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ENDOMORPHISM ALGEBRAS OF EQUIVARIANT EXCEPTIONAL

COLLECTIONS

ANDREAS KRUG AND ERIK NIKOLOV

Abstract. Given an action of a finite group on a triangulated category with a suitable
strong exceptional collection, a construction of Elagin produces an associated strong excep-
tional collection on the equivariant category. We prove that the endomorphism algebra of
the induced exceptional collection is the basic reduction of the skew group algebra of the
endomorphism algebra of the original exceptional collection.

1. Introduction

In algebraic geometry, more precisely in the study of quotient singularities and the McKay
correspondence, equivariant derived categories often play an important role. That is, given an
action of a finite group on a variety X, there is the notion of G-equivariant coherent sheaves
on X. They can be seen as generalisations of vector bundles over X carrying a G-action which
is compatible with the G-action on X and are identified with the coherent sheaves on the
quotient stack [X/G]. The G-equivariant coherent sheaves form an abelian category CohG(X)
and the associated bounded derived category Db

G(X) := Db(CohG(X)) can be considered.

Elagin gave a method to construct exceptional collections (or sequences) on Db
G(X) out of

suitable exceptional sequences on Db(X):

Theorem 1.1 ([Ela09, Thm. 2.3]). Let G act on a smooth variety X over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero or coprime to |G|. Assume that Db(X) possesses a full
exceptional collection of the form

Db(X) =
〈
E1,1, . . . , E1,ℓ1 , E2,1, . . . , E2,ℓ2 , . . . , Ek,1, . . . , Ek,ℓk

〉
(1)

such that for every i = 1, . . . , k, there is a transitive G-action on the index set {1, . . . , ℓi}
with the property that g∗Ei,ℓi

∼= Ei,g(ℓi). Let Hi = StabG(1) be the stabiliser of the first
member of the i-th block. Assume that for every i = 1, . . . , k, there exists an Hi-equivariant
object Ei ∈ Db

Hi
(X) with underlying non-equivariant object Ei,1. Then there is an induced full

exceptional collection on Db
G(X), namely

Db
G(X) =

〈(
IndGH1

(̺⊗ E1)
)
̺∈irr(H1)

,
(
IndGH2

(̺⊗ E2)
)
̺∈irr(H2)

, . . . ,
(
IndGHk

(̺⊗ Ek)
)
̺∈irr(Hk)

〉
.

For some of the occurring notions, in particular the induction functors IndGHi
, we have to

refer to Subsection 2.4 below. For the purpose of this introduction it suffices to keep in mind
that an exceptional collection on Db(X) fulfilling some compatibility with the G-action yields
an exceptional collection on Db

G(X) in a canonical way. This has been used quite a lot to
construct new exceptional collections. For example, it follows that an exceptional collection
on a smooth projective surface S canonically induces exceptional collections on the Hilbert
schemes of points S[n] for every positive integer n; see [KS15, Sect. 4] and Subsection 4.3.
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2 A. KRUG AND E. NIKOLOV

There are at least two main reasons why exceptional collections are studied. Firstly, they
induce the finest possible semi-orthogonal decompositions of derived categories. The second
reason is that if they are strong (i.e. they fulfill an additional Ext-vanishing condition, see
Definition 2.7(iv)), they induce an equivalence between Db(X) (or Db

G(X)) with the bounded

derived category Db(A) of some path algebra A of a quiver with relations; see [Bon89]. More
precisely, A is the endomorphism algebra of the tilting object given by the direct sum of all
members of the exceptional collection.

It is easy to check that if the exceptional collection (1) is strong, the same holds for the
induced exceptional collection on Db

G(X). Hence it is desirable to compute the endomorphism
algebra of its direct sum. In particular one can ask:

“Is there a universal formula expressing the endomorphism algebra of the induced equivariant

collection in terms of the endomorphism algebra of the original exceptional collection?”

Our main result is an affirmative answer to this question, namely:

Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let E denote the direct sum of the
members of the exceptional collection (1), and let F denote the direct sum of the members of
the induced exceptional collection on Db

G(X). Assume also that (1) is strong. Then

End(F) ∼=
(
G⋉ End(E)

)b
.

Here G ⋉ End(E) stands for the skew group algebra and
(
G ⋉ End(E)

)b
denotes its basic

reduction, i.e. the unique basic algebra Morita equivalent to G ⋉ End(E). See Subsection 2.3
and Subsection 2.5 for details on these notions.

Let us outline the proof. As a path algebra with relations, End(F) is automatically basic. See
Lemma 2.10 for a slight generalisation of this fact to weakly exceptional sequences. Hence it
suffices to prove that End(F) is Morita equivalent to the skew group algebra. For this purpose,
the main observation is that there is actually a much easier construction than Theorem 1.1 to
turn a linearisable tilting object E of Db(X) into a tilting object of Db

G(X) - just by applying

the induction functor; see Corollary 3.3. In particular, Ind(E) is a tilting object of Db
G(X).

We compute the endomorphism algebra of this tilting object to be the skew group algebra
G ⋉ End(E) in Corollary 3.6. Now the key step is Lemma 3.8, proving that F and Ind(E)
have the same indecomposable summands in their Krull–Remak–Schmidt decompositions
(although the summands show up in Ind(E) with higher multiplicities). From this it follows
that under the equivalence Db

G(X) ∼= Db(End(F)) induced by the exceptional sequence, Ind(E)

gets mapped to a progenerator ofMod(End(F)) ⊂ Db(End(F)). This implies the desired Morita
equivalence between End(F) and End

(
Ind(E)

)
∼= G⋉ End(E).

Actually, we work in greater generality than that of [Ela09] and prove a straightforward
generalisation of Theorem 1.1, namely Theorem 3.9. Instead of working with derived cate-
gories of coherent sheaves on varieties, we work with dg-enhanced triangulated categories; see
Subsection 2.1 for the details. Furthermore, we remove the assumption that k is algebraically
closed (but need to keep the assumption that chark is coprime to |G|).

The only difference if k is not algebraically closed is that the induced equivariant collection
is only weakly exceptional; see Definition 2.7(i) for this notion. Even then, the description of
its endomorphism algebra as the basic reduction of the skew group algebra remains unchanged.
See Theorem 3.10, which is the analogue of Theorem 1.2 in the generalised set-up.

That the induced collection in our generalised set-up is still (weakly) exceptional is a
straightforward computation, similar to computations of [Ela09]; see Lemma 3.4. The fullness
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of the collection follows from the comparison with the tilting object Ind(E) in Lemma 3.8 that
has to be carried out anyway to obtain the main result.

Parts of the results of this paper were already achieved in E. N.’s Master thesis under the
supervision of A. K.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Categorical set-up. Let k be a field. Throughout, let D denote a k-linear triangulated
category which is cocomplete. This ensures that arbitrary set-valued direct sums (not only

finite ones) in D exist. Furthermore, we assume that the category D has a dg-enhancement D̂.

This is a pretriangulated dg-category with [D̂] = D. For details on dg-enhanced categories,
see for example [KL15, Sect. 3].

For E,F ∈ D, we write Hom∗(E,F ) :=
⊕

i∈Z HomD(E,F [i]). For E,F ∈ D̂, we write

Hom•(E,F ) := HomD̂(E,F ) which is a complex of vector spaces. Note that the objects in D̂

and [D̂] = D are the same and that furthermore Hom∗(E,F ) ∼= H∗
(
Hom•(E,F )

)
.

We denote by Dc the thick triangulated subcategory of compact objects, i.e. those objects
F ∈ D such that Hom(F, ) commutes with arbitrary direct sums. See e.g. [KL15, Sect. 2.3]
for details. From Subsection 2.3 on, we make the assumption that Dc is Hom-finite (also called
proper), meaning that Hom∗(E,F ) is a finite-dimensional k-vector space for all E,F ∈ Dc.

Examples 2.1. Let us list some classes of categories D meeting the above assumptions.

(i) If G is a k-linear Grothendieck abelian category, its derived category D = D(G) is a
dg-enhanced cocomplete k-linear triangulated category. A dg-enhancement is given
by the category of h-injective complexes over G; see [CS17, Ex. 3.4]. Two particularly
important special cases of this are the following.

• If X is a seperated scheme of finite type over k, then G = QCoh(X) is a k-linear
Grothendieck category. By [BvdB03, Thm. 3.1.1 & 3.1.3], the subcategory of
compact objects D(G)c agrees with the subcategory of perfect complexes in
D(G). In particular, if X is proper, D(G)c is Hom-finite. If X is smooth, then
D(G)c ∼= Db(Coh(X)) agrees with the bounded derived category of coherent
sheaves. In particular, our assumptions are fulfilled in the set-up of [Ela09].

• Let A be a k-algebra. Our convention is that A-modules are always right A-
modules (in particular, EndA(A) ∼= A, not Aop, as k-algebras). The A-modules
form a k-linear Grothendieck category G = Mod(A). The subcategory of compact
objects D(G)c agrees with the subcategory of perfect complexes in D(G); see
[Sta, 07LQ]. If A is finite-dimensional, D(G)c is Hom-finite. If A is of finite
global dimension, then D(G)c ∼= Db(mod(A)) agrees with the bounded derived
category of finite-dimensional A-modules.

(ii) If A is a dg-category over k, its derived category D(A) is a dg-enhanced cocomplete
k-linear triangulated category; see e.g. [KL15, Sect. 3.4] for details. In particular, this
includes the derived categories of dg-algebras, which are the same as dg-categories
with one object. If we specialise further to an ordinary algebra, i.e. a dg-algebra
A = A concentrated in degree 0, we get back D(A) = D(Mod(A)), where Mod(A) is
the Grothendieck category of ordinary (non dg) modules over A.

From Subsection 2.4 on, where an action of a finite group G on the category D enters the
stage, we add the assumption that chark is zero or coprime to |G|.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/07LQ


4 A. KRUG AND E. NIKOLOV

2.2. Generators, Tilting Objects and Exceptional Collections.

Definition 2.2. A compact generator of D is an object G ∈ Dc such that Hom∗(G,F ) = 0
only holds for F ∼= 0. This can also be written as 〈G〉⊥ = 0.

Proposition 2.3. Let G be a compact generator of D and consider the dg-algebra defined as
B := Hom•(G,G). Then the functor

Φ = Hom•(G, ) : D
∼=
−→ D(B)

is an equivalence.

More precisely, Hom•(G, ) is a dg functor D̂ → dgMod(B) to begin with, inducing a functor

D = [D̂] → [dgMod(B)] on the level of the homotopy categories. Then Φ is the composition
of this functor with the Verdier quotient [dgMod(B)]/[Ac(B)] = D(B).

Proof. This is [LS16, App. B] with P = I = G and z = idG. For more classical references, see
e.g. [Kel94, Sect. 4.2] or [LO10, Prop. 1.16 & 1.17]. �

Remark 2.4. The equivalence Φ preserves arbitrary direct sums. Consequently, it restricts
to an equivalence between the triangulated subcategories of compact objects

Φ: Dc ∼=
−→ D(B)c = Perf(B) ;

see [KL15, Lem. 2.10].

Definition 2.5. A tilting object of D is defined to be a compact generator T ∈ Dc such that
End∗(T ) = Hom∗(T, T ) is concentrated in degree 0.

Remark 2.6. Let T be a tilting object. Because the cohomology End∗(T ) of the dg-algebra
B = End•(T ) is concentrated in degree 0, we have a quasi-isomorphism between B and the or-
dinary algebra B = EndD(T ) without graded or dg structure. This quasi-isomorphism induces
an equivalence D(B) ∼= D(B). Combining this with Proposition 2.3 gives an equivalence

Φ = Hom•(T, ) : D
∼=
−→ D(B) .

Note that End•(T ) = Hom•(T, T ) is quasi-isomorphic, hence isomorphic in D(B), to the right
B-module B. In other words, Φ(T ) ∼= B.

Definition 2.7. Definitions (ii) - (v) below are standard. Definition (i) is not new, but also
not among the most prominent. It occurs in [Orl16, Def. 1.16] and implicitly in [Rin94].

(i) An object E ∈ Dc is weakly exceptional (or w-exceptional)1 if End∗(E) is concentrated
in degree zero and End(E) is a finite-dimensional division algebra over k.

(ii) An object E ∈ Dc is exceptional provided that End∗(E) is concentrated in degree
zero and End(E) = k · idE.

(iii) A sequence (E1, . . . , Eℓ) of objects in Dc is called a (weakly) exceptional sequence if all
Ei are (weakly) exceptional, and the semi-orthogonality condition Hom∗(Ei, Ej) = 0
for all i > j holds.

(iv) A (weakly) exceptional sequence (E1, . . . , Eℓ) is strong if Hom∗(Ei, Ej) is concen-
trated in degree zero for all i < j (note that for i ≥ j, this holds anyway).

(v) A (weakly) exceptional sequence (E1, . . . , Eℓ) is said to be completely orthogonal if
Hom∗(Ei, Ej) = 0 for all i < j (note that for i > j, this holds anyway).

1We will mostly use the abbreviation w-exceptional in the following. The reason is not the desire for brevity,
but rather that “strong w-exceptional collection” sounds better than “strong weakly exceptional collection”.
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(vi) A (weakly) exceptional sequence (E1, . . . , Eℓ) is full if the direct sum of its members
E = E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Eℓ is a compact generator of D.

Remark 2.8. By definition, a w-exceptional sequence (E1, . . . , Eℓ) is full if and only if the
object E = E1⊕· · ·⊕Eℓ is a compact generator. It is both full and strong if and only if E is a
tilting object. In particular, for a full, strong w-exceptional sequence, we have an equivalence

Hom•(E, ) : D
∼=
−→ D(A), A := End(E) .

As the End(Ei) are division algebras, the objects Ei are indecomposable. Thus the same
holds true for its images Φ(Ei) ∼= Hom(E, Ei) ∈ Mod(A) ⊂ D(A) which are isomorphic to
A-modules, i.e. to complexes concentrated in degree zero. Consequently,

A ∼= Φ(E) ∼= Φ(E1)⊕ · · · ⊕ Φ(Eℓ)

is the Krull–Remak–Schmidt decomposition of the right A-module A.

Remark 2.9. In the literature, the additional assumption that A = End(T ) is of finite global
dimension is often made for a tilting object T . This ensures that the equivalence Φ maps
Dc to Db(mod(A)), cf. Examples 2.1. If T = E is the direct sum of a strong full exceptional
collection, this is automatic: In that case, A is an admissible quotient of a path algebra.

2.3. Basic algebras. A finite-dimensional algebra A is basic if the indecomposable sum-
mands of the Krull–Remak–Schmidt decomposition A ∼= P1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Pℓ of A as a right module
over itself are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Lemma 2.10. Let E1, . . . , Eℓ be a strong w-exceptional collection and let E := E1⊕ · · · ⊕Eℓ.
Then the endomorphism algebra A = End(E) is a basic k-algebra.

Proof. By Remark 2.8, the Krull–Remak–Schmidt decomposition of A is

A ∼= Φ(E1)⊕ · · · ⊕ Φ(Eℓ) .

By the semi-orthogonality in a w-exceptional collection, the Ei are pairwise non-isomorphic.
As Φ is an equivalence, the same remains true for the summands Φ(Ei) of the Krull–Remak–
Schmidt decomposition. �

Proposition and Definition 2.11. For every finite-dimensional k-algebra A, there exists
a unique basic algebra Ab up to isomorphism which is Morita equivalent to A, meaning that
Mod(A) ∼= Mod(Ab). We call Ab the basic reduction of A.

Proof. The result is due to [Mor58, Thm. 7.5] and proofs can be found in most textbooks
on the representation theory of algebras. Note that Ab can computed very explicitly. For
example, one can consider the Krull–Remak–Schmidt decomposition

A ∼= P⊕n1

1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ P⊕nℓ

ℓ with Pi 6∼= Pj for i 6= j

of A as a right module over itself. Then Ab ∼= EndA(P1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Pℓ). �

2.4. Group actions on categories, equivariant categories. From now on, let G denote
a finite group, and assume that chark is zero or coprime to |G|. We discuss the generalities
on categorical group actions and the associated equivariant categories only very briefly. For
details we refer to [BO23, Ela14, Shi18]. We follow the convention of [BO23, Shi18] that the
group acts on the category from the left (covariantly). However, one can easily switch to a
right-action as in [Ela14] by replacing every g ∈ G by its inverse g−1.
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An action of G on a category C is given by a family
(
g∗ : C

∼
−→ C

)
g∈G

of autoequivalences

together with isomorphisms of functors
(
εg,h : g∗ ◦ h∗

∼
−→ (gh)∗

)
g,h∈G

satisfying a compatibility condition.
One main example is the following. Let X be a scheme and G ≤ Aut(X). Then G acts on

QCoh(X) by pushforwards of sheaves, inducing also a G-action on D(X). This is the set-up
in which [Ela09] is formulated, with the only difference that in loc. cit. the group acts by
pull-backs, giving a right-action of G on D(X).

Given a G-action on C, there is the associated equivariant category CG. Its objects are
pairs (E,λ), where E ∈ C and λ is a G-linearisation, i.e. a family

(
λg : E

∼
−→ g∗E

)
g∈G

of

isomorphisms satisfying the condition εg,h ◦ g∗λh ◦ λg = λgh.
Given two such pairs (E,λ) and (F, µ), there is a left-action of G on HomC(E,F ) by conju-
gation with the linearisations, more precisely

gϕ := µ−1
g ◦ g∗ϕ ◦ λg for ϕ ∈ HomC(E,F ) and g ∈ G.

We turn this into a right-action by setting ϕg := g−1

ϕ. The reason is that in Subsection 2.5
below, right-actions of groups on algebras will be considered. This should include endomor-
phism algebras of equivariant objects. In any case, the morphisms in CG are given by invariants
under the action of G:

HomCG

(
(E,λ), (F, µ)

)
:= HomC(E,F )G. (2)

Let now C = D be a dg-enhanced cocomplete k-linear triangulated category (cf. the as-

sumptions in Subsection 2.1). Let us assume furthermore that the dg-enhancement D̃ can

be chosen in a way so that the G-action on D is induced by an action {ĝ : D̂
∼
−→ D̂}g∈G by

dg-autoequivalences ĝ, meaning that [ĝ] = g for all g ∈ G.
This is fulfilled if D = D(A) is the derived category of some Grothendieck category A and

the G-action on D is induced by a G-action on A. This in turn happens for the example of
finite subgroups of automorphisms of schemes discussed above, and also in the example of
finite automorphism groups of algebras discussed in Subsection 2.5 below.

Under all these assumptions, the equivariant category DG turns out to be again a dg-
enhanced [Ela14, Cor. 8.10] cocomplete (there is an obvious way to form direct sums in the
equivariant category) k-linear triangulated [Ela14, Cor. 6.10] category.

Given a subgroup H ≤ G, there is the restriction functor

ResHG : DG → DH , (E,λ) 7→ (E,λ|H),

having the induction functor IndGH : DH → DG as a left and right adjoint. We have the
description

IndGH(E) =
⊕

[g]∈G/H

g∗E (3)

where the sum runs through a set of representatives of the cosets, and the G-linearisation is
given by a combination of the H-linearisation of E and the isomorphisms εg,h between the
appropriate direct summands. See [BO23, Sect. 3.2] for details. When the groups H and G
are clear from the context2, we often simply write Res and Ind instead of ResHG and IndGH .

2Often H = 1 is the trivial subgroup of G.
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Lemma 2.12. Let E ∈ D. Then IndG1 (E) ∼= IndG1 (g∗E) naturally for every g ∈ G.

Proof. There is a natural isomorphism Res ∼= (g−1)∗ ◦ Res, given on objects F = (F, λ) ∈ DG

by the linearisation

Res(F) = F
λ
g−1

−−−→ (g−1)∗F = (g−1)∗ Res(F) .

Taking adjoints, we get an isomorphism of functors Ind ∼= Ind ◦g∗. �

Remark 2.13. Since D is k-linear, we have a well-defined tensor product V ⊗k E for every
E ∈ D and every finite-dimensional vector space V , namely V ⊗k E ∼= E⊕ dimV .

More canonically, the tensor product is the object satisfying the two universal properties
HomD(V ⊗k E,F ) ∼= Homk

(
V,HomD(E,F )

)
and HomD(F, V ⊗k E) ∼= V ⊗k HomD(E,F ).

Thus, for objects E,F ∈ D and finite-dimensional vector spaces V,W ∈ veck, we have

HomD(V ⊗k E,W ⊗k F ) ∼= Homk(V,W )⊗k HomD(E,F ) . (4)

Let now V = (V, ̺) ∈ rep(G) be a finite-dimensional right-G-representation, given by a group
homomorphism ̺ : G → Autk(V )op. Then for each E = (E,λ) ∈ DG, there is a well-defined
equivariant object ̺⊗k E := V ⊗k E := (V, ̺) ⊗k E . Its underlying non-equivariant object is
V ⊗k E and the linearisation is given by

̺g⊗λg ∈ Endk(V )⊗kHom(E, g∗E) ∼= Hom(V ⊗kE,V ⊗k (g∗E)) ∼= Hom(V ⊗kE, g∗(V ⊗kE)) .

This means that we have an action of the monoidal category rep(G) on the category DG.

2.5. Skew groups algebras. Let now A be a k-algebra, and let G be a finite group acting
on A from the right via k-algebra automorphisms. For g ∈ G and a ∈ A, we write ag := a · g
so that (ab)g = agbg and (ag)h = agh. The group G then acts on the category Mod(A) of right
A-modules as follows. For M ∈ Mod(A) and g ∈ G, the module g∗M has the same underlying
abelian group as M but the new scalar multiplication ⋆ differs by g from the original one:
m⋆a = m·ag. Note that this is a strict categorical left-action, meaning that the isomorphisms
εg,h : g∗ ◦ h∗

∼
−→ (gh)∗ are the identities.

Let us now define the skew group algebra G ⋉ A; cf. [RR85]. As a k-vector space, it is
defined by having a basis consisting of pairs (g, a) with g ∈ G, and a ∈ A. In other words,
G⋉A coincides with k〈G〉 ⊗k A as a vector space, where k〈G〉 is the regular representation
(or rather its underlying vector space). The multiplication is given by linear extension of

(g, a) · (h, b) = (gh, ah · b) .

Lemma 2.14. There is a natural equivalence of categories Mod(G⋉A) ∼= Mod(A)G.

Proof. This is well-known; see e.g. [Che17, Ex. 2.6] and the unpublished notes [Poo16]. Since
the conventions in the literature differ from our ones in whether to consider left or right
modules or actions, let us quickly recall the construction of the mutually inverse equivalences.
This will be needed in Remark 2.15 below in any case.

Given an equivariant A-Module (M,λ), the associated (G ⋉ A)-module has the same un-
derlying abelian group, and is equipped with the scalar multiplication m · (g, a) := λg(m)a.

Conversely, given a (G⋉A)-module, we can restrict it to an A-module via the embedding
of algebras

A →֒ G⋉A, a 7→ (e, a)

and equip this restricted A-module with the linearisation given by λg(m) := m · (g, 1). �
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Remark 2.15. The right A-module A has a natural G-linearisation given by its right-action
λg = g. Under the equivalence of Lemma 2.14, the right (G⋉A)-module G⋉A corresponds to
the equivariant A-module k〈G〉⊗kA. See Remark 2.13 for the definition of the tensor product
with the regular (right-)representation k〈G〉 of the finite group G.

This allows us to describe the skew group algebra as the invariants of a tensor product of
algebras with G-actions.

Lemma 2.16. We have an isomorphism of k-algebras

G⋉A ∼=
(
Homk

(
k〈G〉,k〈G〉

)
⊗k A

)G
.

Proof. Indeed,

G⋉A ∼= HomG⋉A(G⋉A,G ⋉A)

∼= HomA

(
k〈G〉 ⊗k A,k〈G〉 ⊗k A

)G
(by Remark 2.15 and (2))

∼=
(
Homk

(
k〈G〉,k〈G〉

)
⊗k HomA(A,A)

)G
(by (4))

∼=
(
Homk

(
k〈G〉,k〈G〉

)
⊗k A

)G
. �

3. Proof of the Main Theorem

We continue with assuming that D is a dg-enhanced cocomplete k-linear triangulated
category on which a finite group G with chark and |G| coprime acts, and that the action lifts

to a dg-enhancement D̂ of D.

3.1. Induced generators and tilting objects in the equivariant category.

Lemma 3.1. If G is a compact generator of D, then Ind(G) is a compact generator of DG.

Proof. Since its right adjoint Res commutes with arbitrary direct sums, compact objects
are preserved by the functor Ind : D → DG; see [KL15, Lem. 2.10]. In particular, Ind(G) is
compact.

Let F ∈ DG with Hom∗
D(IndG,F) = 0. Then, by adjunction, Hom∗

D(G,ResF) = 0, which
implies ResF ∼= 0 since G is a generator. As Res is just given by forgetting the linearisation,
this already implies that F ∼= 0. �

Next, we compute the endomorphism algebras of objects in the image of the functor
Ind ◦Res : DG → DG. To this end, let T ∈ DG and T = Res(T ) ∈ D. Notice that on the
graded algebra End∗D(T ), there is a G-action given by conjugation with the G-linearisation of
T . Hence, we can form the skew group algebra G⋉ End∗D(T ).

Lemma 3.2. Let T ∈ D be G-linearisable, which means that T = Res(T ) for some object
T ∈ DG in the equivariant category. Then

End∗DG(Ind(T )) ∼= G⋉ End∗D(T ) .

Proof. We have Ind(T ) ∼= Ind(Res(T )) ∼= k〈G〉 ⊗k T ; see [Ela14, Prop. 4.1]. Hence

End∗DG(Ind(T )) ∼= Hom∗
DG

(
k〈G〉 ⊗k T ,k〈G〉 ⊗k T

)

∼=
(
Homk

(
k〈G〉,k〈G〉

)
⊗k End∗D(T )

)G

∼= G⋉ End∗D(T ),
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where the last isomorphism follows from Lemma 2.16 with A = End∗(T ). �

Corollary 3.3. If T = Res T is a tilting object of D, then Ind(T ) is a tilting object of DG

fulfilling

EndDG(Ind(T )) ∼= G⋉ EndD(T ) .

3.2. The set-up and the induced equivariant exceptional sequence. From now on,
we assume that we have a full exceptional collection

(E1,1, . . . , E1,ℓ1 , E2,1, . . . , E2,ℓ2 , . . . , Ek,1, . . . , Ek,ℓk) (5)

on D such that G acts transitively on every block (Ei,1, . . . , Ei,ℓi) (compare this to (1)). By
this we mean that there exists a transitive G-action on the index set {1, . . . , ℓi} such that
g∗Ei,ℓi

∼= Ei,g(ℓi). Let Hi = StabG(1) be the stabiliser of the first member Ei := Ei,1 of the
i-th block. Notice that the assumptions imply that each block (Ei,1, . . . , Ei,ℓi) is not only
semi-orthogonal, but completely orthogonal. In particular,

Hom∗
D(Ei, g∗Ei) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , k and g /∈ Hi. (6)

We make the further assumption that Ei,1 is not only Hi-invariant, but also Hi-linearisable.
This means that there exists an Ei = (Ei, λ) ∈ DHi with

Res1Hi
(Ei) = Ei = Ei,1 .

This implies that the direct sum of the members of every block is given by

Ei,1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ei,ℓ1
∼= Res1G IndGHi

Ei . (7)

Now, for i = 1, . . . , k and ̺ ∈ irr(Hi) denoting an irreducible representation of the finite
group Hi ≤ G, we consider the G-equivariant object

Fi,̺ := IndGHi
(̺⊗k Ei) .

Lemma 3.4. In DG, the Fi,̺ form a w-exceptional collection
(
(F1,̺)̺∈irr(H1), (F2,̺)̺∈irr(H2), . . . , (Fk,̺)̺∈irr(Hk)

)
. (8)

The members of each block (Fi,̺)̺∈irr(Hi) are completely orthogonal, hence their order does not

matter. If k = k̄ is algebraically closed, then this is an exceptional collection.

Proof. We first prove that every single Fi,̺ is weakly exceptional. We have

Hom∗
DG(Fi,̺, Fi,̺) = Hom∗

DG

(
IndGHi

(̺⊗k Ei), Ind
G
Hi
(̺⊗k Ei)

)

∼= Hom∗
DHi

(
̺⊗k Ei,Res

Hi

G IndGHi
(̺⊗k Ei)

)
(by adjunction)

∼= Hom∗
D

(
̺⊗k Ei,

⊕
[g]∈G/Hi

g∗(̺⊗k Ei)
)Hi (by (3))

∼= Hom∗
D(̺⊗k Ei, ̺⊗k Ei)

Hi (by (6))

∼=
(
Homk(̺, ̺)⊗k Hom∗

D(Ei, Ei)
)Hi

(by (4))

∼= Homk(̺, ̺)
Hi ⊗k k ∼= Homk(̺, ̺)

Hi .

The penultimate isomorphism is due to the fact that the G-action on the vector space
Hom∗

D(Ei, Ei) = k · idEi
by conjugation with the G-linearisation is trivial. As ̺ is irreducible,
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Schur’s lemma states that Homk(̺, ̺)
Hi ∼= HomHi

(̺, ̺) is a finite-dimensional division k-
algebra. So we proved that Fi,̺ is weakly exceptional. In the case that k is algebraically
closed, HomHi

(̺, ̺) = k · id, so Fi,̺ is exceptional.
Next, we prove complete orthogonality within each block (Fi,̺)̺∈irr(Hi). So let ̺ 6∼= ̺′ be two
non-isomorphic irreducible Hi-representations. Via the same computation as above, it follows
that Hom∗

DG(Fi,̺, Fi,̺′) ∼= HomHi
(̺, ̺′). This vector space vanishes, again by Schur’s lemma.

For the semi-orthogonality between the blocks, let i > j, ̺ ∈ irr(Hi), and ̺′ ∈ irr(Hj). Then,
by (2) and (7), Hom∗

DG(Fi,̺, Fj,̺′) is a vector subspace of

ℓi⊕

α=1

ℓj⊕

β=1

(
Homk(̺, ̺

′)⊗ Hom∗
D(Ei,α, Ej,β)

)
.

By the semi-orthogonality of the original exceptional sequence (5), all summands vanish. �

Remark 3.5. Lemma 3.4 shows that exceptional collections in D induce w-exceptional col-
lections in DG. This statement becomes wrong if the original sequence (5) is only assumed to
be w-exceptional. For example, consider the quaternions H ∼=R 〈1, i, j, k〉 as a division algebra
over k = R. Then the symmetric group S3 on three letters acts on H by permuting i, j and
k. Tensoring this linear group action with the sign representation a3 yields a group action on
H that is easily checked to be compatible with the algebra structure of H.

Then the right H-module E1 = H is a weakly exceptional object in Mod(H) ⊂ D(H).
It alone forms a full strong exceptional sequence in D(H), and E1 = H comes along with
the obvious linearisation (Remark 2.15). However, F1,̺ = ̺ ⊗R H where ̺ is the standard
representation of S3 is not weakly exceptional.

Indeed, as representations of S3 over R, we have H ∼= a3 ⊗ (R⊕2 ⊕ ̺). An easy calculation
shows that as S3-representations,

End∗H(̺⊗R H) ∼= ̺⊗2 ⊗R H ∼= (R⊕ a3 ⊕ ̺)⊗R a3 ⊗R (R⊕2 ⊕ ̺)

contains the trivial representation R three times as a summand. Hence End∗H(̺ ⊗R H)S3 is
3-dimensional, therefore not a division algebra over R.

3.3. Comparison of the direct summands. We consider the direct sum of the members
of the full exceptional sequence (5)

E := E1,1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ E1,ℓ1 ⊕ E2,1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ E2,ℓ2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ek,1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ek,ℓk .

It is a compact generator of D, and a tilting object if (5) is strong. Furthermore, E is G-
linearisable by (7). Hence T = E fulfills the assumptions of Corollary 3.3. Together with
Lemma 3.1, this yields the following.

Corollary 3.6. Ind(E) is a compact generator of DG. If (5) is strong, then Ind(E) is a tilting
object of DG with

EndDG(Ind(E)) ∼= G⋉ EndD(E) .

Remark 3.7. If (5) is strong, then the algebra EndD(E) is of finite global dimension; cf.
Remark 2.9. Consequently, the same holds true for the skew group algebra EndD(E)⋊G; see
[RR85, Thm. 1.1 & 1.3(c)(i)]. This implies that Ind(E) is also a tilting object in the slightly
stronger sense discussed in Remark 2.9.
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We also consider the direct sum of the members of the exceptional sequence (8)

F :=

k⊕

i=1

⊕

̺∈irr(Hi)

Fi,̺

and want to compare this direct sum F to Ind(E).

Lemma 3.8. There is a family of positive integers (ni,̺)
i=1,...,k
̺∈irr(Hi)

such that

Ind(E) ∼=

k⊕

i=1

⊕

̺∈irr(Hi)

F
⊕ni,̺

i,̺ .

In particular, F is a direct summand of Ind(E), and conversely Ind(E) is a direct summand of
F
⊕n for some large enough integer n.

Proof. Observe first that according to Lemma 2.12, there is an isomorphism

Ind(E) ∼=
⊕

i,j

Ind(Ei,j) ∼=
⊕

i

Ind(Ei,1)
⊕[G:Hi] . (9)

Next, note that all irreducible Hi-representations show up as direct summands in the regular
representation:

k〈Hi〉 ∼=
⊕

̺∈irr(Hi)

̺⊕mi,̺ for some mi,̺ > 0.

Concretely, mi,̺ is equal to dimk ̺
dimk EndHi

(̺) . Now, using again [Ela14, Prop. 4.1] gives

Ind(Ei,1) = IndG1 Res1Hi
Ei ∼= IndGHi

IndHi

1 Res1Hi
Ei

∼= IndGHi

(
k〈Hi〉 ⊗k Ei

)

∼=
⊕

̺∈irr(Hi)

IndGHi

(
(̺⊗k Ei)

⊕mi̺
)

∼=
⊕

̺∈irr(Hi)

F
⊕mi̺

i,̺ .

Plugging this into (9) gives the assertion with ni,̺ = [G : Hi]mi,̺ = [G:Hi] dimk ̺
dimk EndHi

(̺) . �

3.4. Proof of the main results.

Theorem 3.9. The induced exceptional collection (8) in DG of Lemma 3.4 is full. If the
original exceptional collection (5) is strong, the same holds for (8).

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, F is a direct summand of Ind(E). As Ind(E) is compact by Corollary 3.6,
the same then holds for F.

Again by Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.8, Ind(E) is a compact generator of DG and is a direct
summand of some power of F. Hence also F is a compact generator of DG, showing fullness
of (8) by Remark 2.8.

Similarly, Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.8 show that F is a tilting object of DG if the original
exceptional sequence (5) is strong. Again by Remark 2.8, this means that also (8) is strong
in this case. �
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Theorem 3.10. If (5) is strong, the endomorphism algebra of the direct sum of the induced
strong exceptional sequence (8) is the basic reduction

End(F) ∼=
(
G⋉ End(E)

)b
.

Proof. By Remark 2.8 and Theorem 3.9, an equivalence Φ := Hom•(F, ) : D
∼=
−→ D(End(F))

exists with the property that

End(F) ∼=
⊕

i,̺

Φ(Fi,̺)

is the Krull–Remak–Schmidt decomposition of End(F) as a right module over itself. According
to Lemma 3.8, we have

Φ(IndE) ∼=
⊕

i,̺

Φ(Fi,̺)
⊕ni,̺ for some ni,̺ ≥ 1 .

This means that Φ(IndE) is a progenerator in the category of right End(F)-modules. Hence,
End(F) and HomEnd(F)

(
Φ(IndE),Φ(IndE)

)
are Morita equivalent. By fully faithfulness of Φ

together with Corollary 3.6, the latter algebra is isomorphic to the skew group algebra:

HomEnd(F)

(
Φ(IndE),Φ(IndE)

)
∼= EndDG(IndE) ∼= G⋉ End(E) .

So End(F) is Morita equivalent to G⋉End(E) and by Lemma 2.10 it is basic. Hence the result
follows from Proposition and Definition 2.11. �

4. Further Remarks and Examples

4.1. Morita equivalence vs. derived equivalence. As explained in the introduction, the
main point of our proof of Theorem 3.10 is to construct a Morita equivalence between End(F)
and the skew group algebra End(E)⋊G.

At least a derived equivalence D(End(F)) ∼= D(End(E) ⋊ G) already follows from gen-
eral theory, without any need for the concrete computations in the proofs of Lemma 2.16,
Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.8:

By Remark 2.6, there is an equivalence Ψ := Hom•(E, ) : D
∼
−→ D(End(E)). One checks

that this induces an equivalence of the associated G-equivariant categories DG ∼= D(End(E))G.
Combining this with Lemma 2.14 gives DG ∼= D(G ⋉ End(E)). Under this equivalence, the
tilting object F ∈ DG corresponds to some tilting object F′ ∈ D(G ⋉ End(E)) with the same
endomorphism algebra. By Remark 2.6, we get D(End(F)) ∼= D(G⋉ End(E)).

However, derived equivalence is a strictly weaker notion than Morita equivalence. In par-
ticular, there exist non-isomorphic but still derived equivalent basic algebras; see [Hap87],
[Kel07, Sect. 2.8 & 2.9].

4.2. Non-full exceptional sequences. In Subsection 3.2, we make the general assumption
that the exceptional sequence (5) that we start with is full. This is not really a restriction.

If we have an exceptional sequence satisfying all the assumptions Subsection 3.2 except that
it is not full, we can replace D by the thick, cocomplete triangulated subcategory 〈〈E〉〉 ⊂ D
generated by the exceptional sequence.

Then, inside 〈〈E〉〉, the exceptional collection is full. Furthermore, 〈〈E〉〉 is again dg-enhanced
since 〈〈E〉〉 ∼= D(End•(E)); see the references in the proof of Proposition 2.3, or [HK19, Thm.
1.10] for the exact formulation used here. Hence, we can apply our results to 〈〈E〉〉 in place of
D.
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4.3. Hilbert schemes of points on surfaces and symmetric quotient stacks. We come
back to the example of [KS15, Sect. 4] mentioned in the introduction. Let S be a smooth
projective variety with an exceptional collection (U1, . . . , Uℓ) in Db(S) ⊂ D(QCoh(S)).

Fix some n ≥ 2, and let X = Sn with the symmetric group G = Sn acting on X by
permutation of the factors. Then one checks that the objects

E(i1, . . . , in) := Ei1 ⊠ · · ·⊠ Ein ∈ Db(X)

with (i1, . . . , in) going through the set {1, . . . , ℓ}n with the lexicographic order form an excep-
tional sequence satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 or, equivalently, the assumptions
of Subsection 3.2. Hence, there is an induced exceptional sequence on the equivariant derived
category Db

Sn
(Sn) whose direct sum we denote by F. If S is a surface, the derived McKay

correspondence of Bridgeland–King–Reid [BKR01] and Haiman [Hai01] gives an equivalence

Db
Sn

(Sn) ∼= Db(S[n]), so we also get an induced exceptional sequence on the Hilbert scheme

of points S[n].
Now write U := U1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Un, A := End(U) and

E :=
⊕

(i1,...,in)∈{1,...,ℓ}n

E(i1, . . . , in) .

Then we have E ∼= U
⊠n. Hence the Künneth formula yields End(E) ∼= A⊠n with the induced

Sn-action given by permutation of the tensor factors. By Theorem 1.2, we conclude that

End(F) ∼=
(
Sn ⋉ (A⊗n)

)b
= (Sn ≀ A)b

is the basic reduction of the n-fold wreath product algebra.

4.4. The case of path algebras without relations. Let k = k̄ be algebraically closed.
Then the path algebras of acyclic quivers without relations are exactly the finite-dimensional
basic hereditary algebras. Let a finite group G act on A = kQ by algebra automorphisms
for some acyclic quiver Q = (Q0, Q1). By [RR85, Thm. 1.1 & 1.3(c)(i)], the associated skew
group algebra G⋉ A is still hereditary. Therefore its basic reduction is again a path algebra
of some acyclic quiver, say QG.

Under the further assumption that the action permutes the trivial paths ei and preserves
the subset k〈Q1〉 ⊂ kQ of linear combinations of arrows, the quiver QG was computed in
[Dem10, Thm. 1]. Our results recover this description as we explain in the following. Note
however that this does not reprove the full result of [Dem10, Thm. 1], since loc. cit. is also
true for cyclic quivers.

Anyway, for our acyclic quiver Q, we have a full strong exceptional collection (P (i))i∈Q0

of D(A) consisting of the indecomposable projectives P (i) := eiA associated to the vertices
i ∈ Q0. The vertices have to be ordered in such a way that i ≤ j whenever there is a path
from i to j because Hom∗

A(P (i), P (j)) ∼= ejAei. By assumption, there is a G-action on Q0

such that (ei)
g = eig for all g ∈ G and i ∈ Q0. The action of every g ∈ G on A restricts to an

isomorphism g : P (i)
∼
−→ g∗P (ig). In particular, every P (i) admits a StabG(i)-linearisation.

Hence, the full strong exceptional sequence (P (i))i∈Q0
satisfies the assumptions of Subsection 3.2

with one block for every G-orbit of Q0. Theorem 3.9 then gives a full exceptional collection
(Fi,̺) in D(kQ)G ∼= D(G⋉ kQ) where i runs through a set of representatives of the G-orbits
of Q0 and ̺ runs through the irreducible representations of StabG(i).

By Remark 2.8 and Theorem 3.10, the Fi,̺ are in bijection with the indecomposable projec-

tives in (G⋉kQ)b which in turn correspond to the vertices of the quiver QG with (G⋉kQ)b ∼=
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kQG. In summary, there is a bijection

(QG)0 ∼=
∐

i

irr(StabG(i)),

where i runs through a set of representatives of the G-orbits of Q0. This agrees with the
description of the vertex set in [Dem10]. With a little more work, the description of the
arrows (QG)1 in loc. cit. can also be recovered by computing Hom spaces between the Fi,̺.
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