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FROBENIUS AND SPHERICAL
CODOMAINS AND NEIGHBOURHOODS

ANDREAS HOCHENEGGER AND CIARAN MEACHAN

ABSTRACT. Given an exact functor between triangulated categories which admits
both adjoints and whose cotwist is either zero or an autoequivalence, we show
how to associate a unique full triangulated subcategory of the codomain on which
the functor becomes either Frobenius or spherical, respectively. We illustrate our
construction with examples coming from projective bundles and smooth blowups.
This work generalises results about spherical subcategories obtained by Martin
Kalck, David Ploog and the first author.
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In this article we will study exact functors F: A — B between (suitably enhanced)

triangulated categories which admit both a left adjoint L and a right adjoint R.
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Using the unit  and counit € of adjunction F 4 R, one can associate two natural

endofunctors to F, namely the cotwist C and the twist T, which fit into the triangles:

C—idy >RF  and FR S idg — T.

These endofunctors are ubiquitous in nature because:
“adjoint functors arise everywhere”. (Saunders Mac Lane)
In this paper, we will focus on the two most fundamental cases for the cotwist:
(i) C =0, which is equivalent to F being fully faithful;
we call a fully faithful functor with both adjoints exceptional;
(ii) Cis an autoequivalence, in which case we call F spherelike.
At this point, we want to offer up an extension to Mac Lane’s famous slogan above
with the following imperative, which will act as our guiding principle throughout:
“if a functor admits both adjoints then compare them!”

In particular, for the two fundamental cases described above, we have canonical

natural transformations between R and L, namely:

(i) ¢: R — RFL <= L, if F is exceptional;

(ii) ¢: R — RFL — CL[1], if F is spherelike.
Thus, a natural comparison question is whether ¢ is an isomorphism in either case?
If ¢ is an isomorphism then we recover the well-established notions of F being:

(i) exceptionally Frobenius in the exceptional case;

(ii) spherical (or quasi-Frobenius) in the spherelike case.

However, if ¢ is not an isomorphism then one can complete ¢ to a triangle of functors

and use the cocones to measure how far away F is from being (quasi-)Frobenius:

(i) if F is exceptional then we have a triangle P -+ R — L,
and we call Frb(F) := ker P C B the Frobenius codomain of F;
(ii) if F is spherelike then we have a triangle Q — R — CL[1],
and we call Sph(F) = ker Q C B the spherical codomain of F.

Theorem A. Let F: A — B be an exceptional or spherelike functor and let Bg
be the Frobemius or spherical codomain, respectively. Then imF C Br and the
-

corestriction F A — Bg is exceptionally Frobenius or spherical, respectively.

Moreover, B is the mazimal full triangulated subcategory of B with this property.

This theorem is the main result of Section 3.2 and Section 4.2, respectively. There
is a local version of these codomains for objects FA € B, where A € A is some object
in the source category. For simplicity, we assume that A and B admit Serre functors

S, and Sg, respectively. The local statements are as follows:
(i) if F is exceptional then P — R — L becomes FS4 — SgF — TSsF,
and we call Frb(F, A) :== *TSzFA the Frobenius neighbourhood of FA € B;
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(ii) if F is spherelike then Q — R — CL[1] becomes FS4C~![—1] — SgF — Q"Sy,
and we call Sph(F, A) := +Q"S4 A the spherical neighbourhood of FA € B.
Here we denote by Q" the right adjoint of Q.

Theorem B. Let F: A — B be an exceptional or spherelike functor and let Bra
be the Frobemius or spherical neighbourhood of FA € B, for some A € A. Then,
inside B, the Serre dual of FA is given by FS4A or FS4C~[—1]A, respectively.
Moreover, Bga is the mazimal full triangulated subcategory of B with this property.

This theorem is proven in Section 3.3 and Section 4.3. These neighbourhoods
can be put into a set, which is ordered by inclusion, thus yielding the Frobenius or
spherical poset of an exceptional or spherelike functor, respectively.

The symmetrical nature of C and T means that we could also consider the fun-
damental cases of when T is zero or T is an equivalence. The dual nature of these
constructions might lead us to name the corresponding functors coexceptional and
cospherelike, respectively, and it is easy to see how we would obtain analogous results

to that of Theorem A and Theorem B.
We illustrate the theory by several examples. On the exceptional side, we study

exceptional functors coming from projective bundles and blowups. We highlight
Proposition 3.5.5 of blowing up a P! on a threefold 7: Blp1 (X) — X. There we can
determine the Frobenius poset of the exceptional functor 7*: it encodes the poset of
thick subcategories of D?(P!). Additionally, we show that in case of hypersurfaces

of degree n in P?"~1, the linkage class appears actually as the triangle associated
to an exceptional functor. On the spherelike side, we obtain a wealth of examples
by Theorem 4.4.3: the composition of a spherical functor F; and an exceptional
functor Fo gives a spherelike functor FoF; and its spherical neighbourhoods can be
expressed as Frobenius neighbourhoods of F;. Currently, this is the only way we
know how to build spherelike functors. It would be interesting to find examples
which are not of this shape.

This article grew out of an attempt to generalise the notion of spherelike ob-
jects, as introduced in [HKP16, HKP19], to spherelike functors; see Section 4.5
for a detailed comparison. Whilst building up the theory, we realised that cen-
tral statements and examples in loc. cit. are about embedding spherical objects
by an exceptional functor, and thus they are actually statements about Frobenius
neighbourhoods rather than spherical neighbourhoods; see Proposition 4.5.3 and

the examples thereafter.

Conventions. Throughout, all categories will be triangulated and linear over an
algebraically closed field k. In particular, all subcategories will be triangulated.
Additionally, we will often implicitly assume that the triangulated categories admit

an enhancement, in order to speak about triangles of functors. The shift functor
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will be denoted by [1] and all triangles will be exact. We write A — B — C for
an (exact) triangle, suppressing the degree increasing map C' — A[l]. Finally, all
functors will be exact. In particular, we will denote derived functors with the same
symbol as its (non-exact) counterpart on the abelian level. For example, for a proper
morphism 7: X — Y, we write m,: D?(X) — DP(Y") for the derived pushforward.
Dualisation over k is given by (_)Y := Hom(_, k) and we use Hom*(A, B) to mean

the graded k-vector space @, Hom*(A, B[i])[—i|, which can also be considered as a

complex with zero differential in D(k-mod).

Acknowledgements. We thank Greg Stevenson for illuminating discussions. We
are also grateful to Pieter Belmans, Andreas Krug, Sasha Kuznetsov, and Theo

Raedschelders for many helpful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect some standard facts as well as detailing the terminology

and notation that we will use throughout the article.

2.1. Generating triangulated subcategories. Recall that all categories are as-

sumed to be triangulated, unless stated otherwise.

Definition 2.1.1. A subcategory C of A is called thick if it is full and closed under
direct summands, i.e. if C @ C" € € then C,C’ € € as well.

For an arbitrary family F of objects in A, the thick closure of F is the smallest
thick subcategory of A containing F and will be denoted by thick(F).

Definition 2.1.2. Let F be an arbitrary family of objects in A. Then the right

orthogonal of F is
FL = {A e A|Hom*(F,A) =0 for all F € F}.
Likewise, the left orthogonal of F is

1F:={A e A|Hom*(A,F) =0 for all F € F}.

Remark 2.1.3. The full subcategory of A with objects in F1 is automatically
triangulated and thick. The same holds true for ~. For this reason, we will in the

following identify F*+ and +J with the corresponding (full) subcategories of A.

Definition 2.1.4. An object A of A is said to be:

e a weak generator of A if AT =0;
o a classical generator of A if A = thick(A).

Remark 2.1.5. Note that if A is a direct sum of exceptional objects, then both
notions of weak and classical generator are equivalent. A classical generator is

always a weak generator, but the converse implication does not hold in general.
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Example 2.1.6. If X is a smooth projective variety and £ a very ample line bundle,
then A = Ox ® L @ --- @ L2MMX) is a classical generator of DP(X), see [Orl09,
Thm. 4].

Definition 2.1.7. A pair of full subcategories (A, B) of a triangulated category D

is said to be a semiorthogonal decomposition if
e Hom*(B,A) =0 for all A € A and B € B;
e for all D € D there is an exact triangle

Dy — D — Dy

with Dy € A and Dg € B.
We denote a semiorthogonal decomposition by D = (A, B).

The following statements about semiorthogonal decompositions are standard and

can be found, for example, in [Bon89] or [Kuzl5].

Proposition 2.1.8. If D = (A, B) is a semiorthogonal decomposition then the
assignments D — Dy and D — Dg are functorial in D and define left and right

adjoints to the inclusions A — D and B — D, respectively. Moreover, we have
A =Bt and B =LA.
Definition 2.1.9. Let A be a full subcategory of D. Then A is called

e right admissible if the inclusion functor A — B has a right adjoint;
e [eft admissible if the inclusion functor admits a left adjoint;
e admissible if it is both left and right admissible.

Proposition 2.1.10. Let A be a left admissible subcategory of D. Then ~A is right

admissible and D = (A, +A) is a semiorthogonal decomposition.
We can iterate the definition of semiorthogonal decompositions.

Definition 2.1.11. A sequence (Aq,...,Ay) of full subcategories in D is called
semiorthogonal decomposition if A, is right admissible in D and (Ay,...,Ap—1) is

a semiorthogonal decomposition of Ai. In this case, we write D = (Aq,...,Ap).

Remark 2.1.12. By this definition, D decomposes into a nested semiorthogonal

decomposition:
D=(Ay,....;An) = (... (A1, A2),...), Apn).

Actually, one can check that the order of the nesting does not matter, since we have
A=Ay, A1) N (A, ..., Ap)t. Moreover, note that Aj is left admissible
in D (and A,, right admissible), whereas for the terms in between we cannot make

a general statement about left or right admissibility in D.
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Remark 2.1.13. For a semiorthogonal decomposition D = (A4, ..., A,), it is often
assumed in the literature that all A; are admissible in D, and the definition we gave
above is sometimes called a weak semiorthogonal decomposition.

In the presence of a Serre functor of D, a left or right admissible subcategory of
D is automatically admissible. A particular consequence of this is that all terms of
a (weak) semiorthogonal decomposition become admissible. That is, if we have the

luxury of Serre functors then there is no difference between the two notions.

2.2. Serre duality. We recall some basic facts about Serre duality, all of which

can be found, for example, in [BK89] or [Huy06].

Definition 2.2.1. Let A be an object in a triangulated category A. An object
SA € Ais called a Serre dual of A if it represents the functor Hom(A, _)Y. Moreover,
A is called d-Calabi-Yau if A[d] is a Serre dual for A.

We say that S: A — A is a Serre functor of A if S is an equivalence and SA is a

Serre dual for all A € A, i.e. there is an isomorphism
Hom(A, B) = Hom(B,SA)"

which is natural in A, B € A. Finally, if S = [d] for some d € Z, then we say that
A is a d-Calabi- Yau category.

Proposition 2.2.2. Let A be a right admissible subcategory of B, and S¢ be a Serre
functor of B. Ifi": B — A is the right adjoint of the inclusion i: A — B then i"Spi

is a Serre functor of A.

Proposition 2.2.3. Let F: A — B be a functor between categories that admit Serre
functors Sy and Sg, respectively. If L 4 F then F SALS;. Similarly, if F 4R

then S;'RSs 4 F.
2.3. Kernel, image and (co)restriction.

Definition 2.3.1. Let F: A — B be a functor. The kernel of F is the full subcate-
gory:
kerF={AeA|F(A) =0} C A

The (essential) image of F is the subset:
imF={BecB|B=F(A) for some A € A} C B.

Remark 2.3.2. Note that ker F is automatically triangulated. Moreover, the kernel
ker F is a thick subcategory of A. Actually this generalises the notion of orthogonals
of objects, as A+ = ker Hom*(A4,_). On the other hand, if F is full, then the full
subcategory of B with objects im F will be triangulated. For general (exact) F this

might not be true.
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Definition 2.3.3. Let F: A — B a functor. If we have a full subcategory A’ C A
then the restriction of F to A’ is the functor:
Fla: A" — B,
which does the same as F on objects and morphisms.
Similarly, if we have a full subcategory B’ C B such that imF C B’ then the
corestriction of F to B’ is the functor:
F\B,: A— B,
which also does the same as F on objects and morphisms.

2.4. Functors with both adjoints.

Definition 2.4.1. If F: A — B is an exact functor between triangulated categories
with left adjoint L and right adjoint R then we can use Fourier—Mukai kernels,
bimodules or dg-enhancements, to define the twist T and cotwist C of F by the

following triangles:

FR S idy S5 T2 PR and €% idy 25 RF 25 C[1,

where g and er are the unit and counit of adjunction, respectively. Similarly, the

dual twist T and dual cotwist C' are defined by the adjoint triangles:

T %ids ™ FL2S T[] and  LF & idy 25 ¢ 25 LR,
where n. and ¢ are again the unit and counit of adjunction, respectively.
Remark 2.4.2. Note that the dual twist T' and dual cotwist C’' are cotwist and
twist of the left adjoint (and there is a dual statement involving the right adjoint).

For the construction of these triangles and the fact that they behave well under
adjunction, we refer the reader to [CW10] or [AL17].

Remark 2.4.3. If we have more than one functor present in an argument, such
as a composition Fo o F; : A — B — €, then we will use 77 and 7y for the unit
morphisms associated to F; and Fo, respectively. In particular, n; will be used to
denote either ng, : id — RyF; or n, : id = FiL;. Since these maps are taking place

on different categories, this should not cause confusion.
Lemma 2.4.4 ([Add16, §2.3] or [Meal6, Lem. 1.4]). We have natural isomorphisms:

TF[—1] ~ FC[1] RT[-1] ~ CR[1] FC'[-1] ~ T'F[1] C'L[-1] = LT'[1].

3. EXCEPTIONAL FUNCTORS
3.1. Definition and examples. We start with the central notion of this section.

Definition 3.1.1. We say that a functor F: A — B is exceptional if it is fully
faithful and admits both adjoints. If, in addition, there is an isomorphism R ~ L

between the adjoints of F, then we say that F is exceptionally Frobenius.
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Remark 3.1.2. Note that an exceptional functor is essentially the inclusion of an
admissible subcategory.

Recall [Huy06, Cor. 1.23] that if L 4 F 4 R then F being fully faithful is equivalent
to nr: idg = RF and ¢ : LF = id4 being isomorphisms.

Remark 3.1.3. A functor F is called Frobenius, if there is an isomorphism R ~ L

between the adjoints of F. Note that F need not to be fully faithful. As an example
consider F = (_) ® E: D*(X) — DP(X) with E any object in D°(X) where X is
smooth and projective. Then the adjoints of F are R = L = Hom/(E,_), but F will
not be fully faithful in general.

Lemma 3.1.4. If F is exceptional then we have natural isomorphisms:
Lyo: L = LFL Rer: RFR =R n F: F 5 FLF egF: FRF = F.

Proof. Consider the triangle identity:

C'L[-1]

W L
™~

L LFL LT'[1]
Since F is fully faithful we know that ¢ : LF = id4 and hence C' = 0. In particular,

JELL
L.

we have LT'[1] ~ C'L[—1] = 0 which implies Lnz: L — LFL is an isomorphism. That
is, even though 7 : idg — FL is not an isomorphism, it becomes an isomorphism
after applying L on the left, or F on the right. The other isomorphisms follow from

similar arguments. O

Remark 3.1.5. Note that as soon as id4 and RF are naturally isomorphic, then nr

is already an isomorphism (and analoguously for ¢| ); see [Joh02, Lem. 1.1.1].

Lemma 3.1.6. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then the canonical maps:

i IR
o:REMRFL B S L and ¢ RS LFR B8 L
are equal.

Proof. The claim can be reformulated to show that the following diagram commutes:

LFR — =R |

eL Rl? ZlnR L

R ——— RFL.
Rnr,
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Since F is fully faithful, the statement follows by the commutativity of the following

diagram:
FLFR — =% FL
FELR\LZ Z\LFHRL
FR ——— FRFL.
FRnr,
By Lemma 3.1.4, the maps F ™% FLF and FLF 2% F are inverse to each other, and

ERF

the same holds for F —> FRF and FRF —— F. Extending the previous diagram by

these isomorphisms we get:

FLFR ﬂ> FL

ELR FnRL

FR “Fr FRFL

7’]|_FR e’;‘RFL

FLFR P FL

The triangles on both sides commute by the remark above, whereas the bottom
square commutes as the units and counits act on separate variables. To conclude

that (%) is commutative, we note that egFL is an isomorphism and
erFLo FRnp o FetR = FLer o FR o Fe LR = erFL o FyrL o FLeg

which finishes the proof. For convenience of the reader we depict this chain:

! ! ! 0

Proposition 3.1.7. Let F: A — B be an exceptionally Frobenius functor. Then

the canonical map
-1
R L
¢ R~ RFL B L
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since F is fully faithful, nr is an isomorphism and so it is sufficient to show

that Ry : R — RFL is an isomorphism. If we suppose the isomorphism between R

and L is given by a: R = L, then we can form the commutative diagram:

R —— RFL

1 w

L —~ LFL,
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which commutes because the arrows act on separate variables. In particular, we

have Ry = (aFL)~! o Ly o «, which is an isomorphism by Lemma 3.1.4. (]

Example 3.1.8. Let A € A be an exceptional object, i.e. Hom*(A, A) ~ k. As-
sume that A admits an anti-Serre dual S™*A4 and A is proper, i.e. Hom*(4, A’) and
Hom*(A’, A) are finite-dimensional (graded) vector spaces for all A" € A. Then the
functor

F=F,:D’(k-mod) 5 A, V* = V*® A
is exceptional. Its adjoints are R = R4 = Hom*(A, ) andL = Ly = Hom*(S7'4, ) =
Hom*(_, A)V.

Example 3.1.9. The inclusion of an admissible subcategory is, by definition, a fully
faithful functor with both adjoints, hence exceptional. Moreover, any exceptional
functor F: A — B factors into an equivalence A — imF and an inclusion of an
admissible subcategory im F — B.

As a special instance of this type, consider a cubic fourfold Y C P?. Then
Ay = (0,0(1),0(2))+ c DP(Y) is called the Kuznetsov component, [Kuz10]. The
category Ay is 2-Calabi-Yau in the sense that it has a Serre functor given by
Say, = [2] and, because of this, Ay is often referred to as a noncommutative K3

surface.

In Section 3.4 and Section 3.5 we will discuss in detail exceptional functors com-

ing from projective bundles and smooth blowups.

Proposition 3.1.10 (e.g. [Kuzl5, Lem. 2.3]). Let F: A — B be an exceptional
functor. Then there are semiorthogonal decompostions:
B = (kerR,imF) = (imF, ker L)
where the decompositions are given by twist and dual twist, respectively:
FR—id—T, T —id— FL.

In particular, T projects onto ker R and induces an equivalence kerL — kerR,

whereas T’ projects onto ker L and gives an equivalence ker R — ker L.

Remark 3.1.11. We point out that the twist T coincides with the left mutation

functor Ljmf through imF. Similarly, the dual twist functor is the right mutation

functor Ry, r through imF. See [Kuz07, §2.2] or [Bon89] for more details on this.
We note that even though imF is admissible, ker L and ker R are in general only

right and left admissible, respectively.

3.2. Frobenius codomains.

Lemma 3.2.1. If F: A — B is an exceptional functor then the cocone P of the

canonical map p: R — L is isomorphic to RT" and LT[—1]. In particular, we have
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triangles:
P~RT' 5>RSL  and RSL—LT~P[ (1)
Proof. Taking cones in Lemma 3.1.6 gives a commutative diagram of triangles:

LER

LFR L LT
ELRJ/Z URL\LZ ll
!
R Ris RFL RT'[1],
from which the statements follow. O

Definition 3.2.2. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then we call Frb(F) :=

ker RT’ the Frobenius codomain of F and F|F™®(F) the Frobenius corestriction of F.

Theorem 3.2.3. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then imF C Frb(F)
and the corestriction F|F®(F): A — Frb(F) is exceptionally Frobenius. Furthermore,
if € is a full subcategory of B such that imF C € and F|®: A — € is exceptionally
Frobenius, then € C Frb(F). That is, Frb(F) is the mazimal full subcategory on

which F becomes exceptionally Frobenius.

Proof. Since F is fully faithful, the cotwist C and its dual C’ are both zero. Therefore,
by Lemma 2.4.4, we see that PF := RT'F ~ RFC'[-2] = 0. In particular, we have
imF C ker P =: Frb(F) and the corestriction F; := F|F™®(F) makes sense.

Next we show that F; is Frobenius, that is, its adjoints are naturally isomorphic.
If Fo: kerP — B denotes the inclusion then we have a natural isomorphism of
functors F ~ FoF; and the adjoints of Fy are given by Ry ~ RFs and Ly ~ LF5. We

claim that we have a commutative diagram of triangles:

RT'F, RFy 725 RFLF,
J/Z ll J/Z
R T, Ry —— RiFiLy.

For commutativity of the right square, we apply R to the compatibility condition:

Hom(LF3, LF3) —=— Hom(F3, FLF5) idLp, —— nF2
§ !
Hom(Ly, Ly) 2 idL,
L J

Hom(id, F1L1) —— Hom(F3, FoFLy) m ——— Fanr.

Therefore, we get an induced isomorphism R; T} ~ RT'F; = 0 as Fa: ker RT' — B.

In particular, this yields an isomorphism Rin;: Ry = Ry FiL; and hence a composite
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isomorphism Ry ~ R;{F{L; ~ L, since Fy is fully faithful, i.e. idgy — R;{F;. So Fy is
exceptionally Frobenius.

For maximality, we let Fi = FI®: A — € be a corestriction of F where € contains
imF. If Eg: C — B denotes the fully faithful embedding then a similar argument as

above shows that we have
Hom(RFQ, RFLFQ) i} Hom(ﬁl, ﬁlﬁltl), RT]FQ — Elﬁl

Moreover, if ﬁl is exceptionally Frobenius then ﬁlﬁl is an isomorphism by Proposition 3.1.7,

and hence im Fo is contained in ker P = ker RT'. O

Remark 3.2.4. An exceptional functor F: A — B is Frobenius if and only if
Frb(F) = B.

Actually, the structure of the Frobenius codomain is quite simple.

Theorem 3.2.5. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then the Frobenius

codomain decomposes into

Frb(F) = imF & (ker RN kerL).

Proof. Since ker R = imFL and ker L = Lim F, we see that ker RN ker L and imF are
mutually orthogonal. Hence imF @ (ker RN ker L) is a subcategory of B.

Now we check the inclusion “O”. We have checked already in the proof of
Theorem 3.2.3 that imF C Frb(F). Similarly, if B € ker R N kerL then the natu-
ral triangle P — R — L shows that B € ker P, giving ker RN ker L C Frb(F).

We turn to the converse inclusion “C”. If B € Frb(F) = ker P C B, then we can
use the semiorthogonal decomposition B = (imF, ker L) to break the object B € B
up via the triangle associated to the dual twist: T'"B — B — FLB. Notice that
FLB € imF C kerP and B € ker P together imply that T'B € ker P. Moreover,
by Proposition 3.1.10 we have T'B € ker L and so we see that T'B € ker P N ker L.
Finally, the triangle P —+ R — L gives an equality ker P Nker L = ker RN ker L and
hence we see that T'B € ker RN ker L, which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2.6. The easiest example where the Frobenius codomain is strictly big-
ger than the image of F is the inclusion of a direct summand F: A — A & B. Here
both adjoints are the same with kernel B. In particular, Frb(F) = A & B.

This behaviour is not pathological but rather the rule; see Section 3.4 and Section 3.5

for more details.

3.3. Frobenius neighbourhoods. We can introduce a local analogue of the Frobe-

nius codomain for objects.

Definition 3.3.1. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor and A € A. The
Frobenius neighbourhood of FA € B is

Frb(F, A) := {B € B | Hom*(4,RT'B) = 0}.
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The Frobenius codomain is connected to the Frobenius neighbourhoods in the

following way.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then

Frb(F) = (7] Frb(F, A).
AeA

Proof. We compute that
Frb(F) :== kerRT' = {B € B |RT'B = 0}

={B € B | Hom*(A,RT'B) =0, VA € A} (by Yoneda)
= [{B € B|Hom*(A,RT'B) =0} = (") Frb(F, A). 0
AeA AeA

Proposition 3.3.3. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor and A € A. Then
Frb(F, A) is the mazimal full subcategory of B such that ¢: R — L induces

Hom™ (A, Rrrp(r, 4)(_)) —Hom™ (A, L]k (F,4)(_))-

Proof. First we check that FA lies inside Frb(F, A). Indeed, Hom*(A,RT'FA) van-
ishes as im F C ker RT’ by Theorem 3.2.3.
Applying Hom*(A,_) to the triangle RT" — R — L from Lemma 3.2.1 yields the

triangle

Hom*(A4, RT’(_)) — Hom*(A4,R(_)) < Hom* (A4, L(_)). (2)
Plugging B € Frb(F, A) into this triangle shows that

Hom" (A, R|Frb(F,A) (_))1>Hom*(A, |—|Frb(F,A) (L)
Let € be a full triangulated subcategory containing im F. We show that if
Hom* (A, R|e(_))=*Hom™*(4, L|e(_))

then € C Frb(F, A), which means that Frb(F, A) is maximal. Let C' € € and plug it
into (2). By assumption Hom*(A, R(C'))~sHom™*(A, L(C)), so Hom*(A4,RT'(C)) = 0.
Consequently C € Frb(F, A). O

Remark 3.3.4. Note that this proposition fits nicely with Theorem 3.2.3: For
B € () 4e4 Frb(F, A) we get an isomorphism Hom* (A, RB)=Hom*(4, LB) functorial
in A, which yields, by Yoneda, RB=LB for B € Maca Frb(F, A) = Frb(F).

The following statement is our workhorse when computing the Frobenius codomains

and neighbourhoods in examples.
Theorem 3.3.5. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then for A € A,
Frb(F, A) = (imF, ker L N ker Hom*(A,R(_))) = (imF,ker LN (FA)1).

is a semiorthogonal decomposition.
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Proof. Plugging B € B into the triangle (2) yields:
Hom*(A,RT'B) — Hom*(A,RB) — Hom*(A,LB).

So for B € LimF = kerL, we get Hom*(A,RT'B) = Hom*(A,RB). Therefore, by
the definition of Frb(F, A) we get

LimF N Frb(F, A) = ker L N ker Hom* (A, RT’(_)) = ker L N ker Hom* (A, R(_)).

Now let B € Frb(F,A). As an object in B = (imF,LimF), there is a the
decomposition triangle "B — B — FLB. Since FLB € imF C Frb(F, A) by
Proposition 3.3.3, T'"B € Frb(F, A) holds as well. So by the paragraph above
T'B € ker L N ker Hom* (A, R(_)), which concludes the proof. O

3.3.1. In presence of Serre functors. Even if both A and B admit Serre functors,
the Frobenius neighbourhood Frb(F, A) of an object will not have a Serre functor

in general. Therefore we need the local notion of a Serre dual of an object, see
Definition 2.2.1.

Theorem 3.3.6. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. If A and B admit Serre

functors, then there is the natural triangle:
FSA — SgF — TSBF.
In particular, we have Frb(F) = Lim TSgF and Frb(F, A) = *TSgFA for A€ A.

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 3.2.1. Recall that 551T53 4T A4T. In

particular, we can manipulate the first triangle there as follows:

RT" 5R—L < RT' =R —S;'RSs (as L ~ S, 'RSg)
== S;'TSsF « F < S;'FSy4 (taking left adjoints)
<= TSgF + SgF «+ FSy4 (applying Sg).

From these manipulations we get that ker RT' = im (S%lTSB F)+ = Lim TSgF, using

Serre duality. The same reasoning for objects completes the proof:
Hom*(A,RT’(_)) = Hom*(S;'TSgFA, ) = Hom*(_, TSzFA)Y. O
Remark 3.3.7. From the last triangle in the proof of Theorem 3.3.6 we get

Hom*(A,RT'B) = Hom*(B, TSsFA)"
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which vanishes as soon as B € Frb(F, A). So we get from FS4A — SzFA — TSgFA
that for B € Frb(F, A) holds functorially:
Hompg,yk 4) (B, FSaA) = Homy (B, FS4A4)

= Homj (B, SsFA)

= Homj (FA, B)Y

= Homg,, ¢ 4y (FA, B)".
This means that FS4A is a Serre dual of FA in Frb(F, A).

Corollary 3.3.8. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor and A € A. Assume
that A and B admit Serre functors. Then Frb(F, A) is the mazimal full subcategory
of B such that FS4A is a Serre dual of FA.

In particular, if A is a d-Calabi- Yau object in A, then Frb(F, A) is the mazimal
full subcategory of B where FA is d-Calabi- Yau. Therefore, we call in such a case
Frb(F, A) the Calabi-Yau neighbourhood of FA in B.

Proof. This follows by combining Proposition 3.3.3 and Remark 3.3.7. O

Remark 3.3.9. In the situation of a Calabi-Yau object A in Corollary 3.3.8, the
Calabi-Yau neighbourhood Frb(F, A) only depends on A being a d-Calabi-Yau object
somewhere. More precisely, if F: A — B is another exceptional functor and AecA
a d-Calabi-Yau object such that FA = FA, then Frb(ﬁ,g) = Frb(F, A).

To see this note that for B := FS4A = FA[d] = FA[d] = FSjA, both Frb(F, A)
and Frb(F, A) are maximal with the property that B is a Serre dual of FA.

3.3.2. Dual Frobenius neighbourhoods. For completeness, we mention that we could

have started this subsection also using LT instead of RT’. In this case, the key steps
are

(i) The definition of a dual Frobenius neighbourhood of A under F is then
Frb’(F, A) = {B € B | Hom*(LTB, A) = 0}.
(ii) Proposition 3.3.3 can be extended by
Hom™(R|erpv (F,4) (_)’A)v:}Hom*(uFrb\/(F,A) (L), A)Y.

(iii) In the presence of Serre functors, we get that FSATlA is an anti-Serre dual
of FA inside Frb’(F, A), i.e. corepresents Hom*(_, A). Moreover, one can
check that Frb’(F, A) = Frb(F,S;*A4). In particular, if A is a Calabi-Yau
object, then Frb(F, A) = Frb’(F, A).

(iv) Finally, Theorem 3.3.5 can be extended by

Frb’(F, A) = (ker RN ker Hom*(L(_), A),im F) = (ker RN FA,imF).
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In particular, in presence of Serre functors, we arrive at
Frb(F, A) = Frb'(F,S4A) = (kerRN1FS4A,imF).
We leave the proofs as an exercise to the reader.

3.3.3. Frobenius poset. Inspired by the notion of a spherical poset of [HKP19, §2],

we arrive at the following definition.
Definition 3.3.10. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then
P(F) = {Frb(F,A) | A€ A}
is partially ordered by inclusion, which we call the Frobenius poset of F.
We collect here some general statements on the structure of such a poset.

Lemma 3.3.11. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then Frb(F,0) = B is

the mazimal element of the Frobenius poset P(F).
Proof. Note that Frb(F,0) = {B € B | Hom*(0,RT'B) = 0} = B. 0

Remark 3.3.12. In many examples, Frb(F) is the minimal element of the Frobenius
poset, see Section 3.4 and Section 3.5.

In general, if A € A is a weak generator, then Frb(F) = Frb(F, A). In particular,
Frb(F) is the minimal element of the poset. To see this note that B € Frb(F, A) if
Hom™(A,PB) = 0, which in turn implies that PB = 0 as A is a weak generator,
hence B € ker P = Frb(F). Actually, in this argument it is only important that A is

a weak generator for im P.

Lemma 3.3.13. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then for A, A" € A

holds Frb(F, A& A") = Frb(F, A) N Frb(F, A").

Proof. The statement holds by definition of the Frobenius neighbourhood, since

Hom*(A & A’,RT'B) =2 Hom*(A,RT'B) & Hom*(A’,RT'B). O
In Definition 3.5.3 we introduce the related notion of a Frobenius lattice, which

is inspired by the lattice of thick subcategories of a given triangulated category.

3.4. Example: projective bundles. Let X be some projective variety and € a
vector bundle on X of rank n+ 1. Consider the projective bundle ¢: P(€) — X and
denote by O4(k) the relative twisting line bundles. By [Orl92, Lem. 2.5 & Thm.
2.6] the functor

), = ¢*(_) © Og(k): D°(X) — D°(P(€))
is fully faithful for any k € Z and there is a semiorthogonal decomposition:
D°(P(€)) = (Po(D°(X)), ®1(D°(X)), ..., Pn(D°(X)).

In particular, we have that ¢* = ®q: DP(X) — D°(P(€)) is an exceptional functor.
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The following is just the specialisation of Theorem 3.2.5 and Theorem 3.3.5 to

the case of a projective bundle.

Proposition 3.4.1. Letq: P(§) — X be a P"-bundle. Then the Frobenius codomain
of q* is
Frb(q*) = ¢*DP(X) @ ker g, N ker ¢,
whereas the Frobenius neighbourhood for A € D(X) is
Frb(q*, A) = (¢*DP(X), ker ¢ N (¢* A)1).
For projective bundles of low rank we can say more.

Proposition 3.4.2. Let q: P(€) — X be a P-bundle. Then we find that Frb(q*) =
¢*DP(X) and

Frb(¢", A) = ¢"D°(X)
for A a weak generator of DP(X).

Proof. The first part follows from the second one using Proposition 3.3.2:

Fro(g") = () Frb(g", A).
AeDb(X)

Note that there is even a strong generator of DP(X) by Example 2.1.6.

For the second part, let A be a weak generator of D?(X), i.e. Hom*(A, B) = 0
implies that B = 0. The Frobenius neighbourhood of A is

Frb(q", 4) = (¢"D*(X), (¢"D°(X) ® 04(1)) N (¢"A)™).
For B € DP(X), we find that
Hom*(¢* A, ¢* B ® 04(1)) = Hom*(A, B ® ¢.0,(1)) = Hom*(A, B® &").
In particular, if ¢*B ® O,(1) € ¢*At, then B ® €Y = 0 using that A is a weak

generator. Since €Y is a vector bundle (and therefore faithfully flat), B ® &Y = 0
implies B = 0. U

We consider the easiest class of P'-bundles: Hirzebruch surfaces. In the following
we denote by DP(X), where U C X, the subcategory of objects in D®(X) supported
on U.

Proposition 3.4.3. Let ¢: P(O @ O(r)) — PL. Then we find that
Frb(g", 0np) = ("DP(P1), ¢"DEu (o (P) @ O,(1)),

¢*D°(P") if 7 #0;

Frb(¢*,0(5)) = {<q*Db(P1), O —1)®0,(1)) ifr=0.

In particular, Frb(q*, Onp) is neither left nor right admissible.
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As (up to shift) the objects O,p and O(j) are all indecomposable objects of

Db(IP’l), see also Proposition 3.5.4, we obtain a description of all Frobenius neigh-

bourhoods using Lemma 3.3.13.
Proof. For the first part, note that for A € D(P!)
Frb(q*, A) = (¢*D°(P'), (¢*DP(P!) ® 04(1)) N ¢ AL

For the intersection, we compute for B € DP(P!) similarly as in the proof above

that
Hom*(¢*A,¢"B ® Oy4(1)) = Hom* (A& A ® O(r), B).

In particular for A = O,,p we find that
Hom*(¢*Onp,q¢* B ® O4(1)) = Hom*(O,,p, B)®? = 0

if and only if B € DE)I\{P} (PY) for support reasons. For A = O(j) note that A @
A®0O(r) is a weak generator of DP(P') if 7 # 0. Finally, in the case that r = 0, the
right orthogonal of A inside DP(P!) is generated by O(j — 1).

To see the statement about the non-admissibility of Frb(¢*, O, p), note that its
(left or right) admissibility would be equivalent to the admissibility of DHE,I\ (P} (P1)
inside D®(P'). But the admissible subcategories of D?(P') are only 0, (O(k)) and
DP(P'). This can be seen by extracting the admissible subcategories among all thick

subcategories; see for example Proposition 3.5.4 below. O

Remark 3.4.4. Let q: P(€) — C be a projective bundle of rank r over a smooth

projective curve C. Then we have the semiorthogonal decomposition

DP(P(€)) = (¢"D"(C), ¢"D*(X) ® 0g(1), .., ¢"D(C) ® Oy(r))
Under the projection DP(P(€)) — ¢*DP(X) ® O,4(1) ~ DP(C) we obtain an induced
map of posets ’./]S(q*) — Pihiek(C). Using similar arguments as in the proof of

Proposition 3.4.3, we see that the image of this map contains at least all thick

subcategories (Op | P € V) with V an arbitrary subset of closed points in C.
We conclude this section with a qualitative statement about P?-bundles.

Proposition 3.4.5. Let q: P(€) — X be a P2-bundle. Then the Frobenius codomain
of ¢* is neither left nor right admissible in DP(P(E)).

Proof. Recall that by [BvdB03] a left or right admissible subcategory in DP(X) (with
X smooth and projective) is automatically saturated, hence admissible. Therefore,

it is sufficent to show that Frb(¢*) is not admissible.
Assume the contrary, so there is a semiorthogonal decomposition DP(P(€)) =

(Frb(q*), *Frb(¢*)) We can apply [Kuzll, Thm. 5.6, as Frb(¢*) is linear over the
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base X. Indeed, by the projection formula ¢.(B ® ¢*A) ~ ¢.B ® A and the same
for qi, so B € kerq, N kerq implies B ® q*A € kerq, N kerq. Hence we get a
semiorthogonal decomposition of a fibre, which turns out to be

D°(P?) = (Frb(p"), ~Frb(p"))

where p: P2 — Spec(k). Note that Frb(p*) = (0) @ tO N Ot. In particular,
we conclude that ~O N O+ is admissible in DP(P?). But this contradicts [Bon13,
§1.2). O
Proposition 3.4.6. Let q: P(€) — X be a P"-bundle withn > 2. Then ker giNker g

18 MON-2ero.

Proof. We start with the relative Euler sequence:
0— Q= g€ ®0,(-1) = 0, =0
taking its symmetric square and twisting by O4(3) gives
0 — Sym?Q,(3) = ¢*(Sym?EY) @ O4(1) — ¢* €Y @ 04(2) = 0
From this it is obvious that Sym?Q,(3) lies in
ker g = (¢*DP(X) ® 04(1), ... L*DP(X) ® O4(n)).

We claim that SymZQq(?)) lies also in ker g,. We apply ¢, to the short exact sequence
and get the triangle

¢:Sym?Q,(3) = Sym?8Y ® ¢.0,4(1) 2 &Y © ¢.0,(2)
using the projection formula. We claim that the map ¢ is an isomorphism, and
therefore ¢,Sym?Q,(3) = 0. First note that R'q.0,(j) = 0 for 4,j > 0, so ¢ is

a morphism of vector bundles. Restricting to an arbitrary fibre x € X, ¢ ® k(x)

becomes an isomorphism
SymZHomp (0(1),0(2)) ® H(P™, O(1)) — Hompx (0(1),0(2)) @ H°(P",0(2)).

Hence ¢ is an isomorphism of vector bundles (its kernel is a vector bundle of rank
dim ker (¢®@k(x)) = 0; if its cokernel would be non-zero, we have coker(p®k(x)) # 0
for x € Supp(coker(y)), a contradiction to ¢ ® k(z) being an isomorphism for all
). Therefore Sym?Q,(3) € ker g N ker g, O

Remark 3.4.7. We conjecture that for ¢: P*" — pt, the category ker g N ker g,
is non-admissible in DP(P") for all n > 2. Unfortunately, the result of [Bonl3,
§1.2] about non-admissibility of +Op2 N (‘)]#2 is based on tilting and the fact that
End(Op2 (1) @ Op2(2)) is a hereditary algebra, which does not hold for End(Opn (1) ®

<+ @ Opn(n)) as soon as n > 2.
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3.5. Example: blowups. Let 7: X — X be the blowup of a smooth projective
variety X in a smooth closed subvariety Z of codimension ¢ > 2, where the ex-
ceptional divisor £ = P(Nj) is the projectivisation of the rank ¢ normal bundle

N] = NZ/X on /:

Recall that the canonical bundle of X is given by:
wx =mwx ®0x((c—1)E),

and the restriction of the line bundle O 5 (F) is negative on the fibres of ¢. That is,

we have:

Op(B) =i"0%(E) = 04(-1).
For all k € Z, Orlov [Or]92, Ass. 4.2 & Thm. 4.3] shows that the functor:
Uy, == i.(¢"(_) @ Og(k)): D°(Z) — D°(X)
is fully faithful and we have a semiorthogonal decomposition:
D°(X) = (x*D(X), Wo(D(2)), U1 (D°(2)). ..., Ve s(D*(2)).  (3)

As in Section 3.4, we will not discuss the Frobenius codomains and neighbour-

hoods in general. We focus on cases where the center Z has low codimension.

Proposition 3.5.1. Let 7: X — X be the blowup in a smooth center Z of codi-

mension 2. Then for A € D’(X), the Frobenius neighbourhood under 7* is
Frb(7*, A) = (7*D®(X), i.q*DP(Z) N (x* A)*)
In particular, we have two extremes:

Db()z) if and only if j*A =0;

Frb(r*, A) =
A {w*Db(X) if and only if j*A is a weak generator of DY(Z).

Finally, the Frobenius codomain is Frb(1*) = m*DP(X).

Proof. The Frobenius neighbourhood for a general A under 7* is of the stated shape
by combining (3) with Theorem 3.3.5.

For general A € D°(X) and B € D?(Z) we compute
Hom™*(7* A, i.q"B) = Hom" (A, m.i.q*B) = Hom*(A, j.q.¢" B) = Hom*(j* A, B) (4)
using adjunctions, fully faithfulness of ¢* and woi = j oq.
If j* A is a weak generator of DP(Z), then the vanishing of (4) implies B = 0. So
for such an A, we get that i,¢*D°(Z) N 7* AL = 0 and hence Frb(7*, A) = ¢*DP(X).



FROBENIUS AND SPHERICAL CODOMAINS AND NEIGHBOURHOODS 21

Whereas if 7*A = 0, then there is no restriction on B € DP(Z) and we get
Frb(m*, A) = D(X) in this case.
Note that if we choose a strong generator A of DP(X) as in Example 2.1.6 using

a very ample line bundle, then j*A will be a strong generator of D®(Z). So by
Proposition 3.3.2, we obtain the statement about Frb(7*). O

Example 3.5.2. Let 7: X — X be the blowup in a point P. Then the above

proposition exhausts all possible cases and we find:

D°(X)  if P ¢ Supp(A);

Fro(n*, A) =
rb(m*, A) {W*Db(X) if P e Supp(A).

Besides blowing up a point, in the following, we obtain a full description of the
Frobenius poset also when blowing up a P! on a threefold.

Here, a lattice derived from the Frobenius poset will be useful. Recall that a
lattice is a poset such that any two of its elements have a unique supremum and
infimum. The infimum exists already in the Frobenius poset: by Lemma 3.3.13 it
is the intersection Frb(F, A) N Frb(F, A’) = Frb(F,A® A’). A supremum does not

exist in general.

Definition 3.5.3. Let F: A — B be an exceptional functor. Then the Frobenius
lattice ’./]S(F) is the minimal lattice containing P(F) and closed under

e union Frb(F, A) U Frb(F, A’) := thick(Frb(F, A), Frb(F, A));

e and arbitrary intersections.

This definition is inspired by the lattice of thick subcategories of a triangulated
category. We always have a natural inclusion P(F) C ’./]S(F)

We also need the description of the lattice of thick subcategories of D (P'), which
will be denote by P (P1).

Proposition 3.5.4. The indecomposable objects in DP(P1) are, up to shift, structure
sheaves of (fat) closed points O,p and the line bundles O(k) = Op1 (k).

Moreover, the thick subcategories of D°(P') are 0, (Op1(k)), D°(P') and (Op |
P € V) with V any subset of closed points in P,

Proof. See for example [KS19, §4.1] for details, where k is not necessarily alge-
braically closed. O

Proposition 3.5.5. Let 7: X — X be the blowup of a threefold in a smooth rational
curve C. For A € DP(X), its Frobenius neighbourhood Frb(m*, A) is one of the
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following

D°(X) = (7*D°(X),i.qg"D*(C)) if j*A = 0;

(m*D*(X),i.q"(Op | ¥i P # B)) if 7" A= @; On,p,[lil;
(m*D°(X),ixq*Oc(k — 1)) if 7+ A= @; O(k)[Li;
(m*DP(X)) if j7*A is a weak generator of DP(P').

Moreover, the Frobenius lattice ﬁ\’(ﬂ*) is isomorphic to Pipicac(P1).

Proof. By Proposition 3.5.4, j*A € D°(C) = DP(P!) is a direct sum of shifts of
(fat) closed points O,p and line bundles O¢(k). Note that by [Orl09, Thm. 4],
Oc(k) @ Oc(k') with k # k' is a weak generator of DP(C), and therefore also
Oc(k) @ O,p. Hence Proposition 3.5.1 implies that j*A fits into one of the cases
listed in the statement. Now using that Frb(7*, A) = (7*DP(X), ix¢*D°(C)N(7* A)*)
and (4) yield the claimed shapes of the Frobenius neighbourhoods. To see this, note
that thick(O,p) = (Op) whose orthogonal is (Og | @ # P); and that thick(j*A) =
(Oc(k)) for j*A a direct sum of shifts of a single line bundle O¢ (k).

By Proposition 3.5.1 the minimal and maximal Frobenius neighbourhoods are
attained. To obtain the second one in the list, take A = @ Op, for a finite collection
of closed points in C' C X. Then j*A is a direct sum of shifts of those skyscraper

sheaves.
For the remaining case, let j*A be a direct sum of shifts of a single line bundle

Oc(k). As j* commutes with ® and Hom (and therefore j*(AY) = (j*A)Y), there
is a minimal non-negative integer ko such that we obtain all O¢(mky) with m € Z
by j*. In fact, kg is positive, take for example j*A for A an ample line bundle on
X.

Using the projection DP(X) = (7*DP(X),4,¢*DP(C)) — i,q*DP(C) = DP(P'),
P(7*) becomes in a natural way a subposet of Pipick(P'). Its image consists of the
thick subcategories 0, (Op1(mko)), (Op | P € V) and DP(P'), where m € Z and V
is any subset of closed points of P! with finite, non-empty complement.

By passing from P(7*) to @(ﬂ*), V can be an arbitrary subset. Note that we
do not only use arbitrary intersections here, but also unions: otherwise the thick
subcategory (Op | P closed point of P!) would not be an element of ’./]5(71'*) If
ko = 1, then the lattices ’./]5(71'*) and Pipiac(P!) are isomorphic under this projection,

but even for kg > 1, they are isomorphic as abstract lattices. O

Remark 3.5.6. In the proof of Proposition 3.5.5, it seems that we cannot expect
that we can obtain all O¢(k) using pullbacks j*A with A € DP(X). So even though
P(m*) encodes the lattice Pipick(C), it might be that it also remembers something
about the embedding C' — X.
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Let m: X — X be the blowup of a smooth projective variety of dim(X) > 3 in
C = P!, Then using the projection D?(X) = (7*D?(X),,¢*D"(C), ... ,i.¢*DP(C)®
O4(dim(X) — 3)) — i.q*DP(C) = DP(P!), we obtain by the same arguments as in

the proof of Proposition 3.5.5 a surjection /:]5(7'('*) — Piniak(PL).

Remark 3.5.7. In Proposition 3.4.3, for the P!-bundle ¢: P(O @ O(r)) — P!, we

also obtain a natural map of lattices (/]S(q*) — Pinick(P1). This map is injective and

only for 7 = 0 an isomorphism.

Example 3.5.8. We consider the standard flip of C; = P! inside a threefold X,
see [Huy06, §11.3]:

)
[i
@ X @
01 — X1 XQ Ay 02
J1 J2

As X is the blowup of C; < X; and also of the flipped Cy < X5, we have
D®(X) = (w{D"(X1),i.¢iD"(C)) = (7{D*(X1), 0 (k, 0), O (k + 1,0))
= (m3D(X2), ixg3D°(Ca)) = (m3D°(X2), 0(0,1), 0p(0,1+ 1))
where k,l € Z arbitrary. Here we use the semiorthogonal decomposition coming

from the blowup X — X and the standard exceptional sequence for DP(P'). More-

over, we can compare both P(7]) and P(73), as they consist of thick subcategories
of Db()Z'). Using the list of Proposition 3.5.5, one can check that the only common
element, besides DP(X), is
O = (m{D*(X1), 05 (~1,0)) = Frb(x7, Ox, )
= (m3DP(X3), 0p(0, —1)) = Frb(m3, 0x, ).
Summing up, we get that
P(ri) NP(m3) = {0F C DP(X)}.
Note that O3 € P(n}) N P(w3) is the minimal (geometric) subcategory of Db(X)
containing both 7{D?(X;) and 73DP(X3). To see this, consider the thick subcat-
egory C of Db()Nf) generated by both. Projecting € onto i*ql*Db(Cl) ~ DP(P!) for

[ = 1,2, shows that € can be written as a Frobenius neighbourhood, in particular,

€ € P(n}) NP(73). So Of is a minimal noncommutative resolution of X; and Xo.
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We conclude this section with a rough statement about the Frobenius codomain

in case that the codimension of the center is bigger than 2.

Proposition 3.5.9. Let 7: X — X be the blowup in a smooth center Z of codimen-
sion ¢ > 2. Then the Frobenius codomain of 7* is Frb(1*) = 7*DP(X)Dker m,Nker 7.

Moreover, ker m, N ker m is non-zero.

Proof. The shape Frb(n*) = m*DP(X)®ker m,.Nker m follows directly from Theorem 3.2.5.
We claim that for £ =1,...,c — 2 the objects Z*Qg(ki) lie inside ker 7, M ker .

First we have a closer look at Q]q“(k:) Taking wedge powers of the relative Euler

sequence:
0= Q= ¢NY®0,(-1) = 0, — 0,
and twisting by O,4(m), produces the short exact sequence:

0= Qk(m) = ¢* \ NV @ Oy(m — k) — Q41 (m) — 0. (5)

Now, pushing this forward along ¢, and using projection formula on the middle

term, yields a triangle:

g (25 (m) = NN @ qu(0y(m — k) = g (@2 (m)).

In particular, for all 0 < m < k < ¢ — 1, which implies 1 — ¢ < m — k < 0, we have
¢+(Og(m — k)) = 0 and so we see that

k
3x(Qg(m)) =0 forall 1 <m < k. (6)

Indeed, if k = ¢ — 1 then Q5 (m) = wy(m) = Og(m — ¢) and ¢.(Og(m —¢)) =0 in
the given range. The other cases follow by induction.

Next we apply i, to (5) which yields the triangle
Z*Qg(m) — <q* /\/LC NY @ O4(m — k:)) — i*Qg_l(m).
So by another induction, we conclude that
LOK(k) € kerm = (o(DP(2)), U4(DX(2)), .., U _»(D°(Z)).
for k=1,...,c¢—2, as U}, =i, (¢*(_) ® O4(k)). Finally by (6) we find that
T (k) = juqu Qi (k) = 0
s0 1,0 (k) € ker,, as well. O

Remark 3.5.10. The objects Z*Qg(k) inside ker 7, Nker 7 are not exceptional (one

might be mislead by the fact that in case of a projective bundle the Qg (k) form a

full exceptional sequence).
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Nevertheless, we conjecture that Z*Qg(k?) with £ =1,...,¢c — 2 generate kerm, N

ker m and that ker 7, N ker 7, is not admissible in DP(X).

3.6. Example: linkage class. Let Y be a hypersurface of degree n in P := P?n—1
with n > 3, given by the inclusion j: Y — P. It is well-known that there is a

semi-orthogonal decomposition:
D°(Y) = (Ay, Oy, 0y (1),...,0y(n— 1)),

see for example [Kuz04, §4] or [KMM10, Thm 2.13]. Moreover, Ay is a connected
(2n — 4)-Calabi-Yau category, i.e. the Serre functor Sy, is just a shift by 2n — 4.

For more background in the case n = 3, see the article [Kuz10].

Proposition 3.6.1 ([Huy06, Cor. 11.4], [KMO09, §3], [KMM10, Rem. 5.2]). Let
B € DP(Y) be an object. Then there is a morphism e = eg: B — B ® Oy (=Y)[2],
called the linkage class of B € DP(Y), which fits functorially into the triangle

j*j«B = B <2+ B ® Oy (-n)[2,
where the arrow j*j.B — B is the counit of adjunction.

Let now i: Ay — DP(Y) be the inclusion coming from the semi-orthogonal de-
composition. Note that for the exceptional functor i, the canonical triangle of
Theorem 3.3.6 is

iSq, A — SyiA — TSyiA,

where T denotes the twist functor associated to i. Using that Sy, = [2n — 4] and
Sy = (_) ® Oy (—n)[2n — 2|, the triangle becomes (after shift and rotation):

T(iA® Oy (—n))[1] =4 L i4A® Oy (—n)[2). (7)

Proposition 3.6.2. For A € Ay, the linkage class e;a and w coincide. In particu-
lar, 7*j4iA =2 T(iA® Oy (—n))[1] and so the Frobenius neighbourhood of A in DP(Y)
s given by

Frb(i, 4) = *(5%j. A).
Proof. By [KMM10, Prop. 5.8], ej4 induces an isomorphism
Hom*(iA’,iA) = Hom*(iA’,iA ® Oy (—n)[2])

which is functorial in A € Ay by [KM09, Prop. 3.1]. In particular for A" = A, we
get that idjs is mapped to ej4. As w is defined by adjunction, it is the image of
id;4, as well.

The second part follows now directly from Theorem 3.3.6, noting that orthogonals

are independent of shifts. O
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Remark 3.6.3. The linkage class is defined for all B € D°(Y). One can extend
the definition of w as in (7) to any B € D°(Y) by first projecting onto Ay using
i“: DP(Y) — Ay.

Question 3.6.4. The linkage class exists in much greater generality, namely for any
inclusion j: Y < M as a locally complete intersection, see [KM09, §3]. Can the
analogous triangle of Proposition 3.6.1 always be realised using some exceptional
functor F: Ay — DP(Y)?

By Proposition 3.6.2 and Theorem 3.2.5, Ay has to be contained in tim (5*j,).

4. SPHERELIKE FUNCTORS

4.1. Definition and examples.

Definition 4.1.1. Let F: A — B be a functor with both adjoints. If the cotwist C
is an autoequivalence of A then we say that F is spherelike.

If additionally, R and CL[1] are isomorphic, then we say that F is spherical.

Both conditions on a functor F to be spherical imply that R and L only differ
by an autoequivalence. This property is also known as quasi-Frobenius. There is

always a natural way to compare R and CL[1], namely by the canonical map
¢ =1rLoRn : R — RFL — CL[1]
The dual version to ¢ is the canonical map
Y =g Rolpr: LT[-1] - LFR = R.

Proposition 4.1.2 ([Meal6, Prop. A.2]). If F: A — B is spherical, in particular
there is some isomorphism R ~ CL[1], then also the canonical map ¢: R — CL[1] is

an isomorphism.

Theorem 4.1.3 (J[AL17, Thm. 1.1]). Let F: A — B be a functor with both adjoints.
If F satisfies two of the following four conditions then F satisfies all four of them:
(i) the cotwist C is an autoequivalence of A,
(ii) the canonical map ¢: R — CL[1] is an isomorphism,
(iii) the twist T is an autoequivalence of B,

(iv) the canonical map v: LT[—1] — R is an isomorphism.

In particular, such an F is spherical.

The theorem above shows that one can define spherical functors in at least (3)

different ways. However, we stick to the (classical) definition because in most ap-
plications, the spherical functor F: A — B starts from a small source category

with simple cotwist C and produces an interesting autoequivalence T of the target
category.
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Theorem 4.1.4 ([Segl8, Thm. 2.10]). Let T be an autoequivalence of B. Then
there is a category A and o spherical functor F: A — B with twist T.

Example 4.1.5. Let A € A be an object. Then A is

o d-spherelike if Hom*(A, A) = k[t]/t? with degt = d;
o d-Calabi-Yau if A[d] is a Serre dual of A;
e d-spherical if A is d-spherelike and d-Calabi-Yau.

If A is spherelike, proper and admits an anti-Serre dual S™'A then the functor
F=F4:D’(k-mod) = A,V > V*® A

is spherelike with adjoints R = R4 = Hom*(A4,_) and L = L4 = Hom*(S7'4,_) =
Hom*(_, A)Y. To see this, by the triangle C — id — RF one can conclude that
C = [-d — 1] is an autoequivalence. With this, one can check that an isomorphism

R = CL[1] translates into a d-Calabi-Yau property of A, in which case A is spherical.

4.2. Spherical codomains. Recall that if F: A — B is a functor with both ad-
joints then we have canonical maps ¢: R — CL[1] and ¢: LT[—1] — R. Using ¢, we

can measure the difference between R and CL[1] with the triangle:

Q— RS CL. (8)

and dually there is the triangle involving :
¥ /
LT[-1] - R—= Q.

Definition 4.2.1. If F is spherelike then we call Sph(F) = ker Q the spherical

codomain of F and F|SPM(F) the spherical corestriction of F.

Remark 4.2.2. In particular, a spherelike functor F is spherical if and only if
Q ~ 0, which is equivalent to ker Q = B.

Theorem 4.2.3. Let F: A — B be a spherelike functor. Then imF C Sph(F)
and the corestriction F|SP"F): A — Sph(F) is spherical. Furthermore, if C is a full
subcategory of B such that imF C € and the corestriction F|: A — C is spherical
then € C Sph(F). That is, Sph(F) is the mazimal full subcategory on which F

becomes spherical.

Note that in particular, as F|SPh(F)

Sph(F).

is spherical, its twist is an autoequivalence of

Proof. First, we show that imF C Sph(F). Precompose (8) with F to get the triangle:

QF — RF 25 CLF[1).
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Now, [Meal6, Lemma A.1] shows that the second map is an isomorphism which is
equivalent to QF ~ 0. Therefore, imF C ker Q =: Sph(F) and F: A — B naturally
corestricts to a functor Fy := F[SPM(F): A — Sph(F).

Next we show that F; is spherelike, that is, the cotwist Cy is an autoequivalence.
If Fo: kerQ — B denotes the inclusion then we have a natural isomorphism of
functors F ~ F3F; and the right adjoint of Fy is given by Ry ~ RF5. That is, we
have natural isomorphisms RF ~ RFsF; ~ R{F; and the composition RF ~ R{F;
is compatible with both unit morphisms. Indeed, because Fy: ker Q — B is fully

faithful, we have the following commutative diagram:

Hom(F,F) ————— Hom(id4, RF) idp —— 7
| |
Hom(F2F1, FoFy) ! idF,F
| |
Hom(Fl,Fl) e Hom(idA,RlFl) idF1 M

Therefore, we have a commutative diagram of triangles:

C idg —— RF
L §
C, idg —— RiF

Since the second and third vertical maps are isomorphisms, we can conclude that
the first vertical map is also an isomorphism. The cotwist of F is an autoequivalence
by assumption and so it follows that the cotwist of Fy is an autoequivalence as well.

It remains to show that the canonical map ¢1: Ry — CyL[1] is an isomorphism.
This also follows from the compatibility of units. Indeed, the same argument as
above shows that we have natural isomorphisms Ri{F;L; ~ RFsF;LFs ~ RFLF,
which are compatible with the units:

R L
Rl L) R1F1L1 L) C1L1[1]

| ! |

In particular, since Fg: ker Q — B is faithful, we see that ¢;: Ry — C;L[1] coincides
with ¢: R — CL[1] on the subcategory ker Q, that is, ¢; = pFo. Moreover, since ¢
is an isomorphism on ker Q it follows that @1 is as well.

For maximality, we let F; := F|®: A — € be a corestriction of F. If Fy: €= B
denotes the fully faithful embedding then a similar argument as above shows that

we have $; = @Fa. Moreover, if Fy is spherical then &;(B) = ¢(Fo(B)) is an
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isomorphism for all B € € which is equivalent to Q(F2(B)) = 0. Therefore, we sce
that € C ker Q =: Sph(F). O

Remark 4.2.4. Instead of using the triangle Q — R — CL[1], we could have started
this section also with the triangle LT[—1] — R — Q. By the same line of arguments
as in Theorem 4.2.3, we arrive at the statement that the corestriction F]kerQ/ is
spherical, since 1): LT[—1] — R becomes an isomorphism on ker Q". Moreover, ker Q’
is maximal with this property. By Theorem 4.1.3, we also have an isomorphism
¢: R — CL[1] on ker Q’, so by the maximality property of both kernels we arrive at
ker Q" = Sph(F) = ker Q.

4.3. Spherical neighbourhoods. In close analogy to Section 3.3, we can also look

at spherical neighbourhoods of objects under spherelike functors.

Definition 4.3.1. Let F: A — B be a spherelike functor and A € A. The spherical
neighbourhood of A under F is

Sph(F, A) = {B € B | Hom*(4,QB) = 0}.

Remark 4.3.2. To avoid confusion, we stress that in general FA will not be a
spherical object inside its spherical neighbourhood Frb(F, A). In order that FA can
be a spherical object inside Frb(F, A) it is necessary that FA is a spherelike object
in B.

Remark 4.3.3. The spherical codomain of F is again the intersection of the spher-

ical neighbourhoods of the objects in A by Yoneda:

Sph(F) = kerQ = (7] Sph(F, A).
AeA

If A € Ais a weak generator, then we also find that Sph(F) = Sph(F, A). To see this
note that B € Sph(F, A) if Hom*(A4,QB) = 0, which in turn implies that QB = 0
as A is a weak generator, hence B € ker Q = Sph(F). Here we only use that A is a

weak generator for im Q.

Proposition 4.3.4. IfF: A — B is a spherelike functor and A € A then Sph(F, A)
is the maximal full subcategory of B such that

Hom*(A, R’Sph(F,A) (_)) ~ Hom*(A, CL’Sph(F,A) (_))[—1]

Proof. The proof of this statement is very similar to Proposition 3.3.3. Indeed, the

triangle to use is:

Hom™*(A,Q(_)) — Hom*(A,R(_)) — Hom™(A, CL(_))[-1]. O
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4.3.1. In presence of Serre functors. We specialise to the case that A and B admit

Serre functors.

Theorem 4.3.5. Let F: A — B be a spherelike functor. If A and B admit Serre

functors, then there is a natural triangle
FS4C[—1] — SgF — Q'S4

where Q" is the right adjoint of Q. In particular, we obtain Sph(F, A) = +Q"S4A
for A € A and that FS,C 1 A[~1] is a Serre dual for FA inside Sph(F, A).

Proof. Taking right adjoints of Q —+ R — CL[1] gives FC™'[~1] = R" — Q". Here
we use that R" = Sg FS;ll, in particular Q" also exists. We continue our calculation
Q - R— CL[1] <= FC![-1] — SgFS;' - Q" (taking right adjoints)

— FSAC_l[—l] — SeF — Q'S4 (precomposing with Sy)

In the last step we used that Serre functors commute with autoequivalences. For
A € A we have

Hom*(4,Q(_)) = Hom*(Q(_),S4(A))Y = Hom*(_,Q"S4(A))",

so Sph(F, A) = ker Hom*(A4,Q(_)) = *Q"S4(A). With the same reasoning as in
Remark 3.3.7 we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.3.6. Let F: A — B be a spherelike functor. Note that if S4C1A = A[d]
for some d, then Sph(F, A) is the maximal full subcategory of B where FA is d-
Calabi-Yau. In such a case, we call Sph(F, A) the Calabi- Yau neighbourhood of FA
in B.
4.3.2. Dual spherical neighbourhoods. If we use the triangle Q" — LT[-1] — R
instead then we arrive at the following definition and statements:

(i) Sph'(F,A) := {B € B : Hom*(Q’, A)V = 0},

(ii) Hom*(LT|SphV(F,A),A)V[—l] = Hom*(R|SphV(F,A),A)V),

(iii) Sph"(F, A) = (Q*S;*A)* and the anti-Serre dual of FA is FS}*CA[1].

4.4. They go together. Most of our examples will be a composition of a spherical

functor with an exceptional one.

Proposition 4.4.1. Suppose F1: A — B and Fo: B — € are functors with both
adjoints L1,Ry and Lo, Re, as usual, and let T; and C; be the twist and cotwist
associated to F; for i = 1,2. If we consider the composition F = FooF1: A — C

together with its twist T and cotwist C then we have the following triangles:

C1 —C— R1C2F1 and F2T1R2 —-T— T2.
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In particular, if Fo is exceptional, then there is an isomorphism C;y ~ C. So in
this case, if F1 is exceptional or spherelike then also F is exceptional or spherelike,

respectively.

Proof. Naturality of units and counits together with the octahedral axiom provides

us with the following commutative diagrams of triangles:

Cl C R1C2F1 FR —— F2R2 —_— F2T1R2
Cy id g RiF1 FR ide T
RF —— RlRQFQFl T2 _ T2-
Now observe that if Fy is exceptional then Co = 0, and hence C ~ C;. O

Proposition 4.4.2. Let F1: A — B be a functor with both adjoints and Fo: B — C

be an exceptional functor. Then there is the triangle
RiP2 — Q = QiLa.

In particular, we get QFy ~ Q1 and R1P2 ~ QTY,, and consequently Fa(ker Q1) C
ker Q.

Proof. We start with the following diagram of triangles, which compares Q = Qf
and Q1 = QF;:

Q —— RiRy=R —— CL[1]

le (%) zch[u

Q1L2 _— R1L2 _— C1L1L2[1]

where ¢: C — C; is the isomorphism of Proposition 4.4.1 as Fy is exceptional. We

focus on the square (x), which we expand a bit:

RiRy — Ry RiRyFoFyLiLy — %5 L1
R1 RanQl lem,;; Filimgr, Lo
RiRaFals RiF1Li1RaoFoLs U eL(1]
Rm,;;LQlZ liRlFlLlnE;LQ
_
RlLQ R177L1|-2 R1F1|_1|_2 w C1L1L2[1]
Here the left diagram commutes as it is the composition of adjoints, see [Mac71,
Thm. IV.8.1]. The commutativity of the right diagram follows from the octahedron
axiom as in the left diagram in the proof of Proposition 4.4.1. This shows that

the square (*) commutes, so with another application of the octahedron axiom we
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arrive at

RiP; —— R1R,T),

| |

Q —— RiRy =R —— CL[1]

! ! H

Q1|_2 _— R1L2 _— C1L1L2[1]

Now precompose the obtained triangle with Fo:
R1P2Fy — QF2 — QiLoFs.

As RyP2Fy ~ RTLFy ~ RFyCL[—2] = 0, we get therefore QF2 ~ QL2F2 ~ Qq as Fy

is exceptional. Similarly precomposing with T yields the triangle:
R1P2T/2 — QT/2 — Q1L2T/2

As QiLoTh ~ Q1 ChLy[—2] = 0, we hence get QT) ~ R1PyTS, ~ RT,2 ~ RTS.
Finally note that Fy(ker Q1) = {F2B | Q1(B) = 0}, hence for such an FyB holds
QF2B = Q1B =0, as well. O

Theorem 4.4.3. Let Fy: A — B be a spherical functor and Fo: B — C be an
exceptional functor. Then the spherical codomain of the spherelike functor F = FoFy

has the semiorthogonal decomposition
Sph(F) = (im Fo, ker Ly N ker R)
and for A in A its spherical neighbourhood is

Sph(F, A) = (im Fo, ker Ly N FA) = Frb(Fy, F1 A)

Proof. By assumption Fy is spherical, so Q1 = 0. Therefore the triangle of Proposition 4.4.2

becomes an isomorphism R;Py =+ Q. In particular, we get

Sph(F) = ker Q = ker R{P2
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and unraveling this with Yoneda and using Theorem 3.3.5

ker R{Py = {C ec ‘ VA e A: HOm*(AA7 R1PQC) = O}
={C eC|VAeA: Hom*(F1A,P2C) =0}

= [){C € €| Hom*(F14,P,C) = 0}
AeA

= () {C €| Hom*(B,PyC) =0}
BEim F1

= () Frb(Fy, B)

BEim F1

= () (imFykerLy NFyB*)
BeimF;

= (imFy,kerlyn () FoB*)
BeimF;

= (imFg, ker Ly Nim FL>
= (im Fy, ker Ly N ker R).
Implicit in this chain of equalities we have
Sph(F, A) = Frb(F2, F1A) = (imFa, ker Ly NFA*). 0

Remark 4.4.4. Similar to the the case of exceptional functors, we can also define

the spherical poset Q(F) of a spherelike functor F:
Q(F) := {Sph(F,A) | A € A}.
ordered by inclusion.

The proposition above shows that if F = FoF; with F; spherical and Fo excep-

tional, then we have an inclusion of posets:
Q(F) C P(Fy).

Example 4.4.5. Let ¢ = (B,1B) be a s