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ON THE DERIVED CATEGORY OF THE ADJOINT
GRASSMANNIAN OF TYPE F

MAXIM N. SMIRNOV

ABSTRACT. We construct a full rectangular Lefschetz collection in the derived category of
the adjoint Grassmannian in type F4. This gives the first example of a full exceptional
collection on this variety and also completes the proof of a conjecture due to Alexander
Kuznetsov and the author that relates the structure of the derived category of coherent
sheaves to the small quantum cohomology in the case of adjoint varieties for non-simply
laced groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Exceptional collections in derived categories of rational homogeneous spaces G/P have a
long history going back to the pioneering works of Beilinson [3] and Kapranov [14]. It is
conjectured that the derived category DP(G/P) always has a full exceptional collection and
many cases of the conjecture are known by now. For an overview of the state of the art from
a few years ago we refer to [18, §1.1]. The main advances since then are [5,10,11,19], where
exceptional collections were constructed on some homogeneous varieties of symplectic and
orthogonal groups, and the coadjoint variety of type Fy.

For homogeneous spaces of classical types A,,, B,, C,, D,, and in the exceptional type of
small rank G the story is relatively well studied (see [18] and [15, §6.4]). On the contrary, for
the exceptional types F4, Eg, E7, Eg there were only two known instances of the conjecture:
the cominuscule variety of type Eg (also called the Cayley plane) [9,20] and the coadjoint
variety of type Fy4 (this is a general hyperplane section of the Cayley plane) [5].

In this paper we deal with one more case in type Fy by constructing a full exceptional
Lefschetz collection (see [16]) in the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on the
adjoint variety of type F4. To state our result we introduce a few facts on the geometry of
this variety.

Let G be a simple algebraic group of Dynkin type F4 and let P = P; C G be the maximal
parabolic subgroup associated with the first vertex of its Dynkin diagram

1 2 3 4

e Oo—>=—0—0 (1.1)
The homogeneous variety X = G/P has a natural G-equivariant projective embedding
X  B(g). (1.2)

where G acts on its Lie algebra g via the adjoint action. In this embedding X gets identified
with the G-orbit of the highest root. Hence, X is called the adjoint Grassmannian in type Fj.

M.S. was partially supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Founda-
tion) — Projektnummer 448537907.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.07814v3

The variety X is a smooth projective Fano variety of Picard rank 1 with
dimX =15 and wx = O0x(-8), (1.3)

where Ox (1) is the ample generator of the Picard group of X.

Let U“* be the irreducible G-equivariant vector bundle on X associated with the fourth
vertex of the Dynkin diagram (1.1) (see Section 2 for more details). It has the following
properties

rk(U**) =6 and det(U*) = O(3).

This bundle turns out to be exceptional and is used, together with its twists, in our excep-
tional collection (see Theorem 1.1 below).

Let us now consider the tangent bundle Tx. It is a G-equivariant vector bundle on X.
Note, however, that T'x is not irreducible. More importantly, the vector bundle Ty is not
exceptional. However, a direct computation shows that we have

Ext*(Tx, Ox) = k[—1].
Thus, there exists a unique non-trivial G-equivariant extension
0—>(‘)X—>TVX—>TX—>0. (1.4)
From (1.3) and (1.4) we immediately obtain
rk(Tx) =16 and det(Tx) = Ox(8).

The vector bundle T is exceptional and is used, together with its twists, in our exceptional
collection (see Theorem 1.1 below). Let us also note here that T’y is isomorphic to the sheaf
Diﬁ§1 of differential operators on X of order less or equal to 1.

Now we are ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be the adjoint Grassmannian of Dynkin type ¥y. There exists a full
exceptional collection of length 24

D®(X) = (Ox, U, Tx, Ox (1), U (1), Tx (1), ..., Ox(7), U (7), Tx (7)) (1.5)

consisting of G-equivariant vector bundles. This collection is an Aut(X)-invariant rectan-
gular Lefschetz collection.

The concept of adjoint varieties is meaningful in any Dynkin type and their derived cate-
gories share some common features. In a joint work with Alexander Kuznetsov [19], drawing
motivation from the structure of the small quantum cohomology of these varieties, we have
proposed some conjectures on the structure of their derived categories. In the particular
case of adjoint varieties in non-simply laced Dynkin types (i.e., types B,, C,, F4, or Gy)
our conjecture [19, Conjecture 1.7] predicts the existence of a full Aut-invariant rectangular
Lefschetz collection. Therefore, since (1.5) has all these properties, we obtain the following.

Corollary 1.2. The conjecture [19, Conjecture 1.7] holds for the adjoint Grassmannian in
type F.

Since in types B,, C,, and Gy the conjecture [19, Conjecture 1.7] is already known to

hold, Corollary 1.2 finishes its proof by treating the only remaining case.
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Remark 1.3. By [7, Proposition 6.3] the small quantum cohomology ring of X is known to
be semisimple. Hence, Theorem 1.1 provides yet another instance where the first part of
Dubrovin’s conjecture (see [8]) is known to hold.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 naturally splits into two steps. First, by a direct computation
we show that the collection (1.5) is exceptional. Second, we prove that (1.5) is full by
restricting it to a family of subvarieties of X that sweep the whole X and are all isomorphic
to the even orthogonal Grassmannian OG(2,8). It is essential that for OG(2,8) a suitable
exceptional collection is already known by [19]. In this respect the proof is similar to the
proofs of fullness given in [17,19]. The extension T, oc(2,) of the tangent bundle Toq(2,8) by
the structure sheaf as in (1.4) also appears in the aforementioned collection on OG(2, 8).

Observation 1.4. Let us discuss how the use of the extension T of the tangent bundle
T'x by the structure sheaf Oy to construct exceptional collections can be extended to other
homogenous spaces. We restrict our attention to homogenous spaces G/P with P maximal
parabolic and we label them by pairs (D, k), where D is the Dynkin diagram of G and k
is the vertex in D that corresponds to the parabolic P. We use the Bourbaki numbering of
vertices in Dynkin diagrams [6].

For any G/P as above we have

EXt'(Tg/p, Og/p) = H'(G/P, Qg/p) = k[—l].

Hence, there always exists a unique non-trivial G-equivariant extension Ta sp of the tangent
bundle T¢/p by the structure sheaf O p. SageMath [23] computations suggest the following
patterns:

(1) For any G/P we have
Ext’(Tg/p, Top) =0 for i> 2. (1.6)

(2) The extension T, G/p is an exceptional object for any G/P with the following excep-

tions:
Ap, 1) and (An,n);

(
(By,n — 1) for n > 3 and also (Bs, 2);
(Cpn, 1) and (C,,2) for n > 3 and also (Cs, 1);
(F4, 4) and (GQ, 2)
These exceptions seem to be closely related to the failure of the Yoneda map
Eth(T(;/p, O(;/p) X EXtO(Og/p, T(;/p) — Eth(T(;/p, T(;/p) (18)

to be an isomorphism. In the cases (A, 1), (A,,n), (B2,2) and (C,, 1) the variety
G/P is a projective space and it is well-known that in this case already Tq/p itself
is an exceptional object. Hence, Ext'(Tgp, Tg/p) vanishes and (1.8) is not injective.
For all other exceptions the map (1.8) is not surjective.

(1.7)

(3) It is well-known (for example, see [1, Section IV.8, Theorem 2|) that for any G/P
except for (B,,n), (C,, 1) and (G, 1) we have an isomorphism

H°(G/P,Tgp) = g.
3



Hence, the above discussion on the Yoneda map (1.8) suggests that for any G/P with
the exceptions given by (1.7), and also (B,,,n) and (Gg, 1), we have an isomorphism

Ext'(Te/p, Top) = 9 (1.9)
and all the higher Ext-groups vanish as in (1.6).

(4) The sequence of vector bundles of the form

Ocyp, Tap, Oap(1), Tap(1), ..., Oasp(s — 1), Tap(s — 1),

Og/p(8), .-+, Ogp(r—1) (1.10)
where 7 is the index of G/P and s € [1,7] is the maximal integer defined by the
condition _ ~

Ext®(Tq/p(i), Tap) =0 forall 0<i<s,
is a Lefschetz collection for any G/P with the following exceptions:
all cases from (1.7) and all quadrics. (1.11)
)

Note that all quadrics are given by the infinite series (B,, 1) for n > 2 and (D,, 1
for n > 4, but also small rank sporadic cases (A3, 2), (Bs, 3), (Cs,2), (D4, 3), (D4, 4),
and (Gg, 1).
Moreover, the cases
(Bn,2) and (D,,, 2) for n > 4;
(A5, k) for k € [2,4]; (1.12)
(Ci’n 3)

are the only cases, where the collection (1.10) is a non-rectangular Lefschetz collec-
tion, i.e. s # 1.

At this point we do not have rigorous proofs of the above claims. We hope to be able to
say more on this in a future work.

Remark 1.5. Asking for the Yoneda map (1.8) to be an isomorphism is very close to saying
that the pair of vector bundles {Og/p,T/p} forms an exceptional block in the sense of
Kuznetsov and Polishchuk [18, Definition 3.1]. The only difference is that in [18] exceptional
blocks always consist of irreducible vector bundles, but the tangent bundle T¢ /p is irreducible
only for cominuscule G/P.

The paper is organised as follows. In §2 we recall the necessary general background on G-
equivariant vector bundles on G/P and collect some auxiliary facts for our particular setting.
In §3 we construct and prove exceptionality of (1.5). Finally, in §4 we show that (1.5) is full.
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Bonn for the great working conditions during the preparation of this paper.



2. PRELIMINARIES
We work over a fixed algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero.

2.1. Generalities on equivariant vector bundles. Let G be a connected simply con-
nected simple algebraic group and P its parabolic subgroup. Let us also fix a maximal
torus T and a Borel subgroup B in G such that we have inclusions

TcBcPcG

The Borel subgroup B fixes a choice of negative roots of G with respect to T, i.e. the root
subspaces of B correspond to negative roots. We also have the positive Borel subgroup B™
such that
T=BnNB",

and whose roots spaces correspond to positive roots.

Finally, let L. C P be the Levi subgroup of P containing the maximal torus T. Note that
the intersections BNL and BT NL are negative and positive Borel subgroups in L respectively.

Recall that there is a monoidal equivalence of categories between the category of G-
equivariant coherent sheaves on G/P and the category of finite dimensional representations
of P N

Coh%(G/P) = Rep(P) (2.1)

given by sending a G-equivariant sheaf F' to its fiber Fip; at the point [P] € G/P. Since
the group P is not reductive, the category Rep(P) is not semisimple and working with it
can be quite hard. However, any irreducible representation of P is completely determined
by its restriction to L, as the unipotent radical of P acts trivially on it. Hence, we can
identify irreducible representations of P and L. Since L is a reductive group, we have the
highest weight theory describing its finite dimensional irreducible representations. This
makes working with irreducible representations of P much easier.

We denote by Py, = Pg the weight lattices for L and G with their natural identification
and by

Pl C Pf

the cones of dominant weights (with respect to BT and B™ N L respectively). For each
dominant weight A € P{ we denote by V} the corresponding irreducible representation of L
and by U* the G-equivariant vector bundle on G /P corresponding to it via the equivalence
(2.1). Similarly, for A\ € P{ we denote by V3 the corresponding irreducible representation
of G.

We denote by W the Weyl group of G and by WY € W the Weyl group of L. We denote
by wy € W and wi € W the longest elements.

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1.
(1) We have (U*)Y =2 U—weX
(2) f Vi@ VE =@ VY, then W @ U = PU”.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the equivalence (2.1) and [18, Formula (6)]. O

For equivariant vector bundles of the form U* we also have a very efficient way to compute
their cohomology. Let £: W — Z be the length function and let p € P§ be the sum of

fundamental weights of G.
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Theorem 2.2 (Borel-Weil-Bott). Consider a vector bundle U with X\ € P} . If the weight
A+ p lies on a wall of a Weyl chamber for the W-action, then

H*(G/P,U*) = 0.
Otherwise, if w € W is the unique element such that the weight w(\ + p) is dominant, then
H*(G/P.UY) = VEN 7 [t (w)).

2.2. Specifics of our case. As in Section 1 we let G be a connected simple algebraic group
of Dynkin type Fy and P = P; C G be a maximal parabolic subgroup associated with the
first vertex of its Dynkin diagram (1.1). We then consider the homogenous space

X =G/P,

which is the adjoint Grassmannian in type Fy.

The Levi subgroup L of P is a reductive group, whose semisimple part is of Dynkin type Cs.
A more detailed description of L is given below in Section 2.3.

We realize the weight lattice Pg of G inside Q* as in [6, p.211-213]. Let ey, e, €3, €4 be
the standard basis of Q*; it is orthonormal with respect to the usual scalar product. The
weight lattice Pg is generated inside Q* by the fundamental weights w;,...,w, or by the
simple roots aq, ..., ay, which are given by

wp =e; +ey Qp = €2 — €3
w2:261+62+€3 Qg — €3 — €4
1 ag =e (2.2)
w3:§(3€1+62+63+€4) 3 14
Wy = €1 04425(61—62—63—64)

From (2.2) we see that a weight A = (A1, A2, A3, A\y) is G-dominant if and only if
)\22)\32)\420 and )\12)\2+)\3+)\4. (23)

The sum of the fundamental weights appearing in the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem is
11 5! 3 1

P = 761 + 562 + 563 + 564. (24)

All roots of G are given by
1
te;, *e *ej, §(j:el +eytegtey) (2.5)

and, therefore, the walls of the Weyl chambers are given by the hyperplanes
A=0, 1<i<A4,
dDx=> N, TuJ={1,234}.

iel jeJ

(2.6)

Note that in the last condition I and J can be empty.
The longest element wy € W acts as

wo(A1, A2, Az, Ag) = (—A1, — A2, — A3, —Ag). (2.7)
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Hence, we see that any representation of G is self-dual. The longest element w§ € W acts
by

w%(A17A27A37A4> = ()\27)\17 _>\37 _>\4> (28>

The ample generator of the Picard group is denoted by O(1) and in terms of the equiva-
lence (2.1) we have

O(t) =U™ and UM =UMt) for teZ (2.9)
Now we can apply Lemma 2.1(1) to compute the necessary duals.
Corollary 2.3. We have
(U“2“2+“3w3+“4“’4)v = Yeewrtaswstais(_3qy — Qa3 — ay).
Proof. Using (2.8) and (2.2) we get

. 1 3 11
— Wy (CLQLUQ -+ asws —+ CL4LU4) = (—a2 — 5&3, —2a2 — 5&3 — Q4,02 + 5@3, 5@3) =

= (—3@2 — 2@3 — a4)w1 + aowy + agws + asy,

and the claim now follows from Lemma 2.1(1) and (2.9). O

2.3. Tensor products and exterior powers. To compute tensor products of equivariant
vector bundles on a homogeneous space G/P one can use Lemma 2.1(2), which turns it
into the problem of computing tensor products of representations of the Levi subgroup L.
We explain here how to further reduce such computations to the known results on tensor
products for the semisimple part of L. Such results exist in the literature in the form of
tables (e.g. [25]) and in the form of software (e.g. [23]). Essentially this is a consistent way
to control the twist by the center of L.

Let us temporarily go back into the general setting of Section 2.1. We denote by ay, ..., ay,
and wy, ..., w, the simple roots and the fundamental weights of an arbitrary semisimple group
G. We also make use of the W-invariant scalar product on the ambient space of the root
system of G, which we identify with (Pg)g; we denote it by (A, u). To simplify the notation,
let us also assume that the parabolic P is maximal and corresponds to the k-th vertex of the
Dynkin diagram of G. Denote by R(L) the roots of L, i.e. those roots of G, whose expression
as a linear combination of the simple roots aq, ..., «, does not involve the simple root ay.
In other words, R(L) consists of those roots of G that are orthogonal to wy, with respect to
the scalar product.

Consider two closed algebraic subgroups of L: the derived group L' C L and the center
Z(L) € L. The derived group L’ is a connected simply connected semisimple algebraic
group, whose Dynkin diagram is obtained from the Dynkin diagram of G by removing the
k-th vertex. For the center we have an isomorphism Z(L) ~ G,,. The group law in L gives
a surjective homomorphism of algebraic groups

L' x Z(L) - L (2.10)
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with finite kernel L’ N Z(L). The weight lattices of L’ and Z(L) are the quotients of Py, = Pg

Py
eL/ @
L \ (2.11)
Py = P/ (Zuy) P71y = Pu/ (Sacre) Qa N PL)
and the map
P, 2 e Py, (2.12)
is an embedding as a finite index subgroup. Moreover, under ¢, the fundamental weights
Wi, - . .,w, of G get mapped to the fundamental weights w1, ..., wj_;, Wy ;... ,w, of L' (with
the labelling of simple roots inherited from G). More precisely, we have
w1 #£k
(w;)) =% " ’ 2.13
o) {0 T (213)

A more detailed discussion of this setup can be found in [13, I1.1.18].
Over Q we have an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

P | D Qa| ®(Qu),

a€eR(L)

that allows us to identify
(PL’)Q = Z @Oé and (PZ(L))Q = ka.
)

aceR(L

Thus, after tensoring with Q the map (2.12) becomes an isomorphism
( /s )
(PL)g 25 (Prr)g ® Quy, (2.14)

such that for a A =, a;w; € (PL)y we have

oA\ =X, where )\ = Zaiwg,

i (2.15)
o _ (>\7wk)
SOZ()\> = TI\Wg , where T\ = .
(wk7 wk)
Note that the map
o Py, — Py
A= N
is completely determined by (2.13), as wy, ..., w, form a basis of Py,. We can also consider
the map
PL/ — PL
Z CLZ'(A)Z/- — Z a;w; (216)
ik itk

to which we will refer to as a lifting from Py, to Pry..
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Now we are ready to discuss tensor products. By (2.10) a representation of L corresponds
to a pair of compatible representations of I and Z(L). We are going to exploit this to
compute tensor operations for representations of L. For a highest weight irreducible rep-
resentation V;* its restrictions Resp,(1}}) and Res%(L)(VL’\) are again irreducible. Hence, we
have

RQSB(V{\) = VL’lu
where X' is the image of A in Pp, under (2.13), and Res%(L)(VL’\) is given by a character of
Z(L) ~ Gyy,.

Lemma 2.4. Let V;*, V' be irreducible representations of L with highest weights X, u € Py,
Let VY, VL’f/ be the induced irreducible representations of L' as above.

(1) 11 o
, , A mN v
e =@ ()
v'ex
then O
m(N v
' ® V= @ (VI:/JF(THT“_TV)W)
v'ex
where for a weight v/ € X we denote by v its lifting (2.16).
(2) If
" , o m(\N ')
A VL’ — @ <VL’>
vV'exy
then o
A4 VL)‘ = @ (VIIJ/+(QT’A_T’V)Wk) ’
v'ex
where for a weight v/ € X we denote by v its lifting (2.16).
(3) If
" , o m(\N V)
S VL’ - @ <VL/)
v'ex
then L
ST =P (v;ﬂqm—mwk)m“ )

v'ex
where for a weight v/ € X we denote by v its lifting (2.16).

Proof. Let us only prove the first statement, as the others are proved in a very similar way.
As discussed just before the statement of the lemma, to compute the tensor product
Vir @ V! it is enough to determine how L’ and Z(L) act on it. Restricting to L’ we need to

compute the tensor product VL’\,/ ® VL”,/, which decomposes as

' ! A MY
v'en
by our assumptions. Therefore, V;* ® V}* has a similar direct sum decomposition
VLA ® VL,U« — @ (VIIj—i—t(A’“’V)wk)m(AI’MI7VI) |
v'ey
9



where for a v/ € ¥ we denote by v its lifting (2.16) and #(5 ,,)’s are some integers. The
integers t(x,,) are determined by looking at the action of the center Z(L). Since on each

V; FOwn®k the torus Z (L) acts by a character, and since characters simply add under the
tensor product, we get the relation
rl/-i—t()\’u,,,)wk =T + TLL?

which implies the desired £y ,,) = ra+ 7, — 7. O

From now on we return back to the case of our adjoint variety in type F,. In Example 2.5
we illustrate how to use Lemma 2.4 in practice and then in Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we collect
all tensor products and exterior/symmetric powers required for this paper.

Using (2.2) and (2.15) we get

Example 2.5. Let us compute U**(—1)@U“*(—1) using Lemma 2.4, i.e. we need to compute
Vit @ V771 In the notation of Lemma 2.4 we have

A=p=w;—w; and N =y =w, and =T =
Using the table in [25, p.302] we get
VS @V = ke Vs e V2
Thus, we have ¥ = {0, w}, 2w} } and all multiplicities m(N, i/, V') are equal to 1. Therefore,
applying Lemma 2.4(1) we get
V;4—w1 ® V;4—w1 — VL—UJ1 D v;3_2m D VL2W4—2W17
and, finally,
U (=1) @ U (=1) = O(—1) @ U (-2) @ U**(-2).

Lemma 2.6. We have

U @ U = UM @ U @ O(1)

Ut @ UWs = Ywstwa e UY? B uw4(1)

U @ UY? = uw2+w4 o uwa(l)

U2 @ U3 = Uw2tws P uw3+w4(1) o) uw4(2)

U2 @ U = U2 @ U3 (1) @ UH4(2) @ O(3)

u2w4 ® uw4 — u3w4 @ uw3+w4 @ uw4 (1)

u2w4 ® uwg — uw3+2w4 @ uw2+w4 @ u2w4(1) @ uwS(1>

u2w4 QU2 = uw2+2w4 oy uw3+w4(1) D uwg(l)

Proof. The proof is a routine calculation similar to Example 2.5 using [25, p.302] and

Lemma 2.4. U
10



Lemma 2.7. We have

(O k=0
Uws k=1
U“s @ O(1) k=
SPues = Uk vE - and  AFUSt = UL @ UL (1) =3
Us(1) @ O2) k=4
U (2) k=5
LO(3) k=6

A2uw3 — uw2+w4 @ u2w4(1)

A3uw3 _ u2w2 D uw3+2w4(1) D uw2+w4(1) D u2w4(2)
Proof. The proof is a routine calculation similar to Example 2.5 using [25, p.302] and

Lemma 2.4. 0

2.4. Cohomology computations.

Lemma 2.8. We have

H*(X,0) = K[0], (2.17)
H*(X, U2 (=2)) = k[—1], (2.18)
H* (X, U*?(=3)) = V1 [-1]. (2.19)

Proof. The equality (2.17) follows from the fact that X is a smooth connected Fano variety
together with the Kodaira vanishing theorem.

To prove (2.18) and (2.19) we apply the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem. Indeed, in the first case
we have A = wy— 2wy and it is easy to see using (2.2)—(2.4) that we have s,, (A+p) = p, hence
(2.18) holds. Similarly, in the second case we have A = 2wy — 3wy and S,, (A + p) = w1 + p,
and so (2.19) follows. O

By the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem a vector bundle U* is acyclic if and only if the weight
A + p lies on a wall of a Weyl chamber for the W-action; such weights are called singular.
A routine computation using formulas (2.6) for the walls of the Weyl chambers gives the
following.
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Corollary 2.9. The following vector bundles are acyclic

o(t) for tel-7,—1]
U (t)  for te[ 10,—1]\{ 9, -2}
u=(t) for te[-9,—1]
u=(t) for te[-8 -1
U?2(t)  for te[-10,—1]\ {3, -2}
U?s(t)  for te[—11,-1]\ {-9, -3}
U4(t)  for t€[-9,—1]
uwztes(t)  for te[—11,—1]\ {~10, -2}
u“sti(t)  for te[-10,—1]
Ut2a(t)  for te[-12,—1]\ {~11, -2}
U4(t)  for te[-10,—1]

Remark 2.10. Note that for any L-dominant weight
A= Z a;W; with a] = -1

the vector bundle U” is always acyclic. Indeed, this follows from the Borel-Weil-Bott theo-
rem, as A + p is fixed by the simple reflection s,, and is, therefore, a singular weight.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE EXCEPTIONAL COLLECTION

Recall that X is the adjoint Grassmannian of type F,. In this section we show that the
sequence of vector bundles

O, U, T, O(1), Ut (1), Tx (1), ..., 0(7), U (7), Tx (7)

(where Ty is an extension of the tangent bundle T defined below in (3.3)) is an exceptional
collection on X. As already mentioned in the Introduction, this collection is a rectangular
Lefschetz exceptional collection.

Let us first consider the subcollection of (3.1) generated by O and U“*.

(3.1)

Lemma 3.1. The collection of vector bundles
O, U, O(1), U4 (1),...,0(7),U**(7)
1s exceptional.

Proof. We first show that subcollections O, O(1),...,0(7) and U“*, U~4(1),...,U(7) are
exceptional, and then show that they can be merged together as in the statement of the
lemma.

By (2.17) any line bundle O(t) is exceptional and from Corollary 2.9 it follows that the sub-
collection O, O(1),...,0(7) is exceptional. Thus, we only need to deal with the subcollection
UL, UL (1), ..., U“(T7). It is enough to show

K[o] if t=0,
0 if 1<t<T7.

Exct® (U (£), U = {
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By Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 2.6 we rewrite

Ext® (U~ (1), U*) = H*(X, U @ U (—t — 1)) =
= H*(X,U**(—t — 1)) @ H*(X,U~*(—t — 1)) @ H*(X, O(—1)).

Finally, applying (2.17) and Corollary 2.9 we get the desired result.
To merge the two subcollections it is enough to show

Ext*(U“*(¢),0) =0 for 0<t<7,
Ext*(O(t),U**) =0 for 1<t<T.

Rewriting both Ext-groups in terms of cohomology, and using Corollary 2.3 to dualize U“*(t),
we see that the above conditions are equivalent to

H*(X,U*(—=t)) =0 for 1<t<8,
which holds by Corollary 2.9. O

Now we start our discussion of the tangent bundle. Recall that for any rational homoge-
neous space G/P we have the following description of the tangent bundle. Let g and p be
the Lie algebras of G and P respectively. The group G (resp. P) acts on the Lie algebra g
(resp. p) via the adjoint representation. It is well-known that under the equivalence (2.1) the
tangent bundle T /p corresponds to the P-representation g/p. Using the Killing form, we get
an isomorphism of P-representations g/p = (n)", where n is the nilradical of p. This way we
also see that the cotangent bundle Qg /p corresponds to n under (2.1). Finally, we note that
Te/p and Qg p are irreducible if and only if the homogeneous space G/P is cominuscule.

Now we are ready to add the (extension of the) tangent bundle to the collection. For a
G-equivariant vector bundle E we denote by ss(F) its semisimplification, i.e. the direct sum
of composition factors of E.

Lemma 3.2. The following statements hold.

(1) On X there exist unique G-equivariant non-split short exact sequences

0—>U?(-1) = Tx - 0(1) =0 (3.2)
and

0—-0—=Tx —-Tx —0, (3.3)
where T'x 1s the tangent bundle of X and Ty is some G-equivariant vector bundle of

rank 10.

(2) We have
ss(Tx) = O @ U=(—1) & O(1). (3.4)

(3) We have
TX = L(@(1)>(uw2(—1)) and fx = R(@)(TX), (3.5)

where L and R stand for the left and right mutation functors.
(4) We have a G-equivariant isomorphism

Ty = (Tx)"(1). (3.6)
13



Proof. Consider the short exact sequence of P-representations
0— [n,n] - n—n/[nn] —0.

Since X is an adjoint variety, [n,n] is one-dimensional and n/[n,n] is irreducible (see [4,
Section 3.3], for example). More concretely, using the formulas (2.2)—(2.5) to determine the
L-dominant roots of n we find

—a1:w2—2w1, —Q] — Q3 — Oy = Wy — Wy, —2041—3a2—4a3—2a4:—@:—w1.

Now it follows easily that the weight of [n, n] is —w; and, since —a; > —ay —a3—ay we obtain
that n/[n,n] is an irreducible L-representation with highest weight wy — 2w;. Therefore, for
the cotangent bundle we have a short exact sequence

0— 0(—1) - Qx — U (-2) — 0. (3.7)
Dualizing (3.7) and using Corollary 2.3 we get (3.2). Since by (2.18) we have
Bxt®(0(1), U (~1)) = k[—1], (3.8)

there exists a unique non-trivial G-equivariant extension of the form (3.2).
To prove (3.3) we note
Ext®(Tx,0) = H*(X,Qx) = H*(X,U**(-2)) = k[-1], (3.9)
where we used (3.7), Corollary 2.9, and (2.18). Thus, there exists a unique non-trivial
G-equivariant extension T'x as in (3.3).
For (3.4) we just use (3.2) and (3.3).

For (3.5) it is enough to show that (3.2) and (3.3) are the corresponding mutation triangles.
For the former it follows from (3.8) and for the latter from (3.9).

To show (3.6) it is convenient to use convolutions (see [2,21] for background). The exact
sequences (3.2)—(3.3) imply that T'x[1] is the left convolution of the 3-term complex

O(1)[-1] = U2 (—-1) — O[1], (3.10)
in the triangulated category DP(X); the composition is zero due to the vanishing
Ext*(0(1),0) = H*(X,0(-1)) =0 (3.11)

that holds by Corollary 2.9 and hence (3.10) is indeed a complex. By (3.11) convolutions
of (3.10) are unique. Dualizing (3.10) and then twisting the result by O(1) we get a new
3-term complex, whose right convolution is (T )¥(1). However, using Corollary 2.3 we see
that the new complex is nothing else but the old complex (3.10) and, therefore, its left
convolution must be again T' x[1]. Finally, since the left convolution always differs from the
right convolution just by a shift by [1], we obtain the desired claim. O

Remark 3.3. The isomorphism (3.6) gives rise to a G-equivariant non-degenerate bilinear
pairing. Moreover, one can show that this pairing is skew-symmetric, i.e. we have G-
equivariant pairing

A*Tx — O(1).
This pairing comes from the skew-symmetric G-equivariant pairing on U“2(—1). As we won’t

need this fact, we omit the proof.
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Using (3.2)—(3.3) we compute global sections
HY X, Tx)=V“ =g and H°(X,Tx)=V“ ®C.
Since X is homogeneous, the tangent bundle Ty is globally generated and we have a surjec-
tion
Ver X O — Tx.
Therefore, TX is also globally generated and we have a surjection
V1 aC) o 22, Ty (3.12)

Recall that a 3-term complex sitting in degrees —1, 0, 1 and exact in the first and last terms
is called a monad.

Lemma 3.4. There is a monad
Tx(~1) = (V" & C) 0 22 7y, (3.13)

whose middle cohomology is isomorphic to U***(—1). In particular, the kernel of (3.12) is
an extension of Tx(—1) and U**(—1).

Proof. Let us consider the diagram

Ty(—1) 2= Ve ® O (3.14)
| |-
o—"2 Ty

Here « is the restriction of (3.12) to V¥ @ O, § is provided by (3.3) and of, 5" are their
duals; we also used (3.6) and the self-duality of V' ® O. Since all the maps in (3.14) are
G-equivariant, their compositions 3 o 3¢ and a o o' are also G-equivariant. Moreover, using
the equivalence (2.1) it is easy to see from some basic linear algerba that both o and aoa
are non-zero.

Using (3.4), (3.6), Lemma 2.6 and Borel-Weil-Bott it is easy to see that the space of
G-equivariant morphisms Hom(Tx (1), Tx) = H°(X,Tx ® Tx) is one-dimensional and is
generated by the natural morphism T (—1) = T — O — Ty provided by (3.3) and (3.6).
Thus, perhaps up to rescaling, the square (3.14) is commutative.

Taking the total complex of (3.14) we get

T(~1) YD e g o) 0 0 @2 Ty
Since (a, ) is surjective, the map (af, —3') is injective. Thus, we have a monad. Taking
the alternating sum of ranks of its terms we see that its cohomology is G-equivaraint vector
bundle of rank 21. Since we have V' = g, the weights of V1 are the roots (2.5). Using (2.2)
we see that the root (1,—1,0,0) = 2wy — w; is L-dominant, and since the bundle U (—1)
is of the required rank 21, the cohomology of the monad has to be U4 (—1). U

Applying Lemma 2.6 and Corollaries 2.3 and 2.9 to compute the necessary Ext-groups we
obtain the inclusion

Uz (—1) € (U (1), 0(2),115(w4(2), 07, U () (3.15)



Therefore, the left mutation of U~2(—1) with respect to (U4(1), 0(2), U~(2),..., O(7), U~ (7))
is U~2(—1) itself. Combining it with Lemma 3.2(3) we get

Lo, ... omuemy (U (=1)) = T,
and, therefore, we have

Ty € (O(1), U (1),...,0(7), U (7)) (3.16)
Further, by Lemma 3.2(3) we have Ry (Tx) = Ty and by Lemma 3.1 we have

0 € (O(1), U (1),...,0(7), U (7))".
Hence, we obtain
Ty € H(0) N (O(1), U (1),...,0(7), U (7))". (3.17)
Lemma 3.5. The sequence of vector bundles Tx, Tx (1), ..., Tx(7) is exceptional.
Proof. 1t is enough to prove
Ext*(Tx,Tx) = C[0] (3.18)
and N N
Ext*(Tx(t),Tx) =0 for 1<t<T. (3.19)
We split the proof into 3 cases.
Identity (3.19) for 2 <t < 6. Exact sequences (3.2)—(3.3) imply that we have an inclusion
Tx € €:=(0,0(1),U*2(-1))
and, therefore, it is enough to show that we have
Hom(C(t),€) =0 for 2 <t <6,
which in its turn follows from
Ext*(O(t),0) = H*(X,0(—t)) =0 for 1<t<7,
Ext®(U“2(t—1),0) = H*(X, U (-t —2)) =0 for 1<t<6,
Ext®(O(t),U?(—-1)) = H*(X,U**(-t—1))=0 for 2<t<7,
Ext®(U“2(t —1),U*?(=1)) =0 for 2<t<6.

The first three vanishings hold immediately by Corollary 2.9. To show the last one, using
Lemma 2.6 and Corollary 2.3, we rewrite

Ext®(U*2(t — 1), U*2(—1)) = H*(X,U*?(=3 — t) @ U**(—2 — t) @ U™ (—1 — t) © O(—1))
and again apply Corollary 2.9.

Identity (3.19) fort =1 and t = 7. Note that the case t = 7 is equivalent to t = 1 by Serre
duality. Thus, we only need to consider the case t = 1. By Lemma 3.4 it is enough to show

Ext*(Tx(1),0) =0, Ext*(Tx(1),Tx(=1)) =0, BExt*(Tx(1),U**(-1))=0.

The first one and the last one follow from Lemma 2.6 and Corollaries 2.3 and 2.9 by replacing
T'x (1) with its semisimplification (3.4). The second one follows from (3.19) with ¢ = 2, which

we already know.
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Identity (3.18). By Lemma 3.4 it is enough to prove
Ext®(Tx,0) =0, Ext*(Tyx,Tx(—1)) =0, Ext*(Tx,U**(=1))=k[-1].
The first one holds by (3.17). The second one follows from (3.19) with ¢ = 1, which we
already know. To see the last one, according to (3.4), it is enough to show
Ext®(O(t),U*4(~1)) =0, for 0<t<1,
Ext* (U (—1)),U**(-1)) = k[-1],
which follow easily from Lemma 2.6, Corollaries 2.3 and 2.9, and (2.18). U

Lemma 3.6. The collection (3.1) is exceptional.

Proof. In view of the previous lemmas it is enough to show
Ext*(Tx(t),0) =0 for 0<t<7
and _
Ext®(Tx(t),U*) =0 for 0<t<7.
We treat each of these cases separately.

(1) For ¢t = 0 this follows from (3.17). For 1 <t < 6 this follows from Corollaries 2.3 and
2.9 by replacing T with its semisimplification (3.4). For t = 7 this follows from the
case t = 0 by Serre duality, dualization of factors, and (3.6).

(2) For 1 <t < 7 this follows from Lemma 2.6 and Corollaries 2.3, 2.9 by replacing TX
with its semisimplification (3.4).

Let us now assume t = 0. First we note that dualizing each factor and using
Corollary 2.3 and (3.6) we have

Ext®(Ty, Ut) 2 Ext® (U, Tx).
Thus, by Lemma 3.4 it is enough to prove
Ext* (U, 0) =0, BExt*(U, Tx(—1)) =0, Ext®(Ut, U**(—=1)) = 0.

The first one follows from Lemma 3.1. The second one follows from the case ¢t = 1
we have just proved. Finally, the last one follows from Lemma 2.6 and Corollaries
2.3 and 2.9.

O

Remark 3.7. We have seen in the proof of the above lemma that the bundles U“* and TX
are completely orthogonal. This also hold for their twists, i.e. we have

Ext®(Tx (t), U (1)) = Ext® (U (t), Tx (t)) = 0.
4. PROOF OF FULLNESS

Here we prove that the collection (3.1) is full. The proof goes via restriction to some closed
subvarieties of X, where a full exceptional collection is already known. In this respect the
proof is similar to the proofs of fullness given in [17,19].

Let D be the full triangulated subcategory of DP(X) generated by the exceptional collec-
tion (3.1), i.e. we have

D = (0, U, Tx, 0(1), U (1), Tx(1),...,0(7),U**(7), Tx(7)) € D*(X).  (4.1)
17



Since D is generated by an exceptional collection, it is admissible. Therefore, there exists a
semiorthogonal decomposition

D"(X) = (D+, D).
To prove fullness of (3.1) we need to prove D+ = 0.

This section is structured as follows. In Section 4.1 we begin with some geometric facts that
eventually allow us to cover X by copies of the even orthogonal Grassmannian OG(2,8) (see
Lemma 4.4). These facts are also interesting in their own right. In Section 4.2 we collect
some auxiliary complexes that allow us to conclude that certain additional G-equivariant
vector bundles are already contained in the subcategory D (see Corollary 4.6). Finally, in
Section 4.3 we prove fullness by showing in Proposition 4.11 that D+ = 0.

4.1. Some geometry. Since X is the adjoint variety of a simple group G, there is a closed
embedding

X C P(g),

identifying X with the orbit of the highest root [O] € P(g), where G acts on its Lie algebra
g via the adjoint action. Moreover, since we have an isomorphism of G-representations
g = Ve« the above embedding becomes

X C P(Ver).
Recall from [6, p.202-213] that we have the following formulas for roots of the root systems
F4, B4 and D4
1

Fy:  *e, =Le ey, 5(:telzte2:|:e3:|:e4)

B4I + €, + €; + €;

D4I + €; + €;
The roots for Fy already appeared in (2.5). From these formulas we clearly see the inclusions

of root systems Dy, C By C Fy, that give rise to embeddings of the corresponding connected
simply connected simple algebraic groups of the corresponding Dynkin types

GcGca.
Note that for all three groups we have a common maximal torus
TcGcGca. (4.2)
We also have embeddings of homogeneous spaces
G/P c G/P Cc G/P,
where
P=PNG and P=PnNG.

Since the highest root of F, is © = e; + e5 = w; and since its restriction to By (resp. Dy) is
the second fundamental weight of By (resp. D), we have

P = P2 and ]__3 = 152,
18



where we use the Bourbaki labelling of vertices in Dynkin diagrams B, and Dy

3

O ° ; 0 and

and the nodes depicted in solid black correspond to the parabolics P and P respectively.

For the remainder of this subsection we denote by V)‘ (resp. V)‘) the irreducible represen-
tation of the group G (resp. G) with the highest Welght A Slmllarly, we denote by u (resp.
U*) the G-equivariant (resp. G-equivariant) vector bundle on G/P (resp. G/ P) defined by
the irreducible representation with the highest weight A of the Levi subgroup L (resp. L) of
the parabolic P (resp. P).

A simple computation with root systems (e.g. using [6, p.202-213]) shows that the inclu-
sions G € G C G induce the following maps on the fundamental weights

Wy > W9 Wy > Wy w1 — Wy
Wy — Wy + W3 W > Wy + W3 + Wy Wy > (o
Wy B+ Ty wa e @1+ @ and Gt @ (4.3)
W4>—)CT21 Wy = Wy @4'-)@4

where we denote by @; (resp. @;) the fundamental weights of G (resp. G).

Let V* be an irreducible highest weight representation of G. Then its restriction V)‘|C~;
decomposes into a direct sum of irreducible representations of G. Moreover, the image of
A under (4.3) is the highest weight of one of the summands. The same of course holds
for restrictions from G to G and from G to G. For example, this way immediately obtain
inclusions

VER Ve C v (4.4)

We now give a precise description of the restrictions of V¢! and V4.

Lemma 4.1.

(1) The normalizer Ng(G) is a semidirect product of G and the symmetric group Ss,
where the group Sg acts on G by the outer automorphisms that correspond to permu-
tations of the nodes 1,3,4 of the Dynkin diagram of type Dy.

(2) Let V be a finite dimensional representation of G and V|g its restriction to G. If
W C Vg is a G-subrepresentation, then for any g € Ng(G) the subspace g(W) C Vg
is also a G-subrepresentation. Moreover, W and g(W) differ by the automorphism
of G given by the conjugation with g.

(3) If Vg has V" as a direct summand for some i € {1,3,4}, then it contains V5" for
all i € {1,3,4} as direct summands.
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(4) We have
Vg =V o Ve Vilg=V& e Vi e Ve o Vi
Vg =Va eVt ek Vil =VZ e Ve e Vi o k?

Proof. (1) Since all maximal tori in semisimple groups are conjugate, every coset in Ng(G)/G
has a representative from Ng(T). Moreover, every two such representatives differ by an
element of Ng(T). Therefore, we obtain isomorphisms of groups

Ne(G)/G = No(T)/Ng(T) = We/We.

By [6, p. 213] we know that Wq/Wg = S5, and that W is a semidirect product of Wg and
the symmetric group S3, where S3 acts on Wg by the outer automorphisms that correspond
to permutations of the nodes 1, 3, 4 of the Dynkin diagram of type D4. This imlies the claim.

(2) This follows immediately from definitions.

(3) This follows from Parts (1) and (2). Indeed, let g € G be an element of S3 C Ng(G)
as in Part (1). Then by Part (2) we have g(V5") = V7 ©) where o is the permutation of the
set {@y,@ws, Wy} induced by g. This way we can obtain V5 for all ¢ € {1,3,4}.

(4) Let us consider the restriction V“'|5. Note that under (4.3) the weight w; maps to w..
Hence, we have

Vw1|C~} _ ng awW,

where W is a representation of G of dimension dimW = 16, as we have dim V*' = 52
and dim Vg’Q = 36. Since we have T C G C G, the weights of W with respect to T are a
subset of the weights of V“' with respect to T. As the multiplicity of the zero weight of a
simple Lie algebra is equal to its rank, we obtain that the multiplicities of the zero weight in
V¥ = g and in Vg ? = g are both equal to 4. This implies that the multiplicity of the zero
weight in TV must be zero. Now we note that the only irreducible representations of G of
dimension smaller or equal to 16 are k, Vg Y Vé"‘*, whose dimensions are 1,9, 16 respectively.
Since W has no zero weight space, its decomposition into irreducibles cannot involve the
trivial representation k. Hence, for dimension reasons we obtain W = Vg ..

Similarly one can prove the claim for V|5 using that the multiplicity of the zero weight
in V¥ is 2.

To obtain restrictions V“'|g and V*“*|g we use the restrictions V*!|5 and V|5, (4.3) and
Part (3) of this lemma. O

Lemma 4.2. The subvarieties G/P C G/P and G/P C G/P are linear sections in their
natural projective embeddings G/P C P(V**) and G/P C P(VZ?). More precisely, we have

G/P=G/P_x PV and G/P=G/P x P(VZ),
P(Vw1) P(sz)

where the inclusions ng CV and V§? C VFQ are given by (4.4).

Proof. Let us first consider the case G / PcG / P. From the classification of symmetric spaces

(see for example [24, p. 152]) we see that G/ G is a symmetric space. Hence, G is a fixed-point
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subgroup of an involution on G. Its differential induces a direct sum decomposition of the
Lie algebra of G into eigenspaces

g=goDgs with go= Lie(G). (4.5)

Since the Dynkin diagram of type F, has no automorphisms, the group G has no outer

automorphisms (see [12, Theorem 27.4 and (A.8)]). Hence, this involution is a conjugation

by an element 7 € G of order 2. Moreover, since the involution fixes é, it also fixes the
maximal torus T C G C G (see (4.2)). Since Cg(T) = T, we obtain 7 € T.

Since T C P, the multiplications by 7 and 7! preserve the parabolic P and, therefore,

the induced action on G/P is given by left multiplication with 7. Applying [22, Theorem A]

we see that G/P C G/P is a connected component of the fixed locus (G/P).
The action of the maximal torus T on G/P preserves (G/P)”, since multiplication by 7
commutes with multiplication by any element of T. Hence, we have inclusions

G/P c (G/P)" c G/P

and the maximal torus T acts by left multiplication on these spaces in a compatible way.
Hence, we also have inclusions on the sets of T-fixed points

(@/B) < (@/py) c(a/p)

~ AT T
The cardinalities of (G / P) and (G / P) are equal to the number of Schubert cells in the
respective varieties and we easily compute
|Wg| 1152 Wl 384
=—=24 d =—— =24
W 48 MW T 216

where the sizes of the Weyl groups can be found in [6], for example.
Thus, we have equalities

(@/B) = (@my) = (emp).
Therefore, since we already know that G/P is a connected component of (G/P)”, we obtain
that (G/P)" is connected and we have the equality
G/P = (G/P)".
Consider now the G-equivariant embedding
G/P C P(g)

and note that we have the equality

(G/P)" = G/P x P(g)"
P(g)

as a scheme-theoretic intersection. Using (4.5) we see that there is a disjoint union decom-
position

P(g)" =P(go) UP(g1).
Hence, we obtain

G/P=G/P x P(gy) and G/P x P(g;)=0.
P(g) P(g

(9)
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Since we have go = VgQ, the first claim of the lemma is proved.

A very similar argument allows to prove the second claim, since G /G 22 SOy / SOy is again
a symmetric space (see [24, p. 152]). We omit the details. O

Corollary 4.3. We have

G/P=G/P x P(Vg?),
P(V1)

where the inclusion VE* C V' is given by (4.4).
Our next goal is to prove that G/P C G/P is the zero locus of a regular section of U1,

Lemma 4.4.

(i) Up to a scalar multiple there exists a unique non-zero global section sq € V¥ of the
vector bundle U“* such that

Z(s0) = G/P.
(ii) There exist a one parameter family of global sections s, € V*“* of the vector bundle
U“* such that
Z(St) = G/P
In particular, these global sections are reqular.

Proof. To show (i) we proceed as follows. By Lemma 4.1(4) we know that V“*|5 has a
one-dimensional trivial representation as a direct summand. Let so € V** be any non-zero
element in this subspace. Our goal is to show Z(sg) = G/P. Consider the exact sequence

(uw4)v Si) Og/p — OZ(S()) — 0.

The image of s is the ideal sheaf I, of Z(sp). By Corollary 2.3 we have (U4)" (1) = U
and, therefore, both (U“*)" (1) and I, (1) are globally generated. Hence, Z(so) inside G/P
is a linear section with the subspace H(G/P, Iz, (1))*. Since s is fixed by G, the map

HO(G/P, ) = v 28 5GP, 0(1)) = v,

is G-equivariant and non-zero. Hence, by Lemma 4.1(4) its image is Vg“ and we get the
desired B

HO(G/P, Ty (1)) = V.
Finally, applying Lemma 4.2 we get the claim.

The proof of (ii) is similar but the argument becomes a bit more subtle. By Lemma 4.1(4)
we know that V“*|g has a two-dimensional trivial representation as a direct summand. Let
us denote this subspace H C V“*; the section sq considered in part (i) is contained in H. As

in the proof of (i), any non-zero element s € H defines a non-zero G-equivariant map
HO(G/P, Uy = v 29 5GP, 0(1)) = Ve, (4.6)

and to prove the claim of the lemma, we need to determine the dimension of its image for

variying sections s. Since by Lemma 4.1(4) the representations V“*|s and V“'|5 have three

irreducible direct summands in common, we have to be more careful than in part (i).
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Let us vary the section s € V¥ ie. we consider the canonical evaluation morphism
Ver @O — Ue, take its dual to get U4 (—1) — (V*1)Y @ O, twist the result by O(1) and
finally take global sections. This way we obtain a G-equivariant map V¢ — (V¥1)" @ V1,
which by adjunction can be rewritten as a G-equivariant map

P: VA Ver - Ve (4.7)
For any non-zero h € H C V“* we can consider the specialisations
Yy VO — V2
v Y(h®v)

which are nothing else but the maps (4.6).

Combining part (i) of this lemma with Lemma 4.1(4) we see that there exist so € H such
that ker ¢, = Vg ' & k?. Since (4.7) is G-equivariant, we have g(ker),,) = ker1),.¢, for any
g € G. The subspace H C V1 is preserved by Ng(G) and using Lemma 4.1(2) we see that
on the projective line P(H) there exists three points [h] € P(H) such that for these points
ker ¢, = V&' @ k* with distinet ¢ € {1,3,4}.

Finally, since (4.8) depends linearly on h, we conclude that these three points are the only
points on P(H) with ker ), = V&' @k® with i € {1,3,4} and for all the other points we have
ker o, = k2. Indeed, since for fixed h the map (4.8) is G-equivaraint, from Lemma 4.1(4)
we see that (4.8) is completely determined by the restrictions f(h): V5" — V", which are
linear in h. Since each f;(h) is linear in h, it either vanishes at one point [h] € P(H) or
everywhere. As we have already exhibited three distinct points in P(H), where only one of
the f;(h) vanishes, the latter option is not possible.

We have shown that outside of the three points on P(H) constructed above we have the
desired

(4.8)

HO(G/P, Iy (1)* = V2.

Finally, applying Lemma 4.2 we get the claim.

4.2. Auxiliary complexes.

Lemma 4.5.

(1) There is a G-equivariant monad
U(=1) - V@ 0 — U, (4.9)
whose middle cohomology is isomorphic to U3 (—1).
(2) There is a G-equivariant monad
U (1) @ US(-1) DO = V' U — U™ o U @ O(1), (4.10)
whose middle cohomology is isomorphic to U344 (—1) & U~2(—1) & U“*.
(3) There is a G-equivariant monad
U2FT (1) U — V@ U2 — UL @ U (1), (4.11)
whose middle cohomology is isomorphic to U“2T43(—1) & U¥sT++ @ U (1).
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(4) There is a G-equivariant monad
UST (1) U (—1) UM — V@ UP — UPT @ U2 @ U (1), (4.12)
whose middle cohomology is isomorphic to U3 (—1)@U»2 T4 (—1) U4 U D O(1).
(5) There is a G-equivariant complex

U4 (=2) = VU (—1) — (A*V @ 0)d (U (—1) @ U (—1) ® 0) — VU — U
(4.13)
whose only (middle) cohomology is isomorphic to U?*(—1) @ U2T+4(—-2).

(6) There is a G-equivariant complex
UM (=3) = VU™ (—2) — (U (=2) @ U1 (—2) & U (—1)) D (A*V @ U (—1)) —
(A°Vr ®0) e (Ve (U (-1) @ Us(-1) @ 0)) —
(U (—1) @ U1 (1) @ U) @ (A2V¥ @ U) — V9 @ U — U (4.14)
whose only (middle) cohomology is isomorphic to
U2 (=3) @ U T2 (—2) @ U2 T (—2) @ U™+ (—1).
(7) There is a G-equivariant complex
UM (—2) @ U1 (=2) @ U (—1) = V1 @ (U (1) DU (—1) D O) —
— (A?V¥ @ U ) @ (UM (—1) & UT1(—1) @ U ) (U1 (—1) & U (—1) & U ) U —
= Ve (U e U 6 0(1) —» U @ U™ U (1) (4.15)
whose only (middle) cohomology is isomorphic to
(U (=1) @ U1 (1) @ U“") B
O U1 (=2) @ U (—2) @ U (—1) & U2 (—1)
Proof. Let us first consider (4.9). Since the vector bundle U“* is globally generated by
HO(X,U%) = V¥ the canonical G-equivariant morphism V¥ @ O — U“* is surjective.

Taking its dual, using Corollary 2.3 and the selfduality of the G-representation V“4, we get
the G-equivariant embedding U“4(—1) — V** ® O. The composition

Ut (=1) - V10 — U

vanishes, since it is a G-equivariant morphism between two non-isomorphic irreducible G-
equivariant vector bundles. Thus, we see that (4.9) is indeed a monad.
A direct computation with weights of VV“* shows that among all 26 weights only

Wy, wWs — Wi, ws — w1, 0,0

are L.-dominant. Since the rank of the cohomology of the monad has to be 26 — 6 — 6 = 14,
we see that U“3(—1) is the only possibility.

The remaining monads are derived from (4.9) by linear algebra operations:

e (4.10) is obtained from (4.9) by tensoring with U“4;
e (4.11) is obtained from (4.9) by tensoring with U+?;
e (4.12) is obtained from (4.9) by tensoring with U“3;
e (4.13) is the exterior square of (4.9);
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e (4.14) is the exterior cube of (4.9);
e (4.15) is obtained from (4.13) by tensoring with U“4.

Tensor products, exterior and symmetric powers required for the above computations can
be found in Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7.

From the above lemma we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6.

We have containments

U (m) €D for m€|0,0]
U(m) e D for me[-1,5]
U**(m) € D for m € [0,6]
Uet“t(m) e D for m e |0,4]
Ust@i(m) e D for me€|0,5)
u*ts(m) e D for me€|0,3]
U*3(m) € D for m € [0,4]
Ut (m) e D for me[l,4]
Ut (m) € D for m € [1,3]
u*2(1) € D

U2t (m) e D for me|l,2]

Proof. We treat each case separately:
e (4.16) follows from (4.9) twisted by O(¢) for 1 <t < 7 and (4.1).

(4.17) follows from
(4.18) follows from
(4.19) follows from
(
(
(

(t
4.20) follows from (4.10) twisted by O(t
4.21) follows from (4.11) twisted by O(t
4.22) follows from (4.12) twisted by O(t) for 1 <t <5, (4.16), (4.17),

(3
(
(
(
(

3.
4.

twisted by O(t

)
13) twisted by O
)
)

for 1 <t <4, (4.16),

(3.3) twisted by O(t) for 0 <t <6 and (4.1).
) for 1 <t <7and (4.1).
) for 2 <t <6, (4.18), (4.16)
) for 1 <t <6, (4.18), (4.16), an
) ), (4.17),

4.16), and (4.1).
and (4.1).
and (4.19).
(4.20), (4.1).

4.17

To show (4.23) we proceed as follows. Tensoring (3.13) with U“* we get a monad
Tx @ U (1) = (V1 @ C) @ U — Ty @ U,

with cohomology

U1 (—1) @ U

= UM (—1) @ U1 (—1) & U™,

where we applied Lemma 2.6 to compute the above tensor product. Note also that
by (3.2)—(3.3) and Lemma 2.6 we have

ss(Txy @ U) = U 6 U (1) p U+

(—
Finally, twisting the above monad by O(t) for 2 <
inclusions (4.16), (4.19), (4.20), and (4.1), we get (4.2

t
3).

e

@ Us.

< 5 and using the known

e To show (4.24) we proceed as follows. Tensoring (3.13) with U“?* we get a monad

Tx @ U (—1) = (V1 @ C) @ U — Ty @ U,
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with cohomology
u2w4(_1) ® uw3 _ uw3+2w4(_1) D uw2+w4(_1) D u2w4 D uw3’

where we applied Lemma 2.6 to compute the above tensor product. Note also that
by (3.2)—(3.3) and Lemma 2.6 we have

ss(Ty @ U) = U & U (1) @ U= (—1) @ U @ U (1),

Finally, twisting the above monad by O(t) for 2 < ¢ < 4 and using the known
inclusions (4.16), (4.18)—(4.21), and (4.1), we get (4.24).

e (4.25) follows from (4.14) twisted by O(4), (4.16), (4.18), (4.20) (4.23), and (4.1).

e (4.26) follows from (4.15) twisted by O(¢) for 3 <t <4, (4.16)—(4.18), (4.20), (4.23),
and (4.1).

O

4.3. Proof of fullness. In this section we finally prove that the collection (3.1) is full by
restricting it to a family of subvarieties of X of the form OG(2,8) for which a convenient
full exceptional collection is already known by [19].
Let Z = G/P =2 OG(2,8) and recall that by Lemma 4.4(2) we have a natural embedding
tp: 4 — X,
as the zero locus of a regular section p € H(X,U%) = V. Acting by an element g € G
we get a shifted embedding
byt 94 — X
as the zero locus of the section ¢, = gy, where gZ = Z. Since the action of G on X is
transitive, we have the following simple fact.
Lemma 4.7. Varying g € G we can sweep out the whole X by gZ = G/P.
As a corollary we now get the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8 ([17, Lemma 4.5]). If for an object F' € D®(X) the restrictions ip,, I vanish for
all p, € H(X,U*) as above, then F = 0.

Let us now recall a known exceptional collection for Z = OG(2,8). Consider full triangu-
lated subcategories

A = (0, U™, U Uy c D*(Z2)
and ~
R = (U** (=1), U™ (=1), U**(~1), T5(~1)) C D*(2),
where T is the extension of the tangent bundle T, by Oz analogous to (3.3). Then, by
[19, Remark 3.23] there exists an full exceptional collection of the form
D"(Z) = (R, A, A1), A(2), A(3), A(4)).
The left mutation of the subcategory (A(2), A(3), A(4)) via (R, A, A(1)) is given by the twist
by O(—5) and we obtain the decomposition
D"(Z) = (A(=3),A(~2), A(-1), R, A(1), A(2)).

Finally, twisting by O(3) we arrive at

D"(Z) = (A,A(l),fl2(62),IR(3),A(3),A(4)). (4.27)



This form of the collection will be used in our proof of fullness below.

We also need the following lemma that computes restrictions of (3.1) to Z.

Lemma 4.9. There exist isomorphisms

i, U = U™ @ U™ @ U™ (4.28)

i;gu2w4 — ﬂQtDl @ ﬂQG)g @ u25)4 @ ﬂwl-i-(f)g @ u@l+§)4 @ ﬂ@3+w4 (429)

b, Ix = Tyz ® iy, U™ (4.30)

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the claims for ¢ = 1, i.e. we are considering the natural

embedding i: G/P C G/P.

To prove (4.28) we proceed as follows. Since U“* is irreducible, the unipotent radical of
the parabolic P acts trivially on the P-representation E corresponding to U“* under the
equivalence (2.1). The P-representation corresponding to i*U“* under (2.1) is simply the
restriction Resg(E) of the P-representation F to P, and, since the unipotent radical of P
is contained in the unipotent radical of P, the latter also acts trivially on E. Therefore,
Resll—;(E) is completely reducible and we obtain the complete reducibility of i*U“4, i.e. it is
a direct sum of irreducible G-equivariant vector bundles. Finally, since U%* is generated by
its global sections H°(X,U“*) = V*4 the restriction i*U“* is also globally generated. Using
the description of V“*|g given in Lemma 4.1(4) and the Borel-Bott—Weil theorem we get
the desired claim.

To prove (4.29) we note that according to Lemma 2.7 we have U** = S*U“*. Hence, we
have 7*U?4 = S2 (+*U~*). We leave the rest as an exercise.

To prove (4.30) we proceed as follows. First, we claim that all the statements of Lemma 3.2
hold verbatim for Ty, and Ty if we replace U*>(—1) with U= +®3+%4(—1); the proof is com-

NV o
pletely analogous. In particular, we have Ext®(7, O) = k[—1] and (TZ) =Tz(-1).
From (4.27) and (4.28) we have

Ext® (T, i*U™) = 0.

Dualizing both sides and using the isomorphisms (TZ> T Tz(—1) and (*U“)Y = U (—1)
we get
Ext®(i*U“, Ty) = 0.
Since by (4.27)—(4.28) we also have Ext®(i*U“*, Q) = 0, we obtain Ext®*(:*U“*,T%) = 0 and
the normal bundle exact sequence
0Ty, =i Txy =" U* =0 (4.31)

splits.
Consider the maps

Ext'(Ty, 0) — Ext'(i*T, 0) == Ext'(T%, )

where v is given by the pullback functor and ¢ is given by the morphism T, — ¢*Tx. We
claim that the composition 7 o d is non-zero. Indeed, by the Lefschetz principle we can
assume k = C. Under the identifications
Ext'(Tx,0) = H'(X,Qx) = H*(X,C) and Ext’(Tz,0)=H'(Z,Q,) = H*(Z,C)
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the composition vy o § becomes the pullback map on cohomology H*(X,C) — H?*(Z,C),
which is clearly non-zero. N

Since v o § # 0, the pullback *Tx is a non-trivial G-equivariant extension of *T’x by O.
As according to (4.31) we have identifications Ext®(i*T'x, 0) = Ext*(T%, 0) = k[—1], such
an extension is unique.

Therefore, we can replace the first two terms in (4.31) with their unique non-trivial ex-
tensions by O and get a new short exact sequence

0— Ty — i*Tx — iU — 0. (4.32)
This finishes the proof. U

We will deduce fullness from the following key fact.
Lemma 4.10. Let 3 be the set of vector bundles defined as
3= {O), Ut (1), U (2), Tx (2) | 0 < ¢ < 4}
Then for any vector bundle E € ¥ we have inclusions
E@ AU ecD Vi, (4.33)
where the subcategory D is defined in (4.1).

Proof. We consider four cases:

(1) Case E € {O(t) | 0 <t < 4}. Using Lemma 2.7 we see that the irreducible
summands of A*U“1(¢) for 0 <t < 4 are

O(m) for m€][0,7],
U (m) for m €|0,6],
U (m) for m €|0,5],
U“2(m) for m € 0,4].
Hence, the desired inclusion (4.33) follows from (4.16)—(4.17).

(2) Case E € {U¥(t) | 0 <t < 4}. Using Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we see that the irreducible
summands of U¥1(¢) @ AU for 0 < ¢ < 4 are

O(m) for me[1,7],

U (m) for m €[0,7],
U*(m) for m e 0,6,
U*?(m) for m e |0,5],

U (m) for m € [0,6],
u“stt(m) for m € [0,5],
U“rt1(m) for m € [0,4].
Hence, the desired inclusions (4.33) hold by Corollary 4.6.
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(3) Case £ = U*4(2). Using Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we see that the irreducible summands
of U%1(2) ® AU~ are

U**(m) for m € [2,5],

U (m) for m € [2,4],
U“stt(m) for m € [2,4],

U (m) for m € [3,5],
U“st24(m)  for m € [2,3],
U“rtt(m) for m € [2,3],

U (m) for m € [3,4],

et (2),
U“2(3).
Hence, the desired inclusions (4.33) hold by Corollary 4.6.

(4) Case E = Tx(2). To show the desired inclusions (4.33) it suffices to work with the
direct summands of the semisimplification ss(7'x)(2). By (3.2)—(3.3) we have

ss(T)(2) = U2(1) & O(2) ® O(3).

Using Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 we see that the irreducible summands of ss(Tx)(2) ®

AFU#+ are
O(m) for m € [2,6],
U¥t(m) for m € [2,5],
U (m) for m e [2,4],
U2 (m) for m e [1,4],

u“rtt(m) for m e [1,3],
U3 (m) for m € [1,2],
uU“stt(m) for m € [2,3],
u*(1),
U (2),
u*(3).
Hence, the desired inclusions (4.33) hold by Corollary 4.6.

Finally, we are now ready to prove fullness of (3.1).

Proposition 4.11. If F' € D"(X) is right orthogonal to all vector bundles E in the excep-

tional collection (3.1), i.e. Ext*(E, F) =0, then F' = 0.
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Proof. Recall the definition of the set ¥ from Lemma 4.10. By our assumptions we have
that for any vector bundle F @ A¥U“* with E € 3 there are vanishings

Ext®(E ® A"U“, F) = H*(X, (E @ AU’ @ F) = 0. (4.34)

Consider the embedding i, : gZ < X. Since the sections ¢, are regular, we have the
Koszul resolution

0— O(=3) = -+ = (A°U)Y = (U)Y = Ox = i(p,)xO0gz — 0. (4.35)
Let us now tensor the Koszul complex (4.35) by EY ® F with £ € 2
= (MUY R (EBYQF) = (U)Y @ (EY©F) = EY @ F = i)} (BY @ F) = 0.

By (4.34) we have that the cohomology groups of (AFU~*)V ® (EY ® F) vanish. Hence, the
cohomology groups of i(y,).i;, (£ @ F') also vanish and we have

0= H*(X,i(p.i%, (EY © F)) = H*(OG(2,8),i%, (E" @ F)) = Ext*(i%, E,it, F)  (4.36)

g 7 Py
Hence, ig, F' is right orthogonal to the objects i, E with £ € 3.
Finally, by Lemma 4.9 and (4.36) we get that ¢}, F' is right orthogonal to all objects in

the collection (4.27). Hence, we obtain ip, I =0. Since this holds for any section ¢,, we get
F =0 by Lemma 4.8. U
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