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FULLNESS OF THE KUZNETSOV–POLISHCHUK EXCEPTIONAL

COLLECTION FOR THE SPINOR TENFOLD

RICCARDO MOSCHETTI ANDMARCO RAMPAZZO

Abstract. Kuznetsov and Polishchuk provided a general algorithm to construct exceptional collections of
maximal length for homogeneous varieties of type A,B,C,D. We consider the case of the spinor tenfold
and we prove that the corresponding collection is full, i.e. it generates the whole derived category of
coherent sheaves. As a step of the proof, we construct some resolutions of homogeneous vector bundles
which might be of independent interest.

1. Introduction

The derived category of coherent sheaves has been a subject of study in algebraic geometry for several
decades: proven to be a powerful invariant for Fano and general type varieties by means of the re-
construction theorem [BO01] and forK3 surfaces due to the derived Torelli theorem [Orl03, Huy09],
in general the interplay of the derived category with other invariants – such as the Hodge structure
and the class in the Grothendieck ring of varieties – has yet to be fully understood. While these cate-
gories are usually complicated to describe, a common approach to understanding their structure is by
providing a so-called full exceptional collection, which is, roughly speaking, a finite list of objects which
generate the whole category and satisfy simple cohomological conditions. While it is well-known that
some classes of varieties cannot admit full exceptional collection, it is verymuch expected that rational
homogeneous varieties do.

When it comes to the problem of constructing full exceptional collections for rational homogeneous
varieties, the techniques developed in [Beı̆78] for projective spaces have been successfully generalized
to Grassmannians and smooth quadrics in [Kap85]. However, a general approach is still missing: only
partial answers have been given in the case of classical and exceptional Grassmannians, mostly using
specific, ad-hoc techniques. Up to products, every rational homogeneous variety can be obtained as a
quotientG/P i where P i ⊂ G is the maximal parabolic subgroup corresponding to the i-th simple root
(more on this notation in Section 2). Nowadays, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, full exceptional
collections have been found for the following classes for every positive integer n, denoting the number
of nodes in the corresponding Dynkin diagram:

• G = An, P = P k for any k [Beı̆78, Kap85],

• G = Bn, P = P 1 ([Kap85]) or P = P 2 ([Kuz08]),

• G = Cn, P = P 1 ([Beı̆78, Kap85]), P = P 2 ([Kuz08]) or P = Pn ([Fon20]),

• G = Dn, P = P 1 ([Kap85]) or P = P 2 ([KS21]),

Moreover, the following sporadic cases are also known to admit a full exceptional collection:
1
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• G = B3, P = P 3 ([Kap85]) and G = B4, P = P 4 ([Kuz06], [Kuz08]),

• G = C4, P = P 3 ([Gus20]) and G = C5, P = P 3 ([Nov20]),

• G = Di, P = P i or P = P i−1 for i = 4 ([Kap85]) and i = 5 ([Kuz06], [Kuz08]),

• G = E6, P = P 1 or P = P 6 ([FM15]),

• G = F4, P = P 1 ([Smi22]) or P = P 4 ([BKS23]),

• G = G2, P = P 1 ([Kap85]) or P = P 2 ([Kuz06]).

A crucial step towards a general answer to this problem is provided by Kuznetsov and Polishchuk
in [KP16]: there, exceptional collections of maximal length are given for all Grassmannians of type
A,B,C,D, where the maximal length of an exceptional collection forDb(X)withX smooth projective
is
∑

p h
(p,p)(X) (see [Kuz16, Corollary 2.16]). In the following, wewill refer to them as KP collections.

However, fullness is still conjectural: in other words, it is not known whether the KP collection for a
given G/P generates the whole Db(G/P ). In this paper, we perform the construction of Kuznetsov
and Polishchuk explicitly for the spinor tenfold (i.e. a connected component of the Grassmannian of
isotropic five spaces in a ten dimensional vector space) obtaining:

〈O,O(1),O(2),U∨(2), Sym2 U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3), Sym2 U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4), T̂X(5),O(5),U∨(5), T̂X(6),O(6),O(7)〉
(1.1)

where U∨ is the dual of the pullback of the tautological bundle ofG(5, 10) and T̂X is the affine tangent
bundle (see Equation 2.9). Then, as a main result, we have the following fact:

Theorem 1.1. (Corollary 3.9) The exceptional collection of Equation 1.1 is full.

The proof is given by finding a sequence of mutations (see Section 3.1) which relate such collection to
the one found by Kuznetsov in [Kuz06, Section 6.2]. Since the latter is full, we conclude that also the
KP collection is (Proposition 3.8).

Plan of the paper. In Section 2we give a brief introduction to the spinor tenfold and some vector bun-
dles over such variety. Then, we establish resolutions of some homogeneous vector bundles (Lemma
2.4 and Lemma 2.5). In Section 3 we perform the construction of the KP collection, and we prove its
fullness in Section 3.3. Finally, all the technical details of the cohomology computations based on the
Borel–Bott–Weil theorem are carried out in Appendix A.

Acknowledgments. We would like to express our gratitude to Enrico Fatighenti, Michał Kapustka
and Giovanni Mongardi for reading a first draft of this paper and providing valuable corrections
and insights. Moreover, we thank Francesco Denisi, Jacopo Gandini and Luca Migliorini for help-
ful discussions and comments. The authors are members of GNSAGA of INdAM. MR is supported
by PRIN2020KKWT53.

1.1. Notations and conventions. We shall work over the field of complex numbers.
We will denote the cohomology of vector bundles as a direct sum of shifted cohomology spaces, and
we will use the same notation for Ext spaces. For example, Ext•

Pn(O,Ω1
Pn) ≃ C[−1].
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2. Vector bundles on the spinor tenfold

2.1. The spinor tenfold and its properties. Fix a vector space Vn of dimension n. Let us callG(k, Vn)
the Grassmannian parametrizing k-dimensional subspaces of Vn. It is a smooth projective variety of
dimension k(n − k) projectively embedded in P(∧kVn) by the Plücker embedding. By OG(k, Vn) we
denote the orthogonal Grassmannian of k-dimensional linear spaces, i.e. the smooth projective vari-
ety parametrizing affine k-spaceswhich are isotropic with respect to a fixed nondegenerate symmetric
form on Vn. One can easily see thatOG(k, Vn) is cut by a general section of Sym2 U∨ inG(k, Vn), where
U is the tautological bundle. All orthogonal Grassmannians are connected except for OG(n, V2n),
which has two isomorphic connected components of dimension n(n − 1)/2. These are the varieties
parametrizing isotropic n-spaceswhich intersect a fixed n-space in even (respectively odd) dimension.
As usual, we denote by spinor tenfold each of the connected components of OG(5, V10). In general, it is
well-known that each connected component of OG(n, V2n), also denoted by OG(n, V2n)±, is isomor-
phic to OG(n − 1, V2n−1), where V2n−1 is a 2n− 1-dimensional vector space. This fact can be proven
with classical techniques, see [Har92, Theorem 22.14].

2.1.1. A quick overview on homogeneous varieties. The following is standard material, which we recall
for the purpose of notation and self-containedness: for a more exhaustive treatment see, for instance,
[BE91] and the sources therein. Let us consider a simple Lie groupG, with Lie algebra g. Fix a Cartan
subalgebra h ⊂ g and call ∆ the set of roots induced by its adjoint action, with ∆+ ⊂ ∆ the set of
positive roots and∆− := ∆ \∆+. One has a root space decomposition for g:

g = h⊕
⊕

α∈∆

gα

where the root eigenspaces gα are given by

gα = {g ∈ g : [h, g] = α(h)g for h ∈ h}

Inside g, one distinguishes the standard Borel subalgebra given by the expression

b = h⊕ n

where n =
⊕

α∈∆+
gα is a nilpotent summand.

A subalgebra p ⊂ g is called parabolic if it contains b as a subalgebra. Parabolic subalgebras can
be characterized as follows. Fix a set S = {α1, . . . , αr} of simple roots, define subsets Si1...il :=
S \ {αi1 , . . . , αil} and∆i1...il = Span(Si1...il) ∩∆. We consider the levi subalgebras

li1...il = h⊕
⊕

α∈∆i1...il

gα

and some nilpotent subalgebras of the form

ui1...il =
⊕

α∈∆+\∆i1...il

gα

Then the direct sum
pi1...il = li1...il ⊕ ui1...il .

is a subalgebra and contains b, hence it is parabolic. The list of parabolic subalgebras {pi1,...,il} is ex-
haustive up to conjugation.

If g is the Lie algebra of a simple Lie group G, it is well-known that a subgroup P ⊂ G is parabolic
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if and only if its Lie algebra is a parabolic subalgebra. Hence, in the following, we will associate to
a rational homogeneous variety G/P a marked Dynkin diagram. Such a diagram corresponds to the
choice ofG, while the markings correspond to the set Si1...il which fixes the parabolic subgroup (with
respect to the choice of an ordering of simple roots). We will also adopt the notation G/P i1,...,il to
describe the quotient of G by the parabolic subgroup whose parabolic subalgebra is pi1,...,il .

2.1.2. Homogeneous vector bundles over G/P . It is a general fact that one has an equivalence of cate-
gories:

cohG(G/P ) ≃ Rep(P )

where on the left hand sidewe have the category ofG-equivariant coherent sheaves onG/P and on the
right hand side there is the category of finite dimensional representations of P . Note that we can iden-
tify irreducible representations of P and L: in fact, any irreducible representation of P is determined
by its restriction to L, since the unipotent radical of P acts trivially. Thus, a homogeneous, irreducible
vector bundle Eλ on G/P is uniquely determined by the highest weight λ of a representation of L.
More explicitly, we write:

Eλ := G×P VP
λ

whereVP
λ is the vector space onwhich theP -representation of highestweightω acts, andwithG×PVP

λ

we denote the quotient of G × VP
λ by the equivalence relation (p.a, b) ∼ (a, p.b) for every p ∈ P and

every (a, b) ∈ G × VP
λ . Let us call WL and WG the Weyl groups of respectively L and G, and let us

denote by wL
0 and wG

0 the respective longest elements. For later use, we recall that the Weyl reflections
associated to simple roots act as follows:

(2.1) Sαi
: αj 7−→ αj −Aijαi

where A is the Cartan matrix. The following lemma is known to experts, see for instance [KP16,
Equation 8], [Smi22, Lemma 2.1]

Lemma 2.1. One has:

(1) (Eλ)∨ ≃ E−wL
0
λ

(2) if VL
λ ⊗ VL

µ =
⊕

VL
ν , then Eλ ⊗ Eµ =

⊕
Eν .

2.1.3. Homogeneous description of OG(5, V10)+. Consider the simple group of type D5 and its associ-
ated Dynkin diagram, with the ordering of the nodes chosen from left to right and from top to bottom
for the last two (Bourbaki convention). We call D5/P

i the generalized Grassmannians of type D5. In
particular, the two connected components OG(5, V10)± of OG(5, V10) can be identified, respectively,
with G/P 4 and G/P 5. Hence, we can describe OG(5, V10)+ with the following marked Dynkin dia-
gram:
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The Levi subgroup is SL(5) × C∗. Fixing an orthonormal basis {e1, . . . , e5} of Q5, one can write the
simple roots and the fundamental weights as follows:

α1 = e1 − e2

α2 = e2 − e3

α3 = e3 − e4

α4 = e4 − e5

α5 = e4 + e5.

ω1 = e1

ω2 = e1 + e2

ω3 = e1 + e2 + e3

ω4 = 1
2 (e1 + e2 + e3 + e4 − e5)

ω5 = 1
2 (e1 + e2 + e3 + e4 + e5).

Consider now a weight ω =
∑

aiωi. Then, by applying Equation 2.1 to the present setting, we
find:

Sα1
ω = −a1ω1 + (a2 + a1)ω2 + a3ω3 + a4ω4 + a5ω5

Sα2
ω = (a1 + a2)ω1 − a2ω2 + a3ω3 + a4ω4 + a5ω5

Sα3
ω = a1ω1 + (a2 + a3)ω2 − a3ω3 + (a4 + a3)ω4 + (a5 + a3)ω5

Sα4
ω = a1ω1 + a2ω2 + (a3 + a4)ω3 − a4ω4 + a5ω5

Sα5
ω = a1ω1 + a2ω2 + (a3 + a5)ω3 + a4ω4 − a5ω5

Call now U the pullback to OG(5, V10)+ of the tautological bundle of G(5, V10) under the natural em-
bedding given by the fact that every element ofOG(5, V10)+ also belongs toG(5, V10), and callO(1) the
pullback of the hyperplane bundle of P15 under the spinor embedding (see [RS00, Section 6] for an ex-
plicit description of such embedding in a local chart). Note that this is not the pullback ofOG(5,V10)(1),
which is O(2). One has, for every k ∈ Z, for every positive l ∈ Z and form = 1, 2, 3:

(2.2) O(k) = Ekω4
Syml U∨ = Elω1

∧m U∨ = Eωm
∧4 U∨ = Eω4+ω5

.

Moreover, given a homogeneous irreducible vector bundle Eλ, we have Eλ ⊗O(k) = Eλ+kω4
. Observe

that ω1 is dominant, and hence U∨ is globally generated. Its sections are computed in Lemma A.2 to
be H•(OG(5, V10)+,U∨) = VD5

ω1
≃ C10. On the other hand, U has no cohomology (Lemma A.7). We

can identify the pullback of the tautological sequence of G(5, V10) with the following:

(2.3) 0 −→ U −→ VD5

ω1
⊗O −→ U∨ −→ 0

where we used the standard identification U∨ ≃ (VD5
ω1

⊗O)/U and VD5
ω1

≃ V10.

2.1.4. Homogeneous description of OG(4, V9). Let us carry out a similar analysis for OG(4, V9). To dis-
tinguish from the previous case, let us callQi the parabolic subgroups of the simple Lie group of type
B4, andB4/Q

i the associated generalized Grassmannians. If we consider the Dynkin diagram of type
B4, with the ordering of simple roots from left to right, we haveOG(4, V9) = G/Q4, and the following
marked Dynkin diagram:

In this case, the Levi subgroup is SL(4)×C∗. With respect to an orthonormal basis {ǫ1, . . . , ǫ4} of Q4

we can choose the simple roots and the fundamental weights to be:

β1 = ǫ1 − ǫ2
β2 = ǫ2 − ǫ3
β3 = ǫ3 − ǫ4
β4 = ǫ4.

ω1 = ǫ1
ω2 = ǫ1 + ǫ2
ω3 = ǫ1 + ǫ2 + ǫ3
ω4 = ǫ1 + ǫ2 + ǫ3 + 2ǫ4
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ByEquation 2.1, for aweight ν =
∑

biνi, theWeyl reflections associated to the simple roots {β1, . . . , β4}
are:

Sβ1
ν = −b1ν1 + (b2 + b1)ν2 + b3ν3 + b4ν4

Sβ2
ν = (b1 + b2)ν1 − b2ν2 + b3ν3 + b4ν4

Sβ3
ν = b1ν1 + (b2 + b3)ν2 − b3ν3 + (b4 + 2b3)ν4

Sβ4
ν = b1ν1 + b2ν2 + (b3 + b4)ν3 − b4ν4

Denote by R the pullback to OG(4, V9) of the tautological bundle of G(4, V9) and, as above, call O(1)
the pullback of the hyperplane bundle of P15. This again is not the pullback of OG(4,V9)(1), which is
O(2). One has, for every k ∈ Z, for every positive l ∈ Z and form = 1, 2, 3:

(2.4) O(k) = Ekν4 Syml R∨ = Elν1 ∧m R∨ = Eνm .

Pulling back the tautological sequence of G(4, V9) we find:

(2.5) 0 −→ R −→ VB4

ν1
⊗O −→ W −→ 0

where VB4
ν1

≃ V9.

2.2. Some exact sequences. The tautological bundles of the spinor tenfold with respect to its dual
homogeneous description, and their Schur powers, interact in an interesting way giving rise to some
exact sequences which will be useful in the next section. Let us describe how they can be constructed.
Once for all, we setX := OG(5, V10)+ ≃ OG(4, V9).

Lemma 2.2. There is a short exact sequence onX :

(2.6) 0 −→ R −→ U −→ O −→ 0

Moreover, one has an isomorphismW ≃ U∨.

Proof. One has Ext1(O,R) ≃ H1(X,R) ≃ C by Corollary A.13. Hence, up to isomorphisms, there
exists a unique nontrivial extension ofR byO. Let us call E such a nontrivial extension, and consider
the short exact sequence:

(2.7) 0 −→ R −→ E −→ O −→ 0.

By applying the functor Hom(−,U) we have:

0 −→ Hom(O,U) −→ Hom(E,U) −→ Hom(R,U) −→ Ext1(O,U) −→ · · ·

and since by LemmaA.7 the vector bundleU has no cohomology, themiddle arrow is an isomorphism.
Note that one can construct a nontrivial morphismR −→ U by an embedding V9 ⊂ V10 together with
the fact that an isotropic 4-space inV10 can be completed to an isotropic 5-space ofOG+(5, 10) in exactly
one way: hence there is at least a nonzero map E −→ U . If both bundles are stable and they have the
same slope, then the map must be an isomorphism: they have the same slope (both are extensions of
O and R), and U is stable because it is homogeneous and irreducible, let us prove that E is stable as
well. By Hoppe’s criterion (see [JMPSE17] and its application in [Man19]),E is stable if the following
bundles have no global sections:

E, ∧2E, ∧3E(1), ∧4E(1).

Observe that, comparing the r-th and the (r − 1)-rth exterior powers of the sequence 2.7, one finds a
short exact sequence:

0 −→ ∧rR −→ ∧rE −→ ∧r−1R −→ 0.
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By this and Lemma A.14 we immediately see that ∧2E, ∧3E(1) and ∧4E(1) have no sections (for the
last we also use the fact that ∧4R(1) ≃ O(−1)).

Let us now prove that E has no global sections. Assume it had: then H0(X,E) ≃ H1(X,E) ≃
H0(X,O) ≃ C because of the long exact sequence of cohomologies of the sequence 2.7. Moreover,
since by the sequence 2.7 the top chern class of E is zero, we have both an injective map O −→ E
and a surjection E −→ O (the latter again from 2.7). The composition of these maps is an element of
Hom(O,O) ≃ C and hence a multiple of the identity (nonvanishing by the exactness of 2.7): this im-
plies that the sequence 2.7 splits, providing a contradiction. Thus, by Hoppe’s criterion we conclude
that E is stable, and since it has the same slope of U and there exists a nonzero morphism U −→ E,
they are isomorphic, concluding the proof of the first claim.
Let us now turn our attention to the second claim. One has a commutative diagram:

0 R V9 ⊗O W 0

0 U V10 ⊗O U∨ 0

O O

φ

and by the snake lemma, we conclude that φ is an isomorphism. �

The following lemma, and its proof, are alreadyknown to experts (see theMathOverflow thread [Mat]
for instance):

Lemma 2.3. The tangent bundle TX is the unique extension, up to isomorphism, fitting in the following exact
sequence:

(2.8) 0 −→ R∨ −→ TX −→ ∧2R∨ −→ 0.

Moreover, one has TX ≃ ∧2U∨.

Proof. Since X is the zero locus of a general section of Sym2 R∨ in G(4, V9), it comes with a normal
bundle sequence:

0 −→ TX −→ R∨ ⊗W −→ Sym2 R∨ −→ 0.

Together with the sequence 2.6, this gives rise to a diagram:

cokerφ 0 0

TX R∨ ⊗W Sym2 R∨

R∨ R∨ ⊗ U∨ R∨ ⊗R∨

kerφ 0 ∧2R∨

φ
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fromwhich the existence of the sequence 2.8 follows by the snake lemma. Uniqueness is a consequence
of the following computation:

Ext1(∧2R∨,R∨) ≃ H1(X,∧2R⊗R∨)

≃ H1(X,∧2R∨ ⊗R∨(−2))

≃ H1(X,∧3R∨(−2))⊕H1(X, Eν1+ν2−2ν4).

Here by Lemma A.11 the first summand is isomorphic to C and the second is trivial, and this proves
that there is only one isomorphism class of extensions of R∨ and ∧2R∨, concluding the proof of the
first claim.
To prove the second statement, let us call UG(5,V10) andQG(5,V10) the tautological and quotient bundles
of G(5, V10). Observe that QG(5,V10) restricts to U∨ on X , and therefore TG(5,V10)|X ≃ U∨ ⊗ U∨. Then,

observe that there is a unique map U∨ ⊗ U∨ −→ Sym2 U∨ up to scalar multiple, and such a map
is surjective with kernel ∧2U∨. Since NX|G(5,V10) ≃ Sym2 U∨, we conclude that TX ≃ ∧2U∨ by the
normal bundle sequence of X ⊂ G(5, V10). �

Recall the affine tangent bundle T̂X(1), which is an extension of the form

(2.9) 0 −→ O(−1) −→ T̂X −→ TX(−1) −→ 0.

Such extension is unique because h1(X,TX) = 1 (X is rigid).

Lemma 2.4. There is a short exact sequence:

(2.10) 0 −→ T̂X −→ VD5

ω4
⊗O −→ U(1) −→ 0.

Proof. By a simple calculation, it is easy to see that U(1) is globally generated. In fact, one has U(1) ≃
∧4U∨(1), and since ∧4U∨ = Eω4+ω5

and O(−1) = E−ω5
we have U(1) ≃ Eω4

. Now, ω4 is a dominant
weight and therefore U(1) is globally generated, withH0(X,U(1)) = VD5

ω4
≃ C16. Let us define F11 as

the kernel of the evaluation map on sections of U(1), i.e.

(2.11) 0 F11 H0(X,U(1))⊗O U(1) 0.ev

The rest of the proof consists in showing that T̂X ≃ F11(1). In the following diagram, the horizontal
rows are respectively the sequence 2.11 and the normal bundle sequence ofX ⊂ P15, while the central
vertical row is the restriction to X of the Euler sequence of the ambient P15:

kerφ O 0

F11(1) VD5
ω4

⊗O(1) U(2)

TX TP15 |X U(2)

cokerφ 0 0

φ
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By the snake lemma we deduce that φ is surjective with kernel O. Recall that extensions of the type

described in the sequence 2.9 are unique up to isomorphism: thus, T̂X ≃ F11(1). �

Lemma 2.5. There is the following exact sequence:

0 −→ U∨ −→ VD5

ω4
⊗O(1) −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U(2) −→ V

D5

2ω1
⊗O(2) −→ Sym2 U∨(2) −→ 0

Proof. First, let us prove the existence of a sequence

(2.12) 0 −→ T̂∨
X(−1) −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U −→ V

D5

2ω1
⊗O −→ Sym2 U∨ −→ 0.

To do so, we start by applying the Sym2-Schur functor to the tautological exact sequence of X (as a
D5-Grassmannian), obtaining:

0 −→ ∧2U −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U −→ Sym2 VD5

ω1
⊗O −→ Sym2 U∨ −→ 0.

Note that Sym2
VD5

ω1
≃ V

D5

2ω1
⊕ C. Hence we write the following diagram, where rows and columns

are exact, K and K̃ denote the kernels of the two rightmost horizontal maps and C is the cokernel of
the central map of the second row:

(2.13)

K O

∧2U VD5
ω1

⊗ U V
D5

2ω1
⊗O ⊕O Sym2 U∨

T̂∨
X(−1) VD5

ω1
⊗ U V

D5

2ω1
⊗O C

O K̃

∃

The dashed arrow, which makes the rightmost square commutative, exists because if we apply the
functor Hom(−,VD5

ω1
⊗U) to the leftmost column we obtain a long exact sequence of Ext-groups, and

since Ext•(O,U) = 0 we find an isomorphism Hom(T̂∨
X(−1),VD5

ω1
⊗ U) ≃ Hom(∧2U ,VD5

ω1
⊗ U). Then

we can apply the snake lemma to the two leftmost vertical exact sequences, and this yields a short
exact sequence

0 −→ O −→ K −→ K̃ −→ 0.

Hence, we can write the following diagram:

O K K̃

O V
D5

2ω1
⊗O ⊕O V

D5

2ω1
⊗O

Sym2 U∨ C
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By the snake lemma we conclude that C ≃ Sym2 U∨, which gives us the sequence 2.12.

By Lemma A.10 one has Ext(Sym2 U∨, T̂∨
X(−1)) = C[−2]: hence, there exists a unique two-terms

extension of the form
0 −→ T̂∨

X(1) −→ B −→ C −→ Sym2 U∨(2) −→ 0.

On the other hand, we see that Ext(T̂∨
X(1),U∨) = C[−1]: this follows by the fact that by twisting the

sequence 2.10 we obtain:

0 −→ U∨ ⊗ T̂X(−1) −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U∨(−1) −→ U∨ ⊗ U −→ 0,

where the middle term has no cohomology by Lemma A.5 and the last one contributes with C[0]
because U is exceptional. Thus, there is a unique A, up to isomorphism, fitting in the following exact
sequence:

0 −→ U∨ −→ A −→ T̂∨
X(1) −→ 0.

By composing the last two equations, respectively, with appropriate twists of the duals of 2.11 and 2.9,
we find two long exact sequences:

(2.14) 0 −→ U∨ −→ VD5

ω4
⊗O(1) −→ B −→ C −→ Sym2 U∨(2) −→ 0.

(2.15) 0 −→ U∨ −→ A −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U(2) −→ V

D5

2ω1
⊗O(2) −→ Sym2 U∨(2) −→ 0

Now, by Lemma A.9 there is a unique three-terms extension between U∨ and Sym2 U∨(2) which is
not a direct sum of shorter extensions, and therefore the sequences 2.14 and 2.15 must coincide up to
isomorphisms, and this concludes the proof. �

3. The KP collection on the spinor tenfold

Let G be a simple Lie group of type B4. By Db
G(X) we denote the equivariant category of coherent

sheaves on the spinor tenfoldX . Wewill use the notation1 Eλ for both the homogeneous vector bundle
G ×P VP

λ in the category Db
G(X) of equivariant sheaves, and its image through the forgetful functor

Fg : Db
G(X) −→ Db(X). We also fix the shorthand notation:

Ext•G(−,−) := Ext•Db
G
(X)(−,−)

Ext•(−,−) := Ext•Db(X)(−,−).

As usual, given a vector spaceW with a G-action, we callWG ⊂ W the space of G-invariants.
By the propertyExt•G(Eλ, Eµ) = Ext•(Eλ, Eµ)G [KP16, Proposition 2.17], one has the remarkable prop-
erty that every homogeneous, irreducible vector bundle is exceptional in Db

G(X). For the standard
definitions of semiorthogonal decomposition, exceptional object and full exceptional collection, we
refer to [Kuz16, Section 2].

3.1. Mutations of exceptional objects. Let T be a triangulated category, and A1, . . . ,An admissi-
ble subcategories such that T = 〈A1, . . . ,An〉 is a semiorthogonal decomposition. Mutations are a
well-established technique for producing other semiorthogonal decompositions from a given one (see
[Bon90, BO02]). The setting of the problem we address in this paper is much more specific: let Y be
a smooth projective variety and Db(Y ) = 〈E1, . . . , En〉 a full exceptional collection of vector bundles.
Then, all the techniques we need to recall about mutations can be summarized in the following two
lemmas, which are well-known to experts.

1Note that this choice of notation differs from the one of Kuznetsov and Polishchuk.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Y be a smooth projective variety and Db(Y ) = 〈E1, . . . , En〉 a full exceptional collection.
Then, one has:

Db(Y ) = 〈E1, . . . , Ei−1, Ei+1,REi+1
Ei, Ei+2, . . . , En〉

= 〈E1, . . . , Ei−1,LEi
Ei+1, Ei, Ei+2, . . . , En〉

where:

REi+1
Ei = Cone(Ei −→ Ei+1 ⊗ Ext•T (Ei, Ei+1)

∨)[−1]

LEi
Ei+1 = Cone(Ei ⊗ Ext•T (Ei, Ei+1) −→ Ei+1)

with the morphisms being respectively the evaluation and coevaluation maps.

Lemma 3.2. Consider a full exceptional collection Db(Y ) = 〈E1, . . . , En〉 for Y smooth projective. Then, up
to a shift, the following holds:

(1) If there is a short exact sequence 0 −→ F −→ V ⊗E1 −→ E2 −→ 0, and Ext•Db(Y )(E1, E2) = V [0],

then LE1
E2 ≃ F .

(2) If there is a short exact sequence 0 −→ E1 −→ V ⊗E2 −→ F −→ 0, and Ext•Db(Y )(E1, E2) = V [0],

then RE2
E1 ≃ F .

(3) If there is a short exact sequence 0 −→ E2 −→ F −→ E1 −→ 0, and Ext•Db(Y )(E1, E2) = C[−1],

then RE2
E1 ≃ LE1

E2 ≃ F .

Wealso recall, in our setting, the definition of a right dual exceptional collection (as given in [KP16]).

Definition 3.3. Given Db(Y ) = 〈E1, . . . , En〉 as above, we define the associated right dual collection as
follows:

〈En,REn
En−1, . . . ,R 〈E2,...,En〉E1〉.

3.2. The forgetful functor and the exceptional blocks. Let us apply the prescription of [KP16, The-
orem 9.3] to G/P = X to produce a list of subcategories A0, . . . ,A7 of Db

G(X), each generated by
exceptional objects. We find:

A0 = 〈O〉G

A1 = 〈O(1)〉G

A2 = 〈Sym2 R∨(2),R∨(2),O(2)〉G

A3 = 〈Sym2 R∨(3),R∨(3),O(3)〉G

A4 = 〈∧2R∨(4),R∨(4),O(4)〉G

A5 = 〈∧2R∨(5),R∨(5),O(5)〉G

A6 = 〈O(6)〉G

A7 = 〈O(7)〉G

where 〈 〉G represents an exceptional collection inDb
G(X). Note that a naı̈ve application of the forget-

ful functor on each generator of theAi’s does not produce an exceptional collection inDb(X). Accord-
ing to [KP16, Section 3.3], a possible way to produce an exceptional collection for X is the following:
first we take the right dual Bi of the block Ai, and we apply the forgetful functor to each generator
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of each block Bi. Finally, we consider the collection 〈FgB0, . . . ,FgB7〉. This task is carried out in the
following of this section.

Lemma 3.4. There is the following equivalence of categories:

Fg〈∧2R∨,R∨,O〉G ≃ 〈O,U∨, T̂X(1)〉.

Proof. Following [KP16, Section 3.3]we canproduce a full exceptional collection forFg〈∧2R∨,R∨,O〉G
by constructing the right dual collection to 〈∧2R∨,R∨,O〉G, in the equivariant category, and then apply-
ing the forgetful functor on each generator. In other words, we only need to show that the right dual

of 〈∧2R∨,R∨,O〉G is 〈O,U∨, T̂X(1)〉G. Observe that, by Lemma 2.3 and A.12 we can apply Lemma
3.2 to obtain RR∨ ∧2 R∨ = TX . Now, let us mutate the result one step further to the right. The rele-
vant Ext is Ext•G(TX ,O) = C[−1]. Then, in light of the sequence 2.9, we conclude by Lemma 3.2 that

R〈R∨,O〉 ∧
2 R∨ ≃ T̂X(1). Similarly, by Lemma 2.2 (and in particular by the computations in its proof)

we have ROR∨ ≃ U∨. This concludes the proof. �

Lemma 3.5. There is the following equivalence of categories:

Fg〈Sym2 R∨,R∨,O〉G ≃ 〈O,U∨, Sym2 U∨〉.

Proof. As above, we only need to prove that the right dual of 〈Sym2 R∨,R∨,O〉G is 〈O,U∨, Sym2 U∨〉G.
Recall that mutations do not depend on the choice of the exceptional collection of the category we
are mutating through. Hence, by the proof of the previous lemma, we have R〈R∨,O〉 Sym

2 R∨ =

R〈O,U∨〉 Sym
2 R∨. The right hand side of this last equation can be computed as follows: we first note

that ExtG(Sym
2 R∨,O) = 0. In fact, one has ExtG(Sym

2 R∨,O) = H•(X, Sym2 R)G, and the latter
vanishes since H•(X, Sym2 R) by Lemma A.15. Finally, we are left to compute RU∨ Sym2 R∨.
By taking the second exterior power of the dual of the sequence 2.6 we get:

0 −→ U∨ −→ Sym2 U∨ −→ Sym2 R∨ −→ 0,

and since one has Ext•G(Sym
2 R∨,U∨) = H•(X, Sym2 R⊗U∨)G = C[−1] by Lemma A.16, we are able

to conclude that RU∨ Sym2 R∨ ≃ Sym2 U∨. �

Summing all up, we find:

Proposition 3.6. The following collection is exceptional in Db(X):

A = 〈O,O(1),O(2),U∨(2), Sym2 U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3), Sym2 U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4), T̂X(5),O(5),U∨(5), T̂X(6),O(6),O(7)〉

Remark 3.7. The presence of the affine tangent bundle in exceptional collections of homogeneous va-
rieties has been investigated in [Smi22, Observation 1.4], where the author observes the relation with
the fact that the tangent bundle is a homogeneous, irreducible vector bundle, and therefore it is ex-
ceptional in the equivariant category. This fact is true only for cominuscule varieties (like the spinor
tenfold).
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3.3. Fullness. Hereafterwe describe themain result of this paper (Theorem 3.8), which is the fullness
of the KP collection for X we constructed in Proposition 3.6. In particular, we describe a sequence of
mutations which, applied to the KP collection, yield the full exceptional collection constructed by
Kuznetsov in [Kuz06], thus proving that the KP collection is full as well.

Proposition 3.8. There is an equivalence of categories:

〈O,O(1),O(2),U∨(2), Sym2 U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3), Sym2 U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4), T̂X(5),O(5),U∨(5), T̂X(6),O(6),O(7)〉

≃ 〈O,U∨,O(1),U∨(1),O(2),U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4),O(5),U∨(5),O(6),U∨(6),O(7),U∨(7)〉

Proof. Let us first describe how we can mutate T̂X(6) one step to the right. In light of Lemmas 3.2

and 2.4, we have RO(6)T̂X(6) ≃ U∨(7) if we can prove that Ext•(T̂X(6),O(6)) ≃ VD5
ω4

[0], and the latter

follows by Corollary A.6 once we note that Ext•(T̂X(6),O(6)) ≃ H•(X, T̂∨
X). We can apply the same

exact strategy to mutate T̂X(5) one step to the right, obtaining:

〈O,O(1),O(2),U∨(2), Sym2 U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3), Sym2 U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4),O(5),U(6),U∨(5),O(6),U(7),O(7)〉.

Now, by Corollary A.3, the sequence 2.3 and Lemma 3.2 we easily see that LO(k)U
∨(k) ≃ U(k) for any

k. Let us apply it to k = 2 in the collection above. Then, note that by Corollary A.3 one has:

Ext•(O(2), Sym2 U∨(2)) = V
D5

2ω1
[0]

and therefore, by Lemma 3.2 one has LO(2) Sym
2 U∨(2) = K̃(2) = ker(VD5

2ω1
⊗ O(2) −→ Sym2 U∨(2))

(see the proof of Lemma 2.5 for more on this bundle). Now, we claim that LU(2)K̃(2) = T̂∨
X(1). In

fact, Ext•(U(2), K̃(2)) can be computed by applying Ext(U(2),−) to the sequence describing K̃(2) as
a kernel (see Diagram 2.13): in particular by Corollary A.3 one has Ext•(U(2),O(2)) = VD5

ω1
[0], and,

together with Corollary A.4, this allows to conclude that Ext•(U(2), K̃(2)) ≃ VD5
ω1

[0]. From this and

Lemma 3.2 the claim follows. Let us nowmutate the resulting T̂∨
X(1) a further step to the left. We have

Ext•(O(1), T̂∨
X(1)) ≃ Vω4

[0], and therefore, by the appropriate twist of the dual of Equation 2.10, we

find LO(1)T̂
∨
X(1) ≃ U∨. If we repeat the same exact procedure on Sym2 U∨(3) we get the collection:

〈O,U∨,O(1),U∨(1),O(2),U∨(2),O(3),U∨(3),

O(4),U∨(4),O(5),U(6),U∨(5),O(6),U(7),O(7)〉.

Since by Lemma A.8 we have Ext(U(6),U∨(5)) = 0, we can freely exchange such objects. The last step
is to mutate each bundle of the form U(k) one step to the right. One has Ext•(U(k),O(k)) = VD5

ω1
[0],

and by the sequence 2.3 and Lemma 3.2 we obtain RO(k)U(k) ≃ U∨(k). This leads to Kuznetsov’s
collection, hence concluding our proof. �

The immediate consequence of Proposition 3.8 is the following:

Corollary 3.9. (Theorem 1.1) The exceptional collection of Equation 1.1 is full.
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Appendix A. Borel–Bott–Weil computations

In this appendix, we will gather all cohomological computations done by means of the Borel–Bott–
Weil theorem [Bot57]. This well-known theorem provides a simple, algorithmic recipe to compute
the cohomology of irreducible vector bundles.

Theorem A.1 (Borel–Bott–Weil). Let Eω be a homogeneous, irreducible vector bundle on a rational homoge-
neous variety G/P , let us call ρ the sum of all fundamental weights. Then one and only one of the following
statements is true:

(1) there exists a sequence sp of simple Weyl reflections of length p such that sp(ω+ρ)−ρ is dominant (i.e.
all coefficients of its expansion in the fundamental weights are non-negative). Then Hp(G/P, Eω) ≃
V G
sp(ω+ρ)−ρ

and all the other cohomology is trivial.

(2) there is no such sp as in point (1). Then Eω has no cohomology.

While we chose to illustrate all computations in detail, the algorithm can be easily automatized. See,
for example, the script [Ram22].

A.1. Cohomology computationsonD5/P
4. Herewe follow the notationwefixed in Section 2.1.3.

LemmaA.2. For every nonnegatgivea, b, c, d ∈ Z, one hasH•(X, Eaω1+bω2+cω3+dω5
) = V

D5

aω1+bω2+cω3+dω5
[0].

Proof. Theweight aω1+bω2+cω3+dω5 is alreadydominant: byTheoremA.1we immediately conclude.
�

Corollary A.3. For every nonnegative integer r, one has H•(X, Symr U∨) = VD5
rω1

[0].

Proof. The weight associated to Symr U∨ is rω1 (see Equation 2.2), hence we conclude by Lemma
A.2. �

Corollary A.4. There are the following isomorphisms:

Ext•(U(2), Sym2 U∨(2)) ≃ H•(X, Sym3 U∨ ⊕ Eω1+ω2
) ≃ V

D5

3ω1
[0]⊕ V

D5

ω1+ω2
[0].

Proof. The first step is simply Lemma 2.1, then we conclude by Corollary A.3. �

Lemma A.5. For all integers a ≥ 0, b ≥ 0, c > 0 and for ǫ ∈ {1, 2} one has:

H•(X, Eaω1+bω2−ǫω4
) = 0

H•(X, Eaω1+bω2+cω3−2ω4
) = VD5

aω1+bω2+(c−1)ω3
[−1].

Proof. An intuitiveway to apply the Borel–Bott–Weil algorithm is towrite the coefficients of theweight
of the bundle as labels for the nodes of the Dynkin diagram, then add the sum ρ of the fundamental
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weights, and then to apply the Weyl reflections associated to simple roots. By adding ρ to the weight
aω1 + bω2 − ǫω4 we find:

a b 0

−ǫ

0

+ρ
−−−−−→

a+ 1 b+ 1 1

1− ǫ

1

Observe that for ǫ = 1 we have a zero coefficient: hence, the weight is fixed by the action of Sα4
and

there is no finite number of simple Weyl reflections which transforms it to a weight of the form ρ+ λ
with λ dominant. Thus, the associated bundle has no cohomology by Theorem A.1. On the other
hand, if ǫ = 2, one has

a+ 1 b+ 1 1

−1

1

Sα4−−−−−−→
a+ 1 b+ 1 0

1

1

and the cohomology vanishes for the same reason as above. Let us now consider the second claim. By
adding ρ to aω1 + bω2 + cω3 − 2ω4 we obtain:

a b c

−2

0

+ρ
−−−−−→

b+ 1

a+ 1 c+ 1

−1

1

Then, applying Sω4
yields:

b+ 1

a+ 1 c+ 1

−1

1

Sα4−−−−−−→
a+ 1 b+ 1 c

1

1

Note that if we subtract ρ to the resulting weight we obtain the dominant weight aω1+ bω2+(c−1)ω3,
and the result follows again by Theorem A.1. �

Corollary A.6. One has H•(X, T̂∨
X) ≃ VD5

ω4
[0].

Proof. Consider the dual of the sequence 2.10. The claim follows once we observe that by Lemma A.5
the bundle U∨(−1) = Eω1−ω4

has no cohomology. �

Lemma A.7. The vector bundle U has no cohomology.
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Proof. Since U ≃ ∧4U(−2) ≃ E−ω4+ω5
, the proof is immediate: one has

0 0 0

−1

1

+ρ
−−−−−→

1 1 1

0

2

and this allows to conclude as we did in the proof of Lemma A.5. �

Lemma A.8. We have Ext•(U(1),U∨) = 0.

Proof. We begin by decomposing the relevant bundle in a sum of irreducible, by Lemma 2.1:

Ext•(U(1),U∨) = H•(X,U∨ ⊗ U∨(−1))

= H•(X, Sym2 U∨(−1)⊕ ∧2U∨(−1))

= H•(X, E2ω1−ω4
⊕ Eω2−ω4

).

Then, the proof follows by applying Lemma A.5. �

Lemma A.9. One has Ext(Sym2 U∨(2),U∨) = C[−3].

Proof. One possibility is to expand the tensor product Sym2 U⊗U∨(−2) in irreducibles, and then apply
again the Borel–Bott–Weil algorithm. However, note that by the appropriate Schur power of Equation
2.3 we can resolve Sym2 U bymeans of direct sums of wedge powers of U∨, which are simpler objects.
In fact, one has an exact sequence:
(A.1)
0 −→ Sym2 U ⊗U∨(−2) −→ Sym2 VD5

ω1
⊗U∨(−2) −→ VD5

ω1
⊗U∨ ⊗U∨(−2) −→ ∧2U∨ ⊗U∨(−2) −→ 0

The two middle terms have no cohomology: in fact, the first one is a direct sum of 55 copies of
U∨(−2) ≃ Eω1−2ω4

, while the second one is a direct sum of 10 copies of U∨ ⊗ U∨(−2) = E2ω1−2ω4
⊕

Eω2−2ω4
and all the irreducible direct summands have no cohomology by Lemma A.5. On the other

hand, the last term decomposes as:

∧2U∨ ⊗ U∨(−2) ≃ Eω1+ω2−2ω4
⊕ Eω3−2ω4

and, while the first summand has no cohomology, the second contributes with H1(X, Eω3−2ω4
) ≃ C

(again by Lemma A.5). In light of the sequence A.1, this completes the proof. �

Lemma A.10. We have Ext•(Sym2 U∨, T̂∨(−1)) = C[−2].

Proof. This is equivalent to computeH•(X, Sym2 U⊗T̂∨(−1)). By the dual of the sequence 2.10we can

easily resolve Sym2 U ⊗ T̂∨(−1) as the kernel of the injection Sym2 U ⊗U∨(−2) −֒→ VD5
ω4

⊗Sym2 U(−1).

The first bundle has cohomology C[−3] by Lemma A.9, while Sym2 U(−1) can be resolved by the
sequence:

0 −→ Sym2 U(−1) −→ Sym2 VD5

ω1
⊗O(−1) −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U∨(−1) −→ ∧2U∨(−1) −→ 0

and all bundles have no cohomology by Lemma A.5. This completes the proof. �
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A.2. Cohomology computations on B4/Q
4. The notation of this paragraph has been established in

Section 2.1.4.

Lemma A.11. One has:

H•(X,∧3R∨(−2)) ≃ C[−1]

H•(X, Eν1+ν2−2ν4) = 0

Proof. By Equation 2.4 we see that ∧3R∨(−2) = Eν3−2ν4 . We proceed with the same algorithm as
before but for B4. By adding ρwe find:

0 0 1 −2
+ρ

−−−−−→
1 1 2 −1

By Theorem A.1, we have cohomology if with a finite number of simple Weyl reflections we find a
dominant weight: hence, we act with Sβ4

in order to get rid of the negative coefficient. We find:

1 1 2 −1 Sβ4−−−−−−→
1 1 1 1

At this point, it is clear that if we subtract ρ from the resulting weight, we get a dominant weight (the
trivial one). Hence we conclude that the cohomology of Eν3−2ν4 is one dimensional in degree given
by the number of simple Weyl reflections we used, which is one.

Let us consider the second claim. Here, applying ρ to the weight ν1 + ν2 − 2ν4 we find:

1 1 0 −2
+ρ

−−−−−→
2 2 1 −1

Let us apply Sβ4
:

2 2 1 −1 Sβ4−−−−−−→
2 2 0 1

As above, we found a zero coefficient: Therefore, by TheoremA.1, Eν1+ν2−2ν4 has no cohomology. �

Lemma A.12. We have Ext•G(∧
2R∨,R∨) = C[−1]

Proof. The proof follows immediately by the decomposition ∧2R ⊗ R∨ ≃ ∧2R∨ ⊗ ∧2R∨(−2) ≃
Eν1+ν2−2ν5 ⊕ Eν3−2ν4 together with lemma A.11. �

Corollary A.13. One has Ext•(O,R) = C[−1].

Proof. Since Ext•(O,R) ≃ H•(X,R), the proof follows simply by the isomorphism R ≃ ∧3R∨(−2)
(Lemma 2.1) and by Lemma A.11. �

Lemma A.14. The vanishingH0(X,∧rR(−c)) = 0 holds for any c ≥ −1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ 3.

Proof. The proof follows the same identical reasoning of the one of LemmaA.11, oncewewrite∧rR(−c) =
Eνr−cν4 . �

Lemma A.15. One hasH•(X, Sym2 R) = 0.
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Proof. A quick way to prove this claim is to resolve Sym2 R in terms ofD5-homogeneous bundles and
then apply some results of the previous subsection. By the appropriate Schur power of the sequence
2.6 we obtain:

(A.2) 0 −→ Sym2 R −→ Sym2 U −→ U −→ 0.

The last bundle has no cohomology by Lemma A.7, while the middle term can be resolved by a Schur
power of the sequence 2.3:

(A.3) 0 −→ Sym2 U −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U −→ ∧2VD5

ω1
⊗O −→ ∧2U∨ −→ 0.

Note that the last arrow is an isomorphism at the level of cohomology (it is the evaluation map on
sections and ∧2U∨ is globally generated). Then, we conclude by Lemma A.7 again. �

Lemma A.16. We haveH•(X, Sym2 R⊗ U∨)G = C[−1].

Proof. By the tensor power of the sequence A.2 with U∨ we find:

(A.4) 0 −→ Sym2 R⊗ U∨ −→ Sym2 U ⊗ U∨ −→ U ⊗ U∨ −→ 0.

The second term is resolved again by the tensor product of U∨ with a Schur power of the sequence
A.3:

0 −→ Sym2 U ⊗ U∨ −→ Sym2 VD5

ω1
⊗ U∨ −→ VD5

ω1
⊗ U∨ ⊗ U∨ −→ ∧2U∨ ⊗ U∨ −→ 0.

In this last sequence, the cohomology of all terms but the first can be computed by the Littlewood–
Richardson formula together with LemmaA.2. We findH•(X, Sym2 U⊗U∨) ≃ VD5

ω1
[−1]. On the other

hand, the last term of the sequence A.4 contributes with C[−1] (U is an exceptional vector bundle in
Db(X)). We conclude by taking the space of invariants. �
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