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NOTE ON MOTIVIC SEMIORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITIONS FOR
ELEMENTARY ABELIAN 2-GROUP ACTIONS

BRONSON LIM

Abstract. Let X’ be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack which is generically a scheme and has
quasi-projective coarse moduli. If X has elementary Abelian 2-group stabilizers and the coarse
moduli of the inertia stack is smooth, we show there exists a semiorthogonal decomposition
of the derived category of X’ where the pieces are equivalent to the derived category of the
components of the coarse moduli of the inertia stack.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. Let X be a smooth quasi-projective variety over an algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero. Suppose G is a finite group acting effectively on X. For any addi-
tive invariant F of D[X/G] there is a decomposition

E(D[X/G)) = P EX9)°W
geG /[~
where G/ ~ is_the set of conjugacy classes, see [TVdB18| Remark 1.26]. Moreover, if each of
the quotients X9 = X9/C(g) are smooth, pullback induces an isomorphism

E(XQ)C(!]) ~ F(X9).

In [PVdB19| Conjecture A], the authors conjecture this additive decomposition admits a cate-
gorification at the derived or dg level:

Motivic Semiorthogonal Decomposition Conjecture (MSODC). Suppose a finite group acts
effectively on a quasi-projective variety X such that each quotient X9 = X9 /C(g) is smooth. Then
there is a total order on G/ ~, say g1 > g2 > - -+ > g, and a semiorthogonal decomposition

DIX/G] = (D(X9),..., D(X)).

Although there are many known instances of this conjecture, see [LR21} Section 1], it is
worth noting that this conjecture is still open in dimensions larger than 1. Even in the case
of surfaces, the étale local case [A? /G] with G a rank 2 complex reflection group is open for
many groups including G(m, p, 2) with p > 1 and each of the exotic rank 2 complex reflection
groups.

1.2. Main Result. In this note, we give an affirmative answer in the case G is an elemen-
tary Abelian 2-group. For such stacks the inclusions of fixed loci are G-equivariant and the
components of the semiorthogonal decomposition can be canonically ordered by dimension.
Further, we show that the conjecture extends to smooth Deligne-Mumford stacks with appro-
priate conditions.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack such that:
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(1) there is an open dense subscheme U C X;

(2) the coarse moduli m: X — X is quasi-projective;

(3) the connnected components X = X1, ..., X, of the coarse moduli space of the inertia stack
I X are smooth;

(4) forany x € X the stabilizer group st(x) is an elementary Abelian 2-group, i.e. is isomorphic
to uk for some k;

Then, up to permuting the indices, there is a semiorthogonal decomposition of the form
D(X) = (D(X1),...,D(X,)),
which is D(X)-linear.

Conditions (1), (2), and (3) are the global analogues of the Zariski local case of the conjecture.

Previous work towards Theorem[I.Tlcan be found in [Pot17] Example 6.2.4] where the case
of surfaces and iterated root stacks are considered. Our result is a generalization of his both
in terms of dimension and refining the contribution from the canonical stack.

Moreover, our result is a step towards a complete understanding of the Conjecture in the
case of Abelian groups as well as an attempt to globally formulate the Motivic Semiorthogo-
nal Decomposition Conjecture. In particular, we see that when a canonical order in the étale
local case is provided, it is easier to work in the full generality of stacks rather than with G-
equivariant objects. We expect, in the general Abelian case, to have additional contributions
from the normal bundle on each component of the inertia stack or various thickenings of the
embedding functors. We leave this for future work.

1.3. Outline of Proof. We first work étale locally. We then use the étale local picture to prove
the global case, which is Theorem [I.T] We then apply the global case to prove the motivic
semiorthogonal decomposition conjecture for elementary Abelian 2-groups.

1.4. Outline of Paper. In Section 2] we recall preliminary information on semiorthogonal
decompositions and fully-faithful functors. In Section[3we prove the Theorem[L.1] We then
show it implies the motivic semiorthogonal decomposition conjecture in the case of elemen-
tary Abelian 2-groups and give an application to quadrics.

1.5. Conventions. We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero but the
results should hold for tame stacks. For X a scheme or stack we denote the bounded derived
category of coherent sheaves on X by D(X"). All functors are assumed to be derived unless
stated otherwise.

2. Preliminaries

We recall preliminary material on derived categories of coherent sheaves and semiorthog-
onal decompositions. The standard reference is [Kuz15].

2.1. Semiorthogonal Decompositions.

Definition 2.1. Let 7 be a triangulated category. Suppose A, 3 are a pair of triangulated
subcategories of 7 such that

(SO) foreacha € Aand b € B we have
Homr(b,a) = 0;
(D) foreacht € T, thereexistsa € Aand b € B and an exact triangle
b—t—a— b[l].

Then we say T = (A, B) is a semiorthogonal decompostion of 7.
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This definition can be iterated to get semiorthogonal decompositions with n components:
T =(A1,..., An).

Now suppose X is a smooth quasi-projective variety and G is a finite group acting on X.
Then the derived category of the stack [X/G] is triangulated. The following definition is mo-
tivated by the MSODC.

Definition 2.2. A motivic semiorthogonal decomposition of D[X/G] is the data of

o Atotal order Ay > A2 > --- > A, on conjugacy classes;
o Fully-faithful embedding functors

®y,: D(X*/Cq(\i)) = D[X/G]
for each \; € G/ ~ which are linear over D(X/G);

e a semiorthogonal decomposition
DIX/G] = (Cy,...,C.)
where C; is the image of .

2.2. Bondal-Orlov Fully-Faithfulness Criterion. The original Bondal-Orlov Fully-Faithfulness
Criterion was a statement strictly about functors between derived categories of smooth pro-
jective varieties. The following is a more general version, see [Lim21} Theorem 2.7.1].

Theorem 2.1 (Bondal-Orlov Fully-Faithfulness Criterion). Let X be a smooth quasi-projective
variety and ®: D(X) — T be a functor to a triangulated category that has a right adjoint. Then ®
is fully-faithful provided for each pair of closed points x,y € X we have

o Ifx # y, then Homy(®(O,), ®(O,)[i]) = 0 for all i, i.e. ® separates points;

o [fx =y, then

C +=0

Hom7(®(0s), ®(0)]i]) = {O i ¢ [0, dim(X)]’

i.e. ® induces an isomorphism on tangent spaces.

Then @ is fully-faithful.

3. Proof of Main Result

3.1. The étale local case. Set X = A" and G = pp X --- X pg = b where the ith
copy of 15 is generated by A; and k£ < n. For a binary multi-index I = (i1, ... ,1k), we set
Ar = (A, ..., A)F). We define and action of G on X by

i i i i
AL NE (@, T, Tty - ) = (AT T, N T, T, -, X))

Define || to be the number of nontrivial entries of I. Define a partial order on conjugacy
classes by defining I > J if |I| < |J|. Then define a total order on conjugacy classes by
refining the partial order > to any total order.

Set X1 = X to be the fixed locus of the action of A\; on X. We have an isomorphism
XT = A" wheren; = n—|I|and hence anisomorphism X = A™ aswell. Let7;: X —
X7 be the quotient mapping and ¢7: X! < A™ be the y15-equivariant inclusion.

Now set

®; =15, 0wy D(XT) = DA™/ k).
Note that ®; has both a left and right adjoint using the standard (equivariant) adjunction for-
mula.
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Theorem 3.1. The total order on binary multi-indices induces a motivic semiorthogonal decompo-
sition

DIA"/G] = (2/D(X"))r
where for each I > J, the subcategory (D(X1), D(X ")) is semiorthogonal. That is, the subcate-
gories are orded by decreasing dimension.

Proof. This is essentially [LP20] Example 4.3.3]. We recall it now for completeness. We have
an equivalence
[A" /i3] = [AY/pa]* x A"F,
Let m: A — Al be the quotient mapping given by z — 2. Let t: {0} — A! denote the
li2-equivariant inclusion of the origin. Then the derived category of the stack [A! /5] admits
a semiorthogonal decomposition of the form:
DAY /jiz] = (" D(AL), . D(0)).
Foreachi =1,... ksetm;: Aglci — Aglcg to be the quotient mapping. Then
(Tiyy ooy miy ) AL 1= A;il X ~A;“ — A% = Aifl X 'Aalch
is the corresponding quotient mapping. Let I be the binary multi-index corresponding to

i1,...,4psothatm; = (m;,, ..., 7, ). Passing to a dg lift, we have a quasi-equivalence

DIA"/u3] = DAY/ pa]®* @ D(A™F)

k
<®<F£‘D(Aii)ab*(0)>> ®D(A")

i=1

IR

1%

<D<A"-’f/u’;>, @ @A), . ,D<o>> ® DA™ )

[7]=1

= <D(A"/u'§), P o/(p(xh), ... ,D(X(1=---71))>_

|I]=1
This completes the proof. (]

Corollary3.1. Let U C A"™ be a ji5-invariant open subset. Then restriction of ® 1 defines a motivic
semiorthogonal decomposition of DU/ 1i5).

Proof. By [LP20} Corollary 2.3.8], the motivic semiorthogonal decompositoin for [A™ /18] re-
stricts to [U/ k] for any p4 -invariant open subset U. O

3.2. Global Case. Let X’ be a smooth DM stack with smooth and quasi-projective coarse
moduli. Additionally, suppose X has elementary Abelian 2-group stabilizers and is generically
a scheme. We consider the following diagram

TX =[], X

>

X, ——— 1L X

where X} are the connected components of ZX and X; — X, their coarse moduli which we
assume to be smooth. We define Fourier-Mukai functors

D; = p. o o D(X;) = D(X).
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We note that ®; has both a left and right adjoint using the standard formulas.

Define a dimensional partial order on the set of connected components, ie. ¢ > j if
dim(A&;) > dim(A;). Take any refinement to a total order and relabel so that the total or-
der is the same as the natural order 1 > 2 > -+ > r — 1 > r. We will show ®; define a
semiorthogonal decomposition of D(X').

First notice that if z € AX; is a closed point, then we can consider its image Z € X and
the unique lift & € X. There is an inertia-preserving étale mapping p: [U/st(Z)] — X, see

[OIs06} Theorem 2.12], where U C A™ is open. In particular, the diagram

I[U/st(&)] —2— [U/st(3)]

| |-

X —" s x

is Cartesian and the vertical arrows are étale and surjective in a neighborhood of Z, i.e. those
connected components of ZX that map to & € X. Without loss of generality, we will assume
o’ is surjective in a neighborhood of & as our computations are local. Lastly, the action of st (%)
on U is effective since X’ is generically a scheme.

Consider now the extended commutative diagram:

U [55(8) —“ Tyenn U /st(E) e ZU/st(2)] —2 [U/st(2)]

(1) l E P Ja

X; = 1L X X P X

where all vertical arrows are étale and the leftmost map is just restriction of ’. The functors
B, = pl, 0 ()" © 1t D(UH Jst(%)) — DIU/st(#)]

are fully-faithful for each p € st(Z) and define a motivic semiorthogonal decomposition or-
dered by decreasing dimension by Corollary[3.1]

Lemma 3.1. For each i the functor ®;: D(X;) — D(X) is fully-faithful.

Proof. We apply the Bondal-Orlov fully-faithfulness criterion. Since ®; separates points it
suffices to check that

1%

Homy (®4(0,), ®:(0,)[0]) = C

and vanishes outside [0, dim(X;)].

For both claims consider the commutative diagram (1). Pick a lift z € (&) ~!(z), then we
have 5,0, = O,. Since the vertical maps are étale the base change map is an isomorphism
for the middle square:
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Thus we have
®;(0,) = ®,;(0'.0,)
(pe 0T 015 )(07405)
(px 0 ) (074 © 1) (O2))
= (pu o (1" 0074) 0 1 )(02))
(px 0 (0% 0 (7)) 0 14x)(O2))
(0w 0 (pf

o ()" 0 1u:)(02))
= 0.(Pu(0:))

Oy O

Now since o is étale, by Grothendieck duality we have:
Homx (9i(0z), ©i(Or)) = Homa (04(2,(02)), 04(2,(0-)))
= U*Hom[U/st(i)] ((I)M(OZ), e (@H(OZ)))

= o Hom(u st () ©,(0,), @ (©.(0y))

where the last line follows since the first argument is supported at z. This implies
Homuy (;(0,), ®:(0,)) = Hom[U/st(i)] (fl)#(Oz), (I),u(OZ))
and the claims follow. O

Remark 3.1. If we do not assume X is smooth then the proof of Lemma[3.I]carries over ver-
batim provided X is smooth and the image of X; — X avoids Sing(X’). We will not need this
generality; however, it would be interesting to determine the semi-orthogonal complement in
this case. In the case of a surface, it is the derived category of the minimal resolution of the
coarse moduli by the Bridgeland-King-Reid theorem.

Lemma 3.2. Ifi > j, then (®,D(X;), ®,D(X;)) is semiorthogonal.

Proof. Since our total order is given by dimension, which is the same as the local description,
semiorthogonality follows from a similar computation to the proof of Lemma[3.1] O

We can now prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem[11] From Lemmas[3.T]and[3.2] it suffices to prove generation. Again, we can
check this étale locally and the claim follows. ]

3.3. A Zariski Local Example. Before we prove the MSODC for elementary Abelian 2-
groups, we show that the ordering we are given from Theorem[T.1lmay not match the ordering
of the MSODC. We may have to, as this example shows, mutate the components to match.
Consider the action of G = 3 on X = P? by multiplication of the first two homogeneous
coordinates:
(D) (1)) [wey ] = [(=1) % (=1)’y : 2]
The nontrivial fixed loci are

o XUM ={p=[1:0:00} UV(a);
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o XD =fg=10:1:0}UV(y);

e XL = Lr=10:0:1]}UV(2).
The coarse moduli of each fixed locus is isomorphic to the disjoint union of a point and a line.
The components of the coarse moduli of the inertia stack are:

e Three points: p, q, 7.
e Three lines: ]P’UIE,P;,P;
e One plane: P2,

By Theorem[L.I]we have a semiorthogonal decomposition of the form
D[P?/u3] = (D(P?), D(Py,), D(P,), D(P2), D(p), D(q), D(r)).

Since the images of the derived categories of the lines (resp. points) are mutually orthogonal,
we can interchange their order. However, the derived categories of points that appear are
not mutually orthogonal to the derived categories of lines. Nevertheless, we can mutate D(p)
through (D(P} ), D(P})) and then mutate D(g) through D(PP}) to get

D[P?/u3] = (D(P?), D(P,), D(p), D(P,,), D(q), D(P2), D(r)).

3.4. Application to the MSODC. As our primary application of Theorem[I.I] we prove the
motivic semiorthogonal decomposition conjecture for elementary Abelian 2-groups.

Corollary 3.2. The motivic semiorthogonal decomposition conjecture holds for elementary Abelian
2-groups.

Proof. Let G = uf act effectively on a smooth quasi-projective variety X such that each of
the coarse quotients X* /G are smooth for each A € G. Thus by Theorem [} there is a
semiorthogonal decomposition of D[X/G] with components equivalent to the derived cate-
gories of the components of the coarse moduli of the inertia stack. These components are pre-
cisely the components of X* /G. Since mutating the provided D(X/G)-linear semiorthogo-
nal decomposition stays D(X/G)-linear, we conclude D[ X /(] has a motivic semiorthogonal
decomposition. (]

3.5. Application to Fermat Quadrics. Consider the normal form to a smooth quadrig, i.e.

a smooth Fermat quadric
n+1

fx1,. o @ny1) = fo
i=1

Then the vanishing locus of f defines a smooth quadric ) C P™. The group p5 acts on P™ by
multiplication on the first n entries in the natural way. This action leaves ()-invariant.

Theorem 3.2. Let u% act on Q) as above. Then the derived category D[Q)/ 112] has a full exceptional
collection.

Proof. For each binary multi-index I, again let | /| again denote the number of non-trivial en-
tries. If | I| = 1, then the corresponding fixed locus Q' can be identified with the restriction of
@ to the remaining n variables, i.e. a smooth Fermat quadric in Pl If1 < Il <n-—1, QI
is the union of two Fermat quadrics given by restriction to the non-trivial variables and to the
trivial variables. If | I| = n — 1, then Q! is the restriction of () to the first n variables which is
again a smooth Fermat quadric in P" . Finally, each of the quotients Q' /113 is isomorphic
to either P¥ or a disjoint union of two projective spaces. By Corollary 32} D[Q/u%] has a
motivic semiorthogonal decomposition where each piece is a copy of the derived category of
a projective space. Thus D[Q) /%] has a full exceptional collection. O
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Remark 3.2. It's clear how to generalize the Zariski local example of [P? /13] above to see that
the derived category of [P"/u3] possesses a motivic semiorthogonal decomposition. Using
[LP20, Theorem 1.2.1] we can pass this motivic semiorthogonal decomposition to (). The
resulting motivic semiorthogonal decomposition is the same as the one of Theorem[3.2]
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