
CATEGORICAL GENERIC FIBER

HAYATO MORIMURA

Abstract. For smooth separated families with enough nice base schemes, we describe the
abelian category of coherent sheaves on the generic fiber as a Serre quotient. When the family is
a proper effectivization of a formal deformation, the Serre quotient is equivalent to the abelian
category of coherent sheaves on the general fiber introduced by Huybrechts–Macrı̀–Stellari.

Passing to the derived category, we obtain a description of the derived category of the generic
fiber as a Verdier quotient. It allows us to induce Fourier–Mukai transforms on the generic and
geometric generic fibers from derived-equivalent smooth proper families. As an application, we
provide new examples of nonbirational Calabi–Yau threefolds that are derived-equivalent. They
consist of geometric generic fibers of smooth projective versal deformations of several known
examples, which can be regarded as complex manifolds.

The description as a Verdier quotient also allows us to lift any object along the projection. As
another application, given two flat proper families of algebraic varieties over a common base, we
prove that if their generic fibers are projective and derived-equivalent then there exists an open
subset of the base over which the restrictions become derived-equivalent. This can be regarded
as a categorical analogue of the fact that isomorphic generic fibers imply birational families in
our setting.

1. Introduction

1.1. The main result. The categorical general fiber was introduced in [HMS11] to study the
generic categorical behavior of formal deformations of K3 surfaces. When a formal defor-
mation is effective, one can consult the generic fiber of an effectivization. In analytic set-
ting, Raynaud constructed the generic fiber of formal deformations [Ray74]. Based on his
idea, Huybrechts–Macrı̀–Stellari developed the categorical general fiber, providing a categor-
ical analogue of the generic fiber for noneffective formal deformations of K3 surfaces. As
shown in [HMS09], it captures the generic categorical behavior of formal deformations. Below
we briefly review their work.

Let X → Spf k~t� be a formal deformation of a smooth projective k-variety X0. Recall that
the abelian category of coherent sheaves on the general fiber is the Serre quotient

Coh(Xk((t))) B Coh(X)/Coh(X)0,

where Coh(X)0 ⊂ Coh(X) is the full abelian subcategory spanned by coherent k~t�-torsion OX-
modules. By [Miy91, Theorem 3.2] the derived category Db (

Coh
(
Xk((t))

))
of the Serre quotient

is equivalent to the Verdier quotient

Db(X)/Db
0(X),

where Db
0(X) is the full triangulated subcategory spanned by complexes with coherent k~t�-

torsion cohomology. Huybrechts–Macrı̀–Stellari showed the k((t))-linear exact equivalence

Db (
Coh

(
Xk((t))

))
' Db

c (Mod (OX)) /Db
c0

(Mod (OX))
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when X0 is a K3 surface [HMS11, Theorem 1.1]. Here Db
c (Mod (OX)) is the bounded derived

category of OX-modules with coherent cohomology and Db
c0

(Mod (OX)) is its full triangulated
subcategory spanned by complexes with coherent k~t�-torsion cohomology. The latter Verdier
quotient is called the derived category of the general fiber.

If X is effective with a proper effectivization X, i.e., isomorphic to the formal completion of
a proper k~t�-scheme X, then by [GD61, Corollorary III5.1.6] we have

Db(X) ' Db(X)

and Db (
Coh

(
Xk((t))

))
is equivalent to the Verdier quotient

Db(X)/Db
0(X),

which is k((t))-linear. This can be regarded as an effectivization of Db (
Coh

(
Xk((t))

))
. On the

other hand, the derived category of the generic fiber Xk((t)) of the effectivization X gives another
k((t))-linear category. By [BFN10, Theorem 1.2] also Db(Xk((t))) is obtained from the k~t�-
linear category Db(X). As both Db(X)/Db

0(X) and Db(Xk((t))) carry sufficient information on
the generic categorical behavior of formal deformations, it is natural to ask whether they are
equivalent as a k((t))-linear triangulated category. Motivated by this question, we prove the
following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.5). Let XR be a smooth separated family over a noetherian con-
nected regular affine k-scheme Spec R whose closed points are k-rational. Let K be the field of
fractions of R and XK the generic fiber. Then there exists a K-linear equivalence

coh(XK) ' coh(XR)/ coh(XR)0

of abelian categories, where coh(XR)0 is the Serre subcategory spanned by R-torsion sheaves.

Corollary 1.2 (Corollary 2.6). Under the same assumption as above, there exists an exact
K-linear equivalence

Db(XK) ' Db(XR)/Db
0(XR),

where Db
0(XR) is the full triangulated subcategory spanned by complexes with R-torsion coho-

mology.

We impose the technical condition on Spec R to include smooth proper effectivizations of
formal families over formal power series rings, besides smooth proper families over nonsingu-
lar affine k-varieties.

1.2. The first application. One advantage to describe the derived category of the generic fiber
as a Verdier quotient is that Fourier–Mukai machinery carries over easily. Suppose that

ΦE : Db(XR)→ Db(X′R)

is a relative Fourier–Mukai transform of smooth proper families over R with kernel E ∈ Db(XR×R

X′R). Then ΦE induces a Fourier–Mukai transform

ΦEK : Db(XK)→ Db(X′K)

of generic fibers, where the kernel EK is the pullback along the canonical inclusion R ↪→ K. If,
in addition, XK , X′K are projective, then by the standard argument the further base change to the
closure defines a Fourier–Mukai transform

ΦEK̄
: Db(XK̄)→ Db(X′K̄)

of geometric generic fibers.
Typical examples for our results are given by deformations of higher dimensional Calabi–

Yau manifolds. Recently, the author proved the following.
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Theorem 1.3 ([Mor, Theorem 1.1]). Let X0, X′0 be derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau manifolds
of dimension more than two. Then there exists a nonsingular affine k-variety Spec S such that
smooth projective versal deformations XS , X′S over S are derived-equivalent.

Here, the derived equivalence is given by the relative Fourier–Mukai transform with kernel
obtained by deformation of the original kernel for central fibers. Similarly, the Fourier–Mukai
transform of central fibers extends to proper effectivizations of universal formal families. Com-
bining with our current results, we obtain derived-equivalent geometric generic fibers of the
versal deformations and the effectivizations respectively. One can check that they are Calabi–
Yau manifolds of dimension dim X0. When the central fibers are nonbirational, in some special
cases one can deduce the nonbirationality of the geometric generic fibers. To summarize, we
obtain

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 5.7). Let X0, X′0 be derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau manifolds of dimen-
sion more than two. Then the geometric generic fibers XK̄ , X′K̄ of proper effectivizations and that
XQ̄, X′Q̄ of smooth projective versal deformations are respectively derived-equivalent Calabi–
Yau manifolds. If, in addition, we have either NStor X0 , NStor X′0, or ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and
deg(X0) , deg(X′0), then they are respectively nonbirational.

Recall that Fourier–Mukai partners are pairs of nonbirational Calabi–Yau threefolds that
are derived-equivalent. They are of considerable interest from the view point of string theory
and mirror symmetry. For instance, the Gross–Popescu pair [GP01a, Sch] and the Pfaffian–
Grassmannian pair [BC09, Kuz] satisfy the first and the second conditions in Theorem 1.4
respectively. Thus we obtain new examples of Fourier–Mukai partners over the closure K̄, Q̄
of function fields. Note that if k is a universal domain, i.e., an algebraically closed field of
infinite transcendence degree of the prime field, then there exists an isomorphism k � Q̄ [Via13,
Lemma 2.1]. In particular, if k = C then the new examples over Q̄ can be regarded as complex
manifolds.

When X0, X′0 are the Pfaffian–Grassmannian pair, we demonstrate the difference between
XQ̄, X′Q̄ and known examples. The geometric generic fibers XQ̄, X′Q̄ are respectively isomorphic
to X0, X′0 as an abstract scheme, but not as a variety. We will explain why any other known
pair Y0,Y ′0 over k cannot be isomorphic to XQ̄, X′Q̄ even as an abstract scheme. However, we
emphasize that one can obtain XQ̄, X′Q̄ starting from IMOU varieties [IMOU, Kuz18] which are
flat degenerations of X0, X′0. It would be an interesting problem to deduce nonbirationality of
the geometric generic fibers for other examples of Fourier–Mukai partners.

1.3. The second application. Another advantage to describe the derived category of the generic
fiber as a Verdier quotient is that any object of Db(XK) lifts to that of Db(XR). The quotient de-
scription extends to nonaffine base case for flat proper families of k-varieties.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.1). Let π : X → S be a flat proper morphism of k-varieties. Then
there exists a K-linear exact equivalence

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗K) ' Db(XK),

where K = K(S ) is the function field and ῑ∗K : XK → X is the canonical morphism.

In particular, there always exists a lift E ∈ Db(X ×S X′) of a Fourier–Mukai kernel EK ∈

Db(XK × X′K) whenever XK , X′K are projective and derived-equivalent. It allows us to extend the
derived equivalence of the generic fibers to that of general fibers.

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary 6.9). Let π : X → S , π′ : X′ → S be flat proper morphisms of k-
varieties. Assume that their generic fibers XK , X′K are projective and derived-equivalent. Then
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there exists an open subset U ⊂ S over which the restrictions XU , X′U become derived-equivalent.
In particular, over U any pair of closed fibers are derived-equivalent.

This can be regarded as a categorical analogue of the fact that isomorphic generic fibers
imply birational families in our setting. From [LST13, Proposition 1.3] it immediately follows

Corollary 1.7. Let π : X → S , π′ : X′ → S be flat proper morphisms of k-varieties. Consider
a relative integral functor ΦE : Db(X) → Db(X′) defined by kernel E ∈ Db(X ×S X′). Then via
restriction ΦE induces the derived equivalence of their general fibers if and only if it induces
the derived equivalence of their generic fibers.

In classical algebraic geometry, the generic fiber often controls behaviors of general fibers.
For instance, if the generic fiber satisfies a certain property which is constructible, then general
fibers also satisfy the same property. Such characteristics of the generic fiber must be translated
via Gabriel’s theorem [Gab62] into the abelian category of coherent sheaves. Nevertheless, as
there exist pairs of nonisomorphic derived-equivalent K-varieties, it makes sense to wonder
how the derived category of the generic fiber affects that of general fibers.

When k is a universal domain, very general fibers are obtained as base changes of the geo-
metric generic fiber along isomorphisms k � K̄ from [Via13, Lemma 2.1]. Hence in this case
the derived equivalence of the projective generic fibers induces that of very general fibers. The
proof of [Mor, Theorem 1.1] shows that Theorem 1.6 follows as soon as a lift of the Fourier–
Mukai kernel induces the derived equivalence of a single pair of closed fibers. However, since
the composition of the canonical morphisms R→ K → K̄ with a fixed K̄ � k does not coincide
with the surjection R → k, the induced Fourier Mukai kernel on very general fibers should be
different from the restriction of the lift.

Consider another description

Db
dg(Xξ) ' Perfdg(Xξ) ' Perfdg(X) ⊗Perfdg(S ) Perfdg(K)

of the dg enhancement Db
dg(Xξ) of Db(Xξ) obtained from [BFN10] and [Coh]. By [CP21] and

[Miy91] the category Perfdg(K) is a dg enhancement of the Verdier quotient

Db(S )/Db
≤dim S−1(S ),

where Db
≤dim S−1(S ) is the full triangulated subcategory spanned by objects with cohomology

supported on dimension at most dim S − 1. Thus removing the torsion support from Db(X) is
equivalent to removing all closed fibers from the supports of objects of Db(X). In particular,
from a collection of a finite number of objects and Hom-sets between them in Db(X), one can
remove its torsion support by shrinking the base.

In order to show that the restriction of the lift to general fibers define equivalences, we apply
the argument in the proof of [Mor, Theorem 1.1] to a fixed strong generator EU of Db(XU),
which always exists over sufficiently small open subset U ⊂ S . By shrinking U further if
necessary, one can remove the torsion parts with respect to the base from EU and its relevant
Hom-sets. Then we invoke some basic categorical results to show that the value of the counit
morphism on the trimmed strong generator is an isomorphism, which implies that the restriction
of the counit morphism is a natural isomorphism.

Theorem 1.6 tells us that the derived categoy of the generic fiber determines an U-linear tri-
angulated category Db(XU) ' Db(X)/Db

Z(X) for some open subset U ⊂ S and its complement Z,
where Db

Z(X) ⊂ Db(X) is the full S -linear triangulated subcategory with cohomology supported
on XZ. In other words, one may say that it is the core of Db(X). We expect that Theorem 1.5
and Theorem 1.6 provide a way to seek categorical constructible properties and their derived
invariance.

4



Notations and conventions. We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0
throughout the paper. Every time we apply [Via13, Lemma 2.1] we always assume k to be a
universal domain with comments. A k-variety is an integral separated k-scheme of finite type.
A Calabi–Yau manifold X0 is a smooth projective k-variety with trivial canonical bundle and
Hi(X0,OX0) = 0 for 0 < i < dim X0. For a noetherian formal scheme X by Db(X) we denote the
bounded derived category of the abelian category Coh(X) of coherent sheaves on X.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to express his gratitude to Kazushi Ueda for sug-
gesting the problem studied in [Mor]. The author would like to thank Paolo Stellari for answer-
ing some questions. The author also would like to thank Evgeny Shinder and Nicolò Sibilla for
informing him on the paper [CP21]. Finally, the author is deeply thankful to the anonymous
referee who carefully read the earlier version of this paper, pointed out some mistakes, and
suggested an idea to fix it.

2. The derived category of the generic fiber

For a scheme XR over an integral domain R, we have the following pullback diagram

XK
i //

πK

��

XR

πR

��
Spec K

j
// Spec R,

where K is the field of fractions of R and XK is the fiber over the generic point ξ ∈ Spec R.
In the sequel, we assume that XR is connected and smooth separated over R, and Spec R is a
noetherian connected regular affine k-scheme whose closed points are k-rational. The assump-
tion guarantees that XR and XK are noetherian, separated, and regular. Indeed, XR,x is regular
for every closed point x ∈ XR by [SP, Tag 031E]. Under the assumption also XK is connected.
An example of XR we have in mind is a proper effectivization of miniversal formal family
of a smooth projective k-variety whose deformations are unobstructed. Note that in this case
Spec R is not of finite type over k. We impose the technical condition on Spec R to include this
example, besides smooth proper families over nonsingular affine k-varieties.

We denote by coh(XR)0 ⊂ coh(XR) the Serre subcategory spanned by R-torsion sheaves,
i.e., for each F ∈ coh(XR)0 there is an element r ∈ R such that rF = 0. We write C =

coh(XR)/ coh(XR)0 for the Serre quotient. The natural projection p : coh(XR)→ C which sends
F to FK is known to be exact. By universality of Serre quotient, the exact functor

(−) ⊗R K : coh(XR)→ coh(XK)

induces a unique exact functor

Φ : C → coh(XK)

such that (−) ⊗R K = Φ ◦ p. Then Φ defines the derived functor

Db(C)→ Db(XK),

which induces a functor

Ψ : Db(XR)/Db
0(XR)→ Db(XK)

via [Miy91, Theorem 3.2]. We show that Φ and Ψ are equivalences. In particular,

Db(C) ' Db(XR)/Db
0(XR)(2.1)

gives an alternative description of Db(XK).
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2.1. K-linear categorical quotients. As expected from their constructions, both the Serre
quotient C = coh(XR)/ coh(XR)0 and the Verdier quotient Db(XR)/Db

0(XR) carry natural K-linear
structures. To see this, one can adapt [HMS11, Proposition 2.3, 2.9] to our setting in a straight-
forward way. We include the proofs for reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.1 ([HMS11, Proposition 2.3]). The abelian category C is K-linear and for all E ,F ∈

coh(XR) the natural projection p : coh(XR)→ C induces a K-linear isomorphism

HomXR (E ,F ) ⊗R K � HomC (EK ,FK) .(2.2)

Proof. As a quotient of the R-linear category coh(XR), the category C is also R-linear. The
multiplication with r−1 for r ∈ R is defined as follows. Let f ∈ HomC(EK ,FK) be a morphism
represented by f : (E

s0
←− E0

g
−→ F ) with Ker(s0),Coker(s0) ∈ coh(XR)0. Then set r−1 f : (E

rs0
←−−

E0
g
−→ F ), which is well-defined in C, since the objects Ker(rs0) and Coker(rs0) are in coh(XR)0.

Moreover, we have r(r−1 f ) = f due to the commutative diagram

E0rs0

uu
rg

))
r·id
��

E F

E0
s0

ii

g

55

and the K-linearity of the composition is obvious. Recall that a morphism in the Serre quo-
tient is an equivalence class of diagrams. In C, two morphisms f : (E

s0
←− E0

g
−→ F ) and

f ′ : (E
s′0
←− E ′0

g′
−→ F ) are equivalent if there is a third diagram f ′′ : (E

s′′0
←− E ′′0

g′′
−−→ F ) with

Ker(s′′0 ),Coker(s′′0 ) ∈ coh(XR)0 and morphisms u : E ′′0 → E0 and v : E ′′0 → E ′0 in coh(XR) which
makes the diagram

E0
s0

~~

g

!!
E E ′′

s′′0

oo
g′′0

//

u

OO

v
��

F

E ′0

s′0

``

g′

>>

commute.
Consider the induced K-linear map

ηK : HomXR(E ,F ) ⊗R K → HomC(EK ,FK).

To prove the injectivity of ηK , let f ∈ HomXR(E ,F ) be a morphism with ηK( f ) = 0. There
exists a commutative diagram

E ′
s
yy

0
&&

E
f

// F ,

with Ker(s),Coker(s) ∈ coh(XR)0 and hence f factorizes through

f : E
q
−→ Coker(s)

f ′
−→ F .

If r Coker(s) = 0, then this yields r f = f ′ ◦ (rq) = 0. In particular, f ⊗ 1 ∈ HomXR(E ,F ) ⊗R K
is trivial.

To prove the surjectivity of ηK , we have to show that for any f ∈ HomC(EK ,FK) there
exists an element r ∈ R such that r f is induced by a morphism E → F in coh(XR). Write

6



f : (E
s0
←− E0

g
−→ F ) with r1 Ker(s0) = r2 Coker(s0) = 0 for some r1, r2 ∈ R. Consider the exact

sequence

0→ HomXR(E ′,F )
◦ p̃
−→ HomXR(E0,F )

◦ĩ
−→ HomXR (Ker(s0),F )

induced by the natural projection p̃ : E0 � E ′ B Im(s0) and its kernel ĩ : Ker(s0) ↪→ E0. Since
(r1g)◦ ĩ = g◦(r1ĩ) = 0, there exists a unique homomorphism g′ : E ′ → F such that g′◦ p̃ = r1g.
This yields the commutative diagram

E0s0

uu
r1g

))
p̃

��
E F ,

E ′
6 V

ii

g′

55

which allows us to represent r1 f by E ←↩ E ′
g′
−→ F .

As E /E ′ � Coker(s0) is annihilated by r2, the homomorphism r2g′ : E ′ → F lifts to a
homomorphism g′′ : E → F , i.e., g′′|E ′ = r2g′. This yields the commutative diagram

E ′G g

tt
r2g′

**
� _

��
E F .

Eid

jj

g′′

44

Hence r1r2 f is represented by
(
E

id
←− E

g′′
−−→ F

)
, i.e., r1r2 f = ηK(g′′). �

Lemma 2.2 ([HMS11, Proposition 2.9]). The triangulated category Db(C) is K-linear and for
all E, F ∈ Db(XR) the natural projection Q : Db(XR)→ Db(C) induces a K-linear isomorphism

HomDb(XR) (E, F) ⊗R K � HomDb(C) (EK , FK) .

Proof. Any morphism in Db(C) can be represented by a morphism of bounded complexes of
objects in C, which is a collection of morphisms in C compatible with the differentials. Since
by Lemma 2.1 both the morphisms and the differentials are K-linear, the representative is also
K-linear. The K-linear isomorphism is a direct consequence of Corollary 2.6, whose proof does
not rely on it. �

Remark 2.1. In [HMS11] only the case where R = k~t� was treated. This is because some
results require R to be a DVR. Throughout the paper, we are free from the requirement and
results which rely on it.

2.2. Canonical functor from the Serre quotient. Due to the natural K-linear structure, the
Serre quotient C can be embedded in coh(XK) via the exact functor Φ, which is induced by that
(−) ⊗R K : coh(XR)→ coh(XK).

Proposition 2.3. The functor Φ : C → coh(XK) is fully faithful.

Proof. The images of EK ,FK ∈ C by Φ are respectively isomorphic to the pullbacks i∗E , i∗F
of some coherent sheaves E ,F on XR. We have

HomXK (Φ(EK),Φ(FK) = HomXK (i∗E , i∗F )
� Γ ◦ i∗HomXR

(E ,F )

� j∗ ◦ (πR)∗HomXR
(E ,F )

� HomXR (E ,F ) ⊗R K
� HomC (EK ,FK) ,
7



where the second, the third, and the fourth isomorphisms follow from flat base change, Lemma
2.4 below, and Lemma 2.1 respectively. �

Lemma 2.4. For all E ,F ∈ coh(XR) we have an isomorphism

(πR)∗HomXR
(E ,F ) ⊗R K � HomXR (E ,F ) ⊗R K.

Proof. We may consider (πR)∗HomXR
(E ,F ) ⊗R K as the stalk of the sheaf (πR)∗HomXR

(E ,F )
at the generic point ξ of Spec R. For an affine open cover Spec R = {D( f )}, 0 , f ∈ R, take any
germ 〈D( f ), s〉 of (πR)∗HomXR

(E ,F )ξ. Since (πR)∗HomXR
(E ,F ) is a quasi-coherent sheaf on

an affine scheme as XR is noetherian, by [Har77, Lemma II5.3] there exists an integer n ≥ 0
such that f ns is a global section. Let

φ : (πR)∗HomXR
(E ,F )ξ → HomXR (E ,F ) ⊗R K

be the homomorphism of R-algebras which sends 〈D( f ), s〉 to f ms ⊗ (1/ f m), where m is the
minimum integer such that f ms is a global section. One can check that this is well-defined. The
inverse φ−1 is given by the map which sends v ⊗ (g/ f ) to 〈D( f ), (gv/ f )〉 for v ∈ HomXR (E ,F )
and g ∈ R. �

Theorem 2.5. The functor Φ : C → coh(XK) is a K-linear equivalence of abelian categories.

Proof. It suffices to show that Φ is essentially surjective. By assumption XK is connected. Let
Fξ be an object of coh(XK). Since XK is noetherian integral separated regular, by [Har77,
Exercise III6.8] any coherent sheaf on XK can be obtained as the cokernel of a morphism of
locally free sheaves of finite rank. The essential image of Φ is a full abelian subcategory of
coh(XK). In particular, it is closed under taking cokernels. Hence we may assume that Fξ is a
locally free sheaf of finite rank.

Take an affine open cover {Ui}
m
i=1,Ui = Spec Ai of XR such that the restriction of Fξ to each

affine open subset Vi = Ui ×R K of XK is isomorphic to a finite rank free B̃i = Ãi ⊗R K-module

Fi = B̃⊕N
i .

Let φi j = φi ◦ φ
−1
j : F j|Vi j → Fi|Vi j be isomorphisms on Vi j = Vi ∩ V j where φi : Fξ |Vi → Fi are

trivializations with their inverses φ−1
i : Fi → Fξ |Vi . In other words, we have the commutative

diagrams

Fξ |Vi j Fξ |Vi j

φi

��
F j|Vi j φi j

//

φ−1
j

OO

Fi|Vi j .

From Fi we obtain a rank N free Ãi-module

Ei = Ã⊕N
i

with the same generators. By construction tensoring K with Ei recovers Fi. Now, up to shrink-
ing the base Spec R, we glue Ei to construct a coherent sheaf E on XR such that E ⊗R K � Fξ.
By Lemma 2.1 there are lifts φ̄i j : E j|Ui j → Ei|Ui j on Ui j = Ui ∩ U j of φi j along (2.2). Namely,
we have

φ̄i j ⊗R 1/ri j = φi j

for some ri j ∈ R.
Consider the affine open subset

Spec T ⊂ Spec R
8



defined by ri j , 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m. On the base changes Ui j ⊗R T all ri j become invertible. Hence
φi j canonically lift to isomorphisms

r−1
i j φ̄i j : E j|Ui j×RT → Ei|Ui j×RT

along (2.2). Clearly, the lifts satisfy cocycle condition. Thus Ei|Ui×RT glue to yield a locally free
sheaf Ẽ on XT = XR ⊗R T such that Ẽ ⊗T K � Fξ.

By [Har77, Exercise II5.15] the lift Ẽ extends to a coherent sheaf E on XR. Since the exact
functor (−) ⊗R K factorizes through

coh(XR)→ coh(XT )→ coh(XK)

and it sends E to Fξ, there is an object EK ∈ C which maps to Fξ under Φ. �

2.3. Canonical functor from the Verdier quotient. As the functor Φ : C → coh(XK) is exact,
termwise application of Φ defines the derived functor Db(C) → Db(XK). By universality of
Verdier quotient, the induced functor

Ψ : Db(XR)/Db
0(XR)→ Db(XK)

by (2.1) coincides with Db(C)→ Db(XK). From Theorem 2.5 we obtain

Corollary 2.6. The functor Ψ : Db(XR)/Db
0(XR)→ Db(XK) is a K-linear exact equivalence.

Remark 2.2. In Section 6 we will extend Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6 to nonaffine base case
for flat proper families of k-varieties.

3. Comparison w ith the categorical general fiber

3.1. The abelian category of coherent sheaves on the general fiber. Recall that in [HMS11]
for a formal deformation X of a smooth projective k-variety over a formal power series ring
k~t� the abelian category of coherent sheaves on the general fiber is defined as the Serre quo-
tient

Coh(Xk((t))) B Coh(X)/Coh(X)0,

where Coh(X) is the abelian category of coherent OX-modules and Coh(X)0 is the full abelian
subcategory spanned by coherent k~t�-torsion OX-modules. In the case where X is effective
with a proper effectivization, one can obtain Coh(Xk((t))) via formal completion along the closed
fiber in the following sense.

Corollary 3.1. Let X = X̂R → Spf R be an effective formal deformation of a smooth projective
variety with a proper effectivization XR. Then abelian category of coherent sheaves on the
general fiber of X is equivalent to that on the generic fiber XK of its effectivization, i.e., there
exists a K-linear equivalence

coh(XK) ' Coh(XK)

of abelian categories.

Proof. We have the pullback diagram

X = X̂R
ι //

π̂

��

XR

πR

��
Spf R // Spec R

9



of noetherian formal schemes. Since R is a complete local noetherian ring, one can apply
[GD61, Corollorary III5.1.6] to see that the functor

coh(XR)→ Coh(X),(3.1)

which sends each coherent sheaf F on XR to its formal completion F̂ along the closed fiber, is
an R-linear equivalence of abelian categories. By universality of Serre quotient, we obtain the
induced K-linear equivalence

coh(XR)/ coh(XR)0 → Coh(X)/Coh(X)0.

Then the desired equivalence follows from [Miy91, Theorem 3.2]. �

3.2. Serre functor. In the case where X is effective with a proper effectivization, the Serre
functor from [HMS11, Theorem 1.1] constructed when X is a formal deformation of a K3
surface, extends to smooth projective varieties and formal power series rings of any finite di-
mension in a straightforward way.

Proposition 3.2. Let X = X̂R → Spf R be an effective formal deformation of a d-dimensional
smooth projective variety with a proper effectivization XR. Then a Serre functor on Db(XK) is
given by

S (ÊK) = ( ̂E ⊗ ωπR)K[d],

where ωπR is the dualizing sheaf for πR.

Proof. We have

HomDb(Coh(XK ))

(
ÊK , F̂K

)
� HomDb(X)

(
Ê, F̂

)
⊗R K

� HomDb(XR) (E, F) ⊗R K

� HomDb(XR)
(
F, E ⊗ ωπR[d]

)∨
⊗R K

� HomDb(X)

(
F̂, ̂E ⊗ ωπR[d]

)∨
⊗R K

� HomDb(Coh(XK ))

(
F̂K , ( ̂E ⊗ ωπR)K[d]

)∨
,

where the first and the fifth, the second and the fourth, and the third isomorphisms follow from
Corollary Lemma 2.2, the equivalence (3.1), and Serre duality for the smooth morphism πR of
relative dimension d respectively. �

3.3. The derived category of the general fiber. Recall that the derived category of the gen-
eral fiber is defined as the Verdier quotient

Db
c (Mod (OX)) /Db

c0
(Mod (OX)) ,

where Db
c (Mod (OX)) is the bounded derived category of OX-modules with coherent coho-

mology and Db
c0

(Mod (OX)) is the full triangulated subcategory spanned by complexes with
coherent k~t�-torsion cohomology. By [HMS11, Theorem 1.1] we have

Db
c (Mod (OX)) /Db

c0
(Mod (OX)) ' Db (

Coh
(
Xk((t))

))
when X is a formal deformation of a K3 surface. This is deduced from the intermediate k((t))-
linear exact equivalence

Db
c (Mod (OX)) /Db

c0
(Mod (OX)) ' Db(X)/Db

0(X)(3.2)

established in the proof of [HMS11, Proposition 3.10].
While we have

Db
c0

(Mod (OX)) ' Db
0(X)
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by [HMS11, Proposition 2.5], in general the natural inclusion

Db(X) ↪→ Db
c (Mod (OX))

is not an equivalence. Hence one cannot expect (3.2) to hold for more general X. However, in
the case where X is effective with a proper effectivization, we have

Db
c
(
Mod

(
OXR

))
/Db

c0

(
Mod

(
OXR

))
' Db(XR)/Db

0(XR) ' Db(XK)

by Corollary 2.6. Note that the first equivalence follows from

Db
c
(
Mod

(
OXR

))
' Db(XR),

which holds for noetherian schemes. Unless the closed fiber of XR is a K3 surface, in general
one can only recover the part

Db(X)/Db
0(X) ' Db(XK)

via formal completion along the closed fiber in the sense of Corollary 3.1.

4. Induced Fourier–Mukai transforms

As mentioned in [HMS11], one advantage to describe the derived category of the generic
fiber as a Verdier quotient is that the Fourier–Mukai machinery carries over easily. Given a rel-
ative integral functor ΦE : Db(XR) → Db(X′R) on smooth proper families πR : XR → Spec R and
π′R : X′R → Spec R, we study the induced derived equivalence on thier generic fibers, geometric
generic fibers, and formal completions suitably adjusting assumptions. One will see that if the
families are smooth projective, then ΦE being equivalences when restricted to general fibers
implies the derived equivalence of their generic and geometric generic fibers. We will discuss
the opposite direction in Section 6 below.

4.1. Induced Functor from smooth proper families to generic fibers.

Proposition 4.1. Let XR, X′R be smooth proper families over R. If ΦE : Db(XR) → Db(X′R) is
a relative Fourier–Mukai functor, then the induced integral functor ΦEK : Db(XK) → Db(X′K)
is an equivalence. Here, EK ∈ Db(XR ×R X′R)/Db

0(XR ×R X′R) is the image of E by the natural
projection.

Proof. Since objects of Db(XR ×R X′R)/Db
0(XR ×R X′R) are the same as those of Db(XR ×R X′R)

[HMS11, Appendix], the R-linear functor ΦE induces an integral functor

ΦEK : Db(XR)/Db
0(XR)→ Db(X′R)/Db

0(X′R).

By Corollary 2.6 we have the commutative diagram

Db(XR)
ΦE //

Q
��

Db(X′R)

Q
��

Db(XK)
ΦEK // Db(X′K).

The inverse functor Φ−1
E

is a left adjoint to ΦE as ΦE is an equivalence. On the other hand,
due to the Grothendieck–Verdier duality ΦE has a left adjoint ΦEL with EL a perfect complex
on XR ×R X′R. By uniqueness of left adjoint up to isomorphism, it follows Φ−1

E
� ΦEL . Then

Φ−1
E

induces an integral functor Φ(EL)K and we obtain natural isomorphisms Φ(EL)K ◦ ΦEK �
IdDb(XK), ΦEK ◦ Φ(EL)K � IdDb(X′K). Thus the functor ΦEK is an equivalence. �

Remark 4.1. By universality of Verdier quotient, Corollary 2.6 induces a mere K-linear equiv-
alence Db(XK) ' Db(X′K), while Proposition 4.1 preserves Fourier–Mukai kernels.
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Corollary 4.2. Let XR, X′R be smooth proper families over R. Assume that XR is locally projec-
tive. If ΦE : Db(XR)→ Db(X′R) is a relative integral functor whose restrictions to general fibers
are equivalences, then the induced integral functor ΦEK : Db(XK)→ Db(X′K) is an equivalence.
Here, EK ∈ Db(XR ×R X′R)/Db

0(XR ×R X′R) is the image of E by the natural projection.

Proof. We are given a Zariski open subset U ⊂ Spec R such that any pair of closed fibers of XR

and X′R over U are derived-equivalent. By [LST13, Proposition 1.3] the relative integral functor
ΦEU is an equivalence, where EU denotes the restriction of E to pr−1

1 ◦π
−1
R (U). Now, the claim

follows immediately from Proposition 4.1. �

Remark 4.2. The previous corollary provides from general to generic induction of Fourier–
Mukai transforms. Conversely, by Corollary 2.6 any integral functor ΦEK : Db(Xξ) → Db(X′ξ)
lifts to a relative integral functor ΦE : Db(XR) → Db(X′R). In Section 6 we will prove that the
induced functor is an equivalence when restricted to general fibers.

4.2. Induced Functor from generic to geometric generic fibers.

Lemma 4.3. ([Huy06, Exercise 5.18]) Let XK , X′K be smooth projective K-varieties and ΦEK : Db(XK)→
Db(X′K) an integral functor. Then ΦEK is an equivalence if and only if there are isomorphisms

EK ∗ (EK)L � O∆, (EK)L ∗ EK � O∆′ ,(4.1)

where ∆ : XK ↪→ XK × XK ,∆
′ : X′K ↪→ X′K × X′K are the diagonal embeddings.

Proof. Assume that we are given the isomorphisms (4.1). Regarding the isomorphic objects as
kernels, we obtain natural isomorphisms

Φ(EK )L ◦ ΦEK � IdDb(XK), ΦEK ◦ Φ(EK)L � IdDb(X′K).(4.2)

Thus the functor ΦEK is an equivalence.
Conversely, assume that ΦEK is an equivalence. Let (ΦEK )−1 be its inverse. Then we have

natural isomorphisms

(ΦEK )−1 ◦ ΦEK � IdDb(XK), ΦEK ◦ (ΦEK)−1 � IdDb(X′K).

In particular, it follows that (ΦEK )−1 is a left adjoint of ΦEK . By uniqueness of left adjoint up to
isomorphism, we obtain (ΦEK )−1 � Φ(EK )L and (4.2). Thus two pairs of the kernel EK ∗(EK)L,O∆

and (EK)L∗EK ,O∆′ respectively define the same derived autoequivalence of Db(XK) and Db(X′K).
Since any derived equivalence of smooth projective varieties is defined by a unique Fourier–
Mukai kernel up to isomorphism [Orl97, Section 2], we obtain (4.1). �

Proposition 4.4. Let XK , X′K be smooth projective K-varieties. Assume that XK , X′K are derived-
equivalent. Then for the canonical embedding K ↪→ K̄ into the algebraic closure, the base
change XK̄ , X′K̄ are derived-equivalent.

Proof. Let EK ∈ Db(XK × X′K) be a Fourier–Mukai kernel, which is unique up to isomorphism.
By Lemma 4.3 we have isomorphisms

EK ∗ (EK)L � O∆, (EK)L ∗ EK � O∆′ .

As K̄ is a flat K-module, the pullback by ī′′ : XK̄ × XK̄ → XK × XK yields

EK̄ ∗ (EK̄)L � ī′′∗ (EK ∗ (EK)L) � ī′′∗O∆ � O∆̄,

where EK̄ = ī′′∗EK and ∆̄ : XK̄ ↪→ XK̄ × XK̄ is the diagonal embedding. Here, we have used
ΩXK̄/K̄ � ī′′∗ΩXK/K [Har77, Proposition II8.10]. Similarly, we have (EK̄)L ∗EK̄ � O∆̄′ . Again, by
Lemma 4.3 we conclude that ΦĒ is an equivalence. �
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Remark 4.3. When Spec R is a nonsingular affine k-variety and k is a universal domain, projec-
tive very general fibers of XR, X′R are dereived-equivalent if and only if so are their geometric
generic fibers. Indeed, by [Via13, Lemma 2.1] there is an isomorphism k→ K̄ along which the
pullback of Xk × X′k is isomorphic to XK̄ × X′K̄ . Here, Xk, X′k are very general fibers of XR, X′R.
One can apply the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.4. Note that we assume k to
be a universal domain to apply [Via13, Lemma 2.1].

4.3. Induced Functors to effective formal families and their categorical general fibers.
Assume that the families πR : XR → Spec R, π′R : X′R → Spec R are effectivizations of formal
deformations X, X′ over R of smooth projective varieties X0, X′0 respectively. Assume further
that πR, π

′
R are proper. Here, we will show that the induced Fourier–Mukai functor from smooth

proper families to their generic fibers is compatible with formal completion along the closed
fibers.

The schemes XR, X′R, their restrictions to the n-th order thickenings, and their formal com-
pletions along the closed fibers form the commutative diagram

Xn ×Rn X′n
qn

zz

� _

τ′′n
��

pn

$$
Xn� _

τn

��

X ×R X
′

q̂

zz

� _

ι′′

��

p̂

$$

X′n� _
τ′n
��

X� _

ι

��

XR ×R X′R
q

zz

p

$$

X′� _

ι′

��
XR X′R

of noetherian formal schemes. Here, q̂, p̂ are canonically determined as the limit by the com-
patible collections of morphisms qn, pn of schemes, and compositions of two sequential vertical
arrows give the canonical factorizations of the closed embeddings

κn = ι ◦ τn, κ
′′
n = ι′′ ◦ τ′′n , κ

′
n = ι′ ◦ τ′n.

Proposition 4.5. Given E ∈ Db(XR ×R X′R), the formal completion Ê along the closed fiber
X0 × X′0 defines a relative integral functor

ΦÊ = Rp̂∗(Ê ⊗L q̂∗(−)) : Db(X)→ Db(X′),

which makes the diagram

Db(XR)
ΦE //

G
��

Db(X′R)

G
��

Db(X)
Φ
Ê // Db(X′)

2-commutative.

Proof. Since objects of Db(X′),Db(X ×R X
′) are quasi-isomorphic to perfect complexes, the

functors q̂∗ : Db(X)→ Db(X×RX
′) and Ê⊗L (−) : Db(X×RX

′)→ Db(X×RX
′) can be computed

by termwise application after replacing objects with perfect complexes. It is known that Rp̂∗ is
well-defined and sends bounded complexes to bounded complexes by the comparison theorem
[GD61, Corollary 4.1.7] and Leray spectral sequence. Since by the equivalence (3.1) any object
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of Db(X) can be written as Ê = G(E) � Lι∗E for some object E ∈ Db(XR), we have

ΦÊ(Ê) ⊗L
R Rn = Lτ′∗n Rp̂∗(Ê ⊗L

R Lq̂∗Ê)

� Rpn∗Lτ′′∗n (Ê ⊗L
R Lq̂∗Ê)

� Rpn∗(En ⊗Rn q∗nEn)
� ΦEn(En),

where Rn = R/mn+1
R , En = τ∗nÊ, and the first isomorphism follows from the comparison theorem.

We also have

ΦE(E) ⊗L
R Rn = Lκ′∗n Rp∗(E ⊗L

R Lq∗E)

� Rpn∗Lκ′′∗n (E ⊗L
R Lq∗E)

� Rpn∗(En ⊗Rn q∗nEn)
� ΦEn(En).

Thus we obtain isomorphisms

fn : ΦÊ(Ê) ⊗R Rn → ΦE(E) ⊗R Rn

for any positive integer n satisfying fn+1 ⊗
L
Rn+1

idRn = fn. Note that ΦÊ(Ê) is the formal comple-
tion of some perfect complex on X′R, as it belongs to Db(X′) ' Db(X′R). Then, by the argument
in the proof of [HMS11, Lemma 3.4], taking the limit yields an isomorphism

f : ΦÊ(Ê)→ G (ΦE(E))

which completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.6. Given a Fourier–Mukai kernel E ∈ Db(XR ×R X′R), the functors ΦÊ : Db(X) →
Db(X′) and ΦÊK

: Db(Coh(XK)) → Db(Coh(X′K)) are equivalences, where ÊK ∈ Db(X ×R

X′)/Db
0(X ×R X

′) is the image of Ê by the natural projection.

5. Fourier–Mukai partners over the closure of function fields

In this section, passing through the deformation theory, we provide new examples of Fourier–
Mukai partners, pairs of nonbirational Calabi–Yau threefolds that are derived-equivalent. Our
results play a role in deducing the derived equivalences. Let X0, X′0 be derived-equivalent
Calabi–Yau manifolds of dimension more than two. There exists a nonsingular affine k-variety
Spec S such that smooth projective versal deformations XS , X′S over S are derived-equivalent
[Mor, Theorem 1.1]. Also effectivizations XR, X′R are shown to be derived-equivalent. These
equivalences are given by deformed Fourier–Mukai kernels. From our results in Section 4 it
immediately follows that the geometric generic fibers of XS , X′S and XR, X′R are respectively
derived-equivalent. One can check that the geometric generic fibers are Calabi–Yau manifolds.
If X0, X′0 satisfy either NStor X0 , NStor X′0, or ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and deg(X0) , deg(X′0), then
the geometric generic fibers are nonbirational as well as X0, X′0. Several pairs are known to
satisfy one of the two conditions. Thus we obtain new examples of Fourier–Mukai partners
over the closure K̄, Q̄ of the function fields. Although Q̄ is isomorphic to k, the Fourier–Mukai
partner XQ̄, X′Q̄ are different as a variety from known examples. We demonstrate this difference
when X0, X′0 are the famous Pfaffian–Grassmannian pair.
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5.1. Deformations of Calabi–Yau manifolds. Let X0 be a Calabi–Yau manifold with dimen-
sion more than two. The deformation functor

DefX0 : Artk → Set

of X0 has a universal formal family (R, ξ), where R is a formal power series ring with dimk H1(X0,TX0)
valuables, and ξ belongs to the limit

D̂efX0(R) = lim
←−

DefX0(R/m
n
R)

of the inverse system

· · · → DefX0(R/m
n+2
R )→ DefX0(R/m

n+1
R )→ DefX0(R/m

n
R)→ · · ·

induced by the natural quotient maps R/mn+1
R → R/mn

R. Here, mR ⊂ R is the maximal ideal.
The formal family ξ corresponds to a natural transformation

hR = Homk-alg(R,−)→ DefX0 ,

which sends each homomorphism f ∈ hR(A) factorizing through

R→ R/mn+1
R

g
−→ A

to DefX0(g)(ξn). Let Xn be the schemes defining ξn. There is a noetherian formal scheme X
over R such that Xn � X ×R R/mn+1

R for each n. Thus for a deformation (XA, iA) the scheme
XA can be obtained as the pullback of X along some morphism of noetherian formal schemes
Spec A→ Spf R.

Now, we briefly recall how to algebrize X. By [GD61, Theorem III5.4.5] there exists a
scheme XR flat projective over R whose formal completion along the closed fiber X0 is isomor-
phic to X. Moreover, XR is smooth over R of relative dimension dim X0 [Mor, Lemma 2.4]. We
call XR an effectivization of X. Consider the extended functor

DefX0 : k-algaug → Set

from the category of augmented noetherian k-algebras. Let T = k[t1, . . . , td] and t ∈ Spec T
be the closed point corresponding to maximal ideal (t1, . . . , td). There is a filtered inductive
system {Ri}i∈I of finitely generated T -subalgebras of R whose colimit is R. Since DefX0 is
locally of finite presentation, [XR, iR] is the image of some element ζi ∈ DefX0

((
Ri,mRi

))
by the

canonical map DefX0

((
Ri,mRi

))
→ DefX0(R). By [Art69, Corollary 2.1] there exists an étale

neighborhood Spec S of t in Spec T with first order approximation ϕ : Ri → S of Ri ↪→ R. Let
[XS , iS ] be the image of ζi by the map DefX0(ϕ). The formal completion of XS along the closed
fiber X0 is isomorphic to X.

The triple (Spec S , s0, XS ), or sometimes XS , is called a versal deformation of X0. By con-
struction, Spec S is an algebraic k-variety with a distinguished closed point s0 mapping to t,
and XS is flat of finite type over S whose closed fiber over s0 is X0. In our setting, one can
find a versal deformation XS smooth projective over a nonsingular affine k-variety Spec S of
relative dimension dim X0 [Mor, Lemma 2.3]. Moreover, given another Calabi–Yau manifold
X′0 derived-equivalent to X0, one can find a smooth projective versal deformation X′S over the
same base. The construction passes through effectivizations. Namely, there are effectivizations
XR, X′R of X0, X′0 over the same regular affine k-scheme Spec R.
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5.2. Calabi–Yau geometric generic fibers. First, we consider the effectivization XR of X and
its geometric generic fiber. We have the pullback diagram

XK̄
ī //

πK̄
��

XK
i //

πK

��

XR

πR

��
Spec K̄

j̄
// Spec K

j
// Spec R,

where K is the field of fractions of R and K̄ is the closure of K.

Lemma 5.1. The geometric generic fiber XK̄ is a Calabi–Yau manifold over K̄.

Proof. Smoothness and projectivity follow from their being stable under base change. One can
apply [GD66, Proposition IV15.5.7] to see that XK̄ is connected. Then XK̄ must be irreducible,
as it is regular. By [Har77, Theorem III12.8] the function h0 : Spec R→ Z defined as

h0(r) = dimk H0(Xr,∧
dim X0−1TπR ⊗R k(r))

for r ∈ Spec R is upper semicontinuous, where TπR is the relative tangent sheaf. It follows that
there is an open neighborhood U of the closed point to which the restriction vanishes. Since R
is a domain, U contains the generic point. By flat base change we obtain

H0(XK̄ ,∧
dim X0−1TXK̄

) � H0(XK ,∧
dim X0−1TXK ) ⊗K K̄ = 0.

Similarly, one can show the vanishing of all the other relevant cohomology.
It remains to show the triviality of the canonical bundle. Consider the formal completion

ω̂XR/R of the relative canonical sheaf on XR along the closed fiber X0. It is given by the limit of
inverse system {ωXRn/Rn}n∈N with Rn = R/mn+1

R . Here, the inverse system consists of the sequence
of deformations of ωX0 along order by order square zero extensions. Since we have ωX0 � OX0 ,
the inverse system {OXRn

}n∈N also consists of the sequence of deformations of ωX0 . On the other
hand, by [Lie06, Theorem 3.1.1] freedom of deformations of ωX0 as a perfect complex to X1 is
given by Ext1

X0
(ωX0 , ωX0)

⊕l1 , where l1 is the dimension of k-vector space mR/m
2
R. This is trivial

by the assumption on X0 and there is an isomorphism ωX1/R1 � OXR1
respecting ωX1/R1 ⊗R1 k �

ωX0 and OXR1
⊗R1 k � OX0 � ωX0 . Inductively, one finds isomorphisms ωXn/Rn � OXRn

respecting
ωXn/Rn ⊗Rn Rn−1 � ωXn−1 and OXRn

⊗Rn Rn−1 � OXn−1 � ωXn−1 . By universality of limit, we obtain
ω̂XR/R � ÔXR , which in turn induces ωXR/R � OXR via the equivalence (3.1). �

Next, we consider the versal deformation XS of X0 and its geometric generic fiber. We have
the pullback diagram

XQ̄
ū //

πQ̄

��

XQ̄
u //

πQ

��

XS

πS

��
Spec Q̄

v̄
// Spec Q v

// Spec S ,

where Q is the field of fractions of S and Q̄ is the closure of Q.

Lemma 5.2. The geometric generic fiber XQ̄ is a Calabi–Yau manifold over Q̄.

Proof. Nontrivial part is the vanishing of the canonical bundle. Consider the collection {ωXRi/Ri}i∈I

of relative canonical sheaves on XRi . It consists of the sequence of deformations of ωX0 . Since
we haveωX0 � OX0 , the collection {OXRn

}n∈N of structure sheaves also consists of the sequence of
deformations of ωX0 . We have ωXR/R � ωXRi/Ri ⊗Ri R by [Har77, Proposition II8.10] and the con-
struction of XS . One can apply [Lie06, Proposition 2.2.1] to find an isomorphism ωXRi/Ri � OXRi
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for sufficiently large i with respect to the partial order of I. We obtain ωXS /S � OXS , again by
[Har77, Proposition II8.10] and the construction of XS . �

Remark 5.1. Assuming k = C, one can show the previous lemma without using the deformation
theory of perfect complexes as follows. We include the proof as we could not find any in the
literature. Since πS is smooth, we have the short exact sequence

0→ π∗S ΩS → ΩXS → ΩXS /S → 0.

Recall that Spec S is an étale neighborhood of t ∈ Spec T , which implies ΩS/T � 0. It follows
ωS � S̃ , as any line bundle on Spec T is trivial. We obtain

ωXS � ωXS /S ⊗ π
∗
SωS � ωXS /S .

On the other hand, for each closed point s ∈ Spec S we have the short exact sequence

0→ I/I2 → ΩXS |Xs → ΩXs → 0,

where I ⊂ OXS is the defining ideal sheaf of the fiber Xs over s. Let ms ⊂ S be the maximal
ideal corresponding to s. Then I/I2 is the pullback of k-vector space ms/m

2
s by πS . We obtain

ωXS |Xs � detI/I2 ⊗ ωXs � ωXs .

If ωXs is trivial for each closed point s ∈ Spec S , then we have ωXS |Xs � OXs . Note that XS

regarded as an algebraic variety is covered with all closed fibers. This implies that any possible
transition function of the line bundle ωXS is trivial at each closed point of XS . Thus we conclude
ωXS � OXS .

Finally, we show the triviality of the canonical bundle of Xs for each closed point s ∈ Spec S .
Let ωs = ωXS |Xs and H be an ample divisor on Xs. Consider the Hilbert polynomial

Ps(m) = χ(Xs, ωs(mH)).

It is independent from s, as XS is flat over a noetherian integral scheme Spec S . Now, we will
use the assumption k = C. One can apply Riemann–Roch theorem to obtain

χ(Xs, ωs(mH)) = c1(ωs)Hdim X0−1g(m),

where g is some polynomial. Since we may choose arbitrary H, one sees that c1(ωs) must be
independent from s. Thus c1(ωs) = 0 as an element of H2(Xs,R).

Remark 5.2. Assume that k is a universal domain. Let Xk be a very general fiber of XS . Choose
a subfield L ⊂ k over which Xk is defined, i.e., we are given a L-variety XL such that the base
change XL ×L k is isomorphic to Xk. From the proof of [Via13, Lemma 2.1] there exists an
isomorphism k→ Q̄ fixing L such that the base change Xk ×k Q̄ is isomorphic to XQ̄. Note that
Xk and XQ̄ are isomorphic as an abstract scheme, but not as a k-variety.

5.3. The derived equivalence. Suppose that X0 is derived-equivalent to another Calabi–Yau
manifold X′0. Recall that there are effectivizations XR, X′R over the same regular affine k-scheme
Spec R. We have the pullback diagram

XK̄ × X′K̄
ī′′ //

πK̄×π
′

K̄
��

XK × X′K
i′′ //

πK×π
′
K

��

XR ×R X′R
πR×Rπ

′
R

��
Spec K̄ // Spec K // Spec R.

Let E0 be a Fourier–Mukai kernel. By [Mor, Proposition 3.3, Corollary 4.2] one can deform E0

to a Fourier–Mukai kernel E on XR ×R X′R. Applying Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.4, we
obtain the derived equivalence of geometric generic fibers

Φ(i′′◦ī′′)∗E : Db(XK̄)→ Db(X′K̄).
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Remark 5.3. Applying Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6, we obtain the derived equivalence of
universal formal families

ΦÊ : Db(X)→ Db(X′)

and their categorical general fibers

ΦÊK
: Db(Coh(XK))→ Db(Coh(X′K))

respectively. Here, Ê is the formal completion of E along the closed fiber and ÊK is the image
of the natural projection. Note that ÊK is the image of i′′∗E by (3.1).

Recall that there are smooth projective versal deformations XS , X′S of X0, X′0 over the same
nonsingular affine k-variety Spec S . We have the following pullback diagram

XQ̄ × X′Q̄
j̄′′ //

πQ̄×π
′

Q̄
��

XQ × X′Q
j′′ //

πQ×π
′
Q

��

XS ×S X′S
πS×S π

′
S

��
Spec Q̄ // Spec Q // Spec S .

By [Mor, Proposition 3.3] one can deform E0 to a perfect complex ES on XS ×S X′S . After possi-
ble shrinking of Spec S , the relative integral functor ΦES is an equivalence [Mor, Theorem 1.1].
Applying Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.4, we obtain the derived equivalence of geometric
generic fibers

Φ( j′′◦ j̄′′)∗E : Db(XQ̄)→ Db(X′Q̄).

5.4. Nonbirationality. Let X be a smooth proper variety over an algebraically closed field.
Recall that the Néron–Severi group NS X is the quotient of the Picard group Pic X by the sub-
group Pic0 X of isomorphism classes of line bundles which are algebraically equivalent to 0.
The group NS X is a finitely generated with rank ρ(X) called the Picard number. We denote by
NStor X the subgroup of torsion elements, which is known to be a birational invariant.

Lemma 5.3. If NStor X0,NStor X′0 are nonisomorphic, then XK̄ , X′K̄ are nonbirational.

Proof. By [MP12, Proposition 3.6] there is an injection

spK̄,k : NS XK̄ → NS X0

whose cokernel is torsion free. In particular, spK̄,k is bijective on torsion subgroups. Then
NStor XK̄ ,NStor X′K̄ cannot be isomorphic. �

The same argument yields

Lemma 5.4. If NStor X0,NStor X′0 are nonisomorphic, then XQ̄, X′Q̄ are nonbirational.

If ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1, then X0, X′0 are birational if and only if they are isomorphic [BC09,
Section 0.5]. Indeed, birational Calabi–Yau manifolds are connected by a sequence of flops
[Kaw08]. However, no such flops are possible on neither X0 nor X′0, since by ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1
all their nonzero nef divisors are ample.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and deg(X0) , deg(X′0). Then XK̄ , X′K̄ are nonbi-
rational. Here, the degree is defined with respect to the unique ample generator of the Picard
group.
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Proof. By [MP12, Proposition 3.6] we have ρ(XK̄) ≤ ρ(X′0) = 1. There is an ample divisor H
on XK̄ , as it is a projective variety of positive dimension. It follows that H is neither torsion
nor algebraically equivalent to 0. Indeed, torsion divisors are numerically trivial and one of
the two numerically effective divisors is ample if and only if so is the other. Two algebraically
equivalent divisors share the degree. Hence we obtain ρ(XK̄) = 1.

Recall that deg(X0) is the highest order coefficient of the Hibert polynomial of X0 multiplied
with (dim X0)!. Since πR is flat projective, we have deg(X0) = deg(XK). Let S (XK) be the
homogeneous coordinate ring of XK and PXK the Hilbert polynomial of XK . By definition
PXK (l) are given by dimK S (XK)l for sufficiently large integers l ∈ Z. Since XK̄ is irreducible,
dimK S (XK)l is stable under the base change XK̄ → XK along algebraic extension K ⊂ K̄. Thus
we obtain deg(XK) = deg(XK̄) and deg(XK̄) , deg(X′K̄). �

Lemma 5.6. Assume that ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and deg(X0) , deg(X′0). Then XQ̄, X′Q̄ are nonbi-
rational. Here, the degree is defined with respect to the unique ample generator of the Picard
group.

Proof. The same argument as above works also here. Assuming that k = C, we show ρ(XQ̄) = 1
in another way. By [Ser56] the morphism πS : XS → Spec S corresponds to a proper submer-
sion of complex manifolds (πS )h : (XS )h → (Spec S )h. Ehresmann lemma tells us that (πS )h

gives a locally trivial fibration of real manifolds [Ehr52]. In particular, all the fibers of (πS )h

share the differential type and H2((Xs)h,Z) is independent from closed points s ∈ Spec S . On
the other hand, we have NS Xs � Pic Xs � H2((Xs)h,Z), as Xs are Calabi–Yau threefolds. By
[MP12, Theorem 1.1], we obtain ρ(XQ̄) = ρ(X0) = 1. �

In summary, we obtain

Theorem 5.7. Let X0, X′0 be derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau manifolds of dimension more than
two. Then the geometric generic fibers XK̄ , X′K̄ of proper effectivizations and that XQ̄, X′Q̄ of
smooth projective versal deformations are respectively derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau man-
ifolds. If, in addition, we have either NStor X0 , NStor X′0, or ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and
deg(X0) , deg(X′0), then they are respectively nonbirational.

5.5. Geometric generic Gross–Popescu pair. In this subsection, we temporarily assume that
k = C. Now, we will consider the case of the Gross–Popescu pair

X0 = V1
8,y, X′0 = V1

8,y/G

where V1
8,y is one of the two small resolutions of V8,y and G = Z8 × Z8 freely acts on V1

8,y. Here,
V8,y is a 3-dimensional complete intersection in P8 of four hypersurfaces parametrized by a gen-
eral point y ∈ P2. They are derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau threefolds with h1,1(X0) = h1,2(X0) =

2 [GP01a]. Since X0 is simply-connected [GP01b, Theorem 1.4], we have Hi(X0,OX0) = 0, i =

1, 2. Although the fundamental group of X′0 is given by G , 0, we also have Hi(X′0,OX′0
) =

0, i = 1, 2 by [PS97, Corollary B]. Then NStor X0 , NStor X′0, or in this case equivalently
Pictor X0 , Pictor X′0. Indeed, from the exponential sequence it follows Pic X0 = H2((X0)h,Z).
The torsion part of H2((X0)h,Z) is Tor1(H1((X0)h,Z),C) = 0 by the universal coefficient the-
orem and Van Kampen’s theorem. On the other hand, the torsion part of H2((X′0)h,Z) is
Tor1(H1((X′0)h,Z),C) = G. Thus one can apply Theorem 5.7 to see that XK̄ , X′K̄ and XQ̄, X′Q̄
are respectively derived-equivalent but nonbirational Calabi–Yau threefolds.

5.6. Geometric generic Pfaffian–Grassmannian pair. Next, we will consider the case of the
Pfaffian-Grassmannian pair

X0 = Gr(2,V7) ∩ P(W), X′0 = Pf(4,V7) ∩ P(W⊥)
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where V7 is a 7-dimensional k-vector space, W is a 14-dimensional general quotient vector
space of ∧2V7 � W, and W⊥ = Coker(W∨ ↪→ ∧2V∨7 ). They are derived-equivalent Calabi–
Yau threefolds with ρ(X0) = ρ(X′0) = 1 and deg(X0) , deg(X′0) [BC09, Kuz]. One can apply
Theorem 5.7 to see that XK̄ , X′K̄ and XQ̄, X′Q̄ are respectively derived-equivalent but nonbirational
Calabi–Yau threefolds. Similarly, one obtains another example from Reye congruence and
double quintic symmetroid Calabi–Yau threefolds [HT16].

We will study XQ̄, X′Q̄ slightly further. Assume that k is a universal domain. Let L ⊂ k
be a subfield over which X0, X′0 are defined, i.e., we are given L-varieties XL, X′L such that
XL×L k � X0, X′L×L k � X′0. From the proof of [Via13, Lemma 2.1] there exists an isomorphism
k→ Q̄ fixing L such that the base change of very general fibers Xs, X′s of XS , X′S are respectively
isomorphic to XQ̄, X′Q̄. Note that by [Mor, Lemma 5.1] and [KK16, Corollary 6.3], general
fibers of their smooth projective versal deformations XS , X′S are isomorphic to X0, X′0. The
isomorphisms Xs � X0, X′s � X′0 of k-varieties induces that

X0 � XQ̄, X′0 � X′Q̄
of abstract schemes.

There is another Fourier–Mukai partner called IMOU varieties [IMOU, Kuz18], consisting
of derived-equivalent Calabi–Yau threefolds Y0,Y ′0 which are deformation equivalent to X0, X′0
respectively [KK16, IIM19]. Extending L if necessary, we may assume that also Y0,Y ′0 are
defined over L. Then either of them fails to be isomorphic to XQ̄, X′Q̄ as an abstract scheme, oth-
erwise we would have XL � YL and X′L � Y ′L. Hence Y0,Y ′0 cannot be isomorphic XQ̄, X′Q̄ at the
same time even as an abstract scheme. Thus XQ̄, X′Q̄ provide a new example of Fourier–Mukai
partners. They are isomorphic to X0, X′0 as an abstract scheme, but have different structures
from both the Pfaffian–Grassmannian pair and IMOU varieties as a variety.

Remark 5.4. General fibers of smooth projective versal deformations of Y0,Y ′0 are isomorphic
to X0, X′0 as a k-varieties. This implies that one can obtain XQ̄, X′Q̄ starting from IMOU varieties.
Moreover, one sees that XQ̄, X′Q̄ are nonbirational, otherwise X0, X′0 must be birational.

As in this case, when deformations of Fourier–Mukai partners are well understood, one
can deduce nonbirationality of the geometric generic fibers immediately. For instance, GPK3

threefolds [BCP20] are isomorphic to general fibers of smooth projective versal deformations
of Kapustka–Rampazzo varieties [KR19] as a k-varieties [IIM19, Proposition 4.7]. Then by the
same argument the geometric generic fibers are nonbirational and one obtains another Fourier–
Mukai partner. Note that for Pfaffian-Grassmannian pair and GPK3 threefolds, the derived
equivalences of the geometric generic fibers stems from birationality of noncompact Calabi–
Yau manifolds connected by simple K-flops [Ued19, Mor21].

Remark 5.5. In this case XQ̄, X′Q̄ are also L-equivalent. Indeed, the isomorphism k→ Q̄ induces
that K0(Vark)→ K0(VarQ̄) of Grothendieck rings. It maps the relation in [Mar16, Theorem 1.1]
to

([XQ̄] − [X′Q̄]) · L6
Q̄ = 0.

6. Specialization of derived equivalence

As advertised, for flat proper families of k-varieties over a common base we study the in-
duced derived equivalence from their generic to general fibers. The key is the ability of Corol-
lary 2.6 to lift Fourier–Mukai kernels along the projection. First, although it is not strictly
necessary for our purpose, we extend Corollary 2.6 to nonaffine base case for flat proper fami-
lies of k-varieties. It suffices to show that, when restricted to general fibers, the relative integral
functor defined by the lift admits fully faithful left adjoints. As in the proof of [Mor, Theorem
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1.1], we show that the associated counit morphism is a natural isomorphism. However, since in
general the generic finer is not a subscheme of a family, we have to adapt the proof as follows.
Shrinking the base, we remove torsion parts with respect to the base from a fixed strong gen-
erator and its relevant Hom-sets. Then we invoke some basic categorical results to show that
the value of the counit morphism on the trimmed strong generator is an isomorphism, which
implies that the restriction of the counit morphism is a natural isomorphism.

6.1. Lifts of Fourier–Mukai kernels. Let π : X → S be a flat proper morphism of k-varieties.
Since S is integral, the function field K = K(S ) is given by local ring OX,ξ and it coincides with
the field of fractions Q(R) for any affine open k-subvariety U = Spec R [Har77, Exercise II3.6].
Hence we have the following pullback diagram

Xξ

ῑξ //

πξ

��

X

π

��
Spec K

ιξ
// S

where ιξ is the canonical morphism.

Definition 6.1. The categorical generic fiber of π : X → S is the Verdier quotient

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ),

where Ker(ῑ∗ξ) is the kernel [SP, Tag 05RF] of the exact functor ῑ∗ξ : Db(X)→ Db(Xξ).

Recall that for a smooth separated family πR : XR → Spec R over a nonsingular affine k-
variety, by Corollary 2.6 there exists a Q(R)-linear exact equivalence

Db(XR)/Db
0(XR) ' Db(Xξ),

where Db
0(XR) is the full triangulated subcategory spanned by complexes with R-torsion coho-

mology. The above definition is an extension of this local description in the following sense.

Theorem 6.1. Let π : X → S be a flat proper morphism of k-varieties. Then there exists a
K-linear exact equivalence

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ) ' Db(Xξ).

Proof. Let [ῑ∗ξ] : Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ)→ Db(Xξ) be the unique functor which makes the diagram

Db(X)
ῑ∗ξ //

Q &&

Db(Xξ)

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ)

[ῑ∗ξ]

OO
(6.1)

commute, where Q : Db(X) → Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ) is the quotient functor. Take any affine open
subset U = Spec R ⊂ S . Let πU : XU → U and πZ : XZ → Z be the base changes to U and its
complement Z = S \ U respectively. We have

coh(XU) ' coh(X)/ cohZ(X)

where the right hand side is the Serre quotient by the Serre subcategory cohZ(X) ⊂ coh(X) of
sheaves supported on XZ. Passing to the derived category, via [Miy91, Theorem 3.2] we obtain
U-linear exact equivalence

Db(XU) ' Db(X)/Db
Z(X)
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where Db
Z(X) ⊂ Db(X) is the full S -linear triangulated subcategory with cohomology supported

on XZ. Since Db
Z(X) is contained in Ker(ῑ∗ξ), the commutative diagram (6.1) extends to

Db(X)

ῑ∗U
��

ῑ∗ξ //

Q ''

Db(Xξ)

Db(XU)
[Q]
// Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ).

[ῑ∗ξ]

OO

On the other hand, the inclusion Db
Z(X) ⊂ Ker(ῑ∗ξ) induces a commutative diagram

Db(X)

ῑ∗U
��

ῑ∗ξ // Db(Xξ)

Db(XU)
QR

::
(6.2)

where QR : Db(XR) → Db(Xξ) ' Db(XR)/Db
0(XR) is the quotient functor. Note that shrinking

U if necessary, we may assume that πR is smooth in order to apply Corollary 2.6. Indeed,
by [Har77, Theorem I5.3] the singular locus of XR is a proper closed subset, whose image
under the flat proper morphism πR is proper closed subset of Spec R. Changing the base to its
complement, we may assume that XR is nonsingular. Then one can apply [Har77, Corollary
III10.7] to find an open subset of Spec R over which the restriction of π becomes smooth. Since
Db

0(XR) is contained in Ker([Q]), the commutative diagram (6.2) extends to

Db(X)

ῑ∗U
��

ῑ∗ξ // Db(Xξ)

[[Q]]
��

Db(XU)
QR

88

[Q]
// Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ)

with unique [[Q]]. Thus we obtain a commutative diagram

Db(X)
Q //

Q &&

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ)

Db(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ).

[[Q]]◦[ῑ∗ξ]

OO

By universality of Verdier quotient, the composition [[Q]] ◦ [ῑ∗ξ] is natural isomorphic to the
identity functor. Hence [ῑ∗ξ] is an equivalence. �

Remark 6.1. The above theorem is a direct consequence of [Miy91, Theorem 3.2] and the
K-linear equivalence

coh(X)/Ker(ῑ∗ξ) ' coh(Xξ),

which can be deduced by the similar argument. Here, we use the same symbol Ker(ῑ∗ξ) to denote
the kernel [SP, Tag 02MR] of the exact functor ῑ∗ξ of abelian categories. In particular, Theorem
2.5 also extends to nonaffine base case for flat proper families of k-varieties.

Corollary 6.2. Let π : X → S be a flat proper morphism of k-varieties. Then any object of
Db(Xξ) can be lifted to that of Db(X) along the projection Q.
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6.2. Basic categorical results.

Lemma 6.3. Let C ,D be small categories and F : C → D ,G : D → C functors with F a G.
Assume that there exists an object D ∈ D such that the canonical maps

Hom(D,D)→ Hom(G(D),G(D)), Hom(D, FG(D)→ Hom(G(D),GFG(D))

are bijective. Then the counit morphism ε : FG ⇒ 1D induces an isomorphism εD : FG(D) →
D.

Proof. Let αD, αFG(D) be the compositions

Hom(D,D)→ Hom(G(D),G(D))→ Hom(FG(D),D),
Hom(D, FG(D)→ Hom(G(D),GFG(D))→ Hom(FG(D), FG(D))

of the canonical maps. By assumption and definition of adjoint functors αD, αFG(D) are bijective.
We denote εD = αD(1D) by f and α−1

FG(D)(1FG(D)) by g. Consider the diagrams

Hom(D,D)
αD //

g◦
��

Hom(FG(D),D)

g◦
��

Hom(D, FG(D))
αFG(D) //

f◦
��

Hom(FG(D), FGD)

f◦
��

Hom(D, FG(D))
αFG(D)

// Hom(FG(D), FGD), Hom(D,D)
αD

// Hom(FG(D),D),

which are commutative by definition of functors and naturality of adjoints. As expressions the
images of 1D, g we respectively obtain

1FG(D) = αFG(D)(α−1
FG(D)(1FG(D))) = αFG(D)(g) = g(αD(1D)) = g f ,

αD( f g) = f (αFG(D)(g)) = f (αFG(D)(α−1
FG(D)(1FG(D)))) = f .

From the second line it follows f g = α−1
D ( f ) = 1D. Hence f is an isomorphism. �

Remark 6.2. The above proof is just an adaptation of the proof of the fact that G is fully faithful
if and only if ε is a natural isomorphism.

Similarly, one can prove the dual statement.

Lemma 6.4. Let C ,D be small categories and F : C → D ,G : D → C functors with F a G.
Assume that there exists an object C ∈ C such that the canonical maps

Hom(C,C)→ Hom(F(D), F(D)), Hom(GF(C),C)→ Hom(FGF(C), F(C))

are bijective. Then the unit morphism η : 1C ⇒ GF induces an isomorphism ηC : C → GF(C).

Remark 6.3. Again, the proof is just an adaptation of the proof of the fact that F is fully faithful
if and only if η is a natural isomorphism.

6.3. Removal of torsion supports.

Lemma 6.5. Let πR : X → Spec R, π′R : X′ → Spec R be a smooth proper morphisms to a
nonsingular affine k-variety. Assume that their generic fibers XK , X′K are derived-equivalent.
Let ΦEK : Db(XK) → Db(X′K) be the Fourier–Mukai functor giving the equivalence with kernel
EK ∈ Db(XK × X′K). Fix a lift E ∈ Db(X ×R X′) of EK along the projection

Db(X ×R X′)→ Db(X ×R X′)/Db
0(X ×R X′) ' Db(XK × X′K)

and a strong generator E of Db(X). Then there exists an affine open subset U ⊂ Spec R over
which the restriction

ΦU = ΦEU : Db(XU)→ Db(X′U)
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induces bijections

Hom(EU , EU)→ Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU)),

Hom(EU ,Φ
L
UΦU(EU))→ Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦUΦL

UΦU(EU)),
(6.3)

where ΦL
U : Db(X′U)→ Db(XU) is the left adjoint to ΦU .

Proof. By [BV03, Theorem 2.1.2, Lemma 3.4.1] the base change EK of E along the canonical
inclusion R ↪→ K is a strong generator of Db(XK), which can not be trivial. Consider the
support of the R-torsion part of E, i.e., the union

⋃
i suppH i(E)tors of the supports of the R-

torsion parts H i(E)tors of H i(E). Each H i(E)tors is a coherent sheaf on X, as every submodule
of a finitely presented module over a noetherian ring is finitely presented. Since the union
is finite,

⋃
i suppH i(E)tors is a closed subset of X. Its complement must contain the generic

point of X, otherwise EK is trivial. Let U ⊂ Spec R be the image of the complement under
πR, which is a nonempty open subset. By construction over U the restriction EU = E|π−1

U (U)

is OU(U)-torsion free. Since Hom(EU , EU) is coherent as an OU(U)-module by Lemma 6.6
below, shrinking U if necessary, we may assume that it is OU(U)-torsion free. The tensor
product ΦU(EU) ⊗OU (U) K can not be trivial, otherwise it does not map to an object quasi-
isomorphic to EK under Φ−1

K . Hence by the same argument one finds an affine open subset
V ⊂ Spec R over which the restriction ΦV(EV) � ΦE(E)|π′−1

V (V) and Hom(ΦV(EV),ΦV(EV)) are
OV(V)-torsion free. The intersection U ∩ V ⊂ Spec R is a nonempty open subset, as Spec R is
integral. Now, we replace U ∩ V with U.

Consider a sequence

0→ Hom(EU , EU)
ΦU
−−→ Hom(ΦU(U),ΦU(EU))→ 0(6.4)

of OU(U)-modules. By assumption and Lemma 2.2 tensoring K yields an exact sequence

0→ Hom(EU , EU) ⊗OU (U) K
ΦU⊗OU (U)K
−−−−−−−−→ Hom(ΦU(U),ΦU(EU)) ⊗OU (U) K → 0.(6.5)

Hence the map ΦU in (6.4) is injective, as Hom(EU , EU) is OU(U)-torsion free. The associated
sheaf with the cokernel

Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU))/Hom(EU , EU)

might have nontrivial OU(U)-torsion part. However, since by Lemma 6.6 below it is coherent,
one finds an affine open subset W ⊂ U to which the restriction of the associated sheaf is
OW(W)-torsion free. Now, we replace W with U. Then the exactness of (6.5) implies that of
(6.4). Hence the map ΦU in (6.4) is bijective. Shrinking U if necessary, by the same argument
we conclude that

Hom(EU ,Φ
L
UΦU(EU))

ΦU
−−→ Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦUΦL

UΦU(EU))

is also bijective. �

Remark 6.4. For our purpose, we do not need the generator E to be strong. Nevertheless, we put
the adjective “strong” as there always exists a strong generator of Db(X) under the assumption.

Remark 6.5. Note that the base change

(Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU))/Hom(EU , EU)) ⊗OU (U) OW(W)(6.6)

is isomorphic to the cokernel of the sequence

0→ Hom(EW , EW)
ΦW
−−→ Hom(ΦW(W),ΦW(EW))→ 0.
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Indeed, (6.6) is isomorphic to

Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU)) ⊗OU (U) OW(W)/Hom(EU , EU) ⊗OU (U) OW(W)

as the pullback by an open immersion is exact. Consider the pullback diagrams

XW
� � ῑ //

πW

��

XU

πU

��

X′W
� � ῑ′ //

π′W
��

X′U
π′U
��

W �
�

ι
// U, W �

�

ι
// U.

By the derived flat base change we have
ι∗R Hom•(EU , EU) � ι∗RπU∗RHom•(EU , EU) � R Hom•(EW , EW),

ι′∗R Hom•(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU)) � ι′∗Rπ′U∗RHom•(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU)) � R Hom•(ΦW(EW),ΦW(EW)).

Passing to the 0-th cohomology of complexes, we obtain
Hom(EU , EU) ⊗OU (U) OW(W) � Hom(EW , EW),

Hom(ΦU(EU),ΦU(EU)) ⊗OU (U) OW(W) � Hom(ΦW(EW),ΦW(EW))

as ι∗, ι′∗ are exact.

Lemma 6.6. Let πR : X → Spec R be a smooth proper morphism to a nonsingular affine k-
variety. Then for any object E, F ∈ Db(X) the R-module Hom(E, F) = Ext0

X(E, F) is coherent.

Proof. Consider the spectral sequences

Ep,q
2 = Extp

X(E,Hq(F))⇒ Extp+q
X (E, F),

Ep,q
2 = Extp

X(H−q(E), F)⇒ Extp+q
X (E, F),

Ep,q
2 = Hp(X,Extq

X(E, F))⇒ Extp+q
X (E, F),

from [Huy06, Example 2.70, Compatibilities(v)]. Applying the first two, we may assume that
E, F are coherent sheaves on X. Then Extq

X(E, F) is coherent. Since πR is proper, RpπR∗Extq
X(E, F)

is also coherent, which is isomorphic to the associated sheaf on Spec R with Hp(X,Extq
X(E, F))

[Har77, Proposition III8.5]. In the decreasing filtration of Ext0
X(E, F), the smallest nontrivial

submodule is isomorphic to El,−l
∞ for some l ∈ Z, which is coherent R-module. Ascending the

filtration, one sees that Ext0
X(E, F) is coherent by two out of three principle. �

Similarly, one can prove the dual statement.

Lemma 6.7. Let πR : X → Spec R, π′R : X′ → Spec R be a smooth proper morphisms to a
nonsingular affine k-variety. Assume that their generic fibers XK , X′K are derived-equivalent.
Let ΦEK : Db(XK) → Db(X′K) be the Fourier–Mukai functor giving the equivalence with kernel
EK ∈ Db(XK × X′K). Fix a lift E ∈ Db(X ×R X′) of EK along the projection

Db(X ×R X′)→ Db(X ×R X′)/Db
0(X ×R X′) ' Db(XK × X′K)

and a strong generator E′ of Db(X′). Then there exists an affine open subset U ⊂ Spec R over
which the restriction

ΦL
U = ΦL

EU
: Db(X′U)→ Db(XU)

induces bijections

Hom(E′U , E
′
U)→ Hom(ΦL

U(E′U),ΦL
U(E′U)),

Hom(ΦUΦL
U(E′U), E′U)→ Hom(ΦL

UΦUΦL
U(E′U),ΦL

U(E′U)),
(6.7)

where ΦU : Db(XU)→ Db(X′U) is the right adjoint to ΦL
U .

25



6.4. Specialization.

Theorem 6.8. Let πR : X → Spec R, π′R : X′ → Spec R be smooth proper morphisms to a non-
singular affine k-variety. Assume that their generic fibers XK , X′K are projective and derived-
equivalent. Let ΦEK : Db(XK) → Db(X′K) be the Fourier–Mukai functor giving the equivalence
with kernel EK ∈ Db(XK × X′K). Fix a lift E ∈ Db(X ×R X′) of EK along the projection

Db(X ×R X′)→ Db(X ×R X′)/Db
0(X ×R X′) ' Db(XK × X′K).

Then there exists an affine open subset U ⊂ Spec R over which the restriction

ΦU = ΦE|pr−1
1 ◦π

−1
U (U) : Db(XU)→ Db(X′U)

become an OU(U)-linear exact equivalence. In particular, over U any pair of closed fibers are
derived-equivalent.

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of the argument in the proof of [Mor, Theorem 1.1]. Fix a
strong generator E of Db(X). The counit morphism ε : ΦL

E
◦ΦE → idDb(X) gives a distinguished

triangle

ΦL
E ◦ ΦE(E)

εE
−→ E → F B Cone (ε (E)) .(6.8)

Over any open subset U ⊂ Spec R, (6.8) restricts to a distinguished triangle

ΦL
U ◦ ΦU(EU)

εEU
−−→ EU → FU .

Note that the restriction of the counit morphism is the counit morphism. Choose U so that we
have the bijections (6.3) from Lemma 6.5. Then by Lemma 6.3 the counit morphism εEU on
EU is an isomorphism. Since EU is a strong generator of Db(XU) by [BV03, Theorem 2.1.2,
Lemma 3.4.1], this implies that ΦU is fully faithful. Recall that a triangulated category is
strongly finitely generated if there exist an object EU and nonnegative integer k such that every
object can be obtained from EU by taking isomorphisms, finite direct sums, direct summands,
shifts, and not more than k times cones. Now, we may assume that EU has no nontrivial direct
summands, as ΦU and ΦL

U commute with direct sums on Db(XU) by [BV03, Corollary 3.3.4].
Since εEU is an isomorphism, one inductively sees that over U the counit morphism on any
object is an isomorphism.

Fix a strong generator E′ of Db(X′). The unit morphism η : idDb(X′) → ΦE ◦ ΦL
E

gives a
distinguished triangle

E′
ηE′
−−→ ΦE ◦ ΦL

E(E
′)→ F′ B Cone(ηE′).(6.9)

Over any open subset U ⊂ Spec R, (6.9) restricts to a distinguished triangle

E′U
ηE′U
−−−→ ΦU ◦ ΦU(E′U)→ F′U .

Note that the restriction of the unit morphism is the unit morphism. Choose U so that we have
the bijections (6.7) from Lemma 6.7. Then by Lemma 6.4 the unit morphism ηE′U on E′U is
an isomorphism. Since E′U is a strong generator of Db(X′) by [BV03, Theorem 2.1.2, Lemma
3.4.1], this implies that ΦL

U is fully faithful. Shrinking U if necessary, we may assume that over
U both ΦU and ΦL

U are fully faithful. Then ΦU is an equivalence, as a fully faithful functor
which admits a fully faithful left adjoint is an equivalence. �

Remark 6.6. If ΦE induces the derived equivalence of a single pair of closed fibers, then there
exists a Zariski open subset U ⊂ Spec R such that the base changes XU , X′U are derived-
equivalent. This follows from the proof of [Mor, Theorem 1.1], which exploits the fact that
the restriction of the counit morphism εE : ΦL

E
◦ ΦE(E) → E to any closed fiber is the counit
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morphism for each object E ∈ Db(X). However, it does not work for the generic fiber. In gen-
eral, the generic fiber is not a subscheme of XR, while any closed fiber can naturally be regarded
as a subscheme of XR via the reduced induced structure on the image of the closed immersion.

Corollary 6.9. Let π : X → S , π′ : X′ → S be flat proper morphisms of k-varieties. Assume
that their generic fibers XK , X′K are projective and derived-equivalent. Then there exists an
open subset U ⊂ S to which base changes XU , X′U become derived-equivalent. In particular,
over U any pair of closed fibers are derived-equivalent.

Proof. By [Har77, Theorem I5.3] the singular locus of X, X′ are proper closed subsets, whose
images under flat proper morphisms π, π′ are proper closed subsets of S . Changing the base
to the complement of their union, we may assume that X, X′ are nonsingular. Then one can
apply [Har77, Corollary III10.7] to find an open subset of S over which the restrictions of π, π′

become smooth. Hence we may assume further that π, π′ are smooth.
Let ΦEK : Db(XK) → Db(X′K) be the Fourier–Mukai functor giving the equivalence with ker-

nel EK ∈ Db(XK × X′K). Fix a lift E ∈ Db(X ×S X′) of EK along the projection

Db(X ×S X′)→ Db(X ×S X′)/Db
0(X ×S X′) ' Db(XK × X′K).

Take an affine open cover
⋃N

i=1 Spec Ri of S . One can apply Theorem 6.8 to find open subsets
Ui ⊂ Spec Ri over which the restrictions

ΦUi = ΦEUi
: Db(XUi)→ Db(X′Ui

)

become OUi(Ui)-linear exact equivalences. Let V =
⋃N

i=1 Ui be their union, which is an open
k-subvariety of S . Consider the restriction

ΦV = ΦEV : Db(XV)→ Db(X′V)

over V . Since its restriction to any pair of closed fibers over V defines an equivalence, ΦV is an
equivalence by [LST13, Proposition 1.3]. �

References

[Art69] M. Artin, Algebraic approximation of structures over complete local rings, Publ. Math-Paris. 36, 23-58
(1969).
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