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Abstract

We state and prove a birational realization of King’s Conjecture for a category
glued from the derived categories of all birational models in the GKZ fan of a toric va-
riety. Our perspective extends ideas of Beilinson and Bondal to all semiprojective toric
varieties. As a result, we obtain new and birationally-uniform applications to resolu-
tions of the diagonal, categorical and noncommutative resolutions, monads, Frobenius
generation, and window categories.

1 Introduction

Beilinson’s work on the derived category of Pn [Bei78] and the Beilinson collection of line
bundles OPn(−n), . . . ,OPn(−1),OPn broadly set the stage for exceptional collections, tilt-
ing bundles, and semiorthogonal decompositions [Bon89,BK89]. One attempt to generalize
Beilinson’s result was King’s Conjecture [Kin97], which proposed that, like Pn, every smooth
projective toric variety has a full strong exceptional collection of line bundles. This turned
out to be false [HP11,Mic11,Efi14], but nevertheless, it has continued to inspire work on ex-
ceptional collections for toric varieties [ABKW20,BFK19,BDM19a,BDM19b,BDM22,BT09,
BH09, BO19, BW21, CMR04, CMR10, CMR12, DLM09, Jer15, Jer17, Jer20, Kaw06, Kaw13,
LM11, OU13, PN17, San23, Ueh14], inter alia. Notably, Kawamata proved a weakening of
King’s conjecture by dropping the line bundle and strong-ness conditions [Kaw06].

Our main result is a birational realization of King’s Conjecture.1 The basic idea originates
from the correspondence between Cox rings and toric varieties, which is generally not a
bijection: several distinct toric varieties can correspond to the same Cox ring. We introduce
a method for gluing the derived categories of all toric varieties arising from a given Cox
ring. For a toric variety X, we refer to this as the Cox category, denoted DCox(X) (see
Definition 1.1). Our result also identifies the exceptional collection. For a toric variety X,
the Bondal–Thomsen collection, denoted Θ (see Figure 1.1 and Definition 2.12), generalizes
the Beilinson collection of line bundles for Pn. The following is our main result.

Theorem A. Let X be a semiprojective toric variety. The direct sum of the line bundles in
Θ is a tilting object for DCox(X). If X is projective, then Θ forms a full strong exceptional
collection of line bundles for DCox(X) under a natural ordering.

Our theorem also manifests a vision of Bondal. In 2006, Bondal used the collection of
line bundles Θ to provide a novel perspective on derived categories of toric varieties that

1Le roi est mort, vive le roi!
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was especially amenable to homological mirror symmetry [Bon06].2 Bondal’s proposal has
been immensely influential, inspiring the coherent-constructible correspondence [FLTZ11,
FLTZ12,FLTZ14] as well as many other results on derived categories of toric varieties.

Our main result demonstrates that both King’s conjecture and Bondal’s proposal always
hold—without exception—as long as one incorporates birational geometry in a natural way.
The result offers a novel and concrete instantiation of the general philosophy connecting
derived categories and birational geometry. We consider this analogous to how gluing affine
varieties to form projective varieties can yield simpler structures.

We construct DCox(X) using the secondary fan ΣGKZ , which is the toric version of the
Mori chamber decomposition in birational geometry. For each cone Γ ∈ ΣGKZ , there is a
toric variety XΓ as described in [CLS11, Chapters 14–15]. The maximal chambers of ΣGKZ

correspond to simplicial toric varieties, which we label as X1, . . . , Xr. Each Xi comes with
an irrelevant ideal Bi ⊆ S, and the pair (S,Bi) determines both the toric variety Xi as a GIT
quotient of Spec(S)−V (Bi) and a Deligne–Mumford toric stack Xi as the corresponding stack
quotient. These are identical when Xi is smooth, but when Xi is simplicial but not smooth,
the stack Xi remains smooth, making its derived category better behaved. Accordingly, our
central definition will involve these toric stacks.

Definition 1.1. Let X1, . . . ,Xr be the toric stacks corresponding to the maximal chambers
of ΣGKZ(X). Let X̃ be any smooth toric stack with proper birational toric morphisms

πi : X̃ → Xi for all i. The Cox category DCox(X) is the full subcategory of D(X̃ ) generated
by π∗

iD(Xi) for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r.3 We will often refer to DCox(X) as simply DCox.

While D(X̃ ) provides a convenient way to compare the D(Xi), DCox itself is independent

of the choice of X̃ . Because the functors π∗
i are fully faithful, DCox contains a copy of each

D(Xi). Naturally, these copies overlap. For example, the structure sheaf OXi
pulls back

to OX̃ for all i, meaning that OX̃ lies in π∗
iD(Xi) for all i. How do the copies of D(Xi) in

DCox relate to one another? The graphs of the birational maps Xi 99K Xj induce Fourier–
Mukai transforms Φij : D(Xi) → D(Xj). For any E ∈ D(Xi), we refer to the set of Φij(E)
(for all j) as the Fourier–Mukai transforms of E . Continuing with the metaphor that D(Xi)
is analogous to an “affine patch” of DCox, each Fourier–Mukai transform corresponds to a
transition function, and each πi∗ : DCox → D(Xi) represents restriction to the patch.

In Appendix A, we make this birational-gluing-via-integral-transforms perspective pre-
cise (see Theorem A.7) by providing an equivalent characterization of DCox as constructed
from a lax functor whose 1-skeleton is the data of (D(Xi),Φij), using the Grothendieck con-
struction [SGA1, §V̇I.8]. Just as a scheme is glued as a colimit of affine schemes, DCox is the
pretriangulated envelope of the lax colimit of derived categories.

Example 1.2. Let X = H3 be a Hirzebruch surface of type 3. Its secondary fan has two
maximal chambers (see Figure 1.1): one corresponding to H3, and the other to the weighted

projective stack P(1, 1, 3). After choosing X̃ (see Section 3.1), DCox is generated by pullbacks

2This same collection was previously described by Thomsen as Frobenius summands in [Tho00].
3Throughout the paper, we adopt the convention that all functors are derived; for example, π∗

i will denote
Lπ∗

i , Hom will denote RHom, and so on. See also Convention 2.1.
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d1

P(1, 1, 3) H3

d2 d3 d4 d5

d0 = (0, 0) deg(x0) = deg(x2)

deg(x3)
deg(x1)

−Z

d1

d2 d3 d4

d5

d0

Figure 1.1. The secondary fan for a Hirzebruch surface H3 has two maximal chambers: one
corresponding to H3 and the other to P(1, 1, 3). The Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ consists
of the degrees in a half-open zonotope Z determined by the degrees of the variables. In this
example, Θ consists of the 6 degrees −di, with di as marked in −Z.

of line bundles from H3 and P(1, 1, 3). Some of these “glue,” for example, the pullbacks of
OH3(0, d) and OP(1,1,3)(3d) agree for all d ∈ Z. For other bundles, the correspondence is more
subtle. For instance, the Fourier–Mukai transform of the structure sheaf of the exceptional
curve on H3 is supported on the stacky point of P(1, 1, 3).

The Bondal–Thomsen collection is illustrated in Figure 1.1. The corresponding bun-
dles generate, but do not form an exceptional collection, for either D(H3) or D(P(1, 1, 3)).
However, Theorem A implies that these become an exceptional collection when D(H3) and
D(P(1, 1, 3)) are glued to form DCox. Note that we must assign to each element −d ∈ Θ an
appropriate object in DCox, and we do this according to where the image of d lies in ΣGKZ .
For instance, referring to Figure 1.1, d5 lies in the chamber for H3; thus, we define OCox(−d5)
as the pullback of OH3(−d5). Definition 4.1 provides the general recipe. ⋄

Although it is generally not possible to choose some X̃ such thatDCox = D(X̃ ), DCox does
behave in many ways like the derived category of a mythical smooth toric stack associated
to the ring S. For instance, each πi∗ : DCox → D(Xi) is a categorical localization, just like
pushforwards via birational toric morphisms. We also have:

Proposition 1.3. For a semiprojective toric variety X, DCox(X) is self-dual, homologically
smooth, and of Rouquier dimension equal to dimX. Moreover, if X is projective, then
DCox(X) is also proper.

We caution the reader, however, that certain natural categories can appear similar to DCox

but are not, in fact, equivalent; see Remark 4.8 for a discussion of some subtleties.

AsDCox incorporates information about ΣGKZ , theorems aboutDCox yield uniform results
for those varieties. For instance, a curious feature of the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolution
of the diagonal for X from [HHL24] is that the construction only involves the rays of the
fan of X, making no use whatsoever of the higher dimensional cones. In other words, this
resolution depends solely on the Cox ring. The following theorem explains this curiosity.
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Theorem 1.4. The Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolution of the diagonal of X lifts to a complex
H in DCox with the following properties:

1. H is a resolution of the diagonal for DCox in the sense that the Fourier–Mukai transform
DCox → DCox with kernel H is naturally isomorphic to the identity, and

2. The derived pushforward (πi × πi)∗H is homotopic to the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev reso-
lution of the diagonal for Xi for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r.

The Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolutions are uniform across all birational models precisely
because they are the restrictions (via πi∗) of a single resolution of the diagonal. A sharper
statement is provided in Section 5. We note that an assumption on the characteristic of the
field appears in [HHL24]. However, this is extraneous; see Remark 6.2.

A second example in this vein is Theorem 7.6, which demonstrates how the resolution
above provides window categories in the derived category of graded modules over the Cox
ring uniformly across all chambers. These window categories glue to the homotopy category
of the graded modules S(d) for d ∈ Θ, as described in Theorem 7.7.

A third example arises from the theory of noncommutative or categorical resolutions. Re-
call that X is any semiprojective toric variety. Let T be the reflexive sheaf

⊕
−d∈ΘOX(−d),

and consider the underived endomorphism algebra AΘ = Hom0
X(T , T ).

Theorem 1.5. The algebra AΘ is a noncommutative resolution for X in the following sense.
The global dimension of AΘ is dimX, and the functor Perf(X) → D(AΘ), defined by E 7→
HomX(T , E), is fully faithful.4 The algebra AΘ is uniform for any X with the same Cox
ring, that is, for any semiprojective toric variety whose fan has the same rays as X.

Noncommutative resolutions of affine schemes were introduced by Van den Bergh in [VdB04],
and in the affine case, Theorem 1.5 recovers the noncommutative resolutions of affine toric va-
rieties given by Faber–Muller–Smith [FMS19] and Špenko–Van den Bergh [ŠVdB17, Propo-
sition 1.3.6]. In the non-affine case, D(AΘ) provides a categorical resolution in the sense
of [Kuz08]; however, these resolutions are rarely crepant (see Remark 7.14). On the other
hand, the noncommutative algebra AΘ is well understood as a quiver with relations. In fact,
it has a topological description as the path algebra of a quiver embedded in the mirror torus
up to homotopy relations, see [Bon06,FH23]. Furthermore, minimal resolutions of modules
over this algebra can also be interpreted topologically [FS24].

A surprising feature of Theorem 1.5—even when X is smooth—is that we are working
with the underived endomorphism algebra AΘ. In most cases, T is not a tilting bundle for X
itself, only for DCox, and yet the functor HomX(T ,−) to D(AΘ) is nevertheless fully faithful.

As a fourth example, DCox can be viewed from the perspective of multigraded S-modules.
Each Xi corresponds to a pair (S,Bi), where Bi is an irrelevant ideal. As DCox combines all of
the D(Xi), it should provide methods for using (complexes of) S-modules to simultaneously
study all of the toric varieties from ΣGKZ . This is the content of Section 7.4, where we
introduce and study analogues of Beilinson monads based on Θ.

We also obtain a sharpened version of Bondal–Thomsen generation. Bondal’s [Bon06]
inspired followup work proving that the Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ generates D(X)

4Our convention is that all Hom functors are derived, and Hom0 is the underived functor.
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(see [BDM19b, PN17, Ueh14] for partial results and [FH23, HHL24] for a full proof). We
sharpen these results, showing that by incorporating data about a wall of ΣGKZ , one can
generate D(X) with a smaller subset of Θ.

1.1 Symplectic motivation

While our results, methods, and applications are algebraic, some of the motivation for our
definition of DCox comes from the symplectic side of mirror symmetry, as we now explain.
There are at least two approaches to homological mirror symmetry for toric varieties in the
literature: one is to pass through a microlocal sheaf category initiated in [FLTZ11,FLTZ12,
FLTZ14] and completed in [Kuw20], and the other is to work directly with Floer theory and
Fukaya categories as in [Abo06,Abo09,HH22]. These are tied together by the main result of
[GPS24a], which implies that both categories on the symplectic side can be modeled with a
partially wrapped Fukaya category. Namely, there is an (appropriately derived) equivalence
of categories between each D(Xi) and a partially wrapped Fukaya categoryW(T ∗T dimXi , fi),
where fi is a closed subset of the boundary at infinity introduced in [FLTZ11]. Objects in this
Fukaya category are supported on exact cylindrical at infinity Lagrangian submanifolds that
do not intersect the stop fi at infinity, and morphisms involve Lagrangian Floer cohomology
of certain large perturbations of these submanifolds that never cross fi.

5

Algebraic constructions are often more rigid than analogous constructions in topology
and geometry, and this is the case here; there is flexibility on the symplectic side that
is not obviously present on the algebraic side. For example, one can define a wrapped
Fukaya category by simply taking the union of all of the stop data: W(T ∗T dimXi ,

⋃
i fi), see

Figure 1.2. Working out examples suggested that this category had nice properties, and it
led us to ask: is there a natural algebraic analogue of this “union of stop data” category?

(a) H3 (b) DCox (c) P(1, 1, 3)

Figure 1.2. The pictures at left and right indicate the boundary conditions for Lagrangians in
the cotangent bundle of a torus, drawn as partial conormals to a stratification of the torus,
in the correspondence between derived categories of toric varieties and wrapped Fukaya
categories. The union of this “stop data” yields a Fukaya category with no obvious algebraic
analogue. This motivated our definition of the Cox category.

5While Fukaya categories are A∞-categories, this is not relevant for this motivational discussion.
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Thus, our definition of DCox was motivated by a desire to mimic a manipulation on
the symplectic side (though even with that motivation in mind, finding the corresponding
algebraic construction is not immediate). In addition, some of our arguments were initially
inspired by techniques developed in [GPS24b]. But we emphasize: the symplectic connection
is purely motivational, and the results and methods in this work are algebraic.

A parallel motivation came from the commutative algebra perspective, though with a less
clear road map. Each categoryD(Xi) corresponds to a derived category of graded S-modules,
modulo the modules supported on an irrelevant ideal that depends on the particular Xi. One
should seek out a category that maintains the geometric content of the D(Xi) but depends
only on the Cox ring S and not the additional data of an irrelevant ideal. Remark 4.8
addresses some of the challenges in realizing this approach.

1.2 Outline of the proof of Theorem A

After we establish basic facts about DCox, the proof of our main result amounts to two major
steps. The first is to study how the Bondal–Thomsen collection behaves with respect to the
Fourier–Mukai transforms Φij : D(Xi)→ D(Xj), as introduced shortly after Definition 1.1.

Lemma 1.6 (Θ-Transform Lemma). Let −d ∈ ΘX be an element whose image in ΣGKZ lies
in the chamber corresponding to Xi. For any j, Φij(OXi

(−d)) = OXj
(−d).

This is a subtle property, which fails if one alters the hypotheses even slightly. The
challenge has nothing to do with stackiness, as the statement seems equally subtle when
both Xi and Xj are smooth toric varieties. It does not appear to easily follow from known
vanishing results from toric or birational geometry. Lemma 1.6 captures a unique feature of
the Bondal–Thomsen collection and its behavior under birational Fourier–Mukai transforms
and so provides the foundation for our understanding of DCox.

The Θ-Transform Lemma almost immediately implies that the objects OCox(−d) form a
strong exceptional collection when X is projective, and that they sum to a tilting bundle
more generally. Namely, we must compute Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) for two elements
−d,−d′ ∈ Θ. By adjunction and the Θ-Transform Lemma, this reduces to computing

Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) ∼= HomXi
(OXi

(−d),OXi
(−d′)) ∼= H∗(Xi,OXi

(d− d′)).

The element d lies in the nef cone of Xi and since −d′ is an element of Θ, it can be written as a
toric Q-divisor with all coefficients in (−1, 0]. The vanishing of the higher cohomology groups
then follows from a stacky version of Demazure Vanishing for Q-divisors (Theorem 2.11).

Fullness of the Bondal–Thomsen collection for each Xi was proven in [HHL24, Corollary
D] and [FH23]; the second step is to extend those results to show that Θ generates DCox. For

this, we combine the fact that ΘX̃ generatesD(X̃ ) with Lemma 1.6 and explicit computations
regarding the behavior of Bondal–Thomsen bundles with respect to pushforward.

1.3 Related results

We briefly discuss how our construction and resxults relate to some previous constructions
and results in the literature. As noted in Section 1.1, our construction was partially moti-
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vated by the work [GPS20,GPS24b,GPS24a] and other aspects of partially wrapped Fukaya
categories.

The construction in [CT20] on D(M0,n) is similar to the Cox category, as they use pull-
backs π : M0,n →M0,m to provide a full Sn-stable exceptional collection, and they develop a
general inclusion/exclusion principle for admissible categories [CT20, Lemma 3.6]. However,
their results are not applicable here, as Tor-independence fails to hold in our setting.

There is a natural link between the elements of Θ and the collection introduced by
Špenko–Van den Bergh in [ŠVdB17], and utilized by Halpern-Leistner–Sam in [HLS20], of the
dominant integral points in a generic perturbation of a half zonotope for a quasi-symmetric
representation of a reductive linear algebraic group. However, in the toric setting, neither
result easily implies the other. Špenko–Van den Bergh also study pullbacks of special vector
bundles under Kirwan resolutions, which can dominate all GIT quotients, in [ŠVdB23].
Their criteria only works for smaller collections than Θ. For example, for an Atiyah flop as
in Example 4.6, it applies to R,R(1) but not to R(−1), R,R(1).

Window categories also provide a framework for embedding derived categories of toric
varieties into an ambient category, specifically, the derived category D(S) of Cl(X)-graded
S-modules. These window categories have been widely used in the study of derived categories
of (local) GIT quotients. We show in Section 7.2 that DCox is equivalent to the gluing of
natural window categories associated to each GKZ chamber.

Previous literature on King’s conjecture includes the cases where X is smooth, toric, and
Fano of dimension at most 4 [BH09,BT09,Ueh14,PN17], where X is smooth of Picard rank
at most 2 [CMR04], where X is in some particular families of Picard rank 3 [DLM09,LM11],
and more [CMR10, CMR12, BW21]. There are also many more papers inspired by King’s
Conjecture as mentioned in the first paragraph of the introduction.

In a broader context, our results fit into distinct streams of efforts to better understand
derived categories of toric varieties—including the special role of Θ—in algebraic geometry,
commutative algebra, and homological mirror symmetry. In algebraic geometry, a number of
works investigated the Rouquier dimension of derived categories of toric varieties and whether
the Bondal–Thomsen collection generates D(X). Within commutative algebra, our results
fit into the recent burst of activity on extending homological results from a standard graded
polynomial ring to a multigraded setting. Homological mirror symmetry for toric varieties is
particularly well-studied due to the central role of toric varieties in the subject. For instance,
large complex structure limit degenerations of Calabi–Yau varieties can be glued from toric
varieties along toric strata. Our work builds on and extends concrete descriptions of derived
categories of toric varieties arising from work on homological mirror symmetry.

1.4 Organization

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 establishes notation and provides preliminary
material. Namely, Section 2.1 reviews the secondary fan of a toric variety; Section 2.2
transfers standard techniques for computing cohomology of toric varieties to the stacks of
interest in this paper; Section 2.3 defines and recalls fundamental properties of the Bondal–
Thomsen collection; and Section 2.4 spells out how we identify the Bondal–Thomsen bundles
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of X with those of the other spaces in the secondary fan.
Sections 3–5 cover the main results. Specifically, Section 3.1 gives a construction of a

common simplicial refinement of the Xi that is then used in Section 3.2 to define the Cox
category DCox and give some first properties. Section 4 addresses the Θ-Transform Lemma
(Lemma 1.6). In particular, Section 4.1 defines the Bondal–Thomsen collection in the Cox
category. Section 4.2 gives a few examples of the Cox category and the Θ-Transform Lemma.
The proof of Lemma 1.6 is confined to Section 4.3, and Section 4.4 deduces some consequences
of that lemma. Next, Section 5.1 proves that the Bondal–Thomsen collection generates the
Cox category. Finally, Section 5.2 ties all the pieces together into a proof of the main result.

Section 6 upgrades the generation statement to an explicit short resolution of the diag-
onal for the Cox category. Section 7 covers a number of applications and extensions of our
main results, as well as connections with related topics, including window categories (Sec-
tion 7.2), noncommutative resolutions (Section 7.3), Bondal–Thomsen monads (Section 7.4),
and sharpened generation (Section 7.5). Finally, in Appendix A, we show that the Cox cat-
egory can also be obtained via the Grothendieck construction.

2 Preliminaries

This section serves two purposes. First, we establish our notation. Second, we collect facts
about toric varieties and stacks that are needed to establish our results. In many cases,
we need a version of a statement that is not clearly stated elsewhere in the literature. For
instance, standard references like [CLS11] do not cover toric stacks, and so we provide
independent proofs of the necessary cohomological vanishing theorems. The subsections of
this section are largely modular and can be read independently on an as-needed basis.

Section 2.1 recalls some fundamentals of the birational geometry of toric varieties and
the secondary fan, following [CLS11, Chapters 14–15]. In Section 2.2, we summarize how to
compute cohomology on the toric stacks of interest. Section 2.3 defines the Bondal–Thomsen
collection and collects some of its basic properties. In Section 2.4, we discuss how to realize
modules over the Cox ring as sheaves on all the varieties appearing in the secondary fan,
paying particular attention to elements of the Bondal–Thomsen collection.

Throughout, we work over an arbitrary algebraically closed field k. As in Theorem A, X
will always denote a semiprojective, normal toric variety, though we remark that our main
results about the Cox category DCox(X) depend only on the Cox ring. Since the Cox ring of
X is unchanged if one replaces the fan of X by a simplicial refinement with the same rays as
in [CLS11, Proposition 11.1.7], little is lost if one focuses on the case where X is simplicial.
We use N to denote a lattice and M its dual lattice. Given a fan Σ on NR = N ⊗ZR, we use
XΣ to denote the corresponding toric variety and T to denote the algebraic torus N ⊗Gm.
We write Σ(k) for the set of k-dimensional cones in Σ. For any ρ ∈ Σ(1), let uρ be the
primitive generator of the ray and Dρ the corresponding torus invariant divisor.

Before going further into the preliminaries, we also record the following conventions.

Convention 2.1. We will denote bounded derived categories as D(−) and homotopy cat-
egories K(−). For example, we will use D(X) to denote the bounded derived category of
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coherent sheaves on X. Similarly, categories of modules will always be bounded and graded.
For example, the Cox ring S of a toric variety X is naturally Cl(X)-graded, and we will
write D(S) for the bounded derived category of finitely generated, Cl(X)-graded S-modules.
For a graded ring S and a subset Ω of degrees, KΩ(S) will denote the homotopy category of
complexes whose components are summands of free modules concentrated in Ω.

Unless otherwise specified, all functors are derived. For example, we use π∗ for the
derived pushforward π∗ along a morphism π and R0π∗ for the underived pushforward. For
subcategories A,B, of a triangulated category, we will write ⟨A,B⟩ both for the smallest
thick subcategory generated by A and B and for a possible semiorthogonal decomposition.

2.1 The birational geometry of toric varieties

The birational geometry of a semiprojective toric variety X is described by its secondary fan
ΣGKZ(X) and by an associated GIT problem. This is covered in detail in [CLS11, Chapters
14–15]. This subsection will establish our notation regarding the secondary fan and provide
a terse summary of the main ideas and results that we will need.

The Cox ring of X is S :=
⊕

d∈Cl(X)H
0(X,OX(d)), and this is a polynomial ring S =

k[xρ | ρ ∈ ΣX(1)]. The ring S comes with a natural grading by the class group, Cl(X). The
Cl(X)-grading induces an action of a group G on the affine space Spec(S) [CLS11, Section
5.1], and this action leads to a GIT framework for describing the birational geometry of X
as detailed in [CLS11, Chapter 14]. Here, we focus on a more combinatorial description.

The secondary fan ΣGKZ = ΣGKZ(X) is a fan that is supported on the effective cone ofX.
For each cone Γ ∈ ΣGKZ , there is an associated toric variety, and it is convenient to describe
these varieties in terms of generalized fans, meaning a set of cones satisfying all properties of
a fan except that the cones are not required to be strongly convex [CLS11, Section 6.2].

Every cone Γ ∈ ΣGKZ is the image in Cl(X)R of a subspace of RΣ(1) of the form{
a ∈ RΣ(1)

∣∣∣∣ there is a concave6 support function F on ΣΓ such that
F (uρ) = −aρ for all ρ ̸∈ IΓ and F (uρ) ⩾ −aρ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1)

}
for some IΓ ⊂ Σ(1) and generalized fan ΣΓ in NR.

7 The associated XΓ is the toric variety of
the generalized fan ΣΓ; see [CLS11, Section 6.2]. In particular, if LΓ is the lineality space8 of
ΣΓ, the fan of XΓ is ΣΓ = {σ/LΓ | σ ∈ ΣΓ}, which is a fan on (NΓ)R, where NΓ := N/N ∩LΓ.

The toric varieties XΓ are always semiprojective. By [CLS11, Proposition 7.2.9], one
of several equivalent conditions for a toric variety to be semiprojective is that it is the
toric variety associated to a full-dimensional lattice polyhedron. In terms of the fan, this
characterization means that the support |ΣΓ| is full-dimensional and convex and that there
exists a strictly convex piecewise linear function on ΣΓ.

We enumerate the maximal cones of ΣGKZ as Γ1, . . . ,Γr with some arbitrary ordering. By
[CLS11, Proposition 14.4.9], the corresponding Σ1, . . . ,Σr on NR are honest (not generalized)
fans that are simplicial, allowing for the following definition.

6We take the opposite convention of [CLS11] and say that the function −x2 is concave.
7We have changed the notation from [CLS11] from I∅ to IΓ so that this set keeps track of the cone Γ.
8The lineality space of a generalized fan is the minimal cone in the generalized fan, which must be a

subspace and a face of all other cones. It is denoted by σ0 in [CLS11].
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Definition 2.2 (Cox construction). For each maximal chamber Γi of ΣGKZ , the associated
fan Σi determines an irrelevant ideal Bi ⊆ S (see [CLS11, Chapter 14.5]). We define Xi as
the smooth toric Deligne–Mumford stack Xi := [Spec(S) − V (Bi)/G]. Equivalently, Xi can
be defined in terms of a stacky fan (see Section 2.2 for a review), given by the fan Σi and
the homomorphism β : ZΣi(1) → N satisfying β(eρ) = uρ for all ρ ∈ Σi(1).

Example 2.3. If Σ is the fan for P1, then Definition 2.2 yields that X = [A2−{0}/Gm], which
is isomorphic to P1 because P1 = XΣ is smooth. If XΣ is simplicial but not smooth, then this
toric stack from the Cox construction will be a smooth Deligne–Mumford stack [BCS04]. ⋄

Remark 2.4. As is common in the investigation of derived categories of toric varieties (for
example, [AKO08,BFK19,BH06,BE23b]), we focus on the stack Xi, instead of on the variety
Xi, because the derived category of the stack is better behaved. For instance, the stack
is smooth while the variety may not be. As a consequence, when Xi is projective, (an
enhancement of) D(Xi) is a smooth, proper dg-category, whereas D(Xi) fails to be proper.

In more concrete terms, each fan Σi determines a corresponding irrelevant ideal Bi ⊆ S
(see [CLS11, Chapter 14.5]), and D(Xi) has a simple algebraic description. Since Xi equals
the quotient stack [Spec(S) − V (Bi)/G], the derived category D(Xi) equals the derived
category of finitely generated, Cl(X)-graded S-modules modulo the subcategory generated
by Bi-torsion modules. In the smooth case, Xi andXi are equal, and so the derived categories
are equal as well. In the simplicial case, the derived categories remain closely related. While
one needs to distinguish between Cartier and non-Cartier elements of Cl(Xi), one can still
use Xi to effectively study most homological questions about Xi. ⋄

The secondary fan ΣGKZ also parametrizes toric morphisms among the corresponding
varieties. Specifically, if Γ ⊆ Γ′ are cones in ΣGKZ , then there is an induced toric morphism
π : XΓ′ → XΓ coming from the fact that the generalized fan ΣΓ′ is a refinement of ΣΓ.

Remark 2.5. It is natural to ask why we don’t make Definition 2.2 for arbitrary cones of
ΣGKZ . The short answer is that the lower dimensional cones of ΣGKZ can correspond to
non-simplicial toric varieties, and the related stacks are more subtle in those cases. ⋄

2.2 Cohomology on toric Deligne–Mumford stacks

The goal of this section is to take a number of standard results (e.g., Demazure Vanishing)
and techniques (e.g., the use of support functions) about sheaf cohomology of line bundles,
and to extend them from toric varieties to toric Deligne–Mumford stacks, as will be required
for our main results. Instead of providing the most general version of each statement, we
focus on versions that we will use. We first briefly recall notation regarding such toric stacks.

Definition 2.6. In ZΣ(1), we denote the standard basis vectors by eρ. Given a homomor-
phism β : ZΣ(1) → N with β(eρ) = bρuρ for some bρ > 0, let XΣ,β be the correspond-
ing quotient stack of XΣ̂ as defined in [BCS04, Section 2] (see also [FMN10, GS15]). By
[BCS04, Proposition 3.2], XΣ,β is a smooth Deligne–Mumford stack when Σ is simplicial.
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Now fix a simplicial fan Σ on NR and β : ZΣ(1) → N with β(eρ) = bρuρ for some bρ > 0.
Let X = XΣ,β be the associated toric stack, and let β∗ : M → ZΣ(1) be the dual map. There
is an exact sequence

M → ZΣ(1) → Cl(X )→ 0, (2.7)

where Cl(X ) is the class group of X and the first map is given by

m 7→
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

⟨β∗m, eρ⟩Dρ =
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

⟨m,β(eρ)⟩Dρ =
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

bρ⟨m,uρ⟩Dρ.

As in the previous equation, we will often conflate elements a ∈ ZΣ(1) with torus invariant
divisors

∑
aρDρ. Going further, there is a commutative diagram

M ZΣ(1) Cl(X )

ZΣ(1) Cl(X),

β∗ (2.8)

where X = XΣ is the toric variety of the fan Σ and

β∗

 ∑
ρ∈Σ(1)

aρDρ

 =
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

bρaρDρ.

This diagram allows us to compare the class group of X with X , but there is even more. In
particular, since Σ is simplicial, there is a fan Σ̂ in RΣ(1) given by the preimage of Σ under βR.
Then, βR induces a combinatorial equivalence (cf. [Kuw20, Condition 1.1]) between these

fans and restricts to a homeomorphism on |Σ̂|, which allows us to understand cohomology

on X as follows. For any D̂ =
∑
aρDρ on X , taking into account the equivariant structure,

[CLS11, Theorem 9.1.3(a)] implies that

Hp(OX (D̂)) =
⊕
m∈M

H̃p−1(V X
D̂,m

),

where V X
D̂,m

=
⋃
σ∈Σ

conv (eρ | ρ ∈ σ(1) and ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ < −aρ) .

However, V X
D̂,m

is homeomorphic via βR to

βR

(
V X
D̂,m

)
=

⋃
σ∈Σ

conv (bρuρ | ρ ∈ σ(1) and bρ⟨m,uρ⟩ < −eρ) .

If D̂ = β∗D, then βR

(
V X
D̂,m

)
is homeomorphic to V X

D,m. Applying [CLS11, Theorem 9.1.3(a)]

again, the reduced cohomology of V X
D,m computes the cohomology in equivariant grading m

of D. Therefore, the following holds.
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Proposition 2.9. If D is a torus-invariant Weil divisor on XΣ and β∗ is as in (2.8), then
Hp(OXΣ,β

(β∗D)) ∼= Hp(OXΣ
(D)) for all p. □

In fact, Proposition 2.9 also follows from the general theory of good moduli morphisms of
toric stacks in [GS15]. We refer to [GS15, Section 6.1] for the relevant definitions regarding
good moduli morphisms. There is a natural toric morphism XΣ,β → XΣ and the following
proposition immediately follows from [GS15, Corollary 6.5] and implies Proposition 2.9.

Proposition 2.10. The natural toric morphism XΣ,β → XΣ is a good moduli morphism.

Proposition 2.10 is particularly useful in our case of interest (Definition 2.2), where every
divisor on X is in the image of β∗ as bρ = 1 for all ρ. It also allows classical vanishing results
on toric varieties such as Demazure Vanishing to be extended.

Theorem 2.11 (Demazure Vanishing). If X = XΣ,β is a smooth toric Deligne–Mumford
stack, XΣ is semiprojective, and D is a nef Q-Cartier divisor on XΣ, then H

p(OX (β
∗⌊D⌋)) =

0 for all p > 0.

2.3 The Bondal–Thomsen collection

We now define ΘX , within the class group Cl(X ) of a toric stack X = XΣ,β. We will also
prove some essential facts about cohomology and pushforward of elements of ΘX .

Definition 2.12. The Bondal–Thomsen collection for X is the set ΘX of degrees −d ∈ Cl(X )
that are equivalent to, for some θ ∈MR,∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

⌊⟨−θ, β(eρ)⟩⌋Dρ. (2.13)

At times, we will denote the class in ΘX ⊆ Cl(X ) corresponding to θ ∈ MR by −d(θ).
The element −d(θ) depends only on the image of θ in the torus MR/M . There is also a
Bondal–Thomsen collection ΘX ⊂ Cl(X) for the toric variety X = XΣ. Namely, ΘX is the
set of all classes described by (2.13) with β(eρ) replaced by uρ.

Example 2.14. The set ΘPn is precisely the Beilinson collection of line bundles OPn(−d)
for 0 ⩽ d ⩽ n. This is perhaps most easily seen using the equivalent characterizations of
Proposition 2.17 below. ⋄

Remark 2.15. Our naming convention for ΘX differs from that of [HHL24], where it is called
the Thomsen collection. We have done this in order to recognize that this set first appears
in [Tho00] to describe the Frobenius pushforward of the structure sheaf on a toric variety
(see Remark 2.22) but also that ΘX was described precisely by (2.13) in [Bon06], which first
indicated the role of ΘX in derived categories. ⋄

There are various other equivalent ways in which the set ΘX can be described. It is
easiest to geometrically visualize ΘX and relate it to the secondary fan by viewing it as
corresponding to lattice points in a zonotope in Cl(X )R following [Ach15].
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Definition 2.16. We define the (partial) zonotope ZX associated to X to be the image of
(−1, 0]Σ(1) under the map RΣ(1) → Cl(X )R induced by (2.7).

The following proposition summarizes equivalent characterizations of the Bondal–Thomsen
collection that we will use (cf. [Ach15] and [HHL24, Section 5]).

Proposition 2.17. The following subsets of Cl(X ) are equal:

1. The Bondal–Thomsen collection ΘX .
2. The collection of Weil divisors in Cl(X ) linearly equivalent in Cl(X )Q to divisors of

the form
∑

ρ∈Σ(1) aρDρ with −1 < aρ ⩽ 0.

3. Elements whose image in Cl(X )Q is a lattice point of the zonotope ZX . □

Example 2.18. In our running example of the Hirzebruch surface H3, the zonotope ZH3

is given by the partially-open polytope depicted below. The Bondal–Thomsen collection
consists of the degrees corresponding to −d0, . . . ,−d5, with the di as illustrated in Figure 1.1.

(0, 0)

⋄

Definition 2.19. We will call a divisor A =
∑
aρDρ on X numerically effective (nef) if there

is a concave piecewise linear function F on Σ such that F (β(eρ)) = −aρ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1).

Note that in Definition 2.19 F may not take integral values on the primitive generators of
Σ. However, any nef divisor D on XΣ pulls back to a nef divisor on XΣ,β. We will often use
the following fact about vanishing of higher cohomology for Bondal–Thomsen line bundles.
The corresponding statement for toric varieties is a corollary of Demazure Vanishing for
Q-divisors (see, for example, [CLS11, Theorem 9.3.5]).

Lemma 2.20. Suppose that |Σ| is convex,9 Σ is simplicial, and A =
∑
aρDρ is a nef divisor

on X = XΣ,β. Then for any −d ∈ ΘX and any p > 0, Hp(X ,OX (A− d)) = 0.

Proof. Choose θ ∈ MR so that −d = −d(θ). Applying [CLS11, Theorem 9.1.3(a)] as in
Section 2.2,

Hp(OX (A− d)) =
⊕
m∈M

H̃p−1(VA−θ,m),

where VA−θ,M =
⋃
σ∈Σ

conv{eρ | ρ ∈ σ(1) and ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ < ⌈⟨θ, β(eρ)⟩⌉ − aρ}

=
⋃
σ∈Σ

conv{eρ | ρ ∈ σ(1) and ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ < ⟨θ, β(eρ)⟩+ F (β(eρ))},

9We put the convexity assumption here for clarity as it is used in the proof. As all toric varieties in this
paper are assumed to be semiprojective, this assumption is always satisfied for us.
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using that ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩, aρ are in Z and letting F be a concave support function for A. Then,
βR maps VA−θ,M homeomorphically (see Section 2.2) onto the set⋃

σ∈Σ

conv{β(eρ) | ρ ∈ σ(1) and ⟨m,uρ⟩ < ⟨θ, uρ⟩+ F (uρ))},

which, since the inequality ⟨m,uρ⟩ < ⟨θ, uρ⟩ + F (uρ) is invariant under positive scaling, is
homotopic to (⋃

{σ ∈ Σ | ⟨m− θ, u⟩ < F (u) for all nonzero u ∈ σ
)
\ {0}. (2.21)

Now, we observe that (2.21) is a deformation retract of

VF−θ,m = {u ∈ |Σ| | ⟨m− θ, u⟩ < F (u)},

which is a convex set since F is concave. Namely, for any u ∈ |Σ|, there is a minimal cone in
Σ containing u which has a maximal face σu such that σu \{0} ∈ VF−θ,m. Moreover, σu must
be nonempty if u ∈ VF−θ,m. Let Pσu be the orthogonal projection onto σu for some chosen
inner product on NR. Then, a deformation retraction H : VF−θ,m × [0, 1] → VF−θ,m is given
by H(u, t) = Pσu(u) + (1− t) (u− Pσu(u)). Putting this all together, VA−θ,m is contractible
when it is nonempty, yielding the desired result.

Remark 2.22. On a toric stack in any characteristic, there is a toric Frobenius endomorphism
Fℓ induced by the linear map of fans given by multiplication by ℓ. In [Tho00], it is shown
that ΘX is the set of all possible summands of (Fℓ)∗OX for a smooth toric variety X (see
also [Bøg98, Ach15]). Thomsen’s result was extended to toric Deligne–Mumford stacks in
[OU13]. Yet another standard proof of Lemma 2.20 for varieties uses that Hp(OX (A − d))
includes into Hp (OX (A)⊗ (Fℓ)∗OX ) ∼= Hp (OX (ℓA)) = 0. ⋄

We will need several results on how elements of Θ push forward. These results are
closely related, and they all follow from a more general statement about pushforwards under
appropriately defined birational toric morphisms of toric stacks, but we have chosen to isolate
the instances we use for clarity. First, Θ pushes forward in the naive way from X to X.

Proposition 2.23 (Coarse moduli pushforwards of Θ). If Σ is simplicial and π : XΣ,β → XΣ

is the natural coarse moduli space map, then for all θ ∈MR,

π∗OXΣ,β
(−d(θ)) = OXΣ

(−d(θ)).

Proof. The higher direct images all vanish as a consequence of Lemma 2.20 with A = 0. Thus
we must compute only R0π∗OX (−d(θ)). For any σ ∈ Σ, π−1(Uσ) = Xσ,β|Zσ(1)

. Therefore

H0(Uσ, R
0π∗OXσ,β

(−d(θ))) = H0
(
Xσ,β|Zσ(1)

,OX (−d(θ))
)

= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ ⩾ ⌈⟨θ, β(eρ)⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ σ(1)⟩
= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, β(eρ)⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ(1)⟩
= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ(1)⟩ ,
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using that ⟨m,β(eρ)⟩ is always an integer and that β(eρ) is a positive multiple of uρ. Thus
this calculation shows that for all σ ∈ Σ,

H0(Uσ, R
0π∗OXσ,β

(−d(θ))) = H0(Uσ,OUσ(−d(θ)))

in a fashion that respects restriction, which is given by inclusion of polytopes.

We also need to understand the pushforwards of Bondal–Thomsen elements under toric
morphisms induced by refinements of fans. We start with toric varieties, but due to their
natural appearance in Section 2.1, we do so in the context of generalized fans. Note that if
Σ is a generalized fan with lineality space L, then the character lattice of XΣ is

L⊥ ∩M = {m ∈M | ⟨m,u⟩ = 0 for all u ∈ L},

and each d ∈ −ΘXΣ
can be represented via some θ ∈ L⊥ as

−d(θ) :=
∑

ρ∈Σ(1)

⌊⟨−θ, uρ⟩⌋Dρ. (2.24)

Let Σ(1) denote the set of cones that correspond to rays in the quotient fan, and for each
ρ ∈ Σ(1), let uρ denote the primitive generator of the quotient ray.

Proposition 2.25 (Pushforwards of Θ along refinements). Suppose that Σ′ is a fan on NR
refining a generalized fan Σ on NR. Let X ′ = XΣ′, X = XΣ, and let π : X ′ → X be the
induced toric morphism. If L is the lineality space of Σ and θ ∈ L⊥ +M , then

π∗OX′(−d(θ)) = OX(−d(θ)),

and the derived pushforward of OX′(−d(θ)) is zero for all θ ̸∈ L⊥ +M .

Proof. For any σ ∈ Σ, there is a fan σ′ ⊂ Σ′ refining σ. The higher direct images vanish as
a consequence of the analogue of Lemma 2.20 with A = 0 for toric varieties applied to the
Xσ′ . To compute R0π∗OX′(−d(θ)),

H0(Uσ, R
0π∗OX′(−d(θ))) = H0(Xσ′ ,OX′(−d(θ)))

= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ σ′(1)⟩
= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ′(1)⟩ (2.26)

using that ⟨m,uρ⟩ is always an integer.
First, suppose that θ ̸∈ L⊥ + M . That is, for any m, there exists u ∈ L such that

⟨θ−m,u⟩ > 0. In addition, θ ̸∈ L⊥+M implies that L ̸= {0}; moreover, R⩾0 ·σ′(1) contains
L. Thus, u can be written as a nonnegative combination of uρ with ρ ∈ σ′(1), and the fact
that ⟨θ −m,u⟩ > 0 implies that it is not possible to have ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ′(1).
We conclude that π∗OX′(−d(θ)) has no local sections on an affine cover.

Now we turn to the case that θ ∈ L⊥+M . Since adding an element of M does not affect
the isomorphism class of the line bundle, assume that θ ∈ L⊥. If m ̸∈ L⊥, then there exists
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u ∈ L such that ⟨m,u⟩ < 0, and by the same argument as above, it is impossible to have
⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ′(1). Thus, the nonzero sections on Uσ must correspond to m
that lie in L⊥. Continuing from (2.26),

H0(Uσ, R
0π∗OX′(−d(θ))) = k

〈
m ∈ L⊥ ∩M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ′(1)

〉
= k

〈
m ∈ L⊥ ∩M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ(1)

〉
,

where the second equality follows from the fact that the image of every primitive generator
of σ′(1) in the quotient by L is a linear combination of primitive generators of σ(1). That
is, our calculation shows that H0(Uσ, R

0π∗OX′(−d(θ))) = H0(Uσ,OX(−d(θ))) for all σ ∈ Σ,
and in a fashion that respects restriction, which is given by inclusion of polytopes.

We end this subsection with one more result on pushforwards of Bondal–Thomsen ele-
ments for the toric stacks under consideration. We need an appropriate notion of refinement.

Definition 2.27. Let (Σ′, β′) and (Σ, β) be stacky fans on NR in the sense of Definition 2.6.
We say that (Σ′, β′) is a stacky refinement of (Σ, β) if Σ′ is a refinement of Σ, and there is a
homomorphism Φ: ZΣ′(1) → ZΣ(1) such that β ◦ Φ = β′.

A stacky refinement induces a toric morphism XΣ′,β′ → XΣ,β by [BCS04, Remark 4.5] or
by viewing a stacky refinement as a special case of a morphism of stacky fans in the sense
of [GS15]. Pushforwards of Bondal–Thomsen elements along a stacky refinement behave
analogously to the previous two cases. The proof of the following uses the same argument
as in Propositions 2.23 and 2.25, and is omitted.

Proposition 2.28 (Pushforwards of Θ along stacky refinements). Let (Σ′, β′) be a stacky
refinement of (Σ, β) inducing a toric morphism π : X ′ → X of smooth toric DM stacks, then
for all θ ∈MR,

π∗OX ′(−d(θ)) = OX (−d(θ)). □

2.4 The Bondal–Thomsen collection and the GKZ Fan

Recall our standard assumptions that S is the Cox ring of X and the chambers of ΣGKZ(X)
correspond to X1, . . . ,Xr. By (2.7), for each i, there is a natural map Cl(X)→ Cl(Xi). The
map is surjective in general, and it is an isomorphism precisely when Xi has the same rays
as X. Moreover, under this map, the Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ := ΘX surjects onto
ΘXi

. Thus, given any −d ∈ Θ, there is a natural corresponding element −d ∈ ΘXi
. We will

generally omit the map of class groups from our notation. For instance, by a minor abuse
of notation, we will write “given −d ∈ ΘX , consider the bundle OXi

(−d).”
We next consider the relationship between an S-module and the corresponding sheaves

on the Xi. In Section 7.4, we will go further and consider sheaves on the varieties XΓ

corresponding to cones Γ ∈ ΣGKZ(X), so we now summarize this construction. If P is a
finitely generated S-module and Γ is any cone in ΣGKZ(X), then there is a natural coherent
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sheaf on XΓ, which we denote by P |XΓ
and define as follows.10 We will largely mimic the

construction and notation from [CLS11, Section 5.3], but with two wrinkles due to the fact
that we work with generalized fans. First, there may be some contracted rays which do not
lie in any cone of the generalized fan ΣΓ of XΓ, and second, the generalized fan may have
a lineality space L ⊆ N . Write ΣΓ for the corresponding genuine fan of XΓ. For a cone
σ ∈ ΣΓ, let σ denote the corresponding cone in ΣΓ.

Let σ be a cone in ΣΓ. We define xσ
c
to be the product of the variables xρ, where ρ /∈ σ.

Note that, if xρ corresponds to a ray that has been contracted, then xρ will also always divide
xσ

c
. And if there is a lineality space, then the corresponding variables will divide every xσ

c
.

Define P |XΓ
as the sheaf whose sections on Uσ ⊆ XΓ are P [(xσ

c
)−1]0.

To first see that when P = S, this yields S|XΓ
= OXΓ

, monomials in S[(xσ
c
)−1] correspond

to Laurent monomials with positive exponents on xρ for ρ ∈ σ. In the short exact sequence

0→M → ZΣ(1) → Cl(X)→ 0,

the mapm 7→
∏

ρ x
⟨m,uρ⟩
ρ induces a natural bijection betweenm ∈ σ∨∩M and the monomials

in S[(xσ
c
)−1]0. If L is the lineality space of the generalized fan, then there is also a natural

bijection between σ∨ ∩ M and σ∨ ∩ L⊥, since σ∨ ⊆ L⊥. Since the semigroup σ∨ ∩ L⊥

corresponds to the monomials in H0(Uσ,OXΓ
),

S[(xσ
c

)−1]0 ∼= H0(Uσ,OXΓ
).

For a finitely generated module P , one can then follow [CLS11, Proposition 5.3.6], with
minor adjustments as in the argument above for S, to conclude that P |XΓ

is a coherent sheaf
on XΓ. We record the following for later use.

Lemma 2.29. If −d = −d(θ) ∈ Θ, then

S(−d)|XΓ
=

{
OXΓ

(−d) if θ ∈ L⊥ +M,

0 else.

Proof. Fix the Laurent monomial xθ :=
∏
x
⌊−⟨θ,uρ⟩⌋
ρ . Then

H0 (Uσ, S(−d(θ))) = S(−d(θ))[(xσc

)−1]0 ∼= S[(xσ
c

)−1]−d(θ), (2.30)

with monomial generators in bijection with the set of Laurent monomials xα in S of degree
−d(θ) such that the exponent of xρ is nonnegative for all ρ ∈ σ(1); equivalently, by the
correspondence xα ↔ xα/xθ, these sections correspond to Laurent monomials in S where
the exponent of xρ is at least the exponent of xθ for all ρ ∈ σ(1). By definition of xθ, this is
precisely the set of m ∈ M from (2.26). By the argument in the proof of Proposition 2.25,
(2.30) is empty unless θ ∈ L⊥ +M , and this proves that S(−d)|XΓ

= 0 when θ /∈ L⊥ +
M . When θ ∈ L⊥ + M , the arguments in Proposition 2.25 show this can be written as
k
〈
m ∈ L⊥ ∩M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩ for all ρ ∈ σ(1)

〉
. These are precisely the global sections

of OXΓ
(−d(θ)) on each Uσ, and again, just as in the proof of Proposition 2.25, the restrictions

are the same. Therefore we conclude that S(−d)|XΓ
∼= OXΓ

(−d), as desired.
10While this sheaf is often denoted P̃ , we will want to distinguish between the sheaves on the various XΓ,

which is why we use the notation P |XΓ
.
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3 The Cox category

In this section, we define the Cox category and establish some of its core properties.

3.1 Construction of X̃

In this subsection, we construct an explicit smooth toric DM stack X̃ satisfying the necessary
requirements of Definition 1.1. The underlying coarse moduli space is simply the toric variety
associated to a common simplicial refinement of the fans Σ1, ...,Σr. However, in order for
X̃ to lie over all the associated DM stacks, we need to “refine” the stacky structure as well.
Recall that Xi is the toric variety associated to Xi with fan Σi. Let Λ be a simplicial fan
refining all of the Σi, XΛ be the corresponding toric variety, and XΛ be the toric DM stack
obtained from Λ via Definition 2.2.

It may not be the case that XΛ admits a morphism to each Xi. At the level of stacky
fans, the obstacle is that when we lift the map of fans to a map of stacky fans, we might
end up sending the generator uρ of a ray to a non-lattice point. We return to the running
example of the Hirzebruch surface to illustrate this.

Example 3.1. We wish to find a toric DM stack X̃ that maps to both P(1, 1, 3) and H3.
Since the fan for H3 is a refinement of the fan for the weighted projective variety Pv(1, 1, 3),
the common refinement would just give back H3. However, H3 does not map to the stack
P(1, 1, 3). Nevertheless, as there are only 2 chambers in ΣGKZ in this example, it is not

difficult to see what to do. Let X̃ be the fiber product (in the category of stacks) of P(1, 1, 3)
and H3 over the Pv(1, 1, 3). This turns out to be a root stack of order 3 over the (−3)-curve.
It can be obtained as the toric stack coming from the map which triples this toric divisor,
namely the map β : Z4 → N given by β(ei) = ui for i ̸= 1 and β(e1) = 3u1. ⋄

The general case is resolved in a similar manner, by appropriately rescaling the terms in
the map βΛ. Algebraically, this corresponds to regrading some of the variables of the Cox
ring; geometrically, it corresponds to taking root stacks of components of the toric boundary
divisor. These rescalings on the rays are chosen as follows. Since each Xi is simplicial, any
ray ρ ∈ Λ lies in a unique minimal simplicial cone σρi ∈ Σi and hence there is a relation

aρiuρ =
∑

τ∈σρi(1)

aτuτ , (3.2)

where aρi, aτ ∈ Z>0 and gcd(aρi, aτ ) = 1. Let cρ := lcm(aρi).

Definition 3.3. Following Definition 2.6, let X̃ be the smooth toric DM stack associated to
(N,Λ, βΛ), where βΛ(eρ) := cρuρ.

Definition 3.4. For each i, define a linear map αi : ZΛ(1) → Ñ , where eρ 7→ cρuρ. Note that,
since cρuρ = cρ

aρi

∑
τ∈σρi(1)

aτuτ , the map αi now satisfies the second condition of [BCS04,

Remark 4.5]. As the first condition was satisfied without this rescaling, we conclude that
each αi determines a morphism of stacky fans.
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Proposition 3.5. The toric stack X̃ is a smooth DM stack with a simplicial underlying fan,
and the maps πi : X̃ → Xi are proper and birational with πi∗OX̃ = OXi

for all i.

Proof. The morphism is birational because it induces an isomorphism on the open dense
torus T . For properness, consider the commutative diagram

X̃ XΛ

Xi Xi,

πi

a

r

b

where a, b are the coarse moduli maps, and r is the map of toric varieties coming from the
refinement of fans. Now a, b are proper by the Keel–Mori theorem [KM97]. Furthermore, r
is a proper morphism of toric varieties because it comes from a refinement of fans [CLS11,
Theorem 3.4.11]. It follows that πi is proper by [The18, Lemma 0CPT]. By construction, the
maps πi are induced by stacky refinements of fans. Therefore Proposition 2.28 (with θ = 0)
implies that πi∗OX̃ = OXi

for all i.

We record a more general version of this proposition for refinements of a broader class of
stacky fans. It will be used in Corollary 3.9 and may be of independent interest.

Proposition 3.6. If (N,Σ1, β1) and (N,Σ2, β2) are a pair of stacky fans (as in Defini-

tion 2.6) with the same support, then there exists (N, Σ̃, β̃) that is a stacky refinement of

both, in the sense of Definition 2.27, such that Σ̃ is simplicial.

Proof. First, refine Σ1 and Σ2 to simplicial fans by applying [CLS11, Proposition 11.1.7].
From there, the construction and proof are essentially identical to Definition 3.3 and Propo-
sition 3.5, but with uρ and uτ replaced by βi(eρ) and βi(eτ ) in (3.2).

3.2 The Cox category

In this subsection, we establish some basic properties about DCox; see Appendix A for an
alternative colimit description. The following is well-known for varieties, and the same
essential proof goes through in our context.

Lemma 3.7. If α : X ′ → X is a proper, birational morphism of smooth toric Deligne–
Mumford stacks such that α∗OX ′ = OX , then α

∗ : D(X )→ D(X ′) is fully faithful. It follows

that the functors π∗
i : D(Xi)→ D(X̃ ) are fully faithful for all i.

Proof. For any F ∈ D(X ), α∗α
∗F ∼= F ⊗ α∗OX ′ by the projection formula, which can

be applied as F is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded complex of locally free sheaves since X
is smooth. Hence the unit map id → α∗α

∗ is an isomorphism. Consequently, α∗ is fully
faithful. The application to the πi from Proposition 3.5 is immediate.

With the standard notation for thick subcategories generated by a collection of of sub-
categories, Definition 1.1 can be rewritten as

DCox,X̃ := ⟨π∗
1D(X1), . . . , π

∗
rD(Xr)⟩,
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which is the smallest thick subcategory generated by the pullback categories from each
chamber. For the moment, we include the choice of X̃ in the notation for DCox though, as
we will confirm in a moment, the category DCox does not depend on the choice of X̃ . First,
we show the following:

Lemma 3.8. Let α : X̃ ′ → X̃ be a proper birational map of smooth toric stacks induced by
a stacky refinement of fans. Write ρi = πi ◦ α : X̃ ′ → Xi. Then α∗ is an equivalence of
categories between ⟨π∗

1D(X1), . . . , π
∗
rD(Xr)⟩ and ⟨ρ∗1D(X1), . . . , ρ

∗
rD(Xr)⟩.

Proof. The functor α∗ is fully faithful by Lemma 3.7. It induces an equivalence since it
essentially surjects onto the generating set.

Corollary 3.9. Given two such X̃ ′ and X̃ , there is a natural equivalence DCox,X̃ ′ ≃ DCox,X̃ .

Proof. By Proposition 3.6, there exists Ỹ with π : Ỹ → X̃ and π′ : Ỹ → X̃ ′ both birational
and proper. Then apply Lemma 3.8 to obtain the chain of equivalences.

In view of Corollary 3.9, we will drop any mention of X̃ from the notation for the Cox
category. See also Appendix A.

Definition 3.10. Let Q ⊆ D(X̃ ) be the subcategory of elements E , where πi∗E = 0 in D(Xi)
for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r.

We prove in Corollary 5.5 that D(X̃ ) has a semiorthogonal decomposition involving Q
and DCox. For now, we simply observe the following weaker results:

Lemma 3.11. The category Q is the right orthogonal to DCox.

Proof. Consider an element in DCox of the form π∗
i E for some i, and an arbitrary object

F ∈ Q. By adjunction, HomX̃ (π
∗
i E ,F) = HomXi

(E , πi∗F) = 0 because πi∗F = 0. Since
DCox is generated by the elements of the form π∗

i E for all i, this implies one direction.
Conversely, if HomX̃ (π

∗
i E ,F) = 0 for all i and E , then HomXi

(E ,πi∗F) = 0 for all i and
E , which implies that πi∗F = 0 for all i. Thus, F ∈ Q.

Lemma 3.12. Let E ,F ∈ DCox and ϕ ∈ HomX̃ (E ,F). If πi∗(ϕ) induces a quasi-isomorphism
for all i, then ϕ induces a quasi-isomorphism in DCox.

Proof. The cone C(ϕ) = [E ϕ→ F ] lies in DCox, and our assumption is that πi∗C(ϕ) = 0
for all i. Thus, C(ϕ) ∈ DCox ∩ Q. If C(ϕ) were nonzero, then the identity morphism
would give a nonzero map between an object in DCox and one in Q, which is impossible by
Lemma 3.11.

Recall that (−)∨ := Hom(−,OX̃ ) is a contravariant auto-equivalence of D(X̃ ).

Lemma 3.13. The duality functor (−)∨ : D(X̃ )op → D(X̃ ) preserves DCox. Hence it induces
a contravariant autoequivalence of DCox.
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Proof. If E ∈ DCox, then

E∨ ∈ ⟨(π∗
1D(X1))

∨, . . . , (π∗
rD(Xr))

∨⟩
= ⟨π∗

1D(X1)
∨, . . . , π∗

rD(Xr)
∨⟩ = ⟨π∗

1D(X1), . . . , π
∗
rD(Xr)⟩ = DCox.

Remark 3.14. The duality from Lemma 3.13 a priori depends on the choice of X̃ . However,
the equivalence between the different versions of DCox is given by pullback along α : X̃ ′ → X̃ ,
which commutes with (−)∨. ⋄

4 The Θ-Transform Lemma

The main goal of this section is to prove Lemma 1.6, the Θ-Transform Lemma. Recall that
X is a semiprojective toric variety with fan Σ and we are using an arbitrary indexing Γi of
the chambers in ΣGKZ = ΣGKZ(X) with corresponding toric stacks Xi as in Definition 2.2.

Further, let X̃ be any toric DM stack with birational toric morphisms πi : X̃ → Xi induced
by generalized stacky refinements of fans for all i, as shown to exist in Section 3.1.

Before proving Lemma 1.6 in Section 4.3, we first precisely define the Bondal–Thomsen
collection in DCox in Section 4.1, with various examples in Section 4.2. Finally, in Section 4.4,
we deduce some consequences of the Θ-Transform Lemma.

4.1 The Bondal–Thomsen collection for the Cox category

We now define a line bundle OCox(−d) in DCox for each −d ∈ Θ := ΘX . Here we face a
subtle question: which of the OXj

(−d) should we pullback in order to define a representative
of −d in DCox? We use the secondary fan as our guide.

Definition 4.1. Choose −d ∈ Θ. Since d is an effective degree, its image in Cl(X)R lies in a
maximal cone Γi of ΣGKZ , which corresponds to some Xi. We defineOCox(−d) := π∗

iOXi
(−d).

For example, in the case of H3 as in Figure 1.1, we would pull back −d1 and −d5 from
H3, and −d2 and −d3 from P(1, 1, 3); for −d0 and −d4, either choice will work.

For future use, we note that given Definition 4.1, Lemma 1.6 is equivalent to the statement
that πj∗OCox(−d) = OXj

(−d) for all j and all −d ∈ Θ. The OCox(−d) are well-defined by
the following result.

Proposition 4.2. If the image of d in Cl(X)R lies in Γi∩Γj, then π
∗
iOXi

(−d) = π∗
jOXj

(−d).

Proof. Choose a ∈ ZΣ(1) projecting to d in Cl(X). Let Fi be the support function of d on Σi

corresponding to this choice. Since the image of d in Cl(X)R is in Γi, Fi(uρ) ⩾ −aρ for all
ρ ∈ Σ(1), and Fi is concave on Σi. Let σ ∈ Σj. Any u ∈ σ can be written as u =

∑
ρ∈σ(1) cρuρ

for some cρ ∈ R>0. Using the properties of Fi,

Fi(u) = Fi

 ∑
ρ∈σ(1)

cρuρ

 ⩾
∑

ρ∈σ(1)

cρFi(uρ) ⩾ −
∑

ρ∈σ(1)

cρaρ = Fj(u).
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That is, Fi(u) ⩾ Fj(u) for all u ∈ |Σj| = |Σi|. Also, since the image of d in Cl(X)R lies in
Γj, the opposite inequality holds as well, so Fi = Fj. As the pullback of a line bundle is
determined by the support function, we obtain the desired result.

Theorem A also requires ordering the line bundles in Θ when X is projective:

Definition 4.3. When X is projective, the set Θ is equipped with a partial ordering such
that −d ≤ −d′ if and only if d − d′ is effective. We choose any refinement of this partial
ordering to a total ordering −d1, . . . ,−dt.

Note that −dj − (−di) is not effective if i > j for any choice of ordering arising from
Definition 4.3.

4.2 Examples

Here we collect some examples to illustrate properties of DCox and the Θ-Transform Lemma.

Example 4.4. If ΣGKZ has a single maximal chamber corresponding to X , so that the
nef cone equals the effective cone, then DCox = D(X ) and Theorem A implies that Θ is a
full strong exceptional collection for D(X ) itself. This happens precisely when X is Pn, a
weighted projective stack, or a product and/or finite quotient of these [FS09, Proposition
5.3]. In these cases, Θ is the standard full strong exceptional collection, e.g., on P1×P(1, 1, 2),
Θ is the collection (0, 0), (0,−1), (0,−2), (0,−3), (−1, 0), (−1,−1), (−1,−2) and (−1,−3).

More generally, if Θ lies entirely in the chamber for X , so that all elements of Θ are nef,
then DCox = D(X ). For example, if X = H1 is a Hirzebruch of type 1, then there are two
chambers corresponding to H1 and P2, but the Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ lies entirely in
the chamber corresponding to H1 and so DCox = D(H1) in this case. ⋄
Example 4.5. Revisiting Example 1.2 and Figure 1.1, write π1 : X̃ → H3 and π2 : X̃ →
P(1, 1, 3). By Definition 4.1, OCox(−1, 0) = π∗

1OH3(−1, 0). Since d = (−2, 1) lies in the
chamber corresponding to P(1, 1, 3), we must use the fact from Section 2.4 that there is a
natural corresponding element in ΘP(1,1,3). In this case, the map α : Z2 → Cl(P(1, 1, 3)) is
given by (a, b) 7→ a+3b and thus OCox(2,−1) = π∗

2OP(1,1,3)(α(2,−1)) = π∗
2OP(1,1,3)(−1). Here

is a sample Hom computation:

Hom(OCox(−1, 0),OCox(2,−1)) = Hom(π∗
1OH3(−1, 0), π∗

2OP(2,−1)) by definition,

= Hom(OH3(−1, 0), π1∗π∗
2OP(2,−1)) by adjunction,

= Hom(OH3(−1, 0),OH3(2,−1)) by Lemma 1.6,

= Hom(OH3 ,OH3(3,−1)) = 0 by direct computation.

Note that the inverse computation is nonzero:

Hom(OCox(2,−1),OCox(−1, 0))
= Hom(π∗

2OP(1,1,3)(−1), π∗
1OH3(−1, 0)) by definition,

= Hom(OP(1,1,3)(−1), π1∗π∗
2OH3(−1, 0)) by adjunction,

= Hom(OP(1,1,3)(−1),OP(1,1,3)(−1)) by Lemma 1.6,

= k1 by direct computation.
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Through similar computations for the other pairs, one can directly confirm that Θ forms a
strong, exceptional collection. Fullness requires an additional argument. ⋄

Example 4.6 (Atiyah Flop). Consider the Cox ring S = k[x0, x1, y0, y1] with deg(xi) = 1
and deg(yj) = −1. The secondary fan has two chambers: R⩾0 and R⩽0. The first corresponds
to Y+ = [Spec(S)− V (x0, x1)/Gm], and the second to Y− = [Spec(S)− V (y0, y1)/Gm]. The

origin corresponds to Y0 = Spec(S0) where S0 = k[x0y0, x0y1, x1y0, x1y1]. For Ỹ , we choose
the blowup of Y+ at the line V (y0, y1) (which is isomorphic to the blowup of Y− at V (x0, x1)).

We write π+ : Ỹ → Y+ and similarly for π−. The Cox category is the full subcategory of
D(Ỹ ) generated by π∗

+D(Y+) and π
∗
−D(Y−).

The Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ consists of the degree −1, 0, 1 divisors. By Defini-
tion 4.1, we define OCox(−1) := π∗

+OY+(−1) and OCox(1) := π∗
−OY−(1). The pullbacks of OY+

and OY− coincide and are equal to OCox. Theorem A implies that OCox(−1)⊕OCox⊕OCox(1)
is a tilting bundle.

The Θ-Transform Lemma implies that the Fourier–Mukai transform of OY+(d) from Y+
to Y− will equal OY−(d) when d = 0 or d = −1. A direct computation confirms that these
are the only values of d where this holds. If d > 0 then the degree zero cohomology of the
Fourier–Mukai transform will be the ideal sheaf of (y0, y1)

d, and if d ⩽ −2 then the degree
one cohomology will be nonzero. ⋄

The example above demonstrates some of the delicacy in the Θ-Transform Lemma. If a
Fourier–Mukai transform Φij is applied to a line bundle L that is too positive, then the R0

term of that Fourier–Mukai transform would be a twist of an ideal sheaf, not necessarily a
line bundle. On the other hand, if the line bundle L is too negative, then there is a risk of
acquiring nontrivial higher direct images. The hypotheses of the lemma are calibrated so as
to navigate between these: the fact that the image of d lies in the chamber of Γi ensures
that the R0-term is correct; the fact that −d came from Θ means it is not so negative as
to acquire higher direct images. The latter is captured in our argument by the existence of
θ ∈MR defining −d ∈ Θ. In a certain sense, the support function of −d is approximated by
the linear function given by pairing with θ.

One part of Example 4.6 is, however, a bit misleading in that π∗
+OY +(−1) is an element

of the Bondal–Thomsen collection on Ỹ . If this were always true, then it would directly
imply that the higher pushforwards vanish by Proposition 2.28. However, Bondal–Thomsen
elements are not always sent to Bondal–Thomsen elements under pullback. (For instance,

this can fail in the case of the Hirzebruch surface X̃ → H3.) Thus in general, one must prove
the vanishing of higher pushforwards using a different mechanism.

Example 4.7. Let X be the blowup of Pn at the points [1 : 0 : · · · : 0] and [0 : 0 : · · · :
0 : 1]. In [Mic11] it was shown that X provides a counterexample to King’s Conjecture
for n > 20. The Cox ring S of X can be written as S = k[x0, . . . , xn+2] with degrees
(1, 0, 1), (1, 0, 0), . . . , (1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0), (0, 1, 0), and (0, 0, 1). The class (1, 0, 0) corresponds to
the hyperplane class from Pn, and (0, 1, 0) and (0, 0, 1) correspond to the two exceptional
divisors. The GKZ fan of X has 5 maximal chambers as illustrated in Figure 4.1. For n = 3,
the chambers correspond to P3, the blowup of P3 at one of the two points, X itself, and
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(1, 0, 0) (0, 1, 0)

(0, 0, 1)

XX0

X ′
Bl1(P3)

Bl1(P3)

P3

H1

P2

pt

H1 P2P1

Figure 4.1. The GKZ fan from Example 4.7 has five maximal chambers. When n = 3, we
label each chamber and face with the corresponding variety.

another variety X ′ that is a P1-bundle over a Hirzebruch surface H1 of type 1. Along the
boundary, there is a point, a P1, two copies of P2, and two copies of H1. Along the internal
edge between X and X ′ is the contraction X0 for the corresponding flop. The distinct
varieties that arise are labeled in Figure 4.1.

The Bondal–Thomsen collection consists of 4n− 3 elements:

ΘX =

{
(0, 0, 0), . . . , (−n− 2, 0, 0), (−1,−1, 0), . . . , (−n− 1,−1, 0),

(−1, 0,−1), . . . , (−n− 1, 0,−1), (−1,−1,−1), . . . , (−n,−1,−1),

}
.

Each element lies in the chamber associated to either X or X ′ and so in this case, DCox =
⟨π∗

1D(X ′), π∗
2D(X)⟩. ⋄

Remark 4.8. We caution the reader that there are some categories which might appear
similar to DCox but are in fact not equivalent. For instance, again consider the Hirzebruch
surface H3. The Cox ring is S = k[x0, x1, x2, x3] and the irrelevant ideal is B1 := (x0, x2) ∩
(x1, x3). Thus D(H3) = D(S)/DB1 where DB1 is the bounded derived category of finitely
generated S-modules whose homology is B1-torsion. If B2 := (x1)∩(x0, x2, x3), then similarly
D(P(1, 1, 3)) = D(S)/DB2 . However, it is not that case DCox equals D(S)/DB1+B2 . In fact,
D(S)/DB1+B2 is the derived category of the non-separated stack one obtains by gluing H3

and P(1, 1, 3) along their birational locus; it is not even a proper dg-category.

Similarly, there is generally not some X̃ with DCox = D(X̃ ). This is perhaps easiest

to see for the Atiyah Flop example: with notation as in Example 4.6, DCox ⊆ D(Ỹ ). But

K0(DCox) = Z3 by Theorem A, whereas K0(D(Ỹ )) = Z4 by [BH06].
We also note that DCox is not a monoidal category in the “obvious way;” it is not closed

with respect to the induced monoidal structure from D(X̃ ). For instance, in Example 4.6,
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tensor products of the line bundles π∗
+OY+(−1) and π∗

−OY−(1) generate all of the line bundles

on Ỹ . Since D(Ỹ ) is strictly larger than DCox, it follows that that DCox is not closed with
respect to this monoidal structure, as it would be if it were the category supported along
subvariety or the pullback from some minimal rational resolution.

One must also be careful in passing from S-modules to elements of DCox. For instance,
in Example 4.6, there is no element of DCox that pushes forward to both OY+(−2) and
OY−(−2). Said another way, it is not the case that DCox can always be expressed as the
Verdier quotient of D(S) along a torsion subcategory. ⋄

4.3 Proof of the Θ-Transform Lemma

Recall that for any 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ r, there is a commutative diagram as below, where the
horizontal arrow is a birational map.

X̃
πi

  

πj

��
Xi
oo // Xj.

Our goal is to understand how elements of the Bondal–Thomsen collection behave with
respect to these birational maps, and the associated Fourier–Mukai transforms. For conve-
nience, we prove the following restatement of Lemma 1.6.

Lemma 4.9. If −d ∈ Θ and has image in Γi, then πj∗π
∗
iOXi

(−d) = OXj
(−d) for all j.

As discussed after Example 4.6, the hypotheses provide a delicate balance. Since d has
image in Γi, OXi

(−d) is anti-nef, and this factors into our proof that R0πj∗ is the right line
bundle. The fact that −d ∈ Θ implies that it is “close to 0,” and so it is not so negative as
to acquire nonzero higher direct images.

Our proof involves testing the object πj∗π
∗
iOXi

(−d) against nef line bundles. This allows
us to reduce to a cohomology computation for line bundles that can be expressed as a
difference of nef line bundles, meaning those of the form D1−D2, where both D1 and D2 are
nef. (Recall that nef line bundles on a toric DM stack are defined in Definition 2.19.) Then
[ABKW20, Theorem III.6] can be used to analyze such divisors in terms of their polytopes.
To reduce to a set of cohomology computations, we rely on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose that π : X ′ → X is a proper morphism of be a smooth toric DM
stacks with quasi-projective coarse moduli spaces. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X ′. If

Hp(X , π∗F ⊗OX (A)) ∼= Hp(X , (R0π∗F)⊗OX (A)) (4.11)

for all p and every nef toric divisor A, then π∗F = R0π∗F .

The statement is likely known to experts, but as we could not find a precise reference
that implied this result, we provide a separate proof based on a pair of elementary lemmas.
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Lemma 4.12. If X is a smooth toric DM stack with coarse moduli morphism π : X → X,
where X is quasi-projective, then there exist divisors D1, . . . , Dl on X such that π∗(PerfX)⊗⊕
OX (Di) generates D(X ).

Proof. By [Kre09, Section 5.2], there exist D1, . . . , Dl such that E :=
⊕
OX (Di) is a gener-

ating sheaf. By definition, L0π∗π∗Hom(E ,F) ⊗ E → F is surjective for all quasi-coherent
sheaves F . (Note that π∗ is exact.) There are enough line bundles on X, so there is a
surjection V → π∗Hom(E ,F) with V a vector bundle. Since L0π∗ is right exact, the compo-
sition π∗V ⊗ E = L0π∗V ⊗ E → F is surjective. Now X is smooth and F can be resolved by
complexes of the form π∗V⊗E , soD1, . . . , Dl generateD(X ), up to splitting idempotents.

Lemma 4.12 amounts to the fact that Pic(X) is a finite index subgroup of Cl(X) because
X corresponds to a simplicial fan [CLS11, Proposition 4.2.7]. For instance, in the case of a
weighted projective stack like P(1, 1, 3), one can choose the bundles O(i) for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ 2.

Lemma 4.13. Let X be a smooth toric DM stack with quasi-projective coarse moduli space.
A map ϕ : E → F in D(X ) is a quasi-isomorphism if and only the maps

Homp(OX , E ⊗ OX (A))→ Homp(OX ,F ⊗OX (A))

are isomorphisms for all p and every nef toric divisor A.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that the OX (A) from nef A on X generate D(X ). To do this,
choose an ample line bundle OX(D) on X such that OX(λD−Di) are nef for each λ ⩾ 1 and
all i from Lemma 4.12. The line bundles OX(λD) for λ ⩾ 1 generate PerfX since OX(D) is
ample. Thus, the OX (λD −Di) generate D(X ).

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Since π is proper, π∗F is a bounded complex of coherent sheaves by
[Ols05, Theorem 1.2]. Applying Lemma 4.13 to the map π∗F → R0π∗F gives the result.

In light of Lemma 4.10, we first show that the underived pushforward gives the correct
sheaf before addressing the higher direct images.

Lemma 4.14. If −d ∈ Θ and has image in Γi, then R
0πj∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d) = OXj
(−d) for all j.

Proof. Let σ ∈ Σj. Since the map πi is induced by a stacky refinement, there is a stacky

fan σ̃ ⊂ Σ̃ such that π−1
i (Xσ) = Xσ̃, where βj, β̃ are suppressed from the notation for these

stacks to avoid excessive subscripts. Now

H0
(
Xσ,OXj

(−d)
)
= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,βj(eρ)⟩ ⩾ Fj(βj(eρ)) for all ρ ∈ σ(1)⟩
= k ⟨m ∈M | ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ Fj(uρ) for all ρ ∈ σ(1)⟩

and H0
(
Xσ, (πj)∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d)
)
= H0

(
Xσ̃, π

∗
iOXi

(−d)
)

= k
〈
m ∈M

∣∣∣∣ ⟨m, β̃(eρ)⟩ ⩾ Fi(β̃(eρ)) for all ρ ∈ σ̃(1)
〉
,

where Fi and Fj are support functions for −d on Σi and Σj, respectively. We now show that
these sets of sections coincide.
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As in the proof of Proposition 4.2, Fj(u) ⩾ Fi(u) for all u ∈ |Σj| = |Σ̃| because d ∈ Γi. If
⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ Fj(uρ) for all ρ ∈ σ(1), then since Fj is linear on σ, ⟨m,u⟩ ⩾ Fj(u) for all u ∈ |σ|.
Since β̃(eρ) ∈ |σ| for all ρ ∈ Σ̃(1), then for all ρ ∈ Σ̃(1), ⟨m, β̃(eρ)⟩ ⩾ Fj(β̃(eρ)) ⩾ Fi(β̃(eρ)).

In the other direction, suppose ⟨m, β̃(eρ)⟩ ⩾ Fi(β̃(eρ)) for all ρ ∈ Σ̃(1). Since β̃(eρ) = bρuρ
for some bρ > 0 for all ρ ∈ σ(1) and Fi respects positive scaling, ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ Fi(uρ) for all
ρ ∈ Σ(1). Now choose θ ∈MR such that d = d(θ). Then Fi(uρ) = ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ Σi(1),
and the same holds for Fj on Σj(1). If u ∈ |Σi| = |Σj|, then u lies in a cone of Σi and it follows
that Fi(u) ⩾ ⟨θ, u⟩. In particular, if uρ ∈ Σj(1), ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ = Fj(uρ) ⩾ Fi(uρ) ⩾ ⟨θ, uρ⟩,

so Fi(uρ) = ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉, since Fi(uρ) ∈ Z. As a result, ⟨m,uρ⟩ ⩾ Fj(uρ) for all ρ ∈ σ(1).
In summary, H0

(
Xj,OXj

(−d)
)
= H0 (Xj, (πj)∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d)) for all σ ∈ Σj in a fashion
that respects restriction, which is given by inclusion of polytopes, as desired.

To get the higher vanishing, we will apply Lemma 4.10 to πj∗π
∗
iOXi

(−d), and show that
for any twist by a nef line bundle on Xj, this will have the same cohomology as OXj

(−d)
would. The following lemma provides the baseline, computing the cohomology of the twists
of OXj

(−d). As in the proof of Lemma 4.14, recall that given θ ∈MR, −d(θ) ∈ Θ is obtained
by setting d(θ)ρ = ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1) and that every element of Θ arises in this fashion
by Definition 2.12.

Proposition 4.15. Suppose that −d ∈ Θ. For any 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r, if A =
∑
aρDρ is a nef line

bundle on Xj with section polytope PA, then

Hp(Xj,OXj
(A− d)) =

{
k⟨PA ∩ (M − θ)⟩ if p = 0,

0 if p ̸= 0.

Proof. Vanishing outside of degree zero follows from Lemma 2.20. Thus it remains only to
calculate global sections. For this, recall that H0(OXj

(A−d)) is generated by the monomials
indexed by PA−d ∩M . Now choose θ ∈MR so that −d = −d(θ). Then

PA−d = {k ∈MR | ⟨k, uρ⟩ ⩾ −aρ + ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ Σj(1)}.

If m ∈ PA−d ∩M , then m− θ ∈M − θ and

⟨m− θ, uρ⟩ = ⟨m,uρ⟩ − ⟨θ, uρ⟩ ⩾ −aρ + ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉ − ⟨θ, uρ⟩ ⩾ −aρ

for all ρ ∈ Σj(1). That is, m− θ ∈ PA ∩ (M − θ).
In the other direction, if k ∈ PA ∩ (M − θ), then k + θ ∈ M and for all ρ ∈ Σj(1),

⟨k+θ, uρ⟩ ⩾ −aρ+⟨θ, uρ⟩. It follows that for all ρ ∈ Σj(1), since ⟨k+θ, uρ⟩ ∈ Z, ⟨k+θ, uρ⟩ ⩾
−aρ + ⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉. Therefore k + θ ∈ PA−d ∩M .

We note that the computation of global sections (p = 0) in Proposition 4.15 does not use
that A is nef. In order to compute the other side of (4.11) in our case of interest, we will
use the following stacky version of [ABKW20, Theorem 3.6] (see also [AP20]).
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Theorem 4.16. Suppose that X is a smooth toric Deligne–Mumford stack arising from a
fan Σ on NR and homomorphism β : ZΣ(1) → N such that XΣ is semiprojective and β(eρ) is
primitive for all ρ ∈ Σ(1). If A and B are nef divisors on X with polytopes PA, PB ⊂ MR,
then for all m ∈M ,

Hp
m(OX (A−B)) ∼= H̃p−1(PB \ (PA −m)).

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 2.9 and [ABKW20, Theorem 3.6].

Remark 4.17. While we expect that analogues of Theorem 4.16 hold for more general toric
stacks, we do not address that here in order to simplify the proof. ⋄

To apply Theorem 4.16 with B = d(θ), the following observation will be essential.

Lemma 4.18. Let α ∈ Σ(1) and a ∈ Z. If ⟨−θ +m,uα⟩ ⩾ −a, then there is no k ∈ MR
such that ⟨k, uα⟩ ⩾ ⌊−⟨θ, uα⟩⌋ and ⟨k +m,uα⟩ < −a.
Proof. It is enough to show that if ⟨−θ+m,uα⟩ ⩾ −a, then −a−⟨m,uα⟩ ⩽ ⌊−⟨θ, uα⟩⌋, since
then ⟨k, uα⟩ ⩾ ⌊−⟨θ, uα⟩⌋ will imply that ⟨k +m,uα⟩ ⩾ −a. But, −a − ⟨m,uα⟩ ⩽ −⟨θ, uα⟩
implies that −a− ⟨m,uα⟩ ⩽ ⌊−⟨θ, uα⟩⌋ because a and ⟨m,uα⟩ are integers.

We are now prepared to prove Lemma 4.9.

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Choose θ ∈MR so that −d = −d(θ). From Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.14,
and Proposition 4.15, it is enough to show that

Hp(OXj
(A)⊗ (πj)∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d)) =

{
k⟨PA ∩ (M − θ)⟩ if p = 0,

0 if p ̸= 0,
(4.19)

where A is any nef divisor on Xj with section polytope PA. Now note that

Hp(OXj
(A)⊗ (πj)∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d)) = Hp(π∗
jOXj

(A)⊗ π∗
iOXi

(−d))

by adjunction. Further observe that π∗
jA and π∗

i d are nef on X̃ and their section polytopes
are preserved under pullback: Pπ∗

jA
= PA and Pπ∗

i d
= Pd. Thus, by applying Theorem 4.16,

Hp
m(π

∗
jOXi

(A)⊗π∗
iOXi

(−d)) ∼= H̃p−1(Pd \ (PA−m)) for all m ∈M . Since d has image in Γi,

Pd = {k ∈MR | ⟨k, uρ⟩ ⩾ ⌊−⟨θ, uρ⟩⌋ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1)}. (4.20)

Therefore

Pd \ (PA −m) =

{
k ∈MR

∣∣∣∣ ⟨k, uρ⟩ ⩾ ⌊−⟨θ, uρ⟩⌋ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1) and
⟨k +m,uα⟩ < −aα for some α ∈ Σj(1)

}
. (4.21)

Now we check the cohomology in degree zero. Note that −θ ∈ Pd. Thus, Pd\(PA−m) = ∅
implies that m− θ ∈ PA. The converse is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.18, which
implies that −θ ∈ Pd \ (PA −m) if Pd \ (PA −m) ̸= ∅. Therefore (4.19) holds for p = 0.

Finally, we check that the higher cohomology vanishes. We will show that Pd \ (PA−m)
is star-shaped around −θ and thus contractible when it is nonempty. Suppose that y ∈
Pd \ (PA−m) so that there exists α ∈ Σj(1) such that ⟨y+m,uα⟩ < −aα. As a consequence
of Lemma 4.18, ⟨−θ +m,uα⟩ < −aα so the straight-line path from y to −θ is contained in
Pd \ (PA −m), as claimed.
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−θ Pd5

P4

Figure 4.2. This figure illustrates some of the polytopes that appear in the proof of
Lemma 4.9 in the case that Xi = H3 is the Hirzebruch surface H3 from Figure 1.1. See
Example 4.22 for a detailed description.

Example 4.22. Figure 4.2 illustrates some of the polytopes that appear in the proof of
Lemma 4.9 in the case that Xi = H3 is the source of the Fourier–Mukai transform and Xj =
P(1, 1, 3) is the target. We choose −d(θ) = −d5 = (−1,−1), which comes from the chamber
corresponding to the Hirzebruch surface H3 (see Figure 1.1). The polytope Pd5 on H3 is the
outlined trapezoid. The triangles represent PA for different ample divisors A on P(1, 1, 3),
with the bottom triangle P4 corresponding to OP(1,1,3)(4). Note that Pd5 \ P4 is not convex,
but is nevertheless star-shaped around −θ, yielding vanishing of higher cohomology. ⋄

Remark 4.23. The fact that the difference of polytopes in (4.21) is star-shaped appears in
[FH22, Proposition 5.5] in the case that −A additionally lies in Θ by a different argument
involving exit paths in stratified spaces. That case is enough for many of the computations in
the following subsection, but it does not imply the entirety of the Θ-Transform Lemma. ⋄

Heuristics and computations lead us to believe that the following also holds.

Conjecture 4.24 (Uniform higher Θ vanishing). If −d ∈ Θ and i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, then
R>0πj∗π

∗
iOXi

(−d) = 0; that is, the Fourier–Mukai transform of any Bondal–Thomsen ele-
ment from any chamber is always a sheaf.

4.4 Computations in the Cox category using the Θ-Transform Lemma

We now turn to some consequences of Lemma 4.9 for DCox. In particular, we compute
morphisms in DCox as follows. If −d,−d′ ∈ Θ, d has image in Γi, and d

′ has image in Γj,
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then Lemma 4.9 combined with adjunction yield

Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) = Hom(π∗
iOXi

(−d), π∗
jOXj

(−d′))
= Hom(OXi

(−d), (πi)∗π∗
jOXj

(−d′))
= Hom(OXi

(−d),OXi
(−d′)).

Thus, applying Proposition 4.15, we immediately obtain the following. This shows that sheaf
cohomology computations in DCox are combinatorial in nature.

Corollary 4.25. Let −d,−d′ ∈ Θ. For any θ′ such that d′ = d(θ′),

Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) = k⟨Pd ∩ (M − θ′)⟩, (4.26)

concentrated in degree zero. In particular, if there are any nonzero morphisms from OCox(−d)
to OCox(−d′), then d− d′ is effective. □

These morphism spaces are functorially identified with morphisms of S-modules.

Corollary 4.27. If −d,−d′,−d′′ ∈ Θ, then there are isomorphisms ϕd−d′ from Sd−d′ to
Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) such that

1. Composition of morphisms OCox(−d) → OCox(−d′) → OCox(−d′′) is identified with
multiplication of polynomials Sd−d′ ⊗ Sd′−d′′ → Sd−d′′, and

2. For all i, (πi)∗ ◦ ϕd−d′ coincides with restriction from S to Xi; that is, there is a
commutative diagram where ρ is the natural restriction functor from D(S) to D(Xi):

Sd−d′
ϕd−d′ //

ρ
++

Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′))
πi∗
��

Hom(OXi
(−d),OXi

(−d′)).

Proof. Suppose that OCox(−d) = π∗
iOXi

(−d). From Corollary 4.25, it is enough to show that
Pd ∩ (M − θ′) is in bijection with monomial generators of Sd−d′ , where Pd is given by (4.20).
By definition, the monomial generators of Sd−d′ are in bijection with integral points of

Qd−d′ = {k ∈MR | ⟨k, uρ⟩ ⩾ −⌈⟨θ, uρ⟩⌉+ ⌈⟨θ′, uρ⟩⌉ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1)} .

However, Qd−d′ ∩M = Pd ∩ (M − θ′) by the same argument as in Proposition 4.15. Thus

Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) ∼= Sd−d′ .

To see that these identifications respect composition, note that composition in DCox is
given by addition of integral points in the section polytopes of line bundles on X̃ . Similarly,
multiplication of polynomials can be realized by multiplying monomials, which corresponds
to addition of lattice points. Since section polytopes are preserved under pullback, we have
shown above that the section polytope of OCox(d − d′) is Qd−d′ , which demonstrates that
composition is identified with multiplication of polynomials.

Checking the final statement amounts to unraveling the definitions. The polytope Qd−d′ ,
whose lattice points index the monomial basis of Sd−d′ , is a subset of the section polytope
of d− d′ on any Xi, and the pushforward functor respects the monomial grading.
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−θ
Pd5

−θ′

Figure 4.3. This figure demonstrates a sample computation of Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)).
See Example 4.28 for a detailed description.

Example 4.28. We illustrate Corollary 4.25 for a pair of Bondal–Thomsen elements −d(θ)
and −d(θ′) on H3 in Figure 4.3. In Figure 1.1, these correspond to d(θ) = d5 = (1, 1) and
d(θ′) = d2 = (−2, 1). The gray trapezoid is Pd5 , which contains four translates of −θ′. Thus

HomDCox
(OCox(−d(θ)),OCox(−d(θ′))) = k⟨Pd ∩ (M − θ′)⟩ ∼= k4. ⋄

Rephrasing Corollary 4.25, we obtain:

Corollary 4.29. If TCox :=
⊕

−d∈ΘOCox(−d) as in the statement of Theorem A, then
HomDCox

(TCox, TCox) is concentrated entirely in homological degree 0. If X is projective and
the order on Θ is taken as in Definition 4.3, then Θ is a strong exceptional collection. □

As the morphisms in (4.26) are entirely characterized by the polytope Pd and θ′, it is
worth making a few comments on the combinatorial nature of Pd. Let θ be such that d = d(θ)
and set a(θ)ρ = ⌊−⟨θ, uρ⟩⌋ for ρ ∈ Σ(1). Then since d ∈ σ,

Pd = {k ∈MR | ⟨k, uρ⟩ ⩾ a(θ)ρ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1)}.

Further, −θ ∈ Pd as noted previously and enjoys the special property that, in addition,
for all ρ ∈ Σ(1), ⟨−θ, uρ⟩ < a(θ)ρ + 1; that is, a(θ)ρ is the best possible integral lower
bound for ⟨−θ, uρ⟩ simultaneously for all ρ ∈ Σ(1). This provides yet another combinatorial
description of Θ; namely, the Bondal–Thomsen collection corresponds to the set of polytopes
with normal fan a subset of Σ(1) that contain a point for which the defining hyperplanes are
optimal lower bounds simultaneously for all ρ ∈ Σ(1) (including virtual facets).

5 Generating DCox

In this section, we prove that DCox is generated by the OCox(−d) for −d ∈ Θ. As this is the
final ingredient for Theorem A, we then record the proof of that result in Section 5.2.

5.1 Proof that Θ generates DCox

Proposition 5.1. The Cox category DCox(X) is generated by OCox(−d) with −d ∈ Θ.
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Proof. Let θ ∈ MR, and let −d̃ := d̃(θ) ∈ Cl(X̃ ) and −d := −d(θ) ∈ Cl(X) be the corre-
sponding elements of the class groups. Suppose that the image of −d is in Γi, the chamber
of ΣGKZ corresponding to Xi so that, by Definition 4.1, OCox(−d) = π∗

iOXi
(−d). By adjunc-

tion and Proposition 2.28, HomX̃ (OCox(−d),OX̃ (−d̃)) ∼= HomXi
(OXi

(−d),OXi
(−d)). The

latter Hom group contains an identity morphism, so write f : OCox(−d) → OX̃ (−d̃) for the
corresponding morphism. Let C(f) be the cone of f . We next observe that πj∗(C(f)) = 0
for all j. Namely, by the Θ-Transform Lemma and Proposition 2.28 as referenced above,
πj∗(C(f)) is

OXj
(−d) πj∗(f)−−−−→ OXj

(−d).

Since f was defined as the adjoint to the identity on OXi
(−d), and since the identity, f , and

πj∗(f) all agree over the torus, it follows that πj∗(C(f)) = 0.

Now, recall that Q ⊆ D(X̃ ) was defined in Section 2.3 as the subcategory of E ∈ D(X̃ )
such that πi∗E = 0 for all i, and consider the Verdier quotient π : D(X̃ ) → D(X̃ )/Q. Since

DCox ⊂ ⊥Q, the composition DCox → D(X̃ ) → D(X̃ )/Q is fully faithful. The line bundles

OX̃ (−d̃) for −d̃ ∈ ΘX̃ generate D(X̃ ) by [HHL24, Corollary D] or [FH23], and hence they

also generate D(X̃ )/Q. From the above, π(OCox(−d)) = π(OX̃ (−d̃)).
Thus both functors ⟨OCox(−d)⟩ ⊂ DCox → D(X̃)/Q are equivalences.

We derive some immediate corollaries including a tilting equivalence for DCox and asso-
ciated semiorthogonal decompositions.

Definition 5.2. Let PΘ be the category whose objects are −d ∈ Θ and whose morphisms
are given by inclusion ψS : PΘ → D(S), where −d 7→ S(−d).

Definition 5.3. Corollary 4.27 implies that there is a functor ψCox : PΘ → DCox that sends
S(−d) 7→ OCox(−d). This naturally extends to a functor Ψ: KΘ(S)→ DCox, where we recall
from Convention 2.1 that KΘ(S) denotes the homotopy category of PΘ.

Corollary 5.4. The functor Ψ is an equivalence.

Proof. Corollary 4.27 implies that Ψ is fully faithful. Proposition 5.1 implies it is essentially
surjective.

Corollary 5.5. There are semiorthogonal decompositions D(X̃ ) = ⟨Q, DCox⟩ = ⟨DCox,Q∨⟩.

Proof. Since DCox ⊆ ⊥Q, the map π : HomD(X̃ )(E,F ) → HomD(X̃ )/Q(π(E), π(F )) is an

isomorphism for E ∈ DCox. Since the composition DCox → D(X̃ )/Q is an equivalence,
there is a right adjoint r to the inclusion i of DCox. The counit of the adjunction gives
a functorial triangle (i ◦ r)(F ) → F → C, with (i ◦ r)(F ) ∈ DCox and C ∈ Q for any

C ∈ D(X̃ ). Applying (−)∨ to ⟨Q, DCox⟩ produces a new semiorthogonal decomposition

D(X̃ ) = ⟨D∨
Cox,Q∨⟩ = ⟨DCox,Q∨⟩. The last equality is Lemma 3.13.
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5.2 Proof of Theorem A

Having assembled the pieces, we now prove Theorem A and Proposition 1.3.

Proof of Theorem A. By Proposition 5.1, Θ generates DCox. Corollary 4.25 shows that if
T :=

⊕
−d∈ΘOCox(−d), then HomDCox

(T , T ) is concentrated in degree 0 and thus T is a
tilting bundle. Moreover, that corollary shows that the only morphisms arise from when
d − d′ is effective. In the projective case, if we therefore order the elements of Θ as in
Definition 4.3, then we immediately deduce the exceptional collection condition.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Lemma 3.13 has already shown that DCox(X) is self-dual. The
fact that DCox(X) is homologically smooth follows from the fact that it is an admissible

subcategory of D(X̃ ) by Corollary 5.5. This observation also implies that DCox(X) has

Rouquier dimension equal to dimX because D(X̃ ) has Rouquier dimension equal to dim X̃
by [HHL24, FH23], and dim X̃ = dimX. If X is projective, then DCox(X) is also proper

because it is a subcategory of D(X̃ ).

6 A diagonal resolution for DCox

In this section, we prove that the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolutions naturally lift to a res-
olution of the diagonal for the Cox category after recalling the main result of [HHL24]. In
Section 6.1, we will establish some key properties of the resolutions from [HHL24] and the
closely related Fourier–Mukai transforms. Then we construct a resolution of the diagonal
for DCox in Section 6.2 and deduce a few consequences such as Proposition 1.3.

6.1 Uniformity properties of the HHL resolution

Theorem 6.1 (Theorem A of [HHL24]). If Y is a closed toric substack of a toric stack X ,
and X is covered by smooth stacky charts, then there is a resolution of OY by direct sums of
elements OX (−d) with −d ∈ Θ.

We denote the complex from Theorem 6.1 by HY,X . We will focus on the case that
∆ij ⊂ Xi×Xj is the graph of the birational morphism from Xi to Xj. Note that, when i = j,
∆ii ⊆ Xi ×Xi is simply equal to the diagonal.

Remark 6.2. In [HHL24, Appendix B.1.1], an assumption on the characteristic of the field
was employed to split a representation into irreducible representations. However, the result
stated there holds whenever the group G is linearly reductive; see, e.g., [Wat79]. Its only
application in [HHL24, Lemma 2.22] is in this setting. ⋄

Definition 6.3. To simplify notation, write Hi,j for the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev line bundle
complex that resolves ∆ij in Xi ×Xj.

Solely within this section, we consider an auxiliary stack X that is obtained by gluing
the Xi along the common birational loci. A bit more formally, we define X as follows: recall
that each Xi has the form [Spec(S) − V (Bi)/G] for an appropriate irrelevant ideal Bi ⊆ S.

33



We define B :=
∑

iBi and set X := [Spec(S) − V (B)/G]. We note that each Xi ⊆ X is an
open subset, and thus X is covered by smooth stacky charts.

We define HS,S to be the free complex of S⊗S-modules that corresponds to the resolution
HX,X×X of the toric subscheme supported on the closure of the diagonal torus. (The diagonal
itself may fail to be closed as X may fail to be separated.) We observe a key uniformity
result about these resolutions that was implicit in [HHL24].

Proposition 6.4. For any i, j, HS,S |Xi×Xj
is homotopy equivalent to Hi,j as complexes of

sheaves on Xi × Xj. Moreover, if both chambers Γi and Γj for Xi and Xj are in the moving
cone of ΣGKZ(X), then these complexes are equal.

Proof. The key idea is to iteratively apply [HHL24, Lemma 3.3], which provides a statement
about the functorial behavior of HY,X with respect to pullback along an open inclusion.
While [HHL24, Lemma 3.3] is only stated for removal of a single toric divisor, it can clearly
be iterated. Moreover, the statement also holds when the map α from the cited lemma
involves removing higher codimension toric strata, since in that case the complex α∗HY,X
coincides with HY ′,X ′ , making the statement trivially true. Now, since Xi×Xj can be obtained
from X × X by removing the toric strata V (Bi) × X ∪ X ∪ V (Bj), both statements follow
immediately from these observations. In particular, the latter statement corresponds to the
fact that the construction in [HHL24] only depends on the rays of the stacky fan.

6.2 An HHL resolution for DCox

We now define a version of the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolution, denoted HCox,Cox, that
lives in the Cox category, use this to define a corresponding Fourier–Mukai transform, and
then prove that this transform is naturally isomorphic to the identity.

Recall that we defined a complex HS,S of S⊗S-modules in Section 6.1 with terms of the
form S(−d)⊠ S(−d′), where −d,−d′ ∈ Θ.11

Definition 6.5. Define HCox,Cox := (Ψ×Ψ)(HS,S), with Ψ: KΘ → DCox as in Definition 5.3.

Example 6.6. If X = P1, then HS,S is the complex S ⊠ S ←− S(−1) ⊠ S(−1) given by
multiplication by x0y1−x1y0, and HCox,Cox is simply OCox⊠OCox ←− OCox(−1)⊠OCox(−1)
with the same map. ⋄

Definition 6.7. Let ΦCox,Cox : DCox → DCox be the integral transform with kernel HCox,Cox.

We separate the proof of Theorem 1.4 into two steps, proving the following lemma and
corollary, each of which strengthens part of that theorem.

Lemma 6.8. For each pair i, j, the following holds:

1. The complex (πi × πj)∗(HCox,Cox) is homotopy equivalent to Hi,j.

11The main result of [BCHSY] shows that HS,S is homotopy equivalent to the free resolution construction
in [BE24]. In particular, HS,S is acyclic as a complex of S ⊗ S-modules.
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2. This induces a commutative diagram

D(Xi)

π∗
i

��

Φi,j // D(Xj)

DCox

ΦCox,Cox// DCox.

πj∗

OO
(6.9)

Corollary 6.10. The functor ΦCox,Cox : DCox(X) → DCox(X), which is the Fourier–Mukai
transform with kernel Ψ(HS,S), is naturally isomorphic to the identity functor.

As noted in the introduction, this “explains” the uniformity properties of the Hanlon–
Hicks–Lazarev resolution: the resolution only depends on the Cox ring (or the rays of the
fan)–and not on the irrelevant ideal (or the higher dimensional cones of the fan)–because
the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolution comes from a resolution of the diagonal for DCox, and
DCox is an invariant of the Cox ring S.

Proof of Lemma 6.8. For claim (1), the Θ-Transform Lemma shows that πi∗(OCox(−d)) =
OXi

(−d) for all i and −d. Using Corollary 4.27, it follows that, as functors from KΘ(S) →
D(Xi), the composition πi∗ ◦Ψ is naturally isomorphic to (−)|Xi

. By combining with Propo-
sition 6.4, we obtain the desired statement. Claim (2) is a standard consequence; see, e.g.,
[Huy06, Section 5.1].

Proof of Corollary 6.10. By Theorem A, every object in DCox can be represented as a com-
plex C•, where each Ci is a direct sum of OCox(−d) with −d ∈ Θ. We will prove that ΦCox is
the identity on OCox(−d) for all −d ∈ Θ and that it is the identity on all morphisms between
these bundles. Since ΦCox is a functor of triangulated categories – so ΦCox commutes with
cones – it will follow that ΦCox(C•) is naturally equivalent to C• itself.

Starting with objects, let G = ΦCox(OCox(−d)) ∈ DCox. We want to show that G =
OCox(−d). Let i be such that OCox(−d) = π∗

iOXi
(−d). Consider Lemma 6.8 in the case

i = j. In this case, the Fourier–Mukai transform Φi,i is just the identity, and so πi∗(G)
is isomorphic to OXi

(−d). By adjunction, the identity morphism from OXi
(−d) to πi∗(G)

induces a morphism f : OCox(−d)→ G.
Now choose some other j, and consider πj∗(f) : πj∗OCox(−d) → πj∗G. By Lemma 6.8

and the Θ-Transform Lemma, this is simply a map

πj∗(OCox(−d)) = OXj
(−d) πj∗f−−−−→ OXj

(−d) = πj∗G.

Finally, the morphisms πi∗f = id and πj∗f must agree when we pass to the open torus inside
of Xi and Xj. Since the restriction from Xj to the torus T is injective on homomorphisms of
line bundles, this implies that πj∗f must also equal the identity. We conclude that the map
f : OCox(−d)→ G satisfies πj∗f = idOXj

(−d) for all j, and it follows that G = OCox(−d) and
f is a quasi-isomorphism by Lemma 3.12.

Now consider what ΦCox,Cox does to morphisms. Let f ∈ Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′)) =
Sd−d′ . The Fourier–Mukai transform ΦCox commutes with the open immersion ι : T ⊆ X̃ ,
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yielding a diagram:

DCox

ΦCox,Cox//

ι∗

��

DCox

ι∗

��
D(T )

ΦT,T // D(T ),

where ΦT,T is the Fourier–Mukai transform with respect to the restriction of the Hanlon–
Hicks–Lazarev resolution to T . We note that ι∗ is injective on homomorphisms of line
bundles, and so it suffices to prove that ι∗f equals ΦT,T ◦ ι∗(f), but this follows from the fact
that ΦT,T is naturally isomorphic to the identity functor. In particular, ΦCox,Cox is naturally
the identity on morphisms as well.

As noted at the beginning of the proof, this implies that ΦCox,Cox is naturally isomorphic
to the identity functor.

Remark 6.11. An alternative natural approach to Corollary 6.10 is to project the Hanlon–
Hicks–Lazarev complex resolving the diagonal on X̃ to DCox. Using the self-duality of DCox,
one can check that the projected complex resolves the diagonal of DCox, and one could prove
Corollary 6.10 by showing that Ψ(HS,S) is homotopic to this projected complex. However,
to complete that argument, we require stronger functoriality statements about pushforwards
along stacky refinements than can be obtained from [HHL24, Lemma 3.3]. Therefore, we
take the more direct approach here and leave the interesting functoriality statements for
future work.

On the other hand, the desired homotopy indeed must hold a posteriori as a consequence
of Corollary 6.10 and strong exceptionality of Θ in DCox. ⋄
Remark 6.12. Another perspective on Corollary 6.10 is that HCox,Cox is the image of the diag-
onal bimodule O∆Cox

under the equivalence DCox(X×X)→ KΘ×Θ(S⊗S). Work in progress
of Berkesch–Cranton Heller–Smith–Yang [BCHSY] will show that the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev
resolutions are homotopy equivalent to the Brown–Erman resolutions from [BE24]. The res-
olutions of Anderson [And23], however, are distinct. ⋄
Remark 6.13. Let AΘ be the endomorphism algebra as in the statement of Theorem 1.5. The-
orem A also implies that DCox(X) ≃ KΘ(S) ≃ D(AΘ) and DCox(X ×X)→ KΘ×Θ(S⊗S) ≃
D(AΘ ⊗k A

op
Θ ). Hence, resolutions of O∆Cox

can also be obtained from resolutions of the
diagonal bimodule AΘ ∈ D(AΘ ⊗k A

op
Θ ). The subtleties of the comparison between noncom-

mutative resolutions and the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev resolution are explained in [FS24].
Other resolutions can also be obtained by altering the equivalence and/or tilting object.

Each such choice yields a different uniform resolution of the diagonal. For instance, Θ is
defined in terms of combinations

∑
aiDi, where ai ∈ (−1, 0]. However, from the symplectic

viewpoint, it is equally natural to allow ai ∈ [−1, 0). Writing ω =
∑
− deg(xi) as the

canonical degree, the corresponding integral divisors are

Θ∗ := ω −Θ = {ω + d | −d ∈ Θ}.

This yields an equivalence Ψ′ : DCox(X ×X)→ KΘ∗×Θ∗(S ⊗ S) and Ψ′(O∆Cox
) is a uniform

resolution of the diagonal with terms S(d)⊗ S(d′) with d, d′ ∈ Θ∗. ⋄
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7 Applications

In this section, we explore how our main results about DCox connect to prior work on related
questions, and we obtain a number of applications.

7.1 Representations of the Bondal–Thomsen category

The Bondal–Thomsen collection can be viewed in different categories; for example, −d ∈ Θ
yields OXi

(−d), S(−d), and OCox(−d). Similarly, there are resolutions of the diagonal in
D(Xi × Xi) [HHL24], D(S ⊗ S) [BE24], D(AΘ ⊗ Aop

Θ ) [FS24], and the Cox category (as in
Section 6). In this brief subsection, we provide some basic language for comparing these
objects and the associated Fourier–Mukai transforms.

Recall from Definition 5.2 that PΘ denotes the category of graded free S-modules whose
generators have degrees lying in Θ. There are natural functors with PΘ as the source.

Example 7.1. There is a canonical functor ψS : PΘ → D(S); for each 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r, there is
ψXi

: PΘ → D(Xi); and there is the Cox functor ψCox : PΘ → DCox. For all −d ∈ Θ, each of
these functors sends S(−d) to the natural corresponding object. ⋄

For each pair of functors ψA, ψB from Example 7.1, there is also a corresponding product
category. For instance, for ψS, ψXi

, consider the category of graded S ⊗k OXi
-modules,

meaning the category D(Spec(S)× Xi). There is some subtlety for pairs like ψCox, ψXi
, but

one can consider the subcategory of D(X̃ × Xi) generated by E ⊠ F where E ∈ DCox and
F ∈ D(Xi). What we primarily care about are the following Fourier–Mukai transforms.

Definition 7.2. Recall that HS,S, defined in Section 6.1, is a complex of free S⊗S-modules
with generators S(−d)⊗S(−d′) for −d,−d′ ∈ Θ. For any pair of functors ψA, ψB from Exam-
ple 7.1, define HA,B := (ψA × ψB)(HS,S), and let ΦA,B : D(A)→ D(B) be the corresponding
Fourier–Mukai transform.

For example, the above definition of Hi,j is consistent with Definition 6.3, and the above
definition of Φi,j recovers the Fourier–Mukai transforms studied throughout this paper. The
functor ΦCox,Cox was the focus of Section 6. This definition also yields new transforms, such
as Φi,S : D(Xi)→ D(S) and ΦCox,S : DCox → D(S). These functors will be useful for studying
window categories and monads in Sections 7.2 and 7.4.

Since all of these functors are transforms with respect to some variant of HS,S, they are
closely related to one another. There are two statements that we need in the sequel.

Lemma 7.3. There is an equivalence Ψ ◦ ΦCox,S
∼= ΦCox,Cox; in particular, ΦCox,S

∼= Ψ−1.

Proof. The key point is that Ψ ◦ ψS = ψCox, and thus

(id×Ψ) ◦ HCox,S = ((id×Ψ) ◦ (ψCox × ψS)) (HS,S) = (ψCox × ψCox)(HS,S).

The equivalence of transforms is then a standard consequence; see, e.g., [Huy06, Chapter 5].
Since ΦCox,Cox is equivalent to the identity by Corollary 6.10, it follows that ΦCox,S

∼= Ψ−1.

Lemma 7.4. There is an equivalence Ψ ◦ Φi,S
∼= Φi,Cox.

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to that of Lemma 7.3 and is omitted.
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7.2 Windows

Window categories provide a way to use explicit subcategories of S-modules to model the
derived category of a toric variety. Corollary 6.10 provides some straightforward yet inter-
esting applications to window categories. We begin with a general definition of a window
category. Recall from Section 2.1 that G is the group acting on Spec(S), as induced by its
Cl(X)-grading.

Definition 7.5. A full subcategory W ⊂ D(S) is a window for U ⊂ SpecS if the restriction
r∗U : W → D([U/G]) is an equivalence.

Theorem 7.6. The image of Φi,S is a window for Xi, so Φi,S : D(Xi)→ D(S) is fully faithful
and r∗i ◦ Φi,S

∼= id.

Proof. From Lemma 7.4, ΦCox,S ◦π∗
i
∼= Φi,S. Thus Φi,S is the composition of two fully faithful

functors. Since the Hanlon–Hicks–Lazarev complex restricts to a resolution of the diagonal
on Xi, the latter statement holds.

Theorem 7.7. There is an equality ⟨ImΦ1,S, . . . , ImΦr,S⟩ = KΘ(S).

Proof. Apply Ψ to deduce this from the definition of DCox.

Lemma 7.8 (Strong Θ-Transform Lemma). Fix −d ∈ Θ. If the image of d lies in the
chamber of ΣGKZ corresponding to Xi, then Φi,S(OXi

(−d)) = S(−d).
Proof. Using Lemma 7.4, Ψ ◦ Φi,S(OXi

(−d)) = π∗
iOXi

(−d) = OCox(−d). Since Ψ is an
equivalence and takes S(−d) to OCox(−d), Φi,S(OXi

(−d)) = S(−d).

Remark 7.9. In [HL15, BFK19], it is shown that windows exist for the derived categories
of GIT quotients, e.g., for all Xi. It would be interesting to know if the image of Φi,S

agrees with the grade restriction associated to any stratification of the unstable locus of Xi

with weight intervals (−ω−
λ , 0], where −ω

−
λ :=

∑
degλ(xi)<0 degλ(xi). Similarly, the image of

ΦCox,S appears to agree with the grade restriction window with weight intervals taken over
all one-parameter subgroups λ, where the λ are partially ordered by containment of the
corresponding contracting loci; the appropriate interval is (−ω−

λ ,−ω
+
λ ) for λ where ω+

λ :=∑
degλ(xi)>0 degλ(xi) ̸= 0, or (−ω−

λ , 0] when ω
+
λ = 0. ⋄

7.3 Noncommutative desingularization

We now discuss some implications of our results from the perspective of noncommutative
algebraic geometry. Recall that X := XΣ is a semiprojective toric variety; for each Weil
divisor class −d ∈ Cl(X), write OX(−d) for the corresponding reflexive sheaf. Choose a
simplicial refinement Σ′ of the fan Σ with the same rays, which always exists by [CLS11,
Proposition 11.1.7], and let X ′ be the corresponding toric variety. Further, let X be the toric
DM stack corresponding to the stacky fan (Σ′, β), where β : ZΣ′(1) → N satisfies β(eρ) = uρ
for all ρ ∈ Σ′(1). Since Θ depends only on the rays of Σ (see Section 2.3), there is a
natural bijection between the Bondal–Thomsen collection for X and the Bondal–Thomsen
collection of X . By a minor abuse of notation, we will refer to both as Θ. We define
TX :=

⊕
−d∈ΘOX(−d) and similarly for TX .
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Lemma 7.10. For any torus invariant divisors D,D′, there is an isomorphism

Hom0(OX(D),OX(D
′)) = Hom0(OX (β

∗D),OX (β
∗D′)).

Thus there is an isomorphism of underived endomorphism algebras End(TX) = End(TX ).

Proof. Since OX (β
∗D) and OX (β

∗D′) are line bundles on X , the right hand side is the 0-th
cohomology H0(X ,O(β∗(D′ −D))). On the other hand,

Hom0(OX(D),OX(D
′)) = Hom0(OX ,OX(D)∨ ⊗OX(D

′)) by adjunction,

= Hom0(OX ,OX(D
′ −D)∨∨) by [CLS11, Proposition 8.0.6],

= Hom0(OX ,OX(D
′ −D)) since O(D′ −D) is reflexive,

= H0(X,OX(D
′ −D)).

By [CLS11, Proposition 4.3.3],H0(X,OX(D
′−D)) = H0(X ′,OX′(D′−D)) = k ⟨PD′−D ∩M⟩.

The statement then follows from Proposition 2.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The fact that the global dimension of AΘ is dimX follows from [FH23,
Theorem 2.14]. Since T is a tilting bundle for DCox(X) by Theorem A, D(AΘ) is equivalent

to DCox(X); see, e.g., [Kel94]. The pullback Perf(X) → D(X̃ ) is fully faithful and factors
through DCox(X). Since the functor Perf(X) → D(AΘ) given by E 7→ RHomX(T , E) is the
composition of this pullback to DCox followed by the equivalence DCox(X) → D(AΘ), it is
also fully faithful. Finally, the uniformity statement about AΘ follows from Lemma 7.10.

As noted in the introduction, Theorem 1.5 shows that the algebra AΘ is a noncommuta-
tive resolution of X in an appropriate sense: the smooth algebra AΘ is the underived endo-
morphism algebra of the corresponding reflexive sheaf TX on X. When X is affine–which is
the domain where noncommutative resolutions are generally defined–our result immediately
recovers [ŠVdB17, Proposition 1.3.6] and the main result of [FMS19].

Corollary 7.11. If X = SpecR is affine, then AΘ is a noncommutative resolution of R.

Proof. Lemma 7.10 shows that AΘ is the underived endomorphism algebra of the reflexive
R-module T . By Theorem 1.5, the global dimension of AΘ is dimX < ∞. Thus AΘ is a
noncommutative resolution of R in the sense of Van den Bergh [VdB04].

Our proof of Corollary 7.11 has a different flavor than previous proofs. The [FMS19] proof
is explicit and direct, based on properties of the conic modules corresponding to (what we
refer to as) elements of the Bondal–Thomsen collection Θ. The proof in [ŠVdB17] positions
the result as a corollary of a more general result about reductive group actions. Our work
derives the result from DCox using the birational geometry perspective offered by ΣGKZ .

Remark 7.12. When X = Spec(R) is affine, one can directly check that for any θ ∈ MR,
OX(−d(θ)) corresponds to the conic module Aθ, in the notation of Faber–Muller–Smith, and
hence our TX lines up directly with the module A from their work. ⋄

Theorem A can be articulated in terms of categorical resolutions as defined in [Kuz08].
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Theorem 7.13. If X is a semiprojective normal toric variety, then DCox(X) is a categorical
resolution of X.

Proof. As above, we let X be the toric DM stack corresponding to a simplicial refinement
of Σ with the same rays. We write π0 : X → X for the induced map. We take π : X̃ → X
as usual. The pairs (π0 ◦ π)∗ and (π0 ◦ π)∗ form a pseudoadjunction, and (π0 ◦ π)∗ is fully
faithful by Lemma 3.7. It follows that (π0 ◦ π)∗ ◦ (π0 ◦ π)∗ ∼= idPerf(X). Since DCox(X) is
homologically smooth by Proposition 1.3, this yields the desired result.

Remark 7.14. Faber–Muller–Smith [FMS19, Propositions 7.5 and 7.9] showed that when
X = Spec(R) is affine, the resulting D(AΘ) is a noncommutative crepant resolution if and
only if X is simplicial. When X is not affine, DCox is rarely a categorical crepant resolution in
the sense of [Kuz08]. For instance, this fails even in for the Hirzebruch surface H3. However,
with notation as in the proof of Theorem 7.13, DCox is a categorical crepant resolution of
D(X) when X → X is crepant and X has Bondal–Ruan type in the sense of [FH22]. ⋄

7.4 Cox rings and Bondal–Thomsen free monads

In this section, we show that DCox can be used to provide uniform free monads across all toric
birational models of a given toric variety. Recall from Section 2.4 that, given an S-module
P and a cone Γ ∈ ΣGKZ(X), there is a corresponding sheaf P |XΓ

on the variety XΓ. This
assignment is functorial and hence extends to complexes and derived categories.

For a sheaf E on a toric variety or toric stack Y , a free monad is a graded complex F of
free modules over the Cox ring such that F |Y ∼= E ; by a standard, minor abuse of notation,
we will refer to F |Y as a free monad as well. The Beilinson collection produces free monads
for Pn that have been used in many contexts; see, e.g., [EFS03, §8] and related citations,
or the complexes arising from one of the Beilinson spectral sequences, e.g., [Căl05, §3.7].
Similar monads for weighted projective stacks also appear in [BE23a, Corollary 1.8].

Recall from Convention 2.1 thatKΘ(S) is the homotopy category of free S-modules whose
generators have degrees lying in Θ. From Corollary 5.4, the functor Ψ: KΘ(S)→ DCox is an
equivalence, with inverse ΦCox,S : DCox → KΘ(S) (see Lemma 7.3). We call the free complex
of S-modules ΦCox,S(E) ∈ KΘ(S) a Bondal–Thomsen monad for E .

On Pn, these monads provide an algebraic presentation that allows for a direct computa-
tion of sheaf cohomology. For instance, for OP1(−3), the minimal free resolution is S(−3),
whereas the above monad is ΦCox,S(OP1(−3)) = [S2 ←− S(−1)3]. From the latter (but not
the former), the cohomology can be computed by taking the degree 0 strand:

[S2 ←− S(−1)3]0 ∼= [k2 ←− 0] ∼= H∗(P1,OP1(−3)).

Generalizing to the Bondal–Thomsen collection on X, it turns out that this structure is
available across all cones in ΣGKZ(X). For each Γ ∈ ΣGKZ , write (πΓ)∗ for the map DCox →
D(XΓ) induced by πΓ : X̃ → XΓ. From the monad, we show that one can immediately
compute the Fourier–Mukai transforms and higher direct images to any of the XΓ.

Theorem 7.15. Let E ∈ DCox with associated Bondal–Thomsen monad ΦCox,S(E). For each
Γ ∈ ΣGKZ, ΦCox,S(E)|XΓ

is a free monad for (πΓ)∗(E) on XΓ.
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In particular, a Bondal–Thomsen monad encodes sheaf cohomology:

H∗(X, E) = ΦCox,S(E)|SpecS0 = [ΦCox,S(E)]0.

Thus Theorem 7.15 demonstrates how a complex of S-modules can simultaneously encode
geometric information for all of the toric varieties in ΣGKZ .

Example 7.16. Let X be the blowup of P3 at two points as in Example 4.7. Let C ⊆ X
be the curve defined by

C = V (x1x3 − x22x4, x0x2 − x21x5, x0x3 − x1x2x4x5).

This is the strict transform of the twisted cubic; namely, V (x4) and V (x5) are the exceptional
divisors, and setting x4 = x5 = 1 recovers the traditional equations of the twisted cubic.
The Bondal–Thomsen monad for OC is the free complex

S ←− S(−2,−1,−1)

S(−2,−1, 0)
⊕

S(−2, 0,−1)
⊕

S(−2,−1,−1)

←− S(−3,−1,−1)2 ←− 0.

This is in fact a free resolution of S/I, where I is the ideal defined by the equations above.
The GKZ fan includes five maximal chambers and a number of boundary faces (see Fig-
ure 4.1). Theorem 7.15 implies that the free monad forOC under the associated pushforwards
and Fourier–Mukai transforms can be computed immediately; geometrically, these monads
compute the image of C under the various morphisms and rational maps from ΣGKZ .

The recipe comes from Lemma 2.29. For instance, to compute the monad for the twisted
cubic (the image of the curve in P3), Lemma 2.29 implies that S(a, b, c)|P3

∼= OP3(a) and
thus Theorem 7.15 implies that the pushforward of OC from X to P3 yields

OP3 ←− OP3(−2)3 ←− OP3(−3)2 ←− 0,

which is the classical resolution of the twisted cubic.
Next consider the Hirzebruch surface H1 on the bottom row of Figure 4.1. Lemma 2.29

implies that only the factors S and S(−2,−1, 0) will be nonzero when restricted to this H1.
Thus, the monad for the Fourier–Mukai of OC from X 99K X ′ followed by the pushforward
to X ′ → H1 is

OH1

x1x3−x2
2x4←−−−−−−− OH1(−2,−1)←− 0.

Equivalently, this is a locally-free resolution of the structure sheaf of the defining image of
C under the rational map from X to H1.

In a similar manner, consider the P2 from the bottom row of Figure 4.1. There is a map
f : X → P2 and the resolution for f∗OC is

OP2

x1x3−x2
2←−−−−−− OP2(−2)←− 0,
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where P2 has coordinates [x1 : x2 : x3]. In particular, the image of C is defined by the conic
x1x3 − x22. A resolution can similarly be computed for the pushforward to either copy of
Bl1(P3) or either copy of P2 and so on. ⋄

Example 7.17. Let Z be a set of 5 generic points in the Hirzebruch surface H3. The
Bondal–Thomsen monad ΦCox,S(OZ) is the free complex

S5 ←−
S(−1, 0)5
⊕

S(0,−1)5
←− S(−1,−1)5 ←− 0.

Theorem 7.15 implies that the free monad for the various pushforwards and Fourier–Mukai
transforms of OZ from this monad can be computed immediately. Namely, by Lemma 2.29
shows how elements of Θ behave under restriction to the various XΓ. In the following chart,
the entry in row S(−d) and column XΓ is the sheaf S(−d)|XΓ

.

H3 P(1, 1, 3) P1 Spec(k)
S OH3 OP(1,1,3) OP1 k

S(−1, 0) OH3(−1, 0) OP(1,1,3)(−1) OP1(−1) 0
S(2,−1) OH3(2,−1) OP(1,1,3)(−1) 0 0
S(1,−1) OH3(1,−1) OP(1,1,3)(−2) 0 0
S(0,−1) OH3(0,−1) OP(1,1,3)(−3) 0 0
S(−1,−1) OH3(−1,−1) OP(1,1,3)(−4) 0 0

For instance, the pushforward of OZ to P1 will be O5
P1 ←− OP1(−1)5, which is a monad for

5 points in P1. The Fourier–Mukai transform to P(1, 1, 3) will be

O5
P(1,1,3) ←−

OP(1,1,3)(−1)5
⊕

OP(1,1,3)(−3)5
←− OP(1,1,3)(−4)5 ←− 0,

which is a monad for 5 points in P(1, 1, 3) (none of which is the stacky point). And, the
pushforward to Spec(k) will be k5 ←− 0, which computes the cohomology of OZ . ⋄

Proof of Theorem 7.15. The theorem amounts to showing that the following diagram of func-
tors commutes:

DCox

ΦCox,S(−)
//

(πΓ)∗ ((

KΘ(S)

(−)|XΓ
��

D(XΓ).

It suffices to prove this for OCox(−d) with −d ∈ Θ. Assume first that Γ is a chamber, so
that XΓ = Xi is the coarse moduli space of Xi. The Θ-Transform Lemma implies that
(πi)∗OCox(−d) = OXi

(−d). Further pushing forward onto Xi then yields OXi
(−d) by Propo-

sition 2.23. This gives commutativity on generators. For morphisms, Corollary 4.25 shows
that morphisms Hom(OCox(−d),OCox(−d′))) are in bijection with Sd−d′ . The functor ΦCox,S

42



sends each such morphism to its obvious counterpart based on the fact that ΦCox,S = Ψ−1

as proven in Lemma 7.3. The proof of Lemma 2.29 then shows that each monomial in Sd−d′

induces a natural morphism on the corresponding sheaves on XΓ. Similarly, the proof of
Proposition 2.25 shows that each monomial in Sd−d′ induces the same natural morphism on
the corresponding sheaves on XΓ

Now, if Γ is a lower dimensional cone of ΣGKZ , then πΓ factors through a morphism
Xi → XΓ for some i, then Proposition 2.25 implies that (πΓ)∗OCox(−d) = OXΓ

(−d). Going
the other way around the diagram, Lemma 2.29 shows that S(−d)|XΓ

= OXΓ
(−d). This

proves the commutativity on objects. For morphisms, apply the same argument as in the
previous paragraph.

Working with Bondal–Thomsen monads also yields vanishing results that hold uniformly
for all varieties indexed by the secondary fan, echoing [BE23b, Remark 3.16]. For instance:

Corollary 7.18. Let E ∈ D(X). If ΦCox,S(E) only has terms in negative cohomological
degrees,12 so that ΦCox,S(E) has the form

0←− ΦCox,S(E)0 ←− ΦCox,S(E)−1 ←− · · · ,

then for any πΓ : X → XΓ from ΣGKZ(X), RiπΓ,∗(E) = 0 for i > 0.

Proof. Writing Hi for the i-th cohomology of a complex of sheaves, Theorem 7.15 implies
that Ri(πΓ)∗(E) = Hi(ΦCox,S(E)|XΓ

). But ΦCox,S(E)|XΓ
has the form(

ΦCox,S(E)0
)
|XΓ
←−

(
ΦCox,S(E)−1

)
|XΓ
←− · · ·

and thus equals zero in cohomological degrees > 0. It follows that Hi = 0 for i > 0.

Example 7.19. If H i(X, E(−d)) = 0 for all i > 0 and −d ∈ Θ, then by a direct computation
involving Demazure Vanishing and the equality ΦCox,S = ΦCox,S, ΦCox,S(E) will be a virtual
resolution of E and Corollary 7.18 will apply. This is a consequence of the fact that ΦCox,S(E)
can be explicitly computed as a Fourier–Mukai transform with respect to the Hanlon–Hicks–
Lazarev resolution of the diagonal and that resolution only involves terms of degree −d ∈ Θ.

For instance, if L is a nef line bundle on X, then Hj(X,L(−d)) = 0 for all j > 0 and
−d ∈ Θ by Demazure Vanishing for Q-divisors as noted before Lemma 2.20. Therefore,
Corollary 7.18 applies to L. ⋄

Remark 7.20. Corollary 7.18 has connections with notions of multigraded regularity, such
as the one introduced by Maclagan and Smith in [MS04]. For instance, let X = H3 be the
Hirzebruch surface from our running example with canonical degree wX = (1,−2). Let M
be a graded S-module that is wX-regular with respect to the Maclagan–Smith definition of
multigraded regularity as in the introduction of [MS04]. A direct computation confirms that
M |X satisfies the hypotheses of Corollary 7.18. In other words, by combining multigraded
regularity with monads as in Corollary 7.18, one can obtain new vanishing results for higher
direct images under the morphisms and Fourier–Mukai transforms from ΣGKZ . ⋄

12This is equivalent to asking that ΦCox,S(E) be a virtual resolution of E in the sense of [BES20].
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7.5 Sharpened Bondal–Thomsen generation

In addition to their influence on mirror symmetry, the ideas from Bondal’s Oberwolfach
report [Bon06] were also influential on studies of exceptional collections and generation.
The statement that the Bondal-Thomsen collection generates the derived category has been
referred to as Bondal’s Conjecture in the literature, as it was inspired by [Bon06], however
Bondal never made such a conjecture. The question nevertheless attracted interest [BDM19b,
PN17,OU13,Ueh14] and was proven in [FH23,HHL24]. Our methods allow us to strengthen
those results, proving that one only needs a subset of the bundles from Θ to generate D(X).

Throughout this section, assume that X is a simplicial toric variety with corresponding
toric DM stack X given by (Σ, β) where β(eρ) = uρ for all ρ ∈ Σ(1). Further, let Γ be a
wall of the nef cone of X that is an interior wall of ΣGKZ(X).13 There is a corresponding
primitive collection P = PΓ ⊆ Σ(1), see [CLS11, Definition 5.1.15], and we summarize a
few key properties. Each primitive collection P also determines a circuit relation

∑
ρ bρuρ =

0, where bρ ∈ Q [CLS11, (6.4.8)]. This relation can be used to define a degree function
degΓ : S → Z, where degΓ(xρ) := bρ. Again by [CLS11, (6.4.8)], degΓ(xρ) > 0 if and only
if ρ ∈ P , and thus the rays can be partitioned into two sets: P = {ρ | degΓ(xρ) > 0} and
P c = {ρ | degΓ(xρ) ⩽ 0}.

We define the closed zonotope Z+ =
{∑

ρ∈P aρDρ

∣∣∣ aρ ∈ [−1, 0]
}
and the open zonotope

Z◦
− :=

{∑
ρ∈P c aρDρ

∣∣∣ aρ ∈ (−1, 0)
}
. Note that Z◦

− is full dimensional because the interior

wall of ΣGKZ(X) was chosen so there must be a full-dimensional chamber of ΣGKZ(X) on
the non-positive side of Γ.

Example 7.21. In our running example of the Hirzebruch surface, let Γ be the wall on the
y-axis in Figure 1.1. The corresponding primitive collection is P = {ρ0, ρ2}, with circuit re-
lation u0−3u1+u2 = 0 and degree function degΓ where degΓ(x0) = degΓ(x2) = 1, degΓ(x1) =
−3 and degΓ(x3) = 0. In this case, Z+ is the closed interval from (0, 0) to (−2, 0), while Z◦

−
is the open parallelogram spanned by (3,−1) and (0,−1). See Figure 7.1. ⋄
Lemma 7.22. There is a containment Z+ + Z◦

− ⊆ Z.

Proof. After taking closures, both sides are equal. Since Z◦
− is full-dimensional and open,

for every point z in Z◦
−, there is an open disc surrounding z and contained in Z−. It follows

that, around any point ẑ in the Minkowski sum Z+ +Z◦
−, there is an open disc contained in

Z+ + Z− = Z. In particular, it follows that ẑ cannot lie on the boundary of Z.

Definition 7.23. Set Θ◦
Γ := Z◦

− ∩ Cl(X).

We show that these elements are not needed when generating D(X ). Specifically:
Theorem 7.24. The elements in Θ \Θ◦

Γ generate D(X ); more specifically,

D(X ) = ⟨OX(−d) | −d ∈ Θ \Θ◦
Γ⟩.

As a consequence, elements in Θ \Θ◦
Γ generate D(X).

13If ΣGKZ has no interior walls, then we are in the situation of Example 4.4 where Θ is a full strong
exceptional collection for D(X ).
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(0, 0) (0, 0)

Figure 7.1. In Example 2.18, the region Z◦
− is the parallelogram on the left, while Z+ is the

closed interval [−2, 0] on the x-axis. The sum Z++Z
◦
− is contained in the standard half-open

zonotope Z on the right.

Recall that the angled bracket notation used in Theorem 7.24 was introduced in Section 3,
and it indicates the smallest thick subcategory of D(X ) containing the given elements.

To prove Theorem 7.24, we use an algebraic consequence of Lemma 7.22. Write IP :=
⟨xρ | ρ ∈ P ⟩. Since P is a primitive collection, IP is a minimal prime of the irrelevant ideal
of X. Thus if KP is the Koszul complex on IP , then (KP )|X ∼= (S/IP )|X = 0 in D(X).

Corollary 7.25. If −d ∈ Θ◦
Γ, then the twisted Koszul complex KP (−d) has generators lying

entirely in Θ.

Proof. The statement is a corollary of Lemma 7.22. The free summands of the Koszul
complex KP are of the form S(−eI), where I ⊆ P and eI =

∑
ρ∈I deg(xρ). In particular,

each −eI lies in Z+. Since −d ∈ Z◦
−, it follows that −d−eI lies in Z++Z◦

−. By Lemma 7.22,
this lies in Z, and hence−d−eI ∈ Θ. Thus,KP (−d) is a Koszul complex where all summands
are of the form S(−d− eI), with −d− eI ∈ Θ and with −eI ∈ Z+.

Example 7.26. In our Hirzebruch surface example, if d = (−2, 1), then KP (−d) is the
complex S(2,−1)←− S(1,−1)2 ←− S(0,−1)←− 0. ⋄

Proof of Theorem 7.24. Since Θ generates D(X ), it suffices to prove that each OX (−d) with
−d ∈ Θ◦

Γ can be generated by Θ \ Θ◦
Γ. Continuing with notation from the proof of Corol-

lary 7.25, since degΓ(xρ) > 0 for all ρ ∈ P , degΓ(d + eI) > degΓ(d) for ∅ ≠ I ⊆ P . Thus,
for each −d ∈ Θ◦

Γ, the line bundle OX (−d) can be generated by the elements in Θ of strictly
larger degree with respect to degΓ. In particular, iterating this argument eventually gener-
ates all elements of Θ◦

Γ by those in Θ \Θ◦
Γ. The final claim of the theorem follows from the

fact that the coarse moduli morphism realizes D(X) as a quotient of D(X ).

Remark 7.27. The results in this section give an indication of both what can go right and
what go wrong in the search for full strong exceptional collections forD(X ) on its own. In the
case of the Hirzebruch surface, the elements of Θ \ Θ◦

Γ all lie in the chamber corresponding
to the Hirzebruch surface because there is only one wall. Therefore, the generators from
Theorem 7.24 coincide with a well-known full strong exceptional collection of line bundles
for the Hirzebruch surface.

On the other hand, imagine that the nef cone is bounded on both sides by interior walls
of ΣGKZ . Then we will have to consider a pair of primitive collections P and P ′. The
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corresponding reductions could interfere with one another. For instance, for −d ∈ Θ◦
Γ, the

Koszul complex KP (−d) might spill into Θ◦
Γ′ , and we might then be unable to generate with

only elements from Θ \ (Θ◦
Γ ∪Θ◦

Γ′). ⋄

Appendix A An invariant description of the Cox category

This appendix provides a 2-categorical perspective on our geometric construction ofDCox, via
the Grothendieck construction [SGA1, §V̇I.8]. Let Cat be the 2-category of (small) categories,
functors, and natural transformations. We recall the definition of a (contravariant) lax
functor from a category I to Cat. Such a lax functor C : Iop → Cat is the data of functions
C : Obj I → Cat and C : HomIop(i, j) → Fun(C(i), C(j)) along with natural transformations
αi : idC(i) → C(1i) and, for each pair of composable morphisms u : i → j, v : j → l in I, a
natural transformation γu,v : C(u)◦C(v)→ C(u◦v) such that the following diagrams commute
for all triples of composable morphisms u : i→ j, v : j → l, and w : l→ m in I:

C(u) = IdC(i) ◦ C(u) C(1i) ◦ C(u)

C(u),

αiC(u)

1

γ1i,u

C(u) = C(u) ◦ IdC(j) C(u) ◦ C(1j)

C(u),

C(u)αj

1

γu,1j

C(u) ◦ C(v) ◦ C(w) C(u ◦ v) ◦ C(w)

C(u) ◦ C(v ◦ w) C(u ◦ v ◦ w).

γu,v(C(w))

C(u)γv,w γu◦v,w

γu,v◦w

(A.1)

The 1-skeleton of C is the data of the categories and functors (C(i), C(u)). A morphism
of lax functors ν : C → D consists of functors νi : C(i) → D(i) and natural transformations
νu : C(u)→ C(v) making the appropriate diagrams commute.

Given C : Iop → Cat, there is a category, commonly called the Grothendieck construction
and denoted by

∫
C, associated to C. The objects and morphisms are as follows:

Obj

∫
C := {(i, A) | A ∈ Obj C(i)},

Hom∫
C((i, A), (j, B)) := {(u, ϕ) | u : i→ j, ϕ : A→ C(u)B}.

Composition of morphisms is given by (v, ψ) ◦ (u, ϕ) := (v ◦ u, γu,v ◦ C(u)ψ ◦ ϕ), which is
associative by (A.1). The category

∫
C is characterized by a universal property [JY21, Theo-

rem 10.2.3], which realizes it as a lax colimit of C. For algebraic geometers, the Grothendieck
construction is perhaps most familiar from its use in passing between prestacks and fibered
categories; see, e.g., [Ols16, Chapter 3]. It provides a flexible framework for gluing diagrams
of categories. In particular, it is straightforward to realize a semiorthogonal decomposition,
interpreted as two categories glued along a bimodule, as the pretriangulated envelope of a
Grothendieck construction, where the indexing category is the A2-quiver.
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A natural source of lax functors are common rational resolutions. Before making this
precise, we record an observation. Let π1 : X → Y1 and π2 : X → Y2 be maps of concentrated
algebraic stacks. Denote the counits of adjunction by ϵi : (πi)

∗πi∗ → id.

Lemma A.2. The following diagram commutes:

(π1)
∗π1∗(π2)

∗π2∗ (π2)
∗π2∗

(π1)
∗π1∗ id.

ϵ1(π2)∗π2∗

(π1)∗π1∗ϵ2 ϵ2

ϵ1

Proof. Recall that πi∗ and π
∗
i are given as Fourier–Mukai transforms with kernels equal to the

structure sheaf of the graph Γπ of πi, OΓπi
∈ D(Y ×X ), and its transpose Ot

Γπi
∈ D(X ×Y),

respectively. Convolution of these kernels underlies the composition of functors. To check
the diagrams, we verify that the maps of kernels commute. Here, this is

Ot
Γπ1
∗ OΓπ1

∗ Ot
Γπ2
∗ OΓπ2

Ot
Γπ2
∗ OΓπ2

Ot
Γπ1
∗ OΓπ1

O∆Y .

ϵ1∗1

1∗ϵ2 ϵ2

ϵ1

The upper left convolution is a pushforward from Y ×X1 ×Y ×X2 ×Y , and one can check
that the rest of the diagram is also pushed forward from there.

The counits ϵi are the composition of the natural map from the derived tensors to the
underived tensors and the natural maps of tensor products of sheaves.

Since the maps from the derived to underived tensor products commute, we must only
check the natural map of sheaves. This can be done locally, assuming Xi = Spec(Bi) and
Y = Spec(A) are affine. The latter reduces to

A⊗B1 A⊗B2 A A⊗B2 A

A⊗B1 A A,

a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ a3 a1a2 ⊗ a3

a1 ⊗ a2a3 a1a2a3,

where commutativity is straightforward.

Given cohomologically-proper maps πi : X̃ → Xi of concentrated algebraic stacks of finite
Tor-dimension for which the natural map OXi

→ πi∗OX̃ is a quasi-isomorphism for all i ∈ I,
promote I to a category by taking the trivial groupoid on the set I, and set HomI(i, j) = {uij}
for each i, j with uii = 1i.

Lemma A.3. There is a lax functor CX̃ : Iop → Cat, where

CX̃ (i) := D(Xi), CX̃ (uij) := πi∗π
∗
j : D(Xj)→ D(Xi),

αi := ηi : id→ πi∗π
∗
i , γuij ,ujl

:= πl∗ϵjπ
∗
i : πi∗π

∗
jπj∗π

∗
l → πi∗π

∗
l .
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Proof. The commutativity of the first two diagrams follows from ϵi ◦ ηi = 1, and for the final
diagram this reduces to Lemma A.2.

By the projection formula, the maps αi in Lemma A.3 are natural isomorphisms since
OXi
∼= πi∗OX̃ , that is, CX̃ is a unitary lax functor. The lax functor obtained from a common

rational resolution is independent of the resolution, up to isomorphism.

Lemma A.4. If X̃ is as above and f : X̃ ′ → X̃ is a morphism where OX̃ → f∗OX̃ ′ is a
quasi-isomorphism, then there is an isomorphism of lax functors CX̃ ′

∼= CX̃ .

Proof. Set νi := id: D(Xi)→ D(Xi). For the other component, use the composition

νij : πi∗π
∗
j

πi∗ηfπ
∗
j−−−−−→ πi∗f∗f

∗π∗
j
∼= (πi ◦ f)∗(πi ◦ f)∗ = π′

i∗π
′∗
j .

The diagrams

id πi∗π
∗
i

π′
i∗π

′∗
i

ηi

η′i
νii and

πi∗π
∗
jπj∗π

∗
l πi∗π

∗
l

π′
i∗π

′∗
j π

′
j∗π

′∗
l π′

i∗π
′∗
l

πi∗ϵjπ∗
l

νijνjl νil

π′
i∗ϵ

′
jπ

′∗
l

commute since, similar to the arguments in the proof of Lemma A.2, we can reduce to the
affine case, where the necessary arguments amount to standard facts about tensor products.

Proposition A.5. The full subcategory of D(X̃ ) consisting of objects from π∗
iD(Xi) is equiv-

alent to
∫
CX̃ .

Proof. Denote the full subcategory by Π. Thanks to their naturality, the adjunctions
βij : HomXi

(E, πi∗π
∗
jF )
∼= HomX̃ (π

∗
iE, π

∗
jF ) induce a functor

β :

∫
CX̃ → Π, where (E, i) 7→ π∗

iE and (ϕ, uij) 7→ βij(ϕ),

which is essentially surjective by definition and fully faithful since βij is an isomorphism.

Now we turn to our situation, where the Xi correspond to the chambers of a GKZ fan.
Choose X̃ as in Section 3.1 and set CGKZ := CX̃ . From Lemma A.4, CGKZ is independent of

the choice of X̃ , up to isomorphism. Recall that for Xi,Xj, the closure ∆ij of the diagonal
torus in Xi ×Xj provides a correspondence with pj∗p

∗
i = Φij:

∆ij

Xi Xj.

pi pj
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Lemma A.6. The 1-skeleton of CGKZ is isomorphic to (D(Xi),Φij).

Proof. Since πi factors as pi ◦ fij for some fij : X̃ → ∆ij, similar to the proof of Lemma A.4,
there are isomorphisms Φij

∼→ πj∗π
∗
i identifying the functor components of the 1-skeleton.

One could take another space X̃ lying over the Xi to produce natural transformations
satisfying (A.1), as above; however, the choice of X̃ will, in general, change the underlying
1-skeleton unless OXi

∼= f∗OX̃ . This is reminiscent of the fact that rational resolutions yield
categorical resolutions in the sense of [KL15], but general resolutions do not.

Theorem A.7. The Cox category is equivalent to the pretriangulated envelope of (a dg
enhancement of) the Grothendieck construction on the lax functor CGKZ.

Proof. By Proposition A.5,
∫
CGKZ is the full subcategory of D(X̃ ) consisting of objects from

π∗
iD(Xi). For any dg enhancement of D(X̃ ), taking the full subcategory of objects homotopic

to objects from π∗
iD(Xi) gives an enhancement of

∫
CGKZ . By definition, its pretriangulated

envelope consists of objects homotopic to those from DCox.
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