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RADICAL SUBGROUPS OF FINITE REDUCTIVE GROUPS

ZHICHENG FENG, JUN YU, AND JIPING ZHANG

ABsTRACT. Radical subgroups play an important role in both finite group theory and rep-
resentation theory. This is the first of a series of papers of ours in classifying radical
p-subgroups of finite reductive groups and in verifying the inductive blockwise Alperin
weight condition for them, contributing to the program of proving the Alperin weight con-
jecture by verifying its inductive condition for finite simple groups. In this paper we present
a uniform method of classifying radical subgroups of finite reductive groups. As applica-
tions, we investigate the inductive blockwise Alperin weight condition for classical groups,
as well as groups of type Fy.

CONTENTS

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a finite group and p be a prime. As usual, let O,(G) denote the largest normal
p-subgroup of G. A radical p-subgroup (or p-radical subgroup) of G is a subgroup Q < G
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with QO = 0,(Ns(Q)). Radical subgroups are essential in both group theory and repre-
sentation theory of finite groups; for example, in the study of Brown’s complex, Quillen’s
conjecture, Alperin weight conjecture, and Dade’s conjectures, etc.

Brown’s complex and Quillen’s conjecture. For the poset of non-identity p-subgroups
of a finite group G ordered by inclusion, we can associate a simplicial complex, which
was first introduced by Brown [31] in his work on Euler characteristics and cohomology
for discrete groups and is called Brown’s complex. Quillen’s conjecture [76]] asserts that
Brown’s complex is contractible if and only if O,(G) > 1. This conjecture was proved by
Quillen for solvable groups, but in general it is still open so far. In 1984, Bouc [25,126]
considered the poset involving only non-identity radical p-subgroups of G, and proved
that its associated simplicial complex is homotopy equivalent to Brown’s complex. Thus,
the classification of radical p-subgroups are closely connected with p-local geometries
(see also Yoshiara [90]). Starting with the work of Knorr and Robinson [63], the above
simplicial complexes are widely used in the study of local-global conjectures.

Local-global conjectures. In the representation theory of finite groups, local-global con-
jectures relate the representation theory of finite groups with that of their local subgroups.
For example, the McKay conjecture, the Alperin weight conjecture and Dade’s conjec-
tures, etc., are deep local-global conjectures. They are central to the representation theory
of finite groups. Radical groups are essential for the investigation of the Alperin weight
conjecture ( [1]) and Dade’s conjectures ( [36,137]): weights are provided by radical sub-
groups, and chains of radical subgroups are involved in Dade’s conjectures.

Starting with the reduction of the McKay conjecture by Isaacs—Malle—Navarro [39] in
2007, many important local-global conjectures have been reduced to questions on finite
simple groups. Then, the representation theory of quasi-simple groups, especially finite
reductive groups, turns more and more into focus. The classification of radical subgroups
of finite reductive groups is thus essential for the study some local-global conjectures, such
as the Alperin weight conjecture and Dade’s conjectures.

Radical subgroups. By the work of Borel and Tits [24], radical subgroups of finite
reductive groups in defining characteristic are known: they are just the unipotent radi-
cals of parabolic subgroups. In the non-defining characteristic situation, the classifica-
tion of radical subgroups of finite reductive groups was started with the work of Alperin—
Fong [3]] for general linear groups, and then developed by An and collaborators (see, for
instance [4H11,[13H15,[18]]) for various families of groups. However, a general classifica-
tion of radical subgroups and weights is still unavailable to the present day, especially for
groups of exceptional Lie type. In their survey paper [61, §4], Kessar and Malle pointed
out that “for exceptional groups of larger rank that seems quite challenging at the moment”.

In 1989, Alperin [2]] presented an analogy between finite group theory and Lie group
theory and speculated a Lie approach to finite groups. Alperin called the normalizer of
a p-radical subgroup a p-parabolic subgroup. The notions of p-parabolic subgroups and
Brown’s complexes for arbitrary finite groups are analogies of parabolic subgroups and
buildings in Lie theory. Note that radical subgroups of complex reductive groups are con-
nected to the combinatorial structure of the root datum of a complex reductive group, and
they play essential roles in representation theory via induced representations, etc. With
the method in this paper, it comes the great hope of classifying radical subgroups of finite
reductive groups in general. We would like to mention a question: do radical subgroups of
finite reductive groups have similar structural and representation theoretical meaning, just
as radical subgroups of complex reductive groups?

Method of classification. In this paper, we present a uniform method of classifying rad-
ical subgroups of finite reductive groups in non-defining characteristic. Let’s explain our
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method of classification. Let 1 # R be a radical p-subgroup in a finite reductive group
G(F,) with g a prime power coprime to p. For simplicity, assume that G is simple (other-
wise we consider the adjoint quotient of it instead). Then, A(R) := Q;(Z(R)) is an elemen-
tary abelian p-subgroup. By viewing A(R) as a subgroup of G(F,) and considering all F,
forms of it, we understand the conjugacy class of A(R) in G(F,). This is an important ingre-
dient in our method: classifying elementary abelian p-subgroups of finite reductive groups
via that of linear reductive groups. By the “process of reduction modulo £ (cf. [54, Thm.
A.12], due to Larsen), it is sufficient to classify elementary abelian p-subgroups of com-
plex linear groups G(C). It is also well-known that elementary abelian p-subgroups of a
complex reductive group and that of its compact form are equivalent objects. Studying ele-
mentary abelian p-subgroups has a long history (they might be first noticed by Borel [23]),
and it has applications in many subjects (cf. Serre’s lecture notes [81]] for a brief account).
In [53]], Griess made an advance of classifying maximal elementary abelian p-subgroups of
complex simple linear groups. Non-toral elementary abelian p subgroups for odd primes
p were classified in [19]. In [91]], J. Yu classified elementary abelian 2-subgroups of ex-
ceptional simple compact Lie groups up to conjugacy: elementary abelian 2-subgroups in
a give compact simple Lie group are divided into several families, and there are numerical
invariants to parametrize conjugacy classes of subgroups in each family.

We observe that R is also a radical p-subgroup of Zs ) (A(R)). Since Zgr,)(A(R)) is
always smaller than G, this gives a way of reduction for the classification of radical p-
subgroups. However, the structure of Zg,)(A(R)) could be complicated. We also observe
that: for certain subgroup B of A(R), R is also a radical 2-subgroup of Zg,(B). This
brings great advantage in the reduction: the conjugacy class of B has few possibilities and
the structure of Zg,)(B) is much simpler.

Along the way, we give a new proof of the classification of radical p-subgroups of clas-
sical groups, which was first done in a series of papers of Alperin—-Fong and An (316, 8]
in the 1990s. Compared to their method, we avoid many case by case analyses and the re-
sults of classification read off from the proof of classification. The classification of radical
subgroups of classical groups in characteristic 2 is missing in literatures, and our methods
can treat those groups uniformly. In this way, we complete the classification of radical sub-
groups of classical groups. We also classify radical 2-subgroups of the Chevalley groups
F4(q). The classification of radical p-subgroups (for all primes p) of exceptional groups
of types E¢, E7, Eg will be pursued in our ongoing works, along with our investigation of
verifying the blockwise Alperin weight condition for them.

We shall mention An—Dietrich-Litterick’s paper [16] which makes progress in classi-
fying elementary abelian 2 subgroups of finite exceptional groups of types F4 and E¢—Eg.
Their method is also based on the second author’s classification of elementary abelian 2-
subgroups [91]].

Alperin weight conjecture. The Alperin weight conjecture, which was proposed by
Jonathan L. Alperin [1]] in the 1980s, predicts that the number of modular irreducible
representations (up to isomorphism) should equal the number of weights (up to conju-
gacy). Moreover, this equality should hold blockwisely. The conjecture has created great
interest and its truth would have significant consequences. The motivation for the con-
cept of weights of finite groups comes from connections and analogies with the theory of
Lie groups. On the other hand, the investigations of weights of finite reductive groups
point towards some hidden theories in the local representation theory of finite groups. For
example, the classification of weights of symmetric groups and general linear groups by
Alperin—Fong [3]] highlights a well-known analogy between the representation theory of
symmetric and general linear groups.
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The Alperin weight conjecture was reduced to a verification in finite simple groups by
Navarro and Tiep [74] for the non-blockwise version in 2011, and by Spith [82]] for the
blockwise version in 2013. They proved that if all non-abelian simple groups satisfy the
inductive blockwise Alperin weight (BAW) condition, then the blockwise Alperin weight
conjecture holds for all finite groups. So far, the inductive BAW condition has been verified
for certain families of simple groups; for the recent developments we refer to the survey
papers of Kessar—Malle [61] and Feng—Zhang [49]. However, the inductive BAW condi-
tion is quite complicated. It is still challenging to establish it for finite reductive groups,
especially for spin groups and for groups of exceptional type.

In this paper, we consider the the spin groups at the prime 2 and prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumption [3.1) holds for types B,, D, and *D,, at the prime
p = 2. Then the inductive blockwise Alperin weight condition holds for every 2-block of
every simple group of Lie type B,, D, or ?D,,

Since the verification of the inductive BAW condition for groups of Lie type in non-
defining characteristic was reduced to quasi-isolated blocks by Li and two of the au-
thors [46], we only need to treat the principal 2-blocks of the spin groups here. Assump-
tion 3.1l comes from the reduction theorem to quasi-isolated blocks in [46]], and by a recent
work of Spith [83] it can be established by the existence of unitriangular basic sets of spin
groups. For unipotent blocks, the unitriangularity is known by the work of Brunat—Dudas—
Taylor [21] for good primes, and by the works of Chaneb [335]] for classical groups for bad
primes when the component groups of unipotent elements are abelian. But for spin groups
and the prime 2, this is still open now.

The determination of radical subgroups is a crucial ingredient in the verification of the
inductive BAW condition. For example, in the works [[17], [43]], [47] and [80], groups of
types A,, ’A,, F4, G, and *D, are considered and the inductive BAW condition is estab-
lished except for groups of type F, at the prime 2. Also, there is still no breakthrough for
exceptional groups of types E¢—Eg so far. What prevents people from extending to those
situations? The missing classification of the radical subgroups!

Theorem 2. The inductive blockwise Alperin weight condition holds for the Chevalley
groups F4(q) (with odd q) and the prime 2.

This completes the proof of the inductive BAW condition for simple groups of type Fy,
since the odd primes situation has been dealt with by An—Hiss—Liibeck [17]. As a further
important ingredient, we obtain a Jordan decomposition for the weights of quasi-isolated
2-blocks of the groups F4(g) along the way; see Remark [5.60l It will be clear to the experts
that many arguments in classifying weights for quasi-isolated blocks can be given variants
in other exceptional types. This will be explained in our ongoing works.

Of course, even only for the prime 2, verifying the inductive BAW condition for groups
of types E¢—Eg remains a challenge, but we are confident that with our methods this could
be accomplished soon.

Structure of this paper. The organization of this paper is as follows. After collecting
some preliminary results in Section 2] we give a new proof of the classification of radical
2-subgroups of classical groups in Section 3l In particular, we correct errors in the list
of radical 2-subgroups in [3]], list the radical subgroups providing 2-weights, as well as
determine the action of field automorphisms. Section 4] is devoted to classifying radical
2-subgroups of the Chevalley group F4(g). The process in Sections 3] and 4 indicates how
our strategy works for general finite reductive groups. Finally, we investigate the inductive
BAW condition for 2-blocks of classical groups, determine the weights of quasi-isolated
2-blocks of the groups F4(g), and prove Theorem [I]and 2lin Section
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Notation. Let G be a group. We denote by Aut(G) the automorphism group of G, and by
Aut’(G) the subgroup of Aut(G) acting trivially on Z(G). Let H be a subgroup of G. We
denote by Ng(H) (resp. Zs(H)) the normalizer (resp. centralizer) of H in G. For a finite
abelian group G and a prime p, write G, for the unique Sylow p-subgroup of G.

Denote by v, the exponential valuation associated to the prime p, normalized so that
v,(p) = 1. For a non-zero integer n, we write n,, = p*»,

2.1. The Alperin weight conjecture. Let G be a finite group and p be a prime. If N < G,
sometimes we identify characters of G with kernel containing N with characters of G/N.
Let dz(G) denote the set of irreducible characters y of G that are of p-defect zero (i.e.,
v, (x(1) = v,(GI)).

For N < G and 6 € Irr(N), we set

1dz(G [ 0) = {x € Irr(G | ) | v,(x(1)/6(1)) = v,(IG/NI) }.

Lemma 2.1. Let N < G be finite groups, and let 0 € Irr(N).

(1) Let H be a normal subgroup of G containing N. If y € vdz(G | ) and ¢ € Irr(H | ),
then ¥ € rdz(H | 9).
(2) If 0,(Gy/N) # 1, then rdz(G | 6) = 0.

Proof. By Clifford theory, one has that y(1)/9(1) divides the order of G/H, and thus (1)
holds. For (2) we note that rdz(G | ) = 0 if and only if rdz(Gy | ) = 0, and thus we
may assume that G = Gy. Suppose O,(G/N) # 1 and let M < G such that N € M and
M/N = O,(G/N). For any ¢ € Irr(M | 6), we get that (y(1)/6(1))* < |M/N| from Clifford
theory (see, e.g., [38, Thm. 19.3]). Sordz(M | ) = @ which implies thatrdz(G | ) = 0. O

A consequence of Lemma[2.1is that dz(G) # 0 occurs only when O,(G) = 1.

A (p-)weight of a finite group G means a pair (R, ¢) where R is a p-subgroup of G and
¢ € dz(Ng(R)/R) (i.e., ¢ € rdz(Ns(R) | 1g)). We often identify characters in Irr(Ng(R)/R)
with their inflations to Ng(R). Denote the conjugacy class containing (R, ¢) by (R, ¢). For
a p-subgroup R of G, we call R a weight subgroup of G if R provides a weight (R, ¢) of G.
By Lemma 2.1l weight subgroups are necessarily radical subgroups.

Each weight may be assigned to a unique block. Let B be a p-block of G. A weight
(R, ) of G is called a B-weight if b° = B, where b is the block of Ng(R) containing the
character ¢ and b° denotes the Brauer induced block of b. If a p-subgroup R provides a
B-weight of G, then R is called a B-weight subgroup of G. Denote the set of conjugacy
classes of B-weights of G by Alp(B). The blockwise version of Alperin weight conjecture
(cf. [1I]) then reads as follows.

| IBr(B)| = | Alp(B)| for every p-block B of every finite group.

Let N <G be finite groups. In [29] §2], Brough and Spith defined a relationship “cover”
for the weights between G and N and established Clifford theory for weights. Let (R, )
be a weight of G and (S, ) a weight of N, then we say (R, ¢) covers (S, ¥) if (R, ¢) covers
(S,y¥)$ for some g € G. Denote by Alp(N | M) the elements of Alp(N) covered by
(R, ¢).

Let G be a finite group. A Brauer pair of G is a pair (R, b) where R is a p-subgroup
of G and b is a block of Z;(R). A Brauer pair (R, b) is called self-centralizing if Z(R) is
the defect group of the block b. The set of Brauer pairs of G is partially ordered; we can
define the inclusion relation “<” on the set of Brauer pairs (see, for example, [88], §18 and
§41]). Let B be a block of G. Then a Brauer pair (R, b) is called a B-Brauer pair of G if
(1,B) < (R, D).
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By Clifford theory, weights can be constructed in the following manner (see for instance
[1 p. 373-374] or [3| p. 3]).

Construction 2.2. Let B be a p-block of a finite group G. For a radical p-subgroup R
of G and a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair (R, b), we denote by 6 the canonical charac-
ter of b. As 6 can be regarded as a character of Zg(R)/Z(R) = RZs(R)/R, we denote the
inflation of 6 € Irr(RZs(R)/R) to RZ;(R) by 9. Then for every ¢ € rdz(Ng(R,b) | ),
the pair (R, Indxggﬁ?b)(gb)) is a B-weight of G. As a consequence of the Clifford correspon-
dence, distinct characters ¢ yield distinct weights. A complete set of representatives of
the G-conjugacy classes of B-weights of G are then obtained by letting (R, ) run through
a complete set of representatives of the G-conjugacy classes of self-centralizing B-Brauer
pairs of G such that R is a radical p-subgroup of G, and for each such (R, b) letting ¢ run
through rdz(Ng(R, b) | 9).

Let By(G) denote the principal p-block of G. A By(G)-weight of G is also called a
principal p-weight of G, while a By(G)-weight subgroup of G is called a principal p-weight
subgroup of G.

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a finite group, R a p-subgroup of G and ¢ € Irt(Ng(R)). Then
(R, ¢) is a principal weight of G if and only if Z(R) € Syl (Zs(R)), RZs(R) C ker(y) and
¢ € dz(NG(R)/RZ5(R)).

Proof. Let 0 € Irr(Z5(R) | ¢) and b be the p-block of Z;(R) containing 6.

First assume that Z(R) € Sylp(ZG(R)), RZs(R) C ker(¢) and ¢ € dz(Ng(R)/RZs(R)).
Then ¢ € dz(Ng(R)/R), 0 = 1z, and b is the principal p-block of Z5(R). So (R, b) is a
By(G)-Brauer pair of G by Brauer’s Third Main Theorem (see e.g. [71, Thm. (6.7)]), which
implies that (R, ¢) is a principal weight of G.

Conversely, we suppose that (R, ¢) is a principal weight of G. Then (R, b) is a self-
centralizing By(G)-Brauer pair of G and 6 is the canonical character of . In addition,
Brauer’s Third Main Theorem implies that b is the principal block of Z;(R). Therefore,
Z(R) € Syl (Zg(R)), 8 = 17,4, and thus ¢ € dz(Ng(R)/RZs(R)). O

2.11. Properties of radical subgroups and weight subgroups. For a finite group G and
a prime p, we denote by R ,(G) the set of radical p-subgroups of G, and by R,,(G) the set
of p-weight subgroups of G.

Lemma 2.4. Let H C G be finite groups. If R is a radical p-subgroup of G, then it is a
radical p-subgroup of H whenever H O Ng(R).

Proof. Since Ng(R) ¢ H C G, we have R € Ny(R) = Ng(R). Then, R is a radical p-
subgroup of H as well. O

Lemma 2.5 ( [75, Lemma 2.1]). If R is a radical p-subgroup of a finite group G, then
0,(G) CR.
Lemma 2.6 ( [75, Lemma 2.1], [42] Lemma 2.2] and [29, Corollary 2.12]). Let H be a
normal subgroup of G. Then the map

R—RNH
gives a surjection R,(G) — R,(H). Moreover, this also gives a surjection R, (G) —
R, (H).
Lemma 2.7 ( [/5, Lemma 2.2] and [74, Lemma 2.3]). If G = G| X G,, then the map
(Ry,Ry) = Ry X R, gives a bijection R ,(G) X R ,(G2) = R,(G).

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that N is a nilpotent normal subgroup of a finite group G such that
0,/ (N) < Z(G). Then the map R — RN/N gives a bijection R ,(G) — R,(G/N).



RADICAL SUBGROUPS 7

Proof. Choose a Sylow p-subgroup N, of N. Since N is nilpotent, then N, is a normal
subgroup of N. By considering the surjections G — G/N, and G/N, — G/N separately,
we may assume that N is a p-subgroup or a central p’-subgroup.

Suppose that N is a normal p-subgroup of G. By Lemma[2.5] all R € R ,(G) contain N.
Then, the conclusion is clear.

Suppose that N is a central p’-subgroup of G. Then, the map R — RN/N gives a bijection
between the set of p-subgroups of G and the set of p-subgroups of G/N. Now let R be a
p-subgroup of G and put R = RN/N C G/N. It suffices to show that:

ReR,(G) © R € R,(G/N).
This follows from the statement Ng(RN) = Ng(R). |

We mention that Lemma [2.§]is also proved in [37, Prop. 2.7] when N is a p-group, and
prove in [74, Lemma 2.3 (c)] when N is a p’-group.

Lemma 2.9. Let R be a radical p-subgroup of a finite group G. If A is a subgroup of Z(R)
which is stable under the conjugation action of all elements n € Ng(R), then R is a radical
p-subgroup of both Ng(A) and Zs(A).

Proof. By assumption, we have Ng(R) C Ng(A). By Lemmal[2.4l R is a radical p-subgroup
of Ng(A). We have R C Z;(A) and Z;(A) is a normal subgroup of Ng(A). By Lemma[2.6]
R is also a radical p-subgroup of Z;(A). O

Lemma 2.10. Let R be a radical p-subgroup of a finite group G. Let H be a subgroup of
G which contains R and is normalized by Ng(R). Then, R is a radical p-subgroup of H.

Proof. Since Ng(R) normalizes H and R, then it normalizes Ny (R). Thus, O,(Ny(R)) is a
normal subgroup of Ng(R). Hence, O,(Ny(R)) C O,(Ng(R)). As R is a radical p-subgroup
of G, we have O,(Ng(R)) = R. Therefore,

R C O,(Nu(R)) € O,(Ng(R)) = R.
Hence, O,(Ny(R)) = R and R is a radical p-subgroup of H. O

Let ¢ € Z5,. Then S, has an elementary abelian 2-subgroup A, generated by the per-
mutations
x> x+271 (mod 29), 1 <x<2°
(I1<i<o).

Lemma 2.11. Let G = H* <A, = HUA. and R be a radical 2-subgroup of G meeting with
all cosets of H* in G. Then R is conjugate to some R'> = A., where R' € R,(H).

Proof. By Lemmal2.6l R N H* € R,(H*). By LemmaZ.7, R N (H*) = [],<i<>c Ri, where
each R; € R,(H) (1 < i< 2°. As it is assumed that R intersects with each coset of H* in
G, such R; must be pari-wise conjugate. Replacing R by a conjugate one if necessary, we
assume that all R; = R’ where R’ € R,(H). Then,

R C Ng(R™) = (Ny(R')*) = A,
RNNy(R')* = R* and R/R'* = A,. Considering R/R’* as a subgroup of (Ny(R")/R’)*")»
A., one can show that it is conjugate to A.. Then, R is conjugate to R”> > A... O

The above lemma still holds while A, is substituted by any other transitive abelian 2-
subgroup of S,.. If we consider radical p-subgroups, it holds true if 2¢ is substituted by p©
and A, is substituted by a transitive abelian p-subgroup of &,.. The same proof is valid for
these slight generalization.

Lemma 2.12. Let R be a radical p-subgroup of G. Put D = Z5(R). Then, R is a radical
p-subgroup of Zg(D).
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Proof. 1t is clear that Ng(R) C Ng(D). By Lemmal[2.4] R is a radical p-subgroup of Ng(D).
We have R C Zg(D) and Zg(D) is a normal subgroup of Ng(D). By Lemma[2.6] R is a
radical p-subgroup of Zs(D). O

Lemma 2.13. Let G be a finite group and R be a p-subgroup of G with Z(R) € Syl (Z5(R)).
If O,(NGg(R)/RZ(R)) = 1, then R is a radical p-subgroup of G.

Proof. Suppose that R is not radical, which means R € O,(Ng(R)). By Z(R) € Sylp(ZG(R)),
one has RZg(R) ¢ O,(Ng(R))Zs(R), that implies that O,(Ng(R)/RZs(R)) # 1. This is a
contradiction and thus R must be radical. O

Lemma 2.14. Let G be a finite group and N be a normal p-subgroup of G. If (R, ¢) is a
p-weight of G, then N C R. The character ¢ gives naturally a character ¢ of Ng(R)/N.
Then the map (R, ¢) — (R/N, &) induces a bijection Alp(G) — Alp(G/N).

In particular, if N is a p-subgroup of Z(G), then this bijection also preserves blocks.

Proof. This follows by Lemma 2.3 i

Lemma 2.15. Let G be a finite group, and B a block of G. If R is a B-weight subgroup of
G, then there exists a defect group D of B such that Z(D) C Z(R) c R C D.

Proof. Let (R, ¢) be a B-weight of G, 6 € Irr(Zg(R) | ¢) and b be the block of Z;(R)
containing #. Then b is a B-Brauer pair of G. Following [71, Thm. (9.24)], one sees that
there exists a defect group D of B such that Z(D) c Z(R) c R Cc D. O

Lemma 2.16. Let G be a finite group, H be a subgroup of G and R be a p-subgroup of H.
Suppose that Ny(R) < Ng(R). If R is a p-weight subgroup of G, then it is also a p-weight
subgroup of H.

Proof. This follows by Lemma 2.1l m|

Remark 2.17. Keep the hypothesis and setup of Lemma[2.16l If, moreover, R is a principal
weight subgroup of G, then it is also a principal weight subgroup of H. In fact, in the proof
of Lemmal[2.16] we have that ¢ lie in the principal block of N;(R) by Brauer’s Third Main
Theorem. From this ¢ lies in the principal block of Ny(R), which implies that (R, ¢) is a
principal weight of H.

Remark 2.18. Let R be a principal weight subgroup of G. Suppose that B is a subgroup
of Z(R) such that B < Ng(Z(R)). Write H = Z5(B). Then Ny(R) < Ng(R), and by Remark
217 R is also a principal weight subgroup of H.

Remark 2.19. Let G be a finite group, and G be a normal subgroup of G such that G/G
is solvable. If R is a principal weight subgroup of G, then there exists a principal weight
subgroup R of G such that RN G = R. In fact, by induction we may assume that G/G is
cyclic. Let (R, ¢) be a principal weight of G and let (R, %) be a p-weight of G covering
(R, ). Suppose that (R, $) is a B-weight of G, where B is a block of G. Then by [64,
Lemma 2.3], B covers By(G). So By(G) = A1® B, where A € Irr(G/G) is of p’-order, and
thus (R, Resgc (& (D@) is a principal weight of G covering (R, ¢) by [29, Lemma 2.15]. Thus
the map R — R N G gives a surjection from the principal weight subgroups of G onto the
principal weight subgroups of G.

For arbitrary group X and a subgroup Y of X, we denote by [X/Y] a complete set of
representatives of left Y-cosets in X.

Lemma 2.20. Suppose that G < G are finite groups, and (R, p) is a p-weight of G. Let A
be a subgroup of Aut(G) such that G is A-stable and (R, ) is A-invariant. Assume further
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that there exists an A-invariant element in Irr(Ng(R) | ¢). Then there exists an A-invariant
element in Alp(G | (R, p)).

If moreover A acts trivially on G|G, then every element of Alp(G | (R, §)) is A-invariant.
Proof. Let (R, ¢y) be a weight of G covered by (R, $). The Dade—Glauberman-Nagao
correspondence (cf. [73, §5]) induces a bijection

®: {gf | g € [INs(RING(R)/Ng(R)g, 1} = Trt(NG(R) | §).
By the equivariance of the Dade—Glauberman—Nagao correspondence, there exists an A-
invariant element ¢ of the Ng (R)-orbit containing ¢y. Thus (R, ¢) is an A-invariant weight
of G covered by (R, ¢). By [29, Lemma 2.7], the elements in Alp(G | (R, $)) form a G-orbit.

If A acts trivially on G/G, then every element of Alp(G | (R, p)) is A-invariant. a

Lemma 2.21. Suppose that G < G are finite groups such that G|G is a nilpotent group. Let
(R, @) be a weight of G, and let (R, ¢) be a weight of G covered by (R, ) so that R = RN G.
Then Ng(R)R < Ng(R),, and N(R),/NG(R)R is a p’-group.

Proof. Write N = Ng(R), N = Ng(R), and M = RN. Then M c N, and R/R is a de-
fect group of the unique block of M/R covering the block of N/R containing ¢. Suppose
that ¢’ € Irr(NN/R(R/R)) is the Dade—Glauberman—Nagao correspondent of ¢. By [82]
Thm. 3.8] or [29, Thm. 2.10], there exists an Ng(M)-invariant extension ¢ of ¢ to M/R and
a bijection
1dz(Ny(M) | §) — tdz(Ng(R)/R | ¢').
Note that rdz(Nz(R)/R | ¢’) c dz(Ng(R)/R). Since (R, ) covers (R, ¢), we have ¢ €
rdz(Nz(R)/R | ¢’) by construction, which implies that rdz(Nz(M) | $) # 0. According
to Lemma 2.1] we see O,(Ny(M)/M) = 1. If p divides the order of Ny(M)/M, then
0,(Ny(M)/M) # 1 since G/G is nilpotent. So
Ny(M)/M = Ny;y(M/N)/(M/N)

is a p’-group, that is, M/N is a Sylow p-subgroup of Ny,y(M/N). However, this forces that
M/N is a Sylow p-subgroup of N/N. Hence by the nilpotency again, M/N < N/N, which
completes the proof. O

Corollary 2.22. Suppose that G < G are finite groups such that G/G is a p-group. Let
(R, p) be a p-weight of G, and let (R, @) be a weight of G covered by (R, ).

(1) Ng(R), = Ng(R)R and @ extends to Ng(R),.
(2) |AIpG | (R, @))| = IGI/IRGI. Precisely,
AIp(G | (R, §)) = { (R, ¢")¢ | x € [Ng(R)/NG(R)R], g € [G/N(R)G] }.
Proof. This follows by Lemma[2.21] and [29, Lemma 2.7 and Thm. 2.10]. i

3. RADICAL P-SUBGROUPS OF CLASSICAL GROUPS

Radical subgroups of most of classical groups were classified by Alperin—Fong and An
( [3H6,18]) in the early 1990s. Using our strategy, we give a uniform proof of this classi-
fication in this section. As there are errors in the list of radical 2-subgroups and weight
2-subgroups in [S]], our proof here also provides some corrections to literatures (see Re-
mark [3.36] Proposition[3.48 and its proof, and Remark [3.49)).

When p is odd and ¢ is a power of 2, the classification of radical p-subgroups of classical
groups over the finite field IF, is missing in literatures; the results of [8] are all under the
assumption that g is even. In §3.IL4] our result (Theorem [3.40) contains this case, and in
this way, we complete the classification of radical subgroups for classical groups.
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In this section, we classify radical p-subgroups of classical groups for all primes p. We
emphasize more on the case of p = 2 for two reasons: first, the method of classification
while p = 2 can be adapted to treat all primes, and odd primes case is even easier than the
prime 2 case; second, in later sections of the paper which verify the iBAW condition for
groups of type Fy, B,, D,, 2D, and the prime 2, it requires detailed knowledge of radical
2-subgroups.

3.I. Radical p-subgroups of general linear and unitary groups. First we give some
notation for the case p = 2 and consider the radical 2-subgroups of general linear and
unitary groups.

Notation. Let Dg (resp. Qg) be the dihedral group (resp. quaternion group) of order 8.
Let y > 1 be an integer. Denote by E,%y” the extraspecial 2-group of order 22*! with type
n € {+,-}. Note that E?H = Dg oy Dg 0, -+ 05 Dg is a central product of Dg (y times),
while EZ*! = Dg 0y Dg o, - -+ 05 Dg 05 Qg is a central product of Dg (y — 1 times) and Qg
(once). Define the semidihedral group S s (with 8 > 4), dihedral group Dy (with 5 > 3)
and generalized quaternion group Q» (with 8 > 3) by generator relations:

2h-1 — 1,yxy—l — xzﬂ‘z—l,yZ — 1>’

Sy =(xy:x
Dy =(x,y: 2% =Ly =xy = 1)
Oy =(xy:x’ =Ly =x'y=x"
Let p = 2 and fix an odd prime power g. Write

e=(-1)7.

).

Then, 4|g — . Put
a=v(g—¢e) =w(g-1)-1>2.
Many groups considered in this paper are finite groups of Lie type over FF,,. For this reason,
we often omit the coefficients field F,. That is to say, when no coeflicients field is written,
F4, Sping , Og ., Qg ., etc mean Fy(F,), Sping | (F,), Og . (IF,), Qs . (F,) respectively.
For a matrix X € GL,(g*), write F,(X) € GL,(g°") for the matrix whose (i, j)-entry is g-th
power of the (i, j)-entry of X. We know that

F o0---0Fy X) =X, VX € GL,(¢").
———

N

Let X" denote the transposition of a matrix X. Let /, denote the identity matrix of degree

n. Let
-1 I, , I,
Il’:q:( b Iq), Jn:( _In )’ Jn:(ln )

Let G = GL,(egq) with € € {+1}. Here GL,(—¢g) denotes the general unitary group
GU,(q) = {M € GL,(¢") | F,(M) = (M~")"}.
Write G = G/Z(G) and let

n:G—G
be the projection map.
We first classify radical 2-subgroups. Assume that ¢ is coprime to 2. Let R be a radical
2-subgroup of G. Define
AR) = RN (Q(Z(R(R)))).
It is clear that
AR)/(A(R) N Z(GL,(eq))) = Q(Z(n(R)))
and
A(R) N Z(GL,(eq)) = RN Z(GL,(eq)) = Z(GL,(eq))> = GL1(€q)>1,.
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Note that GL,(eq); is a cyclic group of order 2729,

Lemma 3.1. An element X of R is contained in A(R) if and only if
YXY™' = +X, VY €R
and X* € GL,(eq),1.

Proof. Necessarity. Assume that X € A(R). Since n(X) € Q,(Z(n(R))), we have n(X)*> = 1
and 7(X) € Z(n(R)). Thus, X* = r'I for some ¢ € F}5; forany ¥ € R, YXY~' = X for some
t e IF‘Z;. Since X € GL,(eq), we must have ¢ € GL,(eg). Moreover, as the order of X is a
power of 2, we have t' € GL,(eq),. From

YT =(X)? =YXy )Y =vxXy?=r1I,

we gett = +1.
The sufficiency is clear. O

By Lemma[3.1] define a pairing m : A(R) X R — {+1} by
mX,Y)=t Y(X,Y) € A(R) XR,
where YXY ™' X! = ¢I. The following lemma is clear.
Lemma 3.2. Forany X, X’ € A(R)and Y, Y’ € R, we have
m(XX',Y) =mX,Y)m(X',Y)

and
mX, YY) =m(X,Y)mX,Y").

By Lemma[3.1] again, define a map u : A(R) — {1} by
uX) =7, ¥X € A(R),
where X2 = #'I.
Lemma 3.3. For any X, X’ € A(R), we have
HXX") = p(XOuXHmX, X)'7 .

Proof. Write X> = tI, X* = ¢I, XX'X'X’~! = Al, where t,' € GL(eg), and 1 = +1.
Then,
XX')* = X*X7' (XXX X HXX"? = 1Al

Thus, . - .
uXX) =t )T =T TAT = uXOuX)HmX, X') 7.
O
Define
Ai(R)={X € AR) : m(X,Y) = 1,VY € R} = A(R) N Z(R)
and

AyR)={Xe€AR) : m(X,Y) =1,VY € A} = Z(A(R)).
Note that i : Ay(R) — {1} is a group homomorphism. Define
AR ={Xe AR  :uX) =1}, i=12.
We also note that m descends to a non-degenerate pairing
m : A(R)[A2(R) X A(R)[A2(R) — {+1}.
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3.1.1. The A} reduction: direct product.

Lemma 3.4. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(€q).
(1) The subgroup A (R) is diagonalizable and any element X € A'(R) is conjugate to

some tl,,_,, wheret € GL(eq), and p € {0, 1,...,n}.
(2) Assume that A7 = A((R) is diagonal. Then,

Z(A) = | | GLu(eg),
I<i<s
where (ny,...,ny) is a partition of n.
(3) R is a radical 2-subgroup of Zg(A'). Write R; for the intersection of R with the i-th
factor GL,,(eq). Then,
R= ]_[ R;

1<i<s
with each R; (1 <i < s) a radical 2-subgroup of GL,,(eq).
(4) Foreachi(l <i < s), we have A|(R;) C Z(GL,,(eq)).

Proof. (1)By the definition of A/(R), we have X? = ¢'I where ¢ € GL(eg),. Choose
t € GL(eq) such that #* = ¢'. Then, ("' X)* = I. Thus, t'X ~ I,,,,_, where p € {0, 1,...,n}.
Moreover, A} (R) is an abelian subgroup of GL,(eg). Thus, it is diagonalizable.

(2)It follows from (1) trivially.

(3)By the definition of A/, it follows that A} C Z(R) and it is stable under the adjoint
action of Ng(R). Then, R is a radical 2-subgroup of Z;(A}) by Lemma2.9 By Lemmal[2.7]
each R; is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,,.(eq) and R = [ ], ;< R;.

(4)Suppose that A|(R;) ¢ Z(GL,,(eq)). Then, A|(R;) contains an element conjugate to
I, ,,-p where 1 < p < n; — 1. By this, A;(R) contains an element conjugate to [, ,_,. This
contradicts with the given form of Zg(A) in (2). O

By Lemma[3.4] consider R; € GL,,(eg) (1 < i < s) instead. It reduces to classify radical
2-subgroups of GL,(eg) such that A} (R) C Z(GL,(eq)).

3.1.2. The A’ reduction: wreath product. Let
Z(ALJA) = Zg(A)) N{Y € GL,(eq) : YXY ™! = £X,VX € A}(R)}.

Lemma 3.5. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(eq) such that A|(R) C Z(GL,(eq)).
(1) The subgroup A%(R) is diagonalizable and any coset in A,(R)/A(R) contains an
element conjugate to Iy s.
(2) Assume that A}(R) is diagonal and write ¢ = log, |A}/A!|. Then,

Z5(A5]A) = GLy (69)” = (Z),
where GL,2(€q)* = Zg(A%) and (Z,)° acts on GL,j»c(eq)* by permutations.
(3) R is a radical 2-subgroup of Z;(A,/A') and R is conjugate to some
R U(Z) =R* = (2,
where R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,,/»-(€q).
(4) We have A\(R’) C Z(GL,>:(eq)).

Proof. (1)Any coset in A} /A’ contains an element X with X?> =T and YXY™' = -X for
some Y € R. Then, X ~ Iy 2. By the definition of m and A’, the subgroup A} is abelian.
Thus, A} is diagonalizable.

(2)It follows from (1) trivially.

(3)Since Ng(R) normalizes A} and A’, then it normalizes Z;(A’,/A}). By Lemma[2.10, R
is a radical 2-subgroup of Z;(A5/A). For any element X € A’, — A, there must exist Y € R
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such that m(X,Y) = —1. Then, R intersects with each coset of Z;(A)) in Z5(A},/A}). By

Lemma[2.11] R is conjugate to R’ ¢ (Z,)¢, where R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,,»c(€q).
(It is clear that A(A|(R")) C A|(R), where A : GL,»(eq) — GL,(eq) is the diagonal

map. Since it is assumed that A} (R) C Z(GL,,(eq)), we get A|(R") C Z(GL,»(eq)). O

However, it is not necessarily that A’(R") C Z(GL,/»-(eq)) in the above conclusion. We
need to take a successive process of wreath products Ry ¢ (Z,) ¢ -+ - 1 (Z,)" so as to reach a
radical 2-subgroup Ry of GL,,5c1++(eq) with A5(Rg) C Z(GL,j5c1++(eq)). By Lemmal[3.3]
it reduces to classify radical 2-subgroups of GL,(eg) such that A5(R) C Z(GL,(eq)).

3.1.3. Radical 2-subgroups with trivial A}. Suppose that A{(R) = AJ(R) = GL;(eq).1.
Then, there are three possibilities for A; = A;(R) and A, = A>(R):

(1) A1/A] = A2/A, = 1,

(2) A1/A| = 1 and Ay /A), = Z,;

(3) Al/A,l = Az/A’ = Zz.

Lemma 3.6. Let n be an even positive integer and 6 € GL(eq) be a given element. Let
X,Y € GL,(eq) be two matrices such that XYX~'Y~' = —I, X*> = I, Y?> = 4l.

(1) We have
X, ) ~ <( e ) ( 2 )).
’ Ly )7\ Ol
(2) We have
ZaL,eq({X, Y}) = GL,2(€q).
Proof. (1) Since X> = I, then X ~ ( I I )for some p € {0,1,...,n}. Since —-X =
n—p

_Ip

I

YXY~' ~ X, we must have p = 5. Assume that X = (
n—p

_ Y,
r=(y ")

where Y}, Y, € GL,x(eq). Taking conjugation if necessary, we may assume that ¥; = [.
Then, 61 = Y? = diag{Y, Y>}. Thus, Y, = 61,.
(2) This is clear. O

) for simplicity. Since
YXY~! = —X, we have

Lemma 3.7. Let g’ be a prime power, € = 1 and A € F,. Then there exist elements
b,b" € F,> such that B2+b?=A b7 =ebandb'? = €b'.

Proof. We assume that € = —1 and ¢’ is odd, as it is well-known when € = 1 or ¢’ is even.
Let Q ={x’ | x € ]Fq,z,xq' = —x}. Then Q C F,, and for any y € F, one has thaty € Q
if and only if y = 0 or y is a non-square. Thus |Q| = C/TH’ andso Qand {4 —y |y € O}
intersect. This clearly forces that there exist elements b,b" € F 2 such that b? +b? = 2,
b? = —-band ¥ = -b'. O

Choose b, b’ € F,2 such that b + b* = —1, b¥ = eb, b'? = eb and b # 0. In particular, if
e =1,then b, b’ € F,.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that 4|q + €. Let n be an even positive integer. Let X, Y € GL,(eq) be
two matrices such that XYX'Y' = -, X> = Y> = —I.

(1)We have
L2 bl bl
X,Y) ~ s , .
X 1) (( —1» ) (bln/Z —bl, )

ZaL,e9(X, Y}) = GLy 2(€g).

(2)We have
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Proof. Write
In 2 bln 2 b,In 2
Xl :( —In/2 : ) and Yl :( blln//2 —bln//2 )

Then, X1,Y, € GL,(eq), X1Y:1X;'Y;' = —I and X? = Y? = —I. Embed GL,(eg) into
GL,(¢%). Choose A € F,» with 2> = —1. Then, (1X)* = (1Y)* = I. By Lemma[3.6] there
exists a unique conjugacy class of such pairs (1X, 1Y) in GL,(g?), so does for such pairs
(X, Y). Then, there exists g € GL,(¢?) such that (X, Y) = (gX,g7', gY,g7"). Write o for the
Frobenius automorphism on GL,(g?) with respect to the field extension F,2/F,. Define

o’ (X) = (X)), ¥X € GL,(¢").
Then, GL,(q) (resp. GL,(—¢q)) is the fixed element subgroup of o (resp. o’). Write 7 = o
(or o) for GL,(q) (or GL,(—¢g)). Then, (X,Y) = (gXig7',gY1g™") c GL,(eg) is equivalent
to:
£7'7(8) € Zoep(1X1, V1)) = AGL,2()).
By the Lang—Steinberg theorem ( [65], [85]], see also [70, Thm. 21.7]), there exists h €
A(GL,2(F,)) such that
g '1(g) = h'x(h).
Put g’ = gh™'. Then, g’ € GL,(eg) and
X.Y)=(gXig" gVig ) = (X8 . g Vig' ™).
This shows the conclusion of this lemma. O

Proposition 3.9. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(eq) with
Ai(R) = Ax(R) = GL1(eg).1
and write y = %log2 |A(R)/A>(R)|. Then R = A(R). Moreover,
(1) if 4lg — € or y < 1, then there exists a unique conjugacy class of such radical
2-subgroups for given values of n and y (with 27|n);
(1) if 4lg + € and vy > 2, then there are two conjugacy classes of such radical 2-
subgroups for given values of n and y (with 2"|n).

Proof. Assume that y = 0. Then, A(R) = A;(R) = GL,(eq)>I and R/ GL(eq),! is a
radical 2-subgroup of PGL,(eq) with Q;(R/ GL(eq),I) = A(R)/ GL(€q)I = 1. Thus,
R = GL,(eg)»l.

Assume that 4|g — € and y > 1. By Lemma [3.3] the map u : A(R) — {1} is a ho-
momorphism. Using Lemmas [3.2] and [3.3] one finds elements xi, x5, . . ., X2y_1, X2, € A(R)
generating A(R)/A,(R) and such that:

M(Xi-1, X2j-1) = M(X2i-1, X25) = M(Xi, X2j-1) = M(xo;, X5) = 1, i # J,
m(xpi-1, %) = —1, 1 <i <,
(X)) = 2y 1) = -+ = p(xy) = 1, 6 1= p(x) = %1
Moreover, we could assume that x> = I (2 < i < 2y) and x3 = §I. By Lemma[3.6] the

conjugacy class of each (x,;_1, x5;) (2 < i < ) is determined and the conjugacy class of
(x1, x2) is determined by 6. Moreover, we always have

Z6L,eq({x2i-1, X2i}) ~ A(GL,,)2(€9)).

By induction, one shows that 27|n and there is a unique conjugacy classes of A(R) for fixed
values of n, v, 6. Moreover, we have

Z6(AR)/AI(R) = G" - A(R),

where G’ = GL,/»»(€q). Put R” = RNG’. By Lemmas[2.9and[2.8] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup
of G'. It is easy to show that A(R") = GL,(€q),I. Then, one shows R’ = A(R’) = GL(eq),1
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by the same argument as in the first paragraph. Thus, R = A(R). When 6 = —1, put
B = {x € A(R) : u(x) = 1}. Then, B is an index 2 subgroup of A(R) normalized by Ng(R).
Put

S ={g € No(R) : [g, Zo(R)] = 1 and [g, B] C (1)},
Then, S is a normal 2-subgroup of Ng(R) containing R with S/R = Z,. Thus, O>(Ng(R)) #
R and hence R is not a radical 2-subgroup. The 6 = 1 case does give a radical 2-subgroup.

Assume that 4|¢g + € and y > 1. Using Lemmas [3.2] and [3.3] one finds elements
X1, X2, ..., X2y-1, X2y € A(R) generating A(R)/A»(R) and such that:
m(xzi-1, X2j-1) = M(X2i-1, X2j) = m(xa;, Xpj-1) = M Xz, X2;) = 1, i # J,
m(-x2i—17-x2i) = _1? 1 < i < Y,
H(x2y) = p(xay—y) = -+ - = u(x3) = 1, 6 := p(xp) = pu(xy) = £1.

By Lemmas[3.6 and [3.8] one shows that 2%|n and there is a unique conjugacy class of A(R)
for fixed values of n, y, 8. The rest of the proof is similar to the 4|g — € case. When y = 1
and 6 = 1, put B = {x € A(R) : u(x) = 1}. Then, B is an index 2 subgroup of A(R)
normalized by Ng(R). Put

S ={g € No(R) : [, Zs(R)] = 1 and [g, B] C (1)},

Then, S is a normal 2-subgroup of Ng(R) containing R with S/R = Z,. Thus, O>(Ng(R)) #
R and hence R is not a radical 2-subgroup. When y > 2 or € = —1, the resulting subgroup
is actually a radical 2-subgroup. O

e Zs(AJA}) = Zg(A) N {Y € GL,(eq) : YXY ' = +X,¥X € A(R)}.
Proposition 3.10. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(eq) with
Ai(R) = Aj(R) = Ay(R) = GLi(e9)2] and Ax(R)/AY(R) = Z,
and write y = % log, |A(R)/A2(R)|. Then 4|q + € and there is a unique conjugacy class of
such R for fixed values of n and y (with 2'*'|n).

Proof. By assumption, there exists an element x, € A,(R) with u(xy) = —1. Using Lemmas
[3.2] and 3.3] one finds elements x;, x,, ..., X2,-1, X2, € A(R) generating A(R)/A»(R) and
such that:
m(xzi-1, X2j-1) = M(X2i-1, X2j) = m(Xa;, Xpj-1) = M Xz, X2;) = 1, i # J,
m(-x2i—17-x2i) = _1? 1 S i S y’
H(x2y) = p(Xoy-1) = -+ = pu(x2) = p(xy) = 1.

L
o ( S0l )’

where J is a generator of GL,(€g),. By Lemma [3.6, one shows that 2"*'|n and there is
a unique conjugacy classes of A(R) for fixed values of n and y. Moreover, calculating
common centralizers of xy,y;, X2, ¥2, . .., X2y, ¥2, inductively we get

ZgLeg(A(R)/A(R)) = G - D,

We must have

where
D = <x1,)’1,x2,)’2, ‘e ’-x27’y27> - A(R)
and it generates A(R)/A,(R), D N Ay(R) = {+I} and D/{+I} = (Z,)*. Moreover,

G’ = GL,21(q%) = (1)
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where 72 = 1 and — |
. when € = 1;
T = { (F,(X)")" when e = —1.
Put R” = RN G’. By Lemmas and 2.8] R” is a radical 2-subgroup of G’. Put R’ =
R” N GL,,jpr+ (¢%). By Lemma[2.6] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of GL, /2y+1(q2). Considering
the action of an element x € R” — R’ on A(R’), one shows that A(R") = A,(R") and A|(R’) =
Al(R") = AY(R) = GL(¢g»)I. Put Ry = R, R, = R’. Taking induction, we get a sequence
of radical 2-subgroups Ry, Ry, . ... There must exist k > 1 such that A;(R;_)/A](Ri-1) = 1,
Ay(Ri)/AYRi1) = Zo, and Ay(R)/A'(Ry) = Ax(RO)/AYRY) = 1.
First, suppose that k = 1 and ¥ = O for simplicity. We must have R’ = GL,(¢%),/
and R/R' = Z,. When 4|qg + €, we have: R = (x,y) and R’ = (x), where x> = —I,
yxy ! = x4 = x*"1,y? = I. Embed GL,»(¢*) = (7) into GL,(€q) and identify x with some

. 1 I . . .
matrix ( _ab 7 Z 7 ) Using Lemma [3.6 one shows that y ~ 7. Such an R is conjugate to

some A(R), where R is a Sylow 2-subgroup of GL;(eg). It is actually a radical 2-subgroup.
When 4|g — €, we have: R = (x,y) and R’ = (x), where x> = —I, yxy™' = x4 = x*'*1,
y? = I. Again, we have y ~ 7. One shows that N;(R)/Z;(R)R = Z, and O,(Ng(R)/R) = Z,.
Hence, R is not a 2-radical subgroup.

In general, note that we always have 4|¢> — 1. By considering R;_; and Ry, the above
argument shows that 4|q + € and k = 1. Moreover, the above argument leads to a unique
conjugacy class of radical 2-subgroups with a representative R = (A(R)) - D, where R is a
Sylow 2-subgroup of GL,(eg) and D is as in the first paragraph. O

Proposition 3.11. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(€q) such that
A{(R) = AY(R) = GLi(eqhl  and A (R)/A|(R) = Ax(R)/AYR) = Z.
Write y = % log, |A(R)/A>(R)| and |R| = 2%7+%*4, Then, there is a unique conjugacy class of

such radical 2-subgroups for given values of n, vy, a (with 2"*%|n).

Proof. By assumption, there exists an element xy € A;(R) with u(xy) = —1. Using Lemmas
and 3.3] one finds elements xj, X, ..., X2,-1, X2, € A(R) generating A(R)/A;(R) and
such that:
m(xgi-1, X2j-1) = M(X2i-1, X2j) = m(xa;, Xpj-1) = M Xz, X2;) = 1, i # J,
m(xpi_1, %) = =1, 1 <i <y,
M(x2y) = u(xoy—y) = -+ = p(x) = u(xy) = 1.

Xp ~ In/2
0 5OIn/2 ’

where ¢ is a generator of GL,(eq),. By Lemma[3.6, one shows that 2"*!|n and there is a
unique conjugacy classes of A(R) for fixed values of n and y. Moreover, we have

Z6L,e)(A(R)/A1(R)) = G - A(R),
where G’ = GL,/»+1(¢*). Put R = RN G’. By Lemmas and 2.8] R’ is a radical 2-

subgroup of G’. One can show easily that A(R") = A>(R") and A{(R') = AL(R') = GL,(g*).1.
Then,

We must have

(A1(R)/AL(R), A2 (R)JALR) = (1, 1), (1, 2y) or (Z2, Z»).
In the (1, 1) case, it reduces to Proposition Due to 4|g*> — 1, by Proposition the
(1,7,) case can not happen. In the (Z,,7,) case, one takes further induction. Finally, we
obtain a unique conjugacy class of radical 2-subgroups for any given values of n, ¥, @. O
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Now we summarize the above construction of radical 2-subgroups of general linear and
unitary groups. First, we give embeddings of the groups Dg and Qg into GL,(eq) as follows.

The group Dg can be embedded into GL,(eq), generated by (_01 (1)) and ((1) (1)), while the

-1 0 b -b
tensor product, the extraspecial 2-group E,’ " can be embedded into GLy(eg) such that its
center is embedded into Z(GLy(eq)). For convenience, we also allow y = 0. In this case,
2y+1
we interpret E;,"" as the group of order 2.

Leta € Z>0 First suppose that 4 | (g — €) or @ > 1. Let Z, be a cyclic group of order
24+ Then Z, 0, EX'"' = Z, 0, E*'. Thus we assume that 7 = +. The group Z, o, E3*"'
can be embedded into GL2y((eq)2 ) such that Z, is identified with Z(GL»((€g)*")),. Let
R(lm be the image of Z, o, E?H under the embedding

(3.12) GLy ((€9)*") = GLayuwr(€q).
Now suppose that4 | (g + €) and a = 0.
(1) Set R(l)’O = {£1}, the Sylow 2-subgroup of GL(€q).
(ii) Write R(l)’y for the image of E,z,y+1 in GL,,(eq). Here we let y > 2 for n = + while let
v > 1 for n = —. Note that here R1 stands for two different groups since n = +, —.

group Qg can be embedded into SL,(eq), generated by ( 0 1) and (b b ) By taking

2y+1

Sometimes we also write it as R " to indicate 7.

(i11)) We consider the embedding GLz(eq) — GLy(eq), M +— I,-1 ® M, and denote the
image of the Sylow 2-subgroup GL,(eq) under this embedding by S, (then S, is
a semidihedral group of order 2¢*2). Here we let y > 1. From this, S y 02 Eiy_l =
S, 0 E?" can be embedded into GLy (eqg), and its image is denoted by Ré’y

As above, we have defined Rfm with i € {1,2}. Note that Rfm is defined only when
4] (q+¢€) and = 0. Let m be a positive integer. We consider the m-fold diagonal
embedding

(3.13) GLyev(eq) — GL,pe+v(€q), g+ diag(g,g,...,8),

and write R, , , for the image of R, «, under this embedding.
Wlth above notation, radical 2-subgroups obtained in Proposition [3.9] are as follows

(m = 3 below):
(1) when y = 0, they are RmOO’
(2) whendlg — e and y > 1, they are R, ;
(3) when 4|g + € and y = 1, they are Rmo«y'
(4) when 4|g + € and y > 2, they are R

— n 3
where m = 577. Radical

Rradical 2-subgroup obtained in Pr0p0s1t10n - are R? O+ 1>
2-subgroup obtained in Proposition 3. 1T are R,, ,, ., where @ > 1 and m = 5/

Let ¢ > 0 be an integer. Denote by A, the elementary abelian 2-subgroup of order 2¢ in
its left regular representation For a sequence of positive integer ¢c=(c,...,cy1), we define
Ac =A A, A, Then A, < S,a, where [¢| := ¢ + ¢, + - - - + ¢,. For convenience, we
also allow c to be 0.

Put R., , ye = an,any v A.. We say that these groups ijyc are basic subgroups of

GL, 20+r+1(€q) except when 4 | (g+€),i=1,a =y =0and c| = 1.
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Theorem 3.14. Let G = GL,(eq) = GL(V) or GU(V) with odd q. If R is a 2-radical
subgroup of G, then there exists a corresponding decomposition
V=Vie---eV,(fore=1)orV=V, L.-- LV, (fore =-1),
R=R; X---XR,,
where R; (1 <i < u) are basic subgroups of G, for G; = GL(V;) or GU(V;).
Proof. This follows by Lemmas [3.4] [3.3] and Propositions[3.9] B.11 O

3.1.4. Radical p (> 2) subgroups of GL,(eq). Now we consider radical p (> 2) subgroups.
Assume that ¢ is coprime to 2. Let R be a radical p-subgroup of G. Define
AR) = RN 7™ (Qu(Z((R)))).

When p 1 g — €, the map R — n(R) is an isomorphism. Then, A(R) = Q;(Z(R)). Let e

be the order of eg (mod p). Then,
Z5(A(R)) = GL,, ((e9)*) X - - - GL,, ((e9)*) X GL,,(€9),

where f = p—;l and ng + X q<ren; = n. By Lemma 2.9 R is a radical p-subgroup of
ZG(A(R)). By Lemmal27l R = R, X- - -XR; xR, with R; a radical p-subgroup of GL,,((€q)°)
(1 £i < f) and Ry a radical p-subgroup of GL,,(eq). We must have Ry, = 1. For each R;
(1 <i < f),itreduces to the case that p|g — €.

When p | g — €, the treatment is similar to the case of p = 2. Let

Z() = {/l S GL](Gq) AP = 1}
Define a pairing m : A(R) X R — {+1} by
mX,Y)=1t V(X,Y) € A(R) XR,
where YXY ™' X! = ¢I. Define a map u : A(R) — {1} by
uX) = 17, VX € A(R),
where X? = t'I. Define
AI(R)={Xe€AR) : m(X,Y)=1,VY €e R} = A(R) N Z(R)
and
Ay(R) ={X € AR) : m(X,Y) =1,VY € A} = Z(A(R)).
Note that i : Ay(R) — Z; is a group homomorphism. Define
AR ={Xe AR :uX) =1}, i=12.
Then, m descends to a non-degenerate pairing
m: A(R)/A2(R) X A(R)/A>(R) — Z,.

The A}-reduction and A}-reduction are the same as in the case of p = 2. After that, it
reduces to the case that A{(R) = A5(R) = 1. Then, we have similar statement as Proposi-
tions and 3.11l However, the radical 2-subgroups occurring in Proposition have
no analogue while p > 2. A bit different with the proof of Proposition 3.10} the group G’
takes the form

G" = GL,+1(eg”) = (1)
where 77 = 1 and 7X7~' = F,(X). In the argument as there, the subgroup R;_; could not
be a radical subgroup while p > 2.

Radical p-subgroups could be constructed as follows. Let M be a group of order p* and
exponent p, that is

M=,y z|xX=y'=2" =[xzl =y, 2zl = 1,[x,y] = 2).



RADICAL SUBGROUPS 19

Then M can be embedded into GL,(17q") for a sign n € {+1} and any prime power ¢’ with
p | (¢ —n) by letting x = diag(1,£,¢%,...,7 Y and y = ( I

e
denote by E?*! the extraspecial p-group of order p?’*! and exponent p, that is, E>*! =
Mo, Mo---0, M is a central product of M (y times). For convenience, we also allow
¥ = 0, and in this case we interpret E>’*! as the group of order p. By taking tensor product,
the group E**! can be embedded into GL,(17q’) such that its center is embedded into
Z(GL,»(nq")).

Let e be the multiplicative order of eg modulo p, and let a = v,((eq)° — 1). For a € Z,,
let Z, denote the cyclic group of order p**®. Then the group Z, o, E*’*!, the central product
of Z, and E**! over Q(Z,) = Z(E**"), can be embedded into GL,»((eq)*"") such that Z,
is identical to Z(Gpr((eq)e”")) »- Let R, , be the image of Z, o, Ei’” under the embedding
Gpr((eq)el’a) — GL,,+(eq). Entirely analogously as the case p = 2, we can define the
basic subgroups R, o c Of GL,,, 04+ (€g). It follows that the definition and structure of the
above group R, o ¢ is just similar as those of the basic 2-subgroup R}M’%c of GL,, 504+ (€q)
forthe case p =2and 4| g — €.

Theorem 3.15. Let G = GL,(eq) = GL(V) or GU(V) with p ¥ q. If R is a p-radical
subgroup of G, then there exists a corresponding decomposition

V:Vo@vl@-.-@vu(fOrE:1)0rV:VOJ_V1l...J_Vu(fO,,EZ_l),
R=RyXR;X---XR,,

where R; (1 < i < u) are basic subgroups of G;, for G; = GL(V;) or GU(V)) fori > 1,
and Ry is the trivial subgroup of GL(Vy) or GU(Vy). In particular, i = 0 occurs only when
ptig—e.

3.II. Radical p-subgroups of orthogonal and symplectic groups. Let (V, f) be a non-
degenerate finite dimensional symplectic or orthogonal space over F, (with odd g), where
f: VXV — F, is anon-degenerate anti-symmetric (or symmetric) bilinear 2-form. Write
I(V) for the group of isometries of V.

In the symplectic case, f has a unique isomorphism class. We take f with matrix

L2
1,

under a standard basis of V and write Sp,(FF,) or Sp,(g) for the corresponding symplectic
group, where n = dim V.

In the orthogonal case, there are two isomorphism classes distinguished by an invariant
ty(V) € {1} (type) or disc(V) € {£1} (discriminant). We have f ~ >}, ., a,»x? for some

I ) For vy € Z,,, we

2y+1

. -1 . )
ai,...,a, € ]F;, then disc(V) := (a; - - -an)qT. When dimV = n = 2m is even, we have
2 2 2 2
I~ Z (i1 = x9) + (X1 = AXg),
1<i<m-1

where A € F,. Then, ty(V) := 2T and disc(V) = (-1)")*T. WhendimV =n = 2m + 1
is odd, we have

where A € F,. Then, ty(V) := 2T and disc(V) = ((~1)"2)"T". Hence, it always holds true
that
disc(V) = ty(V)(= DT = ty(V)eltl.
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Take f = Y <<, x> and write O, .(q) for the corresponding orthogonal group. Take
f = Dicienat xl.2 + §ox2 with §, a generator of F, and write O, _(g) for the correspond-
ing orthogonal group. Moreover, we also write O} (¢) (resp. O;(g)) for the corresponding
orthogonal groups O(V) when ty(V) = + (resp. —).

Let G = I(V), where V is an n-dimensional vector space over F, with a symmetric or
anti-symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form f. Write G = G/Z(G) and let 7 : G — G be
the projection map. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G. Define

A = A(R) = 1 (Q(Z(x(R)))).

It is clear that A(R) C R and A(R)/{xI} = Q(Z(n(R))). The subgroup A(R) has the follow-
ing characterization.

Lemma 3.16. Let X be an element of R. Then X € A(R) if and only if
YXY™' = +X, VY €R
and X* = +I.
By Lemma[3.16] define a pairing m : A(R) X R — {£1} by
mX,Y)=4, V(X,Y) € A(R) XR,

where XYX~'y=! = Al
The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 3.17. Forany X, X' € A(R) and Y,Y’' € R, we have
m(XX',Y)=mX,Y)mX',Y)

and
m(X, YY) =m(X,Y)mX, Y").

By Lemma[3.16] again, define a map u : A(R) — {x1} by
uX)=t, ¥X € A(R),
where X? = tI.
Lemma 3.18. For any X, X’ € A(R), we have
uXX") = p(XuX)m(X, X’).
Let
Al=AR)={XcA: mX,Y)=1,VY e R} =ANZR)
and
A=A R)={XecA : mX,Y)=1,VY € A} = Z(A).
Note that i : Ay(R) — {1} is a group homomorphism. Define
Al=AR)={XecA uX)=1}, i=1,2.
Note that m descends to a perfect pairing
m:A/Ay X AJA; — {+1}.
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3.11.1. The A reduction: direct product. The A} reduction for orthogonal and symplectic
groups is the same as for general linear groups. After this, it reduces to classify radical
2-subgroups with A{(R) = {+£]}.

Lemma 3.19. Assume that V is orthogonal. If there exists X € I(V) such that X* = —I,
then n is even and disc(V) = 1.

Proof. Let X € I(V) have X*> = —I. For any v € V, we have (v,Xv) = (Xv,X?y) =
Xv,—-v) = —(v,Xv). Thus, (v,Xv) = 0. Choose an element v; € V with (v{,v;) # O.
Put v, = Xv;. Then, (vi,v2) = 0 and (v{,v;) = (v2,v2) # 0. Hence, span{v;, v,} is non-
degenerate. Considering the orthogonal complement of span{v;, v,} and taking induction,
we find a basis {vy, ..., va,} of V such that

i,v)) =0, i # jibi:= (Vaic1,vaic1) = (Vi v2) #0, 1 i <m.
Then, n = 2m is even and disc(V) = (b7 - - - bﬁl)% =b;- b)) =1. o

Lemma 3.20. Assume that V is orthogonal. If there exists X € I(V) such that X> = I and
X ~ =X, then n is even and disc(V) = 1.

Proof. Let X € I(V) have X*> = I and X ~ —X. Then, there exists Y € I(V) such that
YXY ' =-X. PutV.,={veV:Xv==xv}). Then, V=V, ®V_and Y : X, —» X_isan
isomorphism. Thus, n is even and disc(V) = 1. O

Lemma 3.21. Assume that V is orthogonal. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of I1(V) with
Al(R) = {£I}. If n = dim V is odd or disc(V) = —1, then R = {£I}.

Proof. Suppose that n is odd or disc(V) = —1. By Lemmas and [3.20] one shows that
A(R) = A/(R) = {2I}. Then R/{=1} is a radical 2-subgroup of I(V)/{=I} with Q,(R/{]}) =
A(R)/{=I} = 1. Thus, R = {I}. O

Under the assumption A (R) = {+/}, Lemma[3.21]indicates that orthogonal groups with
interesting radical 2-subgroups occur only when dim V is even and disc(V) = 1.

3.1L.2. The A, reduction: wreath product. The A’ reduction for orthogonal and symplectic
groups is similar to general linear groups. We take a successive process of wreath product
and reduces it to classify radical 2-subgroups with AJ(R) = {+1}.

3.11.3. Radical 2-subgroups with trivial A’,. Assume that A|(R) = AJ(R) = {+I}. There are
three possibilities for A;(R) and A,(R):

(1) Ai(R)/A(R) = A2(R)/AS(R) = 1;

(2) Ai(R)/A{(R) = 1 and Ay(R)/A%(R) = Z;

(3) Ai(R)/A(R) = A2(R)/AN(R) = Z;.

Lemma 3.22. (1)If X, Y € I(V) satisfies XYX'Y~! = —I and X* = Y? = I, then there exists
an orthogonal decomposition V. = V, @ V_ with V. nondegenerate and dimV.. = % dimV
such that:
@) Xlv, = =1, Y(V.) = Vg,
(1) Y:V, > V_andY : V_ — V, are inverse to each other.
(2)
Zin({(X, YD) ={p € I(V) : ¢(V.) = V. and ¢ly. = Y'¢ly, Y™} = I(V,),
where Y’ :=Yl|y, : V, - V_.
(3)The conjugacy class of the pair (X,Y) and the orbit I(V) - V, C V determine each

other. In the symplecic case, there exists a unique conjugacy class; in the orthogonal case,
there are two conjugacy classes distinguished by disc(V,).
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Proof. (1)Take V. be the +1 eigenspace of X. The assertions in (1) follow from the condi-
tions XYX'Y' = —JTand X> =Y>=I.

(2)This is clear,

(3)Apparently, the conjugacy class of the pair (X, Y) determines the orbit I(V) -V, C V.
On the other hand, given V,, one constructs (X, Y) by taking the orthogonal complement
V_ and an isometry ¢ : V. — V_. Thus, the orbit I(V) - V., C V also determines the
conjugacy class of (X,Y). In the symplectic case, %dim V-dimensional non-degenerate
subspaces form one (V) orbit; in the orthogonal case, % dim V-dimensional non-degenerate
subspaces split into two /(V) orbits. Hence, we get the conclusion. O

Lemma 3.23. In Lemma|3.22] let V', the fixed point subspace of Y. Then
disc(V?) = 27 4mV= dise(V,).
Proof. 1t is clear that
Vi={v+Yv:VeV}]
For any v € V,, we have
w+Yv,v+Yy) =2, Xv).
Then, it follows that disc(V}) = 25 dim Ve dise(V,), o
As in Lemma[3.7] choose b, b’ € F, with b*> + b = —1 and b # 0.
Lemma 3.24. Assume that V is symplectic.
(DIf X,Y € I(V) satisfies XYX'Y™' = —I and X*> = Y?> = —I, then there exists a
decomposition V. =V, @ V_ with V. totally isotropic such that:
1) X(Vy) = Va;
() Xly. ==¢ L, Yly, =bl +b'¢, Y|y = —bl + b'¢™", where ¢ := X|y, : V, = V_.

(2)g(u,v) := f(u, Xv) defines a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear 2-form on V, and we
have

Ziy({(X. YY) =g € I(V) 1 y(V) = Vo dly. = ¢y, 67} = I(V,, 9).

(3)There are two conjugacy classes of such pairs (X, Y) distinguished by disc(V., g).

Proof. (1)Put Z, = (Y ¥ b’X). Then, Z2 = I. Thus,
V=0bI+Y)V)=U+Z)V)+UT+Z V)=V, +V_.
It is easy to show that V, N V_ = 0. Thus, V = V, ® V_. We have X" 'Z, X = —Z., which
implies that X(V.) = V.. For any u,v € V., we have
(Xu, Yv) + (Yu, Xv) = (X2u, XYv) + (Y?u, YXv) = (—u, (XY + YX)v) = 0.
Then,
(bu, bv) = (Y = b'X)u, (Y = b'X)v) = (Yu, Yv) + b2 (Xu, Xv) = (1 + b'*)(u, ).

Thus, (#,v) = 0 and hence V, is totally isotropic. Similarly, one show that V_ is totally
isotropic. (ii) is clear.

2)u,v € V., we have

(u, Xv) = (Xu, X*v) = Xu, —v) = (v, Xu).

Thus, g is symmetric. Due to X(V,) = V_, one shows that g is non-degenerate on V.. Other
assertions in (2) are clear.

(3)It is clear that the conjugacy class of the pair (X, Y) determines the isomorphism class
of the orthogonal space (V,, g), as well as the discriminant of (V,, g). On the other hand,
given the discriminant of (V,, g), one determines the triple (V,, V_, ¢) giving the orthogonal
space (V,, g) up to conjugacy. From that, the pair (X, Y) is determined. O
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Lemma 3.25. In Lemma 3.24} let (V',g’) the orthogonal space associated to the pair
(Y, X). Then
=1 g
disc(V,,g") = 277 9™+ disc(V,, ).
Proof. As in Lemma[3.24] we have a decomposition V = V, @ V_. From the forms of X
and Y there, one shows that the fixed point subspace V' of %(X —b'Y) is equal to
bv+ B +DXv: VeV,
For any v € V,, we have
v+ + DXy, Y(bv + (' + 1)XV))

= (bv+ D'+ DXv,b(bv+b'Xv)+ (b" + 1)('v — bXV))

= (bv+ B + DXy, (b — 1)y — bXv)

= (=" = (' + D' - D), Xv)

= 2(v,Xv).
Then, it follows that disc(V/, g’) = 245 dm Vi dise(V,, 2). O

The following lemma is an analogue of Lemma[3.24] The proof is similar.
Lemma 3.26. Assume that V is orthogonal.
(DIf X,Y € I(V) satisfies XYX'Y™' = —I and X* = Y?> = —I, then there exists a
decomposition V. =V, @ V_ with V. totally isotropic such that:
1) X(V.) = Va;
(i) Xly. = —¢7, Y|y, =bl +b'¢, Y|y = —bl + b'¢p™", where ¢ := X|y, : V. = V_.

(2)g(u,v) := f(u,Xv) defines a non-degenerate anti-symmetric bilinear 2-form on V.,
and we have

Ziy (X, YD) = {y € I(V) 1 (V) = Vi, ly_ = dyly, 6™} 2 I(V,, 8).
(3)There is a unique conjugacy class of such pairs (X, Y).

In [91} §2], we defined three groups Sp(s; €, 0) as the automorphism group of a symplec-

tic metric space (F?z(”‘s), m, ). Here we remark that there are isomorphisms

Sp(s; 1,0) = Spy(2) = SO41(2);
Sp(s; 0,0) = 03,(2);
Sp(s; 0, 1) = 05,,,(2).

We also recall that the derived subgroup of O5,(2) (resp. O5,(2)) is SO;,(2) (resp. SO5,(2)),
which is an index 2 subgroup.

Proposition 3.27. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of (V) such that
Ai(R) = Ax(R) = {+I}.

Write y = %log2 |A(R)/A3(R)|. Then, R = A(R) and 2Y|n. Moreover, there exist one or two
conjugacy class of such radical 2-subgroups for any given values of n, g and y.

Proof. When y = 0, we have A(R) = A,(R) = {I}. Then, R/{+£l} is a radical 2-subgroup
of I(V)/{I} with Q(R/{xI}) = A(R)/{£I} = 1. Thus, R = {£I}.
Assume that y > 1. Using Lemmas[3.17]and [3.18] one finds elements

X1, X250 00 x2)/—l’ -x2’y € A(R)
generating A(R)/A,(R) and such that:
m(xai-1, X2j-1) = M(Xai-1, X2j) = M X, X2j-1) = m(xg;, X27) = 1, i # J,

m(xpi-1, %) = —1, 1 <i <,
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p(X2y) = p(Xgy-1) = --- = 1, 6 1= p(x) = pxy) = 1.
By Lemmas [3.24] and one shows that 2”|n and identify the conjugacy class of
the tuple (xi, ..., x2,) according to the value of ¢ and the discriminant of an orthogonal
space (Vy, g) while V is symplectic and 6 = —1 or V is orthogonal and 6 = 1. When
V is symplectic and § = —1, (Vp, g) is constructed in Lemma [3.24] from the action of
the ordered pair (x2,-1, X2,) on the common fixed point subspace V; of xi, x3,..., x2,-3;

when V is orthogonal and 6 = 1, (V) is equal to the common fixed point subspace of
X1,X3,...,Xy-1 and g = fly,. Note that

Z6(AR)/AI(R) = I(V') - A(R),

where V' is an 7 -dimensional symplectic or orthogonal space. Put R = R N I(V’). By
Lemmas and 2.8l R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of I(V’). It is easy to show that A(R’) =
{+I}. Then, R" = {+I} and hence R = A(R).

(D1) When V is orthogonal and 6 = —1, we have 2"*!|n and there exists a unique con-
jugacy class of ordered tuples (xi, ..., x»,). Then, there exists a unique conjugacy class of
such radical 2-subgroups R (while 27*!|n) and Ng(R)/RZ(R) is isomorphic to the group
of automorphisms of R/{+I} preserving the form m and the function u. That is to say
(cf. [91] §2]),

NG(R)/RZg(R) = Sp(y — 1;0,1) = O,,(2).

(D2) When V is orthogonal and ¢ = 1, we have 27|n and there exist two conjugacy classes
of ordered tuples (xi,...,xy,) distinguished by the discriminant of the common fixed
point subspace Vj of xy, x3,. .., x2,—;. Then, there is a natural inclusion Ng(R)/RZ;(R) C
Sp(y;0,0) = O;Y(Z) with image a subgroup of index 1 or 2. If the above inclusion has
full image, then there are two conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups; if the above
inclusion has image of index 2, then there is a unique conjugacy class of such radical
2-subgroups. Write s € Sp(y; 0, 0) = 037(2) for an automorphism of R/{+I} defined by

x;ifi <2y -2
s(x;) =3 X ifi=2y—1;
X2y-1 ifi = 2’}/

Note that, the conjugates of s generate O;Y(Z) and ss” (s’ run over all conjugates of s)
generate SO}Y(Z). Therefore, if s € Ng(R)/RZs(R), then Ng(R)/RZg(R) = O;Y(Z); if
s & Ng(R)/RZs(R), then Ng(R)/RZs(R) = SO;Y(Z). Write V| for the common fixed point
subspace of s - x1, 5 X3,..., 5 Xy—;. By Lemma[3.23] we have

- n 2_
disc(V)) = 23T disc(Vy) = (=1)FF disc(Vy).

Thus,
n 2 2 - 1
s € No(R)/RZ6(R) & disc(V)) = dise(Vy) & (-)F'FT =1 & %q is even.
The last condition of %Ls_l being even happens when 37 is even or a = wig@-1)—-1>2.

Finally, we have:
e if 57 isevenora = vo(g*> = 1) = 1 > 2, then Ng(R)/RZg(R) = 037(2) and there are
two conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups;
e if 5;isoddand a = va(g> = 1) = 1 = 2, then Ng(R)/RZs(R) = SO;Y(Z) and there is
a unique conjugacy class of such radical 2-subgroups.
(C1) When V is symplectic and § = 1, we have 2"*!|n and there exists a unique con-
jugacy class of ordered tuples (xi,...,xs,). Then, there exists a unique conjugacy class
of such radical 2-subgroups R (while 27|n) and Ng(R)/RZ;(R) is isomorphic to the group
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of automorphisms of R/{+I} preserving the form m and the function u. That is to say
(cf. [91, §2]),
NG(R)/RZg(R) = Sp(y;0,0) = 03,(2).

(C2) When V is symplectic and 6 = —1, we have 27|n and there exist two conjugacy
classes of ordered tuples (xi,..., x»,) distinguished by the discriminant of an orthogonal
space (Vy, g) associated to the ordered tuple xi, x3, . . ., X2,_1, which is constructed from the
action of the pair (x,-1, X2,) on the common fixed point subspace V; of x;, x3, ..., X,_3 as
in Lemma[3.26 Then, there is a natural inclusion Ng(R)/RZ(R) € Sp(y—1;0,1) = 05 ,(2)
with image a subgroup of index 1 or 2. If the above inclusion has full image, then there
are two conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups; if the above inclusion has image
of index 2, then there is a unique conjugacy class of such radical 2-subgroups. Write
s € Sp(y — 150, 1) = O,,(2) for an automorphism of R/{+I} defined by

x;ifi <2y -2
s(x;) =3 X ifi=2y—1;
X2y-1 ifi = 2’}/

Note that, the conjugates of s generate O, (2) and ss’ (s" run over all conjugates of s)
generate SO, (2). Therefore, if s € Ng(R)/RZs(R), then Ng(R)/RZg(R) = 0,,(2); if
s ¢ Ng(R)/RZz(R), then Ng(R)/RZs(R) = SOgy(Z). Write (V;, g’) for the orthogonal space
associated to the ordered tuple s - x1, 5 - Xx3,...,5 - X2,—1. By Lemmal[3.23] we have

disc(V), g') = 23T disc(Vp, g) = (= 1)FF disc(Vp, g).
Thus,
nqg -1
2

being even happens when 37 is even or a = n@-1)-1>2.

is even.

s € No(R)/RZs(R) & disc(V), &) = disc(Vp, g) & (-1)F'F =1 &

n =l

The last condition of 5%

Finally, we have:
e if s isevenora = vo(qg®> = 1) = 1 > 2, then Ng(R)/RZg(R) = 057(2) and there are
two conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups;
e if ;- isoddand a = vo(g? — 1) — 1 = 2, then Ng(R)/RZ(R) = S0,,(2) and there is
a unique conjugacy class of such radical 2-subgroups.

When § = 1,y = 1 and £ 2= is even, we have Ng(R)/RZG(R) = Z,. Put
S ={g € Nc(R) : [8. Zc(R)] = 1}.

Then, S is a normal 2-subgroup of Ng(R) containing R with S/R = Z,. Thus, O>(Ng(R)) #
R and hence R is not a radical 2-subgroup. In any other case, the resulting subgroup is
actually a radical 2-subgroup. O

Lemma 3.28. Let X € I(V) have X*> = —I. Then,
(Y€ I(V): YXY ! = £X} = GL,2(gq) = (1),

1 if Vis orthgonal
—1 if Vis symplectic,

Y = (Y, VY € GL,2(g9).
Proof. Assume that V is orthogonal. By Lemma[3.19, n = dim V is even and disc(V) = 1.
Take f = Y ey X7 We may assume that X = ( L2 ) Take 7 = ( L2 )
—Ln/2

where T2 = €'l with € = {

=1,
Then, 7> = I and 7X7 ! = —X. One calculates that

(Y€ I(V): YXY ! = +X} = GL,2(8q) = (1),
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where X7 = (X)™! (VX € GL,»(£9)).
Assume that V is symplectic. Take

St %), Ots e y0) = Z (XiYitnj2 = YiXiznj2)-

1<i<n/2

We may assume that X = ( L2 ) Take 7 = ( blup bl ) Then, 7> = —I and

—Iup bl —blyy
7X7~! = —X. One calculates that
(Y €I(V): YXY ! = +X} = GL,2(8q) = (1),
where X771 = (X)) (VX € GL,)»(£9)). o

Let g be a power of an odd prime and @ > 1. Consider the group GL,(¢*"). Define
o(X) = (X", VX € GL,(p*).
For any Y € GL,(p*"), define
Ady(X) = YXY', VX € GL,(¢*).
Lemma 3.29. (1)Any involutive automorphism of GL,(¢*") is of the form
Adyoot o F ;

2a-19

where k, [ € {0, 1}.
(2)Let 6, and 6, be two involutive automorphisms of GL,(¢*"). If

O1lGL,(eq) = hlGLo(eq) aNd Ol (2 )1 = 2l 2yt
then 6, = 0,.

Proof. (1) This is well-known.

(2) Put 0 = 6,06, !, It suffices to show that § = id. Choose a generator &, of GL,(&q)-,
which has order equal to 2¢. Then, GL,(¢*"), has a generator ¢ such that 6> = ;. By (1),
there exists k, [ € {0, 1} such that § = Ady oo* o F ; o1 - From

oI = bls; = (Ady ook o Féza—] )OI = 5(_1)k51120_1 ,

we get 2¢%|g2"" — (=1)*. Note thata > 2, @ > 1 and v»(q — &) = a. We must have

k =1 =20. Then, § = Ady. From 6|,y = id, ¥ commutes with GL,(gq). Then, Y is a
central element and 6 = id. O

The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 3.30. Any involutive automorphism of GL,,(q) is conjugate to one of the following:
(1) Ady,,_,;
(2) o;

(3) Ad],,/Q;
4) Ad,,, oo
(5) F y;
q2
(6) ool ;.
q2
Of course, involutions in items (3)-(4) occur only when 7 is even; that in items (5)-(6)
occur only when ¢ is a square.
Let
Ziv(AJAY) = Ziy(A) N{Y € I(V) : YXY ! = £X,VX € A}
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Proposition 3.31. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of 1(V) such that
AYR) = AS(R) = (2]} and  A\(R)/A(R) = Ay(R)/ASR) = Z,.
Write y = %log2 JA(R)/A2(R)| and |R| = 242V Then, @ > 0 and 2°*"*'|n. There is a

unique conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups for any given values of n,7, a.

Proof. By assumption, there exists an element xy € A;(R) with u(xy) = —1. Using Lemmas
317 and B.18] one finds elements x, xa, . . ., X2,-1, X2, € A(R) generating A(R)/A>(R) and
such that:
m(Xgi—1, X2j-1) = M(Xpi_1, X2j) = m(Xa;, X2j-1) = M(Xg;, X2j) = 1, i # J,
m(x2i—lax2i) = _19 1 < l < 7,
H(x2y) = p(x2y-1) = -+ = p(x2) = p(xy) = 1.

By Lemmas [3.22] and one shows that 2"*!'|n and there is a unique conjugacy classes
of A(R) for fixed values of n and y. Moreover, we have

Zv)(A(R)/A1(R)) = GL, 41 (£q) - A(R).

Put

R = RN GL,»+1(&q).
By Lemmas[2.9and[2.8] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of GL, »+1(£g). One shows that A(R’) =
Ay(R), AY(R') = AS(R") = GL,(g9)>1. Due to 4|g — &, by Proposition[3.10/the case

(A1(R)/A(R'), Ay (R')[AS(R) = (1, Zy)
can not happen. By Propositions[3.9]and 311} R’ is conjugate to the image of GL,((£g9)*"),
under the composition of homomorphisms
GLl((SCI)ZO) — GLy(gq) — GLn/27+1(<9Q),

where 2¢7*!|n and the second homomorphism above is diagonal map. Then, the conclu-
sion follows. O

- Zin(AJAY) = Ziyy(AD N{Y € I(V) : YXY ! = £X,VX € A},
Proposition 3.32. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of 1(V) such that
Ai(R) = A\(R) = Ay(R) = {£I} and  Ay(R)/AYR) = Z,.
Write y = %log2 |JA(R)/A2(R)| and |R| = 2°*****%Y_Then, @ > 0 and 2°*"*'|n. There are 1-3

conjugacy classes of such radical 2-subgroups for any given values of n, y and a.

Proof. By assumption, there exists a generator xy of A;(R) with u(xy) = —1. Using Lemmas
B.I17land[B.18] one finds elements x, xa, . . ., X2,-1, X2, € A(R) generating A(R)/A»(R) with:
m(Xgi—1, X2j-1) = M(Xgi_1, X2j) = m(Xa;, Xpj-1) = M(Xp;, X2j) = 1, i # J,
m(x2i—17-x2i) = _1? 1 < i < y’

p(xy) = p(xoy—1) = -+ = pu(xz) = p(xy) = L.
By Lemma[3.22] and 3.19] one shows that 27*!|n and there is a unique conjugacy classes of
A(R) for fixed values of n and y. By Lemmas [3.22]and [3.28] we have

Ziv(AR)/AY(R)) = (GLyyj2+1(89) 2 (1)) - A(R),

where 72 = €I and X7~ = (X')™' (VX € GL,j2r1(£9)), Xo = 6* 1 € GLy0v1(eq) with 6 a
generator of GL;(&gq). Put

R” = RN (GL,)2+1(gg) > (T)).
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By Lemmas[2.9]and 2.8] R” is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,»+1(€g) > (1). Put
R/ = RH N GLn/2y+l(8q).
By Lemma 2.6] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,»+1(g). Considering the action of an
element x € R” — R’ on A(R’), one shows that A(R") = A,(R’) and A{(R") = AY(R') =
GL,(gg)I. Due to 4|q — &, by Proposition [3.10|the case
(A1(R)/A|(R), Ay (R")/A(R)) = (1,Z)
can not happen. By Propositions[3.9land[3.11] R’ is conjugate to the image of GL,((gg)*")»
under the composition of homomorphisms
GL1((69)*") = GLa(e9) = GLyr1(£9),

where 2**!|n and the second homomorphism above is diagonal map.
Replacing R by a conjugate one if necessary, we may assume that R’ has a generator

() n n
fa+y+1 ga+y+1
n I n
sa+y+1 pa+y+1
== O_»_ [ o GL
X = = Qa+y+l Qa+y+l € n/2r+!1 (Sq),
0ol _n__ 0_n_
sa+y+1 fa+y+1

where 0y is a generator of GL;(eg),. Note that the centralizer of ¢ in GL,,/+1(&q) is iso-
morphic to GL,5e+1((£9)*"). Since yxy™' ~ (x')™! and y*> € R’ forany y € R” — R’. We

+a—1
must have R” = (x,y), where yxy™! = x> ! = —x7" or yxy™! = x~'. Then, y* = +I.
Write yxy~! = €’x7!, where €’ = +1.
When €” = —1, we must have « > 1. Take
_n __
2a+y+1
-_ n
ga+y+1
/
7 = T
I
sa+y+1
—I n
2a+y+1
Then, we have /67! = —x~! and 72 = —€’I. Thus, y lies in the outer coset of a subgroup

isomorphic to
GL,, jp04y+1 ((g9)*") = (T').
By Lemma, 329 we get X7 ! = F s (X)) (¥X € GL,pe0+1(€*" q)). By Lemma3.30}
we get y ~ 67’ for some k € Z. Then,
R ~ (6,7').
When €” = 1, take

_n__
ga+y+1

_n__
ga+y+1

1

n
2a+y+1

I n
2a+y+1
Then, we have '67'~! = 67! and 2 = €’I. Thus, y lies in the outer coset of a subgroup
isomorphic to

GL, prr1((89)™") >4 (7).



RADICAL SUBGROUPS 29

When a > 1, by LemmaB.29 we get /X7~ = (X)) (VX € GL,pe0+1(€* q)); when @ = 0,
itis clear. By Lemma[3.30, we get y ~ 1" or 6% J, jewvn2T for some k € Z. Then, R ~ {6, 7")
or <5, Jn/2a+y+2T’>. O

Now we summarize the above construction of radical 2-subgroups of general symplectic
and orthogonal groups. Let y € Z,; and E,z,erl be the extraspecial group.

Suppose that V is symplectic. Assume that dimV = 27 or 2”*! according as 5 = — or
+. Then, E,?H can be embedded as a subgroup of I(V). Moreover, if dimV = 27*!, then
I(V) has one conjugacy class of E,?”. If dim V = 27, then I(V) has one or two conjugacy
classes of E,z,erl according asa =2 ora > 3.

Suppose that V is orthogonal and disc(V) = 1. Assume thatdim V = 27 or 27*! according
as 7 = + or —. Then, E,?H can be embedded as a subgroup of /(V). Moreover, if dimV =
27+1 then I(V) has one conjugacy class of E,?”. If dim V = 27, then I(V) has one or two
conjugacy classes of E,z,y+1 according asa =2 ora > 3.

Let ng be the underlying space V in the above two paragraphs. If / (V(()),y) has one class of
E,zly“, then denote Rg’y the image of E,z,y+1 in/ (Vg’y). If 7 (Vg’y) has two classes of E,?“, then

denote R{_ and R{ | the representatives of the two different classes of E?inl (Vy,), and
set V) = Vg . Note that R} , stands for two different groups, since 77 = +, —. Sometimes

we also write it as Ry, to indicate 7.

Let a € Z( and Z, be a cyclic group of order 2¢** (> 4) and Z, o, E,ZYY+l a central product
of E,%y” and Z,. Here we suppose that y > 0 and in the case y = 0 we set E,?H to be the
group of order 2. Note that Z, o, E?H =~ 7, 0, E?*'. So we assume that n=+.

Recall that Z, o, E2*' can be embedded into GLy((s9)*"). Let v, be a symplectic or
orthogonal space such that dim V, , = 2**7*! and disc(V, ) = 1 if V,_ is orthogonal. We

denote by erw the image of Z, o, E?H under the embedding
(3.33) GLx((e9)*) — I(V,).

Let M be an orthogonal space over F, such that dimM = 27 and disc(M) = 1. Then
E,%y” < I(M). Here we suppose that ¥ > 0 and in the case y = 0 we set E,?H to be the
group of order 2.

Recall that S 5, Dy and Qs denote respectively semidihedral, dihedral and generalized
quaternion groups of order 2. If 8 > 4, then

SQ/& Oy E3_7+1 = SQﬁ Oy EE’Y_H,

Dy 0y EY*' = Doy 0 EX*,

Qy 0 EY™' = Qs 0y EV*.
Let o € ZZO'

Let P = S,een. Let W be a symplectic or orthogonal space over FF, such that dim W =
291 and disc(W) = 1 if W is orthogonal. The group P can be embedded as a subgroup of
I(W). Set Viy = W ® M. Then the group P o, Ei’“ can be embedded as a subgroup of
1(V7,) by taking tensor product. Denote by R;,  its image.

Let P = Dja+es1 OF Qparas1. Let W a symplectic or orthogonal space over F, according as
P = Dyarart OF Qqarast such that dim W = 2%*2 and disc(W) = 1 if W is orthogonal. The

g
group P can be embedded as a subgroup of I(W). Set Vg’y = W ® M. Then the group
P o, E?H can be embedded as a subgroup of / (Vg’y). Denote by wa its image. If a = 2,

then Rg’y is identical to Rg:; L or Rg:; e accordin.g as W is symplectic or orthogonal. .
Let P = Qjarer1 OF Dyaras1. Let W a symplectic or orthogonal space over IF, according as
P = Qparart OF Dyarast such that dim W = 29! and disc(W) = 1 if W is orthogonal. The
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group P can be embedded as a subgroup of I(W). Set v;{y = W ® M. Then the group
P o, Ei’“ can be embedded as a subgroup of / (V;"y). Denote by Ri’y its image. If a = 2,
then R?)’y is identical to Rg:; 41 OF Rg:; .1 according as W is orthogonal or symplectic.

Thus, we have defined le fori =0,1,2,3,4 as above. Note that if i = 0, then a € {0, 1}

where @ = 1 occurs only when dim(I(Vg’y)) = 27 and a > 3. For the case dim(I(Vg’y)) =
27*! or a = 2, sometimes we also use the symbol R?:Z to denote joz for convenience.
Foreachm € Zs; let Vi = ij 11 ij (m times) for i = 0,1, 2, 3, 4. Denote by

m,a,y

R, .. the image of R}, , under the m-fold diagonal mapping

m,a,y

(3.34) [(Vey) = 1(Vy,), 8 - diag(g.g.....8)
fori # 0 or @ =0 or mis odd.

Suppose thati = 0, @ = 1 and m is even. Set V,?L 1, =We Vg’y, where ng has dimension
2Y and W is an m-dimensional orthogonal space with disc(W) = —1. We denote by RSL Iy

the image of R&Z under the embedding

(3.35) IVo,) =1V, )8+ 1, ®g.

. . . 0 ()’77 . .
When i = 0 and y > 1, sometimes we also write R, , ,, as R, to indicate 7.

Let i = v = 0. For symplectic cases, we define V;g,o,o to be an m-dimensional symplectic
and R) , = {£1y0 ). For orthogonal cases, we define VD oo (tesp. V7, ) to be an m-
dimensional orthogonal space with discriminant 1 (resp. —1) and R® = = {#10 0} (with

m,a,0
+

0,— .
w0 OF Rm’m0 for convenience.

0.n
m,0,y

. . 0 0,
a € {0, 1}). Sometimes we also write R, ,oas R,

The radical 2-subgroups obtained in Proposition[3.27]are R " and RS;"I .- Moreover, we

have
m - 27 when V is orthogonal and n = +;

m - 27*! when V is orthogonal and 7 = —;
m - 27*! when V is symplectic and 7 = +;
m - 27 when V is symplectic and n = —.

Remark 3.36. Note that when m is even, the subgroups RSL 1, are missing in [5]]. Moreover,
for symplectic groups, the sign in the centralizer of R® _in [5] (1J)(b)] is incorrect, and

m,a,y
this will be corrected in the proof of Proposition [3.48]
Radical 2-subgroups obtained in the proof of Proposition3.3Tare R, , ..
Radical 2-subgroups obtained in the proof of Proposition [3.32] are R! (i =2,3,4).

m,x. ,’y
Moreover,

(1) when yxy™! = —x7!, o(x) = 29, these are Rﬁw’y,

(2) when yxy ' = x7!, o(x) = 29%%, y* = —¢€'I, these are R

where @ > 1 and m =

3
m,a,y?

where @ > 0 and
m= 5550

(3) when yxy ' = x7!, o(x) = 2%** and y* = €I, these are R
m= 2

4

mays Where @ > 0 and

Qat+y+l*

As before, for a sequence of positive integer ¢ = (¢, ..., 1), we define A, = A, LA,
-+ tA,,. Then A, < Syq, where |¢| := ¢; + ¢, + - -+ + ¢,. For convenience, we also allow
c to be (0). Let V! =V _1---1V (2 times)and put R’ =R 1A, for

‘/lln,a,y,c m,a,y ] m,a,y m,a,y,C m,a,y
i=0,1,2,3,4. Note that disc(V,’n’a’y’c) =1ifi+7y+|c] > 0. When i = 0, sometimes we
also write R casRys CifRYS .= Ry%, tA.. Wesay that R, . is a basic subgroups
of I(V,,,, ) except wheni =y = 0 and ¢, = 1. In addition, we suppose thaty # 1ifi =0

and n = +, and suppose that @ > 1 if i = 2.
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Theorem 3.37. Let V be a non-degenerate finite dimensional symplectic or orthogonal
space over F, (with odd q) and let R be a radical 2-subgroup of I(V). Then there exists a
corresponding decomposition

V=ViL1L---1V,
and

R=R; X---XR;
such that R; are basic subgroups of I(V;).

Proof. This follows by arguments in §3.IL1] §3.IL.2 and Propositions3.27.3.31.3.321 O

Lemma 3.38. Let V be an orthogonal space. We have the following assertions:

. . 0,+ 0,+ .
(1) if mis evenora>?2, thenR, ;.. ~ R, . arenot radical 2-subgroups of I(V)
(x=0o0rl)
(2) ifmis odd and a = 2,
0,+ 0,+ 0,+ 0,+
Riyoown ~ Bnote ~ Ritown ~ Rutie

are radical 2-subgroups of (V).

Proof. It reduces to the case that ¢’ = (). From the construction of basic subgroups, we see
that RS;L’O’(U ~ R&,J;,l,o' Thus, it suffices to consider RS;,J;J,@ (@ =0orl).

(1)Suppose that m is even or a > 2. In the proof of Proposition [3.27, we have shown
that RS:E)’]’@ and R?:m’@ are non-conjugate; and for each of them (denoted by R), we have
NG(R)/RZg(R) = 05(2) = Z,. Let

S =1{g € NG(R) : [8,Zc(R)] = 1}.

Then, S is a normal subgroup of Ng(R) and S/R = Z,. Thus, R is not a radical 2-subgroup.

(2)Suppose that m is odd and a = 2. In the proof of Proposition[3.27, we have shown that
RS;I)’ Th RS;IM; and for each of them (denoted by R), we have Ng(R) = RZs(R). Note that
R = (Lym, J;,) C Oom1(q) and Zg(R) = A(O,,.(q)). Then, NG(R)/R = PO, .(q) = SO, .(q).

As 0,(S0,,.(q)) = 1. Then, R is a radical 2-subgroup. O
By Propositions[3.27] 3.31] 3.32]and Lemma[3.38] we get the following Lemma [3.39

Lemma 3.39. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of Oy, (k = 2,4,6,8) with A{(R) = {+I}.
(1) When k = 2, R is conjugate to one of the following:
(a) R},o,o,(o'
(b) Rigo0
(i1) When k = 4, R is conjugate to one of the following:
(a) R** or R™* _ where (m,v,c) is one of

m,0,y,c m,1,y,¢
(1,2,0), (1,0, (2)).

0,—
(D) Ry 10

(c) {1}
(d) R}n,a’y,c, where (m, @, v, ¢) is one of

(2,0,0,0), (1,1,0,0), (1,0,1,0), (1,0,0,(1)).
(e) Rz,l,o,(b'
(f) Rioo0

(8) Ry oy Where (m,a,y, ¢) is one of
(2,0,0,0), (1,1,0,0), (1,0,1,0), (1,0,0,(1)).

(iii)) When k = 6, R is conjugate to one of the following:
(a) {£I}.
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() R0
(c) Rg,o,o,(b'
(iv) When k = 8, R is conjugate to one of the following:

(a) R&B’%c or Rgi’j’%c, where (m,y, ¢) is one of
(1,3,0), (1,2,(1)), (1,0,(3)), (1,0,(1,2)), (2,2,0), (2,0,(2)).
(b) Rf:;’;)’%c, where (m,y, ¢) is one of
(2,1,0), (1,2,0) (1, 1, (1)).

(c) {£I}.
(d) R! where (m, @, 7, ¢) is one of

m,a,y,c’
(4,0,0,0), (2,1,0,0), (1,2,0,0),
(2,0,1,0), (1,1,1,0), (1,0,2,0),
(2,0,0,(1)), (1,1,0,(1)), (1,0,1,(1)),
(1,0,0,(1, 1)), (1,0,0,(2)).
(e) R,zn’a’%c, where (m, @, v, ¢) is one of
(2,1,0,0), (1,2,0,0), (1,1,1,0), (1,1,0,(1)).
(f) R?,l’a’%c, where (m, @, v, ¢) is one of
(2,0,0,0), (1,1,0,0), (1,0,1,0), (1,0,0,(1)).
(g) Rﬁw’%c, where (m, @, v, ¢) is one of
4,0,0,0), (2,1,0,0), (1,2,0,0),
(2,0,1,0), (1,1, 1,0), (1,0,2,0),
(2,0,0,(1)), (1, 1,0,(1)), (1,0, 1,(1)),
(1,0,0,(1, 1)), (1,0,0, (2)).
Proof. Let’s explain how we get all possible parameters (m, @, 7y, ¢) when k = 8. In item

(@), m219 = 8, v # 1 and (y,¢) # (0,(c¢’, 1)); in item (b), m2"*¥l = 4 and y > 1; in items
(d), m2o*r*e = 4: in item (e), @ > 1 and m2™*¥ = 4; in item (f), m2°"* = 2; in item

(g), m29tr*ldl = 4. The cases when k = 2,4, 6 are shown similarly. ]
Let’s explain the notations RS;I)’%C or RS;I’%C in Lemma [3.390 For such a radical 2-

subgroup, we first obtain a subspace V’ and a radical 2-subgroup R’ of I(V’) such that
R=(--(RUZ)---NZ

with ¢ = (¢y,...,¢) and R’ a radical 2-subgroup of /(V’). Then, we obtain a subspace

Vo of V’ as the common 1-eigenspace of a tuple (xy,...,x,) in R” acting on V’ (cf. proof

of Proposition [3.27)). In particular, when y = 0, we have V;, = V’. Then, the associated
subspace V, of R%’%c (resp. Rgl’j’%c) has discriminant disc(Vy) = 1 (resp. disc(Vy) = —1).
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3.11.4. Radical p (> 2) subgroups of orthogonal and symplectic groups. Let G = I(V)
where V is an n-dimensional linear space over F,. Let p > 2 be a prime coprime to ¢, and
R be a radical p-subgroup of G. Put

A(R) = Q;(n(R))).
Let e be the order of ¢g> (mod p). Then
Zs(A(R)) = GL,,(¢*) X - - - GL,,(¢*),

where f = pz—_el and )’ 2en; = n. By Lemma[2.9] R is a radical p-subgroup of Z;(A(R)).
By Lemma[2.7, R = R, X --- X Ry with R; a radical p-subgroup of GL,l,.(q%) 1<i<f).It
reduces to the case of GL.(q).

Let e be the multiplicative order of g*> modulo p. Let a be the positive integer and
€ € {£1} such that p* = (¢° — &),. Let V,, be a symplectic or orthogonal space over F,
with dim(V,,) = 2ep®*?, and we assume further that disc(V,,) = 1 or —1 according as e is
odd or even if V,, is orthogonal. As for general linear and unitary groups, we let E?*! be
the extraspecial p-group of order p**! and exponent p and Z, denote the cyclic group of
order p**® for @,y € Zs. Define R, , to be the image of Z, o, E*»*! under the embedding

Zy 0, E?tl s Gpr(sqe”a) — (Vo).

Entirely analogously as the case p = 2and i = 1, we can define the basic subgroups R, o .
It follows that the definition and structure of the above group R, ,.c 1s just similar as those
of the basic 2-subgroup R! of symplectic and orthogonal groups for the case p = 2 and

m,a,y,c
i=1

Theorem 3.40. Let V be a non-degenerate finite dimensional symplectic or orthogonal
space over F, (with p 1 q) and let R be a radical p-subgroup of I(V). Then there exists a
corresponding decomposition

V=VoLViL---1LV
and

R=RyXRyX---XR,
such that R; are basic subgroups of I(V;) fori > 1, and Ry is the trivial subgroup of [(Vy).

3.1II. Weight subgroups.

Proposition 3.41. Let G = GL,(eq) = GL(V) or GU(V) (with odd q) and R be 2-weight
subgroup R of G. Suppose that

V=Vi®---eV,(fore=1)orV=V, L.--- LV, (fore =-1),

R=R; X---XR,,
are corresponding decompositions in Theorem 314 such that R; (1 < i < u) is a basic
subgroup of G; where G; = GL(V;) or GU(V;). Then for any 1 < i < u we have the
following.
(1) If4| (g —e), then R; = R! with odd m.

m,a,y,C

(2) If 4| (g + €), then one of the following holds.
(@) R; =R, ., o Where @ > 1 and m is odd.
(b) R, = R; 0.0.0 where ¢ # 1 and m is odd.
(©) R, = Rlln’;)’l’c with odd m.
(d) R; = Rﬁl’o’%c with odd m.

Proof. This follows by [4}, §3] and [6] §3]. O
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Remark 3.42. Keep the hypothesis and setup of Proposition[3.41l Now we assume further
that R is a principal 2-weight subgroup of G.

(1) We have m = 1 and @ = 0 by [4] and [6]. In particular, the situation (2.a) of
Proposition [3.41] does not occur.

(2) Rewrite the decomposition in Proposition[3.41] as

R=R"X--- xRy
such that R; and R; are different basic subgroups if i # j. Then for any 1 < i < s, one
has that u; is a triangular number, i.e., u; = @ for some non-negative integer k. In fact,

by the proof of [4], (3D)] and [6, (3D)], S,, possesses a defect zero irreducible character,
which implies that there is a 2-core partition of ;.

Lemma 3.43. The group G = SO,,(q) (with m > 3 and € € {+,—}) has a 2-block with a
defect group Z(G) only when m is even and € = —.

Proof. Note that G = SO,,(q). Let B be a 2-block of G with the defect group Z(G).
According to [33] Thm. 21.14], we have that B = &(G, s), where s is a semisimple 2’-
element of G*. Here G* = Sp,,_,(¢q) if m is odd, while G* = G if m is even. Let s = 1 so
that B is the principal block of G. If Z(G) is a defect group of B, then Z(G) is the Sylow
2-subgroup of G, which does not occur when m > 2. Now we assume that s # 1 which
implies that s is not quasi-isolated by [20, Prop. 4.11]. Let V be the underlying space of
G*, that is, V is symplectic and of dimension m — 1 if m is odd, while V is orthogonal, of
dimension m and of discriminant € if m is even.

We denote by Irr(F,[x]) the set of all monic irreducible polynomials over the field F,.
For any A € Irr(F,[x]) \ {x}, let A" denote the polynomial in Irr(IF,[x]) whose roots are the
inverses of the roots of A. Following [50], we let

Fo={x—1,x+1},
Fi={A el [x]) |A¢ Fo. At x, A=A},
Fo={ AN | A € Im(F[x]) \ Fo. A#x, A# A"},

and let ¥ = Fo U F; U F,. For I' € 71 U ¥, denote by dr its degree and by or := %. Since
the polynomials in F; U 7, have even degree, or is an integer. For I' € ¥, U F,, we define
er =1, —1 according as I € 7, or F.

For the semisimple element s € G*, we have unique orthogonal decompositions V =

>, Vr(s)and s = [] sr, where Vr(s) are non-degenerate subspaces of V, sy € SO(Vr(s)),
refF TeF
and sr has minimal polynomial I'. Let mp(s) be the multiplicity of ' in sy. Note that

I' # x+ 1 since s is of 2’-order. Write V, = V,_(s) and m, = dim V.. for short. In addition,
m, 18 even. Since s # 1, we have m, < dim V. Then

Ze(9) = Io(V)x || Glu(erg™)
FeF iU
where [y = Sp or SO according as V' is symplectic or orthogonal.

Let L be the subgroup of G which is in duality with Zs-(s), then it is isomorphic to
SOum, +1(q) X [Treg GLunp(s)(erg’) or SO,,, +(q) X [ Tres GLunp(s)(rg’) according as m is odd
or even. According to [21, Thm. 7.7], the block B is splendid Rickard equivalent to the
block & (L, s) of L. In particular, these two blocks share a common defect group. Since
s is central in Zs-(s), we have that the block &>(L, s) is isomorphic to the unipotent block
(i.e., the principal block) of L. Thus Z(G) is the Sylow 2-subgroup of L, which forces that
m is even, Zg-(s) has only one component and m, = 0.

Now we assume that m is even. Then L = Z;.(s) = GL,(erg°") for some I' € F, U F,
and 4 1 (¢°" — er). Moreover, by [30, (1.12)], one has that 6 = 5 and er = ty(V) = eie. In
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particular, 4 | (q% +&7 €). From this, one shows that € = — (using, for example, [43, Lemma
5.3 (b)]), which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.44. Let G = Sp,,(g) and let s be a semisimple 2’-element of G*. Similarly as
the proof of Lemma [3.43] one shows that if the block B = &5(G, s) has the defect group
Z(G), then Zg-(s) = GL,(erq°") for some I' € ¥, UF, and 4 1 (¢°" — &r).

Corollary 3.45. The orthogonal group O, (q) (with m > 2 and € € {+,—}) has a 2-block
with a defect group {1} only when m is even and € = —.

Proof. If m = 2, then the group O, (g) is isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 2(qg —
ee€), and thus we can get this assertion directly. If m > 3, then this follows from Lemma[3.43|
and [71, Thm. (9.26)] immediately. a

Proposition 3.46. Let V be an orthogonal space withdim V > 2 and R a 2-weight subgroup
of I(V). Suppose that
V=V,L1L---1V,
and
R=R, X---XR;
are corresponding decompositions in Theorem such that R; are basic subgroups of
I(V;). Then for any 1 <i <t we have the following.
(1) IfR; = {£1y,}, then one of the following holds.
(a) dimV; = 1.
(b) dimV; is even and disc(V;) = —.
(2) If R; # {£1y,}, then disc(V;) = + and one of the following holds.
(@ R, =R°, . orR’ where ¢; > 2.

1,0,0,¢ 1,1,0,¢’
(b) R; = R&,o,o,c or Rgl,l,o, o Where m is even and ¢, > 2.
© Ri =R,
(d R = R}nﬂ’%c or R,zn’a’%c, where m is odd.
(e) R; = R?,O,y, -

Proof. Since R is a weight subgroup, the group Z;y)(R) possesses a block with a defect
group Z(R). Note that Zvy(R) = [, Zivy(R). So Zyy,(R;) possesses a block with a
defect group Z(R;). If R; = {+1y,} and dimV; > 1, then by Corollary we get that
dim V; is even and disc(V;) = —. For (2), we assume that R; # {£1y,}. Then this assertion
follows by [5, §4 and §6]. O

Remark 3.47. Keep the hypothesis and setup of Proposition Now we assume further
that R is a principal 2-weight subgroup of /(V).

(1) The situations (1.b), (2.b), (2.c), (2.d) of Proposition do not occur. In fact, if
R; # {£1y,}, then this follows by [5] directly. If R; = {+1y,}, then by Lemma[2.3] {+1y,} is
a Sylow 2-subgroup of 1(V;), which forces that dim V; = 1.

(2) We rewrite the decompositions in Proposition [3.46) as

V=V"1l.---1V
and

R=R/"X---XRy
such that R; and R; are different basic subgroups if i # j. Then similar as in Remark [3.42)
one has that u; is a triangular number for any 1 <i < s.

Proposition 3.48. Let V be a symplectic space with dimV > 2 and R a 2-weight subgroup
of I(V). Suppose that
V=ViL1L---1V,
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and

R=R; X---XR,;
are corresponding decompositions Theorem|3 .37 such that R; are basic subgroups of I(V;).
Then for any 1 <i < t, one of the following holds.

(D R; ={«£1y,}.

2) R; = R&OO with ¢; > 2.

3) R =R, orRY], ifa>3.

4) R, = Rgll |0 Where m is even.

(5) R = R}Myc or R}, . Where m is odd.
6) Ri =R}y,

Proof. This assertion follows by [3] §4 and §6] and Corollary [3.45]1 However, as mentioned
in Remark [3.36] the sign in the centralizer of me in [5, (1J)(b)] is incorrect, and when
m is even, the basic subgroups Rm |yc Are missing in [S]. Using [} §6], the list of weight
subgroups can be corrected as soon as we determine the centralizer and normalizer of those
basic subgroups.

By the proof of Proposition[3.27] we can give the structure of centralizer and normalizer
of basic subgroups me as follows. Let 7 € {+,—} and y > 1. Define Cy} = Zyyo, )(Rg";)

and Hy! = Z, on)(cay) Then Hy)/R)!, = O [(2)if a > 3, while HY/RY! = SO )

Ny )R ay = ay =

if @ = 2. Denote the image of Ho «y under the embedding (BE]) or (3.33) by H, may Let
ol , and N - be the centralizer and normalizer of RO, 5 in I(VY ) respectively.

m,a,y

0 On -
Suppose that V,, , . is symplectlc or orthogonal according as n = + or —. Then C,;},, =

Py, (q) ® Iy. Moreover, H,,, = Z o (cmay) HY NGyl = Z(G) and H,?,'z,y/Rmay ~
o] (2) or N0 ,(2) according as a > 3 or a = 2. In the former case N,?L'Ly H,?féy ey and
in the latter case N M/H,?,'Zl yC,(:,'z , is of order 2.
. 0, -
Suppose that V? .y 18 symplectic or orthogonal according as n = — or +. Then C,},, =
O,.+(q) ® Iy if m is odd or @ = 0, while Cmay = 0,,-(q ®Iy if miseven and @ = 1.
Moreover, H,,, = Z %(cmw) Hythy 0 Coithy = Z(G) and Hylh, /Ry, = O (2) or
SOZy(Z) according as @ > 3 or a = 2. In addition, N,?ZZW/HS,'Q yC,My is of order 2 or 1
according as a = 2 and m is even or otherwise. In the former case, N;%,Z,y /Rgﬁa yC,?/ZM =
O;’y(Z).
Therefore, using the above arguments, this assertion follows by [5, §4 and §6] when
i > 1, and follows by Corollary [3.45when i = 0. O

Remark 3.49. We consider symplectic groups. The group Ry, . = E4. 1,1t A in [S, p. 190]
is the basic subgroup R%", 4-0.1.¢ under our notation. However, by Proposition[3.48] this is not
a weight subgroup. On the other hand, as mentioned in Remark the basic subgroups
RS;l o are missing in [5].

From this, the groups Rr,c = Eg4.1,1 tAe in [3, p. 190] and [48, p. 11] should be defined

as Rr,c = Rg L1 L A, and the arguments in [S]] and [48]] still apply.

Remark 3.50. Keep the hypothesis and setup of Proposition[3.48. Now we assume further
that R is a principal 2-weight subgroup of I(V). By a similar argument of Remark [3.47]
one has that the situations (1), (2), (4), (5) of Proposition [3.48 do not occur. In addition,
Remark [3.47 (2) also holds.
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3.IV. Parity. Let V be an orthogonal space over F, with dimV > 2. Choose two vector
v,V € V with (v,v) € (F})* and (v',V') ¢ (F})*. Then, O(V)/Q(V) = (Z,)* and rir,
(t,t €10, 1}) represent all four cosets. We label the coset containing rﬁrﬁ’, by a pair (z,1').
Definition 3.51. (1) We call the (V) coset containing X € O(V) the parity of X.

(2) We call parities of elements in a subgroup R of I(V) the parity of R, which is regarded
as a subgroup of (Z,)?.

It is clear that the parity of X € O(V) does not depend on the choice of the vectors v and
V. If V' is an orthogonal space containing V, then the parity of any element X € O(V) is
the same while regarded as an element of O(V) or O(V").

The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 3.52. Let W be an orthogonal subspace of V. Define —Iy to be an element X €
O(V) with X\w = —I and X|\w. = 1. Then, the parity of —ly is as follows:

e ifdim W is even and disc(W) = 1, it is equal to (0, 0);

e ifdim W is even and disc(W) = —1, it is equal to (1, 1);

e ifdim W is odd and disc(W) = 1, it is equal to (1,0);

e ifdim W is odd and disc(W) = —1, it is equal to (0, 1).

Lemma 3.53. In O, (q), the parity of an element ( _ab Z ) is equal to (t,t), where t €
{0, 1} is given by (a + bV=1)T = (-1).
Proof. Write e; = (1,0) and e, = (0, 1) for a standard orthogonal basis of V = F[ZI with

(e1,e1) = (ez,e2) = 1. Then, r,, = ( ! 1 ) There must exist a vector 0 # v = ce| +de, €
V such that
_[(a b
n=ly g )

Calculating r,(e;), we geta = fj;;i and b = c‘zicjz. Then, the parity of

[ 0)
b a )Tl
is equal to (1, 1), where ¢ € {0, 1} is given by (=1)" = (c* + dz)q_;. It suffices to verify that:

- 2cd — o ]
Gratase VDT e

This is equivalent to:
d-cN=1)"° = (¢ + d2)i 7.
When & = 1, both sides are equal to 1; When & = —1, both sides are equal to ¢ + d>. O

Assume that dim W = 2m is even and disc(W) = 1. Let X, € I(W) be an element with
X3 = —1. By Lemma[3.28] we know that

ZI(W)(XO) = GLm(‘gq)
With this identification, one obtains a homomorphism
det : ZI(W)(XO) g GL](SC])

Lemma 3.54. For any element Y € Z;w)(Xo), the parity of Y is equal to (t,t), where
t € {0, 1} is determined by _
(—1)" = det(Y)T".
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Proof. Choose a 2-dimensional X-stable orthogonal subspace W, of W with disc(W,) = 1.
Note that the derived SUng'Oup [Z[(W)(Xo), Z](W)(X())] = SLm(Eq)) and [Z](W)(X()), ZI(W)(XO)]
together with Z;,)(Xo) generate Z;w)(Xo). The parity of [Z;w)(Xo), Ziw)(Xo)] must be
equal to (0, 0). Then, the statement reduces to the case that dim W = 2. When dim W = 2,
the conclusion follows from Lemma [3.53] O

Lemma 3.55. (1)The parity of R (i =1,2,3,4) is the same as that of R!

m,a,y,c m,a,y,0°

(2)The parity of Rg;f;’%c (@ =0, 1) is the same as that of RS;;%@.

Proof. (1)Write ¢ = (y,¢’). Then, there is an even-dimensional orthogonal space V' with
disc(V’) = 1 and a basic subgroup R’ ~ R of I(V") such that

m,a,y,c
Rm,a,y,c ~ Rm,a,y,c’ ¢ (ZZ)Y-
Since dim V"’ is even and disc(V’) = 1, the above (Z,)” subgroup has parity equal to {(0, 0)}.

Then the parity of R;, , . is equal to that of R] , .. Taking induction one obtains the
conclusion.

(2)The proof for R%fw,c (a =0, 1) is similar to the above proof for Rin,a,y’c (i=1,2,3,4).

O

Lemma 3.56. We have the following assertions:
(1) when m is even and |c| # 1, the parity of R
(resp. {(0,0), (1, D});
(2) when mis odd and |c| # 1, the parity of R&B’O’c (resp. Rgﬂ,o,c ) is equal to {(0, 0), (1, 0)}'
(resp. {(0,0), (0, D});

(3) The parity ong;B’l’@ is equal to {(0, 0)}).

Proof. (1) and (2) are clear; (3) follows from Lemma [3.54] O

Lemma 3.57. (1)The parity ofR}’a’Oﬂ is equal to {(0,0), (1, 1)}.

(2)The parity OfR%,a,O,O is equal to {(0,0), (1, 1)}.

(3)The parity of R?,a,O,@ is equal to {(0,0)}.

(4)When a > 1, the parity of R}, is equal to {(0,0),(1, 1)}; the parity of R, is
equal to {(0,0), (1,0), (0, 1), (1, 1)}.

Proof. (1)Ri,a,0,(b contains an element X, with X? = —/ and it is a cyclic group generated
by an element X € Z;y)(Xo) = GL,.(eg) with det X a generator of GL,(eg),. By Lemma
[3.534] the parity of X is equal to (1, 1). So is the parity of R%,a,O,@‘

(2)When i = 2, we have @ > 1, dimW = 2*!, and R%,a/,O,(Z) contains R%,a,O,@ as an index
2 normal subgroup. We could choose an element Y € R}, — R] ,, of the form ¥ =
(—Iw)Y’, where W is a 2“-dimensional orthogonal subspace with disc(W) = 1 and Y’ €
Ziow)(Xo) with Y’? = —I. Then, the parities of —I and Y’ are both equal to (0, 0). Thus, the
parity of R} _ . is equal to {(0,0), (1, 1)}.

(3)When i = 3, we have @ > 0,dim W = 2°**, and R}, , contains R _ ,,®I, as an index
2 normal subgroup. Note that the parity of R%,a,0,0®12 is equal to (0, 0). We could choose an
element Y € R?,a,o,m ~ R 0 ® L of the form Y = (=Iy)Y’, where W is a 2**'-dimensional
orthogonal subspace with disc(W) = 1 and Y’ € Z;qy(Xo) with Y’?> = —I. Then, the parities
of —Iy and Y’ are both equal to (0, 0). Thus, the parity of R?,a,o,m is equal to {(0, 0)}.

(4)When i = 4, we have @ > 0, dim W = 2°*!, and R?,a,o,o contains R%,a,O,@ as an index
2 normal subgroup. We could choose an element ¥ € R}, — R] ,, of the form ¥ =
(—Iw)Y’, where W is a 2%-dimensional orthogonal subspace with disc(W) = 1 and Y’ €
Ziw)(Xo). If @ > 1, then the parities of —Iy is equal to (0, 0); if @ = 0, then the parities
of —Iy is equal to (1,0). We could specify a choice of Y’ with parity (0,0). Thus, the
conclusion follows. i

0,+

N hoe (resp. R o ) is equal to {(0,0))

m,1,0,¢
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Lemma 3.58. When m is even or y > 1, the parity of an’a’%@ (i =1,2,3,4) is equal to
(0, 0)). | |
When m is odd, the parity of R, ., (i = 1,2,3,4) is the same as that of R, , , -

Proof. There is an orthogonal space V' and a basic subgroup R’ (~ Rﬁ’w’@) of I(V’) such
that V.= V*® and R, ,_, ~ R ®1I,. If m is even, this implies that the parity of R} (i =
1,2,3,4)is equal to {(0, 0)}; if m is odd, this implies that the parity of an,a,o,(z) (i=1,2,3,4
is equal to that of R ;.

Assume that y > 1. Then, there are orthogonal spaces V; and V,, and a basic subgroup
Ry ~ Rl o of I(Vy) (resp. a basic subgroup Ry ~ R}y, of I(V3)) such that V = V; ® V,

ma 1,0,y,0
and an,a,y,o) ~ Ry ® R,. Since dim V;, dim V, are both even and disc(V;) = disc(V,) = 1, it
follows that the parity of an’a’%@ (i=1,2,3,4)is equal to {(0,0)}. O

Lemma 3.59. When y > 2, the parity of Rg;;%@ (a =0,1) is equal to {(0, 0)}.

Proof. There are orthogonal spaces V; and V, withdimV, = 2and V = V; ® V,, and a
basic subgroup R, ~ R** of I(Vy) (resp. a basic subgroup R, ~ R™* . of I(V,)) such

m,a,y—1,0 1,0,1,0
that R&i,y,(l) ~ Ry ® R,. Since dim V|, dim V, are both even and disc(V;) = disc(V,) = 1, it
follows that the parity of R&iy o (@ =0,1)is equal to {(0,0)}. a

Define Io(W) = {X € (W) : det X = 1}.

Corollary 3.60. (1)Assume thaty > 0. Then, RS;L’%C ¢ Io(W) happens only when m is odd
andy < 1.

(2)Assume that y > 1. We always have Rg;;l%c c Q(W).

(3)We always have R! c (W) (i=1,2).

m,a,y,C

(4)Assume that y > 0. We always have R> c Q(W).

m,a,y,C

(5)R? ¢ Iy(W) (i = 1,2,4) happens only when m is odd and a =y = 0.

m,a,y,C

Proof. These follow from Lemmas [3.55H3.59] m]

Proofs in Lemmas actually give an algorithm to calculate the parity of a gen-
eral element in any basic subgroup R of an orthogonal group /(W). With that, one can
calculate RN Ip(W) and R N Q(W) and specify which elements lie outside /o(W) (or Q(W)).
Doing so, we can classify radical 2-subgroups of Spin(W).

3.V. Principal weights.
Proposition 3.61. Basic subgroups giving principal weights are as in the following Table[ll

Proof. By Proposition[3.46land Remark [3.47] we get the list of basic subgroups. By Lem-
mas [3.55H3.39] we calculate their parities. O

In Tables [Il we list those basic subgroups R from Proposition and their parities in
the 4th and 5th columns respectively, list the information of the underlying spaces V in the
2nd and 3rd columns respectively, and list the number of such basic subgroups in the last
column. In addition, we denote by 0, (1, 0), (0, 1), (Z,)? the groups {(0, 0)}, {(0,0), (1,0)},
{(0,0), (0, 1)}, {(0,0),(1,0), (0, 1), (1, 1)}, respectively.

Suppose that g is some power of an odd prime r and F, is the standard Frobenius endo-
morphism which raises the entries of a matrix to the r-th power.

Proposition 3.62. Let G = Oy (), and R = R, or R}, or G = Oyiyuia,(q) and

1,0,0,¢
R = R?,O,y,c' Then after a change of R by a suitable G-conjugate, the following statements
hold.

(1) R is (Fy)-stable.
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dim(V) disc(V) R parity | number
12" (withn >?2) + R?’O’y’c withy+|ef=n—-1landy>1| 0 22
2|2 (withn=2)|  + R o Withle| =nandc, >2 | (1,0) | 22
3| 2" (withn > 2) + R) o Withle| =nand ¢ > 2 0,1) | 22
42 withn=2)| + RY ) ye with |el = n— 1 @y | 2
5 2 + R 100 AR
6 1 + {1y} 1,00 | 1
7 1 - {1y} 0,1 1

TaBLE 1. Basic subgroups for principal weight subgroups of orthogonal groups

(2) One of the following holds.
(a) The parity of Ng(R) is equal to {(0, 0)}.
(b) The group (Fy) acts trivially on Ng(R)/RZs(R).

Proof. (1) Note that permutation matrices are (F)-invariant. This statement will be proved
once we prove it for the situation ¢ = 0. If i = 0, then R is the canter of G and thus it is
(Fy)-stable. Now leti = 4. If y = 0, then R is a Sylow 2-subgroup of G. We may take R
to be the group generated by the image of the Sylow 2-subgroup of (3.33) (where we let
a =y = 0) and the permutation matrix of degree 2 and order 2. For y > 0, one shows that
R is (Fy)-stable by construction.

(2) Similar as above, it is sufficient to show this statement for the situation ¢ = (). The
case i = 0 is special by construction and we leti = 4. If y = 0, then Ng(R) = R, and so
(2.b) holds. Now suppose that y > 1. Then the parity of R is equal to {(0,0)}. First we
assume that a > 3 and let R = Zz([R,R]). Then Ng(R) = N'R with N’ = ZNG(R)(Z(ﬁ)).
Note that Z(R) contains an element whose square is —/ and thus the parity of Ng(R) can
be computed by Lemma Now Zz(Z(R)) is a central product of a cyclic group of 2¢
and a extraspecial 2-group of order 22**!. In addition, the group Zz(Z(R)), as a subgroup of
GLy (&q), is Ry ,. The determinant of the normalizer of R 1,0,y iIn GLyy(£q) is determined
in [43, Prop. 3.12]. From this, we see that the parity of Ng(R) is equal to {(0,0)}. Finally
we let a = 2 in which situation Rio,y = R(l),O,y .- If ¥ = 1, then a set of generators of Ng(R)
can be found in the proof of [5, (1H)], from which we can check that (F;) acts trivially on
Ng(R)/R. If y > 2, then Ng(R) = N'R with N’ /R = Q,,.,, ,(2) and thus by [62, Prop. 4.6.8],
the parity of Ng(R) is equal to {(0, 0)}. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.63. Let B be the principal 2-block of one of the groups O2,+1(q), O2,:(q),
SO2:+1(q), SO2,.:(q), 2441(q), Qon2(q) (with odd q). Then every element of Alp(B) is
(Fy)-invariant.

Proof. Let V be a non-degenerate finite-dimensional orthogonal space over FF, (with odd
Q)

First we suppose that B is the principal 2-block of the group G = O(V). The principal
weight subgroups of G are listed in Theorem [3.37, Proposition Remark 3.47] and
Table [l By Proposition In every conjugacy class of principal weight subgroups of
G, there is a representative which is (Fy)-stable. According to [, §6], a principal weight
subgroup of G provide only one principal weight of G. Thus every element of Alp(B) is
(Fp)-invariant.

Suppose that B is the principal 2-block of the group X = Q(V). Let G = O(V), and
denote by B the principal 2-block of G. Let (S, ¢) be a B-weight of X. Then by Proposi-
tion up to conjugacy, we may assume that (S, ¢) is covered by a B-weight (R, ¢) of G
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such that R is (F)-stable, and the parity of Ng(R) is equal to {(0,0)} or (F) acts trivially
on Ng(R)/RZs(R). Thus S is Fy-stable. If Ng(R) C X, then (S, ¢) = (R, ¢) and thus (S, ¢)
is Fy-invariant. As (F) acts on G/X, the group (F) acts trivially on the G-orbits in Alp(B)
containing (S, ¢). On the other hand, if (F,) acts trivially on Ng(R)/RZ;(R), then (F,) acts
trivially on Irr(Nx(R) | ¢), which implies that the group (Fy) acts trivially on the G-orbits
in Alp(B) containing (S, ¢) by Lemma[2.200

If B is the principal 2-block of one of the groups SO(V), then this assertion follows by
the above arguments. O

4. RapICAL 2-SUBGROUPS OF F4(q)

Recall that The group G := F4(g) has two conjugacy classes of involutions ( [S3]], [57]).
Write o7y and o, ([57]) for involutions with centralizers of types A; C; and By, respectively.
Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of F4(FF,). Define

A(R) = Qi (Z(R)),
which is an elementary abelian 2-subgroup. Define
BR)={1}U{x € ARR) : x ~ 03}.
From [91, §5], we know that B(R) is a subgroup of A(R). It is clear that A(R) and B(R)
are both normalized by Ng(R). By Lemma[2.9] R is a radical 2-subgroup of both Z;(A(R))
and Zs(B(R)). Let r and s be the ranks of B(R) and A(R)/B(R) respectively. By results
in [91, §5] and the “process of reduction modulo ¢~ [54, Thm. A.12], we know r < 2
and s < 3, and the pair (r, s) determines the conjugacy class of A(R) in F4(F,). As in [91]

§5], write F, for an elementary abelian 2-subgroup of F4(I_Fq) with rank B(R) = r and
rank A(R)/B(R) = s.

4.1. The case of r = 0. Assume that » = 0, i.e., all non-identity elements of A(R) are in
the class of o-;. When (r, s) = (0, 0), it is clear that R = 1.

4.1.1. The case of (r, s) = (0, 1). Assume that (r, s) = (0, 1). Then,

F4(B,)"® = ((Sp(6,F,) x Sp(2, E)/{(~Is, ~12)

is connected. By the Lang-Steinberg theorem ( [63]), there is a unique F, form of A(R),
i.e., there is a unique conjugacy class of such A(R) in G = F4(q). Write H = Z;(A(R))
and let H° be the derived subgroup of H. Then, H is the fixed point subgroup of F, on
((Sp(6, Fy) X Sp(2,Fy))/{(~I6, —I>). Thus,

H" = ((Sp(6.F,) x Sp(2.F)/{(~Is. ~ L),
and H is generated by H° and an element

T = (diag{nls, n”' I3}, diag{n, 7~'}),
where 7 € F2 and > € F — (F})*.

Let R = RN H°. By Lemma[2.6] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of H°. By Lemmas 2.8 and
27 R = (R X Ry)/{(~Is, —1I>)), where R, (resp. R,) is a radical 2-subgroup of Sp(6,F,)
(resp. Sp(2,F,)). Asin we define the subgroups A/(R;) of R; (i = 1,2, j = 1,2).
It is clear that A|(R,) = {+L}. In any case A|(R)) is conjugate to one of the following:
{i[6}, <I4’2, —I6>, <I4’2, 12’4, —I6>. Note that R/R, =~ 1 or Z,. When All(Rl) * {i[6}, it always
leads to A(R) = Q,(Z(R)) having order > 2. Thus, A{(R;) = {+[s}. Since g and % are odd,
one furthers shows that A%(R;) = {£Is} and A%(R,) = {+L,}. Then, R; (j = 1,2) is a basic
subgroup of Sp(n;,F,), where n; = 6 and n, = 2. More precisely,

e When a = 2 (i.e., when ¢> — 1 is not a multiple of 16), the conjugacy class of R;
has three possibilities:
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(D) {1}
(2) (Z4 =) GL(g9)2 C Sp, (9);
(3) (Qs =) Sylow 2-subgroup of Sp,(g) C Spnj(q).
e When a > 2 (i.e., when ¢* — 1 is a multiple of 16), the conjugacy class of R; has
five possibilities:
(1) {=Ls};
(2) a Qg subgroup;
(3) another Qg subgroup;
(4) GLi(q)2 < Sp,(4):
(5) Sylow 2-subgroup of Sp,(q) C Sp,,, (@)

Note that R = O,(Nyx(R’)) is always a radical 2-subgroup of H. However, there may
exist other possibilities. To have a precise classification, one just calculates Ny(R’) and
classify radical 2-subgroups of Ny(R’)/R’ isomorphic to 1 or Z,. For example, when R’ =
({1} X {£})/{(—1s, —1»)), R has four possible conjugacy classes:

(1) R’
@) <<( o ),12»;

3) <<16,( - 7 )»;

nl n
“ <<( L )( ! )».

4.1.2. The case of (r,s) = (0,2). Assume that (r,s) = (0,2). Then, there are two F,
forms of A(R), i.e., there are two conjugacy classes of such A(R) in G = F4(g). Write
H = Z5(A(R)) and let H° be the derived subgroup of H.

(Inner class) Take

A(R) = <(I6, _12)7 (( —I’; 13 )’( -1 ! ))>

in ((Sp(6, F,) x Sp(2, F,))/{(~Is, —I). Then,
H® = (GLs(eq) x GL1(£))/{(=L3, =1))),
and H is generated by H°,

_( CI3 d]g c d )
= —dl3 CI3 M -d ¢
_ (l[3 b[3 a b
0 = (( bl; -al; )’( b -a ))’

where a, b, c,d € F, with a* + b* = —1 and ¢* + d* = —n~%. Note that 7, commutes with H°
and

and

0:(X, 00, = (X)), A, V(X,1) € GL3; xGL, .
(Outer class) Take

AR) = (U, 1), (( o )( o )»

in ((Sp(6, IF},) X Sp(2, Pq)) /{(=I¢,—1,). Then,
H° = (GL3(—29) X GL,(~&9))/{(~I5, = 1))),
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and H is generated by H°,
nl; n
Ty = _ , .
2 (( -n 1[3 ) ( -n 1 ))

al; bn*l; a by’
92 = ( _ s _ )’
bl; -—als b -a
where a, b € F, with a* + b*> = —1. Note that 7, commutes with H” and

(X, )6, = ((XH™, Y, V(X,1)eGL;xGL,.

The following statement is clear.

and

Lemma 4.1. For any involution x € G = F4(q) in the conjugacy class of o, [G*,G"] is
an index 2 subgroup of G*. If A = (x,y) is a rank 2 elementary abelian 2-subgroup of G
with non-identity elements all in the class of oy, then it is in the inner class if and only if
y € [G*, G*].

For the inner class, let R = RN H°. By Lemma[2.6] R’ is a radical 2-subgroup of H°.
By Lemmas 2.8 and 2.7 R = (R, X R,)/{(-15,—1)), where R, (resp. R») is a radical 2-
subgroup of GL3(ggq) (resp. GL (gq)). Like in the case of (r,s) = (0, 1), again we have
A{(R)) = AL(Ry) = {3} and A}(R,) = AS(R,) = {£1}. Then, R, = GL,(eq),/3 and
R, = GL,(gq),. Hence, R is conjugate to

((GL1(eq)213 x GL1(£9)2) /{(=13, = 1)), 1)
or
((GLi(£9)213 X GL1(£9)2) /[{(=13, =1)), 71, 61).
For the outer class, similarly one shows that: R is conjugate to

((GL{(=£9)213 X GL{(=£9)2)/{(~13, 1)), 72)
or
((GL(=&q)213 X GL{(=£9)2)/{(—=13, —1)), T2, 62).

4.1.3. The case of (r, s) = (0, 3).

Lemma 4.2. There are two conjugacy classes of rank 3 elementary abelian 2-subgroups A
of G with all non-identity elements in the conjugacy class of o.

Proof. Define a function m : A X A — {*1}. For two elements x,y € A, if (x,y) has
rank < 2, define m(x,y) = 1; if (x,y) has rank 2 and it is the inner case as in Subsection
define m(x,y) = 1; otherwise define m(x,y) = —1. It is clear that m is symmetric.
By Lemma [4.1] m is multiplicative for both variables. Then, kerm = 1 or 3. With direct
calculation in G* (1 # x € A), one shows that there exists a unique conjugacy class of A
for either value of ker m. O

Now assume that (r, 5) = (0, 3). By Lemmal4.2] there are two F,, forms of A(R). i.e., there
are two conjugacy classes of such A(R) in G = F4(¢g). In any case, we have Z;(A(R)) =
G’ x A(R) with G" = SO(3,F,). Then, R = A(R).

Lemma 4.3. If R is a radical subgroup of G with B(R) = 1, then R is not a principal weight
subgroup of G.
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Proof. Suppose that R be a principal weight subgroup of G with B(R) = 1. Then r = 0 and
s = rank Q(Z(R)). By Remark 2.18] R is also a principal weight subgroup of Z;(A(R)).
According to Lemma there is a Sylow 2-subgroup S of Zg(A(R)) such that Z(S) C
Z(R) c R c §. From the above calculation for Z;(A(R)), one shows that: in any case,
Q,(Z(S)) contains an element in the conjugacy class of o,. Hence, Z(S) C Z(R) could not
hold. This gives a contradiction and thus R is not a principal weight subgroup of G. O

4.11. The case of r = 1. When r = 1, we have B(R) = Z, and R is a radical 2-subgroup of

Z(B(R)) = Sping_(q).
Moreover, as B(R) is normalized by Ng(R). We have Ng(R) C Ng(B(R)) = Zg(B(R)).
Therefore, any radical 2-subgroup R of Zg(B(R)) (with giving B(R)) is also a radical 2-
subgroup of G. Note that the condition of rank B(R) = 1 poses a constraint on R as a
radical 2-subgroup of Zs(B(R)) = Sping_ (¢).

Consider the projection p : Sping , (¢) — €9 ,(g) and inclusion Qo ,(q) — Og (q). Any
radical 2-subgroup R of Sping ,(g) is of the form R = p YR N Q) for some radical 2-
subgroup R’ of Qg .(q). Any R’ is the form R’ = R} X --- X R}, where F, = (P, _,_ Vi is
an orthogonal decomposition and R is a basic subgroup of I(V;) (1 <i < s). Except when
dim V; is even and disc(V;) = 1, we have R] = {£]}. When dim V; is even and disc(V;) = 1,
R!is classified as in Lemma[3.39] Using parities of R (1 < i < s), we can calculate R"'NQq .
and then R = p~'(R' N Q9 ). We caution that some non-equal (resp. non-conjugate) R’
may lead to equal (resp. conjugate) R. After excluding those ones with rank B(R) > 1
and clarifying conjugate ones, we reach a classification of radical 2-subgroups of G with
rank B(R) = 1.

In Table 2] we list some radical subgroup of G, say R|—R»;.

Lemma 4.4. If R is a principal weight subgroup of G with |B(R)| = 2, then R is conjugate
to one of Ry (1 < k < 21) as in Table 2l

Proof. Let R be a principal weight subgroup of G with |B(R)| = 2. Let H = Z5(B(R)) so
that H = Sping,(g). By Remark 2.1I8| R is also a principal weight subgroup of H. We
identify the principal weights of H with the principal weights of Qg ,(g), which implies
that p(R) is a principal weight subgroup of Qg ,(g). According to Remark there is a
principal weight subgroup R’ of Og . such that p(R) = R’ N Qq . By Proposition [3.61] and
Remark [3.47] we deduce that R is conjugate to one of R|—R»;. O

Among radical 2-subgroups in Table 2| R,, R4, Rs, R, Ri» lead to subgroups R with
B(R) = Z3, s0 should be excluded. All others lead to subgroups R with B(R) = Z,. Let R’
be one of Ry, Ry, Rs, Rg, Ri». Write R = p™'(R' N Qo ,).

(1) For R" = Ry, R), = {=1} has parity (1,0) and R(l),l,O,(3) has parity (0, 1). Then,
R'NQy.(q) =R} 35 NQs.+(q). Therefore, B(R) = (Z,)*.

(2) For R" = Ry, R}, = {1} has parity (1,0) and R} | | |, has parity (0, 1). Then,
R NQo.(q) = R(l),l,O,(l,Z) N Qs..(q). Therefore, B(R) = (Z,)*.

(3) For R’ = R;s, R?,o,o,@ = {1} has parity (1,0) and RT,OQ,@ has parity (0,0). Then,
R' N Qo.(q) = R}, N Qs.+(q). Therefore, B(R) = (Z,)*.

(4) For R" = Re, R}, = {*1} has parity (1,0) and R}, ,, has parity (0,0). Then,
R N Qy.(q) =Ry, ;) N Qs.+(q). Therefore, B(R) = (Z,).

(5) For R = Ry, R),, = {1} has parity (1,0), R(l),l,o,(Z) has parity (0,1) and R, | ,
has parity (0,0). Then, R" N Qq_(q) = (R? X Ry, 9) N Qs.(q). Therefore,

; 1,1,0,2) 1,0,1
B(R) = (2,)".
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R parity | log, [R/{£1}] | log, |Z(R" N Qo ;)|

R, R?,O,O,(3) X R?,O,O,@ (1,0) 11 1
R, R(1),1,0,(3) X R(l),O,O,O) (2’

Rs RY 6002 X R0 (1,0) 13 1
Ry R(l),l,o,(l,Z) X R(l),O,O,(Z) (22)°

Rs Ry 20 % R 000 (1,0)

Rs Rioiay ¥ R(l),O,O,O) (1,0)

R R?,O,O,(l,l) X R(l),o,o,o (Z,)* 4a + 6 1
Ry R} 0.0 X R 000 (Z,)* 4a+5 1
Ry R?,O,O,(z) X R?,I,O,(Z) X R?,o,o,@ (Z,)* 11 2
Rio R(l),O,O,(Z) X RT,O,L@ X R(l),O,O,(Z) (1,0) a+9 2
Rii | RY o0 X Rigomy X R g0g | (22)° 2a+38 2
Rz R(l),l,O,(Z) X RT,O,L@ X R(l),O,O,(Z) (22)?

Ris | RY g0 X Rigoy X R 09 | (£)° a+8 2
Ris | Rigi0XRigom X R 00 | @) 3a+5 2
Ris R(l),O,O,(Z) X R?,o,o,@ X (R(l),0,0,0)3 () a+8 4
Rig R(l),l,o,(Z) X RT,O,O,@ X (R(l),O,O,(Z))3 (22)2 a+8 4
Ri7 R?,o,l,o X R?,o,o,@ X (R?,o,o,0)3 (Z,) 2a+5 4
Ris R?,o,o,(l) X Rl 00 % (R(l),O,O,(Z))3 (2) 3a+5 4
Ry (R} 00)” X (R 00) (Z>)? 3a+4 5
Ry Rzll,o,o,o X R(l),O,O,Q) X (R?,1,0,0)6 () a+6 6
Ry (R(l),O,O,Q))3 X (R?,1,0,0)6 (Zo) 7 7

TasLE 2. Principal weight subgroups of Spin, ,

Lemma 4.5. For any weight subgroups R’ of Oy except Ry, R4, Rs, Rg, R\, in Table
Write R” = R' N Q. Then R" = O>(No,,(R")). In particular, the conjugacy class of R”
determines that of R'.

Proof. For each weight subgroups R’ of Oy, except Ry, Ry, Rs, Rs, R1> in Table 2, we can
calculate R” = R’ N Qg , from parities of elements of R’. Then, we can calculate Z(R") and
No,,(Z(R")). It is clear that No,, (R”) C No,,(Z(R")). Finally, we can calculate No,, (R")
and see that R” = O,(No,, (R")). a

4.1I1. The case of r = 2. When r = 2, R is a radical 2-subgroup of
Z(B(R)) = Spin(V) = Sping , (¢),
where V is an 8-dimensional orthogonal space over F, with discriminant 1. Consider the

projection p : Spin(V) — Q(V). Any radical 2-subgroup R of Spin(V) is of the form
R = p '{(R" N Q(V)) for some radical 2-subgroup R’ of O(V). Note that

NG(B(R))/Zs(B(R)) = 5.
Choose an orthogonal basis {ey, ..., eg} of V with (e;,e;) = 1 (1 <i < 8). Define
z:=ey---eg € Spin(V).
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Then, Z(Spin(V)) = {1, -1,z,—z} = Z, X Z,. We have p(z) = —1 € Q(V). Note that field au-
tomorphisms and diagonal automorphisms fix —1, z, —z, and triality (graph automorphism)
permutes them. There are four involution classes in PQ(V) with representatives yy, y2, V3, V4
as follows:

vi = [hel,  y2:=[sal, y3: =[], y4:=diag{-J,, J3}.
Let
X] = €16y,
Xy = €1€,€3€4,

1+ees1+eregl +eze71 + eqeq
X3 = s

V2. V2 V2 V2

1—ejer 1 +eze61 +eqe71 + eseg

TV v v v
Then, x; € Spin(V) is a pre-image of y; (i = 1,2,3,4). We have x? = -1, xJ =z, x} = —
and x; = 1. Note that, triality stabilizes the conjugacy class containing y, and permutes
three conjugacy classes containing y;, y3, V4, respectively. Let 7 : O(V) — PO(V) be the
projection map. Define A(R) to be the pre-image of Q,(Z(m(p(R))).

Lemma 4.6. If R is a principal weight subgroup of G with rank B(R) = 2, then R is conju-
gate to one of Ry (22 < k < 37) as in Table 3l

Proof. Similar as the proof of Lemma[4.4] O
R parity | log, [R/Z(Spin(V))| | log, |A(R)/Z(Spin(V))|
R» R?,o,o, 3 (1,0) 9 3
Ry R(f’ 10.3) (0,1) 9 3
Ry R(l),O,O,(l,Z) (1,0) 11 1
R>s R(l)’ 10.1.2) (0,1) 11 1
Ry R} 20 0 a+4 5
Ry, R?,0,1,(1) 0 2a+ 6 1
Rog Rio,o,( LD (Z,)? 4a + 4 1
Ry R?,o,o,(z) (Z,)? 4a +3 2
R3o R(IJ,O,O,(Z) X R(l),l,O,(Z) (2 9 1
Rai | RY oo X Rig1o | (10) a+7 1
Ry | R) 0 X Rigoq) | (22 2a +6 1
Ry | RY o0 X Rigie | (O a+17 1
R34 R?,I,O,(Z) X RLI‘,O,O,(I) (Z,)? 2a+ 6 1
Ris | Rig g% R?,o,o,(n (Z,)? 3a+3 1
Ris | Ri g0 X (R 100)° | (Z2) a+4 5
R3; R?,o,o,o) X (R(l)’ 1’0’(0)6 (Z,)? a+4 5

TasLE 3. Principal weight subgroups of Sping ,

The group A(R) has the following characterization.
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Lemma 4.7. An element x of R is contained in A(R) if and only if
yxy 'xe{l,-1,z,—-z2}(Vy € R) and x* € {1, -1, 7, —z}.

Let I' = &4 be the subgroup of Aut(Z;(B(R)))/ Int(Zs(B(R))) generated by diagonal
automorphisms and graph automorphism. We identify I' with &, identify

I' 5 NG(B(R))/Zs(B(R))
with the subgroup
S =((12),(13)) = &3,
identify I' > O(V)/Q(V) with the subgroup
E =((12),(34)) = (Z»)*.

Let

[ DN :={(12)(34), (13)(24)) = (Z,)*
and

I'> D :=((12),(34),(13)(24)) = Ds.
Then, N is a normal subgroup of I and D is a Sylow 2-subgroup of I'.

Lemma 4.8. Let 0 € D — E. If R is a radical 2-subgroup of Spin(V) (resp. R appears in
Table [3)), then so is o(R) (resp. o(R) is conjugate to one in Table[3). For any x € R, the
parity of o(x) is (t, ty) if the parity of x is (t1, 1), where t|,t, € {0, 1}.

Proof. The first statement is clear. Choose a generator ¢ of F; and choose an element
t € Fp with > = §;. We may realize o as o = Ad(tY), where Y € GL(V) with

(Yu,Yv) = 65" (u,v), Vu,veV.

- _¢-l _ -
For any v € V with (v, v) # 0, we have (Yv, Yv)% =9, E (v, v)q_21 = —(v, v)%. This implies
the second statement of this lemma. O

We aim to determine S orbits on conjugacy classes of weight subgroups in Table 3] and
calculate stabilizers. To achieve this goal, we consider the action of the larger group T,
find representatives of orbits and calculate stabilizers. Then, the analysis of double cosets
S\I'/T'g) leads to our goal, where [R] means the Z;(B(R)) conjugacy class containing R;
write I'g; (resp. S g)) for the stabilizer of I' (resp. S) at [R].

Proposition 4.9. The following are representatives of S orbits of weight subgroups in Table

Bland their stabilizers inT and S :

(al-1) Rss: T'ig) = E, I - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Rys, Rse, R37; S(r) =
((12)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rss and two conjugacy classes
from R26.

(al-2) Ry;: T'ig) = E, I - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry, Rse, R37; Sir) =
((12)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from R3; and two conjugacy classes
from Ry.

(a2-1) Ry T'igy = E, I - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry;, Rsp, Rz, Sig) =
((12)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rz, and two conjugacy classes
Jrom Ry;.

(a2-2) Ras: T'ig) = E, I - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry;, Rsp, Rz, Sir) =
((12)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rz, and two conjugacy classes
Jrom Ry;.

(b1-1) Ry: 'ty = Sgy =S, I' - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry, Rys; S - [R]
consists of a conjugacy classes from Ry,.
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(b1-2) Ry;: T'igy = ((13),(34)), I' - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry, Rys;
Sry = ((13)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Ry, and two conjugacy
classes from Ry3.

(b2-1) Rys: Uiy = Sy =S, I - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry, Rys; S - [R]
consists of a conjugacy classes from Ryg.

(b2-2) Rys: I'igy = ((13),(34)), I' - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Ry, Rys;
Srr = ((13)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Ry4 and two conjugacy
classes from Rys.

(b3-1) R31: I'igy = Sgy = S, I' - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from Rz, R33; S - [R]
consists of a conjugacy classes from R3;.

(b3-2) Raz: T'igy = ((13),(34)), I' - [R] consists of all conjugacy classes from R3, Ra3;
Sry = ((13)), S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rz and two conjugacy
classes from Rs3.

(cl) Rog: T'igy =T and S gy =S, T -[R] =8 - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rys.
(c2) Ryg: T'igy=T and Sy =S, T -[R] =S - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Ry9.
(c3) Ryo: T'igy =T and Sy =S, T -[R] =8 - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rs.
(¢4) Rss: Tigy=T and S gy =S, T -[R] =8 - [R] consists of a conjugacy class from Rss.

Proof. Note that a > 2. By comparing orders of R/Z(Spin(V)) and A(R)/Z(Spin(V)), we
divide possible I" conjugate radical subgroups in Table [3]into groups with few exceptions:
(al) @ Ras, R3e, R37.
(@2) : Ry, R3, Ray.
(bl) . Rzg, R23.
(b2) : Ros, Ros.

(b3) : R31, Ras.
(Cl) . Rys.
(C2) . Ryo.
(C3) . Ryp.
(c4) : Rss.

The few exceptional cases are: (1) when a = 3, those in groups (a2) and (c3) have the
same orders; (2)when a = 4, those in groups (b2) and (b3) have the same orders. These
exceptions are distinguished in the following argument.

(a) Take R = R34 (resp. Rsz;) in group (al) (resp. group (a2)). By Lemma 4.8 we get
Dz = E. Then, I'ig; = E since no other subgroup of I" having intersection with D being
equal to E. Then, I' - [R] consists of 6 conjugacy classes. Analyzing double cosets in
S\I'/D, we get the conclusion.

(b) Take R one in groups (b1)-(b3). By Lemmald.8 we get Dig) = Eg) = ((12)), ((34))
or E. Using the argument in (a), one shows that Dig) = Ez) = E could not happen. We
further show that I'ig; ~ S. Otherwise, I'g) have order 2 and there should exist at least
IT'/T'(x)| = 12 conjugacy classes of radical 2-subgroups in Table [3lhaving the same order as
R, which is not the case. Then, I' - [R] consists of 4 conjugacy classes. Analyzing double
cosets in S\I'/S, we get the conclusion.

(c) Take R one in groups (c1)-(c4). By Lemma.§] we get Diz; = D. Moreover, we have
I'ig) = I' since o([R]) (o € I' = D) could not be a conjugacy class in any other group. Then,
I'-[R] =[R]. O

Lemma 4.10. For any weight subgroup R’ of Og_, in Table 5| write R” = R' N Qg . Then,
the parity of Nog,(R") is the same as that of R'.

Proof. This is implied by the formula of I'g) shown above. Alternatively, one could per-
form direct computation to reach this statement. O
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With Lemma we classify principal weight subgroups R of G with rank B(R) = 2.
Similar method applies to classify radical 2-subgroups of G with rank B(R) = 2 as well.
Again, the crucial step is to classify S orbits of radical 2-subgroups and calculate their
stabilizers in I and S. Due to there are much more candidates of radical 2-subgroups, the
required computing load is heavier.

5. THE INDUCTIVE BAW CONDITION FOR GROUPS OF TYPES B, D,,, D, anxp F,

In this section, we investigate the inductive BAW condition for 2-blocks of quasi-simple
groups of types B,,, D,,, D,, and F4 and prove Theorem [Tl and Theorem 2|

Let G be a simple algebraic group over Fq where ¢ is prime power, and F : G —» G
be a Frobenius endomorphism endowing an F,-structure on G. Recall that an element
t € G is called quasi-isolated in G if the centralizer Cg(?) is not contained in a proper Levi
subgroup of G. Quasi-isolated elements have been classified in [20].

Let G* be the Langlands dual of G with corresponding Frobenius endomorphism also
denoted by F. For a semisimple element s of G**, we denote the Lusztig series corre-
sponding to s by &(G*,s). Every element s € Z(G*F) defines a linear character of G
(see [33, (8.19)]), which is denoted by §. For a prime p (with p 1 ¢) and a semisimple
p’-element s of G**, we denote by &,(G", s) the union of the Lusztig series &' (G, st),
where ¢ runs through semisimple p-elements of G** commuting with s. By [28], the set
&,(G*, s) is a union of p-blocks of G*. If a semisimple p’-element s is quasi-isolated, then
the blocks in &,(G", s) are called quasi-isolated blocks of G*. The quasi-isolated blocks
of exceptional groups have been classified in [60].

The following assumption comes from the reduction of the inductive BAW condition to
quasi-isolated blocks; see Hypothesis 5.5 and Theorem 5.7 of [46].

Assumption 5.1. Suppose that G — G is a regular embedding and D is the group con-
sisting of field and graph automorphisms of G*. Assume that p t q. In every G-orbit of
IBr(GY) there exists a Brauer character € IBr(G*) such that (G = D), = Cw = Dy, and
y extends to G' < Dy,

Thanks to a recent work of Spith [83, Thm. A], Assumption holds if G* has an
Aut(G’)-stable unitriangular basic set.

5.1. Groups of type B,, D, and °D,. Let g be an odd prime power and let V be a non-
degenerate finite-dimensional orthogonal space over F,. Write G = Spin(V), I = O(V),
H = SO(V) and w = dim(V). Let F be a Frobenius endomorphism such that G = G and
H = H, where G and H are the spin group and special orthogonal group on V respectively.
Here V is a non-degenerate w-dimensional orthogonal space over E.

We recall the parametrisation of unipotent conjugacy classes of H (cf. [89]). To every
unipotent class of H we have a corresponding partition 4 + w such that any even part
occurs an even number of times in A. Denote by &2, for such partitions 1. Let ¢; denote
the number of parts of A equals to i. Let a(1) be the number of odd i with ¢; > 0, and
k(A) be the largest number in the set {c; | i is odd and ¢; > 0}. In particular, a(1) > 0 and
k() > 0 if w is odd. Write C, for the unipotent class of H parametrised by A, where A is
counted twice when a(1) = 0. Sometimes we also write C, as C3 for the situation a(4) = 0
to distinguish those two conjugacy classes of H. Note that C, is I-stable if a(1) > 0, while
C7 and C; are fused by / when a(1) = 0.

For the unipotent conjugacy classes of H, we have that C,” = 0 if and only if ty(V) = —
and a(1) = 0 (see for example [66, §3 and §7]). Define b(1) = a(1) — 1 or 0 according as
a() > 0 or a(1) = 0. Moreover, C,* consists of one conjugacy classes in H if ty(V) = +
and a(1) = 0, while C,” consists of 2°” conjugacy classes in H if a(1) > 0.
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Denote by u(X) the number of unipotent conjugacy classes of a finite reductive group X.
Now we determine u(/), which also follows by [89, (2.6.17)]. First, u(O;.(¢)) + u(O, (q)) is
the coeflicient of #* in the generating function

(1 + t2k_1)2
(5.2) (1+2 kZ: r )(Z (1 +2 ; t3k)(Z 5. R

k=1
Next, u(O;(¢)) — u(0,,(¢)) is the coefficient of 7 in

(5.3) (; t“")(; ). = ]:[ %ﬂk

In particular, u(O;(q)) # u(O,,(¢)) occurs only when 4 | w.

Denote by wy(X) the number of conjugacy classes of principal weights of a finite group X |]
By the description of principal weights in §3] we determine w(/). We mention that this is
verified in [[12]], but for late use we still give some sketch. By the construction of weights
in [5) §6], a radical 2-subgroup R of I is a principal weight 2-subgroup if and only if R is de-
scribed as in Proposition and Remark 3.47] and every radical 2-subgroup of I affords
at most one weight for a given block. The associated basic subgroups are listed in Table[1l
In addition, the multiplicity of each basic subgroup is a triangular number. Therefore, us-
ing the 2-core tower structure of partitions (cf. [3, (1A)]), the principal 2-weights of [ are
in bijection with the tuples (4;, A,, 43, A4, k4, k_, ) such that A;, A5, A3, A4 are partitions, k.,
k_, k are 2-cores such that disc(V) = (-=1)*! and

(54) 40011+ ol + 1]+ Lal) + i | + | + 21k =
So wy(0,,+(q)) + wo(0O,,-(q)) is the coeflicient of #* in
> > = 1+
44 8kyd 29042\ —
(5.5) (Zt )(;‘t IERTGR (S l,:l TR

Here 9(¢) = Z 7", and we use Jacobi’s identity 9(f) = H(l + (1 = **). Now we
k=1

determine wO(OW+(q)) wo(0,,-(q)). Since wy(0O,,+(q)) = w(O,,-(g)) when w is odd,
we may assume that w is even. Note that Z fHl = 20D apd 2 = 202D where

u, 1’ run through all 2-cores such that |y| and || are even and odd respectively. Thus
wo(0,,.+(q)) — wo(0,, -(q)) is the coeflicient of #* in the generating function

e ﬁ(t)+z9( -, ) —H-1),
(Z”(Z” 9()(( P (")

and thus using identities 9(f) = H (11 -, H —= = [1( + ) and [] m =
k=1 k=1

H (1lti)2, we see that the above generating function is equal to

5.6) = A= g 1+ _ﬁ 1
LIa—mpl La—pep = 11T

In particular, wy(O,, +(q)) # wo(O,, -(q)) occurs only when 4 | w, and this forces that

wo(0,,.(q)) = wo(O%(g)) for any w and any € € {+}. Notice that [T(1 + #*)> = T](1 +
k=1 k=1

212(1 + 242, therefore, by (5.2), (5.3), (5.3) and (5.6)), one gets that |wo(I)| = |u(l)|.

Lemma 5.7. The blockwise Alperin weight conjecture holds for the principal 2-block of
H = SO(V).
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Proof. By [35, Prop. 2.7], IBr(Bo(H)) = u(H), and thus it suffices to show that |wy(H)| =
lu(H)|. First we calculate u(H). If w is odd or ty(V) = —, then u(H) = u(l). If w is even and
ty(V) = +, then u(H) — u(I) is equal to the number of the partitions A € &, with a(1d) = 0,
that is, the coefficient of # in (3.3)). In particular, u(H) # u(I) occurs only when 4 | w and
ty(V) = +.

Next, we determine wy(H). Note that a principal weight of I covers one or two principal
weights of H, and every principal weight of H is covered by a unique principal weight
of I. The parity of the group H is (1, 1), thus by Corollary 2.22] and Proposition a
principal weight (R, ¢) of I covers two principal weights of H if and only if the parity of R
is 0, which occurs only when 4 | w and ty(V) = +. By Table[ll the principal weights of 7
which covers two principal weights of H are in bijection with the partitions A € &Z,, with
a(d) = 0. Thus wo(H) = wy(I) is also equal to the coefficient of #* in (3.3). In particular,
u(H) # u(l) occurs only when 4 | w and ty(V) = +. From the arguments above, we get that
|lwo(ED| = |u(H)|. 0

Under the natural isogeny G - H, the unipotent classes in these two algebraic groups
are in bijection. From this we use the same parametrisation for unipotent conjugacy classes
of G and H. Moreover, this isogeny induces a bijection between the unipotent classes of
G and of Q(V). Define 6(1) = 1 if a(1) = 0, 6(1) = a(4) if a(1) > 0 and k(1) = 1, and
o0(1) = a(l) - 1ifa(1) > 0 and k(1) > 1.

We write Ay, (resp. Ag,,) for the component group Au(u) = Zy(u)/Z(u) (resp. Ag(u) =
Zg(u)/Z{(u)) for u € C,. The component group Ay, is an elementary abelian 2-group
of order 2°@; see [84, IV, 2.26 and 2.27]. In [67, §14], Lusztig gave a description of the
component group Ag_,, which has order 2°Y and contains Ay ; as a subgroup. In particular,
A = Apa if a(A) > 0 and k(1) > 1, [Ag.1/Amal = 2 if a(1) = 0 or k(1) = 1, and Ag, is
non-abelian if a(1) > 2 and k(1) = 1. By [86, Lemma 2.39], if a(1) > 0 and (1) = 1, then
the group Ag_; has 2°™@ + 1 or 2°™ + 2 conjugacy classes according as w is odd or even.

Let X be arbitrary finite group and o € Aut(X), x;, x, € X. We say that x; and x, are
o-conjugate if there exists a g € X with x, = o(g)x;g”". The equivalence classes for this
relation are called o--conjugacy classes of H.

Lemma 5.8. Let X be a finite group and o € Aut(X).

(1) The number of o-conjugacy classes of X is equal to the number of the conjugacy
classes of X fixed by o

(2) If o induces an inner automorphism on X, then the number of o-conjugacy classes of
X is equal to the number of conjugacy classes of X.

Proof. Let x1, x, € X. Then x; and x, are o-conjugate in X if and only if x,0- and x,0 are
X-conjugate in the semidirect product X = (o). So the number of o-conjugacy classes of
H is equal to the number of X-conjugacy classes in the coset Xo.

(1) Let g € X. Denote by Fixx,(g) the fixed point under the conjugacy action of g
on Xo. If x;0, x,0 € Fixy,(g). Then xlxgl = (x10)(x0)7! = (gxi0g N(gxog™ )™ =
g(x1x;")g™!, which implies that x;x;' € Zx(g). So [Fixx,(g)l < 1Zx(g)l. On the other
hand, if xo € Fixx,(g) and ¢ € Zx(g), then cxo € Fixy,(g), and thus |Zx(g)| < |Fixx,(g)|.
Therefore, |Fixx,(g)| = |Zx(g)| if Fixx,(g) # 0.

For x € X, we have that xo € Fixy,(g) if and only if xo- = g(xo)g™! = (gxg " )(gog oo ]
and thus if and only if x"'gx = ogo~!. This implies that Fixx,(g) # 0 if and only if the
conjugacy class of X containing g is fixed by o~. Hence the assertion follows by Burnside’s
Lemma.

(2) This follows by (1) immediately. a

Lemma 5.9. Let X be a dihedral group of order 8.
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(1) Let W be a set acted by X such that Z(X) acts transitively on W. Then W is a singleton.
(2) Write X = {a,b | a* = b* = (ab)* = 1). Let W, and W, be two sets acted by X with
|[Wi| = |W,| < co. Suppose that there is a bijection f between the Z(X)-orbits on Wy and
W, which preserves Z(X)-orbit lengths. Then there exists an X-equivariant bijection
between Wy and W, if the following conditions hold.
(@) If O is a Z(X)-orbit on Wy, then f({x.0 | x € X}) = {x.f(O) | x € X}, that is, f
preserves the X-orbits on the Z(X)-orbits.
(b) If O is a Z(X)-orbit on Wy with length one, then f(x.0) = x.f(O) for any x € X.
(c) If O is a Z(X)-orbit on Wy with length two and satisfying that |X,,| = 2 forw € O,
then O is {a*, b)-stable if and only if f(O) is (a*, b)-stable.

Proof. Letw € W. If W is not a singleton, then |W| = 2 and the stabilizer X,, of w in X has
four elements. Moreover, X = Z(X)X,,. However, this is impossible as Z(X) is contained
in any normal subgroup of X. Thus (1) holds.

For (2), we mention that Z(X) = (a*). By (a), it suffices to prove this lemma for the
situation that the actions of X on W; and W, are transitive.

Now we assume that X acts transitively on W; and W,. By (b), we may assume that (@)
acts non-trivially on W, (and then non-trivially on W,). By (1), one has that |W;| = |W,| = 4
or 8. If |[W;| = |W,| = §, then it is clear that there exists an X-equivariant bijection between
W, and W,, as the actions are regular for this situation. Now we suppose that |W;| = |W,| =
4. If O is not (a?, b)-stable, then W, = O[] 5.0, W, = f(O) ] b.f(O) by (c). Recall that
X has three conjugacy classes of involutions, i.e., {a*}, {b, a*b}, {ab,a’b}. So there exist
w; € Wi, wy € W, such that X, = X,,, = (ab). If O and f(O) are {a?, b)-stable, then
X,,, = (b) or {a’b) for w; € O, and X,,, = (b) or (a*b) for w, € f(0). Thus we conclude
this assertion, since (b) and {(a’b) are conjugate in X. O

Lemma 5.10. Let M € {G, H} and u be a unipotent element of M such that the conjugacy
class of M containing u is F-fixed. Assume further that F acts trivially on Z(M). Then the
number of F-conjugacy classes of Am(u) is equal to the number of conjugacy classes of
AM(M)

Proof. For special orthogonal group, this is trivial. Thus we only consider spin groups
here and we also assume that disc(V) = +. By Lemmal[3.8] it suffices to prove that F fixes
every conjugacy class of Ay (u). The conjugacy classes of Ay(u) are described in the proof
of [86, Lemma 2.39], and this assertion can be deduced by the results there directly. O

Proposition 5.11. The blockwise Alperin weight conjecture holds for the principal 2-block
of G = Spin(V).

Proof. If wis even and disc(V) = —, then SO(V) = {£Iy} X Q(V) and thus this proposition
follows from Lemma[5.7]immediately. So we assume that disc(V) = +.

By [35) Prop. 2.7], | IBr(By(G))| = u(G). Let C, be a unipotent class of G. By [70,
Thm. 21.11], the number of G-conjugacy classes in C4 is equal to the number of F-
conjugacy classes in Ag . So by Lemma [5.10/ and [86, Lemma 2.39], the number of G-
conjugacy classes in C¥ is 2°W if a(1) = 0 or k(1) > 1, and if a(2) > 0 and k(1) = 1, then
C¥ splits into 2°Y + 1 or 2" + 2 conjugacy classes in G according as w is odd or even.

We first consider the situation that w is odd. Then | IBr(By(G))| — | IBr(Bo(H))| = u(G) —
u(H) is equal to the number of partitions 4 of w with k(1) = 1, which is thus equal to the
coefficient of " in the generating function

=1 4 2!

_ 44k
kzllt

(5.12) (1+ t)(Z (1 + t3)(Z Y. =
k=0 k=0

Now we count the number of weights wy(G) = wo(Q(V)). Let (T, n) be a principal weight
of Q(V). Then (T, n) is covered by a unique weight (T, n,) of H, which is also a principal



RADICAL SUBGROUPS 53

weight. Also, (T, ;) is covered by a unique weight (R, ¢) of I, which is a principal weight.
Note that the parity of R always contains (1, 0) as a subgroup and a weight of H covers one
or two weights of Q(V). By Corollary (Ty,m) covers two weights (up to conjugacy)
of Q(V) if and only if |H/Q(V)T,| = 2, and thus if and only if the parity of R is just (1, 0),
in which case the basic subgroup appearing in R only comes from lines 1, 2, 6 of Table[Il
Using [3, (1A)] again, we conclude that the principal weights of H covering two weights
(up to conjugacy) of Q(V) are in bijection with the triples (4;, A, k) such that 4;, A, are
partitions, « is a 2-core satisfying that

44 [+ 1)) + k] = w.

Therefore, wy(G) — wy(H) is equal to the coeflicient of #* in the generating function

a a 2] 4 2]
(5.13) (Z f‘k)z(z B2 9(F) = -
=0 =0 k=1
Therefore, by Lemmal[5.7] and (5.12)), (3.13), we get | IBr(Bo(G))| = wo(G).
Now we suppose that w is even and disc(V) = +. If ty(V) = —, then 4 { w and thus

a(d) > 0 for all 1 € &, with Cf # 0. Thus u(G) — u(H) is equal to the number of
A € P, with k(1) = 1, which is thus equal to the double of the coefficient of #* in (3.12). If
ty(V) = +, then u(G) — u(H) is equal to the double of the number of A € &, with a(1) =0
or k(1) = 1, which is thus equal to the double of the coefficient of #* in (3.12). Now we
count the number of weights wo(G) = w(X(V)). Similar as for the case that w is odd,
we know that wy(G) — wo(H) is equal to the number of the conjugacy classes of principal
weight subgroups of 1 with parities (1, 0), (0, 1) and 0 and such principal weight subgroups
are counted once, once, twice respectively. From this, wy(G) — wo(H) is equal to the double
of the coefficient of  in (3.13). Therefore, by Lemma[3.7 and (3.12)), (5.13), we also get
| IBr(Bo(G))| = wo(G) for the situation that w is even and disc(V) = +. O

Let F, be the field automorphism defined as in §3.V]

Lemma 5.14. Let s € H*Y such that the image of s in the adjoint quotient H* /Z(H*) is
quasi-isolated. Then every character y € &MHF, s) is (Fy)-invariant.

Proof. Let F{ is the standard field automorphism of H*. We first prove that the conjugacy
class of H*¥ containing s is (F o)-stable. Quasi-isolated elements of adjoint simple groups
were classified in [20,, §5]. Under the notation in the proof of Lemma [3.43] mr(s) > 0 only
whenI' = x -1, x + 1 or A, where A € ¥ is the polynomial with roots { and —¢ where ¢
is a primitive 4th root of unity in FZ. Thus F{(s) is H*"-conjugate to s. Moreover, we note
that the action of automorphism groups on unipotent characters is given in [69, Prop. 3.7
and 3.9]; from this we see that filed automorphisms act trivially on unipotent characters.
Assume that w is odd. Since H has connected center, by [39, Thm. 7.1], the action of
(Fy) on Irr(G) is determined by its action on semisimple elements as well as on unipotent
characters, via an equivariant Jordan decomposition. Thus every character y € &(H”, s) is
(Fo)-invariant. Now assume that w is even. We take a regular embedding H — H, so that H
is the special conformal orthogonal group CSO(V) over V. Let § € H* such that its image
is s under H* -» H* and let § € &M, 5) N Irr(H" | ). Then F}(3) is (H*)"-conjugate to
7§ with z € Z(A*)" and from [39, Thm. 7.1] we deduce that o = z¢. Thus y € &H", s)
is (Fy)-invariant by [83, Thm. A]. a
Corollary 5.15. Every Brauer character in 1Br(By(H)) is {(F)-invariant.
Proof. By [35, Thm.2.9], there is unitriangular basic set I for the principal block By(H)
of H such that every character in I lies in a y € &(H”, s) such that the image of s in the

adjoint quotient H*/Z(H*) is quasi-isolated. So this assertion follows from Lemma [5.14]
immediately. O
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Theorem 5.16. Suppose that dim(V) is odd and Q(V) is simple. If every element in
IBr(By(G)) is (Fy)-invariant, then the inductive BAW condition holds for the principal 2-
block of Q(V).

Proof. To verify the inductive BAW condition for the principal block of G, we use the
criterion of Brough—Spith [29]]. For groups of type B, we refer to [48, Thm. 3.3] for
convenience, and under the notation there, we let X = § = Q,,,1(9), X = H =S0,,, 1(@)
and D = (Fy). Then the condition (1) of [48, Thm. 3.3] holds. Suppose that B is the
principal 2-block of X and B is the principal 2-block of X. The conditions (3) and (4)
of [48, Thm. 3.3] follows by Assumption 3.1] and Corollary 3.63 respectively, as every
element of IBr(B) U Alp(B) is (F)-invariant.

By the arguments preceding Lemma [5.8] |IBr(8B)| = | Alp(8)|, and by Corollary 3.63]
and every element of IBr(8B) U Alp(@) is (Fy)-invariant. As |X/X| = 2, one element
in IBr(B) (resp. Alp(f?)) covers one or two elements IBr(B) (resp. Alp(B)). Therefore,
to prove condition (3) of [48, Thm. 3.3], it suffices to show that the number of irreducible
Brauer characters of 8 covering two irreducible Brauer characters of B is equal to the
number of weights (up to conjugacy) of B covering two weights of B, which was prove in
the proof of Proposition[5.11l Thus we complete the proof. m|

Corollary 5.17. The inductive BAW condition holds for the principal 2-block of Spin,(q)
(with odd q).

Proof. Keep the notation and setup as above. Let G — G be a regular embedding. Fol-
lowing Hézard [56] and Lusztig [68]], Taylor [86, §5.2] describes a map C, — y, from the
set of unipotent classes of G to Irr(G) with the following properties: y, lies in the Lusztig
series of a quasi-isolated 2-element §,; € G* with centralizer of type C,C), with a + b = n if
k(4d) > 2, and of type C,A,C, with 2a+ b = nif k(1) = 1. Let ¥, denote the Lusztig family
of the Z¢.(§,) containing the Jordan correspondent of y,.

According to [52, Prop. 4.3] for each class C, there exist |Ag(u)| (for u € C,) char-
acters p,; in the Lusztig series &(GF, 5,) with Jordan correspondents in the family 7,
such that the matrix of multiplicities of their Alvis—Curtis—Kawanaka—Lusztig duals in the
generalised Gelfand—Graev characters corresponding to C, is the identity matrix. Further,
Taylor [87, Prop. 5.4] shows that for each class C, there exist |A,| characters p;; € Irr(G")
(with 1 <i <|A,|), which are just the characters lying below the p, ;, such that again the ma-
trix of multiplicities of their duals in the generalised Gelfand—Graev characters correspond-
ing to C, is the identity matrix. Let = be the set of characters p,;, where C, runs through
the unipotent characters of G, and 1 < i < |A,|. By a result of Chaneb [35, Thm.2.9], Z is
a unitriangular basic set of the principal 2-block of Spin,(g). Note that, in [35, Thm.2.9]
spin and half spin groups are excluded as A, may be non-abelian in general. However, for
our situation n = 3, the group A, is an elementary 2-group of rank 6(1) as a(1) = 1, and
the proof of [35, Thm.2.9] also applies.

By Corollary those unitriangular basic sets are (F)-stable. This means, By(H) has
an (Fy)-stable unitriangular basic set, such that the irreducible constituents of the restriction
of those irreducible characters to § form an (H > (F))-stable unitriangular basic set for
By(S). Therefore, by Corollary [5.13] every element in IBr(By(S)) is (Fy)-invariant and thus
this assertion follows from Theorem m|

Let J (resp. H) be the conformal orthogonal group CO(V) (resp. CSO(V)) over V.

Proposition 5.18. Suppose that dim(V) is even. There is a (J < (F))-equivariant bijection
between 1Br(By(H)) and the unipotent conjugacy classes of H.

Proof. Following Hézard [56] and Lusztig [68], Taylor [86, §6] describes a map C,; +—
x.a from the set of unipotent classes of H to Irr(H) such that y, lies below the Lusztig
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series of a semisimple 2-element §;, € H* satisfying that the image of §, in the adjoint
quotient H*/Z(H*) is quasi-isolated and the following properties hold: §; = 1 and y,
is a unipotent character parametrised by a non-degenerate Lusztig symbol if a(1) > 0,
k(A) > 1 and «(1) = 0, §, has centralizer of type D, D, with u+v = w/2 and the image of x,
under Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition is a special unipotent character parametrised by non-
degenerate Lusztig symbols if a(1) > 0, «(1) > 1 and «(1) = 1, §, has centralizer of type
D,A,D, with 2u + v = w/2 and the image of y, under Lusztig’s Jordan decomposition is
a special unipotent character parametrised by non-degenerate Lusztig symbols if a(4) > 0
and «(1) = 1, 5, has centralizer of type A,_; if a(1) = 0. Here, ¢«(1) = 1 if there exists an
odd i with ¢; > 0, and «(1) = 0 otherwise. For the partition A € &2, with a(1) = 0, we also
write y, as y7 to distinguish C3.

According to [52, Prop. 4.3] for each class C, there exist |Ag ,| irreducible characters
P, in the Lusztig series & (H?, 5,) with Jordan correspondents in the same family as y,,
such that the matrix of multiplicities of their Alvis—Curtis—Kawanaka—Lusztig duals in the
generalised Gelfand—Graev characters corresponding to C, is the identity matrix. Further,
Taylor [87, Prop. 5.4] shows that for each class C, there exist |Ag ;| characters p,; € Irr(G*)
(with 1 < i < |A,|), which are just the characters lying below the p,;, such that again the
matrix of multiplicities of their duals in the generalised Gelfand—Graev characters corre-
sponding to C, is the identity matrix. Let = be the set of those characters p,;, where C,
runs through the unipotent characters of H, and 1 < i < |Ag,|. By a result of Chaneb [35,
Thm. 2.9], = is a unitriangular basic set of the principal 2-block of H.

By Lemmal[5.14] every character of = is (Fy)-invariant. We partition

1| |52| |53| |E4,

where E; consists those p,; with a(1) > 0, k(1) > 1 and «(1) = 0, E, consists those p,; with
a(l) > 0, k(1) > 1 and «(2) = 1, &5 consists those p,; with a(1) > 0 and k(1) = 1, and =4
consists those p,; with a(1) = 0. The action of J on Irr(H) is determined in [39, Thm. 7.1]
and [45, Appendix B]. Thus we deduce that every character in =, is J-invariant, every
character in Z, [ | E; is /-invariant, every character in Zy is H-invariant. For a(1) = 0, we
have p,; = p,; and i = 1 and if we write p,; as p7 to distinguish C7, then p} and p; are
fused by I. Moreover, the characters in =, (or Z3) present in pairs such that for each pair
those two characters are fused by H. In particular, Z is (J > (F))-stable and this implies
that there exists a (J > (F))-equivariant bijection between Z and IBr(By(H)).
Denote by % the set of unipotent conjugacy classes of H, and we also partition

v=n||w||%w||%

where %/, consists of conjugacy classes of H contained in some C, with with a(1) > 0,
k(1) > 1 and «(1) = 0, %, consists of conjugacy classes of H contained in some C, with
a(l) > 0, k(1) > 1 and «(1) = 1, 5 consists of conjugacy classes of H contained in some
C, with a(1) > 0 and «(1) = 1, and %, consists of conjugacy classes of H contained in
some C with with a(1) = 0. We note that every unipotent class of H is (J > (F))-stable
unless the following situations: C} and C; are /-fused if a(1) = 0, and the elements in %>
(or %) present in pairs such that for each pair those two elements are fused by H.

By construction |Z;| = |%] for k = 1,2, 3,4. Precisely, for each k, we have a bijection
Er — %, such that the image of p,; is a conjugacy class of H contained in C,. Therefore,
we can get a bijection 2 — % which is (J < (Fy))-equivariant by the above arguments, and
this completes the proof. O

[1]
[1]

Corollary 5.19. Suppose that dim(V) is even. For anyy € IBr(H), o € H and o € I=(F),
i =y, theny” =y = and y extends to I, = (Fo)y.
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Proof. Since I{Fy),/H has cyclic Sylow {-subgroups for any odd prime ¢, the extendibility
of Y to I, < (Fy), is clear (see e.g. [71, Thm. 8.29]). Thanks to [83, Thm. A], it suffices to
show that H has a J{F,)-stable unitriangular basic set. By the proof of Proposition 5.18]
the principal 2-block of H has a J(Fy)-stable unitriangular basic set. For non-principal
2-blocks of H, the proof of [48], Cor. 4.6] also applies for our situation, as a Jordan decom-
position for Brauer character as in [48], Prop. 4.5] also holds by Bonnafé-Rouquier Morita
equivalence [22]; using [79, Thm. 16.4] and [45, Lemma B.1], we can argue as in the proof
of [48, Prop. 4.5]. a

Next, we determine the action of J on Alp(By(€2(V))) and establish an equivariant bijec-
tion.

Theorem 5.20. Suppose that dim(V) is even. There exists a J-equivariant bijection be-
tween IBr(By((V))) and Alp(By((V))).

Remark 5.21. Suppose that dim(V) is even. Then there is a J-equivariant bijection be-
tween IBr(By(G)) and the unipotent conjugacy classes of G (which follows from the proof
below).

Proof. First we determine the action of J on Alp(By(/)). In fact, the proof of Lemma 4.8
also applies for arbitrary dimension, not only when w = 8. In Tables[I], the basic subgroups
are J-stable except the group Ry o in line 2 and the group R; oo in line 3 are J-fused, and
the groups in line 6 and 7 are J-fused. Thus the J-invariant conjugacy classes of principal
2-weights of I are in bijection with the tuples (A, A5, A3, k1, k) where A;, A, and A3 are
partitions, k; and k, are 2-cores such that disc(V) = (=1)*?! and

441+ 1) + 8lAs] + 2(1ki | + |kal) = w
We denote by w;, , and w;, _ the numbers of J-invariant conjugacy classes of principal 2-
weights of I for the case disc(V) = + and — respectively. Then w;, , + )], _ is equal to the
coefficient of " in
e

(5.22) ((Zﬁkxzf‘k) )(Zf‘")(Ztl“ () —]—[(“ S

’

while wy, , — w;, _is equal to the coefﬁ01ent of " in

w,

o © @ =
(5.23) ((Z t‘”‘)(Z O -)Z(Z ts")(; 1'% - 9P 1) = ]_1[ T

(-7

- I 12k .
Here we use identities ©(¢) = H - zk " and kl;ll THm = H G- In particular,

w,, , # wj, _occurs only when 4 | w

The unipotent conjugacy classes of I are just those in C, such that “a(1) = 0” or “a(1) >
I, k(1) > 2 and «(1) = 07, i.e., 1 € £, such that ¢; is even for all i. Let u;, , (resp.
u;, _) denote the numbers of unipotent conjugacy classes of [ if ty(V) = + (resp. —). Then
u,, . + u;, _ is equal to the coefficient of " in

- 1
EE T IRE) RO W RE) YD IR ) PR ey
k=1 k=1 k=1

while «,, — u/, _ is equal to the coefficient of  in (3.3). In particular, u), , # u/, _ occurs

w,

only when 4 | w. Note that [] ;== = [1(1 + %), therefore, by (5.22), (5.23), (3.24) and
k=1 k=1

(5.3), we have that w/,, = u;, . for € € {+}.
Now we consider the principal 2-weights of the group H, which is determined in the
proof of Lemma (3.7l Note that a principal 2-weight of I either covers a unique weight of
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H or covers four weights of Q(V). Let #/ denote the set of conjugacy classes of principal
2-weights of H which is I-stable and covered by a J-invariant weight of I, let %5 denote
the set of conjugacy classes of principal 2-weights of H which is not /-stable, and let %, =
Alp(Bo(H)) \ (#1 1] #5). Then by above arguments, we have that |2, [ | E4| = |#] | #5l.
On the other hand, by the proof of Lemma (3.7, one gets |Z;| = |#]], and thus |24 = |#5]
and |Z; [[ &3] = |[#4].

Up to conjugacy, every weight in #} is J-invariant and every weight in %] covers a
unique weight of Q(V), the weights in %5 present in pairs such that for each pair those two
weights are fused by J and every weight in %5 is I-stable, and the weights in %3 present
in pairs such that for each pair those two weights are fused by I and every weight in #;
covered two weights of Q(V).

Let ® be the canonical bijection between = and IBr(By(H)) as in [72, Lemma 2.1]. Of
course, O is J-equivariant. Let A, %A,, %5 be the images of E;, &, | [ 3, E4 under ®
respectively. Then every Brauer character in %4, is J-invariant, every Brauer character
in %, is I-invariant, every Brauer character in %45 is H-invariant. Moreover, the Brauer
characters in %, present in pairs such that for each pair those two characters are fused
by H, and the Brauer characters in %3 present in pairs such that for each pair those two
characters are fused by /. By [38, Remark 2.6], | Irr(Q2(V) | p)| divides | IBr(Q(V) | ®(p))|
for any p € E. Thus every Brauer character in %5 covers two irreducible Brauer characters
of Q(V). Note that the outer automorphism group of Q(V) induced by J is isomorphic
to a dihedral group of order 8 or a Klein four group according as disc(V) = + or —. If
disc(V) = —, then the restriction of every irreducible Brauer character of H to Q(V) is also
irreducible. If disc(V) = +, then by Lemma 3.9 (1), the restriction of every irreducible
Brauer character of %, to Q(V) is also irreducible.

It is clear that |%;| = |#;| for every i = 1,2,3. Now we establish bijections between
those sets. Let f; be arbitrary bijection between %, and #; and let f; be any /-equivariant
bijection between %5 and #;. By Proposition 5. 11l the number of Brauer character in
%, which covers two irreducible Brauer characters of (V) is equal to the number of
conjugacy classes of weights in %5 that covers two weights of Q(V). Therefore, there
exists a H-equivariant bijection f3 : %, — %5 such that Resg(v)(w) is irreducible if and
only if f(i) covers a unique weight of Q(V) for any ¢ € %,. Combing f;, f> and f5, we
get a bijection f between IBr(By(H)) and Alp(By(H)).

Let disc(V) = —. Then H = {+ly} X (V) and so it suffices to prove that f is J-
equivariant. Note that %5 and #5 are empty, and by the proof of Proposition the
group [ acts trivially on IBr(B(H)) and Alp(By(H)). So f is J-equivariant.

Now suppose that disc(V) = +, then outer automorphism group of Q(V) induced by
J is isomorphic to a dihedral group of order 8. We will use Lemma (2) to establish
this assertion, where we take W, and W, as IBr(By(H)) and Alp(By(H)) respectively. The
outer automorphism group of Q(V) induced by H (resp. I) is interpreted as {(a®) (resp.
{(a?,b)). Then conditions (a) and (b) of Lemma [5.9] (2) is clear. For (c), we note that the
every element of %, U %, U #1 U #, is I-invariant, while every element of %; U #5 is not
I-invariant. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 5.25. Suppose that dim(V) is even and PQ(V) is a simple group satisfying that
w # 8 or disc(V) = —. If every element of IBr(By(G)) is (Fo)-invariant, then the inductive
BAW condition holds for the principal 2-block of PQ(V).

Proof. Under the assumption, we have that J = (F) induces all automorphisms on Q(V).
We use the version [44, Thm. 2.2] of the criterion of inductive BAW condition of Brough—
Spiith [29]. We remark that the condition (iv.b) can be replaced by: (¢g)° extends to
(G = D),,. Take G, G, D, B in [44, Thm. 2.2] to be PQ(V), H/Z(H), (1, F), Bo(PQ(V))
respectively, where 7 € I \ H is of order 2 so that J = (H, 7). However, by the hypothesis
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and Corollary 3.63] every element in IBr(By(PQ(V))) U Alp(By(PQ(V))) is {Fy)-invariant,
so is every element in IBr(By(H)) U Alp(By(H)). Thus by Theorem there exists a
((H/Z(H)) = (1, Fy))-equivariant bijection between IBr(By(PQ(V))) and Alp(By(PQ(V))).

Now B is the union of the 2-blocks of H/Z(H) covering By(PQ(V)). We also identify B
as a union of 2-blocks of A. Then 8 = [ . 2® By(H), where z runs through the 2'-elements
in Z(H*F. In particular, B consisting of |H/Q(V)|» blocks. As the J(Fy)/Z(J)Q(V) has
cyclic Sylow {-subgroups for any odd prime ¢, the maximal extendibility properties of
Brauer characters hold (see e.g. [71, Thm. 8.11 and Thm. 8.29]). Therefore, the condition
() of [44, Thm. 2.2] holds. By similar arguments as in the proof of [45, Lemma 2.6], every
irreducible Brauer character ¢ of By(PQ(V)), the set IBr(H /Z(H) | y) N IBr(By(H /Z(H)))
is a singleton. On the other hand, each weight of By(P€(V)) is covered by a unique weight
of By(H/Z(H)). From this, there exists an (IBr(H/Q(V)) = (r, Fy))-equivariant bijection
between B and B which preserves blocks, and thus the condition (ii) of [44, Thm. 2.2] is
satisfied. Moreover, by [44, Prop. 2.5], the condition (v) of [44, Thm. 2.2] holds.

For the conditions (iii) and (iv) of [44, Thm. 2.2], we mention that the maximal ex-
tendibility properties of (Brauer) characters hold as above, and so it suffices to consider the
conditions (iii.a) and (iv.a). As the actions of (F) on IBr(By(2(V))) and Alp(By(2(V)))
are trivial, we may omit F, and just let D = (7) and disc(V) = +. The actions of () on
IBr(By(€2(V))) and Alp(By(£2(V))) are determined in the proof of Theorem It follows
from the results there that the conditions (iii.a) and (iv.a) of [44, Thm. 2.2] are satisfied. 0O

Proposition 5.26. Suppose that Assumption 51| holds for groups of type D, and Brauer
characters in the principal 2-block. Then the inductive BAW condition holds for the prin-
cipal 2-block of PQ{(q) (with odd q).

Proof. Let w = 8 and disc(V) = +. Then Out(PQ(V)) = S4 X (Fy). We use the criterion of
inductive BAW condition in the proof of Theorem We remark that by the arguments
of [29, §4] the assumption that D is abelian in [44, Thm. 2.2] can be replaced by the follow-
ing statement: D is isomorphic to the direct product of a cyclic group and the symmetric
group ;. The condition (iii) of [44] Thm. 2.2] follows by Assumption[3.1l So by the proof
of Theorem we only need to establish an Aut(P€Q(V))-equivariant bijection between
IBr(By(P€(V))) and Alp(Bo(P€2(V))), as well as verify the condition (iv) of [44, Thm. 2.2].

By the proof of Proposition[3.62] we also have that (F,) acts trivially on Ng(R)/RZs(R)
for the basic subgroups R?,o,w Thus in every conjugacy class of principal weight subgroups
of Og(q), there exists a subgroup R satisfying that (F) acts trivially on Ng(R)/RZs(R). So
for the extendibility properties, we may omit (F) and it follows from the fact that S, has
cyclic Sylow £-subgroups for any odd prime ¢ that the condition (iv) of [44, Thm. 2.2]
holds.

Next, we establish an Aut(PQ(V))-equivariant bijection between IBr(By(P€(V))) and
Alp(Bo(PQ(V))). In the following we will use the notation in §4.ITIl By the proofs of
Proposition [5.18 and Theorem the action of D = Dg on IBr(By(P€(V))), and we will
describe this action as follows.

Note that Ag(u) is abelian for all unipotent elements of G as w = 8, and thus the re-
sult of Chaneb [35, Thm. 2.9] also holds for G = Sping(¢), which is analogous as in the
proof of Corollary We recall the unitriangular basic set = of H from the proof of

Proposition and let Z be the set of irreducible constituents of the restrictions of the
4
characters in E; to Q(V) for 1 < i < 4. Then & = []E] is a unitriangular basic set of

i=1
Q(V). So by [83, Thm. A] and Corollary (Fy) acts trivially on IBr(By(Q2(V))). By
Corollary 3.63] (F) acts trivially on Alp(Bo(PQ(V))).
For 1 < i < 4, let %! be the subset of IBr(By((V))) corresponding to =/ under the
canonical bijection Z — IBr(By((V))). Directly calculation shows that |[%]| = 4, |%)| =
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4, |%;| = 12, |%,| = 8. Then every Brauer character in %] is D-invariant, the set %)
consists of two D-orbits of length two and E acts trivially on %), the set % consists of
three D-orbits of length 4 and N acts transitively on each D-orbits, and the set %) consists
of two D-orbits of length 4 and E acts transitively on each D-orbits.

Now regard %! (with 1 < i < 4) as Brauer characters of IBr(By(P€(V))). Similar as
in the proof of Proposition (c) we can show that every Brauer character in %] is I'-
invariant. Similar as in the proof of Proposition (a) we know that %) U %, consists
of two I'-orbits of length 6, and in each orbit there is a Brauer character  with I, = E.
Therefore, the D-orbits in %8, must be I'-stable, as otherwise %] consists of one I'-orbit
and thus there exists at most two Brauer characters ¢ in % with 'y = ((1,2)) which
contradicts to the fact that in each D-orbits in %} there is at least such one . Since
there is a unique conjugacy class of subgroups of I' of order 6, the action of I" in % is
clear. Therefore, comparing with the action of I on IBr(By(P€(V))) which is determined
in Proposition 4.9] we get an Aut(PQ(V))-equivariant bijection between IBr(By(PQ(V)))
and Alp(By(PQ(V))). O

According to Theorem [5.16] and we propose the following question.

Question 5.27. Let G be a finite spin group with rank > 3. Is there an Aut(G)-equivariant
bijection between 1Br(B(G)) and the unipotent conjugacy classes of G?

By above arguments and analyzing the action of Aut(G) on the unipotent conjugacy
classes of G, Question [5.27 has a positive answer if and only if every Brauer character in
IBr(By(G)) is {F)-invariant.

Question 5.28. Let Z’ be the set of irreducible constituents of the restrictions of the char-
acters in 2 to (V). Is " a unitriangular basic set for By(X(V))?

It follows from [83, Thm. A] that a positive answer of Question implies that the
group (Fy) acts trivially on IBr(By(G)), and thus implies a positive answer for Ques-
tion[5.27]

Now we are able to prove Theorem [11

Proof of Theorem[ll Thanks to [82, Thm. C], we may assume that g is odd. According
to [46, Theorem 5.7] and Assumption 5.1l we only need to deal with quasi-isolated 2-
blocks, as the inductive BAW condition has been verified for groups of type A in [47].
By [20], quasi-isolated 2-blocks of G are just unipotent 2-blocks, and by [33, Thm. 21.14],
the principal 2-block of G is the unique unipotent 2-block.

We exclude the simple groups PQg(q), as they are dealt with in Proposition By
Theorem and it suffices to show that every Brauer character in IBr(By(Q(V)))
is (Fy)-invariant, which follows by Corollary and Assumption [5.1] directly. Thus we
complete the proof. O

Corollary 5.29. Ifdim(V) is even and disc(V) = —, then the inductive BAW condition holds
for the simple groups Q(V) and the prime 2.

Proof. Suppose that dim(V) is even and disc(V) = —. Then SO(V) = {1y} X Q(V) and the
non-generic Schur multipliers do not occur. According to Corollary every element
in IBr(By(£2(V))) is (Fy)-invariant. It follows from Theorem that the inductive BAW
condition holds for the principal 2-block of Q(V). Moreover, by Theorem [} what is left is
to establish Assumption[5.1] which follows from Corollary O

5.II. The principal 2-block of F;(¢g). Now assume further that G is of type Fy4 so that
G = G' = F4(g) and assume that p = 2. Here we suppose that g is odd. Let ¢ = r/ where
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r is an odd prime, and let F,, be a field automorphism of G such that G = F,(r) and
F = F. Then

Aut(G) = G = (Fp).
Note that G* = G.

We will write the principal 2-block By(G) of G simply By when no confusion can
arise. Keep the notation of §4l If (R, ¢) is a principal weight of G, then by Lemma 4.3]
rank B(R) = 1 or 2. For r = 1, 2, let Alp(B,), be the subset of Alp(By) consisting of (R, ¢)
such that the rank of B(R) is r.

S5.IL.1. The case r = 1. First let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G with rank B(R) = 1 and
H := Ng(B(R)). From §4.1II we know that H = Z;(B(R)) = Spiny_(¢q), RZy(R) < H
and Ng(R) = Ny(R). Let ¢ € dz(Ng(R)/R). Then by Lemma 2.3] (R, ¢) is a principal
weight of G if and only if it is a principal weight of H. From this we deduce that up to
conjugacy Alp(By); is a subset of Alp(By(H)) consisting of (K—go) such that the rank of
B(R) is 1. By the arguments preceding R is conjugate to one of R; with 1 <i < 21
and i ¢ {2,4,5,6,12}. We identify the principal weights of H with the principal weights
of H/Z = Qy .(gq). By [29, Lemma 2.7 and Cor. 2.12], the principal weights of Qg . (g) are
the weights of Qg ,(q) covered by the principal weights of Og ,(g). According to [3 §6],
every principal weight subgroup of Og ,(g) provide only one principal weight. So we can
count the number of conjugacy classes of principal weights in Alp(By); by Corollary
and Table[2] i.e., | Alp(By):| = 19.

S.IL.2. The case r = 2. Now let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G with rank B(R) = 2 and
let H := Ng(B(R)) and L := Zg(B(R)). Then R is conjugate to one of Ry—R37 in Table 3
From we know that L = Sping (¢), H/L = 3, RZy(R) < L and Ng(R) = Ny(R).
Let ¢ € dz(Ng(R)/R). Then by Lemmal[2.3] (R, ¢) is a principal weight of G if and only if it
is a principal weight of H. Therefore up to conjugacy Alp(By), is the subset of Alp(By(H))
consisting of (R, ¢) with R ¢ L. According to [29, Lemma 2.7], if R is a principal weight
subgroup of H, then it is also a principal weight subgroup of L. More precisely, if (R, ¢)
is a principal weight of H, then by Lemma 2.1l (R, ) is a principal weight of L for any
P e Irr(L | ¢).

Conversely, Let (R, ) be a principal weight of L. If (R, ¢) is a weight of H covering
(R, ), then ¢ € rdz(Ny(R) | ), and moreover, by Lemma 2.1l O>(Ny(R)s/NL(R)) = 1. As
RZy(R) < L, if such a weight (R, ¢) exists, then it is necessarily a principal weight of H.

The following Lemma[5.30 will be also used in the proof of Proposition

Lemma 5.30. Let Y < X be arbitrary finite groups such that X|Y = G5 or S3 X S3, and let
x be an X-invariant irreducible character of Y. Then |rdz(X | )| = 1.

Proof. First we assume that X/Y = S;. Then by [58, Thm. 35.10], y extends to y € Irr(X)
and then rdz(X | y) consisting of the unique character y« where « is the unique character
of S5 of degree 2.

Now let X/Y = S5 X S;3. We let V be a normal subgroup of X containing Y such that
V/Y = S5 and X/V = S;. Then by the above argument, |rdz(X | y)| = 1 and we write
rdz(X | x) = {n}. Since y is X-invariant, it follows that 7 is also X-invariant. Thus by the
above argument again, |rdz(X | i7)| = 1. This completes the proof as rdz(X | n) = rdz(X | x)
by construction. O

Lemma 5.31. Let (R, %) be a principal weight of L. Then |rdz(Ny(R) | #)| = 1,0,3,1 if
INg(R)g/NL(R)| = 1,2, 3, 6 respectively.

Proof. As Ny(R)y/N.(R) is isomorphic to a subgroup of S3. If |[Ng(R)s/N.(R)| = 6, the
this follows by Lemma [3.30l If |[Ny(R)s/N.(R)| < 6, then Ngy(R)y/Nr(R) is cyclic and 9
extends to Ny(R)y. So this lemma follows by Gallagher’s Theorem. O
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By Lemma we see that for any principal weight (R’,¥’) of Og,, the parity of
Noy,, (R"N €y ) is equal to the parity of R’. Thus R’ N € . provides a unique weight of Qg
covered by (R’,9’). Hence Ny(R)y = Ny(R) for any principal weight (R, ) of L. Under
the notation of §4.1II| one has that [Ny(R)/N.(R)| = |S &)| € {2, 6}. By [29, Lemma 2.7] and
Lemma[5.31] we have the following.

Proposition 5.32. There exists a bijection between the set of the conjugacy classes of
principal weight subgroups R of L with S g = S and the subset of Alp(By(H)) consisting
of (R,p) withR C L.

From this, we can count the number of conjugacy classes of principal weights in Alp(By),

by $4.1I1L i.e., | Alp(By),| = 7.
Now we can establish the inductive BAW condition for the block B,

Theorem 5.33. The inductive BAW condition holds for the principal 2-block By.

Proof. Note that By is Aut(G)-stable and Out(G) is cyclic. To verify the inductive BAW
condition holds for the block B, it suffices to establish an Aut(G)-equivariant bijection
between IBr(By) and Alp(B,) (see for example [80, Lemma 2.10]).

According to [S1} Prop. 7.14], the number of irreducible Brauer characters in the unipo-
tent blocks &(G, 1) is 28. By Théoréeme A and the table on page 349 of [40], the group G
has three unipotent 2-blocks: the principal block and two unipotent blocks of defect zero.
So | IBr(By)| = 26. According to [69, Prop. 3.7 and 3.9] and [51, Prop. 7.14], we see that
(Fy) acts trivially on IBr(By).

By above arguments, | Alp(Bo)| = | Alp(Bo):1| + [ Alp(Bo)2| = 26, and thus [IBr(By)| =
| Alp(By)|, i.e., the blockwise Alperin weight conjecture holds for the block By. To verify
the inductive BAW condition, we only need to prove that (Fy) acts trivially on Alp(By).
First, (Fy) acts trivially on Alp(By); by Corollary 3.63] as Alp(By); can be regarded as
a subset of Alp(Bo(Sping_,(¢))) by construction. Let (R, ) be a principal weight of G
with rank B(R) = 2. Then (R, ) is a principal weight of L covered by (R, ¢) for any
¢ € Irr(L | ). By Corollary B.63] (R, ) is (Fy)-invariant. On the other hand, (R, ¢) is
the unique element of Alp(By(H)) covering (R, ) by construction. From this (R, ¢) is also
(Fy)-invariant. Then (F) acts trivially on Alp(By),, and this completes the proof. ]

5.111. Non-principal quasi-isolated 2-blocks of F4(g). The group G* = F4(g) possesses
a non-unipotent quasi-isolated 2-block only when 3 1 g.

Assume that 3 1 ¢g. Then there exists an element s, € G’ of order 3 such that Cg(sg)"
is an extension of (SL3 jyne(€q) X SL3 shori(€9))/{(001, 6511)> by Z3, where € = £1 is the sign
satisfying 3 | (g — €), dy 1s a cubic root of unity in GL,(eq), and Z; has a generator

(diag{n, n, 72}, diagly™", ", )
with n97¢ = ¢§,. By the classification of quasi-isolated elements of reductive groups of
Bonnafé [20], up to conjugacy, s, is the unique quasi-isolated element of G of odd order.
Write H = Zg(so), H = H" and R, € Syl,(H). Let B = &(G, s¢). Then by [60, Table 2],
B is a single block of G, that is, the unique non-principal quasi-isolated 2-block of G, and
by [78, Prop. 6.1], R is a defect group of B. Let B" = &(H, sy). Note that B" = &(H, sg)
is a single block by [33, Thm. 21.14], as any component of H is of type A.

S.IIL.1. B’-weights of H.

Lemma 5.34. Every radical 2-subgroup of SL;(€q) is conjugate to one of the following.
() P =1,

(2) Py =uRyy),

(3) P3 =R}y X R} )
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(4) P4 = L(R%’L())’

(5) Ps = uRyy,),

(6) P = L(R}’O’O’(l)) or L(Rio’l) according as € = € or € # &. In this situation, Pg is a Sylow
2-subgroup of SL(eq).

where t is the embedding GL,(eq) — SLs(eq), g — diag(g,det(g)™"). Moreover; the

radical subgroups P, P, ..., Ps are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. This follows from Lemma[2.6land the construction of radical subgroups of GL;(eq)
in §3.1 See also [43] §4]. O

Lemma 5.35. Let L = SLi(eq). Then | Alp(Bo(L))| = 3. Precisely, each of the radical
subgroups P3, Ps and Pg (in Lemma(5.34) provides a unique principal weight of L.

Proof. This follows from the explicit description of the weights of special linear and unitary
groups SL,(egq) in [43], §5] for n = 3. a

Note that B" = §y ® &(H, 1) and &,(H, 1) is the principal block of H. In particular,
Ry = Pg X Pg is a defect group of B’. Write H = J = Z; with J = SLs3(eg) o3 SL3(eg), then
every radical 2-subgroup of H is contained in J.

Lemma 5.36. | Alp(B’)| = 9. Precisely, each of the radical subgroups R = R; X R,, where
Ry, R, € {P3, Ps, P}, provides a B'-weight of H.

In particular, if (R, ¢) and (R',¢") are two B’-weights of H that are not H-conjugate,
then the weight subgroups R and R’ are not H-conjugate.

Proof. Note that J is contained in the kernel of the linear character §y,. So the block B’
covers the principal block By(J) of J. In addition, there are exactly three blocks of H cov-
ering Bo(J). So (R, Resxf(%)(go)) form a complete set of representatives of the J-conjugacy
classes of By(J)-weights of J if (R, ¢) runs through a complete set of representatives of the

H-conjugacy classes of B’-weights of H. In particular, | Alp(B’)| = | Alp(Bo(J))|. There-
fore, this lemma follows from Lemma[3.34 immediately. O

Remark 5.37. In Lemma[5.36, one shows that if (R, ¢) and (R’, ¢’) are two B’-weights of
H that are not H-conjugate, then R and R’ are not Aut(G)-conjugate.

S.IIL.2. Self-centralizing B-Brauer pairs of G. Take R a Sylow 2-subgroup of

GL2 1ong(€q) - GLo shori(€q) C SL3 jong(€q) + SL3 spori(€q) C Zg(s0).
Let
Ao = Qi1(Z(Ro)), Do :=Zs(Ry), Dy =Zs(Z(Ro)).
Note that the invariants r and s for A, are both equal to 1, i.e., Ay ~ F; (cf. beginning
of §4). We have

Z(Ao) = ((Sp4(9) X Spa(q) X Spy(9))/{(=1s, =1, =12))) > (7),

_ nl n n
T_((—n‘llz 2)’(—'7‘1 )’(—'7‘1 ))

with n € GL,(¢?), and n? a generator of GL,(g),. Thus, 7> = 1 and

(Sp4(q) X Sp,(q) X Sp,(¢))" = GLy(—&q) x GL (—&q) X GL,(—&q).

Note that 5o € Zg(Ao) and Zz 4, (50) = Zz,(5,)(Ao) 1s a central extension of GL; j,,,(€q) -
GL; snori(€q) by Z3. Up to a permutation of the second and the third components, we may
assume that s, is conjugate to

I 1
(( ~I —2 )( -1 -1 )’12)'

where
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Lemma 5.38. Let R be a 2-subgroup of G with R C Ry. Then there exists a self-centralizing
B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G if and only if there exists a self-centralizing B’-Brauer pair
(R, by) of H.

Proof. Recall that R is a common defect group of both B and B’. By [71, Thm. (9.24)],
we may assume that Z(R)) C R C Ry.

Let (Ro, bg,) be a maximal B-Brauer pair of G. By [78, Lemma 5.4], there exists an
F-stable maximal torus T of G such that (T), is the unique maximal abelian normal
subgroup of Ry and Zg((TF),) = T. Moreover, T C H. Then we have unique Brauer pairs
((TF)z, b(TF)z) and (Z(R()), bZ(Ro)) such that

(1, B) < (Z(Ro), bzry) < (T7)a, bxry,) < (Ro, bry)-
Then by [21, Thm. 4.14], up to conjugacy, we may assume that bepry, = & (T, s9). Here
we also regard s as an element in T*". Hence (Ry, bg,) is a maximal B’-Brauer pair of
H. Note that any component of Zg(Z(Ry)) is of classical type, so &(Zs(Z(Ry)), s) is a
single block for any semisimple 2’-element s of Z5(Z(Ry)). Thus by [21, Thm. 4.14] again,
bury) = 62:(Z6(Z(Ry)), so) up to G-conjugacy, as T is a maximal torus of Zg(Z(Ry)).

First let € = €. Then Zg(Z(Ry)) € H and Zg(R) c H. If (R, bg) is a B-Brauer pair of
G, then up to conjugacy we may assume that (1, B) < (Z(Ry), bzr,)) < (R,bg) < (Ro, bg,).
From this, (R, bg) is also a B’-Brauer pair of H. The converse is entirely analogous.

Now we suppose that ¢ # €. Let (R, bg) be a Brauer pair of G. As above, one shows
that (R, bg) is a B-Brauer pair of G if and only if it is a & (Zg(Z(Ry)), so)-Brauer pair of
ZG(Z(Ry)). Similarly, (R, b ) is a B’-Brauer pair of H if and only if it is a &(Zy(Z(Ry)), so)-
Brauer pair of Zy(Z(Ry)). Note that T is also a maximal torus of Zg(Z(Ry)) and Zg(Z(Ry)) =
Z7.2(Ry))(S0) 18 an F-stable Levi subgroup of Zg(Z(R))). By [21, Thm. 7.7], the block alge-
bras of &(Zs(Z(Ry)), so) and &>(Zy(Z(Ry)), so) are splendid Rickard equivalent. Applying
Brauer functor and by [55, Thm. 1.7], we deduce that for any &> (Zs(Z(Ry)), so)-Brauer
pair (R, bg) of Zg(Z(Ry)), there exists a unique &(Zy(Z(Ry)), So)-Brauer pair (R, by) of
Zp(Z(Ry)) such that the block algebras of b and b}, are Rickard equivalent. Thus (R, bg)
is a self-centralizing & (Zs(Z(Ry)), so)-Brauer pair of Zg(Z(Ry)) if and only if (R, b}) is a
self-centralizing &5(Zy(Z(Ry)), so)-Brauer pair of Zy(Z(Ry)). This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.39. Let R be 2-subgroup of G with R C Ry. If there exists a self-centralizing
B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G, then Z(Ry) C R C Ry and Z(R) € Syl,(Zy(R)).

Proof. Suppose that there exists a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G. Therefore,
Z(Ry) C R C Ry follows from [71, Thm. (9.24)]. By Lemma [5.38 there exists a self-
centralizing B’-Brauer pair (R, b}) of H. Let bg be the block of Z;(R) covered by bj. Since
By(J) is the unique block of J covered by H, by [64, Lemma 2.3], (R, BR) is a By(J)-Brauer
pair of J, which implies that by is the principal block of Z;(R). As |H/J| = 3, b, and b
share a common defect group. Hence Z(R) is a Sylow 2-subgroup of Zy(R), as wanted. O

By Construction 2.2 and Corollary 5.39] if R is a B-weight subgroup of G, then R pro-

vides a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G, thus up to G-conjugacy we may assume that
Z(Ry) € R Cc Ry and Z(R) € SyL,(Zy(R)).

S.1IL.3. Candidates for the B-weight subgroups of G: the case of € = €. When € = €, we
employ the following approach of classifying such weight subgroups R. Let

D =Zs(R) and M = Zg(D).
By Lemma[2.12] R is a radical 2-subgroup of M. Since Z(R,) C R C Ry, then Dy C D C D,

and Zs(D;) C Zg(D) C Zg(Dy). Note that: D and M are centralizers of each other. We
could calculate all possible centralizers Z;(R) for subgroups R between Z(R,) and R, and
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then calculate all possible M = Z5(D). Then, we classify radical 2-subgroups R of M with
Z6(R) = Zg(M).
When ¢ # €, the centralizer subgroups D and M are difficult to be determined. Besides
the above approach, we take more detailed study on subgroups between Z(R,) and R,,.
Assume that € = €, i.e., ¢ = +1 (mod 12). Then, we have

Ry = ((Zya X Zna) % Zy) X ((Zna X Zna) % Z3)

and
Z(R()) = GL](EC])IQ X GL](EC])IQ = Zzu X Zzu.
One can show that
Dy = ZG(Z(Ro)) = Zz;(40)(S0) = Zz5(50)(A0)
is a central extension of GL; j,n.(€q) - GLy g0r(€q) by Z3 as above, and Dy = Z;(R)) is
a central extension of GL,(eq)l; - GL,(eq)l, by Z;. Thus, both R and D are contained
in D;. Let R’ be the unique Sylow 2-subgroup of the pre-image of R in GL, ,,,(€q) X
GL; nor(€q). Consider the decomposition of the restriction to R’ of the natural representa-
tion of GL; j,ne(€9) X GL s10r(€q), we see that D = Z;(R) is a central extension of G| - G}
by Z; and M = Z;(D) is central extension of G -G, by Z3, where G/ (resp. G)) is conjugate
to one of the following in GL; j,,e(€q) (resp. GLy snor(€9)):
(S1) GL,(eq)I, (irreducible and with division ring F,);
(S2) GL,(g?) (irreducible and with division ring Fp);
(S3) GL,(eq) x GL,(egq) (sum of two inequivalent linear characters);
(84) GL,(€egq) (sum of two equivalent linear characters).
When G (i = 1,2) is in item (S1), (S2), (83), (S4), G, is in item (S4), (S2), (S3), (S1)
respectively. Then, R = R; X R, with R; a radical 2-subgroup of G; such that Zgy ,)(R;) =
Z61,(e9(Gi). We have:
(1) if G; is in item (S1), then R; = (GL(€9))»15;
(2) if G; is in item (S2), then R; = (GL,(g%))2;
(3) if G; is in item (S3), then R; = (GL,(€q)), X (GL(€q))2;
(4) if G; is in item (S3), then R; either a Sylow 2-subgroup of GL,(eq) or a conjugate
of (GL1(eg))212 - Os.
That is to say, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.40. Suppose that € = €. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G with Z(R,) C
R C Ry and Z(R) € Syl,(Zy(R)). Then R is G-conjugate to a B’-weight subgroup of H, as
listed in Lemma

5.1IL.4. Candidates for the B-weight subgroups of G: the case of € # €. Assume thate # €,
i.e., g = 5 (mod 12). Then, we have

RO = S2a+2 X S2a+2

and
Z(Ro) = Ao = GL1(€q)21> - GLi(eq)2 s = 7, X Z5.
Then,
Dy = Z5(Ao) = ((Spy(q) X Spy(q) X Spo(9))/{(—14, =12, —13))) = (7).
We take

1 1,2 11,2
3L b\ (-3 dn
= ’ ’I .
o= M )
For simplicity, we write
Z5(A0)’ = (Spa(q) X Spy(q) X SPo(@)/{(~1a, =L, =1)).

Note that 3 € Fy — (F})*.
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Lemma 5.41. We have

Zz5(40)(50) = ((GLa(€g) X GLi(€q) X Spy(g)/{(=L2, =1, =12)))) = (T)
in ZG(A())

_1 1.2

Proof. Note that the centralizer of %ﬁk 2771111‘ ) in Sp,,(¢q) is equal to GL;(eg) and T
3l —5lk

commutes with sy. Then, the conclusion follows. O

In the above, GLi(eq) < Sp,,(g) in the following way:

2
A+ —7]2B—>(2 743),

where A, B € My(q), A + \J—12B € GLi(q), A — —112B = (A + —12B)')"\.

e whene = -1,
A —-’B
2
A+ nB|—>(B A ),

where A, B € M;(q), A + \-7*B € GLi(—q).

When (g, €) = (=1, 1), choose uy, vy € F, such that uo— V—1vy is a generator of GL,(¢*),
(hence u? +v3 = —1). Put

_ [ U —Vo _ 1
xl—(VO o )andyl—( _1 )

When (¢, €) = (1, —1), choose u;, v, € F, such that n(u; — V—1v) is a generator of GL,(¢?),

and u? + v = -2, Put
_[ mu (1
X1 —( v ) andyl —( 1 )

Then, x;,y; € GLs(eg), o(x;) = 2*'!, o(y;) = 2 and ylxlyl‘1 = x| ‘= —-x, . Put
By = (x1,y1) and C; = (x;). For any integer k with 0 < k < a, put

Bii = y1), Byy= (]  xiyn), Cre = ().
Note that Bl’() = B/I,O = B] and Cl’() = C].

When (g, €) = (-1, 1), choose go, hy € F, such that gy — hon is a generator of GL,(¢*),
(hence g5 — hin* = —1). Let g, — h{n = (g0 — hon)*. Put

_( & hor dv, = [ 80 ~horp®
X2 ( l’l6 g{) ) and y, ho ~20 .

e whene =1,

When (g, €) = (1,-1), put

2
_(m _ 1
XQ—( n_2)andy2—(_1 )

Then, x,,y> € Sp,(q), 0(y27) = 2**', y3 = —I and x, = (yo7)%. Put B, = (x5, y,), B) =
(y2, T), C = (y,7). For any integer k with 1 < k < a, put

2k—l 2k—] 2k—]
By =(x; ,y2), By, =(x; ,1), Cop=(x; ).

It is clear that B; X B/, is a Sylow 2-subgroup of Zz;,)(so). We take Ry = B| X Bj.

Lemma 5.42. (1) Any subgroup of By containing —I = x%a is conjugate to one of By,

Ci, Bix Bj, Cix (1 <k <a)

(2) Any subgroup of B), containing —I = x%a_l is conjugate to one of B, C3, Byy, B,
C2,k (1 SkSa).
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(3) Any subgroup of B, containing —I = x%a_l is conjugate to one of By, Cox (1 <k <
a).

Proof. (1)As B, is a semi-dihedral group of order 2¢*2, the conclusion follows easily.
(2) and (3) could be proven similarly. O

Lemma 5.43. (1) The centralizer of B, in Sp,(q) is equal to GL(eq)] C GL,(eq) C

Sp4(9).

(2) The centralizer of Cy in Sp,(q) is equal to GL1(g*) € GLa(eq) C Sp,(q).

(3) When 1 < k < a—1, the centralizer of B, in Sp,(q) is equal to A(Sp,(q)) C Sp,(q).

(4) When 1 < k < a— 1, the centralizer of B}, in Spy(q) is isomorphic to O_(g).

(5) When 1 < k <a—1, the centralizer of Cy in Sp,(q) is conjugate to GL,(&q).

(6) When k = a, the centralizer of B, , in Sp,(q) is equal to Sp,(q) X Sp,(q).

(7) When k = a, B, ~ Cy 41 is a cyclic group of order 4 and the centralizer is as that
in(5).

(8) When k = a, the centralizer of C, , in Sp,(q) is equal to Sp,(q).

Proof. For (4), first the centralizer of B| , (1 < k < a— 1) is equal to that of B| ,_,. One can
check that B . = Qg. Then, Lemma[m]mdlcates that the centralizer of B’1 il 1n Sp.(q)
is 1somorph1c to 0,..(q) or O,_(g). By direct calculation, one shows that the cardlnahty of
Zsp, (B} ,_1) 1s equal to twice of the solution of the equation

Xyt =1, xy€ F,.
Note that 77 € F} — (F})*. The above is equal to the cardinality of O, _(g), but not that of
O,.+(q). Therefore, the centralizer of B/, (1 < k < a—-1) in Sp,(g) is isomorphic to O _(g).

For (5), first the centralizer of C;; (1 < k < a — 1) in Sp,(g) 1s equal to that of C;,_;.
Note that Cy,_; is generated by an element X with X> = —/. We must have

14)
X~(_I2 )

Then, the centralizer of C, is conjugate to GL,(&q).
For (7), it is clear that B , is generated by an element X with X? = —1. We must have

I
x~( ., ")

Then, the centralizer of B/ , is as that in (4).
One shows (1), (2), (3) and (6) with direct calculation; (8) is trivial. ]

Lemma 5.44. (1) The centralizer of B), in Sp,(q) = () is equal to {+I}.

(2) The centralizer of C, in Sp,(q) > (1) is isomorphic to a central extension of Z,
extension of GL,(&q).

(3) When 1 < k < a— 1, the centralizer of B, in Sp,(q) = (7) is equal to {I}.

(4) When 1 < k < a— 1, the centralizer of B, in Spy(q) = (7) is equal to {+I}.

(5) When 1 <k < a—1, the centralizer of Cyy in Sp,(q) ={t) is isomorphic to a central
extension of Z, extension of GL,(&q).

(6) When k = a, we have By, ~ Cy 4.

(7) When k = a, the centralizer of B) , in Sp,(q) = () is isomorphic to a central
extension of Z, extension of GLl(eq)’.

(8) When k = a, the centralizer of C,, in Sp,(q) = () is equal to Sp,(q) = (7).

Proof. (6)Note that B, is generated by an element X € Sp,(g) with X> = —1. Then,
By, ~ Cy,-1. We must have
1
x~( 1),
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Then, the centralizer of B, , is as described.
(7)Note that B, , is generated by an element 777'X € Sp,(¢) with X*> = —;*1. We must

have )
n
X ( B )

Then, the centralizer of B’Z,a is as described.
One shows (1)-(5) with direct calculation; (8) is trivial. O

__In items (5)-(6) above, it appears a central extension of Z, by GLi(eq). Let’s write
GL(&q) for this group below.

Lemma 5.45. (a)Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q) with R C GL,(eq). Then R is
conjugate to one of
By, Ci, B By, Cra-

l,a—1°

(b)Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q). Then R is conjugate to one of
By, Cy1, Byg-1, Coa
(c)Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q) = (7). Then R is conjugate to one of
B), Cy, Bya-1, By, Co.

Proof. (a)We may assume that R C B;. By Lemma[5.42] we may assume that R is equal
to one of By, Cy, By, B, Cix (1< k < a). Write Z = Zsp,((R) and N = Nsp, (;)(R). The
group Z is described in Lemma[3.43] and the quotient N/Z is easy to find.
(1) WhenR=B; 1 <k<a-1,wehave N = B;;_1Z and O,(N) = By -1 # R.
(2) WhenR = B’Lk 1<k<a-2,wehave N = B’LHZ and O,(N) = B’Lk_1 * R.
(3) WhenR=C,; 1 <k<a-1,wehave N = BiZ and O,(N) = C, # R.
(4) When R = B} , ~ Cj 41, as shown in (4) it is not a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(g).

The other subgroups By, C, B’l’a_1 , B14, C1 4 are radical 2-subgroups.

(b)By Lemmal[5.42] we may assume that R is equal to one of B, ;, Co; (1 < k < a). Write
Z = Zsp,(R) and N = Nsp,()(R). Using Lemma[5.43] one can describe the group Z. The
quotient N/Z is easy to find.

(1) When R = Bz’k (2 <k<a- 2), we have N = B2,k_1 and OZ(N) = Bz,k—l * R.

(2) WhenR =Cy; 2<k<a-1,wehave N = B,Z and O,(N) = C,; # R.

(3) WhenR = B,, ~ C,,-1, as shown in (2) it is not a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(g).
The other subgroups B,, C, 1, By 4-1, C2, are radical 2-subgroups.

(c)By Lemma we may assume that R is equal to one of B}, Cy, By, B}, Cax
(1 <k < a). Write Z = Zsp (,(R) and N = N, ;) (R). Using Lemma[5.43] one can describe
the group Z. The quotient N/Z is easy to find.

(1) When R = B, = By, we have N = B/, and O»(N) = B, # R.
(2) WhenR=B,;, (2<k<a-2),wehave N = By;_; and O»(N) = B4 # R.
(3) When R = B),,, we have N = B/ and O,(N) = B} # R.

2,1°

(4) WhenR=B,, 2<k<a-1),wehave N=B, _, and O»(N) = B,,_, # R.

(5 WhenR = szk (I1<k<a-1,wehave N = B)Z and O»(N) = C, # R.

(6) WhenR = B,, ~ C,,-1, as shown in (2) it is not a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(g).
The other subgroups B}, Cy, B, 41, B/Z,a’ C,,, are radical 2-subgroups. m|
Lemma 5.46. We have

DO = Zg(R()) ~ GL](Eq)IQ X GL](Eq) X I

in Zg(Ao) = ((Spy(q) X Spy(q) X Sp,(q))/{(=14, =L, =15))) > (7).
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Proof. We have Ry = B X B}, which is generated by B, x B, and 7. By Lemmal[5.43](1) and
B.44] (1), we see that the centralizer of By X B, in Zg(Ay) is equal to GL;(eq) X Sp,(q) X I.
Calculating the centralizer of 7 in this group, we get the conclusion of this lemma. O

Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of F4(g) between Z(R,) and Ry. Note that Ry = By X B)
and Ry N Zg(A)® = By X B,. Let R, (resp. R,) be the image of projection of R to B, (resp.
B)). Let

R = RN Zs(Ay)" = RN (B; X By)
and let R] (resp. R)) be the image of projection of R" to By (resp. B,).

Lemma 5.47. Let R, be a subgroup of B, and R be an index 2 subgroup of R, containing
—I. Then, up to conjugacy the pair (R}, Ry — R)) falls into the following list:

(1) (Bl,k+l,x%kBl,k+1) (O0<k<a-1)

i Fap 05k

1. Y1C1))

(4) (Crpy1Crp) (1 £k < a);

(5) (Cip, x191C1p) (1 £k < a);

(6) (Cik+1s x%kcl,kﬂ) (O<k<a-1).

Proof. By Lemma[5.42] we may assume that R, = By, Cy, By, B, orCiy (1 <k<a).
Counting index 2 subgroups of them, we get the conclusion of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.48. Let R), be a subgroup of B, containing —I, and w, € B, — B, be an element
such that R’ is an index 2 normal subgroup of (R, w,). Then, up to conjugacy the pair
(R}, woR)) falls into the following list:

(1) (B2, 7By);

(2) (Co1, 2Ca0);

(3) (CQJ,TCQJ) (1 < l < Cl).

Proof. By assumption we have (R}, w,) ¢ B,. By Lemma 5.42) we may assume that
(R,,w2) = B),, C, or Bﬁ,z (I <1< a). Then, R, = By, Cy;, Cy; respectively. Thus, we get
the conclusion of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.49. Suppose that Q(Z(R)) = Ay. Then, R} is conjugate to one of
Bl’ Cl’ B’l,a—l’ Bl,a’ Cl,a;

R’ is conjugate to one of

By, Co1s Bag-1, Cog-
We have either R = Ry X Ry; or R is generated by R" = R X R, and another element of
the form w = (Wi, w»), where w; € R; — R}, w, € B, — By, w; normalizes R’ and wl.2 €ER.
(i=1,2).

Proof. By Lemmal[2.9] R is a radical 2-subgroup of Zs(Q;(Z(R))) = Z5(Ap). Then, R’ is a
radical 2-subgroup of

Z6(A0)° = (Spa(q) X Sp»(q) X Sp2(@)/{(—14, =1, —1)).

Now we know that R" C R} X R/, C Sp,(q) X I X Sp,(q)) and the image of projection of R” to
Sp4(q) (resp. Sp,(g)) is equal to R} (resp. R}). By Lemmas[2.8land[2.7] we get R” = R| XRY.
Moreover, R is a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(¢) and R, is a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q).
By Lemmal[5.45 R and R, are as described in the conclusion.

Suppose that R # R; X R,. Then, R, # R|, R, # R}, and R/R’ = Z,. Thus, R is generated
by R" = R} X R/, and an element w = (w;,w,), where w; € R — R| and w, € B}, — B,. As
R/R’ = Z,, then w; normalizes R} and w? € R, (i = 1,2). |



RADICAL SUBGROUPS 69

Lemma 5.50. Let R} C B, be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q) and Let R, C B, be a radical
2-subgroup of Sp,(q). Let w, € Sp,(q) (resp. wa € Sp,(q)T) be an element such w; (resp.
wy) normalizes R| (resp. R)). Let R C Zg(Ao) be generated by R) X R, and w = (wy, w»).
Then, R is a radical 2-subgroup of Zg(Ay) if and only if

O>(Nsp,(R))/R)™T) = Ox((Nsp,(R3)/RY)™) = 1.
Proof. It is clear that

Nz;a9)(R) = (Nsp,)(R}) X Spy(q) X Nsp, ) (R [{(=1, =1, =1))) = {w).
Then,

Nzgap(R)/R = (Nsp, ) (R)/RD™T X (Spo(@)/[{£I})" X (Nsp,)(Ry)/Ry)™.

It is known that O,((Sp,(q)/{£1})") = 1. Therefore, R is a radical 2-subgroup of Z;(Ay) if
and OIlly if 02(Nsp4(q)(R’1)/R’l)wlT) = 02((N5p2(q)(R’2)/R/2)W2) =1. O

Lemma 5.51. Let R, be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q). For R, C Sp,(q) = (1) with
Ry = B), ;, R = R X R}, is not a radical 2-subgroup of Zs(Ao).

Proof. We have 1 # ([y2]) = O2((Nsp,(R5)/R5)7). By Lemma[5.50, R = R; X R}, is not a
radical 2-subgroup of Z;(Ay). O

Write L = Z(Ag)®.

Lemma 5.52. Let R, be a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(q). For R, C Sp,(q) = {(t) with
Ry = Cy1, ZL(R)/Z(R) is not a 2'-group.

Proof. Ttisdueto 1 # [y,7] € Z,(R)/Z(R). O
Choose us, v, € F, with u3 + vin* = —1.

Lemma 5.53. Suppose that Q(Z(R)) # Aoy. Then, R is conjugate to one in the following
list:

(1) BixB,,CixB,, B, XB,,ClaXB,,;

(2) B1u X B}, B1u X Cy, Biu X Byy1, B1a X Cou; Bra X By, B1a X Coy;

(3) Bi.x B,

Proof. Note that elements in Ry — A of order 2 are those of the form

2k / 2k 1
)’1x1 bl T-x2, le'xl X2, k,l € Z

Replacing R by a conjugate one, we may assume that Q,(Z(R)) is equal to one of the
following: (1)(Ao, 7); (2){Ao, y1); (3)(Ao, y17); (4)(Ao, y1,T).
(1)when Q;(Z(R)) = {(Ap, 7). By Lemma[2.9, R is a radical 2-subgroup of

Z5(Q1(Z(R))) = ((GLa(eq) x GL(eq) x GL(€9))/{(=1, =1, =D))) = (X1, X3, X3)) X (7),

where ) )
| w2y vomlh v [ uw vam
Xl _( V212 —u212 ), X2 _X3 _( Vo —Up )
The condition of R C R, forces R C (GL,(eq) X I X GL(eq)) X (t). Then, R = R X B,
with R, is a radical 2-subgroup of GL,(eg). We must have Q(Z(R;)) = {+I}. By the
classification in Subsection 3.1 R; is conjugate to one of By, Cy, B’l’a_ > Cra-

(2)when Q(Z(R)) = (Ap,y1). By Lemma[2.9] R is a radical 2-subgroup of

Zs(Q(Z(R)) = (Spy(q)' /(=1 =1, =1, =D))) = (7).
In the above, the product first two Sp,(g) is the centralizer of y; in Sp,(g). Write K =
Zs(Q1(Z(R))) and K° = Sp,(q)*/{(—=1,-1,-1,-1))). By Lemmas 2.8 and 27, R’ N K° =
(L1 X Ly X Ly x Ly)/{(=1,-1,-1,-1I)) with each L; a radical 2-subgroup of Sp,(g). The



70 ZHICHENG FENG, JUN YU, AND JIPING ZHANG

condition of R C R forces L; = L, = Ly = {+I} and R = By, X R,. Then, R is a radical
2-subgroup of Sp,(¢). By Lemmas and [5.48] R, is conjugate to one of B, Cs, By 41,
Cru, Bo, Cy 1.

(3)when Q(Z(R)) = (Ao, y17). This group is conjugate to that in (1). The proof and the
result is identical to that in (1).

(4)when Q((Z(R)) = (Ap, y1, 7). By Lemma[2.9 R is a radical 2-subgroup of

Zo(Q(Z(R))) = (GL1(eq)*/{(=1, =1, =1,=1))) (Y1, Y2, V3, ¥a)) X (1),

where )
v v _v _| U v
Yl—Yz—Y3_Y4_(V2 —uz)'
The condition of R C R, forces R = Q(Z(R)) = (Ao, y1,T) = B4 X B . a

Proposition 5.54. Let R C By X B), be a radical subgroup of G between Z(R,) and Ry. Then
R = R| X R, except when the pair (R}, wR)) is conjugate to

(B’]’a_]axlB’]’a_])9 a= 25 (Cl,a,YI);
and the pair (R, w,R)) is conjugate to one of
(Co.1,027C21), (B2, TB2),  (Coay TCo0).

Proof. Under the assumption, we have R; # R| and R, # R,. By Lemmas and 5.53]
R’ is conjugate to one of B, Cj, B’La_l, B, Ci4; and R) is conjugate to one of By, Cy 1,
By 41, Cy4. Due to Ry # R}, the case of R| ~ By could not happen. The case of R}, ~ B ,_;
could not happen as well (except when a = 2, then B,,_; = B,). By Lemmas and
we could take an extra generator w = (wy, w;) as follows:

(1) When R} = Cy, take wy = y1. Then, [y1] € Oa(Nsy, i (R)/R;)"™).
(2) When R'1 = B’1 als take w; = x%afz'

(2-i) If a > 3, then [x2""] € Oy (Nsp,q)(R))/R})"'7).

(2-ii) If a = 2, then w T centralizes

Zsp,(R}) = Oy _ and Ng;, () (R)/R} = O, _ [{{+]}).

(3) When R = B, take w; = x> . Then, [x"'] € O2(Nsp, ) (R))/R))").
(4) When R} = C,,, take w; = X3 (note that x;y; ~ x>"). Then, Z,(R)/Z(R) is not a
2’-group.
(5) When R| = C;,, take wy = y.
(6) When R’2 = C2’1, take Wy =T. Then, [yz] S 02(Nsp2(q)(R’2)/R’2)W2T)
(7) When R, = C,, take wy = y,T.
(8) When R), = B,, take w, = 7.
(9) When R, = Gy, take wy = 7.
By Lemma[5.50, we get the conclusion of the lemma. mi

Proposition 5.55. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G between Z(Ry) and Ry. If R = R'.
Then, R ~ Ry X R, with R, one of

By, Cy, B Bia, Cia

l,a-1°
and R, one of
By, Co1s Bag-1, Cog-

Proof. Suppose that Q,(Z(R)) # Ay. By Lemma[5.33] R is conjugate to By, X R, with R,
one of By, Cy 1, By 41, Coy. By X Cop.
Suppose that Q;(Z(R)) = Ay. By Lemma[3.49] we have R = R’ ~ R| X R, with R one of

Bl, Cl, Bll,a—l’ Cl,a and R2 one of B2, C2,1, B2,a_1, C2,a- O
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Proposition 5.56. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G between Z(Ry) and Ry. If R =
Ry X Ry # R'. Then, R, is conjugate to one of

By, Ci, B

l,a-1» Bl,a’ Cl,a
and R, is conjugate to one of

/ ’
B2, CZ, Bz’a.

Proof. Under the assumption, we have R, = R| and R, # R,. By Lemmas and 5.53]
R, is as described in the conclusion. By Lemmas and[5.53] R is conjugate to one of
B>, Cy1, Bry 1, Cy 0. By Lemmal5.48] we see that R, is as described in the conclusion. By a
similar argument as in Lemmal[5.51] one shows that R} XB; | is notaradical 2-subgroup. O

By the above arguments, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.57. Suppose that € # €. Let R be a radical 2-subgroup of G with Z(R,) C

R C Ry and Z(R) € Syl,(Zy(R)). Then R is G-conjugate to one of the following.

(1) One of the B'-weight subgroup of H, as listed in Lemma

(2) R; X By, where R; = By, Cy, B’La_l, Ci,0r By, Ifa = 2, then these subgroups are also
B’-weight subgroups of H.

3) (B, _, X By, (x1,7)). This occurs only when a = 2.

l,a—1

Proof. If R is a radical 2-subgroup of G with Z(Ry) € R C Ry, then it is one of the list
in Proposition [5.34] [5.55] and [5.56l One shows that if R is not G-conjugate to one of the
subgroups in (1)—(3), then Zy(R)/Z(R) is not a 2’-group. O

5.1IL5. Classifying the B-weights of G. By Corollary[5.39] if there exists a self-centralizing]]
B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G such that R is a radical subgroup of G, then R is G-conjugate
to one of the radical subgroup listed in Propositions and [5.571 The Brauer pairs of
general linear and unitary groups are classified in [27]. Precisely, up to conjugacy, each
of the groups R listed in Propositions and [53.57] provides exactly one self-centralizing
B’-Brauer pair of Zy(Z(Ry)), and thus provide exactly one B-Brauer pair of G by the proof
of Lemma[5.38

When & # €, for a B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G, we will use the notation (R, b},) for the
B’-Brauer pair of H defined as in the proof of Lemma[3.38]

Lemma 5.58. Let (R, bg) be a Brauer pair of G such that Z(Ry) C R C R.

(1) Assume that € = €.
(a) (R, bg) is a B-Brauer pair of G if and only if it is a B’-Brauer pair of H.
(b) If (R,bg) is a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G such that R is a radical 2-
subgroup of G, then Zg(R) is a torus with Zg(R) C H and Ng(R, bg) = Ny(R).
(2) Assume that € # €.
(a) (R, bg) is a B-Brauer pair of G if and only if (R, b},) is a B'-Brauer pair of H.
(b) If (R,bg) is a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G such that R is a radical 2-
subgroup of G, then Ng(R, bg) = Zg(R)Ny(R).

Proof. (1.a) and (2.a) follows by the proof of Lemma[5.38] Now we assume that (R, bg) is
a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G such that R is a radical subgroup of G.

First let £ = €. Then (1.a) follows by the proof of Lemma [5.38] We assume that R is
listed in Proposition It can be checked case by case that Zg(R) C Zg(Z(Ry)) C H.
Now assume that (R, bg) is a B-Brauer pair of G; we also regard it is a B’-Brauer pair of
H. One checks that Zg(R) is a torus case by case. Let by be the block of Z 7(R) covered
by bg. Then by [64, Lemma 2.3], (R, bg) is a By(J)-Brauer pair of J by Brauer Third Main
Theorem, which implies that by is the principal block of Z;(R). Since by is not the principal
block of Zy(R), we can assume that by = &5(Zg(R), s¢) and the linear character Res?H(R)(&))
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is the canonical character of bg. So using the fact that Zg(R) is a torus, we deduce that
NG(R,bg) = Nu(R).
Next, assume that € # €. We assume that R is listed in Proposition 3.371 We mention

that the Lusztig induction R;Egg induces a Morita equivalence between the block algebras
of br and b}, (cf. [77, Prop. 3.9]). In addition, the linear character §or = Resgﬁ(m(ﬁo) is

the canonical character of b} and iRéﬁEg(&),R) is the canonical character of bz. We can

check case by case that Zg(R) is a maximal torus of Zg(R). Similar as in the proof of
(1) one shows that b, = &(Zy(R), so) and thus by = &2(Zs(R), so). Note that the lin-
ear character § is stabilized by all elements of H. So Ny(R) C Ng(R,bg) and we have
Z(R)Ny(R) C Ng(R, bg). Conversely, for any g € Ng(R, bg), we have that g stabilizes the
Zs(R)-conjugacy class of the pair (Zg(R), Soz). So there exists ¢ € Zg(R) such that gc™!
stabilizes the pair (Zg(R), Sor). Let L = Zg(Zg(R)). Then L is a Levi subgroup of G con-
tained in H. By [33, (8.19)], §, defines a linear character of L” as §, € Z(L*)F. Also, gc™!
stabilizes §, by construction. Therefore, according to [32, Prop. 1.9 (i)], gc™' € H since
L. c H. This implies that Ng(R, bg) C Zg(R)Ny(R), which completes the proof. ]

Proposition 5.59. | Alp(B)| = 9. Precisely, up to conjugacy, each of the B’-weight sub-
group of H provides one B-weight of G.

Proof. First assume that £ = €. We will establish this assertion by showing that the map

(R, $) — (R, Ind\o((6))

induces a bijection between Alp(B’) and Alp(B). Let (R, ¢) be a B’-weight of H and let
0 € Irr(Zg(R) | ¢). Let by be the block of Z;(R) containing 6 so that (R, bg) is a self-
centralizing B’-Brauer pair of H. Assume that R is listed in Proposition and by
Lemma (R, bg) be a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G with Ng(R, bg) = Ngy(R).
Applying Construction 2.2} we see that (R, Indxz((?)(@) is a B-weight of G.

Conversely, let (R, ¢) be a B-weight of G and 6 € Irr(Z5(R) | ¢). Let bg be the block of
Zs(R) containing 6 so that (R, bg) is a self-centralizing B-Brauer pair of G. Moreover, 6 is
the canonical character of bg. Denote by # the inflation of 6 € Irr(RZg(R)/R) to RZ;(R).

Then Ng(R, bgr) = Ng(R)y and the induction Indxgg?b[e) induces a bijection

rdz(Ng(R, bg) | ) — rdz(Ng(R) | 9).

By Lemma one gets Zg(R) = Zy(R), Ng(R,bg) = Ny(R), and thus there exists a
unique weight (R, ¢) of H such that ¢ € rdz(Ny(R) | ©) and ¢ = Ind)\¢(¢). Furthermore,
the fact that (R, bg) is a B’-Brauer pair of H from Lemma implies that (R, ¢) is a
B’-weight.

Thus, from Construction 2.2] we see that the map (R, ¢) — (R, Indxz((?)(qb)) gives a in-
jection from the B’-weights of H to the B-weights of G, which induces a surjection be-
tween Alp(B’) and Alp(B). By Lemma and Remark 5.37] if (R, ¢) and (R’, ¢’) are
B’-weights that are not H-conjugate, then R and R’ are not G-conjugate. Hence the map
(R, ¢) — (R, Indxf]((g(qﬁ)) indeed induces a bijection between Alp(B’) and Alp(B).

Next, we let & # €. By Lemma[5.38] (R, b) is self-centralizing if and only if (R, b})
is self-centralizing. Assume that R is listed in Proposition 5.37] Each of these radical
2-subgroups provides a unique self-centralizing B-Brauer pair (R, bg) of G. Denote by 6
the canonical character of bg and by ¢ the inflation of 8 € Irr(RZ;(R)/R) to RZ;(R). By
Lemma 5.58] Ng(R)s = NG(R,br) = Zg(R)Ny(R) which implies that Ng(R)y/RZg(R) =
Ny(R)/RZs(R). By Lemma 2.1l O,(Ny(R)/RZy(R)) = 1, and hence by Lemma 2.13] R
is a radical subgroup of H. Calculations case by case shows that Ny(R)/RZy(R) = 1,
S5 or S5 X S5 when R is a radical subgroup of H, then by Lemma one sees that
rdz(Ng(R)y | ) has exactly one element, which implies that R provides exactly one B-
weight of G by Construction This completes the proof. O
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Remark 5.60. In the proof of Proposition we indeed get a correspondence between
the weights of B and &,(H, 1). Comparing with the Jordan decomposition for characters
( [33], §15]) and for blocks ( [21], [41]]), this can be viewed as a Jordan decomposition for
weights of quasi-isolated 2-blocks of groups of type Fj.

Now we are ready to establish the inductive BAW condition for the quasi-isolated block B.Jj
Theorem 5.61. The inductive BAW condition holds for the block B.

Proof. Note that B is Aut(G)-stable. As in the proof of Theorem [5.33] it is sufficient to
show that there is an Aut(G)-equivariant bijection between IBr(B) and Alp(B).

By [17, Prop. 5.3], &(G, so) is a basic set of the block B and so | IBr(B)| = 9. In addition,
by [17, Prop. 5.13], every character in &(G, sy) is Aut(G)-invariant. Thus every Brauer
character in IBr(B) is Aut(G)-invariant.

By Proposition | Alp(B)| = 9. Moreover, if (R, ¢) and (R’, ¢’) are B-weights that
are not G-conjugate, then by Remark[5.37, R and R’ are not Aut(G)-conjugate. Thus every
element in Alp(B) is Aut(G)-invariant.

Therefore, there exists an Aut(G)-equivariant bijection between IBr(B) and Alp(B) and
thus B satisfy the inductive BAW condition. O

Finally, we are able to prove Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem[2l Let G = Fy(q) (with odd ¢). By [46, Thm. 5.7], to establish the
inductive BAW condition for 2-blocks of G, it suffices to consider the quasi-isolated 2-
blocks for groups of types Fy, Aj, A,, ?A,, C,, Cs, B3. Note that the papers [47], [48] treat
the types Ay, A, and C,, while groups of type B3 are dealt with in Corollary 5.17. We
mention that for classical groups of types B, C and D, the quasi-isolated 2-blocks are just
the principal 2-blocks.

Therefore, we are left with the task of establishing the inductive BAW condition for
the quasi-isolated 2-blocks of G. By Théoreme A and the table on page 349 of [40], the
group G has three unipotent 2-blocks: the principal block and two unipotent blocks of
defect zero. Thus by Theorem [5.33] the inductive BAW condition holds for all unipotent
2-blocks. By [60, §3], the group G possesses a non-unipotent quasi-isolated 2-block only
when 3 ¢ ¢, and in which situation, the non-unipotent quasi-isolated 2-block is unique and
dealt with in Theorem [5.61l Thus we complete the proof of Theorem mi
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