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PERVERSE SCHOBERS AND ORLOV EQUIVALENCES

NAOKI KOSEKI AND GENKI OUCHI

ABSTRACT. A perverse schober is a categorification of a perverse sheaf
proposed by Kapranov—Schechtman. In this paper, we construct exam-
ples of perverse schobers on the Riemann sphere, which categorify the
intersection complexes of natural local systems arising from the mirror
symmetry for Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces. The Orlov equivalence plays a
key role for the construction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and Results. A perverse schober is a conjectural cat-
egorification of a perverse sheaf introduced in a seminal paper [KSI5] by
Kapranov—Schechtman. There is a well-known way to define the notion
of local systems of categories, which are the simplest examples of perverse
schobers. However, it is not clear how to define perverse sheaves of cat-
egories in general. At this moment, a general definition is only available
on Riemann surfaces and on affine spaces stratified by hyperplane arrange-

ments [DKSS21, [KS15]. A key observation for the categorification in the
case of Riemann surfaces is the classical result of [Bei87) [GGMS5, [GMV96]
that describes the category of perverse sheaves on a disk in terms of quiver
representations. Quiver representations consist of linear algebraic data, and
hence we can categorify them by replacing vector spaces and linear maps
with categories and functors, respectively. More precisely, we will use the
notion of spherical functors between dg categories developed in [ALI7]. A
lot of interesting classes of perverse schobers have been constructed via bi-

rational geometry [BKS1S8, Don19al [Don19bl [SAB19, [SAB20] and symplectic
geometry [DK21], [KS15] [KSS20].
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In this paper, we construct new examples of perverse schobers on the
Riemann sphere P!, which arise from mirror symmetry of Calabi-Yau hy-
persurfaces. Let X C P"*! be a smooth hypersurface of degree n + 2, which
is a Calabi-Yau variety of dimension n. Then there exists the mirror fam-
ily of X over P!\ {1,00}, with the unique orbifold point at 0 € PL. By a
variation of complex structures, we obtain a natural homomorphism

m1(P\ {0,1,00}) = Auteq(D™ Fuk(X")),

where XV denotes the mirror of X. Applying the conjectural mirror sym-
metry equivalence D™ Fuk(XV) ~ D’(X) (partly proved in [PZ98| [Seil5,
Shel5|), we get a homomorphism

(1.1) 771(19’1 \ {0,1,00}) — Auteq(Db(X)),

which we think of as a local system of categories with the fiber D°(X).
It is proved (cf. [BHO6 [CIR14) [Hor99|) that the morphism (L) maps the
simple loops around the points oo, 1 to the autoequivalences (—)®Ox (1) and
STo, , respectively, where we put Ox (1) := Opn+1(1)|x, and STp,, denotes
the spherical twist around the structure sheaf. Note that by taking the
cohomology group of X, and restricting it to the subring Ay (X) C H*(X,Q)
generated by the hyperplane class, the homomorphism (L)) induces a usual
local system L with the fiber Ay (X):

(1.2) L: m (P {0,1,00}) — Aut(Ag(X)).

There is a canonical way to extend L as a perverse sheaf on P!, called the
intersection complexr and denoted by IC(L).

The aim of this paper is to give a categorification of the intersection
complex IC(L):

Theorem 1.1 (Theorems 5.7 and [6.7)). There exists a perverse schober B
on P! which extends the local system (1) of categories. More precisely, the
perverse schober B is a categorification of the intersection complex 1C(L)
associated to the local system (I2).

A computation shows that the intersection complex IC(L) has a (anti-)
symmetric pairing. In particular, it is Verdier self-dual. In Proposition [£.9]
we will also prove that our perverse schober P has a categorification of this
property introduced in [KSS20], see Definition and Remark B.13]

In the case of elliptic curves, we also construct a perverse schober 4 on
P! from the A-side and prove:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem [Z3). Let X be an elliptic curve, XV its mirror.
Then the perverse schober B4 on P! has a generic fiber DT Fuk(XV), and

it 1is identified with the perverse schober P in Theorem [L1l under the mirror
equivalence D°(X) ~ D™ Fuk(X").

Remark 1.3. Our definition of perverse schobers is slightly more general
than the original definition given in [KS15|, see Definition B.4 and Example
This generalization is essential for our construction.
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1.2. Idea of proof. To construct the perverse schober as in Theorem [IT]
we need to find spherical functors which induce the autoequivalences (—) ®
Ox(1),STo,, and STp, o(®0Ox(1)). For the first two autoequivalences, we
can find natural spherical functors using the derived categories of varieties.

For the last equivalence STp, o(®Ox(1)), we use the following Orlov
equivalence

Db(X) ~ HMF& (W),

to find the natural spherical functor, where W is the homogeneous polyno-
mial defining X C P"*1. We find that the autoequivalence STo, o(®0Ox (1))
has a natural presentation as the twist of a spherical functor between cate-
gories of graded matrix factorizations.

Note that, for a given autoequivalence, there are many ways to express it
as a twist of a spherical functor. We choose the natural expressions so that
we recover the intersection complex after decategorification.

1.3. Related works. Various examples of perverse schobers, consisting of
derived categories of varieties, have been constructed using birational geom-
etry [BKS18| Don19al Don19bl [SAB19, [SdAB20]. Our perverse schober has
a different origin from these examples, in the sense that it does not involve
birational geometric structure. Moreover, it is the first example involving a
Landau-Ginzburg model, which defines the category of graded matrix fac-
torizations.

Donovan—Kuwagaki [DK21] verified a mirror symmetry type statement
for some examples of perverse schobers coming from non-compact geometry,
including the case of Atiyah flops. Theorem[L2]is an analogue of their result,
for the case of elliptic curves.

1.4. Open questions.

(1) It would be interesting to construct a perverse schober using Fukaya
categories, which is mirror to our schober in higher dimension. For
example, in the case of a quartic K3 surface, we need to under-
stand mirror symmetry for the categories D?(C') and HMF&" (C3, W),
where C is a smooth projective curve of genus 3, and W is a homo-
geneous polynomial of degree 4.

(2) In the case of a quartic K3 surface, we can think of the Riemann
sphere P! as a compactification of a certain quotient of the space of
normalized Bridgeland stability conditions. It would be interesting
to generalize our construction to arbitrary K3 surfaces.

1.5. Plan of the paper. The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2]
we review the theory of dg categories used in this paper. In particular, we
recall the notion of spherical dg functors. In Section [B] we define the notion
of perverse schobers on a Riemann surface following Kapranov—-Schechtman
[KS15]. In Section[], we review the theory of derived factorization categories.
In particular, we recall various constructions of dg enhancements of these
categories.

In Section Bl we construct our perverse schober. In Section [6, we prove
that our perverse schober categorifies the intersection complex. In Section
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[, we discuss the mirror symmetry of perverse schobers for elliptic curves.
Finally in Section8 we review the proof of Orlov equivalences via a variation
of GIT quotients, following [BFK19]. Using this, we construct an example

of a spherical pair, which is another categorification of a perverse sheaf on
a disk.
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Notation and Convention. Throughout the paper, we work over the
complex number field C.

e For a variety X, D?(X) denotes the bounded derived category of
coherent sheaves on X.
e For an integer d € Z, x4: C* — C* denotes the character defined by

xa(t) =t
2. QUICK REVIEW ON DG CATEGORIES

In this section, we briefly review the theory of dg categories used in this
paper. We refer [AL17, [Kel94l Kel06, [Toé07, [Toél1] for more details.

2.1. Basic definitions. We denote by dgcat the category of small dg cate-
gories over C. For a dg category A € dgcatc, we denote by [A] the homotopy
category of A.

Definition 2.1. Let A, B € dgcatc be dg categories, and let F': A — B be
a dg functor. We say that the functor F' is a quasi-equivalence if it satisfies
the following two conditions:

(1) For any objects a,a’ € A, the morphism
Hom 4(a,a’) — Hompg(F(a), F(a'))
is a quasi-isomorphism.

(2) The induced functor [F]: [A] — [B] on the homotopy categories is
essentially surjective.

We denote by hodgcatc the localization of dgcatq by quasi-equivalences.
A morphism in hodgcatc is called a quasi-functor.

2.1.1. Dg modules and derived categories. We denote by Mod¢ the dg cat-
egory of complexes of C-vector spaces. Let A € dgcate be a dg category.
A right A-module is a dg functor A — Modc. We denote by Mod 4 the dg
category of right A-modules. We have the dg Yoneda embedding

(2.1) A — Mod4, a+ Homa(—,a).
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Definition 2.2. (1) An object C € Mod 4 is acyclic if for every a € A,
the complex C'(a) € Modc is acyclic.

(2) An object P € Mody is projective if for every acyclic module C €
Mod 4, we have Hompgoq , (P, C) = 0.

We denote by P(A) C Mod 4 the dg subcategory consisting of projective
modules. The derived category D(A) is the localization of the homotopy
category [Mod 4] by acyclic A-modules. The derived category D(A) has the
structure of a triangulated category, and we have a canonical equivalence
[P(A)] = D(A).

We denote by perf(.A) C D(.A) the full triangulated subcategory consist-
ing of compact objects. A right A-module is called perfect if its class in the
derived category D(A) is compact. We denote by PPf(A) C P(A) the dg
subcategory of perfect projective modules. Note that we have an equivalence
[PPerf(A)] ~ perf(A).

The dg Yoneda embedding (2.1]) induces the embedding

[A] — D(A).

Note that the homotopy category [A] is not triangulated in general. We de-
fine the triangulated category tri(A) C D(A) to be the smallest triangulated
subcategory containing [A]. Then we have the following inclusions:

[A] C tri(A) C perf(A) C D(A).

Definition 2.3. A dg category A € dgcatc is pre-triangulated (resp. trian-
gulated) if the inclusion [A] C tri(A) (resp. [A] C perf(A)) is an equivalence.

Remark 2.4. A pre-triangulated dg category A is triangulated if and only
if its homotopy category [A] is idempotent complete (cf. [Kel06, Theorem
3.8]).

2.1.2. Bimodules. Let A,B € dgcatc be dg categories. An A-B-bimodule
is an A°? ® B-module. We denote by 4 Modg the dg category of A-B-
bimodules, and by D(.A-B) its derived category.

Definition 2.5. Let M be an A-B-bimodule. We say that M is A-perfect
(resp. B-perfect) if M(b) € Mod-A° (resp. M(a) € Mod-B) is perfect for
all b € B (resp. a € A).

We denote by DA Perf(A-B) (resp. DBPf(A-B)) the full triangulated
subcategory of D(A-B) consisting of A-perfect (resp. B-perfect) bimodules.

Given a bimodule M € 4 Modpg, we have the tensor product functor
(=) ®4 M: Modg — Modg, a— (b—b®4 M(a)),
and its derived functor
(=) @Y% M: D(A) — D(B).
Similarly, we have the functors
M ®@p (=): Modger — Modgop, M ®F (=): D(B°P) — D(AP).

We have the following characterizations of A-perfect and B-perfect bi-
modules (see the first and second paragraphs in [AL17, p2590]):
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e M is A-perfect if and only if the derived tensor product (—) ®JI;1 M
restricts to the functor perf(A) — perf(B).

e M is B-perfect if and only if the derived tensor product M ®% (—)
restricts to the functor perf(B°P) — perf(.A°P).

2.2. Dg enhancements. We first define the notion of dg enhancements:

Definition 2.6. Let D be a triangulated category.
(1) A dg enhancement of D is a pair (A, €) consisting of a pre-triangulated
dg category A and an exact equivalence e: [A] = D.
(2) A Morita enhancement of D is a pair (A, n) consisting of a dg cate-
gory A and an exact equivalence n: perf(A) = D.

Remark 2.7. Suppose that a dg category A is triangulated. If we have a
dg enhancement (A, ¢€) of a triangulated category D, it also gives a Morita
enhancement via

perf(A) ~ [A] S D.

Ezample 2.8. Let A € dgcate be a dg category. The dg category PP (A)
is triangulated and gives a Morita enhancement of A.

For our purpose, we also need the notion of enhancements of exact func-
tors of triangulated categories.

Theorem 2.9 ([Toc07]). Let A, B € dgcatc be dg categories. There exists
a dg category RHom(A, B) with the following properties:

(1) There ezists a bijection
Isom ([RHOWL(.A, B)]) = Homhodgcatc (-’47 8)7

where the left hand side denotes the set of isomorphism classes of
objects in [RHom(A, B)].
(2) There exists an equivalence

[R?—[om (’pperf (.A), pperf (B))] ~ DB perf(A_B)

such that for an object M € DB P ( A-B), the corresponding exact
functor [M]: perf(A) — perf(B) is @4 M.

Proof. The existence of the dg category RHom(A, B) is proved in [To€07,
Theorem 6.1]. The first assertion is [Toeé07, Corollary 4.8]; the second asser-
tion is proved in [Toé07, Theorem 7.2]. O

Definition 2.10. Let ®: C — D be an exact functor of triangulated cate-
gories. Suppose that the triangulated categories C, D have dg enhancements

A, B, respectively. Then a dg enhancement of the functor ® is an object
F € [RHom(A, B)| together with an isomorphism [F] ~ ®: C — D.

2.3. Spherical functors. Let A,B € dgcatez be dg categories, let S €
D(A-B) be an A-perfect and B-perfect bimodule. Recall from Theorem
29 (2) that S defines an isomorphism class of quasi-functors PPef(A) —
Prerf(B) whose underlying exact functor perf(A) — perf(B) is isomorphic
to the derived tensor product (—) ®4 S. We denote as

(2.2) s:=(—)®% S: D(A) = D(B).
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By JAL17, Corollary 2.2], there exist B-perfect and A-perfect objects L, R €
D(B-A) such that the functors

l:=(-)®FL, r:=(-)®FR:D(B)— D(A)

are the left, right adjoints of the functor (2.2)), respectively.

Let us denote by SR the object R ®% S € D(B-B). We define objects
SL € D(B-B), RS,LS € D(A-A) in a similar way. Then the corresponding
derived tensor products are isomorphic to the functors sr, sl,rs, (s, respec-
tively. By [AL17, Definitions 2.3, 2.4], there exist morphisms

SR—B, B—SL A— RS, LS— A,

which induce adjoint (co)units on the underlying exact functors. Note
that we regard A, B as diagonal A-A-bimodule, B-B-bimodule, respectively.
Namely, we define A € 4 Mod 4 as

A: A% @ A — Modc, (a,b) — Hom (b, a),

and similarly for B € gModg. By taking (shifts of) cones, we obtain the
exact triangles

SR—B—T,
T - B— SL,
F— A— RS,
LS - A— F.

We call T (resp. T", F, F') as twist (resp. dual twist, cotwist, dual cotwist)
of S. We denote by t,t, f, f/ their underlying exact functors.
The following is the main result of [AL1T7]:

Definition-Theorem 2.11 ([AL17, Theorem 5.1]). Suppose that any two
of the following conditions hold:

(1) t is an autoequivalence of D(B).

(2) f is an autoequivalence of D(A).

(3) The composition lt[—1] — lsr — r is an isomorphism of functors.
(4) The composition v — rsl — fl[1] is an isomorphism of functors.

Then all four hold. If this is the case, we call the object S € D(A-B)

spherical.
The following result will be useful for our purpose:

Theorem 2.12 ([Bar2(0, Theorem B]). Let A,B,C € dgcate be small dg
categories. Suppose that we have spherical functors D(A) — D(C) and
D(B) — D(C) whose twists are t 4 and tg, respectively.

Then there exists a dg category R € dgcate with a semi-orthogonal de-
composition D(R) = (D(A), D(B)), and a spherical functor D(R) — D(C)
whose twist is t4 0 tg.

3. LOCAL SYSTEMS OF CATEGORIES AND PERVERSE SCHOBERS

In this section, we recall the notion of perverse schobers on Riemann
surfaces, which categorifies perverse sheaves. We refer [Donl9al [Don19bl
KS15] for the details.
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3.1. Local systems of categories.

Definition 3.1. Let M be a manifold and let Z C M be a finite subset.
We define a Z-coordinatized local system of categories to be an action of the
fundamental groupoid m (M, Z) i.e., it consists of the following datum.

e A category D, for each z € Z,

e An equivalence p,: D, — D,/ for each path g € 71 (M, Z),

e A natural isomorphism 0 p: pgpn — pgp for each pair (g, h) of com-
posable paths,

such that the diagrams

PgOn.k

(3.1) PgPhPE — PgPhk

eg,thJ/ leg,hk
Ogh.k

PghPk — Pghk
commute for all composable paths g, h, k € m (M, Z).

3.2. Quiver description of perverse sheaves on a disk. To motivate
the definition of perverse schobers, we first recall the quiver description of
the category of usual perverse sheaves on a disk.

Let A be the unit disk, B = {by,--- ,b,} C A a finite subset. We denote
by Perv(A, B) the category of perverse sheaves on A singular at B (i.e.,
whose restrictions to A\ B are local systems).

Definition 3.2. We define P,, to be the category of data (D, D;,u;,v;)7
consisting of finite dimensional vector spaces D, D; and linear maps u;: D —
D;, v;: D; — D such that the endomorphisms T; :=id —v; ou;: D — D are
isomorphisms for all ¢ =1,--- ,n.

Fix a point p € OA. A skeleton is a union of simple arcs joining p and
b; for all b; € B, coninciding near p. Let C be the set of isotopy classes of
skeletons. We will see that there are equivalences between the categories
Perv(A, B) and P,, parametrized by the set C, compatible with the natural
action of the Artin braid group
Bry, := (S1, - ,8p—1: 8iSi+15; = Si+15iSi+1) -
For a generator s; € Bry,, we define an autoequivalence fg,: P, — P, as
follows: For an object (D,Dj,uj,vj);‘:l € Py, we define
fs;(D,Dj,uj,vj) := (D',D;,ug»,v;),
where
D' =D, D;:Dj u;-:uj, vg-:vj (j #i,i+1),
(32) z{+1 = Dia Dz, = DiJrl’
W=, =i, W= wT, v =T
For a general element o € Br,,, we then define an equivalence f,: P, — P,
as the composition of fs,’s and their inverses.
Proposition 3.3 ([GMV96]). For each class K € C, there is an equivalence

Fg: Perv(A,B) — P,
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of categories, such that, for every o € Br,, the following diagram commutes:

P, o P,

k%

Perv(A, B).

3.3. Perverse schobers on Riemann surfaces. First we define the no-
tion of perverse schobers on a disk. We keep the notations in the previous
subsection.

Definition 3.4 ([KS15, Donl9bl). (1) A coodinatized schober on (A, B)
is a datum & = (D, D;, S;, €;)"_; consisting of triangulated dg cate-
gories D, D;, spherical functors S;: D; — D, and numbers ¢; € {£1}.
For each i, we denote by R;, L; the right and left adjoints of S;, and
by T; := Cone(S;R; — idp) (resp. T} := Cone(idp — S;L;)[—1]) the
corresponding twist (resp. dual twist) equivalence.

(2) For a given coordinatized schober & and an element o € Bry,,
we define a new coordinatized schober f,(S&) as in (3.2)), replacing
(D, D;,u;,v;) with (D,D;, R;,S;) (resp. (D, Dy, L;, S;i)), and endo-
morphism 7; = id —v;u; with the functor T; (resp. 7)) when ¢; = 1
(resp. € = —1).

(3) A perverse schober on (A, B) is a collection (Sx)kec of coordina-
tized schobers G such that for each o € Br,, we have a compatible
identification

o6k = GU(K)‘
Remark 3.5. By [AL17, Proposition 5.3], we have an isomorphism T, = T[l
for each 1.

A choice of signs ¢; in the above definition is important when we consider
decategorifications:

Ezample 3.6. Let X be a smooth projective Calabi—Yau variety of dimension
n. Let E € D*(X) be a spherical object, e.g., E = Ox. Then we obtain a
spherical functor

S: D(pt) = D°(X), V—VQ®E.

Denote by L, R its left and right adjoints.
Taking the cohomology groups, we get the following diagrams:

SH SH
(3.3) H*(pt) " H*(X), H*(pt) " H*(X),
RH LH

where S L R¥ denote the cohomological Fourier-Mukai transforms. Since
the canonical bundles of pt and X are trivial, we have L# = (—1)"RH.
Hence if n is odd, the diagrams (B.3]) define two different perverse sheaves
on a disk.

Definition 3.7. Let & = (D, D;, S;,€)l"; be a coordinatized perverse
schober on (A, B). We define an induced local system of categories on A
to be the one whose monodromy autoequivalence is

€1 €
T o TEm,
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We now define the notion of perverse schobers on Riemann surfaces. Let
3} be a Riemann surface and B C ¥ a finite set of points. Take a disk A C 3
containing the set B. Denote by U the closure of ¥\ A.

We fix a point p € OA and a finite set Y C ¥\ B. We set Z ==Y U {p}.

Definition 3.8 ([KS15, Donl9b]). A perverse schober on (X, B) is a datum
consisting of

e a perverse schober G on (A, B),
e a Z-coordinatized local system £ of categories on U,

such that the induced {p}-coordinatized local systems Sa|sa and £|pa are
isomorphic.

Example 3.9. Consider the case ¥ = P!. In this case, giving a perverse
schober on (P!, B) is equivalent to giving a perverse schober on (A, B) such
that the induced local system on 0A has the trivial monodromy.

The following result is very useful for our purpose:

Proposition 3.10 ([Donl9bl Proposition 4.10]). Fiz a point p € ¥\ B.
Let &x)\(py be a schober on (X \ {p},B), T: D — D be the corresponding
monodromy autoequivalence around the point p.

Given a presentation of the equivalence T as the twist or the dual twist of
a spherical functor, we obtain a schober on (¥, B U {p}).

Remark 3.11. Note that there are many ways presenting an equivalence T'
as a spherical (dual) twist, and a schober on ¥ in the above proposition
depends on such a choice. We will find the most natural presentations in
our setting.

Finally we recall the notion of Calabi-Yau perverse schobers:

Definition 3.12 ([KSS20| Definitions 3.1.8 and 3.1.14]). Let n € Z~( be a
positive integer.

(1) A perverse schober on (A,0), represented by a spherical functor
D) — D, is n-Calabi- Yau (CY) if the following conditions hold:
(a) The category D is CY of dimension 7,
(b) The shifted cotwist f[n + 1] is the Serre functor of D;.
(2) A perverse schober & on (X, B) is n-Calabi-Yau if the following
conditions hold:
(a) The restriction &y, p is a local system of n-CY categories, and
the monodromy autoequivalences preserve the CY structure,
(b) For each point b € B, the restriction of & to a disk around b is
n-CY.

Remark 3.13. The notion of n-CY perverse schobers categorifies perverse
sheaves with (anti-)symmetric structures with respect to the Verdier duality,
see [KSS20, Proposition 1.3.22]. In particular, these perverse sheaves are

Verdier self-dual.

3.4. Spherical pairs. Consider the special case where ¥ = A and B = {0}.
In this case, we have another categorification of perverse sheaves on (A, 0),
called spherical pair:
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Definition 3.14. A spherical pair is a pair of semi-orthogonal decomposi-
tions

Eo=(EL,6.) = (€1, &y)
of a triangulated category & such that the compositions of the inclusions
and the projections

Ex — &3, Ex—&x
are equivalences.
Remark 3.15. As proved in [KS15L Proposition 3.7], given a spherical pair,

we obtain a spherical functor £_ — Ei. Hence a spherical pair induces a
perverse schober on (A, 0).

As we will see in Section B the theory of variations of GIT quotients,
developed by [BFK19, [HLI15], provides natural classes of spherical pairs.

4. DERIVED FACTORIZATION CATEGORY

4.1. Derived factorization category. In this subsection, we recall the
notion of derived factorization categories following [BEK14].

Let G be an affine algebraic group acting on a variety X, and x : G — C*
be a character of G. Let W : X — C be a y-semi-invariant regular function,
i.e. W(g-x) = x(9)W(z) forany g € G and any = € X. The data (X, x, W)%
is called a gauged Landau-Ginzburg model. Denote the character invertible
sheaf of x on X by Ox(x). First, we define the dg category facte(X, x, W)
of factorizations of (X, x, W)C.

Definition 4.1. A factorization of (X, x, W) is a sequence

(4.1) Ez@ﬂﬁ;%ﬁiﬂuo
of morphisms of G-equivariant coherent sheaves on X such that
vy opr =W -idp,, of (X) 0o pf =W - idg,.
A factorization E = <E1 —W—i Ey ﬁl)i El(X)) of (X,x,W)% is called a

locally free factorization if E1 and Ey are G-equivariant locally free sheaves
on X.

Definition 4.2. Let
oF of of of
E:@ﬁ4+%4ba@0j:(ﬂ4+%—%ﬂu0

be factorizations of (X,x,W)%. We define the Z-graded C-vector space
Homg,et X7X,W)(E, F) of morphisms from FE to F as follows. For an integer
[, we define

HmngddxaﬂVﬂE,F);:Hmnuﬁ,ngh)@Iﬁmqﬁb,mxXU%

Hom?lf! v (B. F) := Hom(Ey. Fo(x')) & Hom(Eo, Fy (x'*")).
Then we define
Homgaer; (x, ) (s F) := @D HomP, oy (x ) (B> F)
nez
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Moreover, we define the linear map
dE,F : HomfactG(X,X,W)(Ea F) — HomfactG(X,X,W) (E’ F)
as follows. Take f = (f1,fo) € Homg,. (y  w)(E, F). When n = 2l for
some integer [, we put
dpr(f) = (o1 (X) o fr = foo o0 (X) o fo = f1(x) o ¢h)-
When n = 20 + 1 for some integer [, we put
de,r(f) = (v () o fr+ foo el of X o fo+ fi(x) o @g)-

Then d2E r = 0 holds and the degree of dg r is one. We have a dg C-module
(HomfactG(X,X,W) (E’ F), dE,F)

Thus, we have the dg category of factorizations of (X, x, W)%.

Definition 4.3. Denote the dg category of factorizations of (X, x, W) by
factq(X, x, W). Let vectg(X, x, W) be the dg subcategory of locally free
factorizations of (X, x, W)%.

We obtain triangulated categories from the dg categories in Definition [£3l

Proposition 4.4 (|[BFK14] Proposition 3.7]). The dg categories factq (X, x, W)
and vectg(X, x, W) are triangulated dg categories.

Next, we define the derived factorization categories D2Ps factq (X, x, W)
and D*s[factq (X, x, W)] of (X, x, W)%.

Remark 4.5. The category Z°(facta (X, x, W)) has the structure of an abelian
category, where the category Z(factg(X,x,W)) is defined as follow. The
objects of Z%(factq(X,x,W)) are same as factg(X,x,W). For objects
E,F € Z%factg(X, x,W)), we define Hom o4y (E, F) = Kerd}, 1.

To introduce the notion of acyclic objects, we need the totalization of an
object in Z°(factg (X, x, W)).
Definition 4.6. Let E* = (- - — E° LN S RN -) be a complex of
objects in the abelian category Z(factg(X,x, W)). For i € Z, we put

i i ‘Pfi i P0 i i
Bi = (El RENY. SRR El(x)).
We define G-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves 77,7y on X as

1= @ (52 0 @ B ),
leZ

Ty = P (B0 @ B ().
leZ
We define morphisms t1,ty of G-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves as

b= ((577 00 —of T Oh) @ (TR el T ),

lEZ

=D (6520 + 0 0h) @ (T2 - o).

IEZ
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The totalization Tot(E*®) € factq(X, x, W) of E® is an object defined as
TOt(E.) = (T1 t—l) TO t—o) Tl(X))

Definition 4.7. A factorization E € factg(X, x, W) is called acyclic if there
is an acyclic complex E* of objects in Z%(Factg(X,x, W)) such that E is
isomorphic to Tot(E*®) in Z%(facta (X, x, W)). Let acycq(X,x, W) be the
full dg subcategory of acyclic factorizations in factg (X, x, W).

Definition 4.8. We define the absolute derived category D*[factg (X, x, W)]
of [factq (X, x, W)] to be the Verdier quotient

Dabs [factq (X, x, W)] := [factq (X, x, W)]/[acycq (X, x, W)].

Definition 4.9. We define the absolute derived category D* factg(X, x, W)
of factg (X, x, W) to be the dg quotient

D™ factq (X, x, W) := factg (X, x, W)/ acycq (X, x, W).

The categories D" factg (X, x, W) and D*S[factq (X, x, W)] are also called

the derived factorization categories of (X, x, W)C.

Proposition 4.10 ([BFK14) Corollary 5.9, Proposition 5.11]). The dg cate-
gory D™ factg(X, x, W) is a dg enhancement of D*™[factq (X, x, W)]. If X
is smooth affine and G is reductive, the canonical dg functor vectg(X, x, W) —
D factq(X, x, W) is a quasi-equivalence.

4.2. Derived functors. In this subsection, we recall the construction of
derived functors which we will use later. Let X and Y be smooth affine
varieties, and G a reductive affine algebraic group acting on X and Y. Let
f: X — Y be a G-equivariant morphism. Take a character y : G — C*
of G. Let W :' Y — C be a x-semi-invariant regular function on Y. Then
(Y, x, W)¥ and (X, x, f*W)? are gauged Landau-Ginzburg models.

Definition 4.11. The dg functor f* : vect(Y, x, W) — vectq(X, x, [*W)
is defined as follows. For an object E € vectg (Y, x, W), we define an object

* * f*‘:o{z * f*@(])z * *
7Y = (1B 55 1By =2 [Ei(X)) € vecta(X, x, W),
For a morphism p = (p1, po) € Homyect, (v, w) (E, F), we define a morphism
f*p = (f*ph f*pO) € Homvectg(X,X,f*W)(f*E7 f*F)
By Proposition [4.10] we have the exact functor
D™ [facta (Y, x, W)] = D*™[facta(X, x, f*W)]
and denote it by f*.

Definition 4.12. Assume that f is a closed immersion. We define the dg
functor f, : factq (X, x, f*W) — factg(Y, x, W) as follows. For an object
E € factq(X, x, f*W), we define an object

Fu(E) = <f*E1 Lot ¢ gy 160 f*El(X)> € facta (Y, x, W).

For a morphism p = (p1,po) € Homgaer,(xy, p+w) (E, F), we define a mor-
phism

Jsp = (f*pl, f*pO) € HomfactG(Y,X,W)(f*Ea f*F)
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Since f is a closed immersion, f : factq(X, x, f*W) — factq (Y, x, W) sends
acyclic factorizations to acyclic factorizations. Therefore, we obtain the
dg functor f, : D* factg (X, x, f*W) — D2 factg(Y, x, W) and the exact
functor f, : D*S[factg(X, x, f*W)] — D*>[facta(Y, x, W)].

Definition 4.13. Let (X, x, W) be a gauged Landau-Ginzburg model.
Let L be a G-equivariant line bundle on X. We define the dg functor
—® L : factg(X,x, W) = factg(X,x, W) as follows. For an object E €
factq (X, x, W), we define an object

(x)®idr,

E o E
P71’ ®idy, ¥
2 W E el 22

E®L:= <E1®L E1®L(X)).

For a morphism f = (f1, fo) € Homgaet,(x,x,w) (£, F), we define a morphism
foL:=(fi®idg, fo®idy) € Homgae(x W) (E® L, F @ L).
Restricting this dg functor to the full dg subcategory vecta (X, x, W), we
obtain the dg functor —® L : vectg (X, x, W) = vectg(X, x, W). Note that

it induces the autoequivalence
—® L : D™[factg(X, x, W)] = D*™[factg(X, x, W)].
More generally, for £ € factg (X, x, W), we have the derived tensor functor
— @Y & D®s[factq(X, x, 0)] — D*PS[factq (X, x, W)
by [Hirl7, Proposition 4.23]. By [Hirl7, Definition 3.14], there is the exact
functor T : D(Cohg (X)) — D*S[factq (X, x,0)] sending a G-equivariant

coherent sheaf A to the factorization (0 — A — 0). For simplicity, we also
denote the composition Y(—) @Y & by — @ & as in [Hirl7, Definition 4.24].

4.3. Koszul factorizations. Let (X, yx, W)% be a gauged Landau-Ginzburg
model. Assume that X is smooth. Let £ be a G-equivariant locally free sheaf
on X of finite rank. Let s : £ = Ox and t : Ox — £(x) be morphisms of G-
equivariant coherent sheaves such that tos = W-idg and s(x)ot = W-ido,.
Let Z, C X be the zero scheme of the section s € HY(£Y)“. The section s
is called regular if the codimension of Z; in X is equal to the rank of £.

Definition 4.14. We define the Koszul factorization K (s,t) € vectg(X, x, W)
of s and ¢ as
of o
K(st) = (K1 U Ky B Kl(x)),

where
2n+1

Ei:=P(N\ &K, Ko ::@(Kg) (x")

n>0 n>0
and
ol ol = Vst A —.
We will use the following lemma later:
Lemma 4.15 ([BFK14) Proposition 3.20, Lemma 3.21]). The following
statements hold:

(1) There is the natural isomorphism

K(s,t)Y ~ K(t',sY).
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(2) If s is regular, there are the natural isomorphisms

rk &
Oz, ~ K(s,1), Oz, & [\ E[-1k&] ~ K(s,t)"

in DS [factq (X, x, W)]

4.4. Knorrer periodicity. Let X be a smooth quasi-projective variety.
Consider the trivial action of C* on X. Let £ be a C*-equivariant locally free
sheaf on X of finite rank. Take a C*-invariant regular section s € H(£V)®".
Then we have the yj-semi-invariant regular function @, : V(E(x1)) — C
induced by s. Let V(E(x1)) := Specy (Sym(E(x1)")) be the G-equivariant
vector bundle on X. Take the restriction p : V(E(x1))|z, — Zs of the G-
equivariant vector bundle g to Z;. Then there is the following commutative
diagram:

V(EX)) |z —— V(E(x))

/| |s

Zg— . X,
J

Shipman [Shil2] proved the following theorem. See also [Isil3], [Hirl7,
Theorem 4.1].
Theorem 4.16 ([Shil2, Theorem 3.4]). We have the equivalence
(4.2) i, op* : D™ [factc-(Zs, x1,0)] = DS [facte(V(E(x1)), X1, Qs)]-

The equivalence in Theorem [4.16] is called the Knérrer periodicity. By
[Hir17, Proposition 2.14], there is the canonical equivalence

(4.3) Db(Z,) = D8 [facte- (Zs, x1,0)]-
We also denote by i, op™ the composition of the equivalences (£.2)) and (4.3]).

4.5. Graded matrix factorizations. Let S, := C|xq,--- ,x,] be the poly-
nomial ring. We regard S,, as a graded C-algebra, where the degree of z;
is one for each i = 1,--- ,n. Let gr(S,) be the category of finitely gener-
ated graded S,,-modules whoese morphisms are degree preserving homomor-
phisms. Let grfr(S,) C gr(S,) be the full subcategory of finitely generated
graded free S,-modules.

We recall the definition of graded matrix factorizations. Fix a positive
integer d € Z~g. Let W € S, be a homogeneous polynomial of degree d.

Definition 4.17. A graded matriz factorization of W is a sequence
o1! vy’
(4.4) M = <M1 — My — Ml(d)>7
where M; and My are finitely generated free graded S,-modules and ¢}/
and ) are degree preserving homomorphisms such that
0" ool =W -idas,, @1 (d) 0 f =W - id,.

As similar to Definitions and A3l we can define the dg category
ME# (W) of graded matriz factorizations of W. Let HMF#" (W) be the ho-
motopy category [MF#" (WW)]. For an integer [ € Z and a graded S,-module
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P = @;cz Py, we define the graded S,,-module P(l) = ®;czP(l); by P(l); :=
P;;;. Then we obtain the degree shift functors (1) : grfr(S) = grfr(S) and
(1) : MF&" (W) = MF&(W). We put 7 := [(1)] : HMF& (W) = HMF& (W),
4.6. Matrix factorizations and Landau-Ginzburg models. Fix a pos-
itive integer d and a homogeneous polynomial W € S,, of degree d. Consider
the action of C* on the affine space C" defined by
A (21,0 @) = Az, Axy)

for A € C* and (x1,--- ,x,) € C". Let x4 : C* — C* be the character of
C* defined by xg4(t) := t?. Then W : C* — C is a xq-semi-invariant regular
function. The data (C", x4, W)®" is a gauged Landau-Ginzburg model.

Denote the category of C*-equivariant locally free coherent sheaves on
C™ by vectc«(C™). Taking global sections, we have the equivalence T' :
vectcs(C") = grfr(S,). Note that, for E € vectcs(C"), the S,-module
I'(E) has the structure of a graded S,-module induced by the weight de-
composition with respect to the induced action of C* on I'(F). This in-
duces the equivalence I : vectc«(C™, xq, W) — MF& (W) of dg categories.
Hence by Proposition 10, we have the quasi-equivalence MF&" (W) —
D?bs fact e« (C™, xq, W). Taking homotopy categories, we obtain the equiva-
lence

HMF& (W) 2y Dabs [factc+ (C", xq, W)].

Remark 4.18. By [Orl09, Theorem 40] and [BDE™18, Lemma 4.8], the tri-
angulated category HMF#' (W) is idempotent complete.

4.7. Serre functor. Fix a positive integer d and a homogeneous polynomial
W € S, of degree d. The Serre functor of HMF#" (W) is described as follows.

Theorem 4.19 ([KST09, Theorem 3.8]). The Serre functor S of HMF#' (W)
is given by S := 797" [n — 2].

Using TheoremET9, we describe the Serre functor of D [factg (C", xq, W)].
Note that the following diagram commutes:

(4.5) vectes (C™, xa, W) —— MFe (W)
_®OCR(X1)l l(l)
vectex(C", xq, W) — MFe (W).
Taking homotopy categories, we obtain the commutative diagram:
(4.6) D8 [factcx (C™, xq, W)] —— HMF&" (W)
®0cn(X1)l JT
D38 [factcx (C™, xq, W)] —— HMF& (W).
By Theorem [£19] and (Z£.0]), we have the following.
Theorem 4.20 ([KST09, Theorem 3.8]). The functor
— ® Ocn (Xd—n)[n — 2] : D*™[factes (C™, xa, W)] = D*™[factcx (C™, xa, W)]

is the Serre functor.
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5. CONSTRUCTION OF PERVERSE SCHOBERS

Let n > 1 be a positive integer, W € C[z1, -+ ,zp4+2] be a homogeneous
polynomial of degree n + 2. We take the polynomial W general so that
the hypersurface X = (W = 0) C P*"! is smooth, which is a projective
Calabi—Yau variety of dimension n. We denote by Ox (1) := Opn+1(1)|x.

In this section, we construct a perverse schober using the following Orlov’s
theorem:

Theorem 5.1 ([Orl09], [BEK12, Proposition 5.8]). There exists an equiva-
lence

(5.1) ¢: DY(X) = HMF&' (W)
between triangulated categories. Moreover, the following diagram commutes:

(5.2) DY(X) —Y HMFe (W)

STo, o(~®0x (1)) lT

Db(X) — HMFE (W)

Remark 5.2. More precisely, we have equivalences
Y DY(X) — HMF& (W)

indexed by integers w € Z, and we have the commutative diagram (5.2]) for
a particular choice of w € Z. See Section [8 for more detail.

Take a disk A C P!\ {0,00} containing the point 1. We fix two distinct
points #* € A\ {1}. First we construct a {z*}-coordinatized local system
of categories on P!\ {0, 1, c0}.

Let a,b € w1 (P*\ {0, 1,00}, 27 ) be simple loops around oo, 1, respectively.
Let v be a path from z~ to ™ which is contained in A and does not go
around the point 1 € A. See Figure [l below. Then the groupoid 7y (P! \
{0,1,00}, {zT}) is freely generated by the three paths a, b, .

We first prepare the following two lemmas:

Lemma 5.3. There is a {x~ }-coordinatized local system R on P*\{0,1, 00}
with assignments

z_ — DY(X),
ar— (—)®0x(1), b STo, .
Proof. Consider a homomorphism
(5.3) G =m(P'\ {0,1,00}, {z"}) = Auteq D°(X),

which sends the generators a, b to the autoequivalences (—) ® Ox (1), STo,,
respectively.

By [BO20), Theorem 2.1 (1)] (see also Section 2.3 in the same paper), there
exists an obstruction class o € H3(G,C*) for lifting the homomorphism (5.3))
to an action of G on the category D?(X). Since G = 7 (P'\ {0, 1,00}, {2~ })
is a free group, we have the vanishing H3(G, C*) = 0, and hence the assertion

holds. O
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0

FIGURE 1. Generators of the groupoid 71 (P! \ {0, 1, 00}, {zF}).

Remark 5.4. Although [BO20, Theorem 2.1] is stated only for finite groups,
its proof works for infinite groups without any modifications.

Lemma 5.5 ([BO20, Lemma 2.2]). Let f,f": B — C, g,': A — B be
functors, and let a: f — f', B: g — ¢ be natural transforms. Then the
following diagram commutes:

fog—2sflog

fﬁl lf’ﬁ
fog —[og.
ag
Proposition 5.6. There is an {x*}-coordinatized local system £ on P!\
{0,1, 00} with assignments
(5.4 z” = DY(X), zt— HMFS (W),
' ar (=) ®0x(1), b= SToy, v+ .

Proof. Let R be the local system of categories constructed in Lemma
By definition, it consists of the data

Mgt Db(X) :) Db(X), Vg' h'+ g Hh! :) Mg’
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for all elements ¢, h € w1 (P! \ {0,1,00},{z~}). Moreover, we have the
following commutative diagrams

;Lq/l/h/’k/

(5.5) Hg' [ oy~ [hg' ln/ k!
ﬂg/’hluk/l lyg/’hlk/
Hg'h' k! Vgt Ky’ h k!

for all ¢/, b/, k' € w1 (P1\ {0,1,00}, {z}).

We extend this local system £ to an {z* }-coordinatized local system £.
First observe that any morphism g in the groupoid 7 (P! \ {0, 1, 00}, {z*})
can be uniquely written as follows:

(56) g=797", €€{0,1},6€{0,~1},¢ € m(P"\{0,1,00},{z"}).

To the morphism (5.6)), we associate the functor
Pg =1 0 iy 0 9P
For each pair g, h of composable morphisms, we associate a natural trans-

form 0y 1,1 pgpn — pgn as follows:
e When g = v,h =~~!, then we define 0,1 to be the adjoint counit

Mp-1: Yo" = idpype ) -
e When we have g = y°¢/yv~1, h = yh/~? for some ¢, -6 € {0,1},
g, 0 € m(P\ {0,1,00},{z"}), then we define 0, as
Og,h = Vg W10y 2 PgPh = Pghs
where 7, : Py loy — idps(x) is the adjoint counit.
e Otherwise, we put 0,5, = vy j.
We need to check the commutativity of the diagram (B.1]) for all compos-
able paths g, h, k. We prove it only for the case when we have h = vh' with

R € m(P'\ {0,1,00},{z~}). The other cases can be proved in a similar
way. As in (5.6]), we write

g=79g7"" k=K

Consider the following diagram:

(g1 () (i ?) (V€ pugre ) (pur )
\ %
(9 g ) i (e 00
On,k=Vp! 1 Vh’,k’l Ogh, k=Vgn! 1
(phrprb®)
(Vg ™) (W) Vg

ghk:



20 NAOKI KOSEKI AND GENKI OUCHI

The upper and the lower triangles are commutative by the definitions of 0, j,
and 0 pi; the left square is commutative by Lemma (.5} the right square
is commutative by the commutativity of (B.5]). Hence we conclude that the
whole diagram commutes as required. O

Next we shall extend the local system £ of categories to a perverse schober
on P!. Let us take a smooth hyperplane section C' € |Ox (1), and denote
by i: C' — X the natural inclusion. We also take a general linear section
j: C"tl — C™*2. Note that by using the equivalences (see (E6]))

HMF® (W) ~ D** [factc- (C*2, xpy0, W)]
HMF® (W |cn+1) ~ Dbs [faCt(C* ((CnJrl, Xn+2; W|C"+1)] )
we have the natural push-forward functor j,: HMF& (W|cn+1) — HMF& (W).

Theorem 5.7. There erists a perverse schober B on (P, {0,1,00}) with
the following properties:

(1) The restriction of the schober ¢ to P*\ {0,1,00} coincides with the
local system £ of categories constructed in Proposition [5.0,

(2) Restricting the schober P to small disks around co,1,0, we obtain
the spherical functors and the signs
iv: D°(C) = DY(X), € =1,

(5.7  D°(pt) = D’(X), Cw— Ox, e =1,

Y=o g, s HMF® (W |cnt1) — HMFE (W) = DU(X), e = —1,
respectively.

Remark 5.8. Our choices of spherical functors (5.7]) are compatible with the
general result in Theorem Indeed, by [Orl09], we have an SOD

HMF® (W|cas1) = (D*(C), D*(pt)),
and the dual twist of the spherical functor )10, is exactly the composition
(—®0x(1)) "t o STy! .
Our point is that we have explicit descriptions of the source categories

of spherical functors in terms of derived categories and matrix factorization
categories, rather than abstract dg categories.

Proof of Theorem[5.7. We apply Proposition B.I0] to the local system £
three times. It is enough to show that the functors (5.7)) are spherical and
their twists coincide with the autoequivalences

(_) ® OX(l)’ STOXa ST(')X O((_) ® OX(l))a
respectively (cf. Remark and Example 3.9]).
We only prove the assertion for the functor
(5.8) Y7o je: HMFS (W |cns1) — DP(X),

namely, we show that it lifts to a spherical dg functor and the corresponding
twist autoequivalence of D?(X) is isomorphic to STo, o(— ® Ox(1)). We
take dg enhancements of the categories HMF&" (W) and HMF# (W |cn+1) to
be D*s factes (C"12, X pp2, W) and D2 factex (C™FL, x40, W ent1), respec-
tively. Note that they also give Morita enhancements, since the categories
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(—) ®O0x(1)

FIGURE 2. Local system of categories.

Db(X) and HMF® (W |cns1) are idempotent complete. Since j: C*F!
C"*? is a closed embedding, we have the functor

Gu: D factes (C" g2, Wgne1) — D™ factee (C""2 Xy, W),

which gives a dg enhancement of the functor (5.8]).
Next we construct dg lifts of the left and right adjoint functors

§* o1, j ot DY(X) — HMF® (W|cws).

For this we take dg enhancements of HMF& (W) and HMF& (W |cnt1) as
vectcx (C™2, 2, W) and vectcs (C™, o, Wcen+1), respectively. Then
we have the dg enhancement

51 vectes ((Cn+2, Xn+2, W) — vectcs ((Cn+1, Xn+2, Wlcn+1).

Similarly, we have the enhancement of the functor j' = j*(=) ® O(x1)[~1],
where O(x1) is the C*-equivariant line bundle of weight 1. Note that the
dg enhancements D*"* fact(—) and vect(—) are quasi-equivalent (see Propo-

sition F.10]).

Let us consider the twist T of j,, which fits into the exact triangle

(5.9) jeoj —id =T
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of quasi-functors on D2 factc«(C"*2, x40, W). Applying the underlying
exact functors of (5.9) to an object £ € HMF8" (W), we obtain a triangle

(5.10) E(x1)|cn+1]—1] = E = T(F)

in HMF#"(W). The exact triangle (5.10) is isomorphic to the triangle ob-
tained by tensoring E to the sequence O(x1)|cn+1[—1] = O — O(x1). In
other words, we have isomorphisms

(5.11) T~ (—®0(x1)) ~1

between functors. In particular, the functor [T] is an autoequivalence of
HMEF®" (W). Similarly, we can check that the endofunctor [F] of HMF8" (W |cn+1)
is an equivalence, where F' is the cotwist of j, defined by the triangle

F —id — j' o j..
Indeed, we can show that

(512) [F] = SHMFgT(W\Cn+1)[_n - 1]7

where S(_ denotes the Serre functor.

The above arguments show that the push-forward functor j, is a spherical
functor. Moreover, its twist is isomorphic to the degree shift functor by
(5I1). Via the equivalence 1: D?(X) ~ HMFS" (W), the degree shift functor
T corresponds to the autoequivalence STy, o(— ® Ox(1)) as required (see
Theorem [(.T]). O

Proposition 5.9. The schober B constructed in Theorem [5.7 is n-Calabi-
Yau.

Proof. The local system £ clearly satisfies the Calabi-Yau property.

By the isomorphism (5.12]), the schober B restricted to a disk around 0 is
n-Calabi-Yau. Similarly, one can check that it is n-Calabi-Yau around the
points oo, 1. O

6. DECATEGORIFICATION

In this section, we prove that the decategorifications of our perverse
schobers coincide with the intersection complexes.

6.1. Intersection complex. We first recall the description of intersection
complexes under the equivalence in Proposition [3.3

Proposition 6.1 ([Donl9a, Proposition 3.2]). Given a local system L on
A\ {0} with fiber F' and monodromy m, the intersection complex IC(L) €
Perv(A,0) corresponds to the diagram

id —m
m
(6.1) F/F u F,
where F™ C F denotes the m-invariant part, and u: F — F/F™ denotes
the quotient map.
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Remark 6.2. In [Donl9a], Donovan uses a slightly different version of the
quiver description of the category Perv(A,0). Namely, our category P; is
the category of data (D, D1, u,v) such that id —vow is an isomorphism. On
the other hand, Donovan [Donl9al Proposition 3.1] considers the condition
that id +v o u is an isomorphism. As a result, the map F'/F™ — F in (6.1
is id —m in our case, while it is m — id in [Donl9al, Proposition 3.2].

The following lemma is useful for our purpose:

Lemma 6.3. Let X be a smooth projective variety, U C X be an open
subset, and L be a local system on U.
Given a perverse sheaf P on X, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) We have an isomorphism P ~IC(L).
(2) There exists an analytic open covering X = U;V; such that for every
i, we have an isomorphism Py, ~ IC(L|y,nv) € Perv(V;).

Proof. This is a well-known property, and follows from the characterization
of the intersection complexes given in [Max19, Definition 8.4.3 (2)], together
with the fact that the category of perverse sheaves forms a stack in analytic
topology, see e.g., [Max19 Remark 8.2.11]. O

6.2. Decategorification of perverse schobers. In this subsection, we
consider the decategorification of our schober when n > 2. Let H €
|Opn+2(1)| be the hyperplane class. We also denote by H its restrictions
to X and C.

Definition 6.4. (1) We define the H-part Ag(X) (resp. Ag(C)) of the
cohomology H*(X,Q) (resp. H*(C,Q)) to be the subring generated
by the hyperplane class H.
(2) We define the H-part Ag(W|cn+1) of the numerical Grothendieck
group Kpum (HMF® (W{cni1))q to be Ag(C) @ Q.

Remark 6.5. By [Orl09], we have an SOD
HMF (W |enin) = (DY(C), D¥(pt)).
Hence we have a natural embedding
At (W]gres) > Ko (HMFE (W] gt))g
The proof of the following lemma is straightforward:

Definition-Lemma 6.6. The following assertions hold:
(1) The local system £ of categories in Proposition induces a local
system on P\ {0, 1,00} whose fiber is Ay (X). We denote it by L.
(2) The spherical functors with the signs in [{5.7) induce linear maps
iv: Ag(C) = Ag(X), ' Ag(X) — Ap(0),
(6.2) Q—)AH(X), AH(X) —)@,
Jet Ag(Wlent1) = Ap(X), 57 Au(X) = Ag(Wcn+1),
which define perverse sheaves on (A,0).

(3) The local system L in (1) and the data (6.3) define a perverse sheaf
P on PL.

We call L, P the decategorifications of £,B, respectively.
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Theorem 6.7. Suppose that n > 2. Let L, P be the decategorifications of
£, as in Definition-Lemma [6.0.

Then we have an isomorphism P ~ IC(L) € Perv(P'). Moreover, the
perverse sheaf P is Verdier self-dual.

Proof. By Lemmal6.3] it is enough to check the isomorphism of the perverse
sheaves IC(L) and P in the neighborhoods of the points 0, 1,00. To show
this, we apply Proposition to the data in (6.2)).

We only prove the assertion for
SELEN

5k

J

(6.3) A (Wlgnsr)

namely, we prove that this is isomorphic to the diagram (@) with F =
Ap(X) and m = (— ® Ox (1)) ' o ST@;. We claim that F™ = 0 in this
case, and hence the diagram (6.I]) becomes

id —m
(6.4) Ap(X) - Ap(X).
To prove the claim, first note that F™ = 0 if and only if F' (m™) = (. Recall
that we have the triangle

(6.5) RHom(Ox,—®0x(1))®0x — (—)®0x(1) = STo, (—@0x(1)).
Hence we have
m~H(Z) = Z.efl — x(Z.e7)(1,0,---,0)

for any & = (20, -+ ,2n) € Ag(X). Assume that ¥ is fixed by m~!. Firstly,
the second to the last components of # and m~!(Z) must be equal, which is
only possible when xg = 1 = -+ = 2,1 = 0. Then the first component of
m~Y(Z) is —x(Z.ef!) = —x,, while we have seen zo = 0. Hence the m-fixed
part is trivial as claimed.

Next observe that we have the following morphism in the category P; (cf.
Definition B.2l):

id—m

An(X) T Ap(X)

id
j*l lid
j*

Ar(Wlgnin)
J
Hence, to prove that the diagrams (6.3]) and (6.4]) are isomorphic, it is enough
to show that the map j*: Ag(X) — Ay (C"™, W|cnt1) is an isomorphism.
Since we assume that n > 2, C' C X is a connected smooth variety, and
the vector spaces Ay (C"1, W|cn+1) and Ay (X) have the same dimension.
Hence it is enough to show that j,j* = id —m is an isomorphism. Since we
have proved
ker(id —m) = F™ =0,

the map j,j* is an injective endomorphism, hence it is an isomorphism as
required.
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The Verdier self-duality of P follows from Proposition[5.9] see also Remark
B.I3l O

Remark 6.8. When n = 1, X is an elliptic curve and C' consists of 3 points.
Then we would have dim Ay (W{c2) = 4 > 2 = dim A (X). Hence the above
computation shows that P and IC(L) are not isomorphic. This is related
to the fact that Ox (1) has degree three, and hence does not generate the
Picard group when n = 1.

We will modify the construction in the next section to get the categorifi-
cation of the intersection complex for elliptic curves.

Remark 6.9. Even when n > 2, if we consider the full numerical K-groups
instead of the H-parts, the result fails in general. Indeed, it may happen
that dim Kyym (HMFS (W |cn+1))g > dim Kyum (X)g.

7. MIRROR SYMMETRY FOR ELLIPTIC CURVES

In this section, we denote by X a smooth elliptic curve. We construct
perverse schobers in both A- and B-models, which are identified via the
homological mirror symmetry for an elliptic curve.

A key observation is that, in the case of elliptic curves, our schober only
consists of spherical objects, while in higher dimension we have more general
spherical functors.

7.1. Perverse schober on the B-side. The following is a straightforward
modification of the construction in Theorem [B.7

Proposition 7.1. Fiz a point p € X. There exists a perverse schober BB
on (P, {0,1,00}) satisfying the following properties:
(1) The schober B restricted to the open subset P\{0,1, 00} is isomor-
phic to a local system €8 of categories with the fiber DY(X), defined
by the assignments

a— (—)® Ox(p), b— STo, .

(2) Restricting the schober PE to small disks around oo, 1,0, we obtain
the spherical functors with the signs

DP(pt) = D(X), C— O, oo =1,
Db(pt) —» D*(X), Cw— Ox, e =1,
(D*(pt), D’(pt)) — D*(X), e =—1,

respectively.
(3) By taking the Grothendieck groups, we obtain a local system LB and
a perverse sheave PP in the usual sense. We have PP ~1C(LP).

Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Theorem 5.7l The first dif-
ference is that we use (—) ® Ox(p) instead of the degree three line bundle
Op2(1)|x. The second difference is that the skyscraper sheaf Oy, is spherical
for an elliptic curve X, whose twist is isomorphic to (—) ® Ox(p).

Finally, to construct a spherical functor (D°(pt), D®(pt)) — D®(X) whose
dual twist is (— ® Ox(p))~to ST(_QL, we use Theorem O
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7.2. Perverse schober on the A-side. Here, we construct the mirror per-
verse schober using the homological mirror symmetry for an elliptic curve.

Let X = X/(Z & 77Z) be an elliptic curve, where 7 is an element of the
upper half plane. Then its mirror is defined to be a pair XV = (T, wc),
where T = C/Z%? is a torus, and wc = 7dx A dy is a complezified Kdhler
form. We denote by 7: C — T the quotient map.

We briefly recall the definition of the Fukaya category D™ Fuk(XV), fol-
lowing [PZ98]. An object of the Fukaya category D™ Fuk(X") is isomorphic
to a tuple (L, a, M), where

e [ C T is a special Lagrangian submanifold,
e o € R is a real number such that the equation

L=1({z(t) € C: 2(t) = z0 + €™, te€R})

holds for some 7y € C.
e M is a C-local system on L whose monodromy has eigenvalues in
the unit circle.

Morphisms in the Fukaya category are defined to be the morphisms be-
tween local systems restricted to the intersection of Lagrangian submani-
folds. Finally, the Aso-structure is defined by using the complexified Kahler
form wc and the moduli spaces of pseudo-holomorphic disks in XV.

We denote by Lo = (Lo, 1/2,Cy,) (resp. £1 = (L1,0,Cp,)) € D™ Fuk(X"),
where Ly (resp. L1) is the image of the imaginary axis (resp. the real axis)
in C under the projection map w: C — T..

Theorem 7.2 ([PZ98]). There ezists an equivalence
(71) P mirror: Db(X) = DT Fuk(XV),
which sends O, Ox to Lo, L1, respectively, where e € X is the origin.

In particular, the objects £; € D™ Fuk(X") (i = 0,1) are spherical ob-

jects. We denote by ST, € Auteq(D™ Fuk(X")) the corresponding spheri-

cal twists, which are called the Dehn twists along L;.
Combining Proposition [Z.1] and Theorem [.2], we obtain the following;:

Theorem 7.3. There exists a perverse schober P4 on (P, {0,1,00}) satis-
fying the following properties:
(1) The schober BB restricted to the open subset P*\{0,1, 00} is isomor-

phic to a local system £4 of categories with the fiber D™ Fuk(XV),
defined by the assignments

(7.2) a — STEO, b— STL1 .

(2) Restricting the schober PBA to small disks around co,1,0, we obtain
the spherical functors with the signs

DP(pt) = D™ Fuk(XV), Cr— Lo, € =1,

Db(pt) = D™ Fuk(XY), Cr L1, € =1,

(D*(pt), D"(pt)) — D™ Fuk(X"), € = —1,
respectively.

Under the mirror symmetry equivalence (7.1)), the perverse schober PA is
identified with the schober BB with p =e € X.
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8. ORLOV EQUIVALENCES VIA VGIT

In this section, we review the proof of Orlov’s theorem (Theorem [(.])
via the magic window theorem and Knoérror periodicity, following [BEK19,
Section 7]. This approach naturally gives an example of spherical pairs in
the sense of Definition B.141

8.1. VGIT and window shift autoequivalences. Let us put G := C* x
C*, Y := C"*?2 x C, and define an action of G on X as follows:

(i) - (@) = (MNP, (A p) € G, (#u) € .

Let xT: G — C* be characters defined as x(\, u) := A*. By taking the GIT
quotients with respect to the characters y*, we obtain
Y = [V(Opnii(—n —2))/C*], Y~ =[C"?/C],

where C* acts on the fiber of V/(Opn+1(—n —2)) by weight one, and C* acts
on C"*2 by weight one. We have natural embeddings Y+ — [Y/G].

We further take a general homogeneous polynomial W € Clxy, -+ , Xy 42]
of degree n + 2, and define a function Qw : Y — C by Qw (&, u) := uW (Z).
Then Qw is a n-semi-invariant function, where n: G — C* is a character
defined as n(\, ) = p. Indeed, we have

Qw (A 1) - (T,u) = A" 2pun) NP2 W(&) = puW (F) = pQw (7, u).
Hence the data (Y, 7, Qw) defines a gauged Landau-Ginzburg model.

Definition 8.1. (1) For an interval I, we define the window subcate-
gory Gr C D*s[factq(Y,n,Qw)] to be a triangulated subcategory
generated by factorizations (4.1]) with terms

Ej~ P 0()u, j=1,0, lj€ ZLxo
icInZ
as C*-equivariant sheaves on Y, where C* acts on Y via the inclusion
C* C G into the first factor.
(2) For an integer w € Z, we put
gw = g[w,w+n+2)7 Ew = g[w,w+n+2}'
The following is a special case of the main theorem of [BEK19, [HL15|:

Theorem 8.2 ([BFK19, [HL15]). For each integer w € Z, the compositions

res

i Gy Dabs [facta (Y, n, Qw)] —+> Dabs[factc*(V((’)Pnﬂ(—n -2)),x1,Qw)],

res—

ot G = D™ [factq(Y,n, Qw)] —— D™ [factc- (C"2, xppo, W),

are equivalences, where resT denote the restriction functors to the semi-
stable loci Y*. In particular, we have an equivalence

ww = 7”1; e} (7”,3;)_1 : Dabs[factc* (V(O]Perl(_n - 2))7 X1, QW)]
— D™ [factc- (C"2, xppo, W)
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Definition 8.3. For each integer w € Z, we put
@ 1= ULy 0 Y € Auteq (D [facte- (V(Oposr (—1 — 2)), 31, Qw)])

and call it as the window shift autoequivalence.

In the following, we will interpret the window shift autoequivalences as
autoequivalences of D?(X) under the Knorror periodicity, where X := (W =
0) C P! is a smooth Calabi-Yau hypersurface of dimension n. We have
the following diagram:

(8.1) Xc X prl

| i
V(Opnsi (—1 — 2)) | x s V(Opnir (—n — 2)) 25 C

X¢ , prtl,

[>:¢

where p, ¢ denote the projections, v,yx are the inclusions as zero sections,
and 7,7x are the natural inclusions.
We use the following result:

Proposition 8.4 ([HLSI16l Proposition 3.4]). The window shift autoequiv-
alence ®,, fits into the following exact triangle

(8.2) RHom(74Opn+1i(—w—n—1), =) @7Opn+1(—w—n—1) = id — D,.
In other words, ®,, is the spherical twist around v,Opn+1(—w —n —1).

Recall from Theorem that we have an equivalence
(8.3) ixp*: DY(X) = D™[factcs (V(Opnii (—n — 2)), x1, Qw)]-

Proposition 8.5. Let w € Z be an integer. Under the Kérror periodicity
equivalence (8.3), the window shift autoequivalence ®,, corresponds to the
spherical twist STo (wi2n13) ON DY(X).

Proof. To simplify the notation, we put V := V(Opn+1(—n — 2)). Since we
have an isomorphism

pn-1> (=) @Oy (k) o ®n_10((—) ® Ov(—k))
of functors (see e.g., [HLS16, Lemma 3.2]) for each k € Z, we may assume
w=-n-—1.

We prove a functorial isomorphism ®_;,_10i.p*(E) =~ ixp*0ST o (nt2)(F)
for each object E € D(X). By applying the functor i,p* to the defining
triangle

R Hom(Ox(n+2),E) ® Ox(n+2) = E = STo, (n19)(E),
we obtain
(8.4)
RHom((’)X(n + 2), E) & Z*OV|X(TL + 2) — p"E — iyp* o STOX(n+2) (E)

On the other hand, by the triangle ([8.2), we have the exact triangle
(8.5) R Hom (7, Opn+1,5xp*E) @ vOpn+1 — ixp"E — ®_p,_1(i.p*E).



PERVERSE SCHOBERS AND ORLOV EQUIVALENCES 29

We compute the complex R Hom (v,Opn+1,i,p*E) as follows:

R Hom(7.Opn+1,1xp"E) ~ RHom(i* 7, Opn+1,p" F)
~ RHom(yxixOpn+1,p"E)
=~ R Hom(i Opni1, vxp"E(—n — 2)[1]),
~ RHom(Ox (n + 2), E)[1],

(8.6)

where the first isomorphism follows from the adjunction; the second iso-
morphism follows from Lemma [86] (2) below; the third isomorphism follows
from the adjunction and the fact that wx |, ~ Ox(—n — 2); the last iso-
morphism follows from p o yx = idx.

Moreover, we have an isomorphism

(8.7) Z‘*OV‘X(TL + 2)[—1] ~ v, Opnt1

by Lemma (1) below.
By the isomorphisms (8.6]) and (87), it follows that the triangles (8.4
and (83]) are isomorphic, as required. O

We have used the following lemma in the above proof:

Lemma 8.6. Put L := Opn+1(—n—2), V :=V(L). The following statements
hold:

(1) We have an isomorphism
Y« Opni1 ~ 0,0y (n + 2)[1].
(2) We have an isomorphism
Y Opnt1 == x40 5 Opnt1.

Proof. Put s := ¢*W: ¢*L — Oy, and let t: Oy — ¢*L(x1) be the tauto-
logical section. By Lemma .15 we have

Y Opni1 ~ K (Y, 8") ~ K(s,t)Y ~ ixOy | (n2)[-1],

which proves the first assertion.
Similarly, we have

s Opnrr > K (tY,5V) = K(t']y|,0) > Yxuix Opns1,

where the second equality follows from the vanishing S|V‘ « = 0, hence the
second assertion holds. O

We can now give the proof of Orlov’s theorem:

Proof of Theorem[5.1. As before, we put V = V(Opnt1(—n — 2)). The

existence of the equivalence
DY(X) ~ HMF® (W)

follows from Theorem together with the equivalences (R3] and (4.4]).
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For the second statement, consider the following commutative diagram:
(8.8)

w—Qn—4

+ —
T _2n—4 T _on—4a

D#s[factes (V, x1, Qw)] ¢—— G—n—3 —— D*[factcs (C"2, X0, W)

®0(1)J ®0(1)l @0(%

Dabs [faCt(C* (‘/a X1, QW)] % g72n*3 — Dabs [faCt(C* ((Cn-i—Q, Xn+2; W)]’

T _on—3 T _on—3

Y—2n—3

where O(1) € D*[facta(Y,n, Qw)] denotes the C*-equivariant line bundle
of weight one, with respect to the C*-action via the inclusion C* C G to the
first factor.

By (£4)), the autoequivalence

(=) ® O(1) € Auteq(D*™[factc+ (C"2, xpi2, W)])
corresponds to the degree shift equivalence 7 under the natural equivalence
D*[factes (C™2, X 12, W)]) ~ HMFE (W).

On the other hand, the autoequivalence ®O(1) on D**s[factc«(V, x1, Qw)]
corresponds to the autoequivalence ®Ox (1) on D?(X) via the Knérror pe-

riodicity (83)).
By the above observations, the commutativity of the diagram (8.8]) implies
that

(Y—on—a) toToth oy 4= (Y_2n-a) ot 9, 30(—®0Ox(1))
=®_9, 30 (—®0x(1))
= STo, o(— ® Ox(1)),
where the last equality follows from Proposition O

8.2. Spherical pairs from VGIT. We end this section by constructing
an example of spherical pairs using the theory of [BFK19, [HL15], following
[Donl19a). Let

ST:={0} xC,§™ =C""?x {0} cY =C""?xC

be the unstable loci with respect to the characters x*, x~, respectively. Let
j*: 8T < Y denote the inclusions.

Proposition 8.7 ([Donl9al [HLS16]). We have a spherical pair
(8.9) Gn—2 = (D"(X),D’(pt)) = (HMF# (W), D"(pt))
such that the induced autoequivalence on D°(X) is isomorphic to STy, .

Proof. By [HLS16, Equation (3)], applied to the two different KN stratifi-
cations
Y=Y \SHust=x\S)us,

we have a pair of semi-orthogonal decompositions:

(8.10) G914 = (G-20-1,7i Og+(=2n —4)) = (G203, 75 Og-(—n — 2)).
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The proofs of [Donl9al Theorem 4.4, Proposition 4.5] show that the pair
(BI0) defines a spherical pair. Moreover, by Theorem and the equiva-

lences (83]) and (4.6]), we have
G_on_a~DX), G_o,_3~ HMF&(W).

Hence we obtain the spherical pair as in (89).

It remains to compute the induced autoequivalence on D?(X). By con-
struction, the induced autoequivalence on D*[factcs (V, X1, Qw)] =~ G—2n_4
is the spherical twist around the object j Og-(—n—2)|y >~ 7.Opn+1(—n—2).
By Propositions [8.4] and B3] it corresponds to the spherical twist STp, un-
der the Knorror periodicity equivalence (8.3]). U

Corollary 8.8. The perverse schober in Theorem [5.7] upgrades to the spher-
ical pair (89) around the point 0 € P!,
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