, w,b() () by

0°(g) = c'0(g)c forall g € G,
b = bh(c)e
e = w(c)-e.

Notice that the antistructure associated to the scaled oriented geometric antistruc-
ture is the scale by ¢ of (a,b).

Given a map from (4, o, u(9)) to (B, 3,v), we get a twisted map from (A, o, u) to
(B, 3,v) by composing with the scaling isomorphism on A using ¢. This construction
yields a twisted restriction map. Given a map from (A, a,u) to (B, 5%, v(%)), we get
a twisted map from (A, «, u) to (B, 3,v) by composing with the scaling isomorphism
on B using ¢~!. This construction yields a generalized induction map.

We have twisted generalized induction and restriction maps from this procedure
whenever we have subgroups N < H of G and a ¢ € G such that H and N are
6¢—invariant, b(°) € H, N C kerw, and |N| is a unit in R in the induction case.

We also need a new category.

(1.C.2) Definition: Define a category (R,—)-Witt as the category with the same
objects as (R, —)—Morita and with

Hom(R,7)7Witt((A7 a, U), (Ba ﬁa ’U)) = Hom(R,f)fMorita((A> a, U), (Ba ﬁa ’U))/%

where 3 is the subgroup generated by the metabolic forms in Homgr,—)— aorita(
(A, o, u), (B, B,v)). Composition is defined since A @ Meta(u) = Meta(A ® p) and
Meta(\) @ p =2 Meta(\ ® p) for nonsingular, bihermitian forms.

Notice that there is an obvious forgetful functor from (R, —)—Morita to (R, —)—
Witt, so we have generalized induction and restriction maps. Furthermore, we also
have twisted induction and restriction maps.

Our first result is a Detection/Generation theorem in (R, —)—Morita that uses
fewer isomorphism classes of groups but twisted maps (compare 1.B.7).

(1.C.3) Theorem: Let G be a 2-hyperelementary group with orientation w.
Then

(i)
(RG,w) 2 &(R[H/N],6°,w,b, w(c))

is a split injection in (R, —)—Morita, where we sum over subquotients, H/N,
of G such that N C kerw and H/N is either basic with 6 trivial or of the form
((index 2 in a basic) x C(2)~) with 6 acting non—trivially on the C(2)~.
(ii)
S(RIH/N,0% 0,6, w(e) % (RG,w)
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is a split surjection in (R, —)—Morita, where we sum over the same subquo-
tients as in (i).

Remark: A more precise theorem is available at the end of section 4.C where we
also explain how to pick the ¢ associated to each subquotient.

(1.C.4) Definition: A 2-hyperelementary group G with geometric antistructure
is called Witt-basic provided all abelian normal subgroups of G which are #—invariant
and contained in kerw are cyclic. These are classified in Theorem 3.C.1

(1.C.5) Theorem: Let G be a 2-hyperelementary group with geometric anti-
structure (6,w,b) and orientation €. Assume that |G| € R*. Then

(i) The Twisted Detection Theorem: the sum of the twisted restriction maps
Res: (R[G),0,w,b,e) — @(R[H/N],0",u', b, &)
is a split injection in (R, —)—Witt, and
(ii)) The Twisted Generation Theorem: the sum of the twisted induction maps
Ind: ®(R[H/N], 0,V &) — (R[G],0,w,b,€)
is a split surjection in (R, —)—Witt,

where in both cases we sum over triples (H, N, c) with H/N Witt-basic and for
which the twisted restriction and induction maps are defined.
As usual, a more precise version is available, 4.C.4.

The functors in (1.B.8) (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) all factor through (R, —)-Witt.

(1.C.6) Non-Example: L{(Z[C(2) x C(4)]) is not detected by Witt—basic sub-
quotients, so we need |G| to be a unit in R.

In sections 6 and 7 we introduce methods for proving detection theorems for
functors that do not satisfy the assumption that |G| is a unit in R. The following
theorems are applications of this method. Other applications have appeared in [13]

(1.C.7) Theorem: Suppose G is a finite 2-group. Then the sum of the generalized
restriction maps is an injection

Res: L (ZG) — @  LL(Z[H/N))
NJJdHCG

where we sum over all basic subquotients of G.

(1.C.8) Theorem: Suppose G is a finite 2—group with orientation character w.
Then the sum of the generalized restriction maps is an injection

Res:L1(ZG,w) — €P L4(Z[H/N],w)
N<HCG

where we sum over all subquotients for which w is trivial on N, and for which H/N
is isomorphic to
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(i) an w—basic subquotient, or

(ii)) C(2) x C(4) with w non—trivial, but trivial on all elements of order 2 ( we will
denote this as C(2) x C(4)~ ), or

(iii) (to,t1,9 | 5 =t = ¢° = e, gtrg™" = t1,gtog™" = tot?,[to, 1] = €), and
w(to) =w(g) = Lw(t)) = —1.

The group in (iii) is just a semidirect product (C(2) x C(4)7) xC(2) and is also
the central product over C'(2) of D8 and C(4)~. We denote it hereafter by M.

Section 2: Representations of Finite Groups.

The first goal of this section is to define imprimitive induction and identify a
special case in which it always occurs. Then we study the representation theory of
basic groups, leading to a definition of the basic representation of a basic group.
Finally we prove that any irreducible rational representation of a p—hyperelementary
group, G, can be induced from some basic subquotient of G.

Let k be a field of characteristic zero. For any irreducible k-representation
p:G — GL(V) of a finite group G we let D, = Endyc (V) be the associated division
ring.

Suppose po: H — GL(W) is a k- representation for a subgroup H, such that
kG ®kg W =2V is an irreducible k-representation of G. Then we get an injective
ring map

ldpe ® __: Dpo = E?’LdkH(W) — Endkg(V) = Dp.

(2.1) Lemma: With the notation above, if V|g contains just one copy of W then
ldiq ® __ is an isomorphism.

Proof: Let e:kG ® Vg — V be the evaluation map. Consider the commutative
diagram:

Homyg (W, V|m) 2 Hom (kG @ W, kG @ Vi) i>Hom;cg(kGQ@VV, V)
T« T B
D,, = Homyg(W,W) % Hom(kG @ W,kG®W) =D,

where the vertical maps o and g are induced by the inclusion of W in Vg , and ~,
0 are induced by Idp, ® . The hypotheses imply that « is an isomorphism. By
Frobenius reciprocity (see [3, 10.8]), the composite €, o+ is an isomorphism. Since
kG @ W 2V is irreducible, the composite €, o § is also an isomorphism. Thus § is
an isomorphism. 0O

(2.2) Definition : Let p be an irreducible rational representation of a finite group
G. We say that p is imprimitive if there exists a subgroup H and a rational repre-
sentation 7 of H such that 7| = p and the map I doe®__is an isomorphism. In this
situation, we say that p is imprimitively induced from H and that p is imprimitively
induced from n. If p is not imprimitive then it is primitive.
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In section 1 we defined a generalized induction for an irreducible rational rep-
resentation on a subquotient H/N of G. First we pull-back the representation on
H/N to one on H, and then we induce the representation on H up to G. We say
that a generalized induction is imprimitive whenever the induction stage is imprim-
itive. Usually we will just say induction even if we mean generalized induction. By
examining the starting group, the reader can deduce which one is meant.

The following variant of Clifford’s theorem will be useful to us.

(2.3) Theorem: Let p be an irreducible Q-representation of a finite group G, and
let N be a normal subgroup. Then

plv =€ (m+---+mn)

where the n; are all distinct irreducible QQ—representations. The group G acts on the
vector space V), and must permute the N-invariant subspaces, £ - n;, transitively.

Let H be the isotropy subgroup of £-n; Then N C H and |G: H| = r. Further-
more, there is a Q— representation, 7, of H with 1ji|x = £-n1; and 1j;|¢ = p. This
induction is always imprimitive.

Proof: All but the last two lines are a statement of the standard Clifford Theorem
(see [3,11.1 p.259] ). That the induction is imprimitive follows immediately from
Lemma 2.1. O

Our next result is essentially due to Witt [30] .

(2.4) Theorem: Let G be a finite group which has an abelian, normal subgroup
which is not cyclic and a faithful, irreducible Q-representation p. Then there is a
normal elementary abelian p—group, A, for some prime p, of rank > 2. Given any
such A there is an index p subgroup FE, of A, such that E is not normal in G and
such that p is induced imprimitively from the normalizer of E.

Proof: For some prime p the subgroup of elements order < p in the promised normal
abelian subgroup of G which is not cyclic will be elementary abelian of rank > 2.
Fix such a p and note that this subgroup is an elementary abelian subgroup of rank
> 2 which is normal in G.

Let A denote any noncyclic normal elementary abelian subgroup of G. Recall
that the irreducible QQ-representations of A are determined by their kernels. The
possible kernels are all of A and any index p subgroup.

Apply Theorem 2.3 and let p|4 = £ (x1+ -+ xr). Since p is faithful and A
is normal, the kernel of y; can not be all of A, and so it is some index p subgroup
E. The same argument shows that F is not normal in GG. Since kernels determine
representations for A, the H constructed in Theorem 2.3 is just the normalizer of
E in G. By 2.3 again, the induction is imprimitive. O

As we will be working with p-hyperelementary groups, we recall some facts
about their structure. First, G = C X P with C cyclic of order prime to p and P a
p-group. Let ¢: P — Aut(C) denote the action map.
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(2.5) Let H be a proper subgroup of G with index a power of p. Then the normalizer
of H is strictly larger than H.

(2.6) A p—subgroup H is normal in G iff H C kerv and H is normal in P. If H is
non—trivial and normal in G, then it contains a central element of order p.

(2.7) Proposition: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group with an abelian normal
subgroup which is not cyclic. Then G contains a subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) which
is normal in G.

If Gy denotes the centralizer of K in G, then

(i) either G = Gq or

(ii) Go has index p in G and the conjugation action of G/Gq on the cyclic sub-
groups of K fixes one of them and is transitive on the remaining ones.

Proof: Let E be the subgroup of elements of order < p in the normal, non—cyclic
abelian subgroup of G. By 2.6, E contains a subgroup Cy = C(p), central in G.
Apply the same argument to E/Cy in G/Cy and let K be the inverse image in G
of this C(p) in G/Cy. Note K C E so it is a rank 2 elementary abelian p—group,
which is normal in G.

Since K is normal in G, so is Gg. Note C centralizes K since both are normal,
hence the index of Gy in G is a p'* power. Consider the conjugation action of G /G
on K. Since K has rank 2, Aut(K) = GL(2,F,) and |GL(2,F,)| = (p — 1)(»* — p),
so G/Gy is trivial or C(p). In the first case there is nothing to prove, and the
result in the second case is a standard result on the action of Aut(K) on the cyclic
subgroups of K. O

We return to representation theory for p— hyperelementary groups. Theorem
2.4 and Proposition 2.7 suggest that we should study induction when we have a
normal C(p) x C(p) subgroup. Let Irrg(G) denote the set of irreducible rational
representations of G; if N C H are subgroups of G, let Irrg(G)nvcn = {p €
Irrg(G) | N =kerpn H}.

(2.8) Theorem: Let G be a non-basic p—hyperelementary group, and consider
any normal subgroup K = C(p) x C(p). Let Cy, - - -, C}, denote the cyclic subgroups
and arrange notation so that Cy is central. Let Gy denote the centralizer of K in
G. Consider any p € Irrg(G).

(i) If K is central in G then p|g = ¢-¢ and KN kerp =ker¢ = K,Cy,Ch,..., or
Cp. Hence Irrq(G) = Irrq(G)kcx 1LIrrq(G)cocx L - - - ILIrrg(G) e, c k-

(ii) If K is not central then K Nker p = K,Cy, or {e}. If K Nker p = {e}, then

p‘coz Z P*

z€G/Go
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and each K Nkerty® is a different C; where 1 < i < p. Hence Irrg(G) =
Irrg(@)kck L Irrg(G)oycx AL Irrg(Go)c, cx, where the embedding of
Irrg(Go)eoyc i in Irrg(G) sends po to po|©, which is always an imprimitive
induction.

Proof: Let g denote the irreducible Q-representation of K with kernel F, and
recall that the choices for E are K, Cy,C, ..., Cp.

Apply Clifford’s Theorem (2.3) to p and K. If K is central then no two distinct
representations of K are conjugate, so p|x = £ g for some E. Hence KNkerp = F
and the result follows.

If K is not central, then the distinct representations which are conjugate are
just the ones whose kernels are C; for ¢ with 1 <4 < p. Hence p|x = ¢ -1 where
is either i (iff K Nkerp=K ); o, (iff KNkerp==Coh);orp =370 e, (iff
K Nnkerp={e} ).

If K Nkerp = {e}, let ¢ denote an irreducible constituent of p|, . Frobenius
reciprocity implies that ¢|x and Y 0, Y., have a common constituent. Since Gy
has a central C'(p) x C(p), apply part (i) to 9 to see that K Nkery = C1,..., or C,.

Now apply 2.3 to p restricted to Gy. By 2.5, the conjugates of ¢ have different
kernels and so are distinct. Hence plg, = ¢ - ZrEG/Go 1 and an easy degree
argument shows that £ =1. O

Finally, we take up the representation theory of basic groups. As we will see
shortly, basic groups are contained in the broader class defined next.

(2.9) Definition: A group G is an F- group if it contains a self-centralizing cyclic
subgroup A, i.e. A is normal and the map G/A — Aut(A) induced by conjugation
is injective.

The first result, observed by Fontaine [7, Lemma 3, p.153] is
(2.10) Lemma: Any basic p— hyperelementary group is an F—group.

Proof: To fix notation, let G = C X P with C cyclic of order prime to p, and P
a p—group. Let A be a maximal element of the set of normal cyclic subgroups of
G containing C' (ordered by inclusion). Note G/A is a p—group, and consider the
kernel of the action map G/A — Aut(A). If it is non-trivial let E be a cyclic
subgroup of it. Let B C G denote the inverse image of F C G/A in G. Then B is
clearly normal; it is abelian since any extension of a cyclic by a C(p) with trivial
action is abelian, and it is non—cyclic by maximality. This contradicts the fact that
G is basic. O

Hence we study representations of F'—groups. The key step involves the relation-
ship between complex representations, rational representations, and Galois groups
which we quickly review ( or see Serre [23, Chapter 12] ).

Let ¥ be an irreducible representation of G over the complex numbers C. The
values of the character of ¥ on the elements of G are algebraic integers, and we
let Q(v)) denote the finite extension field of the rationals, @), generated by these
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values. If 7 € Gal(Q(v)/Q) then ¥™ will denote the Galois conjugate represent-
ation, i.e. the representation whose character is just 7 applied to the value of the
character for 1. The orthogonality relations for complex characters show that 7 is
an irreducible representation and the 7 for different 7 are distinct. Form the rep-
resentation Zrecal(Q(zp)/Q) 7. This has a rational character but may not be the
complexification of a rational representation. There does exist a minimal integer,
my > 0, called the Schur index, so that

My - Z Q/JT

T€Gal(Q(¥)/Q)

is the complexification of an irreducible (Q— representation, and every irreducible
(Q-representation arises in this fashion. Finally the division algebra, Dy, associated
to ¢ has center Q(v) and index my, so dimg(Dy) = m?p -dimg(Q()).

Let A denote a cyclic group of some order. It has ¢(|A|) faithful irreducible
complex representations, all of which are Galois conjugate. Let a € A be a genera-
tor, and let £,y denote the faithful irreducible complex representation which sends
a to ewp(%). The sum of these is the complexification of a rational represent-
ation so A has a unique irreducible faithful rational representation, denoted pa4.
Moreover, the automorphism group of A, Aut(A) acts simply transitively on the
faithful irreducible complex representations of A, and there is a unique isomorphism
Aut(A) — Gal(Q(&qy)/Q) which identifies the two actions on 4.

We apply these remarks to prove

(2.11) Theorem: Let G be an F—group with A C G a self-centralizing cyclic
subgroup. There exists a unique faithful irreducible QQ—representation, pg, of G
and pg is the only irreducible QQ—representation of G which is faithful on A.

Moreover, pq satisfies the equation pgla = m - pa , where m is the Schur index
of any irreducible complex constituent of pg.

Proof: Pick a generator a € A. Let k = £<a>\G. By the Mackey irreducibility
criterion ( [23, Section 7.4 Corollary] ), x is irreducible provided all the conjugates
of {4y are distinct. But G/A embeds in Aut(A) via the action map, and the action
of Aut(A) on the irreducible faithful complex representations of A is faithful. Hence
K is irreducible. Moreover Q(k) is the subfield of Q((,)) fixed by G /A considered
as a subgroup of the Galois group of Q(£(a)) over @ via the above identifications.
Hence Gal(Q(k)/Q) is naturally identified with Aut(A)/(G/A).

This means that the Galois average of k has a rational valued character and that
this representation restricted to A is just the complexification of p4. Let pg denote
the associated irreducible Q—representation. Frobenius reciprocity shows that

pal® = ‘Gmﬂ - pa, and hence pgla =m - pa.

Let x be any irreducible @Q-representation of G and apply Theorem 2.3 to x|a.
On A, no two distinct irreducible Q-representations can be conjugate, so x|a = £+
for some irreducible Q-representation 1 of A. If 1) # py4, then x has a non—trivial
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kernel. If v = pa, then x = pg and hence pg is the unique faithful irreducible
@Q-representation of G. O

(2.12) Definition: Let G be a basic p-hyperelementary group. By Lemma 2.10,
Theorem 2.11 applies to G. We call the representation pg whose existence and
uniqueness was proved in Theorem 2.11, the basic representation of G.

The major result in the representation theory of p— hyperelementary groups that
we need is

(2.13) Theorem: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group and let p be an irreducible
rational representation on G. Then there exist subgroups N, <l H, of G such that
the index of H, in G is a pt" power; H,/N, is a basic group; and p can be induced
imprimitively from the basic representation of H,/N,.

Proof: Since imprimitive generalized induction is transitive, it is easy to see that
we can induct on the subquotient structure of G, i.e. we can assume the result for
all proper subquotients of G and we need only show that p can be pulled back from
a quotient group of G or else it can be imprimitively induced from a subgroup of
prime power index.

If p is not faithful, then it can be induced from a quotient group, so we may as
well assume that p is faithful.

If G is not basic, then there is a normal abelian non— cyclic subgroup. But in
this case Theorem 2.8 shows that there is a subgroup H of index p from which we
can imprimitively induce.

If G is basic and p is faithful, then p = pg by 2.11, and 1 is a p** power. O

Remark: In Theorem 2.13, H,/N, = {e} iff p is trivial and H, = N, = G.
We will need some results later about the sorts of subgroups H of G from which
an imprimitive induction can take place.

(2.14) Proposition: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group and let p be an
irreducible Q—representation. Suppose that H is a subgroup from which p can be
imprimitively induced. Then there exists a sequence of subgroups H = Hy C --- C
H, = G with each H; of index p in the next.

Proof: The result follows from 2.5 if we can show that the index of H in G is a p'"
power.

Let V,, denote the vector space for p, and recall that V), is a free module over the
associated division algebra D,. From 2.11, it follows that dimgV, = p" - dimgD,.

Let x be an irreducible Q-representation of H. The last argument shows that
dimgV, = p® - dimgD,. If x is a representation from which p can be induced
imprimitively, dimgD, = dimgD,. Since dimqV, = |G: H| - dimqV,,, we see that
|G:H|=p—*. O

(2.15) Proposition: Let G be a p—hyperelementary F-group, and let N be an
index p subgroup from which pg can be induced imprimitively. Then N contains a
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C(p) x C(p) which is normal in G.

Proof: For notation let G = C % P, with P a p—group and C cyclic of order prime to
p. Let A be a self—centralizing cyclic subgroup of G, and let 49 = NNA = ker(A —
G/N). Note either A = Aj or |A: Ag] = p. By Theorem 2.3, p|ny = m + -+ 1p,
where the 7; are distinct and conjugate. By Theorem 2.11, p4|“ is a multiple of p
and Frobenius reciprocity forces pa,|" to contain each of the ;.

Let L denote the centralizer of Ag in N. Since Ay is normal in G, so is L.

First we show that L # Ay. Suppose that Ag were self—centralizing in N. Then
by Theorem 2.11 p,|" would be a multiple of py and the n; could not be distinct.
Hence Ay is not self- centralizing in N. It follows that Ay # A, so |A: Ag| = p and
N/Ag — G/A is an isomorphism. Hence N/A injects into Aut(A), so it is easy to
see that |L: Ag| = p.

From this it follows that L is abelian, and we conclude by showing that L is
not cyclic. Notice that L does not centralize A, and so A does not centralize L.
Consider the action map G/L — Aut(L). By projecting to Aut(Ap), we see that
N/L — Aut(L) is injective. While A does not centralize L, it does centralize Ay.
This means that A/Aj injects into Aut(L) but its image goes to 0 in Aut(Ap).

Hence, if L is cyclic, it is self-centralizing in G. The argument above that
NNA # A did not depend on which self—centralizing cyclic subgroup of G we began
with, so repeat the argument with L. A contradiction ensues since NN L = L, and
so L is not cyclic. O

(2.16) Corollary: The basic representation of a p—hyperelementary basic group
is primitive.
Section 3: Structure of Basic Groups, w—Basic Groups and Witt—

Basic Groups.
The goal of this section is to classify the basic groups and their quadratic rel-

atives. We also do some quadratic representation theory that is easier to explain
after we have the classification in hand. Our first goal is the classification theorem
3.A.6 below, but we begin with some lemmas.

A. The Linear Case:

(3.A.1) Proposition: Let T be a finite p—group. If [T, T| is not cyclic, then [T, T)
contains a subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) such that K is normal in T.

Proof: There exists Cy C [T,T] N Z(T') where Cy = C(p). Let A be a maximal
member of the following set of subgroups

{BC[T,T]|Cy € B,B<T,B is cyclic}.

Consider

0 — A — T — T/A — 0
I U U
0 — A — [T)T] — [T/AT/A] — 0.
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Since [T, T is not cyclic, [T'/A,T/A] # {e}. Since T'/A is a p-group, we can find
C1 C [TJA,T/A] N Z(T/A)

where Cy = C(p).
Let B C [T, T] be a subgroup such that

0—A—B—C; —0

is exact. Since Cy <« T/A, B < T. Consider the action map T/A — Aut(A). Since

Aut(A) is abelian, C1 is in the kernel, i.e. C acts trivially on A. Hence B is abelian.

By the maximality of A, B is not cyclic. Hence there exists K = C(p) x C(p) C B.
Since K is unique in B and B<T, K <T. Since B C [T,T], K C [T,T]. O

(3.A.2) Proposition: Suppose we have a diagram of groups
[P,PIlCACTCP

where P is a p-group and A = C(p"™) is self-centralizing in T. Assume that T
contains no subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) which is normal in P.

(i) If p is odd, the group T is cyclic.
(ii) If p = 2, the group T must be isomorphic to one of the following groups:
C(29),i>0; Q(2Y),i>3; SD(2),i>4; D(2Y),i>3.

(3.A.3) Remark: The list in 3.A.2 (ii) contains one 2-group which is not basic,
namely D(8). Notice that if

P =D(16) = (z,yla® = y* = Lyay ' =2a7"),

then D(8) = (22, y), A = (x?) is self-centralizing in (2%, y), and [P, P] 2 (z?). Thus
D(8) must be included in the list.
The proof of (3.A.2) uses the following two lemmas:

(3.A.4) Lemma: Suppose A is a p-group which is a subgroup of U = (Z/p"Z)*.
Let a = 1+ p"~! € U, and assume that o ¢ A. If p is odd, then A = (1). If
p=2andn <2 then A =(1). Ifp=2and n > 2 then A is (1), (—1) =2 C(2), or
(=142~ hH 2C(2).

Proof: Let ,U = {3 € U|B? = 1} If p is odd, then U is cyclic and ,U = (1 +p"~1).
Ifp=2andn=1,then U=(1). If p=2and n =2, then U = (—1). If p =2 and
n > 2, then U = C(2) x C(2"?),

PU = <17 -1,-1 _|_pn—17 1 +pn—1>7

and UPN ,U = (1+p" ). O
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(3.A.5) Lemma: Suppose (3 is a nontrivial element of order p in (Z/p™Z)* ( note
n > 1 ). This describes an action of Z/pZ on Z/p"Z. Then

, i~ | Z/2Z ifp=2and B =-1
HE(Z/pZ; Z[p"Z) = { (1)  otherwise

The group Hj(Z/pZ; Z[p"Z) classifies extensions of Z/p"Z by Z/pZ with given
action. If n > 1 the extension 0 — Z/2"Z — Q(2"™1) — Z/2Z — 0 represents the
nontrivial element in H3(Z/27Z; Z/2"Z), where 3 = —1.

Proof: Consult Cartan—Eilenberg, [2 ]| , for the classification of group extensions
and for the calculation of Hg,(Z/pZ; Z/p"Z). If p is odd, the action given by 3 fixes
no elements, so the result is clear. If p = 2 and § # —1 then compute by hand that
the fixed elements are all norms. If p = 2 and 8 = —1, both the calculation and the
claim about the extension are straightforward calculations. O

Proof of (3.A.2): I p = 2 and n = 1 or 2, the result is clear. Hence, if p = 2, we
can assume n > 2.

Claim: There does not exist an element z € T such that zaz~! = a'*?" " for all
a € A. Proof of Claim:

Suppose z exists and let A = (A, x). Then (3.A.5) implies that A = A X Z/pZ.
If v is a generator of A, then

n—

K=0""2)={acA|a’=1}=C(p) x C(p).

Since [P,P] C A, A is normal in P. Since K is characteristic in A, we get
that K is normal in P and x does not exist. O

To finish the proof of (3.A.2) note
(i) (p odd): Lemma (3.A.4) implies A =T.

(i) (p=2): Lemma (3.A.4) implies that if A # T, then either T/A & (—1+2"~1)
or T/A = (—1). Lemma (3.A.5) then implies that if T/A = (—1+2""1), then
T = SD(2"*!) and if T/A = (—1), then T = D(2"*1) or Q(271). O

We can now classify the basic p~hyperelementary groups.

(3.A.6) Theorem [Classification of basic p— hyperelementary groups]
Suppose G = C X P is a p—hyperelementary group, where P is a p—group, C' cyclic,
with p prime to |C|. Let ¢ : P — Aut(C) be the map induced by conjugation.

(i) If p is odd, then the group G is basic if and only if ker ¢ is cyclic.

(ii) If p =2, the group G is basic if and only if ker ¢ is

(a) (cyclic)
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C(2)) = (z|2?" =e),i > 0;
(b) (quaternionic)

Q) = (z,yla? " = eyt =2 yayTt =a7l) i 2 3;
(c) (semidihedral)

SD(2) = (w,yla® =y =eyryt =2 T1)i>4
(d) (dihedral)

D(2') = (w,yl2? " =y = e,yay™t =a71),i = 4or
(e) D(8) = (x,yla* = y? = e,yzy~! = 27 ') and the map

P — Out(D(8)) =2 C(2)
induced by conjugation is onto.

The special case of (3.5) where G is a p-group is due to Roquette [22] .

Proof: Let T = ker 1.

(=): If G is basic, then T contains no subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) such thatK <1 P.
Since Aut(C') is abelian, [P, P] C ker(¢). Thus (3.1) implies [P, P] is contained in
a maximal normal cyclic subgroup A of T. Then A is self-centralizing in T'. Apply
(3.A.2). Notice that if T2 D(8) and P — Out(D(8)), is not onto, then T contains
a subgroup isomorphic to C'(2) x C(2) which is normal in P.

(«=): If G is not basic, then (2.7) implies G contains a normal subgroup isomorphic
to C(p) x C(p). This implies T' contains a subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) which is
normal in P. It is easily verified that this is impossible for each of the groups listed
in (3.A.6). O

(3.A.7) Theorem: If a 2-hyperelementary group G is an index 2 subgroup of a
basic group then ker 1 is C(2%),i > 0;Q(2%),i > 3; D(2%),i > 3; and SD(2%),i > 4.
In particular, any such group is an F—group.

Remark: Note that the only non—basic groups on this list are a few cases in which
ker ) = D(8).

Proof: If G is an index 2 subgroup of a 2-hyperelementary group, G, then either
ker ¢ = ker 15, or else ker+ has index 2 in ker z/; The only case requiring comment
is the kert index 2 in ker case. It is easy to list the index two subgroups of
the cyclic, quaternionic, dihedral and semidihedral groups and to see that the only
trouble could come from an index 2 subgroup of a group G of type (e) above. But as
G is normal in G, ker) C D(8) must be invariant under the map P — Out(D(8))
and so ker ) = C(4).

The cyclic, quaternionic, dihedral and semidihedral groups each have a self-
centralizing cyclic normal subgroup, D. Let A C G be the subgroup generated by
the normal cyclic of order prime to 2, C', and a normal cyclic subgroup of order 2",
D. It is easy to check that A is a self—centralizing cyclic. O
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3.B. The Quadratic Case
Before beginning the classification theorem we introduce a construction we will
need.

(3.B.1) Lemma: Let G be a group with a normal subgroup K = C(2)xC(2) and a
homomorphism w: G — {+1} such that w is non—trivial on K. Then G = Gt xC(2)
where G* = ker w.

Let (z) = K N GT. Then there is a homomorphism, : Gt — =+1 such that
a € Aut(GT), the automorphism used to define the semi-direct product, is of the
form

B h ife(h) =1 "
a(h){z-h ife(h) = —1 forallh e GT .

The element z is central. The centralizer of K in G is kere x C'(2); ker e is normal
in G.

Proof: Tt is clear that G = G+ x(C(2) where the homomorphism « is given by
conjugation by an element y € K with y # z or e. Note a(h)h™! is in K and
in Gt. Since K N GT = (z), a(h) = hor zh. Define e:Gt — {£1} by setting
g(h) = =1 iff a(h) = zh. Since (z) is normal, z is central so it is not hard to check
that e is a homomorphism.

The remaining results are clear. O

Notation: For any pair (G,w), let Gt = ker(w : G — {£1}) and let keryy™ =
G Nkerty where 1 can be any homomorphism defined on G.

Recall that (G,w) is w—basic provided that no non—cyclic abelian subgroup of
G is normal in G.

(3.B.2) Theorem [Classification of w-basic p- hyperelementary groups]
i) If p is odd, a p—hyperelementary group is w—basic if and only if it is basic.
4 V& y
(ii)) A 2-hyperelementary group (G,w) is w—basic if and only if either

(a) G is basic; or

(b) G is not basic, but G = Gt xC(2)~ as in (3.B.1). Furthermore G is
non-trivial and basic.

Proof: It is clear from the definitions that basic groups are w—basic, so we classify
the w-basic groups, (G,w), that are not basic. Definition (1.B.6) and Proposition
(2.7) imply that G contains a normal subgroup K = C(p) x C(p) which is not
contained in G*. This means p = 2 and w|k is split onto, so we are done with part
(i) and in the case p = 2 we may apply Lemma 3.B.1. Write G = G xC(2) with a
central z € G and automorphism « € Aut(G™) with a(h) = h or zh. Furthermore,
G™ is non—empty. We are done if we can show that G is basic, which we do by
contradiction. Let L C G be a C(2) x C(2) which is normal in G*. We derive a
contradiction by using L to construct a C(2) x C(2) in G* which is normal in G.
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From (2.6), L contains a central ( in G ) element, x, of order 2. If z = 2, then L
is the desired subgroup. If © # z then (z, z) is the desired subgroup. O

The next result is an w—analogue of (2.11). Let w: G — {£1} be an orientation
character. We can also view w as a Q—representation of G via the inclusion {+1} —
GL1(Q). For any Q- representation p of G, we let p* denote p ® w.

(3.B.3) Definition: A Q-representation p is w— invariant if p = p¥. It is w-
irreducible if it is w—invariant and it can not be expressed as a sum of nontrivial
w—invariant Q-representations. We say that an w—irreducible Q—representation is of
type (I) if it is irreducible as a Q-representation and type (1I) otherwise ( in which
case p = ¢+ ¥ ).

Given a subgroup H of G and w-irreducible Q-representations n of H and p of
G with |® 22 p, we say that the induction is w—imprimitive if either

(i) n and p both have type (I) and the induction is imprimitive
or

(i) » = x + x“ and the induction x| is imprimitive ( in which case so is the
induction x“|¢ ).

We say a w—invariant Q-representation p is w—primitive if it is faithful and can not
be induced w—imprimitively from a proper subgroup.

(3.B.4) Proposition: Let G be a group, w: G — C(2) a homomorphism, and
K C G a normal C(2) x C(2) with w|k surjective. Write G = H xC(2) with
H = kerw. Further assume that H is an F—group. If G has a faithful irreducible
Q-representation, it is unique. If there is not a faithful irreducible representation,
then G = H x C(2) and G has precisely two irreducible Q-representations which
are faithful when restricted to H. These are the only irreducible (Q—representations
of G which are faithful when restricted to A, a self-centralizing cyclic in H.

Proof: Note that Lemma 3.B.1 applies so that the automorphism, «, of H giving the
semi—direct product is rather special. Let z denote the element in H which is central
in G and gives the automorphism « as «(h) = h or zh for all h € H. First we show
that G does not have an irreducible faithful Q-representation iff G = H x C(2).
Consider py|“, which is faithful, and let ¥ be an irreducible constituent of it. By
Frobenius reciprocity x|y has pg as a constituent, so H Nker y = {e}, and hence H
and ker x commute. If ker x # {e}, then G = H x C'(2) ( where the C(2) is ker x ).
Conversely, if ker y = {e}, then x is a faithful irreducible Q-representation of G.

Next consider the uniqueness assertions. Let @ be an irreducible QQ— represent-
ation of G, and assume that ¢ is faithful when restricted to A, where A is any
self—centralizing subgroup of H. Let ¢ be an irreducible constituent of ¢|g. Begin
with the case G = H x C(2), and apply 2.3. Since the conjugation action is trivial
in this case, ¥|g = £- ¢ and so ¢|4 is faithful. By 2.11, ¢ = py, and we are done
with the product case since pp has exactly two extensions to H x C(2).
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To do the other case, notice that, since A is self- centralizing, z € A, and hence
A is normal in G. Let ¢ be an irreducible constituent of ¥|gy. Because A is a
normal cyclic group, all the conjugates of ¢ have the same kernel when restricted
to A, and so ¢ must be faithful when restricted to A. Theorem 2.11 implies that
¢ = py. A similar argument applies to any conjugate of ¢ so from 2.3 it follows
that ¥|g = £ - pg. We are done if we can show that pg|“ is irreducible or is twice
an irreducible.

Let x denote an irreducible constituent of pg|. If pg|® is Q-irreducible, then
X = x“. If pg|“ is reducible then pg|© is x + x*, and we are done if we can show
that x = x¥. If ker x # {e} we saw above that G = H x C(2) and G could not
have a faithful irreducible representation. Hence we can assume that x is faithful.

Let B be the kernel of the action map G — Aut(A). Note A C B with cokernel
at most a C'(2), so B is abelian. If B is cyclic, then B is self-centralizing and G is
an F—group. By 2.11, x = x* since both are faithful irreducible QQ—representations
of G.

If B is not cyclic, there is a K = C(2) x C(2) in B which is normal in G.
Since ker x = {e}, K can not be central in G, so let Gy denote the centralizer
of K in G. Note that Gy = Hy x C(2), and observe that A C Hy, so Hp is an
F—group with faithful irreducible representation pg,. Let 1 be an extension of this
representation to Gy. The argument in the product case shows that the only two
irreducible representations of Gy which are faithful on Ay are ¥ and ¥“.

Now apply 2.8. Since y is faithful, x|g, = ¢+ ¢*, where © € G — Gp; ¢* denotes
the conjugation of ¢ by z; and ¢ # ¢*. Both ¢ and ¢® must be faithful on A, since
their sum is. Hence ¢ is one of ¢ or ) and ¢* is the other. So ¢* = ¢*. O

(3.B.5) Definition: FEach w—basic group has an w— irreducible Q-representation,
called the w—basic representation , and written pg. It is the unique faithful w—
irreducible Q-representation of G. It is of type (II) iff G = kerw x C(2)~.
Remark: The necessary existence and uniqueness results have already been verified.
If G is basic the needed result follows from 2.10 and 2.11. For the groups in 3.A.6
(ii)(b), Proposition 3.B.4 applies by 2.10.

(3.B.6) Remark: There is no danger in writing pg, since if G is an w-basic
F—group the pg defined in 2.11 is clearly also the w—basic representation.

(3.B.7) Remark: We leave it to the reader to show that pg is w—primitive.
The following result implies the analogue of (2.13), namely that w—irreducible
representations can be induced up nicely from w-basic subquotients.

(3.B.8) Theorem: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group equipped with an orien-
tation character w: G — {x1}. Let p be w—irreducible. Then there are subgroups
N < H of G with N C kerw such that H/N is w—basic and p is w— imprimitively
induced from p,,,,. The index of H in G is a pt" power.

Proof: We induct by assuming the result for all proper subquotients of G.
Since p is w-invariant, ker p C kerw. If ker p # {e}, p can be pulled—back from
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an w-irreducible Q-representation of G/(ker p), so by our inductive hypothesis we
are done.

The case where ker p = {e} proceeds as follows. If G is w—basic, then p = pg by
3.B.4 and we are done again. If G is not w-basic, then select a K in GT which is
normal in G. Let x be an irreducible Q—constituent of p. Since p is faithful and K is
in G, it follows easily from 2.8 that K can not be central. Theorem 2.8 (ii) further
implies that X|c0 = +9Y*, where x € G — Gg, Gy is the centralizer of K in G, and
¥ # %, indeed K Nkery # K Nkerv®. Since K is in G, K Nkery = K Nker¢*,
so Y* # ¥, If x = p, the type (I) case, then p = p¥, so ¥ = ¢ and we can w—
imprimitively induce p from Gg. If p # x, the type (II) case, then ¥* # 9 so again
we can w— imprimitively induce p from Gy. O

3.C. The Witt Case:

Recall, (1.C.4), that a Witt—basic group is a 2— hyperelementary group in which
all abelian normal subgroups that are #—invariant are cyclic. In particular, a 2—
hyperelementary group with geometric antistructure is Witt—basic iff it has no
normal f-invariant C(2) x C(2)’s in kerw. Hence the next result classifies the
Witt—basic 2— hyperelementary groups.

(3.C.1) Theorem [Classification of Witt—basic 2—hyperelementary groups]
Let (G,0,w,b) be a 2-hyperelementary group with geometric antistructure.

(i) There are no normal 6—invariant C(2) x C(2)’s in G iff either

(a) G is basic, or

(b) G is not basic, but kervy = D(8), and 6 acts on D(8) as a non-trivial
outer automorphism.

(ii) There are normal f—invariant C'(2) x C(2) in G but none of them are contained
inker(w) if G = GT xC(2)~ as in (3.B.1) and G* has no normal §—invariant
C(2) x C(2)’s.

Proof: Define a new group G = (G, z|zgz~" = 0(g) for g € G, 2* = b~'). Note
G C G is of index 2. Let @: G — {1} be the homomorphism with ker & = G.

We begin by producing the G which do not have a —invariant normal C(2) x
C(2). Clearly these are the groups G for which (G,®) is @ basic. By the classifi-
cation of w—basics, G is an index 2 subgroup of a 2-hyperelementary basic group,
which are listed in 3.A.7. Hence G is basic, or ker¢ = D(8). If keryp = D(8)
then G still has no #-invariant normal C'(2) x C(2)’s if G is basic, or if 6 acts as a
non-trivial outer automorphism on D(8). These are the groups satisfying (i) above.

Now suppose that there are f—invariant C'(2) x C(2)’s in G, none of which are
in G*. Pick a f-invariant C(2) x C(2) and apply Lemma 3.B.1. Note that the
corresponding z satisfies 0(z) = z. We need to see why G has no f-invariant
C(2) x C(2)’s. We proceed by contradiction, so suppose that E is a C(2) x C(2), 6—
invariant and normal in G*. By 2.6 there are central (in G ) elements of order 2
in E. We can easily find a central z € E with (x) = z. If z = z we are done. If not,
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the group (z, z) is a central f—invariant C'(2) x C'(2) in G* which is normal in G, so
we are done in either case. To do the converse, return for a moment to the groups
with no #-invariant normal C(2) x C(2)’s. From the classification of basics (3.A.6)
we see that these groups have a unique element z of order 2 in their centers, which
must then satisfy 6(z) = 2. Hence if G = Gt xC(2)~ with the automorphism «
built as in (3.1) with GT having no f—invariant normal C(2) x C(2)’s, then there is
a f—invariant normal C(2) x C(2) in G. O

(3.C.2) Definition: A @Q-representation p is a group homomorphism G:—
GL(V,), so we can define p’ by precomposing this homomorphism with 6. De-
fine p® = (p?)*. A Q- representation is called a— invariant provided p* = p.

(3.C.3) Theorem: FEach Witt—basic group has an irreducible Q— representation
which is faithful and which is a—invariant. This representation is unique unless
G = Gt x C(2)” in which case there are precisely two.

Remark: We write pg for the representation when it is unique, and call it the
Witt-basic representation . We write pj}' and p_ for the two representations when
there are two. We call them the Witt-basic representations. Note (pf)* = p— and
vice-versa.

Proof: If G is an index 2 subgroup of a basic group, then it is an F—group by 3.A.7.
Hence Witt—basic groups satisfying 3.C.1 (i) have a unique faithful by 2.11. For
case (ii), note Proposition 3.B.4 applies. O

(3.C.4) Theorem: Let p be an irreducible QQ-representation of a 2— hyper-
elementary group G, with a geometric antistructure (6,w,b). Suppose that p is
a—invariant. Then, there exist subgroups N, < H, of G with N, C kerw, and an
element c, € G such that H, and N, are §° — invariant. The scale by c, of the
given antistructure on G restricts to an antistructure on H,/N, and a twisted induc-
tion and a twisted restriction are defined. Furthermore, H,/N, with its geometric
antistructure is a Witt—basic group.

If p = p* then H,/N, has a unique Witt-basic representation which induces up
imprimitively to give p.

If p # p¥, then H,/N, has two Witt—basic representations. One of then induces
up imprimitively to give p and the other induces up imprimitively to give p“.

Proof: We say that an induction from y on H to p on G is Witt—imprimitive iff
p* = p, there is a ¢ € G such that the geometric antistructure on G, when twisted
by ¢, restricts to a geometric antistructure on H, and x® = x.

As usual we can assume the result for proper subquotients of G. Fix an a-—
invariant irreducible @-representation p of G.

First we do the case in which p¥ = p. If kerp # {e}, it is easy to see that
ker p is a f—invariant subgroup of G*, and so we can pull p back from the quotient
G/(ker p), which has a geometric antistructure so that the map G — G/(kerp) is a
map of groups with geometric antistructure. Suppose ker p = {e}, and that G is not
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Witt—basic. Then by 2.8 we can induce p imprimitively from an index 2 subgroup,
the centralizer, G of some K = C(2) x C(2). Since K is —invariant, b € Go and Gy
is f—invariant. Let ¢ be one of the two irreducible @—representations of Gy which
induce up to give p. If ¥* = ¢ then an ordinary induction is Witt— imprimitive.
If ¢ # 1) then v = ¢* for some x € G. If we scale by x we now get a Witt—
imprimitive induction. Notice that K is §%-invariant, so b*) € Gy. Since K is in
GT, ¢ and v have the same kernels when restricted to K. Since p* = p, it is not
hard to check that ¢“ = 1.

Now we do the case p¥ # p. Let x = p + p¥. Suppose that the f-invariant
K in GT were central. Then K Nkerp # {e} by 2.8, and K Nkerp = K N ker p*
since K C G*. Hence x has a kernel. If we assume that ker x # {e}, then this
subgroup is a normal, f—invariant subgroup of Gt so we can pass to a quotient as
above. Hence, we may as well assume that ker y = {e} and that K is not central
in G. Let Gg be the centralizer of K in GG. Just as in the last paragraph, we can
induce p Witt— imprimitively from a representation 1) on Ggy. It follows that p“ is
induced from 9% using exactly the same twist. O

4. The Detection and Generation Theorems.
We review the usual idempotent decomposition of QG. The simple factors of
QG are in one to one correspondence with the irreducible rational representations
of G, and the central simple idempotent associated to a p € Irrg(G) is given by

the formula a, Zt 0 71))
ep =177 D trplg™")) g
el =

where a, is the complex dimension of an irreducible constituent of the complexifi-

cation of p, and tr(p(g—!)) is just the character of p applied to g~!. ( see Yamada,

[33] , page 4, Prop. 1.1).
Notice that, if |G| € R*, then e, € RG, and

RG = @peler(G)epRG-

In R—Morita we also get a decomposition. Let [e,] represent the RG—RG
bimodule e,RG in R—Morita, so

[ep] € HomR—Morita(RG, RG)
We have the usual idempotent equations:

0 fellel = {0 020

ep]

(i) lrg = Y el

pelrrg(G)

There are two standard maps in R— M orita: the diagonal map A: A — ®A and
the fold, or sum map X:0A — A.
We can rephrase (ii) as
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(iii) The following diagram commutes:

RG & &RG

lre | L @fep]

RG < @RG

A. The Linear Case:

The first goal is to prove that the maps [e,] which are defined to be in R—Mor-
ita have natural lifts to RG—Morita, Theorem 4.A.5. After some initial technical
discussion, we prove a key commutativity result, Proposition 4.A.4. The promised
strong form of the Linear Detection and Generation Theorems then follow fairly
easily.

(4.A.1) Lemma: If |G| € R*, then the R-group ring functor RG—Morita
— R—Morita is injective.

Proof: Injective means that Hompga— prorita (H1, H2) — Hompg—prorita (RH1, RH2)
is injective. By Bass [1, Prop. 1.3, p. 346], RX and RX' are equal in Homp—_ prorita
(RHy, RH>) iff there is an RHy—RH; bimodule, C, which is projective as an RHy—
module, such that RX ® C = RX’' & C as RH>—RH, bimodules.

Since R[Hs| ® R[H1]°P is a free bimodule we can find a bimodule surjection
f: (R[H2] ® R[H1]°P)" — C for some finite n. Since |H;| - |Hz| is a unit in R, C' is
projective as a bimodule since it is projective as an R module and we can average
any R module splitting of f to a bimodule splitting. Hence we can assume that the
C above is free. But the free bimodule is just our functor applied to the Ho—H;
biset Ho @ Hy, and so X and X’ were already equivalent in RG—Morita. O

We introduce some terminology to enable us to deal efficiently with all our
various notions of irreducibility.

(4.A.2) Definition: A Q-representation, p of a finite group G is called unital if,
whenever we write p = Y 1;, ¥; % 1, unless ¢ = j. A collection of unital Q-
representations, {p;} is called complete iff every irreducible Q— representation of G
occurs in exactly one of the p;.

(4.A.3) Extensions of notation and terminology: If p = > ; is unital,
then define e, = > ey € RG; [e,] = > [ey | and a representing bimodule is
®ey RG = e, RG C RG. We say that p is imprimitively induced from y on H C G,
provided x = Y ¢; and each v; is induced imprimitively from ¢;. ( Note that
x|¢ = p ). Extend the notion of imprimitive induction to subquotients as we did in
the irreducible case.

Notice that an w—irreducible representation is unital, and an w—imprimitive in-
duction is imprimitive.

The proofs of the next two lemmas have the same form. We leave it to the reader
to check that the defined map really is a bimodule map as claimed. Moreover, since
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® (1) preserves isomorphisms, it suffices to prove the result for R = Z [-L] where
m = |G|. First we show that the defined map is onto; then we show that the domain
of the map is torsion—free; and then we show that the two ranks are the same.

(4.A.4) Lemma: Let N <t H be groups, and let p be a unital Q- representation
of H that is pulled back from a @Q-representation p on H/N. Then the map of
R[H/N|—R[H/N] bimodules

f:R[H/N] ®gp ¢,RH @y RIH/N] — e;R[H/N]

defined by f(h; ® epha ® h3) = Blepﬂ(hg)ﬁg for all hy,hs € H/N and all hy € H
( w denotes the projection m: H — H/N ) is an isomorphism whenever |H| € R*.

Proof: Clearly the map is onto. Since e, RH is a summand of RH as an RH—RH
bimodule, the domain of our map is a summand of R[H/N|® gy RH®rg R[H/N| =
R[H/N] and so is torsion—free.

Define o: R[H/N] — RH by

T 1
a(h):WZh

where the sum runs over the elements in H in the coset of h. The map o is a ring map
which splits the projection and which takes e, RH isomorphically onto e;R[H/N].
But it is easy to see that the map e,RH — R[H/N|®gu e¢,RH ®py R[H/N] which
take e, hto 1®e, - h® 1 induces a surjection so R[H/N]®ru epRH ®ry R[H/N]
and e;R[H/N] have the same rank. O

(4.A.5) Lemma: Let H be a normal subgroup of G and let p be a unital Q-
representation of G which is induced imprimitively from n on H. Then the natural
RG—RG bimodule map

: RG ®ry 6,,RH Qpry RG — epRG

defined by i(g1 ® e,h ® g2) = €, - g1 - exh - g2 Is an isomorphism whenever |[H| € R*.

Proof: From 2.3 we have the idempotent equation

T
€p = Z enzj
j=0

where {z; € G} are a set of coset representatives for G/H and r = |G/H|. Note
_ -1
€ o; = TjenT; SO

T

i @e,@a5g) =€, g
§=0

for all ¢ € G, and our map is onto.
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Next note RG = ©x; RH = ®RHxj, so
RG ®ry enRH Qry RG =2 @; j2;RH Qry ey RH Qry RHz;
as R modules
= @i,jxi ®€77RH®£CJ'.
This shows that RG ®ru e, RH ®ru RG is torsion—free, and that its rank is

r2. rankre,RH. Imprimitive induction implies rankre, RG = r? -rankge, RH. O

(4.A.6) Proposition: Let N << H with H C G where G is p— hyperelementary:
suppose that p is a unital (Q-representation of G that is induced imprimitively

from v on H/N. Suppose |H| € R*. Then, in R—Morita, the following diagram
commutes:

RG &l ga
Rest/™N | 1 Ind2/™
R[H/N] =l RN

Proof: Begin by assuming that p is Q—irreducible. We can factor the restriction
and induction maps as maps from H/N to H and then from H to G. Since the
induction is imprimitive, we can further factor the inclusion H C G into a sequence
of normal inclusions by 2.14.

Hence it suffices to prove that the diagram commutes for two special cases:
namely a quotient group, G/N of G and a normal subgroup, H of G. The way that
we tell that our diagrams commute in R—Morita is to write down the bimodules
representing the two different sequences of compositions and see that the two re-
sulting bimodules are isomorphic. For the quotient group case, this is just Lemma
4.A.4 and for the normal subgroup case it is just Lemma 4.A.5.

Since the diagram commutes for irreducible p it is easy to extend to the case of
a sum of different irreducibles. O

(4.A.7) Theorem: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group, and let p be a unital
Q-representation of it. Let |G| € R*. Then there is a unique map in RG—Morita
which hits [e,] in R—Morita. We will denote this map in RG—Morita also by [e,)].

Proof: Since |G| € R*, the R—group ring functor embeds RG—M orita into R—Mor-
ita by Lemma 4.A.1, so the uniqueness result is clear. To prove existence, it suffices
to do the irreducible case. We can assume that the result holds for all groups which
are proper subquotients of G. If p has a kernel, then from Proposition 4.A.4 it

follows that the composite RG — R[G/N] _ el R[G/N] — RG is just [e,].
Since the first and last maps in the composite are naturally in RG—Morita so is
[ey]. A similar argument holds if p can be imprimitively induced from a proper
subgroup using Lemma 4.A.5.

In the case where p is faithful and cannot be induced imprimitively from a
proper subgroup, then G is basic and p = pg by Theorem 2.13. The [e,] for all
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the representations of G except pg can be assumed to be in RG—Morita, and 1grg
comes from the G—G biset G and so is in RG—Morita. Since the sum of all the
[ey]’s is 1rg in R—Morita we can define [e,] in RG—Morita so that the sum of
all the [ey]’s is 1¢ in RG—Morita. O

(4.A.8) Linear Detection and Generation Theorem: Let G be a p-hyper-
elementary group, and assume that |G| is a unit in R. Suppose given a complete set
of unital representations of G, say {p;}. Suppose further that we are given subquo-
tients { H; /N;} with Q-representations 1; and suppose that each p; is imprimitively
induced from ;. Then, in RG—Morita, the following composite is the identity.

evd | o R, Ny 224 Ra

RG 2. o R[H,;/N)]
Proof: The result follows easily in R—Morita from the idempotent equation ( equa-

tion (iii) in the introduction to section 4 ) and Proposition 4.A.6. It then holds in
RG—Morita by Lemma 4.A.1 and Theorem 4.A.7. O

(4.A.9) Proof of Theorem 1.A.11:

By 2.13, for each irreducible Q-representation p we can find subquotients H,/N,
which are basic groups and so that p is induced imprimitively from the basic rep-
resentation. Apply 4.A.8 to this collection. O

The last result in this section translates some of the idempotent results from
above into RG—M orita.

(4.A.10) Theorem: Proposition 4.A.6 holds in RG—M orita. Moreover, suppose
given subgroups N < H of G; p € Irrg(G) and a unital representation n on H/N.
The composition

[ep] Res [en]

RG 2 RG B, R[H/N] =25 R[H/N]
is trivial in RG—Morita if p is not a constituent of Indf[/N(r]).

Proof: The maps in Proposition 4.A.6 are in RG—M orita by 4.A.7 and the diagram
commutes in RG—Morita by 4.A.1 and 4.A.6.

For the last result we may assume that 7 is irreducible and that we are working
in R—Morita. Let ¢ on H be the pull-back of the representation 1. A representing
bimodule for our map is e, R[H/N|®@ru e,RG. By 4.A.4, e RH @y €, RG surjects
onto it, so we prove e, RH ®@rpg ¢,RG = 0.

It follows from the construction of the idempotent decompositions that the com-
posite e RH C RH C RG — ¢,RG is the 0-map under our hypotheses, so, in the
ring RG, e4 - e, = 0. But ey RH ®rpg e,RG is an RH—RG bimodule summand of
RH ®gpy e,RG = e, RG and the image is generated by eq ® e, = ¢4 ® ¢4 - €, = 0.
O

B. The Quadratic Case:
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The goals and strategy are the same as for the linear case.

(4.B.1) Lemma: If|G| € R*, then the R—group ring functor (RG,w)—Morita
— (R,—)—Morita is injective. If in addition 2 is a unit in R, then the R—group
ring functor (RG,0,w,b)—Morita — (R, —)—Morita is injective.

Proof: As in the linear case, it is no trouble to prove that if (RX, Ax) is equivalent
to (RY, A\y) in (R, —)—Morita, then there is a metabolic form on a free bimodule,
say (C,A), so that (RX, \x) L (C,\) is isomorphic to (RY,A\y) L (C,\). The
problem is that the metabolic form on the free bimodule may not come from a biset

form.
One biset form on the rank 1 free Ho—H; biset, X = Hs x H; is defined by

Qx(k,h) = (9}12 (k)b,}i,leeHl (h)) and wX(]{J,h) = sz (k) . le (h)

The only other one just takes w to be minus the w above. The orthogonal sum
of these two forms is a metabolic form, denoted Meta(Afree) We can define an-
other biset form on X 1L X as follows: 0 || (z1,72) = (Ox(v2),0x(x1)) and
Wy || x(T1,22) = wx(z1) - wx(22), where fx and wx are the ones constructed
above. In the associated form on RX & RX, each copy of RX is a Lagrangian, so
this form is hyperbolic.

If |G| is odd, and the antistructures are standard, use 1.B.1 to compute that
HY(Z/2Z; Homp(RHy, RHy)) 2 Z/2Z and that [fyce] is the generator. It follows
easily from the formulae (i), (ii) and (iii)below 1.B.1 that any metabolic on a free
bimodule is equivalent to one coming from a free biset form.

If 2 is a unit in R, then all metabolics are hyperbolic and we are done again. O

(4.B.2) Definition: We can associate to each group G with oriented geometric
antistructure the biset form on G which is the identity in our category. The asso-
ciated form is defined by

Ag1,92) = w(ga2) - g1- 07 (g2).

We can restrict this form to any of the e,RG. If p is a—invariant, then we get
a nonsingular bihermitian form on e,RG. If p # p® then we get a nonsingular
bihermitian form on e, , . RH which is easily seen be hyperbolic.

The proofs of the next two lemmas consist of verifying that an explicit map
preserves an explicit form. They are omitted.

(4.B.3) Lemma: Let N <« H be groups, and let p be a unital a—irreducible Q-
representation of H that is pulled back from a Q-representation p on H/N. Suppose
that N C kerw and that N is 6—invariant. Then the map of R[H/N|—R[H/N]
bimodules f defined in Lemma 4.A.4 is an isometry whenever |H| € R*.

(4.B.4) Lemma: Let H be a §—invariant, normal subgroup of G with b € H, G
p—hyperelementary and let p be a unital a—invariant ()Q-representation of G which
is induced imprimitively from n on H with n a—invariant. The RG—RG bimodule
map 7 defined in Lemma 4.A.5 is an isometry whenever |H| € R*.
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(4.B.5) Proposition: Let N << H with H C G where G is p— hyperelementary.
Let (6, w,b) be a geometric antistructure and suppose that H and N are O—invariant
and N C kerw. Suppose that p is an a—invariant unital Q—representation of G that
is induced imprimitively from ¢ on H/N. Suppose b € H, so there is an induced
geometric antistructure on H/N and suppose that v is a—invariant. Suppose |H| €
R*. Then, in (R, —)—Morita, the following diagram commutes:

[eﬂ]

RG RG
H/N H/N
Res,'" | T Indg
RH/N] —— 1V RlH/N]

Proof: The proof is much the same as in the linear case ( Proposition 4.A.6 ).
Of course we use Lemmas 4.B.3 and 4.B.4 instead of their linear versions. By
Proposition 2.14 we can find a sequence of subgroups between H and G, each
normal in the next, but we need to have them 6—invariant as well. If H; is 6—
invariant and normal in Hs, then consider the group generated by Hy and 6(Hs).
This group is certainly f—invariant, and H; is still normal in it. Finish as in the
linear case. O

(4.B.6) Theorem: Let G be a p—hyperelementary group with a geometric
antistructure, for which 6 is the identity. Let p be an w—invariant unital Q—
representation of it. Let |G| € R*. In (RG,w)—Morita there is a unique map
which hits [e,] in (R,—)—Morita. We will denote this map in (RG,w)—Morita
also by [e,].

Proof: By Lemma 4.B.1, the R—group ring functor is an embedding, so the unique-
ness result is clear. As in the linear case ( Theorem 4.A.7 ) we can reduce to the
case in which p is w—irreducible. We can further assume that the result holds for
all groups which are proper subquotients of G. If p has a kernel, or can be induced
imprimitively from a proper subgroup, use Proposition 4.B.5 and finish as in the
linear case.

In the case where p is faithful and cannot be induced imprimitively from a proper
subgroup, then G is w—basic and p = pg by Definition 3.B.5. The [ey] for all the
representations of G except pg can be assumed to be in (RG,w)—Morita, and 1ga
comes from the G—G biset form G and so is in (RG,w)—Morita. Since the sum of
all the [ey]’s is 1rg in (R, —)—Morita we can define [e,] in (RG,w)—Morita so
that the sum of all the [ey]’s is 1¢ in (RG,w)—Morita. O

(4.B.7) Quadratic Detection and Generation Theorem: Let G be a p-
hyperelementary group, and assume that |G| is a unit in R. Suppose given a ge-
ometric antistructure in which 0 is the identity. Let {p;} be a complete collection
of w—invariant unital Q-representations. Let {N; <t H;} be a collection of subquo-
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tients of G with N; C kerw for all i. Assume that p; is induced imprimitively from
an w—invariant unital representation ;. Then, in (RG,w)—Morita, the following
composite is the identity.

Bley,] Ind

B, &R[H;/N;] —— @ R[H;/N;] % RG.

RG

Proof: The corresponding result in (R, —)—Morita follows easily from the idem-
potent equation ( equation (iii) in the introduction to section 4 ) and Proposition
4.B.5. By Theorem 4.B.6 and Lemma 4.B.1 the result also holds in (RG,6,w,b)—
Morita. O

(4.B.8) Proof of Theorem 1.B.7: By Theorem (3.B.8) each w-irreducible Q-
representation can be induced from the w-basic Q-representation on an w—basic
subquotient by an imprimitive induction. Apply Theorem 4.B.7. O

C. The Witt Case:
Our first goal is the proof of the Detection/Generation theorem, 1.C.5, but we
begin with some definitions and lemmas.

(4.C.1) Definition: We call a ring with antistructure, (A, a,u), hyperbolic pro-
vided A = Ay x Ag as rings, and a(A4; x 0) = 0 x As.

(4.C.2) Lemma: If (A, «,u) is a hyperbolic ring with antistructure and (B, 3,v)
is any ring with antistructure, then any B—A or A—B nonsingular, bihermitian
biform is hyperbolic.

Proof: Let A: M x g Mt — A be an A— B nonsingular, bihermitian biform. Define
M; = (1,0)M and M, = (1,0)M. Note M = M; & My since My N My = {0}. This
is because (1,0) acts as the identity on M, and as 0 on Ms.

Next note that A|ps, is trivial. Indeed, A(m1,m1) = A((1,0) - my, (1,0) - my) =
A((1,0) - mq,mq @ (1,0)) = (1,0)A(m1,m1)(1,0) = 0. A similar argument shows
that A| M, is trivial.

Contemplation of the isomorphism ad(\) shows that A is hyperbolic with respect
to M; and Ms.

A similar argument works for the B—A case. O

(4.C.3) Lemma: Let G be a 2-hyperelementary group with oriented geometric
antistructure (6,w, b, ). Suppose that |G| € R*. Let 1) be a unital Q-representation
of G such that ¥* = 1. Assume that every irreducible Q—representation p of G
which satisfies p* = p is a constituent of 1. Then, in (R, —)—Witt,

L(RG.6,w,b,e) = [ €0)

Proof: Given the hypotheses, it is easy to find a unital representation y, such that
¥+ x + x® is unital and contains every irreducible @Q-representation of G. Then

39



RG = ey RG x e RG x eya RG. The ring e, RG X ey RG is hyperbolic in the
induced antistructure, so the result follows from Lemma 4.C.2. O

We have our usual theorem.

(4.C.4) Theorem: Let G be a 2-hyperelementary group with oriented geometric
antistructure (6,w, b, ). Suppose that |G| € R*. Let 1; be a collection of unital Q—
representations of G' such that ¢V = ;. Suppose there are subgroups N; < H; of G
with QQ—representations ¢; such that 1; is induced imprimitively from ¢;. Suppose
that N; C kerw. Suppose that for each i there is a ¢; € G such that H; and N; are
¢ = §;~invariant and ¢; is a;-invariant. Suppose b; = b\ € H; Finally, suppose
that each irreducible Q-representation p of G which is a—invariant occurs in exactly
one ;.

Then, in (R, —)—Witt, the following composite is the identity.

x[eq. ]

(RG,Q,w,b, 5) lzié_) X(R[Hi/Ni]vaivwvbi7€i) — X(R[Hi/Ni]70i7wabi7€i)

2, (RG,0,w,b,¢)
where a subscript of i indicates that we have changed the antistructure by scaling
by ¢; before restricting to the subquotient.

Proof: The proof by now should be clear. O

(4.C.5) Proof of 1.C.5: The proof of 1.C.5 follows from 3.C.4 and 4.C.4. O

We conclude this section with a proof of 1.C.3, as well as a remark about 4.C.4.
Notice that both the w—basics and the Witt— basics come in three types:

(i) basic groups (ii) basic groups xC(2)~ (iii) the rest.

Any type (iii) group, G, has a unique faithful Q-representation, pg, which can
be induced imprimitively from a representation x on an index 2 subgroup of the
form H x C(2)~, where H is an index 2 subgroup of a basic group. The reason that
G is still on our list is that x® # x. There is an element ¢ € G however, so that if
we scale by ¢, x is a“invariant.

To prove 1.C.3, we first apply the (RG,w)—Morita theorem, 1.B.7, and then use
the above observation to eliminate type (iii) groups at the expense of introducing
twisted maps.

Notice in 4.C.4 we could also eliminate the type (iii) groups. A further simplifica-
tion occurs in (R, —)—Witt. Notice that some of the type (ii) groups are hyperbolic
and hence can also be eliminated. This occurs whenever the 6 associated to the
group acts trivially on the central C(2) x C(2).

5. Some split exact sequences in Morita categories.
In this section we want to prove that the 5—term sequences in 1.A.16 are split
exact. We will do this by showing that they are contractible. Given a sequence in
an additive category

0—-A-B2 coo0
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it is a O0-sequence if Boav = 0. It is contractible provided there exist maps f:C' — B
and ¢g: B — A such that

(50) (1) gof =0 (11) Bof =1¢ (111) goax = 14 (IV) aog+ fof=1p
It is an easy exercise to check that contractible implies split exact (and even vice-
versa).

A. The Linear Case.

We are going to prove Theorem 1.A.16. The proof divides into two cases de-
pending on whether the K is central or not. We begin with the central case.

In our 5-term sequence for this case, A = RG, B = &}_, R[G/C;] and C =
(R[G/K])P. The map o: RG — &}_, R[G/C;] is just the product of the individual
projections G — G/C;. We define the map £.

(5.A.1) Definition: Define 8:®?_, R[G/C;] — (R[G/K])P as follows: for 1 <
i < p, ﬂ|R[G/Ci] is just the projection; to define 5|R[G/CO] we define its negative to
be the composite R[G/Cy] — R|G/K] — (R|G/K])?, where the first map is the
projection and the second map is the diagonal.

Notice that 3 is defined in ZG—Morita and that Soaw = 0 even in ZG— M orita.

Next we define f:(R[G/K])? — @'_, R[G/C;] by describing its projection to
each factor R[G/C;]. The projection to R[G/Cy] is the 0-map, and for 1 <4 < p the
projection to R[G/C;] is the composite (R[G/K])? — R|G/K] — R[G/C;] where
the first map is projection onto the i*" factor and the second map is generalized
induction associated to the projection. ( Note that this map is only defined if p is
a unit in R. )

The definition of g: ®¥_, R[G/C;] — RG is next. We define it as the sum of maps
gi: R[G/C;] — RG: go is the generalized induction map; for 1 < i < p, g; is the
composite R[G/C;] — R[G/C;] — RG where the second map is the generalized
induction associated to the projection and where e is 1g|g /C,] minus the composite
R|G/C;] — R|G/K] — R[|G/C;] of the projection and the corresponding generalized
induction. Notice all the g; are defined whenever p is a unit in R, and equation 5.0
(i) holds.

(5.A.2) Lemma: Let G be a finite group and N a normal subgroup. Then the
following diagram commutes in RG—M orita whenever |[N| € R*.
1riG/N]

R|G/N] R[G/N]
Proj| Tind
RG —12¢ .  RG

Proof: The proof is sufficiently similar to the proof of Lemma 4.A.4 that it is
omitted. O

Using the definitions of the maps and the lemma, it is easy to check that (5.0)
(ii) and (iv) hold whenever p is a unit in R.

Finally, we assume that |G| is a unit in R. It is not hard to check that goax = 14
using 2.8 (i) and 4.A.6.

We turn now to the case in which K is not central in G. Our 5—term sequence

41



for this case has A = R[G], B = R[G/Cy] ® R|Go/C4] and C = R[Gy/K]. The map
a: A — B is the sum of the projection map RG — R[G/Cy] and the generalized
restriction RG — R[Gy/C1]. We define 3.

(5.A.3) Definition: Define a map 0: R[G/Cy] & R[Gy/C1] — R[Go/K] as the
sum of two maps: R[Go/Cy] — R[Gy/K] is the projection and the map R[G/Cy] —

R[Gy/ K] is the negative of the composite R[G/Cy] Bes R[G,/Ch) Brog R[Gy/K].

Notice that 3 is defined in ZG—M orita.

(5.A.4) Lemma: Let H be a subgroup of G, and let N C H be normal in G.
Then, in ZG—Morita, the following diagram commutes.

RG B, RH
Proj| lProj
R[G/N] -2, R[H/N].

Proof: The proof consists of showing that the projection map, R[H/N|®ry RG —
R[H/N] ®p[u/n) R[G/N], is an isomorphism. It is left to the reader. O

Using Lemma 5.A.4 it is easy to see that foa = 0 in ZG—Morita as we claim.
Next we define the map f: R[Go/K| — R[G/Cy] ® R[Go/C4] as the sum of two
maps. The map from R[Go/K] — R[Go/C4] is just the projection, and the other
map is the O-map. The map g: R[G/Co] @ R[G¢/C1] — RG is the sum of two
maps. The map R[G/Cy] — RG is the induction associated to the projection, and
the map R[Go/C1] — RG is the following composite: R[Go/C1] —— R[Gy/C1] ——

R[Gy] "4 RG where e is 1RrjG,/c,) minus the composite R[Go/C1] Brog R[Gy/K]

4, R[Gy/C4] and where ¢ and § are the inductions associated to the obvious
projections. Notice that to define f and g it is only necessary to invert p. With
just p inverted, it is easy to check that (5.0) (i), (ii) and (iv) hold.

Finally, by inverting |G|, we can use 2.8 and Proposition 4.A.6 to check (5.0)
(iii).
B. The Quadratic Case

(5.B.1) Theorem: Let G be a 2-hyperelementary group with oriented geometric
antistructure (0,w,b,e). Let K = C'(2) x C(2) be a —invariant normal subgroup of
G such that K C kerw. Let Cy, Cy, Co denote the cyclic subgroups of K.

(ia) If K is central and 6 acts as the identity on it, then the following sequence is
split exact in (RG,0,w,b)—Morita

0 — (RG,0,w,b,¢) —2 (RIG/Co)],0,8,b,¢) @ (R[G/C1],0,@,b, €)@

(RIG/Cs),0,0,b,¢) 2 (RIG/K),0,0,b,¢)> — 0

(ib) If K is central and 6 does not act as the identity on it, let Cy denote the
subgroup fixed by 6. Then

(RG,0,w,b,e) — (R[G/Co),0,@,b,¢)
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is an equivalence in (R, —)-Witt.

(iia) If K is not central, we may assume that K N Z(G) = Cy. Let Go denote the
centralizer of K in G. Assume that 6 acts trivially on K Then the following
sequence is split exact in (RG,0,w, b)—Morita

Proj®Res
_

0 — (RG,0,w,b,¢) (R[G/Co),0,@,b,e) ® (R[Go/C1],0,@,b,€)

= (RIGo/K],0,@,b,¢) — 0

(iib) Assume that K is not central and that 6 acts non—trivially on K. Then
Cy = KN Z(G) is O—invariant, and there is a ¢ € G such that conjugation by ¢
permutes C1 and Cy. The following sequence is split exact in (R, —)—Morita

0 — (RG,0,w,b,e) LrZERes,

2 (R[Gy/K],0,@,b,¢) — 0

where a bar over a symbol indicates that it is the natural restriction of the corre-
sponding symbol on G to the subquotient.

The maps (§ are described below. As in 1.A.16, all the displayed maps are defined
in (ZG,0,w,b)—Morita and the sequences are 0-sequences. They just may not be
exact until |G| is inverted as Non—example 1.C.6 shows.

Proof: The proof here divides into four cases. Recall that the R group ring functor
defines a functor from RG—Morita to R—Morita, so we have the linear diagrams
in R—Morita as well. Also recall that all our groups are 2— hyperelementary.

Case (ia): In this case each C; is #—invariant, so each of the maps that we wrote
down in the linear case (i) is also naturally a map in (RG, 6,w,b)—Morita, and the
proof is similar to the linear case: prove the quadratic version of Lemma (5.A.2)
whenever N is a f—invariant subgroup in ker w and then finish exactly as we did for
the linear case.

Case (ib): This is the case that forces us to move out of (RG,w)—Morita. It is
possible to define twisted biforms and work in a “RG—W71tt” category, but it does
not seem worth the effort.

The point is that the all the representations in I er(G)CIC x are taken to rep-
resentations in Irrq(G)c,cx, so in (R, —)—Witt they can be ignored. By 2.8, the
projection map G — G/Cy induces an isomorphism on the remaining factors.

Case (iia): Once again, all the maps we wrote down in the linear case (ii) are
naturally maps in (RG, 6,w,b)—Morita and so the proof goes just as before.
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Case (iib): To explain the problem here note that the map RG — R[Gy/C1]
is not a quadratic map because C is not #—invariant. However, C; is not normal
either, so we can find ¢ € G such that conjugation by ¢ interchanges C; and Cs,
and hence ¢ leaves C fixed, and indeed, 6¢ acts as the identity on K. Hence we
can apply Case (ila) to the oriented geometric antistructure (6¢, w, ble), 5(0)) where
e(©) = w(e) - e. Since
(RG,0,w,b,¢)

Proj
g

(R[G/Cyl,0,0,b,e) ™ (RIG/K],0,@,b,¢)

twist | twist | twist |

(RG,6°,w,b) @) % (RIG/Cy), 0 w,0,e@) ™ (RIG/K],0°,b), &)
commutes, we easily derive the required results. O

Section 6: On the Computation of the Restriction Map.
We want to define a partial ordering on the set of irreducible Q—representations
of a p-hyperelementary group. We say that ¢ < p if kerp C ker ¢ and one of the
following holds:

(i) deg x4 < degx,, where x denotes an irreducible complex constituent of the
subscript, or

(ii) degxe = degx, and Q(xg) is properly contained in Q(x,)-
The following result is useful for computing some generalized restriction maps.

(6.1) Theorem: Suppose that p € Irrg(G) is such that there is a subquotient,
S, of G, which has an n € Irrg(S) such that p is induced imprimitively from 7.
Let ¢ € Irrg(G) and T € Irrg(S) be arbitrary elements. Suppose the composite

RG Leg] RG £, RS Ler] RS is non-trivial. We have the following two results.

(i) If T = n then, ¢ = p.

(ii) If T < n then, ¢ < p.

Proof: Begin by assuming that 7 = 7. There is a basic subquotient F' of S so that
7 is imprimitively induced from pp. But then F' is also a subquotient of G and ¢
is induced imprimitively from pp. Part (i) now follows from 4.A.10. It also follows

from 4.A.10 that RG Leg] RG £ RS le-] RS is trivial unless 7|¢ contains ¢ as a

constituent.

We now assume that 7 < 7. Part (ii) will be shown to follow from the result
that T|G contains ¢ as a constituent. To fix notation, let H C G be the subgroup
mapping onto S. Since we know the kernel of an induced representation in terms
of the kernel of the original representation, we see that ker p = kern|¢ C ker7|%.
But, if 7| contains ¢ as a constituent, ker 7|% C ker ¢, and we have the first part
of what we must prove.
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Let x- be an irreducible constituent of 7, and similarly we have x4, x, and x,,.
If x,| is reducible, then clearly ¢ < p (indeed degy, = deg x,|% = |G: H|deg x,,
> |G: H|deg x, = deg x-|® and degx,|¢ > degx,). Hence we need only consider
the case for which y,|¢ = Xo- If deg x, < degx, then again ¢ < p.

Hence we may as well assume that x| = x4 and deg x, = deg Xn- The first
equation implies that Q(x,) 2 Q(x¢). Since deg x, = deg Xy, we must have Q(x-)
is properly contained in Q(x,). Since Q(x,) = Q(x,) once again ¢ < p.

This result can be applied in several places to prove absolute detection theo-
rems. We begin by proving a general detection theorem and then discussing several
situations. First we introduce some notation.

Given two unital representations ¢ and p of G, we say ¢ < p provided each
irreducible rational constituent of ¢ is less than each irreducible rational constituent
of p.

Let Fy be a additive functor defined on (Z[-1]G,w)—Morita into an abelian
category A. Let F, be a functor defined on the category (ZG,w)—Morita into A.
(F> need not be additive.) Consider F; to also be defined on (ZG,w)—Morita,
and let 9: F1 — F5 be a natural transformation. Let N < H be subgroups of G
with N C kerw, and let 7 be an w—invariant unital representation of H/N. Fix an
w—invariant unital representation n of H/N. We say the triple (H, N, n) is 0—good
iff

kerd C Fy(Z[L][H/N),w) 2 By (Z[L)[H/N],w)
is injective, where 7 is the maximal unital representation with 7 < 7. (Note 7 is
w—invariant.)

(6.2) Image Detection Theorem: With notation as above, fix a p-hyper-
elementary group G, and let m = |G|. Let K denote a normal subgroup of G with
K C kerw, and let 7 : G — G/K be the projection. Let S be a complete (Def.
4.A.2) set of unital representations of G, each of which is w-invariant. Suppose
there is one representation, px € S, which contains precisely the irreducible QQ—
representations of G whose kernels contain K. For every other p € § suppose
given a subquotient N, < H, and a unital representation n = n, such that p is
imprimitively induced from 7. Finally, suppose that for each p # pk, the triple
(H,, Ny, m,) is 0—good.
C’onmder the commutative square

Fl(G,W) L F1 G/K @@Fl p/

Lo
FQ(G7w) d—> F2 G/K @@FQ p/

Finally, assume
(i) m:ker(F1(G,w) — F2(G,w)) — ker(F1(G/K,w) — F»(G/K,w)) is onto.

Then dz|I'maged is one to one.
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Addendum: We may replace S in the above sum by the subset S’ where (H,, N,)
is in 8" iff F1([ey)) does not induce the O-map on Fy(Z[-L]|H,/N,).
Proof: We may as well assume we are working in a subcategory of the category of
abelian groups. Let x € ker(dy)NImaged, and select y € F}(G) with 9(y) = . The
assumption on the map 7 between the kernels means that can select y such that it
maps to 0 in Fy (G/K). We will show that this y is 0 which proves the theorem.

Let €2 be the set of w-irreducible representations of G. We can use the Quadratic
Detection Theorem 1.B.7(i) to write

v=EP s

PEQ

where yy, = Fi([ey])(y), and y = 0 iff each y4 = 0. The proof that y = 0 is by
contradiction. Choose a ¢ € € such that y4 # 0 and if ¢ € Q with ¢ < ¢, then
yy = 0. This we can clearly do.

Let p € S be the unique representation which has ¢ as a constituent, and note
p # pk. Let Y, be the image of y in F}(R[H,/N,|,w). From 4.A.8, Fl(Indgp/Np)

Fi(le ) (Y,)) = Yo wWhere the sum runs over the constituents of p. In particular,
nl)\Lp ¢ Yo p
Fi([en])(Yp) # 0.
Hence p € S8’ and therefore (H,, N,,n) is 0—good. Since Y, € ker 0, this means
Fi([e;))(Y,) #0. But Y, = Fy(Res¢, y) by definition, so there exists a 1) € Q
p P H,/N

such that Fi([e,])(Fi(Res$ /v )(Wy)) # 0. Hence yy # 0 and from Proposition
p/*Vp
4.A.10 and 6.1 we see that ¢ < ¢. This is a contradiction. O

We give two examples based on the two functors Fy(G) = LP(ZG — Z,G,w) =
LE(z[41G — Q@) (see [12, 1)) and Fy(G) = LP(ZG,w) for finite 2-groups. If
w is trivial, we take K = G and let S be a set of basic subquotients, one for each
representation which is not trivial. It follows easily from [12, p.115, Example 1] that
all basic 2—groups are d—good for the corresponding basic representation, except
for the trivial group. Since {e} never occurs as a quotient group for the elements
in S, all the H,/N,’s in S are d—good. Since LP(ZyG) — LP(Z[G/K]) is an
isomorphism, (i) is clearly satisfied, and the map

LP(ZG) 2 LP(Z) & @sLP(Z][H,/N,))

is a monomorphism.

If w is not trivial, take K = [G,G]. By [12, p.115, Example 2], all w-basic
groups which are not basic except C'(4)~ are d—good. If C(4)” appears in a set
of w—basic subquotients where the corresponding H is a proper subgroup of G,
we can induce the corresponding representation from a subquotient of order 16.
This group of order 16 has a C'(4)~ subquotient for which the faithful irreducible
Q-representation on C(4) induces up imprimitively. The only group of order 16
with this property is the group Mg of 1.C.8. It is also not hard to check that
LP(ZG(™) ) is detected by C(2) x C(4)~ quotients so we see that LP(ZG,w)
is detected by w-basic subquotients which are not C'(4)~ plus one C(2) x C(4)~
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quotient for each “C(4)~ quotient representation” and one subquotient Mg for
each remaining “C'(4)~ representation”.

Finally, we correct the proof of Theorem 5.4 of [13] , which is wrong for the
case i = 2. Here again we take K to be [G,G], and note that Theorem 4.5 and
Lemma 5.2 [13] imply that the collection S’ above consists of dihedral subquotients,
which are d—good. Theorem 6.2 supplies the necessary result to reduce to a routine
diagram chase.

Section 7: Another Approach to Detection Theorems.

The idea in this section is to prove detection theorems in situations in which
the order of G is not a unit in R. Let W be a functor out of (RG,w)—Morita into
an abelian category. In general, one wants to produce a list of 2— hyperelementary
groups, G, such that, if G is not on the list, then the sum of the generalized
restriction maps

W(RG,w) — @W (R[H/N],®)
is injective, where the product runs over all proper subquotients of G.

In this generality it is difficult to make further progress. One way to proceed is

to assume that our functor fits into a long exact sequence

e n+1_)Wn_>XnﬂYn_>Wn—l_>"'

If G is not w-basic then we can apply W,, X, and Y, to either the 0-sequence in
5.B.1 (ia) or the one in 5.B.1 (iia). We get a commutative diagram like that in the
next lemma with A, , = W,, B, , = X,, and C,,, =Y,,. The vertical maps 1, in
7.1 will be sums of maps v¥,,: X,, — Y,, above.

(7.1) Long Snake Lemma: Suppose given a commutative diagram in an abelian
category.

Al,n ‘fi_) A2,n ‘gﬁ_’ A3,n
1 ! 1
0 — Bl,n — B2,n — BS,n — 0
L n L ¥n L n
0 — Cl,n — CQ,n - 03,71 - 0
1 | 1
Al,nfl fno A2,n71 ﬁ’ AS n—1

where the vertical columns are long exact sequences, each B and each C' row is
exact and each A row is a 0-sequence (for all n € Z). Then there is a connecting
homomorphism 6,: A3, — Aj n—1 such that

fn 9n On frn—1 gn—1
T Al,n — A2,n — AS,n — Al,nfl E— A2,n71 E— AS,nfl e
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is a long exact sequence.
If Bs,, — C3,, Is injective or By ,, — Ca, is trivial, then 0, is trivial.

Proof: A diagram chase. O

Remark: Notice that when 0,41 is trivial, we detect W, (RG,w) by proper
subquotients.

(7.2) Example: Take W, (ZG,w) = L2(ZG,w), Xn(ZG,w) = LP(Z,G,w) and
Y, (ZG,w) = LE(ZG — ZyG,w). Let G be a 2-group. The C row is exact by
Application 1.B.8 (iv) and Theorem 5.B.1 (ia) or (iia).

J. Davis and R. J. Milgram [4 ] applied these techniques to the following exam-
ple.

(7.3) Example: Take W, (ZG,w) = L'(QG,w), X,.(ZG,w) = LE="QG,w)
and Y, (ZG,w) = LK | (QG,w). Let G be a 2-group. This W, is a functor out of
(ZG,w)—Morita because the modules defining the maps have the required freeness
([11, Proposition 5.6]). The C row is exact by Theorem 5.B.1 (ia) or (iia) plus the
fact that the round L-theory is a functor out of (QG,w)—Morita.

The functors used in both of these examples have an additional feature. We say
that a functor F satisfies Condition 7.4 provided

Condition 7.4: Any projection map G — G/N where N C kerw induces an
isomorphism F(RG,w) — F(R[G/N],w).

(7.5) Lemma: If a functor, F, satisfies Condition 7.4 then the sequence obtained
by applying F' to the 0-sequence in 5.B.1 (ia) or (iia) is exact.

Proof: Easy. O

(7.6) Remark: In both Example 7.2 and 7.3 the X functor satisfies condition
7.4. For example 7.2 see [12, 1.2]. For example 7.3 see [11, Proposition 3.2].

(7.7) Proof of Theorem 1.C.7: Consider Example 7.2 with w trivial. By [12,
Example 1, p. 115] the map 1), is trivial (n Z0 (mod 4) ) or is injective (n =0
(mod 4) ). Then by Lemma 7.1 6,11 is trivial. O

For other applications we produce a refinement of this technique.

(7.8) Theorem: LetG be a finite 2-group and let --- — W,, - X,, =Y, — --- be
a long exact sequence of functors out of (ZG, —)—Morita. Suppose that Y applied
to the sequence in 5.B.1 (ia) or (iia) is exact, and suppose that X satisfies condition
7.4. Finally, suppose that the map 1,11 is injective if w factors through C(4)~ and
is 0 otherwise. Then 6,11 Is trivial unless G is w—basic, G = C'(2) x C(4)~, or M.

Proof: We can begin by assuming that G is not w— basic. The proof divides into two
cases as in section 5. Begin with the case in which G has a central K 2 C'(2) x C(2)
contained in G™.

The goal here is to prove that either d,4; is trivial or G = C(2) x C'(4)~. If
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wg,k factors through C'(4)™ then Lemma 6.1 implies d,, 41 is trivial. If G is abelian
of rank > 3, then it is possible to choose a central K so that wg, i factors through
C(4)~. So hereafter assume we, does not factor through C(4)~ and that, if G is
abelian it is of rank 2.

If at least two of the wg ¢ do not factor through C'(4)~, then a diagram chase
shows that d,4+1 is trivial. (Itz is helpful to recall the definition of the map 3 from
section 5.A.1.)

We henceforth assume that we,x does not factor through C'(4)~ and that least
two of the wg/c do. If G is non-abelian, then let Co C K N [G,G]. Choose C4
so that wa/c, does factor through C(4)~. Since Cy C [G,G], wg/k also factors
through C'(4)~, which is a contradiction.

If G is abelian, it is of rank 2 and hence of the form C(27) x C(2¢)~. Note
i < 2 since wg/ g does not factor through C'(4)~. Next note i > 2 and j = 1 since
otherwise at most one of the wg /¢ factors through C(4)~.

The remaining case is the case in which we have a normal K , but no central
one. If wg, /i factors through C(4)~ then Lemma 6.1 implies &, is trivial, so
henceforth assume that we,/x does not factor through C(4)~. If wg, /C, does not
factor through C(4)~ then another diagram chase shows that d,4 is trivial, so we
now assume wg, /¢, does factor through C (4)~.

Note that Z2(Go) = K, since if Z5(Go) were larger there would be an E =
C(2) x C(2) C 22(Gy) which would be central in G. If E were not in G* then Gy
would be G x C(2)~ which is impossible.

We wish to argue that Gy must be abelian. Note first that Z2(G) N G§ = Co
since there are no central C'(2) x C'(2)’s in G*. It follows that [Go, Go]NZ2(G) = Cp.
But this is not possible since then wg,,x would factor through C(4)~.

Now we know that Gy is a rank 2 abelian. We know wg, /¢, does factor through
C(4)~. The conjugation action of G on Gy gives an isomorphism between Gy/C
and Go/Cy which preserves the w’s. As in the central case it now follows that
Go=2C(2)xC(4)".

Now G is an extension of C'(2) x C(4)~ by a C(2). Consider the subgroup G*
which is easily seen to be a non-abelian group of order 8 with a normal C(2) x C(2),
hence it is D(8). It is easy to show that the extension for G is semi-direct and we
can choose an element g € G of order 2 giving the splitting.

Finally, we determine the action map: a(h) = g-h-g~ ! forallh € C(2)xC(4)~.
Let to and ¢ be generators for C(2) x C'(4)~ with w(¢;) = —1 so ¢ has order 4 and
we choose ty to have order 2 and be in ker w. Note a(t?) = t2, so a(to) = to-12, since
the action is non— trivial on the C'(2) x C(2) € C(2) x C(4)~. Clearly a(t;) = ti
or to-tE!. This second possibility cannot occur since a has order 2 on C(2) x C(4)~.
If a(ty) = tl_l, then we can replace t; with tg - t; on which a acts trivially. O

(7.9) Proof of 1.C.8: The 9,41 maps for the functors in example 7.2 are

described in [12, example 2 p.115]. If n+1#0 (mod 4), then Lemma 7.1 proves
the result. If n+1=0 (mod 4), then Theorem 7.8 finishes the proof. O
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Remark: The Davis—Milgram example, Example 7.3, also follows from Lemma
7.1 and Theorem 7.8.

[1]
2]

3]

[4]

References

H. Bass, Algebraic K—theory, W. A. Benjamin (1968).

H. Cartan and S. Eilenberg, Homological Algebra, Princeton University Press
(1956).

C. Curtis and I. Reiner, Methods of Representation Theory with Applications
to Finite Groups and Orders , volume I, Wiley (1981).

J. F. Davis and R. J. Milgram, Semicharacteristics, bordism, and free group
actions , MSRI preprint (1987).

R. K. Dennis and K. Igusa, Hochschild homology and the second obstruction
for pseudoisotpy , Algebraic K—theory Proc., Oberwolfach 1980 I. Ed R. K.
Dennis , 7-58, Springer LNM 966 (1982).

A. Dress, Induction and structure theorems for orthogonal representation of
finite groups , Ann. of Math. 102 (1975), 291-325.

J. M. Fontaine, Sur la decomposition des algebres de groupes , Ann. Sci.
Ecole Norm. Sup. 4 (1971), 121-180.

D. Grayson, Higher algebraic K-theory II , Algebraic K—theory, Evanston
1976. Proceedings. Ed M. R. Stein , 217-240, Springer LNM 551 (1976).

A. Hahn, A hermitian Morita Theorem for algebras with antistructure , J.
Algebra 93 (1985), 215-235.

I. Hambleton and I. Madsen, Actions of finite groups on R"** with fixed set
R* | Canadian J. Math. 38 (1986), 781-860.

I. Hambleton, A. Ranicki and L. Taylor, Round L- theory , J. of Pure and
Applied Algebra 47 (1987), 131-154.

I. Hambleton, L. Taylor, and B. Williams, An introduction to the maps be-
tween surgery obstruction groups , Algebraic Topology, Aarhus 1982 , 49-127,
Springer LNM 1051 (1984).

I. Hambleton, R. J. Milgram, L. Taylor, and B. Williams, Surgery with finite
fundamental group , Proc. Lond.Math. Soc. 56 (1988), 349-379.

M. Karoubi and O. Villamayor, K-thorie algebrique et K-thorie topologique ,
Math. Scand. 28 (1971), 265-307.

T. Y. Lam, Induction theorems for Grothendieck groups and Whitehead
groups of finite groups , Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. 1 (1968), 91-148.

50



[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

J. L. Loday and D. Quillen, Cyclic homology and the Lie algebra homology
of matrices , Comment. Math. Helv. 59 (1984), 565-591.

S. MacLane, Categories for the Working Mathematician, Springer—Verlag.
(1971).

R. Oliver, SK; for finite group rings: I, Invent. Math. 57 (1980), 183-204.

R. Oliver, Whitehead groups of finite groups, Cambridge University Press
(1988).

D. Quillen, Higher Algebraic K-theory I, Proc. 1972 Battelle Seattle confer-
ence on algebraic K- theory, vol. 11T , 85-147, Springer LNM 341 (1973).

A. Ranicki, Exact sequences in the algebraic theory of surgery, Princeton
(1981).

P. Roquette, Realisierung von Darstellungen endlicher nilpotenter Gruppen ,
Arkiv der Math 9 (1958), 241-250.

J. P. Serre, Linear representations of finite groups, Springer—Verlag. (1977).
R. Swan, K-theory of finite groups and orders, Springer LNM 149 (1970).
C. T. C. Wall, Surgery on Compact Manifolds, Academic Press (1970).

, On the axiomatic foundation of the theory of Hermitian forms ,

Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 67 (1970), 243-250.

, Foundation of algebraic L-theory , Proc. 1972 Battelle Seattle

conference on algebraic K- theory, vol. III , 266-300, Springer LNM 343

(1973).

, On the classification of hermitian forms. VI. Group rings , Ann. of

Math. 103 (1976), 1-80.

C. Weibel, KV-Theory of categories , Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 267 (1981),
621-635.

E. Witt, Die algebraische Struktur des Gruppenringes einer endlichen Gruppe
iiber einem Zahlenkorper , J. Reine Angew. Math. 190 (1952), 231-245.

M. Weis and B. Williams, Automorphisms of manifolds and algebraic K-
theory I, K-theory 1 (1988), 575-626.

, Automorphisms of manifolds and algebraic K—theory II , Mathe-

matica Gottingensis Schrifttenreihe, Heft 48 (Sept. 1987).

T. Yamada, The Schur subgroup of the Brauer group, Springer LNM 397
(1974).

51



Department of Mathematics Department of Mathematics
McMaster University University of Notre Dame
Hamilton, Ontario Notre Dame, Indiana

52



