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DERIVED SYMMETRIES FOR CREPANT CONTRACTIONS
TO HYPERSURFACES

W. DONOVAN

Abstract. Given a crepant contraction f to a singularity X , we may

expect a derived symmetry of the source of f . Under easily-checked

geometric assumptions, I construct such a symmetry when X is a hyper-

surface in a smooth ambient S, using a spherical functor from the derived

category of S. I describe this symmetry, relate it to other symmetries,

and establish its compatibility with base change.
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1. Introduction

Background. The derived category of coherent sheaves on a variety is a fun-

damental invariant. In recent years it has continued to be a key tool in sub-

jects including birational and enumerative geometry, mirror symmetry, and

moduli, see for instance [BM1, HL2, PT, SS1, Tod2]. Its autoequivalences

may be considered as derived symmetries of the variety.

Derived symmetries have found important and diverse applications, in par-

ticular in studying symplectic geometry via mirror symmetry [KS2, SS2], in

constraining enumerative geometry [BM2, Tod3, Tod4], and in categorifying

perverse sheaves [KS1, BKS].
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2 W. DONOVAN

The derived symmetry group of a variety depends strongly on its canonical

bundle. Varieties with ample or antiample canonical bundle have tightly

constrained derived symmetries [BO], whereas varieties with trivial canonical

bundle may have much richer derived symmetry groups. As a relative analog

of this, a class of birational morphisms X̃ → X with trivial relative canonical

bundle, known as crepant contractions, may be expected to yield derived

symmetries of X̃ .

Existing work. Derived symmetries of such X̃ have been constructed and

studied for various classes of singularities X , for instance for Du Val surface

singularities [ST] and compound Du Val singularities of 3-folds [DW1, DW3].

There has also been work on higher-dimensional examples and classes of

hyperkähler X̃ [CKL, DS1, HT].

These approaches are often restricted to particular geometries, or require

increasingly challenging homological calculations in higher dimensions. Fur-

thermore, global assumptions such as projectivity or quasi-projectivity are

commonly required to control coherent duality.

Grade restriction window techniques from [BFK, HL1] are effective for

constructing derived symmetries especially when the contraction is associ-

ated to a ‘balanced’ wall crossing [HLS]. Noncommutative methods have

led to general results in particular for 3-folds and contractions of families of

curves [BB, DW1, DW4, IW], though these methods face challenges in higher

dimensions from obstructions to noncommutative crepant resolutions [Dao].

The author and Wemyss gave a derived symmetry construction for general

fibre dimension in [DW4], assuming a relative tilting bundle and using the

associated sheaf of noncommutative algebras. Barbacovi gave a different

general construction in a flop setting [Bar], generalizing results from [BB].

Nevertheless, for general contractions with fibres of dimension more than 1,

constructing and understanding derived symmetries remains difficult. Ad-

dressing this challenge may be seen as complementary to ongoing efforts to

address the long-standing D-equivalence conjecture [Kaw].

It is therefore important to develop new approaches to drive progress, es-

pecially in higher dimensions, and to develop general constructions of derived

symmetries using minimal assumptions.

This paper. For a large class of crepant contractions X̃ → X , I construct

an associated derived symmetry of X̃ using a smooth ambient space for X .

Taking the case when X is a hypersurface, this approach yields new derived

symmetries and relations between them in arbitrary dimension, as well as

new descriptions of existing equivalences.
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My standing assumptions in Section 1.1 are geometric and easily-checked.

Apart from assuming some equidimensionality, these assumptions are fur-

thermore local on X , so that in particular projectivity or quasi-projectivity

are not needed for the main results.1

I achieve this by exploiting the interplay between Orlov’s blowup formula

for the derived category, and known spherical functors for Cartier divisors.

Strikingly, no explicit Ext calculations are required — I do not even need

to consider particular sheaves on spaces, apart from those associated to the

exceptional divisors of blowups, and their tensor powers.

I hope therefore that this new approach will make the study of derived

symmetries more accessible, and stimulate progress on further general con-

structions.

1.1. Setting. Take a birational contraction of reduced separated schemes

f : X̃ → X

where ‘contraction’ means that f is projective, and the pushforward of OX̃

is OX . I will use the following assumptions throughout.2

Assumption (a). Take X to be a hypersurface in a smooth equidimensional

ambient scheme S.

Our interest will be in the case when X is singular. When X is cut out

by a global function t, we may think of t : S → A1 as a smoothing of X .

To control the geometry of f , I make the following assumption.

Assumption (b). The contraction f is the blowup of X along a smooth

equidimensional subscheme Y of constant codimension n.

The following will be important to control the homological algebra asso-

ciated to the contraction.

Assumption (c). The contraction f is crepant.

Here ‘crepant’ means that ωX̃
∼= f ∗ωX or equivalently that the relative

canonical sheaf ωf = ωX̃ ⊗ f
∗ω∨

X is trivial.3 Note that X̃ and X are Goren-

stein by Assumptions (a) and (b) (see Proposition 3.3) so their canonical

sheaves are invertible.

First examples of this setting may be obtained by letting X be the affine

cone over a hypersurface of degree n in Pn, and f the blowup at its vertex,

see Example 3.10.

1A more restrictive assumption (projective Calabi–Yau) is used in Section 7 to describe
the derived symmetry in a class of contractions with higher fibre dimension.
2As a mnemonic, we have ‘a’ for ambient, ‘b’ for blowup, and ‘c’ for crepant.
3We say ‘crepant’ following Reid because ωf measures ‘discrepancy’.
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Notation. Let g : X̃ → S be f composed with the inclusion of X into S.

Remark 1.1. For n ≥ 2, the assumptions above force X to be singular:

otherwise, by the smooth blowup formula, ωf corresponds to the exceptional

divisor of f with multiplicity n − 1 > 0, contradicting crepancy. For n = 1,

so that Y is a divisor in X , we will see that many interesting examples occur

with Y non-Cartier.

1.2. Pullback from ambient. I first show that there is a strong homolog-

ical relationship between X̃ and the ambient space S.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.14). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 the

pullback functor

g∗ : D(S)→ D(X̃)

is spherical, where D denotes the bounded coherent derived category.

Spherical functors are briefly reviewed in Section 2. They provide a nat-

ural language to describe and manipulate autoequivalences of (enhanced)

triangulated categories and their relatives [AL3, Seg]. For now, note that a

key property of a spherical functor is that it induces an autoequivalence of

its target category: Theorem A thence gives a twist autoequivalence Tg∗ of

D(X̃) which fits into a triangle of Fourier–Mukai functors [Huy] as follows.

g∗g∗ → idX̃ → Tg∗ → (1.A)

The autoequivalence Tg∗ is central to this paper. I will describe it in a range

of natural geometric settings, and establish its properties.

I outline the proof of Theorem A. Let h : S̃ → S be the blowup along Y ,

which has codimension n+1 by Assumptions (a) and (b). Then Orlov [Orl]

gives a semiorthogonal decomposition

D(S̃) =
〈

h∗D(S),D(Y ), . . . ,D(Y )
〉

(1.B)

with n copies of D(Y ). Writing inc : X̃ →֒ S̃, it is known that the derived

restriction functor

inc∗ : D(S̃)→ D(X̃)

is spherical, using that inc is the embedding of a Cartier divisor. Under a

certain criterion of Halpern-Leistner and Shipman [HLS] given in Section 2.5,

the restriction of inc∗ to the subcategory h∗D(S) is also a spherical functor.

I find that this criterion holds using the crepancy of f from Assumption (c).

This takes up most of Section 3. I then conclude that the functor inc∗h∗ ∼= g∗

is spherical.

Remark 1.2. We do not require smoothness of X̃ , so that f may be a partial

resolution, see for instance Remark 3.11.
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1.3. Blowups in non-Cartier divisors. The following describes Tg∗ when

n = codimX Y = 1 in terms of the blowup of X along Y .

Theorem B (Theorem 3.20). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 suppose

codimX Y = 1. Define a functor

F : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗

by composition, where p is the restriction of the contraction f to the excep-

tional locus EYX, and the last functor is derived pushforward. Then:

(1) F is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼= T−1

F
(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Here NX̃ is the invertible normal sheaf of X̃ in S̃ = BlY S.

The proof is a continuation of the proof of Theorem A for the case n = 1.

The criterion of Halpern-Leistner–Shipman used there also gives that the

restriction of inc∗ to the other subcategory appearing in (1.B), namely D(Y ),

is a spherical functor. Using a certain base change isomorphism4 I find

that this restriction is isomorphic to F, yielding part (1). The criterion

furthermore gives a factorization of the twist Tinc∗
∼= −⊗N ∨

X̃
[2] with factors

Tg∗ and TF. This factorization then rearranges to give the isomorphism (2).

A first example is as follows.

Example 1.3. Take X = {ac + bd = 0} a hypersurface in S = k

4 with an

ordinary double point, and X̃ a small resolution. The latter may be obtained

by taking Y = {c, d = 0}, which is Cartier in X except at the origin. We

have Y ∼= k

2, and a calculation of the blowup shows that EYX ∼= Bl{0}k
2.

Part (1) above therefore gives a spherical functor

F : D(k2) D(Bl{0}k
2) D(X̃)

p∗

to the resolution X̃ . The isomorphism (2) then says that the twist TF is

inverse to Tg∗ up to homological shift and tensoring by an invertible sheaf.

Even in this first example, I am not aware of other work on the functor TF.

Remark 1.4. In the degenerate case when Y is Cartier in X , so that f is

an isomorphism, Tg∗ is easily seen to be induced by an invertible sheaf as

follows, see Proposition 3.6(1).

Tg∗
∼= −⊗ f ∗N ∨

X [2]

4Here I need some smoothness on S, see Remark 3.18.
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Here NX is the normal sheaf in S, which is invertible as X is Cartier in S.

The isomorphism (2) above then follows from a relation between invertible

sheaves, see Remark 3.7.

The following theorem establishes a general setting where EYX ∼= BlZY

for some Z, in particular generalizing Example 1.3. It gives a description of

Tg∗ in terms of the blowup of Y along Z. I allow this Z to be singular and

non-reduced.

Theorem C (Corollary 5.2). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 suppose

codimX Y = 1, and furthermore that:

(i) The normal cone CYX is cut out of the rank 2 bundle NY S by fibre-

wise linear functions induced by a section θ of a rank 2 locally free

sheaf on Y , as explained in Assumption 4.2.

(ii) The section θ in part (i) is regular.

Let Z be the (possibly singular and non-reduced) zeroes of θ in Y . Then:

(0) The projection p : EYX → Y is the blowup of Y along Z.

For this latter blowup, let q be the projection from EZY . We may put

G : D(Z) D(EZY ) D(EZY ) D(X̃)
q∗ ⊗Oq(−1)

where the last functor is derived pushforward. Then furthermore:

(1) G is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX

∼= TG(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Here NX is the invertible normal sheaf of X in S.

If codimX Y = 1 then the fibre dimension of f is at most 1, see Propo-

sition 3.3(3). Note that Z is codimension 2 in Y by (ii) above, and so Z

is codimension 3 in X . Hence in the setting of the above theorem, f is

necessarily a small contraction.

Remark 1.5. In the case that Z is a fattened point, TG coincides with the

fat spherical twist of Toda [Tod1], see Example 5.4. This gives a new proof

that this twist is an autoequivalence, avoiding a delicate Ext calculation to

verify the fat spherical condition.

More generally, TG is related to the spherical fibrations of Anno and Logvi-

nenko [AL2], and twists by sheafy contraction algebras [DW4]. However the

methods here are quite different, and the isomorphism (2) is new, to my

knowledge.
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Bodzenta and Bondal [BB] consider a setting with more general flops of

curves, though with S affine and NX trivial. They study a relative of the

triangle (1.A), see Remark 5.7. They do not show that g∗ is spherical, but

their work suggests an isomorphism as in (2) above, modulo tensoring byNX .

This was one of the inspirations for me to formulate and prove Theorem C.

Example 1.6. Take again a hypersurface X = {ac+bd = 0} in S = k4 with

an ordinary double point, and Y = {c, d = 0} ∼= k

2 with coordinates (a, b).

Then NY S has fibre coordinates (c, d). For the regular section θ = (a, b) of

the trivial rank 2 locally free sheaf on Y , the induced function on NY S is

ac + bd, which clearly cuts out the normal cone CYX . We are therefore in

the setting of Theorem C: full details are given in Section 4.

Noting that Z = {0} and EZY ∼= P
1, the twist TG here simplifies to a

twist TE by a spherical object E ∈ D(X̃), see Section 2.2. The theorem

thence gives the following.

Tg∗
∼= TO

P1
(−1)[2] (1.C)

As a check, it is straightforward to verify that this holds on OP1(−1), see

Remark 5.6. In this example, (1.C) was proved by the author and E. Segal by

a very different method using grade restriction windows [DS1, Section 2.3].

I outline the proof of Theorem C. Assumption (i) gives a family of 3-fold

ordinary double point singularities parametrized by Z (see Remark 1.7 below

for some first examples). I analyze such geometries in Section 4, obtaining

Theorem 4.13. This establishes part (0) above, and also shows that the

following is satisfied.

Assumption (d) (Assumption 5.8). The restriction of Op(1) to EZY is

given by Oq(1)⊗ q∗M for some invertible sheafM.5

The rest of the proof is then completed in Section 5. Using part (0) we have

a semiorthogonal decomposition as follows.

D(EYX) =
〈

p∗D(Y ),D(Z)
〉

(1.D)

Though Z may be singular, it is regularly embedded in Y by assump-

tion (ii), and so this decomposition may be obtained using work of Bergh

and Schnürer [BS]. Writing now inc : EYX →֒ X̃ , the pushforward functor

inc∗ : D(EYX)→ D(X̃)

is spherical, again using that inc is the embedding of a Cartier divisor.

I then find that the criterion of Halpern-Leistner–Shipman holds for (1.D)

using Assumption (d) above, see Proposition 5.14. Restricting inc∗ to the

5As a mnemonic, we have ‘d’ for degree, noting that this assumption gives that the
invertible sheaf Op(1) has degree 1 on each fibre of q.
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components of (1.D) gives respectively F and G, up to tensoring by an invert-

ible sheaf. Hence these functors are spherical, yielding part (1). I further-

more establish a factorization of the twist Tinc∗
∼= −⊗O(EYX) with factors

TF and TG. Along with Theorem B, I thence obtain two independent de-

scriptions of TF. Comparing these descriptions, and relating the invertible

sheaves which appear in them, finally gives the isomorphism (2).

z y

Y

NY S

CYX

Figure 1. Sketch of the singular geometry of X along Y in the setting
of Theorem C. The vertical planes are fibres of the bundle NY S. This
bundle contains the normal cone CY X , which is indicated by thickened
lines. Recall that Z ⊂ Y is the codimension 2 locus where θ vanishes:
over z in Z, CY X coincides with NY S as θ(z) is zero; over y not in Z,
CY X is cut out of NY S by a non-zero linear function θ(y).

In the setting of Theorem C, I therefore find three spherical functors with

target D(X̃) as shown below. These each have different sources and con-

structions. Nevertheless, their twists coincide up to inverses, homological

shifts, and tensoring by an invertible sheaf. In Section 6 I give an explicit

description of the action of each twist on objects, using the relations between

them and the simple form of Tg∗ from (1.A).

D(S)

D(Y )

D(Z)

D(X̃)
g∗

F

G
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Theorem C encompasses many kinds of examples in all dimensions, see

Section 9. To give a sense of the geometries that occur, I describe a few

low-dimensional examples below.

Remark 1.7. Take a smooth scheme Y with a locally free sheaf F of rank 2

and a regular section θ cutting out Z. Let S be the total space TotF∨ and

embed Y as its zero section. Then θ tautologically induces a global function

on S, see Assumption 4.2. Taking X to be its zeroes, the assumptions of

Theorem C are satisfied by Proposition 9.2.

We then obtain singular Calabi–Yau 3-folds X as follows, for which Z is

2 and 3 points, respectively.

• Take Y = P1 × P1 and F = O(1, 1)⊕2 with θ = (x1x2, y1y2) for

coordinates (xi : yi) on each P1 factor.

• Take Y = P2 and F its tangent sheaf with θ generic, so that S is the

4-fold cotangent bundle of P2.

A singular Calabi–Yau 4-fold X may be obtained as follows, for which Z is

an elliptic normal curve of degree 4.

• Take Y = P3 and F = O(2)⊕2 with θ generic.

In each case X̃ is a small (thence crepant) resolution of X . This construc-

tion is elaborated in Section 9, in particular allowing X to be a non-principal

divisor in S.

I next study contractions which are not necessarily small.

1.4. Blowups in general codimension. I now describe Tg∗ for general

n = codimX Y ≥ 1, using some additional global assumptions on X and the

ambient space S. These assumptions can surely be relaxed: nevertheless,

the statement below already allows us to see a striking new phenomenon,

namely a higher degree relation in the autoequivalence group of D(X̃), given

in (2) below.

Theorem D (Theorem 7.2). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 with

n = codimX Y ≥ 1, suppose furthermore that:

(i) ωX is trivial.

(ii) S is projective.

We may put

Fm : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗ ⊗Op(m− 1)

for m ∈ Z, where the last functor is derived pushforward. Then:

(1) Fm is spherical for each m ∈ Z.
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(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼=

(

TF1
. . .TFn

)−1
(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

As before, NX̃ is the invertible normal sheaf of X̃ in S̃ = BlY S.

Remark 1.8. The Calabi–Yau assumption (i) here supplements our assump-

tion that f is crepant, which may be thought of as a relative Calabi–Yau

assumption.

Theorem D is proved by again taking the decomposition (1.B) for the

blowup S̃ = BlY S. This has n + 1 ≥ 2 components. To describe Tg∗ we

would like to factor the twist Tinc∗
∼= −⊗N ∨

X̃
[2] as previously in Theorem B,

but this time into n+ 1 factors.

The criterion of Halpern-Leistner–Shipman applies to 2 components — it

may be possible to apply it iteratively to obtain Theorem D, but I was not

able to make the argument work. I therefore content myself with applying

global assumptions so that we may use a related criterion of Addington and

Aspinwall [AA], given in Theorem 7.1, which assumes a Serre functor for S̃.

Assumptions (i) and (ii) indeed yield such a Serre functor.

The rest of the argument is then similar to Theorem B. In particular,

spherical functors F1, . . . , Fn are obtained by restriction of inc∗ to the last

n components of the decomposition (1.B). I thereby find a factorization of

the twist Tinc∗
∼= −⊗N ∨

X̃
[2] which rearranges to give the isomorphism (2).

For a first example, consider the following.

Example 1.9. Let X be a quartic K3 surface in S = P3 with a node x,

and put Y = {x} so that X̃ → X resolves this node. Then EYX ∼= P1, and

(2) describes Tg∗ in terms of twists by spherical objects on X̃ as follows.

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼=

(

TO
P1
TO

P1
(2)

)−1
(−)[2] (1.E)

The geometry is illustrated in Figure 2. For details, see Example 7.5.

1.5. Compatibility with base change. I explain a useful compatibility

of the twist functors Tg∗ with base change, in particular to relate twists in

different dimensions.

Consider then the morphism g : X̃ → S as above in Section 1.1, and take

g′ : X̃ ′ → S ′ its base change along some S ′ → S. Suppose that g′ may also

be obtained as in Section 1.1. Then I give an intertwinement of the corre-

sponding twists as follows, see Proposition 8.1, via the morphism φ : X̃ ′ → X̃

induced by the base change.

Tg∗ φ∗
∼= φ∗ Tg′∗

In particular, we may take an embedding S ′ →֒ S, for example as follows.
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X

X̃

S

S̃

f
g

Y

EYX EY S

Figure 2. Local sketch of quartic K3 surface X from Example 1.9
with node x, in smooth ambient 3-fold S = P3. Blowing up X at Y = {x}
gives an exceptional EY X ∼= P1 which is conic in EY S ∼= P2.

Example 1.10. Let X be a one-parameter deformation of a quartic K3

surface X ′ with a node x, embedded in a smooth one-parameter deformation

S of the ambient space S ′ = P3 of X ′. Require that X has a 3-fold ordinary

double point at x. Taking appropriate resolutions, we are in the setting

above, and comparing (1.C) and (1.E) yields a relation in the autoequivalence

group of D(X̃ ′) which follows, after some work, from known facts: for details,

see Example 8.3, with the relation given in Proposition 8.4.

1.6. Canonicity. It is interesting to explore to what extent a derived sym-

metry might be canonically associated to a contraction. Inspired by the

above results, we make the following.

Definition. Using Assumption (a) and assuming Tg∗ is an autoequivalence,

define a hypersurface twist as follows.

hyperT = Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX [−2]

A priori, this depends on a choice of embedding of the hypersurface X in

the ambient space S. However, the above results suggest that, under various

assumptions, it may be possible to describe hyperT in terms of the geometry

of the contraction f .

• In the settings of Theorem B and D, we have

hyperT ∼= T−1
F
(−)⊗O(EYX)
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and

hyperT ∼=
(

TF1
. . .TFn

)−1
(−)⊗O(nEYX)

respectively, using Proposition 3.5.

• In the setting of Theorem C, we immediately have the following.

hyperT ∼= TG

I was not able to recover the right-hand sides of the above equations from

the morphism f alone, but I give the following partial results.

• For n ≥ 2, the locus Y may be characterized by the property that

its points have positive-dimensional preimage under f , using Propo-

sition 3.3(3).

• For n = 1 in the setting of Theorem C, the locus Z may be char-

acterized scheme-theoretically in terms of the singularities of X , see

Proposition 4.8.

Note also that for a flopping contraction f where equivalences

FlopFlop : D(X̃)→ D(X̃ ′)→ D(X̃)

are known, then FlopFlop may be taken as a derived symmetry canonically

associated to the contraction. Remark 5.7 explains why we may hope that

hyperT ∼= FlopFlop−1 in a setting where they are both defined, but we do not

pursue this claim further here.

1.7. Further questions. In the light of Theorem A it is natural to ask for

general conditions on a morphism φ such that the functor φ∗ spherical: I am

grateful to Evgeny Shinder for this interesting question. In particular, my

proofs crucially use that Cartier divisors yield spherical functors: the same

is true of ramified double covers [KP, Lemma 2.9], so these may likewise give

spherical functors in combination with crepant contractions.

It is also natural to ask if there is a mirror statement to Theorem A,

relating to known spherical functors in symplectic geometry, see for in-

stance [KPS].

It would be interesting to study whether Assumption (b) can be relaxed

to allow singular Y . For instance, in general a flopping contraction f of a

3-fold is a blowup along singular Y . In this setting the author and Wemyss

constructed a derived symmetry Tnc of the 3-fold by using noncommutative

deformation techniques [DW1, DW3], so it would be good to investigate

whether the more geometric constructions in this paper may extend to re-

cover such Tnc. Note that these constructions can already recover commuta-

tive deformation algebras, for instance the algebra R from Example 5.4.

Finally, Kuznetsov and Shinder [KS3] develop a theory of categorical ab-

sorption of singularities. They apply it to varieties with isolated ordinary
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double points, and study its relationship with smoothings. It would be in-

teresting to connect it with this work.

1.8. Conventions. Schemes are over an algebraically closed field of char-

acteristic 0, and are taken to be of finite type, reduced and separated, with

morphisms of finite type, unless explicitly stated.6 A contraction f : X̃ → X

is a projective morphism with R0f∗OX̃
∼= OX , and a morphism f is birational

if it induces a bijection of sets of generic points of irreducible components,

which in turn induces isomorphisms of local rings at those points.7 I say a

scheme is Calabi–Yau if it has at worst Gorenstein singularities and trivial

canonical sheaf.

I write CBA for the normal cone of B in A, and reserve the notation NBA

for the case when this is a bundle, in particular when B is an effective Cartier

divisor in A. I sometimes write simply NB when the embedding in A can be

clear from context.

The bounded derived category of coherent sheaves is denoted by D(X),

and functors are taken to be derived. Components of semiorthogonal de-

compositions will be required to be admissible (rather than only left or right

admissible).
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Spherical functors. Take a functor S of enhanced triangulated cat-

egories with a right adjoint SR. Suppose further that we have triangles of

Fourier–Mukai functors associated to the adjunction counit and unit, as fol-

lows.

S SR → id→ TS →

CS → id→ SR S→

6In particular, I allow non-reduced Z in Theorem C, and correspondingly a non-reduced
exceptional locus EZY .
7I allow non-normal and reducible schemes, see Remark 3.11 for an example. For details
of this definition of birational, see for instance [Sta, Definition 01RO].

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01RO
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We call TS and CS the twist and cotwist of S, respectively.8 If furthermore S

has a left adjoint SL then we have the following.

Definition 2.1. We say that S is spherical if the twist TS and cotwist CS

are both autoequivalences.

This is one of several equivalent characterisations of spherical, see Anno

and Logvinenko [Ann, AL3] and also Kuznetsov [Kuz2, Section 2.5].

2.2. Spherical objects. For the special case of a spherical functor

S : D(pt)→ D(X)

we say that E = S(Opt) ∈ D(X) is a spherical object, following the sense of

Seidel–Thomas [ST]. In this case we abuse notation by writing TE for TS, so

that we have the following, where as usual functors are derived.

E ⊗ HomX(E ,−)→ id→ TE →

We refer to TE as the twist by the object E .

2.3. Cartier divisors. Effective Cartier divisors give fundamental examples

of spherical functors, as follows.

Proposition 2.2 ([Ann, Add, Kuz2]). For the inclusion inc : D → X of an

effective Cartier divisor, we have the following.

(1) The functor inc∗ : D(X)→ D(D) is spherical with:

Tinc∗
∼= −⊗N ∨

D[2] Cinc∗
∼= −⊗ ID

(2) The functor inc∗ : D(D)→ D(X) is spherical with:

Tinc∗
∼= −⊗ I∨D Cinc∗

∼= −⊗ND[−2]

This appeared, assuming smoothness, in [Add, Section 2.2, (4) and (5)]. It

is proved without smoothness in [Kuz2, Example 3.1, Proposition 3.4], and

stated in [KP, Lemma 2.8].

Remark 2.3. The adjoints required for the above Proposition 2.2 are

inc! ⊣ inc∗ ⊣ inc∗ ⊣ inc!

where we put the following.

inc! = inc∗(−⊗ND[−1]) inc! = ND[−1]⊗ inc∗(−)

Note that inc∗ preserves the bounded coherent derived category because inc

is proper, and similarly for inc∗ because, although X (and furthermore D)

is not necessarily smooth, inc is the inclusion of a Cartier divisor.

8Note that different conventions are used, for instance Addington [Add] writes CS where we
would write CS[1]. This convention has the advantage that the cotwist is simply the cone
on the unit, but the statement of Proposition 2.2 becomes less symmetric and memorable.
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Remark 2.4. Parts (1) and (2) above are related by taking inverses. The

reason may be seen as follows. Suppose we have triangles of Fourier–Mukai

functors

T′
S
→ id→ S SL →

SL S→ id→ C′
S →

for T′
S
and C′

S
the inverse twist and cotwist of S, respectively. For a spherical

functor S, these may be shown to give quasi-inverses to the twist and cotwist

respectively. But T′
inc∗

and C′
inc∗

are by construction isomorphic to Cinc∗ and

Tinc∗ respectively, using the adjunction inc∗ ⊣ inc∗. We deduce the following,

which matches the relation between parts (1) and (2) above.

T−1
inc∗

∼= Cinc∗ C−1
inc∗

∼= Tinc∗

Remark 2.5. For a variant of Proposition 2.2 in a triangulated setting us-

ing square root stacks and periodic semiorthogonal decompositions, see the

author’s recent work with Bodzenta [BD, Corollary 1.5]. Note also that a

construction of the twist triangle for part (1) is given in [Huy, Corollary 11.4].

2.4. Decompositions. We will extensively use semiorthogonal decomposi-

tions of triangulated categories. For a survey see [Kuz1]. Recall that a full

triangulated subcategory A of a triangulated category D is left admissible

(respectively right admissible) if its embedding has a left adjoint (respec-

tively right adjoint). We say that it is admissible if its embedding has both

adjoints.

Now write ⊥A for the left orthogonal to A, namely the full (triangulated)

subcategory of D with objects having only zero morphisms to A. Assuming

that A and ⊥A are admissible, we obtain a semiorthogonal decomposition as

follows.9

D =
〈

A, ⊥A
〉

2.5. Factoring twists. The following result of Halpern-Leistner–Shipman

is key for our proofs of Theorems A, B and C. It allows us to factor the

twist of a spherical functor when its source category has a semiorthogonal

decomposition satisfying an appropriate compatibility. It will be applied

throughout to decompositions associated to blowups.

Theorem 2.6 ([HLS, Section 4.3]). Let S : D → D′ be a spherical functor

such that D has semiorthogonal decompositions as follows.

D =
〈

A,B
〉

=
〈

CS B,A
〉

Let SA and SB denote the restrictions of S to A and B respectively. Then:

(1) SA and SB are spherical.

9Often ‘semiorthogonal decomposition’ describes the weaker notion where the two com-
ponents are only required to be left and right admissible, respectively. But for us, all
components appearing will be found to be admissible: see in particular Proposition 5.9.
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(2) TS factors as follows.

TS
∼= TSA

TSB

3. Pullback from the ambient

In this section I prove Theorem A, that the derived pullback functor g∗

from the ambient space S is spherical, by studying semiorthogonal decom-

positions associated to a blowup of S. The same line of argument yields

also Theorem B. Along the way I give some useful consequences of crepancy

(Propositions 3.5 and 3.8) which are also used later (in particular in the

proofs of Theorem C and D respectively).

Throughout take the setting of Section 1.1 with Y →֒ X →֒ S. Our

contraction f : X̃ → X is the blowup of X along Y by Assumption (b). Let

h : S̃ → S be the blowup of S along this same Y . Writing inc : X̃ →֒ S̃ for

the associated inclusion, we thence get a commutative diagram as follows.

X

X̃

S

S̃

i

f

inc

h
g

(3.A)

Remark 3.1. I distinguish the inclusion inc of X̃ notationally as it plays a

special role in the proofs of Theorems A and B. Namely, we will use that the

derived restriction inc∗ is spherical by Proposition 2.2. Note that I reuse the

same notation in Section 5 for the embedding of EYX in X̃ , as this plays a

similar role in the proof of Theorem C there.

Assumptions (a) and (b) control the geometry of h as follows.

Proposition 3.2. Recall that Y is smooth equidimensional and has constant

codimension n in X by Assumption (b). We have that:

(1) n ≥ 1.

(2) Y is regularly embedded in S with codimension n+ 1.

(3) S̃ and EY S are smooth equidimensional.

(4) The relative canonical sheaf ωh = ωS̃ ⊗ h
∗ω∨

S is as follows.

ωh
∼= O(nEY S)

Proof. For (1), suppose for a contradiction that n = 0. Note that each

connected component Y ′ of Y is irreducible by smoothness. Then, by defi-

nition of codimension, Y ′ would coincide with some irreducible component
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X ′ of X , and so the blowup X̃ of X along Y would have no irreducible com-

ponent corresponding to X ′, contradicting our assumption that f : X̃ → X

is birational.10

Recall that by Assumption (a), X is a hypersurface in S smooth equi-

dimensional. Then Y is constant codimension n + 1 in S by additivity of

codimension, see [Sta, Lemma 02I6] which applies because our schemes are

catenary [Sta, Lemma 02JB], even though X may not be smooth. This Y is

smooth in S smooth therefore it is regularly embedded [Sta, Lemma 067U],

and we obtain (2).

We then have that h : S̃ → S is the blowup of S smooth equidimensional

along smooth Y regularly embedded with codimension n+1. Smoothness of

S̃ may then be checked locally on S, and equidimensionality of S̃ follows from

equidimensionality of S, giving (3). Finally, (4) is standard, for instance by

adapting [Har, Exercise II.8.5(b)]. �

Assumptions (a) and (b) furthermore restrict the singularities and fibre

dimension of our contraction f : X̃ → X .

Proposition 3.3. We have the following.

(1) X and X̃ are effective Cartier divisors in S and S̃ respectively.

(2) X and X̃ are Gorenstein.

(3) For y ∈ Y , the fibre f−1(y) has pure dimension n− 1 or n.

Proof. (1) By Assumption (a), X is a hypersurface in S, meaning that its

irreducible components11 are all codimension 1. I claim furthermore that X̃

is a hypersurface in S̃. Note that X̃ is the strict transform of X for the

blowup h, namely the closure of h−1(X \ Y ) in S̃ [Sta, Lemma 080E]. For

each irreducible component X ′ of X we have that X ′ \ Y is irreducible of

codimension 1 in S \ Y [Sta, Lemma 02I4], and is non-empty because Y has

positive codimension in X by Proposition 3.2(1). Now h is an isomorphism

over the open subscheme S \ Y of S [Sta, Lemma 02OS] so h−1(X ′ \ Y ) is

non-empty, irreducible and codimension 1 in h−1(S \ Y ). Its closure in S̃ is

therefore codimension 1 in S̃ [Sta, Lemma 02I4].

Now we have that X and X̃ are hypersurfaces in smooth S and S̃ respec-

tively, using Assumption (a) and Proposition 3.2(3). They are furthermore

reduced by assumption on f . So their irreducible components are integral,

and thence define prime Weil divisors, a finite number of them by finite type.

So they are Weil divisor on smooth schemes, therefore Cartier.

(2) This follows from (1), using that an effective Cartier divisor in a smooth

scheme is Gorenstein.

10Recall that, according to our conventions, such a morphism induces a bijection between
irreducible components by definition.
11For an example where X and X̃ are reducible, see Remark 3.11.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02I6
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02JB
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/067U
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/080E
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02I4
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02OS
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02I4
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(3) From Proposition 3.2(2), h is the blowup of S along Y regularly embedded

with codimension n+1. Hence for closed points y ∈ Y we have h−1(y) ∼= P
n.

Now by commutativity of (3.A), f−1(y) is the intersection of X̃ and h−1(y)

in S̃. This intersection is non-empty by surjectivity of f , and each of its

irreducible components are codimension 0 or 1 in Pn, because X̃ is Cartier

in S̃ by (1). In the codimension 0 case it follows that f−1(y) ∼= Pn, and

otherwise f−1(y) has constant codimension 1 in Pn, hence the claim. �

The fibre squares given below are used throughout. In particular, the first

is used to obtain a base change isomorphism in Proposition 3.17 which is

important in our proof of Theorem B.

Lemma 3.4. We have fibre squares as follows.

(1)

EY SEYX

S̃X̃
inc

(2)

X \ Y

X̃ \EYX

S \ Y

S̃ \EY S

∼
∼

Proof. (1) A reference for this is [Ful, Appendix B.6.9]: I include the follow-

ing diagrammatic explanation, which I found clarifying.

I first describe the base change of the commutative square (3.A) along

Y →֒ S. The square (3.A) is the front face in the diagram below. The

right-hand face of the diagram is then obtained by base change, using the

definition of the exceptional locus.

EY S

YY

S̃X̃

SX

inc

Continuing to construct a commutative cube, the left-hand face of the

diagram below is then also obtained by base change using the definition of
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the exceptional locus.

EY SEYX

YY

S̃X̃

SX

inc

Finally, using commutativity of (3.A), we may complete the diagram to

the commutative cube shown above, where the top face is a fibre square as

required.12

(2) We now consider the base change along S \ Y →֒ S of (3.A). This is

constructed as in (1), giving a commutative cube as follows.

S̃ \EY SX̃ \EYX

S \ YX \ Y

S̃X̃

SX

∼ ∼

inc

h

(3.B)

Note that Y is the centre for our blowups of X and S respectively, so the two

marked isomorphisms are indeed isomorphisms [Sta, Lemma 02OS]. Then

the back face is a fibre square: this may be checked by taking inverses for the

two marked isomorphisms, and directly verifying the universal property. �

The following comparison of normal sheaves is a straightforward conse-

quence of crepancy. It is used to prove Proposition 3.8 below which is key

to all our main theorems. Separately, it used in the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 3.5. The invertible normal sheaves of X and X̃ are related as

follows.

(1) f ∗NX
∼= NX̃ ⊗ inc∗ωh

(2) inc∗ωh
∼= O(nEYX)

Proof. (1) Consider again the commutative square (3.A). The schemes ap-

pearing are smooth or at least Gorenstein, using Proposition 3.3(2). Hence

the relative dualizing sheaf ωg is invertible, and by commutativity we have

12In contrast, the front is not a fibre square, but rather a strict transform square. The
back is also not a fibre square: the top morphism is clearly not an isomorphism, as it has
codimension 1.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02OS
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the following.

ωf ⊗ f
∗ωi
∼= ωg

∼= ωinc ⊗ inc∗ωh

On the left-hand side, ωf is trivial because f is crepant by Assumption (c).

Both i and inc are embeddings of Cartier divisors by Proposition 3.3(1).

Hence ωi = NX and ωinc = NX̃ , and the claim follows.

(2) Note that inc∗O(EY S) ∼= O(EYX) using Lemma 3.4(1). The claim then

follows because ωh
∼= O(nEY S) by Proposition 3.2(4). �

We may now easily handle Theorem A in the degenerate case when Y is

a Cartier divisor in X , so that f is an isomorphism.

Proposition 3.6. If Y is a Cartier divisor in X then:

(1) g∗ is spherical, with twist as follows.

Tg∗
∼= −⊗ f ∗N ∨

X [2]

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼= −⊗OX̃(−EYX)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Proof. (1) By Assumption (b), f is an isomorphism, so g∗ is identified with

the derived restriction from S to a Cartier divisor X . This functor is spher-

ical with twist − ⊗ N ∨
X [2] by Proposition 2.2(1), and the result follows by

pullback-tensor compatibility.

(2) This follows from (1) after noting that n = codimX Y = 1 and using

Proposition 3.5 above. �

Remark 3.7. In this degenerate case that Y is a Cartier divisor in X , we may

also now see the conclusion of Theorem B. Indeed, if f is an isomorphism,

then its base change p to Y is also an isomorphism, and so the functor F from

Theorem B is identified by construction with the derived pushforward from

EYX to X̃ . This is spherical with twist −⊗OX̃(EYX) by Proposition 2.2(2),

giving Theorem B(1). Furthermore Theorem B(2) reduces to the known

statement of Proposition 3.6(2) above in this case.

In the following we extend the information provided by Proposition 3.5 to

a comparison of the Cartier divisors X̃ and X via the blowup h.

Proposition 3.8. We have the following isomorphisms on S̃.

(1) IX̃
∼= h!IX

(2) IX̃
∼= h∗IX ⊗ ωh

(3) IX̃
∼= h∗IX ⊗O(nEY S)

Proof. Note first that dimh = 0, so (1) and (2) are equivalent by construction

of h!, and also that (2) and (3) are equivalent by Proposition 3.2(4). We prove
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the following, which is equivalent to (3).

D = h∗O(X)⊗O(X̃)∨ ∼= O(nEY S) (3.C)

By Assumption (b), Y is smooth, and we may further assume that it is

connected: if it is not connected, we may check (3.C) after base change to a

neighbourhood of each component of Y in S which is disjoint from the other

components of Y .

I first show that D is trivial away from EY S. Take the base change of h

along S \ Y →֒ S and combine with Lemma 3.4(2) to get a fibred diagram

as follows.

X \ Y

X̃ \EYX

S \ Y

S̃ \EY S

S

S̃

l

k

∼

h◦∼ h

We then have

k∗D = k∗
(

h∗O(X)⊗O(X̃)∨
)

∼= h◦∗l∗O(X)⊗ k∗O(X̃)∨

∼= h◦∗O(X \ Y )⊗O(X̃ \EYX)∨

where the last isomorphism uses that the bottom and top of the commutative

cube (3.B) are fibre squares. But then the invertible sheaf k∗D is trivial

because the left-hand square of the above diagram is a fibre square.

Now S̃ is the blowup of smooth S along smooth connected Y , so EY S

is smooth connected thence irreducible. Hence D ∼= O(mEY S) for some

m ∈ Z by for instance [Har, Proposition II.6.5(c)], so Lemma 3.4(1) gives

the following.

inc∗D ∼= O(mEYX)

On the other hand using commutativity of (3.A) we have

inc∗D = inc∗
(

h∗O(X)⊗O(X̃)∨
)

∼= f ∗i∗O(X)⊗ inc∗O(X̃)∨

= f ∗NX ⊗N
∨
X̃

∼= O(nEYX) (3.D)

where the last isomorphism is by Proposition 3.5. So (3.C) follows ifO(EYX)

is not torsion in Pic(X̃), as then m = n as required.

I claim that O(EYX) is not torsion in Pic(X̃) if f is not an isomorphism.

ThisO(EYX) is dual to the invertible sheafOf (1) associated to the blowup f ,

which is very ample relative to f [Sta, Section 01OF]. Now furthermore

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01OF
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Of (k) is very ample relative to f for all k ∈ N by considering the k-uple em-

bedding [Har, Exercise II.5.13]. Suppose for a contradiction that O(EYX) is

torsion. Then OX̃ is very ample relative to f . But f is a contraction, hence

a surjection with R0f∗OX̃
∼= OX , so then f embeds X̃ into ProjX OX = X

over the base X , making f an isomorphism. This contradiction gives the

claim.

Consider finally the degenerate case when f is an isomorphism. Then Y

is Cartier in X by the universal property of blowup, so its codimension n

is 1. Furthermore X is Cartier in smooth S using Proposition 3.3(1). A local

calculation then gives that (3.C) holds as required. �

Remark 3.9. The above is the only place where we use that f is a contraction,

so if we can obtain the conclusion of Proposition 3.8 in another way, we might

work without this assumption.

For instance, the conclusion could follow from an assumption that the

multiplicity along Y of X as a subscheme of S is equal to n = codimY X , for

a suitable notion of multiplicity, such as in the blowup formula of Fulton [Ful,

Theorem 6.7].

Example 3.10. I give a class of examples satisfying the assumptions of

Section 1.1. Let X be the affine cone over a reduced hypersurface H of

degree n in Pn, with S = kn+1 its ambient space, for n ≥ 2. Take f to be the

blowup of X at the vertex {0} of the affine cone, so that Y = {0}. Then the

blowups X̃ and S̃ and their exceptional loci form a fibre square as follows,

as in Lemma 3.4(1).

PnH

S̃X̃
inc

Consider S̃ as the total space TotOPn(−1) with projection π. Then X̃ is

cut out by π∗OPn(n), and we find using the adjunction formula that ωX̃ is

trivial. As X is a hypersurface in affine space, ωX is also trivial, so indeed f

is crepant. Furthermore IX is trivial by construction, so Proposition 3.8(3)

reduces to the statement that

π∗OPn(−n) ∼= O(nEY S)

which indeed holds as O(EY S) ∼= π∗OPn(−1).

For the case n = 2, H is a conic, and under the isomorphism H ∼= P
1 we

have that X̃ is TotOP1(−2).

Remark 3.11. We allowX to be reducible in Example 3.10 above, for instance

by taking the cone on a nodal curve cut out by x1x2 from P2. Then X has

two irreducible components, corresponding to the branches of the node. The
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blowup X̃ of X likewise has two irreducible components, namely the preim-

ages of the branches under π. In this case therefore the morphism f : X̃ → X

is between non-normal varieties, as both are singular in codimension 1. Our

conventions allow such contractions (though note that contractions may be

assumed to be normal elsewhere in the literature).

Remark 3.12. I explain how the above may be modified if Assumption (c) is

dropped, so that crepancy is not assumed. Then we have an isomorphism

f ∗NX
∼= NX̃ ⊗ inc∗ωh ⊗ ω

∨
f

generalizing Proposition 3.5(1). If we assume that

ωf
∼= O(dEYX)

so that dmeasures the discrepancy of f , then the argument of Proposition 3.8

goes through. Namely, in (3.D) n is replaced by n− d, so we find m = n− d

and obtain the following.

(1) IX̃
∼= h!IX ⊗O(−dEY S)

(2) IX̃
∼= h∗IX ⊗ ωh ⊗O(−dEY S)

(3) IX̃
∼= h∗IX ⊗O

(

(n− d)EY S
)

Examples arise as in Example 3.10, but letting the hypersurface there have

degree n− d. Then X̃ is cut out of S̃ by π∗OPn(n− d), and the result may

be checked in the same way.

This clarifies why Assumption (c) will be important in the argument that

follows. In particular, in the discrepant case we do not have Proposition 3.13

below, which will be key in the proof of Theorem 3.14.

Recall that h is the blowup of smooth S in smooth Y of constant codim-

ension n+ 1, and take notation as follows.

SY

S̃EY S

iY

jY

r h

Then we have semiorthogonal decompositions13

D(S̃) =
〈

h∗D(S),Φ1D(Y ), . . . ,ΦnD(Y )
〉

=
〈

Φ−n+1D(Y ), . . . ,Φ0D(Y ), h∗D(S)
〉 (3.E)

13See [Orl], or [BS] for a recent treatment with weaker assumptions. In particular, [BS,
Corollary 6.10] gives a decomposition of categories of perfect complexes, assuming that
Y is regularly embedded in S. For us, this assumption holds by smoothness as noted in
Proposition 3.2(2), and also by smoothness the categories of perfect complexes coincide
with bounded coherent categories.
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where admissible embeddings Φm are constructed as follows.

Φm = jY ∗

(

r∗(−)⊗Or(m− 1)
)

Proposition 3.13. We have the following natural isomorphism.

Φm(−)⊗ IX̃
∼= Φm−n(−⊗ i

∗
Y IX)

Proof. Note that

Φm(−)⊗ IX̃ = jY ∗

(

r∗(−)⊗Or(m− 1)
)

⊗ IX̃
∼= jY ∗

(

r∗(−)⊗Or(m− 1)⊗ j∗Y IX̃
)

but by Proposition 3.8(3)

j∗Y IX̃
∼= j∗Y (h

∗IX ⊗O(nEY S))

∼= j∗Y h
∗IX ⊗ j

∗
YO(nEY S)

∼= r∗i∗Y IX ⊗Or(−n)

so that

Φm(−)⊗ IX̃
∼= jY ∗

(

r∗(−)⊗ r∗i∗Y IX ⊗Or(m− 1− n)
)

∼= jY ∗

(

r∗(−⊗ i∗Y IX)⊗Or(m− 1− n)
)

= Φm−n(−⊗ i
∗
Y IX)

as required. �

We have now completed the preparations to prove Theorem A, that g∗ is

spherical. We also give a first description of the twist Tg∗ . Recall notation

as follows.

X

X̃

S

S̃

i

f

inc

h
g

Theorem 3.14 (Theorem A). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 consider

g∗ : D(S)→ D(X̃)

given by derived pullback. Then:

(0) g∗ is spherical.

Let H be the restriction of inc∗ to the left orthogonal of h∗D(S) in D(S̃), as

follows.

H = inc∗ : ⊥h∗D(S)→ D(X̃)

Then furthermore:

(1) H is spherical.
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(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼= T−1

H
(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Here NX̃ is the invertible normal sheaf of X̃ in S̃ = BlY S.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3(1) we have that X̃ is a Cartier divisor in S̃, so

S = inc∗ : D(S̃)→ D(X̃)

is spherical with cotwist − ⊗ IX̃ acting on D(S̃) by Proposition 2.2(1).

From (3.E) we have semiorthogonal decompositions of D(S̃), namely

D(S̃) =
〈

A,B
〉

=
〈

B′,A
〉

with A = h∗D(S), and B and B′ as follows.

B =
〈

Φ1D(Y ), . . . ,ΦnD(Y )
〉

B′ =
〈

Φ−n+1D(Y ), . . . ,Φ0D(Y )
〉

Proposition 3.13 above implies that

ΦmD(Y )⊗ IX̃ = Φm−nD(Y )

and so, noting that B and B′ are the smallest full triangulated subcategories

of D(S̃) containing the indicated images of D(Y ), we find the following.

CS B = B⊗ IX̃ = B′

We may therefore apply Theorem 2.6 to the spherical functor S. This gives

a spherical functor

SA = S h∗ = inc∗h∗ ∼= g∗

so that we have (0), and also a spherical functor SB which is H by construc-

tion, yielding (1). It furthermore gives a factorization

TS
∼= TSA

TSB

for the twist of S = inc∗. We have TS
∼= − ⊗ N ∨

X̃
[2] by Proposition 2.2(1),

and so rearranging we get (2). �

I now characterize the spherical functor H from Theorem 3.14 above in

terms of functors from the blowup locus Y . This will yield Theorem B,

which describes Tg∗ in the case when n = codimX Y = 1. Later we prove

Theorem D which describes Tg∗ for general n ≥ 1 under further assumptions.

For these results we use the following functors Fm.
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Definition 3.15. Recall notation as follows.

X

X̃

Y

EYX

fp

Define a functor

Fm : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗ ⊗Op(m− 1)

for m ∈ Z, where the last functor is derived pushforward.

Remark 3.16. In the case that Y is a point, as in Example 3.10, we have

Fm : D(pt)→ D(X̃) with Fm(Opt) given by the following object.

Em = OEY X(m− 1) ∈ D(X̃)

For Fm spherical, the twists TFm
are therefore simply twists TEm by spherical

objects.

The functors Fm are related to the embeddings of the semiorthogonal

decompositions (3.E) as follows. This requires base change, and uses in

particular smoothness of the ambient space S, see Remark 3.18 below.

Proposition 3.17. inc∗Φm
∼= Fm

Proof. Recall the intersection from Lemma 3.4(1), and take notation as fol-

lows.

EY SEYX

S̃X̃

j′Y

inc

jY

inc ′

(3.F)

Note that we also have a commutative triangle

EY SEYX

Y

p r

inc ′

and the following compatibility.

inc′∗Or(1) ∼= Op(1) (3.G)
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These allow us to rewrite Fm as follows.

Fm = j′Y ∗

(

p∗(−)⊗Op(m− 1)
)

∼= j′Y ∗

(

inc′∗r∗(−)⊗ inc′∗Or(m− 1)
)

∼= j′Y ∗inc
′∗
(

r∗(−)⊗Or(m− 1)
)

To finish the argument, we claim that base change holds for the intersec-

tion (3.F), namely an isomorphism as follows.

inc∗jY ∗
∼= j′Y ∗inc

′∗ (3.H)

As noted in Proposition 3.2(3), S̃ and EY S are smooth equidimensional.

Though X̃ may be singular, it is Cohen–Macaulay, indeed Gorenstein, using

Proposition 3.3(2), and equidimensional by Proposition 3.3(1). Then using

that jY is proper, the claimed isomorphism will follow by [Add, Proposi-

tion A.1]. The reference assumes finite type over a field and Noetherian: we

assume the former, which yields the latter [Sta, Lemma 01T6]. The refer-

ence furthermore assumes that X̃ , EY S and S̃ are connected, and that EYX

is of the expected dimension, but the argument goes through if they are

equidimensional and the irreducible components of EYX are of the expected

dimension, given as follows.

dim X̃ + dimEY S − dim S̃

For us, this is just dim X̃ − 1, and EYX is the exceptional divisor of the

blowup X̃ , so we are done. �

Remark 3.18. Assumption (a) may be weakened to allow S smooth in a

neighbourhood of X . Then S̃ is smooth in a neighbourhood of X̃ and EY S,

and the argument in [Add, Proposition A.1] suffices to give the required base

change.

It seems however that some smoothness of S (giving smoothness of S̃) is

needed for the base change (3.H) used above. For instance, such base change

fails for the fibre square associated to the intersection of two transverse lines

through the vertex of the singular cone {xy = z2}, see [Add, after proof of

Proposition A.1].

Proposition 3.19. Recall that in Theorem 3.14 we put

H = inc∗ : ⊥h∗D(S)→ D(X̃)

and that by (3.E) we have a semiorthogonal decomposition as follows.

⊥h∗D(S) =
〈

Φ1D(Y ), . . . ,ΦnD(Y )
〉

Restricting H to the mth component of this gives Fm from Definition 3.15.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.17. �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01T6


28 W. DONOVAN

Recall that under Assumption (b) we have a commutative diagram as

follows.

X

X̃

Y

EYX

fp

Theorem 3.20 (Theorem B). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 suppose

codimX Y = 1. Define a functor

F : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗

by composition, where the last functor is derived pushforward. Then:

(1) F is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼= T−1

F
(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Proof. For n = codimX Y = 1, Proposition 3.19 gives that H coincides

with F1, as the semiorthogonal decomposition there has only a single compo-

nent. Furthermore F = F1 from Definition 3.15. Then the result is contained

in Theorem 3.14. �

For a first example, recall Example 1.3, namely a small resolution of a

3-fold ordinary double point {ac + bd = 0} ∼= {xy + z2 + w2 = 0}. We also

have the following surface example.

Example 3.21. Let X be a surface quadric cone {xy+z2 = 0}, and Y a line

through the origin. This Y is Cartier except at the origin, and blowup along

it yields a minimal resolution of X . Note that EYX here is not smooth,

indeed it is a nodal curve, the union of the strict transform of Y and a P1

over the origin in X .

Remark 3.22. Continuing the pattern above by taking a curve {xy = 0}

yields only degenerate examples. Indeed, we saw in Proposition 3.2(1) that

n = codimX Y must be positive, but blowing up a smooth point gives an

isomorphism, whereas blowing up a node Y on a curve is not a contraction

(because the exceptional fibre is two points).

4. Blowups in non-Cartier divisors

In this section we work in the setting of Theorem C, where f is the blowup

in a divisor. (Note that the divisor is non-Cartier precisely when our con-

traction f is not an isomorphism.) Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
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X has a family of 3-fold ordinary double points parametrized by a possibly

singular and non-reduced Z.

I examine the geometry of the blowup of X along Y and prove the geomet-

ric part of Theorem C, namely part (0). The remaining homological part of

the proof is then completed in Section 5. Further examples of the geometry

are given in Section 9.

Remark 4.1. The blowup of X along Y may admit a flop: I use a duality

which corresponds to this flop in examples, namely the relation between

locally free sheaves F and F ′, see below Definition 4.3 and Example 4.7.

The following gives in detail the assumption of Theorem C, part (i), that

the normal cone CYX is cut out of the total space of the normal bundle NY S

in a particular way. As preparation, note the following.

• NY S is a locally free sheaf of rank 2, as Y is regularly embedded in

smooth S with codimension 2 using Proposition 3.2(2).

• NXS is an invertible sheaf, as X is an effective Cartier divisor in S

by Proposition 3.3(1).

Letting TotNY S be the total space, and π its projection to Y , we make the

following.

Assumption 4.2. Take a section θ of the rank 2 locally free sheaf

F = Hom(NY S,NXS|Y )

on Y . Assume that the normal cone CYX is cut out of TotNY S by the

canonically induced section η of π∗NXS|Y , as described in Proposition 4.4.

The sheaves appearing in the above construction will be denoted as follows

for readability, and to exhibit a useful duality between F and F ′ which

appears in Lemma 4.10 below.

Definition 4.3. Notate sheaves on Y as follows.

• F ′ = NY S a locally free sheaf of rank 2

• L = NXS|Y an invertible sheaf

By construction we therefore have the following.

F ∼= Hom(F ′,L) (4.A)

Proposition 4.4. A section θ of F canonically induces a section η of π∗L,

writing the projection π : TotF ′ → Y . If θ is regular, then η is also regular.

Proof. From (4.A) we have

π∗F ∼= Hom(π∗F ′, π∗L)

and π∗F ′ has a tautological section by construction. Hence the section π∗θ

of π∗F induces a section η of π∗L as required.
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If θ is regular, then η is regular by a local calculation as follows. Recalling

that Y is smooth, take local coordinates y, and fibre coordinates z = (z1, z2)

for TotF ′. Then locally we have a section θ(y) of F , and may choose a

trivialization of F so that θ = (θ1, θ2) and η = θ · z with the standard inner

product. The claim is then just that this local section η is non-zero, which

is clear as the local sections θi are non-zero by regularity. �

The following appears in the statement of Theorem C.

Definition 4.5. Let

Z = V (θ) ⊂ Y

be the zeroes of the section θ of F from Assumption 4.2.

If we assume the section θ is regular as in Theorem C, assumption (ii),

then Z is codimension 2 in Y .

Remark 4.6. If L = NXS|Y is trivial then we simply have the following.

F ∼= N ∨
Y S

For orientation, I give the following basic example, where X is a 3-fold

with an ordinary double point Z. Our interest is in more general cases,

where X has a family of such points parametrized by Z, see Section 9. Note

also that in general Z may be singular and non-reduced, see Example 5.4.

Example 4.7. Take X = {ac+ bd = 0} in S = k4, and Y = {c, d = 0} ∼= k2

with coordinates (a, b). The bundle F ′ = NY S has fibre coordinates (c, d),

and X is cut out of S by a function so L is trivial, and hence F = F ′∨.

Taking dual fibre coordinates for F , the regular section θ = (a, b) induces

the section η = ac+ bd of the trivial bundle π∗L, which clearly cuts out the

normal cone as follows.

CYX ∼= {ac + bd = 0} ⊂ TotNY S

Note also that Z = V (θ) = {0}, namely the singular point of X .

Blowing up X along Y gives a small resolution X̃ . The duality between

F and F ′ corresponds to the flop of this X̃ , as follows. Identifying S with

TotF ′, the flop is given by blowing up X along π−1Z. Then π−1Z and Y

naturally arise as the zeroes of sections of π∗F and π∗F ′ respectively, namely

π∗θ and the tautological section.

Proposition 4.8. In the setting of Theorem C, for the singular locus SingX
of X we have:

SingX ∩ Y = Z

Indeed, this may be interpreted as an equality of subschemes of X.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.4 we work locally on Y . As there,

take local coordinates (y, z) for TotF ′ = TotNY S such that η = θ(y) · z.



DERIVED SYMMETRIES FOR CREPANT CONTRACTIONS 31

Then to check the Jacobian criterion we may calculate as follows.

dη

d(y, z)
=
d(θ · z)

d(y, z)
=

(

dθ

dy
· z, θ ·

dz

dz

)

=

(

dθ

dy
· z, θ

)

The singular locus of the normal cone CYX is then locally cut out by these

two functions and η, therefore SingX ∩ Y is given by further cutting by z.

But the functions
dθ

dy
· z and η = θ · z

are clearly already contained in the ideal generated by z, so we find that

SingX ∩ Y is locally cut out of TotNY S by θ and z, giving Z scheme-

theoretically, as required. �

This yields the following dichotomy.

Proposition 4.9. In the setting of Theorem C, we have:

(1) If dimX ≤ 2 then Z is empty.

(2) If dimX ≥ 3 then X is singular.

Proof. The subscheme Z has constant codimension 2 in Y , thence constant

codimension 3 in X . So if dimX ≤ 2 then Z is empty, giving (1). If

dimX ≥ 3 then Z is non-empty, giving (2) using Proposition 4.8. �

The following is a general property of locally free sheaves F and F ′ related

as in (4.A).

Lemma 4.10. For F and F ′ locally free sheaves of finite rank, and an

invertible sheaf L, all on the same space, we have the following.

F ∼= Hom(F ′,L) ⇐⇒ F ′ ∼= Hom(F ,L)

If furthermore F and F ′ have rank 2, then the spaces below are dual.

Hom(detF ,L) Hom(detF ′,L)

Proof. The first is clear. For the second, Hom(detF ,L) is dual to

Hom(L, detF) ∼= Hom(L⊗2, detF)⊗ L

∼= detHom(L,F)⊗ L

∼= Hom(detHom(F ,L),L)

∼= Hom(detF ′,L)

giving the result. �

For Theorem C(0), we want to show that p : EYX → Y is the blowup

of Y along the codimension 2 locus Z, which is cut out by a section of a

rank 2 locally free sheaf F . The following gives a standard description of

such blowups.
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Lemma 4.11. For F a rank 2 locally free sheaf on Y , write s : PF → Y for

the associated projective bundle. Then we have that:

(1) There is an isomorphism

s∗(Os(1)⊗ s
∗ detF) ∼= F∨ ⊗ detF ∼= F

and thence a section θ of F induces a section σ of

Os(1)⊗ s
∗ detF

on PF .

Assuming furthermore that θ is regular:

(2) V (σ) ∼= BlV (θ)Y .

(3) Restricting s to V (σ) gives the blowup morphism.

Proof. (1) The first isomorphism follows from the projection formula, and

the second follows using that F is rank 2.

(2) Again as in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we work locally on Y , with coor-

dinates y, so that we have a local section θ(y) of F . Taking fibre coordinates

w = (w1, w2) for TotF gives coordinates (w1 : w2) for PF . Then trivializing

F so that θ = (θ1, θ2), and using that θ is regular, the blowup BlV (θ)Y is

locally cut out of PF by the following function.

τ = w1 s
∗θ2 − w2 s

∗θ1

Interpreting the wi as local sections of Os(1)⊗ s∗F , we see that τ is a local

section of Os(1) ⊗ s
∗ detF , and is given by σ above. This gives the claim

locally, and we deduce the required global result.

(3) This follows immediately from the local construction above. �

The following is also general. It will be used to compare the blowup of Z

in Y with the blowup of Y in X .

Proposition 4.12. Let F and F ′ be rank 2 locally free sheaves on Y , and

L an invertible sheaf on Y such that F ∼= Hom(F ′,L). Then:

(1) There is an isomorphism of projective bundles

PF ∼= PF ′

on Y coming from the following isomorphism.

F ∼= F ′ ⊗Hom(detF ′,L)

(2) Writing s : PF → Y and s′ : PF ′ → Y , we have corresponding

invertible sheaves under the isomorphism of (1) as follows.

Os(1)⊗ s
∗Hom(detF ′,L) ←→ Os′(1)



DERIVED SYMMETRIES FOR CREPANT CONTRACTIONS 33

(3) We have further corresponding sheaves as follows.

Os(1)⊗ s
∗ detF ←→ Os′(1)⊗ s

′∗L

Proof. (1) Note that Hom(F ′, detF ′) ∼= F ′ because F ′ is rank 2, so we have

F ∼= Hom(F ′,L)

∼= Hom(Hom(F ′, detF ′),L)

∼= Hom(detF ′,F ′ ⊗L)

∼= F ′ ⊗Hom(detF ′,L)

where Hom(detF ′,L) is invertible, so projectivizing gives the claim.

(2) Putting MY = Hom(detF ′,L), under the isomorphism PF ∼= PF ′

from (1) we have corresponding invertible sheaves

Os(1) ←→ Os′(1)⊗ s
′∗M∨

Y

and thence the following, as required.

Os(1)⊗ s
∗MY ←→ Os′(1)

(3) By a similar chain of isomorphisms as above, we have

F ′ ∼= F ⊗Hom(detF ,L)

and projectivizing gives the same isomorphism PF ∼= PF ′ as in (1). Now

puttingM′
Y = Hom(detF ,L) we have corresponding sheaves as follows.

Os(1) ←→ Os′(1)⊗ s
′∗M′

Y

We finally obtain the result using that

M′
Y
∼= detF∨ ⊗ L

and that the correspondence is monoidal. �

We are now ready to prove the geometric part of Theorem C: the homo-

logical part is completed in Section 5. We take our usual assumptions from

Section 1.1 with the exception of Assumption (c), namely crepancy of f .

Theorem 4.13 (Theorem C, part (0)). Under Assumptions (a) and (b) of

Section 1.1 with codimX Y = 1, suppose furthermore that Assumption 4.2

holds and that the section θ there is regular. Then:
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(0) The projection p : EYX → Y is the blowup of Y along Z, giving a

commutative diagram as follows.

Y

EYX

Z

EZY

q

jZ

p

(1) The invertible sheaf Op(1) is degree 1 on the fibres of q, indeed

j∗ZOp(1) ∼= Oq(1)⊗ q
∗MY |Z

withMY an invertible sheaf on Y as follows.

MY = Hom(detNY S,NXS|Y )

I give the proof of this theorem after the following remarks.

Ez Ey

EY S

NES̃

Figure 3. Sketch of the blowup along Y in the setting of Theorem C.
Compare Figure 1 which shows the geometry before the blowup. The
exceptional locus E = EY S is a projective bundle r of relative dimension 1
over Y . I illustrate fibres Ez over z in Z, and Ey over y not in Z. The

normal bundleNES̃ is the total space ofOr(−1). This bundle contains the
strict transform of CY X . The transform is indicated by thickened lines:
its intersection with E is the locus EY X . Theorem 4.13(0) establishes
that EY X is the blowup of Y along Z.
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Remark 4.14. The sheafMY appearing in Theorem 4.13 may be motivated

as follows. Suppose we are in the degenerate case where Y is Cartier in X ,

so that f is an isomorphism. Then from the short exact sequence

0→ NYX → NY S → NXS|Y → 0

we find thatMY
∼= N ∨

Y X . So we may think ofMY as a substitute for N ∨
Y X

in the interesting case where Y is non-Cartier in X (and consequently NYX

is not invertible).

Remark 4.15. If L = NXS|Y is trivial then we simply have the following.

MY
∼= detN ∨

Y S

To prove Theorem 4.13, we study the geometry of the blowup ofX along Y ,

in particular the exceptional locus EYX . This is illustrated in Figure 3.

Proof of Theorem 4.13(0). First recall that by Definition 4.5, Z is the zeroes

of the section θ of F on Y . Then by Lemma 4.11, writing s : PF → Y , there

is a corresponding section σ of

Os(1)⊗ s
∗ detF

on PF , and the zeroes of σ give the subscheme BlZY .

Now to compare BlZY with EYX , take F ′ = NY S and L = NXS|Y
as in Definition 4.3, and apply Proposition 4.12(1). This gives the first

isomorphism below: the second follows because Y is regularly embedded

in S by Proposition 3.2(2).

PF ∼= PF ′ ∼= EY S (4.B)

I will show that the subscheme BlZY is taken to EYX by this composition.

First note that under (4.B) we have, using Proposition 4.12(3), corresponding

invertible sheaves

Os(1)⊗ s
∗ detF ←→ Or(1)⊗ r

∗L

where we write r : EY S → Y for the projection (as before in Proposi-

tion 3.17). The section σ of the left-hand sheaf corresponds to a section ρ,

say, of the right-hand side.

To determine the image of BlZY under (4.B), we describe the section ρ.

Note that

r∗(Or(1)⊗ r
∗L) ∼= F ′∨ ⊗ L ∼= Hom(F ′,L) = F

and so the section θ of F corresponds to a section of Or(1)⊗r∗L. Reviewing

the proofs of Lemma 4.11(1) and Proposition 4.12 this is found to be ρ.

Now EYX is the projectivization of the normal cone CYX , which is a

subscheme of TotNY S. Writing π : TotNY S → Y , Proposition 4.4 explains

that θ induces a section η of π∗L which, by Assumption 4.2, cuts out CYX .
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By construction η is linear on the fibres of π, so η induces a section of

Or(1)⊗ r
∗L on EY S ∼= PNY S which cuts out EYX . Reviewing the proof of

Proposition 4.4 this latter section is also found to be ρ.

Combining, we find that the isomorphism (4.B) restricts to BlZY ∼= EYX .

Furthermore, by Lemma 4.11(3) the blowup morphism for BlZY is identi-

fied with the restriction of s to BlZY , which we may now identify with the

projection p : EYX → Y , completing the proof. �

Remark 4.16. Working locally on Y , the argument above can be written

explicitly in coordinates. For instance, the corresponding sections σ and ρ

are given locally by

w1 s
∗θ2 − w2 s

∗θ1 and z1 r
∗θ1 + z2 r

∗θ2

for fibre coordinates w and z on TotF and TotF ′ respectively, and taking

a corresponding trivialization of F so that θ = (θ1, θ2).

Proof of Theorem 4.13(1). We have corresponding invertible sheaves under

the isomorphism (4.B) as follows, using Proposition 4.12(2).

Os(1)⊗ s
∗Hom(detF ′,L) ←→ Or(1)

I claim that restricting to EZY gives the following, yielding the result.

Oq(1)⊗ q
∗Hom(detF ′,L)|Z ←→ j∗ZOp(1)

For the left-hand side note that the restriction of s to EZY is identified

with q, and thence the restriction of Os(1) is identified with Oq(1). The

claim then follows by commutativity of the diagram below.

Y

PF

Z

EZY

q s

For the right-hand side the claim follows using the compatibility of Op(1)

and Or(1), previously given as (3.G) in the proof of Proposition 3.17. �

Finally, we note how the canonical sheaves of X and Z are related for

reference later.

Proposition 4.17. There is an isomorphism as follows.

ωZ
∼= ωX |Z ⊗L|Z

= ωX |Z ⊗NXS|Z

Proof. By the adjunction formula and Definition 4.3 we have the following.

ωX |Y ∼= ωS|Y ⊗NXS|Y = ωS|Y ⊗L
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Combining with

ωS|Y ∼= ωY ⊗ detN ∨
Y S = ωY ⊗ detF ′∨

we then find

ωX |Y ∼= ωY ⊗Hom(detF ′,L)

∼= ωY ⊗Hom(L, detF)

where the second isomorphism is by Lemma 4.10. The result follows by

restricting this to Z and comparing with

ωZ
∼= ωY |Z ⊗ detF|Z

which again is from the adjunction formula. �

Remark 4.18. In particular, in the case that L is trivial on Z, then if ωX

is trivial (or, equivalently by crepancy, ωX̃ is trivial) then the same is true

for ωZ . In this case, therefore, our construction can be seen as relating

Calabi–Yau spaces of different dimension via spherical functors. Examples

are discussed in Remark 9.18.

5. Twists and non-Cartier divisors

In this section I describe the twist Tg∗ for f the blowup in a non-Cartier

divisor under certain natural geometric assumptions, see Theorem 5.1 be-

low. This is used to complete the proof of Theorem C, which is given as

Corollary 5.2.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we repeat the trick of Theorem 3.14, but using a

different spherical functor: there, we used that a derived pullback to X̃ is

spherical; here, we use that a derived pushforward to X̃ is spherical, namely

the pushforward along the inclusion of the exceptional locus EYX . In this

section, inc denotes this inclusion.

First note that under the assumptions of Section 1.1 we have a blowup

square as follows.

X

X̃

Y

EYX

f

inc

p

Theorem 5.1. Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 take codimX Y = 1,

and suppose furthermore that:
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(i) The projection p is the blowup of Y along Z, for Z regularly embedded

of constant codimension 2, giving a commutative diagram as follows.

Y

EYX

Z

EZY

q p (5.A)

(ii) The restriction of Op(1) to EZY is given by Oq(1) ⊗ q∗M for some

invertible sheafM.

Now we may put

G : D(Z) D(EZY ) D(EZY ) D(X̃)
q∗ ⊗Oq(−1)

where the last functor is derived pushforward. Then:

(1) G is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX

∼= TG(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Here NX is the invertible normal sheaf of X in S.

I prove Theorem 5.1 at the end of this section. Combining it with Theo-

rem 4.13 immediately gives the following.

Corollary 5.2 (Theorem C). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 suppose

codimX Y = 1, and furthermore that Assumption 4.2 holds and that the

section θ appearing there is regular. Then:

(0) The projection p is the blowup of Y along Z, the zeroes of θ in Y .

(1) G is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX

∼= TG(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Here NX is the invertible normal sheaf of X in S.

Remark 5.3. Note that ωg
∼= ωf ⊗ f ∗ωi

∼= f ∗ωi = f ∗NX using crepancy of f ,

so that (2) above may also be written as follows.

Tg∗(−)⊗ ωg
∼= TG(−)[2]

Corollary 5.2 applies in a range of examples where X contains a family of

3-fold ordinary double points parametrized by Z, see Section 9. A first inter-

esting example is the following 3-fold, which appears in Reid’s pagoda [Rei].
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Example 5.4. Let X be u2 − v2 = x2 − y2w in S = A4. This has two small

resolutions X̃ given by blowing up in (u+v, x±yw), so we take the following.

Y = {u+ v, x+ yw = 0}

Rewriting X as

(u+ v)
(

(u+ v)− 2v
)

= (x+ yw)
(

(x+ yw)− 2yw
)

the normal cone CYX is given as follows.

(u+ v)v = (x+ yw)yw

Hence Assumption 4.2 holds, as CYX is cut out ofNY S by a function induced

by a regular section θ = (v,−yw) of the trivial rank 2 bundle on Y .

We are therefore in the setting of Corollary 5.2 with Z = {yw, v = 0} ⊂ Y ,

a fattened point of length w. The spherical functor G : D(Z) → D(X̃) may

be described as follows. Let R = k[y]/yw so that Z = SpecR. Then Oq(−1)
on EZY has an R-module structure via q, and we may put

E = Oq(−1) ∈ D(X̃)

using the embedding of EZY in X̃ . Take a diagram as follows, where D(R)

is the bounded derived category of finitely generated R-modules.

D(Z) D(X̃)

D(R) D(X̃)

G

GR
∼

E⊗R−

Hom(E ,−)

Reviewing the definition of G, we see that both squares in the diagram com-

mute, and thence TG fits into a triangle as follows.

E ⊗R Hom(E ,−)→ id→ TG →

We see that TG recovers Toda’s fat spherical twist [Tod1].14 However the

method of proof here is quite different, being more geometric and avoiding

homological calculations, and the isomorphism (2) is new to my knowledge.

Remark 5.5. In the above Example 5.4 it is straightforward and instructive

to check Corollary 5.2(0) directly as follows. Note first that X̃ is the graph

of the rational map X 99K P
1 given below.

(u+ v : x+ yw) = (x− yw : u− v) =
(

(x+ yw)− 2yw : (u+ v)− 2v
)

Now EYX is the graph of this rational map after restriction to Y , which is

given by (−2yw : −2v) = (yw : v). There is an isomorphism Y ∼= A2 where

14Note that Toda takes a sheaf E on X̃ × SpecR, whereas we have equivalently taken a
sheaf E on X̃ with an R-module structure.
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we take coordinates (y, v) on the latter. Hence p : EYX → Y is the blowup

of A2 along Z = {yw, v = 0}. Note that EYX is singular for w > 1: a chart

on it is given by the graph of the rational map yw/v : Y 99K A
1, which is a

singular hypersurface.

Remark 5.6. For w = 1 in the above Example 5.4, X = {u2−v2 = x2−y2} ∼=
{ac + bd = 0} after a change of coordinates, giving the 3-fold ordinary

double point of Example 4.7. In this case the argument above shows that

TG is simply a twist TE around a spherical object E = OE(−1) with support

E = EZY ∼= P1. Corollary 5.2(2) then gives the following.

Tg∗
∼= TE [2]

Note that this is easily seen to hold on the object E itself, as follows. The

left-hand side gives E because f∗E = 0 by a standard cohomology calculation,

and Tg∗ fits in a triangle with g∗g∗ → id where g∗ ∼= i∗f∗. The right-hand

side also gives E using the following general property of spherical twists, see

for instance [Huy, Exercise 8.5(ii)].

TE : E 7→ E [− dim X̃ + 1]

These observations are generalized in Section 6.

Remark 5.7. I explain the relation of Corollary 5.2 to work of Bodzenta and

Bondal [BB]. They consider a flopping contraction of curves to X an affine

canonical hypersurface singularity of multiplicity 2. In this setting, there is

an autoequivalence

FlopFlop : D(X̃)→ D(X̃ ′)→ D(X̃)

via the derived category of the flop X̃ ′. Bodzenta–Bondal explain that this

autoequivalence fits in a triangle of Fourier–Mukai functors [BB, end of Sec-

tion 4.5, equation 65] as follows.15

id[1]
η
→ g∗g∗ → FlopFlop→

Taking NX trivial, as in their setting, we have g! ∼= g∗[−1], so that

η[−1] : id→g∗g∗[−1]

yields a morphism ǫ : id→ g!g∗. If we assume that ǫ is the adjunction unit,

and that we may take functorial cones, then Cone(ǫ) ∼= FlopFlop[−1]. On the

other hand, using the inverse twists from Remark 2.4 we have the following.

Cone(ǫ) ∼= T−1
g!
[1] ∼= T−1

g∗ [1]

Bodzenta–Bondal further give a spherical functor Ψ to D(X̃) and show

that T−1
Ψ
∼= FlopFlop [BB, Corollary 5.18]. Putting together with the above

15More precisely, they make this statement at the unbounded quasicoherent level.
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we would find

T−1
g∗ [2]

∼= FlopFlop ∼= T−1
Ψ

and thence

Tg∗
∼= TΨ[2]

which resembles Corollary 5.2(2) above. It would therefore be interesting

to compare Ψ and our functor G. More broadly, this resemblance suggests

that there should be common generalizations of the results here and those

of Bodzenta–Bondal.

I now prepare for the proof of Theorem 5.1. Take notation for the blowup

square (5.A) as follows.

Y

EYX

Z

EZY

iZ

q

jZ

p (5.B)

Using this notation, assumption (ii) of Theorem 5.1 has the following form.

Assumption 5.8 (Assumption (d)). The restriction of Op(1) to EZY is

described as follows.

j∗ZOp(1) ∼= Oq(1)⊗ q
∗M

Though Z may not be smooth or reduced (see for instance Example 5.4)

we still have decompositions as follows.

Proposition 5.9. Given a blowup square (5.B) for the blowup of smooth Y

along Z regularly embedded of constant codimension 2, then:

(1) Functors p∗ and q∗ preserve the bounded coherent derived category.

(2) There are semiorthogonal decompositions

D(EYX) =
〈

p∗D(Y ),Ψ1D(Z)
〉

=
〈

Ψ0D(Z), p
∗D(Y )

〉 (5.C)

where embeddings Ψm are given by

Ψm = jZ∗

(

q∗(−)⊗Oq(m− 1)
)

.

Proof. (1) We have the following.

• p∗ is pullback from smooth Y .16

• q∗ is pullback along a flat morphism.

Note that the flatness here follows because Z is regularly embedded in Y .

16Note however that EY X may be singular, as in Remark 5.5.
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(2) Bergh and Schnürer, working in a more general setting of algebraic stacks,

prove a version of the first of these decompositions [BS, Corollary 6.10] for

categories of ‘locally bounded pseudo-coherent’ complexes. They show the

components to be right admissible. They require that Z is regularly embed-

ded in Y with constant codimension, which holds for us by assumption. I

explain how the first decomposition of (5.C) follows, with admissible com-

ponents, using that Y is smooth.

First note that categories of locally bounded pseudo-coherent complexes

coincide with categories of complexes with bounded coherent cohomology

assuming our schemes are Noetherian, which holds by finite type over a

field.

It remains for us to show that the components are left admissible. For

this, we argue that each composand of the embedding functors has a left

adjoint. For tensoring by Oq(m − 1) this is clear. For jZ∗ we have a left

adjoint j∗Z which preserves the bounded coherent category because jZ is the

inclusion of a Cartier divisor.17 For the others, we use coherent duality, as

follows.

Part (1) implies that the morphisms p and q have finite Tor-dimension,

and hence are perfect. Indeed, they are morphisms of finite type between

Noetherian schemes so they are pseudo-coherent [Sta, Lemma 0684]. For

such morphisms, finite Tor-dimension implies perfect [Sta, Lemma 069C].

Furthermore p and q are proper, indeed projective, as (5.B) is a blowup

square. Therefore by coherent duality p∗ and q∗ have left adjoints, at least

at the unbounded quasicoherent level (for a summary, see for instance [AL1,

Section 2.2], in particular the end of the section).

I claim that in our setting these left adjoints preserve the bounded coherent

derived category. Note first that everything in the blowup square (5.B) is

Gorenstein, as follows.

• Y is smooth by Assumption (b).

• Z is not necessarily smooth, but is regularly embedded in Y smooth,

by assumption (i) of Theorem 5.1.

• EZY is a projective bundle over Z, again because Z is regularly

embedded in Y .

• EYX is regularly embedded in smooth S̃. Indeed, it is Cartier in X̃,

which is in turn Cartier in S̃ by Proposition 3.3(1).

Then the left adjoint p! of p
∗ is given by

p! = p∗(−⊗ ωp[dim p])

with ωp an invertible sheaf. The claim follows for p∗, and similarly for q∗.

17This fact was previously noted in Remark 2.3. It is needed here because we may not
assume that the target EY X of jZ is smooth.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0684
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/069C
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We conclude that the embedding functors of the first decomposition have

left adjoints, so indeed the components are admissible as required. The

second decomposition follows in the same way, after a straightforward mod-

ification of the method of Bergh–Schnürer [BS, proof of Theorem 6.9]. �

The next proposition relates the embedding functors Ψm for the above

semiorthogonal decompositions (5.C). I will use it to apply Theorem 2.6 to

these decompositions in Proposition 5.14 below.

Proposition 5.10. Under Assumption 5.8 we have the following.

Ψm(−)⊗Op(−1) ∼= Ψm−1(−⊗M
∨)

Proof. For the case m = 1 we have

Ψ1(−)⊗Op(−1) = jZ∗q
∗(−)⊗Op(−1)

∼= jZ∗

(

q∗(−)⊗ j∗ZOp(−1)
)

∼= jZ∗

(

q∗(−)⊗Oq(−1)⊗ q
∗M∨

)

∼= jZ∗

(

q∗(−⊗M∨)⊗Oq(−1)
)

= Ψ0(−⊗M
∨)

and the general case follows similarly. �

We define functors Gm for m ∈ Z as follows, noting that G0 gives the

functor G from Theorem 5.1.

Definition 5.11. Recalling the notation of (5.B), define a functor

Gm : D(Z) D(EZY ) D(EZY ) D(X̃)
q∗ ⊗Oq(m− 1)

by composition. Here q∗ preserves the bounded coherent derived category as

noted in Proposition 5.9(1), and the last functor is derived pushforward.

These functors Gm are related to the embeddings Ψm of the semiorthogonal

decompositions (5.C) as follows.

Proposition 5.12. inc∗Ψm
∼= Gm

Proof. Recalling that inc denotes the inclusion of the exceptional locus EYX

in X̃ and that

Ψm = jZ∗

(

q∗(−)⊗Oq(m− 1)
)

then the claim is clear. �

Proposition 5.13. Under Assumption 5.8 the functors Gm are related by

invertible sheaves, as follows.

Gm+l(−) ∼= Gm(−⊗M
∨⊗l)⊗O(−lEYX)
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Proof. First note that inc∗O(EYX) ∼= Op(−1) so Proposition 5.10 yields the

following.

Ψm(−)⊗ inc∗O(EYX) ∼= Ψm−1(−⊗M
∨)

Applying inc∗ gives

Gm(−)⊗O(EYX) = Gm−1(−⊗M
∨)

using the projection formula and Proposition 5.12 above. Thence

Gm(−) = Gm−1(−⊗M
∨)⊗O(−EYX)

and the result follows by induction. �

Recall that we found a spherical functor F from D(Y ) in Theorem B. The

following establishes that G = G0 from D(Z) is also spherical, and gives in

particular a relation between the twists of F and G on D(X̃).

Proposition 5.14. Take the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 and recall the

functors Gm from Definition 5.11, noting that G = G0. Then:

(1) Gm is spherical for each m ∈ Z.

(2) There are isomorphisms

TF TG1
∼= −⊗O(EYX) ∼= TG0

TF

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

Proof. Recall that F is defined as follows.

F : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗ inc∗

Here EYX is a Cartier divisor in X̃ so, writing E = EYX for readability,

S = inc∗ : D(E)→ D(X̃)

is spherical with cotwist −⊗NE[−2] by Proposition 2.2(2). Now E is the ex-

ceptional locus of the blowup p soNE = Op(−1), and thence Proposition 5.10

yields the following.

CS Ψ1D(Z) = Ψ0D(Z)

We may therefore apply Theorem 2.6 to the spherical functor S, using the

semiorthogonal decompositions (5.C). This gives spherical functors

SA = inc∗p
∗ = F

SB = inc∗Ψ1
∼= G1

where the isomorphism is by Proposition 5.12, yielding (1) for m = 1. We

further obtain a factorization

TS
∼= TSA

TSB
∼= TF TG1
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and as TS
∼= − ⊗ I∨E = − ⊗ O(E) by Proposition 2.2(2), we get the first

isomorphism of (2).

For the rest we will use some standard facts about spherical functors. By

Proposition 5.13 we may write Gm
∼= ΦG1Φ

′ with autoequivalences Φ and Φ′

for each m ∈ Z. Knowing that G1 is spherical, this implies that Gm is also

spherical, completing the proof of (1).

To complete the proof of (2), note that for m = 0 we have Φ = −⊗O(E).

The twists of G0 and G1 are then related as follows.

TG0
∼= TΦG1Φ′

∼= TΦG1

∼= ΦTG1
Φ−1

The last two lines follow easily from the definitions: for a reference see for

instance [God, Lemma 6.3]. We thence have

TG0
∼= TG1

(

−⊗O(−E)
)

⊗O(E)

but using the first isomorphism of (2) we can write

TG1
(−) ∼= T−1

F

(

−⊗O(E)
)

and so combining we have

TG0
(−) ∼= T−1

F
(−)⊗O(E)

which rearranges to give the second isomorphism of (2). �

Remark 5.15. The method of proof above is dual to that of the previous

Theorem 3.14 in the sense that it uses the spherical functor associated to

the pushforward along the embedding of an effective Cartier divisor, rather

than the pullback. However the argument here is simpler, in the sense that

Proposition 3.17 required base change whereas Proposition 5.12 does not.

Combining Theorem 3.20 with Proposition 5.14, we now have that TF is

related to two different spherical twists, namely Tg∗ and TG. The interplay

between these two relations finally gives the following.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Note that G = G0. Then Proposition 5.14 gives that

G is spherical, and that

TG(−) ∼= T−1
F
(−)⊗O(EYX)

∼= Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃ ⊗O(EYX)[−2] (Theorem 3.20)

∼= Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX [−2] (Proposition 3.5)

where in the last line we use that n = codimX Y = 1, yielding the result. �
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6. Action on a spanning class

In this section I explain how our twist functors act on a spanning class. The

simple form of Tg∗ means that its action is particularly easily computed: the

actions of TF and TG follow as corollaries. We make the following additional

assumption on f , which holds if f is a resolution of rational singularities (in

particular, we should take X normal here, see [Kov, Remark 1.5]).

Assumption 6.1. The canonical morphism OX → f∗OX̃ is an isomorphism.

Here, as usual, we take the derived pushdown f∗. Note therefore that this

strengthens our assumption that f is a contraction, which required only that

R0f∗OX̃
∼= OX .

I first note the following, which is straightforward.

Proposition 6.2. The objects

C = g∗D(S) ∪ ker f∗

are a (one-sided) spanning class for D(X̃).

Proof. Write A⊥ for the right orthogonal to A, namely the full (triangulated)

subcategory of D with objects having only zero morphisms from A. We check

that F ∈ C⊥ implies F ∼= 0.18

For F ∈ g∗D(S)⊥ we have g∗F ∼= 0 by adjunction and the Yoneda lemma.

Now g∗F ∼= i∗f∗F ∼= 0 and, because i is a closed embedding, we deduce that

f∗F ∼= 0 so that F ∈ ker f∗ and the result follows. �

I then describe the action of our twist functors on this spanning class.

Proposition 6.3. Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 we have:

(1) Tg∗ g
∗(−) ∼= g∗(−)⊗ f ∗N ∨

X [2]

(2) Tg∗ |ker f∗ ∼= id

Proof. (1) First recall that we have

Tg∗ g
∗(−) ∼= g∗ Cg∗(−)[2]

by a general property of spherical functors, see for instance [Add, Sec-

tion 1.3].19 Under Assumption 6.1, id → f∗f
∗ is an isomorphism by the

projection formula, and so Cg∗
∼= Ci∗ using that g∗ ∼= f ∗i∗. But Ci∗

∼= −⊗IX

18A (two-sided) spanning class also satisfies this condition with ⊥C in place of C⊥, see for
instance [Huy, Definition 1.47].
19Note that Addington [Add] writes CS where we would write CS[1].
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by Proposition 2.2(1). Combining we have

Tg∗ g
∗(−) ∼= g∗(−⊗ IX)[2]

∼= g∗(−)⊗ g∗IX [2]

∼= g∗(−)⊗ f ∗i∗IX [2]

= g∗(−)⊗ f ∗N ∨
X [2]

as required.

(2) This is immediate from the definition, using that g∗ ∼= i∗f∗. �

Corollary 6.4. In the setting of Theorem B we have:

(1) T−1
F
g∗(−) ∼= g∗(−)⊗O(−EYX)

(2) T−1
F
|ker f∗ ∼= −⊗NX̃ [−2]

Proof. Recall that by Theorem B we have the following.

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼= T−1

F
(−)[2]

(1) The above gives

T−1
F
g∗(−)[2] ∼= Tg∗ g

∗(−)⊗NX̃

∼= g∗(−)⊗ f ∗N ∨
X ⊗NX̃ [2]

using Proposition 6.3(1). Then noting that n = codimX Y = 1 in the setting

of Theorem B, Proposition 3.5 gives the conclusion.

(2) This follows using Proposition 6.3(2). �

Corollary 6.5. In the setting of Theorem C we have:

(1) TG g
∗(−) ∼= g∗(−)

(2) TG |ker f∗ ∼= −⊗ f
∗NX [−2]

Furthermore, TG preserves ker f∗.

Proof. Recall that by Theorem C we have the following.

Tg∗(−)⊗ f
∗NX

∼= TG(−)[2]

Then this is a corollary of Proposition 6.3. The last part follows using the

projection formula for f∗. �

Remark 6.6. In particular, we see that TG always fixes the structure sheaf

OX̃
∼= g∗OS.

7. Blowups in general codimension

In this section I prove Theorem D which describes Tg∗ for f the blowup in

a locus with general codimension n ≥ 1, under additional global assumptions

that ωX is trivial and S is projective.
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The following result is a cousin of Theorem 2.6 of Halpern-Leistner and

Shipman, in a setting where the source of the spherical functor has a Serre

functor [BK, Huy]. It appears in Addington and Aspinwall [AA], where the

authors also credit it to unpublished work of Kuznetsov.

Theorem 7.1 ([AA, Theorem 11]). Let S : D → D′ be a spherical functor

such that D has a Serre functor Serre and a semiorthogonal decomposition

as follows.

D =
〈

A0, . . . ,An

〉

Assume that CS[d] ∼= Serre for some d ∈ Z. Let Sm denote the restriction

of S to Am. Then:

(1) Sm is spherical.

(2) TS factors as follows.

TS
∼= TS0

. . .TSn

(3) CSk
[d] ∼= Serrek, the restriction of Serre to Ak.

Though I do not use part (3) of the above in what follows, I include it for

reference. We will prove the following.

Theorem 7.2 (Theorem D). Under the assumptions of Section 1.1 with

n = codimX Y ≥ 1, suppose furthermore that:

(i) ωX is trivial.

(ii) S is projective.

We may put

Fm : D(Y ) D(EYX) D(EYX) D(X̃)
p∗ ⊗Op(m− 1)

for m ∈ Z, where the last functor is derived pushforward. Then:

(1) Fm is spherical for each m ∈ Z.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼=

(

TF1
. . .TFn

)−1
(−)[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).

As before, NX̃ is the invertible normal sheaf of X̃ in S̃ = BlY S.

Proof. We use an argument similar to Theorem 3.14. Recall from there that

S = inc∗ : D(S̃)→ D(X̃)

is a spherical functor with cotwist −⊗ IX̃ . By assumption (ii), S is projec-

tive, so its blowup S̃ is projective [Har, Proposition II.7.16] and furthermore

smooth by Proposition 3.2(3). Therefore D(S̃) has a Serre functor as follows,



DERIVED SYMMETRIES FOR CREPANT CONTRACTIONS 49

see for instance [Huy, Theorem 3.12].

Serre = −⊗ ωS̃[dim S̃]

To check that Serre satisfies the condition of Theorem 7.1, first note that

by assumption (i) and the adjunction formula we have IX ∼= ωS. Then

Proposition 3.8(1) gives

IX̃
∼= h!IX ∼= h!ωS

∼= ωS̃

where the last isomorphism uses the following.

h!(−) = ωh[dimh]⊗ h∗(−) ∼= ωS̃ ⊗ h
∗ω∨

S ⊗ h
∗(−)

Hence CS = −⊗ ωS̃ and the condition is satisfied with d = dim S̃.

Then applying Theorem 7.1 to the semiorthogonal decomposition

D(S̃) =
〈

h∗D(S),Φ1D(Y ), . . . ,ΦnD(Y )
〉

from (3.E) gives spherical functors Sm for m = 0, . . . , n and a factorization

as follows.

TS
∼= TS0 TS1 . . .TSn

We have TS
∼= −⊗N ∨

X̃
[2] and S0

∼= g∗ exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.14.

Now Sm
∼= Fm using Proposition 3.17, and so we see that the Fm are spherical

for m = 1, . . . , n. The following Lemma 7.3 gives that for each m,m′ ∈ Z,

Fm
∼= ΦFm′ for some autoequivalence Φ. We thence deduce (1).

Finally, for (2), note that the above factorization of TS gives

−⊗N ∨
X̃
[2] ∼= Tg∗ TF1

. . .TFn

and rearrange. �

Lemma 7.3. The functors Fm are related by invertible sheaves, as follows.

Fm+l(−) ∼= Fm(−)⊗OX̃(−lEYX)

Proof. We have

Fm+1 = j′Y ∗

(

p∗(−)⊗Op(m)
)

where j′Y denotes the embedding of EYX in X̃ , as in the proof of Propo-

sition 3.17. Noting that j′∗Y OX̃(EYX) = Op(−1) and using the projection

formula we find

Fm+1(−)⊗OX̃(EYX) ∼= Fm(−)

and the result follows by induction. �

Remark 7.4. Applying the same argument to the other decomposition shown

in (3.E) gives a factorization

(−⊗N ∨
X̃
)[2] ∼= TF−n+1

. . .TF0
Tg∗(−)

yielding an isomorphism as follows.

Tg∗(−⊗NX̃)
∼=

(

TF−n+1
. . .TF0

)−1
(−)[2]
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Example 7.5. Let X be a quartic K3 surface in S = P3 with a node x.

Let Y = {x} and write E = EYX ∼= P
1 for the exceptional locus in the

blowup X̃ , as illustrated in Figure 2. Then Theorem 7.2 applies with n = 2.

As in Remark 3.16, the twists TF1
and TF2

are simply twists by spherical

objects

OE and OE(1)

respectively, which are

OP1 and OP1(2)

via the above isomorphism, as E is a conic in EY S ∼= P2. By Theorem 7.2(2)

we therefore have a relation

Tg∗(−)⊗NX̃
∼=

(

TO
P1
TO

P1
(2)

)−1
(−)[2] (7.A)

in the autoequivalence group of D(X̃). Note that NX̃ |P1
∼= OP1(4), where

the 4 here is (minus) the self-intersection number of the curve E in X̃. In

Example 8.3 below I explain how, after some work, the above relation is

compatible with known results.

It would be interesting to study relations such as (7.A) in further examples

satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 7.2. In particular we have global

analogues of the Calabi–Yau n-fold cones of Example 3.10, as follows.

Example 7.6. As in Example 3.10, consider the affine cone over a reduced

hypersurface H of degree n in Pn for n ≥ 2, defined by pn(x) a homogeneous

polynomial of degree n in variables x0, . . . , xn. Now we construct a singular

Calabi–Yau n-fold, satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 7.2, with a chart

given by a deformation of this cone.

Take a further variable y and put X = V (q) ⊂ Pn+1 for q a generic

quadratic in y whose coefficients are polynomials in x0, . . . , xn, with leading

coefficient pn and homogeneous in x0, . . . , xn, y. In other words, we put

q(x, y) = pn(x)y
2 + rn+1(x)y + rn+2(x)

where rd(x) denotes a generic homogeneous polynomial of degree d in the

variables x. Then X = V (q) ⊂ Pn+1 is reduced. On the chart U = {y 6= 0},

the restriction XU is cut out by

qU(x/y) = pn(x/y) + rn+1(x/y) + rn+2(x/y)

after dividing through by yn+2. This qU(x/y) is pn(x/y) to leading order,

so XU is a deformation of the affine cone V (pn) ⊂ An+1, as required.

Take S = Pn+1 and Y to be the point (x, y) = (0, 1). Then the normal

cone CYX is V (pn) ⊂ An+1 and so the exceptional locus EYX is a degree n

hypersurface in EY S ∼= Pn. For instance, if n = 2 then EYX ∼= P1 is a conic,

and if n = 3 then EYX is a cubic surface.
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This satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 7.2: in particular, f is crepant

by a local calculation on the chart U as in Example 3.10, and ωX is trivial

by adjunction because X is a hypersurface of degree n+ 2 in Pn+1.

For further examples where Theorem 7.2 applies, we may take a family

of one of the classes of singularities from the above Example 3.10 over a

positive-dimensional base Y .

8. Compatibility with base change

In this section I explain how the twist Tg∗ has a pleasing compatibility with

base change. I show how this leads to interesting results, even for the basic

example of a 3-fold ordinary double point, after base change to a hyperplane

section.

Proposition 8.1. Take a fibre square where g and g′ are obtained as in

Section 1.1.

X̃X̃ ′

SS ′

g′

φ

g

Then the associated twists are intertwined by φ∗ as follows.

Tg∗ φ∗
∼= φ∗ Tg′∗

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 8.2(2) below, after noting the

following. By our assumptions in Section 1.1 we have dim g = dim g′ = −1.

By Theorem A the functors g∗ and g′∗ are spherical so their twists have

quasi-inverses. Finally, X̃ and X̃ ′ are Gorenstein by Proposition 3.3(2),

thence Cohen–Macaulay. �

The following is a general observation regarding twists associated to fibre

squares admitting base change.

Lemma 8.2. Take a fibre square of equidimensional schemes with S and S ′

smooth, R and R′ Cohen–Macaulay, dim g = dim g′ and g proper, as follows.

RR′

SS ′

g′

φ

g

ψ

Assume that Tg∗ and Tg′∗ fit into cones of Fourier–Mukai functors as usual.

Then we have:
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(1) φ∗ Tg∗
∼= Tg′∗ φ

∗

If furthermore Tg∗ and Tg′∗ have quasi-inverses, then:

(2) Tg∗ φ∗
∼= φ∗ Tg′∗

Proof. (1) We have an isomorphism φ∗g∗g∗ ∼= g′∗ψ∗g∗
∼
−→ g′∗g′∗φ

∗ where the

base change follows using the argument of [Add, Proposition A.1], as in the

proof of Proposition 3.17. We then check that this isomorphism fits into

the following commutative square using the description of the base change

morphism in [Lip, Proposition 3.7.2]. Here η and η′ denote counits of the

respective adjunctions.

g′∗g′∗φ
∗φ∗g∗g∗

φ∗φ∗

φ∗η

∼

η′φ∗

The result then follows by forming triangles of Fourier–Mukai functors using

the two vertical arrows.

(2) Taking right adjoints we find

T−1
g∗ φ∗

∼= φ∗ T
−1
g′∗

and the claim follows. �

Example 8.3. I continue Example 7.5, where X was a quartic K3 surface.

Let X now be a one-parameter deformation of a quartic K3 surface X ′

with a node x. Assume this deformation to be embedded in a smooth one-

parameter deformation S of the ambient space S ′ = P3 of X ′. Require that

x is an ordinary double point in the 3-fold X .

Assume given a smooth divisor Y in X whose blowup yields a small reso-

lution X̃ of X whose central fibre is the resolution X̃ ′ of X ′ given by blowup

of Y ′ = {x}. We are then in the setting of Theorem A for both X̃ and

X̃ ′, and the conditions of Proposition 8.1 are satisfied with φ : X̃ ′ →֒ X̃ the

inclusion. In particular, we have a fibre square as follows.

X̃X̃ ′

SS ′

g′

φ

g

Now the surface X ′ was studied in Example 7.5, where we found the descrip-

tion of Tg′∗ given below, where P1 denotes the exceptional curve of g′.

Tg′∗(−)⊗NX̃′

∼=
(

TO
P1
TO

P1
(2)

)−1
(−)[2] (8.A)
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I explain here how (8.A) is consistent with known relations in the auto-

equivalence group of D(X̃ ′).

Write E = OP1(−1) in D(X̃). It is well-known, and a consequence of

Theorem C, that this is a spherical object. Noting that NX̃′

∼= φ∗NX̃ we

may relate Tg′∗ with TE as follows.

φ∗

(

Tg′∗(−)⊗NX̃′

)

∼= φ∗

(

Tg′∗(−)⊗ φ
∗NX̃

)

∼= φ∗Tg′∗(−)⊗NX̃ (projection formula)

∼= Tg∗φ∗(−)⊗NX̃ (Proposition 8.1)

∼= TE φ∗(−)⊗ f
∗N ∨

X [2]⊗NX̃ (Theorem C)

∼= TE φ∗(−)⊗O(−E)[2] (Proposition 3.5)

Here I write E for the exceptional divisor in X̃ .

On the other hand, E ′ = OP1(−1) in D(X̃ ′) is an example of a Pn-object of

Huybrechts and Thomas [HT] for the case n = 1. In this case their definition

reduces to that of a spherical object on a variety of dimension 2. They study

deformations of such objects, and obtain an intertwinement

TE φ∗
∼= φ∗T

2
E ′

in [HT, Propositions 2.7 and 2.9]. Combining this intertwinement with the

above gives

φ∗

(

Tg′∗(−)⊗NX̃′

)

[−2] ∼= φ∗ T
2
E ′(−)⊗O(−E)

∼= φ∗

(

T2
E ′(−)⊗ φ∗O(−E)

)

∼= φ∗

(

T2
E ′(−)⊗O(−2E′)

)

where I write E′ for the exceptional curve in X̃ ′. Here the coefficient 2 for E′

comes from the degree of the conic E′ in E ∼= P
2.20 We may then combine

with (8.A) as follows.

φ∗

(

TO
P1
TO

P1
(2)

)−1
(−) ∼= φ∗

(

T2
O

P1
(−1)(−)⊗O(−2E

′)
)

(8.B)

By Proposition 8.4 below, this is implied by a known relation in the auto-

equivalence group of D(X̃ ′).

I verify the following relation in the autoequivalence group of a K3 surface,

which is suggested by (8.B) above.

Proposition 8.4. Take a K3 surface B with a −2-curve C ∼= P
1. Assume

there exists a line bundle OB(1) with degree 1 on C, so that O(C) ∼= OB(−2).

Then writing

Sk = TOC(k) and Lk = −⊗OB(k)

20Indeed, it is clear that φ∗O(E) ∼= O(mE′) for some m ∈ Z. But restricting O(E) to
E′ ∼= P1 gives OP1(−2) as in Example 7.5, and we may deduce the claim.
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for autoequivalences of D(B), there is a relation as follows.

(S0 S2)
−1 ∼= L4 S

2
−1

In other words, we have the following.

(S0 S2)
−1(−) ∼= S2

−1(−)⊗O(−2C)

Proof. It is well known that
(

L1 S−1

)2 ∼= id

as may be seen by an argument with a tilting bundle OB ⊕ OB(1): this

bundle is tilting relative to the contraction of C, and the functor L1 S−1

swaps its two summands. Noting also that Ll Sk
∼= Sk+l Ll by for instance

[Huy, Lemma 8.21], we deduce the following.

S−1 S0
∼= L−2

Using this we find

L4 S
2
−1 S0 S2

∼= L4 S−1 L−2 S2

∼= L4 S−1 S0 L−2

∼= L4 L−2 L−2

∼= id

which gives the result. �

Remark 8.5. In the case of hypersurfaces of varieties (in particular weighted

projective space) with exceptional sequences, Canonaco and Karp [CK, Can]

have established general methods to obtain associated higher degree relations

in the autoequivalence group, of a similar flavour to the relations above.

9. Local examples

In this final section, I discuss a specialization of the setting of Theorem C,

in which S is assumed to be the total space of a locally free sheaf over Y .

This may be thought of as a local model for the global setting of Section 5.

I then finish by giving a range of examples of this geometry.

Setting 9.1 (local model for Theorem C). Take sheaves on a smooth equi-

dimensional scheme Y as follows.

• F ′ a locally free sheaf of rank 2

• L an invertible sheaf

Let S = TotF ′ with projection π and take also the following.

• θ a regular section of F = Hom(F ′,L)

For η the regular section of π∗L from Proposition 4.4 let

X = V (η) ⊂ S
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and consider Y to be included in S as the zero section. Let f : X̃ → X be

the blowup of X along Y .

We begin by verifying the following.

Proposition 9.2. Setting 9.1 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem C.

Proof. We first check Assumptions (a) and (b) of Section 1.1. Note that X

is a hypersurface in S by definition, and contains Y by construction of η,

so that indeed Y →֒ X →֒ S. We have that codimS Y = rkF ′ = 2 hence

codimX Y = 1.

Next we check that Assumption 4.2 holds. Observe that the normal bundle

NY S ∼= F ′ may be identified with the bundle π : S → Y itself. Furthermore,

noting that η is linear on fibres of π by construction, the normal cone CYX

may be identified with X . We thence see by construction that Assump-

tion 4.2 holds, and that the section θ appearing there is regular.

We finally check Assumption (c) of Section 1.1, namely crepancy of the

blowup f of X along Y . By Theorem 4.13(0), the projection p : EYX → Y is

itself the blowup of Y along Z, whose exceptional locus is a divisor in EYX .

As p is the restriction of f , we therefore deduce that the exceptional locus

of f is codimension 2, and thence that f is crepant. �

Recall the following from the statement of Theorem C.

Definition 9.3. Let

Z = V (θ) ⊂ Y

be the zeroes of the section θ of F from Setting 9.1.

I now specialize some of the results of Sections 4 and 5 to the local model

Setting 9.1. In this setting the blowup square from Definition 3.15 acquires

further morphisms induced by the projection π : S → Y . These map from

right to left in the diagram below.

X

X̃

Y

EYX

fp
π̃

(9.A)

We then have the following version of Theorem C in the local model.

Corollary 9.4. In Setting 9.1 we have that:

(1) G is spherical.

(2) There is an isomorphism

Tg∗(−)⊗ π̃
∗L ∼= TG[2]

between autoequivalences of D(X̃).
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Here π̃ is the projection to Y from (9.A) above.

Proof. This is Theorem C after noting that in this setting

NX = NXS ∼= π∗L|X

so that f ∗NX
∼= π̃∗L. �

Remark 9.5. For calibration, recall that locally around a point z ∈ Z the

geometry is given by a family version of the 3-fold ordinary double point

from Example 4.7.

As in Theorem 4.13(1), in this local setting we have that the restriction

of the invertible sheaf Op(1) to EZY is

Oq(1)⊗ q
∗MY |Z

forMY an invertible sheaf on Y .

Proposition 9.6. In Setting 9.1 we have that:

MY
∼= Hom(detF ′,L)

∼= Hom(L, detF)

We have special cases as follows.

(1) If L is trivial then

F ∼= F ′∨

andMY
∼= detF ∼= detF ′∨.

(2) If L ∼= detF ′, or equivalently L ∼= detF , then

F ∼= F ′

andMY is trivial.

Proof. Noting that NY S ∼= F ′ and NXS ∼= π∗L|X so that NXS|Y ∼= L, the

first isomorphism comes from Theorem 4.13(1), and the second isomorphism

uses Lemma 4.10. Now (1) follows using the definition of F . For (2), we

again use Lemma 4.10. �

In the local setting we have the following strengthening of Proposition 4.8.

Proposition 9.7. In Setting 9.1 the singular locus SingX is given by

SingX = Z ⊂ Y

as an equality of subschemes of X.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.8 using that X is, by construction, a

cone in the fibres of S over Y . �

We also have the following description of ωX in the local setting.
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Proposition 9.8. In Setting 9.1 we have

ωS
∼= π∗(ωY ⊗ detF ′∨)

and furthermore

ωX
∼= π∗

(

ωY ⊗Hom(detF ′,L)
)

∼= π∗
(

ωY ⊗Hom(L, detF)
)

where we reuse the notation π for the restriction of π : S → Y to X.

Proof. The claim for ωS is standard, using that S is the total space of a

bundle. The claim for ωX then follows using adjunction ωX
∼= ωS|X⊗L, and

the last isomorphism is by Lemma 4.10. �

I give examples in the local setting, taking L trivial unless stated otherwise.

I begin with degenerate examples with dimX ≤ 2, so that Z is necessarily

empty by Proposition 4.9(1). For these the conclusions of Theorem C can

easily be seen directly, see Remark 9.11.

Example 9.9. Take Y to be a point. Then F ′ and F trivial. We need only

take θ non-zero, and then X ∼= A1 is a line in S ∼= A2. Here Z is empty, as

expected.

Example 9.10. Let X be a minimal resolution of an A1 singularity, namely

the total space of O(−2) on Y = P1. We have the Euler sequence on P1

0→ O(−2)
(y,−x)T

−−−−→ O(−1)⊕2 (x, y)
−−−→ O → 0

so X embeds in S = TotO(−1)⊕2 which may be viewed as the versal defor-

mation of X .21 Putting L trivial, we have F = O(1)⊕2, and we may take

a section θ = (x, y) of F . Note that θ has no zeroes and Z is empty, as

expected.

Remark 9.11. In the degenerate case of Theorem C when Y is a Cartier di-

visor in X , with dimX ≤ 2 so that Z is empty, as in Examples 9.9 and 9.10

above, we can see the conclusion (2) of the theorem as follows. By construc-

tion G is then the zero functor and TG is the identity, so the content of the

theorem is that Tg∗
∼= −⊗ f ∗N ∨

X [2]. But we have this by Proposition 3.6(1).

I now give examples with dimX ≥ 3, so that X is necessarily singular by

Proposition 4.9(2). First I give 3-folds X which may be constructed from

surfaces Y giving 4-folds S.

Example 9.12. Take Y = P1×P1 and a generic section θ of F = O(1, 1)⊕2.

For instance, taking coordinates (xi : yi) with i = 1, 2 for the P
1 factors, we

21This same space S appears in the basic example given in Example 4.7, but there it took
the role of the resolution X̃, whereas here it takes the role of the ambient space.
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may take θ = (x1x2, y1y2). Then Z is the 2 points cut out by θ as follows.
(

(1 : 0), (0 : 1)
) (

(0 : 1), (1 : 0)
)

The singular 3-fold X is the zeroes of a function on a 4-fold22 namely the

total space S of F ′ = O(−1,−1)⊕2.

Remark 9.13. We have an analogy between the following related settings,

each with a spherical functors between derived categories of smooth varieties.

(1) In Example 9.10, the surface X is a divisor in a 3-fold S, and derived

restriction

D(S)→ D(X)

is spherical by Proposition 2.2(1).

(2) In Example 9.12, the 3-fold X is a divisor in a 4-fold S, and derived

pullback

g∗ : D(S)→ D(X̃)

is spherical by Theorem A.

In general then, in the setting of Theorem C with dimX ≥ 3, the spherical

functor g∗ of (2) may be thought of as a higher-dimensional analog of the

spherical functor of (1), where this higher-dimensional analog incorporates

a crepant contraction X̃ → X . Understanding this analogy was one of the

initial motivations for this work.

The following example shows that the rank 2 locally free sheaves F and F ′

in our construction need not be split.

Example 9.14. Take Y = P2 and a generic section θ of F its tangent sheaf.

Then by a Chern class calculation θ has 3 zeroes, so that Z is 3 points. The

singular 3-fold X is then the zeroes of a function on the total space S of F ′,

namely the cotangent sheaf of P2.

To describe TG in these cases, we have the following.

Proposition 9.15. Take dimX = 3 so that dimZ = 0 and require that Z

is given by points {z1, . . . , zp}. Then

TG
∼= TE1 . . .TEp

where Ei = OEi
(−1) for Ei = f−1(zi).

Proof. We have that G : Ozi 7→ Ei and that the Ei are orthogonal in D(X̃)

because their supports are disjoint. The claim then follows by standard

methods, compare Remark 5.6. �

I now give examples with positive-dimensional Z as follows.

22For further study of the derived category of this 4-fold S, see [Don, Kit].
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Example 9.16. We may obtain singular Calabi–Yau hypersurfaces X in

S = TotF ′ ∼= TotF∨

by taking spaces as follows.

• Take Y = P3 and F = O(2)⊕2. Then Z is an elliptic normal curve of

degree 4.

• Take Y = P4 and F = O(2) ⊕ O(3). This gives Z a K3 surface of

genus 4.

• More generally, take Y = P2k+1 and F = O(k + 1)⊕2. Then Z is a

Calabi–Yau (2k − 1)-fold.

Generalizing some of the examples above, we may take Y with a spin

structure, in the sense that ωY has a square root, as follows.

Example 9.17. Take Y with an invertible sheaf Θ such that

Θ⊗Θ ∼= ωY

and let F = Θ∨⊕2. Then S = TotF ′ with F ′ ∼= Θ ⊗ k2, so S carries an

action of GL(2). Observe that detF ′ ∼= ωY so that S is Calabi–Yau by

Proposition 9.8.

Remark 9.18. In the above examples we had that detF∨ ∼= detF ′ ∼= ωY ,

so that S and X are Calabi–Yau by Proposition 9.8, recalling that we took

L trivial. The same then holds for Z by Proposition 4.17. Therefore in

these cases, Theorem C relates Calabi–Yau spaces Z, X , S, with different

dimensions d− 2, d, d+ 1, respectively.

Remark 9.19. Spaces X which are not Calabi–Yau may be obtained by keep-

ing the same section θ of F as in the above examples, but allowing the

invertible sheaf L to be non-trivial, as can be seen from Proposition 9.8.

More generally, we may take an arbitrary regularly embedded Z of co-

dimension 2 in arbitrary smooth equidimensional Y , where Z is cut out by

a section of some rank 2 locally free sheaf F . The invertible sheaf L may

then be chosen freely. Putting F ′ = Hom(F ,L), this situation satisfies the

assumptions of Setting 9.1 using Lemma 4.10.
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