arXiv:2309.11136v1 [math.AG] 20 Sep 2023

ON DERIVED CATEGORIES OF GENERALIZED GRASSMANNIAN FLIPS

NAICHUNG CONAN LEUNG AND YING XIE

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we construct and classify a new family of flips, called generalized Grassmannian flips, by generalizing the construction of standard flips for P^m × P^n to any generalized Grassmannian G/P, where P is a maximal parabolic subgroup of a complex semi-simple algebraic group. In addition, we show that a 9-fold generalized Grassmannian flip for Sp(6,C ) satisfies the DK flip conjecture by Bondal-Orlov [2] and Kawamata [14] via mutation techniques by Kuznetsov and Thomas’ chess game method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Flip is a fundamental surgery operation for constructing minimal models in high-dimensional birational geometry. Minimal models are also expected to be minimal with respect to derived categories. Bondal-Orlov [2] and Kawamata [14] conjectured that for any flip between smooth projective varieties Y_2 Y_1, there is a derived embedding on their bounded derived categories of coherent sheaves D^bCoh(Y_1) → D^bCoh(Y_2). This conjecture (DK Flip Conjecture throughout this paper) has been verified for some toroidal flips^1 and Grassmannian flips^2.

In the first part of this paper, we investigate simple flips (Definition 2.2) and classify simple flips of homogeneous type of rank 1, i.e., generalized Grassmannian flips (Definition 2.5), whose exceptional sets are generalized Grassmannians. Recall that a homogeneous variety G/P is a generalized Grassmannian if P is a maximal parabolic subgroup of a complex semi-simple algebraic group G. When G = SL(n,C ), generalized Grassmannians are the ordinary Grassmannians. Note that high-rank (rank≥ 2) simple flips of homogeneous type can be viewed as families of generalized Grassmannian flips (see Example 2.12).

Theorem 1.1 ((=Theorem 2.11)). There is a classification of generalized Grassmannian flips via marked Dynkin diagrams. (See Appendix for labelings of Dynkin diagrams.)

1See [15], [16], [17] and [18]. 2See [27]. 1

Dynkin diagram generalized Grassmannian flips A_m × A_n (m > n)^3 (α_1,β_1) A_n (n ≥ 2) (α_{i+1},α_i) (1 ≤ i < n 2 ); (α_i,α_{i+1}) ( n 2 < i < n)^4 B_n (n ≥ 3) (α_{n−1},α_n) for all n and (α_3,α_1) for B_3 C_n (n ≥ 3) (α_{i+1},α_i)(1 ≤ i <

2n − 1 3 ); (α_i,α_{i+1})(

2n − 1 3 < i < n)^5 D_n (n ≥ 4),E_6,E_7,E_8,F_4,G_2 None^6

TABLE 1. Classification of generalized Grassmannian flips

Remark 1.2. (1) The above classification is based on [12] which explicitly classifies all simple flops of homogeneous type.

(2) The generalized Grassmannian flips (A_m × A_n,α_1,β_1) in the first row are the standard flips, and the generalized Grassmannian flips (A_n,α_2,α_1) in the second row are the Grassmannian flips in [27].

In the second part of this paper, we verify the DK Flip Conjecture for the generalized Grassmannian flip (C_3,α_2,α_3) in detail.

We consider the isotropic Grassmannians IGr(i,6), which consists of all i-th dimensional isotropic linear subspaces of the symplectic vector space (C^6 ,ω).

Let h_i denote the ample generator of Pic(IGr(i,6)) for i = 2,3. The tautological bundle over IGr(i,6) throughout this paper, denoted as U_i, is a subbundle of the trivial bundle C^6 = C^6 ⊗ O. The isotropic condition gives a bundle morphism C^6 /U_2^{⌟ω}−→ U^∨_2 , which is defined as the contraction by the linear symplectic form ω. Denote its kernel by N_ω , and consider X_2 = P_{IGr(2,6)}(N_ω (−2h_2) ⊕ O), X_3 = P_{IGr(3,6)}(U^∨_3 (−2h_3) ⊕ O).

Then there is a generalized Grassmannian flip: X_2 X_3.

g (1.1)

Theorem 1.3. For the flip g (1.1), there is an embedding of their derived categories of coherent sheaves:

D^bCoh(X_3) D^bCoh(X_2).

Let us outline the proof of Theorem 1.3. Firstly, g can be realized as blowing-up X_2 along IGr(2,6) and subsequently blowing down it onto X_3 with the center IGr(3,6), i.e., there is an isomorphism Bl_{IGr(2,6)}X_2 ∼= Bl_{IGr(3,6)}X_3 =: X.

3It is a flop when n = m. 4It is a flop when i = n/2. 5It is a flop when i = (2n − 1)/3.

6We only consider n > 3 here since D_2 = A_1 × A_1,D_3 = A_3.

Secondly, Orlov’s formula on derived categories of blowing-ups gives two semi-orthogonal decompositions (SOD) of D(X) := D^bCoh(X):

D(X) = ⟨D(X_2),D(IGr(2,6))⟩; (1.2) D(X) = ⟨D(X_3),D(IGr(3,6)),D(IGr(3,6)) ⊗ O(h_2)⟩. (1.3)

Thirdly, in order to construct an embedding of D(X_3) → D(X_2), it is natural to consider the functor F : D(X_3) → D(X) → D(X_2) defined by the composition of the pullback and the pushforward of the blowing-up morphisms X → X_3 and X → X_2, respectively. If g were a toroidal flip, the results of Kawamata ([15], [16], [17] and [18]) would imply that F does give the desired embedding. But unfortunately, since the flip g is not toroidal, the functor F is usually not fully-faithful. We can therefore apply the mutation techniques by Kuznetsov ([23]) to the SODs (1.2) and (1.3) to get new SODs D(X) = ⟨D_2,^⊥D_2⟩ (4.1) and D(X) = ⟨D_3,^⊥D_3⟩ (4.2), where D_i ∼= D(X_i),i = 2,3. In the new SODs, the subcategories^⊥D_2 and^⊥D_3 have more common objects than those in (1.2) and (1.3).

Fourthly, by applying Thomas’ chess game method ([30])^7, we show that the natural functor ϕ : D_3 → D(X) → D_2 is fully-faithful, which yields a fully-faithful embedding D(X_3) → D(X_2)(Theorem 1.3).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the notion of generalized Grassmannian flips and give a classification of all possible local models. Section 3 covers all necessary mutation calculations. Section 4 presents the detailed proof of Theorem 1.3.

Conventions. In this paper, P(F) = Pro j(Sym^•F^∨) for any vector bundle F, and D(S) = D^bCoh(S) is the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on a smooth projective variety S. We write E_1 ∼ E_2 if two divisors E_1 and E_2 are linearly equivalent. The derived functors RHom(−,−) and Ext^•(−,−) are taken over the total space X. We will omit the natural functors p^∗_1, p^∗_2 and j_∗ unless they are not obvious in the content. The ground field of all varieties is the complex number field C .

2. GENERALIZED GRASSMANNIAN FLIPS

2.1. Structures of Simple Flips.

Definition 2.1 (([19], [20], [3])). Let Y_1 and Y_2 be two smooth projective varieties. A birational map f : Y_2 Y_1 is called a flip if there is a normal variety W with two small contractions^8 ϕ_i : Y_i → W (i = 1,2) such that

(1) f = ϕ^{−1}_1 ∘ ϕ_2.

(2) ϕ_i is elementary, i.e., the relative Picard number ρ(Y_i/W ) = ρ(Y_i) − ρ(W ) = 1 (i = 1,2). (3) −K_{Y2} is ϕ_2-ample and K_{Y1} is ϕ_1-ample.

For any birational map f , one can always find a smooth model X by resolving the indeterminacy of f via taking a resolution of singularities of the graph closure Γ_f ⊂ Y_2 ×Y_1. That is,

7See [11] and [7], [8], [9], [10] for other applications of this method. 8I.e., isomorphisms in codimension 1.

f = π_1 ∘ π^{−1}_2 , where π_i’s are birational morphisms. X

Y_2 Y_1

π_2π_1f (2.1)

Definition 2.2. A flip f is called simple, if both π_1 and π_2 are blowing-ups along certain smooth centers Z_1 and Z_2, respectively.

Proposition 2.3. Let E_i be the exceptional divisor of π_i (i = 1,2). Then we have (i) E_1 = E_2; (ii) Y_2 >_K Y_1, i.e. π^∗_2 K_{Y2} − π^∗_1 K_{Y1} is linearly equivalent to an effective divisor.

E_2 X X E_1

Z_2 Y_2 Y_1 Z_1

p_2π_2π_1p_1f (2.2)

Proof. We follow the argument in the appendix of [32] and Lemma 4.4 in [14]. Let r_i be the codimension of Z_i in Y_i (i = 1,2). By the formula for the canonical divisor of a smooth blowingup, we have K_X ∼ π^∗_1 K_{Y1} + (r_1 − 1)E_1, K_X ∼ π^∗_2 K_{Y2} + (r_2 − 1)E_2.

Assume that E_1 ≠ E_2, and let H_2 and H be ample divisors on Y_2 and X, respectively, and let n = dimX. Since E_2 is an exceptional divisor, we have π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}

2 · H^{r2−2} · (r_2 − 1)E^2_2 < 0. Meanwhile,

π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}

2 · H^{r2−2} · (r_2 − 1)E^2_2 = π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}_2 · H^{r2−2} · E_2 · (π^∗_1 K_{Y1} + (r_1 − 1)E_1 − π^∗_2 K_{Y2} ). Note also that π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}_2 ·H^{r2−2} ·E_2 ·π^∗_2 K_{Y2} = 0 and π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}_2 ·H^{r2−2} ·E_2 ·(r_1 −1)E_1 ≥ 0. Therefore π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}

2 · H^{r2−2} · (r_2 − 1)E^2_2 ≥ π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}_2 · H^{r2−2} · E_2 · π^∗_1 K_{Y1} > 0 since K_{Y1} is ϕ_1-ample. A contradiction arises and hence, E_1 = E_2 =: E and π^∗_2 K_{X2} − π^∗_1 K_{X1} ∼ (r_1 − r_2)E. (2.3) By taking the intersection product with (π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}_2 · H^{r2−2} · E) on both sides of (2.3), we have π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}

2 · H^{r2−2} · E · (π^∗_2 K_{X2} − π^∗_1 K_{X1} ) < 0. It follows intermediately that π^∗_2 H^{(n−r2)}

2 · H^{r2−2} · E · (r_1 − r_2)E < 0. Consequently, r_1 > r_2 and Y_2 >_K Y_1. □

5 We can therefore summarize the geometry of a simple flip f in the following diagram:

E

X

Z_2 Y_2 Y_1 Z_1.

W

B p_2 p_1 π_2π_1 q_2

fϕ^2ϕ^1 q_1 (2.4)

To achieve such a simple flip (2.4), the following necessary conditions must be satisfied: (1) E admits two smooth projective bundle structures given by p_1 and p_2. (2) By Corollary 2.6 of Kanemitsu [12], the contraction q_1 ∘ p_1 = q_2 ∘ p_2 : E → B is smooth, and each fiber is a Fano variety of Picard number two.

(3) O_E (E) is the tautological line bundles for the projective bundle p_1, as well as p_2.

2.2. Construction of Simple Flips. We start with a smooth projective variety Y_2 and a smooth subvariety Z_2 of codimension r_2 (r_2 ≥ 2). Let X be the blowing-up of Y_2 along Z_2 with the exceptional divisor E, and let p_2 be the contraction of E onto Z_2.

Lemma 2.4. Assume the following conditions hold:

(1) E admits another smooth projective bundle structure p_1 : E → Z_1, where Z_1 is smooth projective;

(2) r_1 > r_2, where r_i − 1 is the dimension of fibers of p_i (i = 1,2); (3) the restriction of O(−E) to each fiber P^{r1−1} of p_1 is O(1).

Then we have the following:

(i) The extremal rays of p_1 and p_2 form an extremal face of E. Moreover, there is a smooth extremal contraction from E onto B such that the following diagram is commutative: E Z_2 Z_1

B p_2p_1 q_2q_1 . (2.5)

(ii) There is a blowing-down morphism π_1 from X onto a smooth complex manifold Y_1 that is the smooth blowing-up of Y_1 along Z_1 and covers p_1.

(iii) If there is a birational contraction ϕ_2 from Y_2 onto W with the exceptional locus Z_2 that covers the extremal contraction q_2, then Y_1 is projective and the map (2.4) f : Y_2 Y_1 is a simple flip.

Proof. Claim (i) follows from Corollary 2.6 of Kanemitsu [12]. Note that only condition (1) is used here. Claim (ii) follows from the blowing-down criterion by Nakano [28] and Fujiki [5].

For claim (iii), by the formula for the canonical divisor K_X of the two smooth blowing-ups π_1 and π_2, we have

π^∗_2 K_{Y2} − π^∗_1 K_{Y1} ∼ (r_1 − r_2)E. (2.6)

Let Z_{ib} denote the fiber of q_i over b for each b ∈ B. Restricting (2.6) to b, we have

O(p^∗_2K_{Y2} |_{Z2b} − p^∗_1K_{Y1} |_{Z1b} ) = O_{Eb} (−1)^{⊗(r1−r2)}. (2.7)

If we restrict (2.7) further to a fiber P^{r1−1} of p_1, then

O(p^∗_2K_{Y2} |_Pr_1−1 ) = O_Pr_1−1 (r_2 − r_1). (2.8)

Note that r_1 > r_2 (condition (2)), and Z_{2b} is a Fano variety of Picard number 1 by Corollary 2.6 of Kanemitsu [12]. Therefore, K_{Y2} |_{Z2b} must be anti-ample. Similarly, K_{Y1} |_{Z1b} must be ample. Thus, ϕ_2 is a flip contraction.

Let C_1 be a line that generates the extremal ray of p_1. It is easy to obtain that

C_1 · K_X = C_1 · π^∗_2 K_{Y2} +C_1 · (r_2 − 1)E < 0,

since −K_{Y2} is ϕ_2-ample and C_1 ·E < 0 (condition (3)). Hence, C_1 is K_X -negative. The uniqueness of the contraction map (Theorem 7.39 and Lemma 1.15 in [3]) implies that π_1 : X → Y_1 is the contraction map of C_1. Then Y_1 is projective by construction. By Lemma 1.15 in [3], there exists ϕ_1 : Y_1 → W such that the contraction ϕ_2 ∘ π_2 : X → W factors through π_1 : X → Y_1. Therefore, f = ϕ_1 ∘ ϕ^{−1}_2 is a simple flip. □ 2.3. Simple Flips of homogeneous Type. In this subsection, we focus on simple flips of homogeneous type.

Definition 2.5. A simple flip f is called of homogeneous type if the exceptional divisor E in Proposition 2.3 is a homogeneous variety. If the Picard number ρ(E) = r + 1, then f is called of rank r. Moreover, f is called a generalized Grassmannian flip if r = 1.

If G is a complex semi-simple algebraic group, then any G-homogeneous variety M is in one-to-one correspondence to a marked Dynkin diagram, i.e., a (possibly disconnected) Dynkin diagram Γ with a set of nodes I called marking ([6]). Specifically, M = G/P_I, in which G corresponds to Γ, and the parabolic subgroup P_I of G corresponds to the marking I. For any sub-marking J ⊂ I, there is an inclusion of parabolic subgroups P_I ⊂ P_J that gives a projective morphism:

p_{I,J} : G/P_I −→ G/P_J, and each fiber of p_{I,J} is also a homogeneous variety (isomorphic to P_J/P_I).

When G is simple, i.e., Γ is connected, P_J/P_I corresponds to a marked Dynkin diagram called Tits shadow. It is a diagram with the marking I\J obtained by removing from Γ all the nodes in J and the edges to which those nodes are connected (see [31] and [26]). Furthermore, it is not hard to generalize this principle to semi-simple, but not necessarily simple groups. Example 2.6. We consider G = Sp(6,C ) and the Dynkin diagram of type C_3 with the marking I = {α_2,α_3}

α_1α_2α_3

. (2.9) Then the corresponding homogeneous varieties are G/P_{α1∪α2} = IFl(1,2,C^6 ) = {(V_1,V_2)|V_1 ≤ V_2 ≤ C^6 , dim V_1 = 1,dim V_2 = 2,ω|_{V2} = 0}, G/P_{α2} = IGr(2,6), G/P_{α3} = IGr(3,6).

By means of Tits shadow, the general fiber of p_3 : IFl(1,2,C^6 ) → IGr(3,6) is isomorphic to

α_1α_2

←→ P^2, and the general fiber of p_2 : IFl(1,2,C^6 ) → IGr(2,6) is P^1 is isomorphic to

α_3

←→ P^1. In fact, Fl(2,3,6) = P_{IGr(3,6)}(U^∨_3 ) = P_{IGr(2,6)}(N_ω ).

Let (Γ,I) be a marked Dynkin diagram which corresponds to a complex semi-simple algebraic group G and a parabolic subgroup P_I. Consider two different submarkings I_α and I_β corresponding to two parabolic subgroups P_{Iα} ⊃ P_I and P_{Iβ} ⊃ P_I, respectively, and the two natural projections p_α : G/P_I −→ G/P_{Iα} , p_β : G/P_I −→ G/P_{Iβ} .

By Lemma 2.4, we need to find such a variety E with two different projective bundle structures. In other words, we will need the following condition:

Condition (A). The general fibers of both p_α and p_β are projective spaces.

Since the relative Picard number ρ(p_i) = 1, I\I_i consists of a single node for i = α,β . Denote I\I_α by {β }, I\I_β by {α} and I_α ∩ I_β by J. Then I_α = J ∪ {α},I_β = J ∪ {β } and I = J ∪ {α} ∪ {β }. Consider the following diagram:

G/P_I

G/P_{Iα} G/P_{Iβ}

G/P_J

p_α p_β q_αq_β . (2.10)

Note that ρ(q_i) = 1, and we denote by h_i the ample generator of the relative Picard group of q_i. Lemma 2.7. Suppose that (Γ,I) satisfies Condition (A), and let E_i = p_{i∗}(O(p^∗_α h_α + p^∗_β h_β )) for i = α,β . Then we have

(1) E_i is a vector bundle on G/P_{Ii} , and (2) p_i is isomorphic to the projective bundle associated to E^∨_i , i.e., G/P_I = P(E^∨_i ).

Proof. Let p = q_α ∘ p_α . By restricting diagram (2.10) to the fiber of p over a point x ∈ G/P_J, we may assume that I consists of {α,β }, that h_i is the ample generator of the Picard group of the generalized Grassmannian G/P_i, and that p_i is the projection G/P_{α∪β} → G/P_i. By Condition (A), ∀y ∈ G/P_α , p^{−1}_α (y) ∼= P^{rα −1} for some r_α ∈ Z. Moreover, p_β maps the fiber p^{−1}_α (y) isomorphically onto its image in G/P_β . Then O(−p^∗_α h_α − p^∗_β h_β )|_p−1_{α (y)} = O(−h_β )|_{pβ (p}−1_{α (y))} = O_Pr_α−1 (−1). That is, O(p^∗_α h_α + p^∗_β h_β ) is just the relative tautological dual line bundle on the projective fibration p_α , which means E^∨_α is a vector bundle, and p_α is the projective bundle associated to it. By repeating the same argument to p_β , we can complete the proof. □ Let X_i = P_{G/PIi} (E^∨_i ⊕ O) (i = α,β ) and Z_i be the closed subvariety induced from the canonical section O → E^∨_i ⊕O. Note that Z_i ∼= G/P_{Ii} . Then Bl_{Zi} X_i ∼= P_{P(E}∨_{i )}(O(ξ_i)⊕O) := X, where O(ξ_i) is the relative tautological line bundle of p_i. By Lemma 2.7, O(ξ_i) = O(−p^∗_α h_α − p^∗_β h_β ). Taking together with the proof of Lemma 2.4, we have the following diagram:

E = G/P_I

X

G/P_{Iα} X_α X_β G/P_{Iβ} ,

G/P_J

p_α j p_β π_απ_β i_αq^α f i_βq^β (2.11)

where E is the exceptional divisor of the two blowing-ups.

Lemma 2.8. The birational map f : X_α X_β is a simple flip if dim G/P_{Iβ} < dim G/P_{Iα} . Proof. Let r_α and r_β be the codimensions of i_α and i_β , respectively. Note that dimE = dimG/P_{Iα} + r_α − 1 = dimG/P_{Iβ} + r_β − 1. Then r_α < r_β holds if and only if dim G/P_{Iβ} < dim G/P_{Iα} . To conclude Lemma 2.8, it is sufficient to show that r_α < r_β and that there is an extremal contraction ϕ_α of X_α onto some W by contracting G/P_{Iα} onto G/P_J according to Lemma 2.4.

To construct the contraction ϕ_α by the contraction theorem, it is sufficient to show that the extremal ray of q_α is K_{Xα} -negative. Let C be a line in G/P_{Iα} that generates the extremal ray of q_α . By the canonical divisor formula for two blowing-ups π_α and π_β , we have π^∗_α K_α − π^∗_β K_β ∼ (r_β − r_α )E. (2.12)

Restricting (2.12) to the fiber E_b of E → B = G/P_J for b ∈ B, we obtain p^∗_α K_α |_q−1_{α (b)} − p^∗_β K_β |_q−1_{β (b)} ∼ (r_β − r_α )(−h_α − h_β ).

Note that Pic(q^{−1}_α (b)) = Zh_α,Pic(q^{−1}_β (b)) = Zh_β , and E is of Picard rank 2 generated by h_α and h_β . Thus, K_α |_q−1_{α (b)} ∼ (r_β − r_α )(−h_α ) and K_β |_q−1_{β (b)} ∼ (r_β − r_α )h_β .

Hence, K_{Xα} ·C = −(r_β −r_α ) < 0, and the desired extremal contraction is obtained by contraction theorem. Therefore, f is a simple flip as shown in the following diagram:

E = G/P_I

X

G/P_{Iα} X_α X_β G/P_{Iβ} .

W

B = G/P_J

p_α j p_β π_απ_β i_α q_α

fϕ^α ϕ^βi_β q_β (2.13)

□ Example 2.9. In Example 2.6, it is easy to obtain p_{2∗}O(h_2 + h_3) = N^∨_ω (2h_2) and p_{3∗}O(h_2 + h_3) = U_3(2h_3). (2.14) Then by Lemma 2.8, we get the flip g (1.1) and have the following diagram:

E = IFl(2,3,6)

IGr(2,6) X IGr(3,6)

X_2 X_3.

p_2j p_3 π_2 π_3g (2.15)

Here X_2 = P_{IGr(2,6)}(N_ω (−2h_2) ⊕ O) and X_3 = P_{IGr(3,6)}(U^∨_3 (−2h_3) ⊕ O).

Remark 2.10. (1) If |I| = 2 (in this case ρ(G/P_I) = 2, and G/P_J is a single point), then f is a generalized Grassmannian flip, and the exceptional locus, i.e., the center of the blowing-ups π_α and π_β are generalized Grassmannians.

(2) Any simple flip of homogeneous type can be viewed as a family of generalized Grassmannian flips over the base G/P_J (see Example 2.12 below).

(3) It is not hard to see that under Condition (A), f is a flop iff dim G/P_β = dim G/P_α . In this case, we may call it a simple flop of homogeneous type, classified by Kanemitsu [12].

We can describe the birational map g explicitly. Note that the fiber of N_ω over V_2 ∈ IGr(2,6) can be identified as the two-dimensional vector space V^⊥_2 /V_2, where V^⊥_2 = {v ∈ C^6 |ω(V_2,v) = 0}. The natural projection to the second factor E^∨_i ⊕ O → O defines a divisor E^∞_i ∼= P(E^∨_i ) of X_i at “infinity” (i = 2,3), and X^∘_i := X_i − E^∞_i = Tot_{IGr(i,6)}(E^∨_i ). Furthermore, X^∘_2 can be identified as

{(V_2,α)|V_2 ∈ IGr(2,6), α ∈ V^⊥_2 /V_2 ⊗ (∧^2V_2)^{⊗2} = Hom((∧^2V^∨_2 )^{⊗2},V^⊥_2 /V_2)}.

Similarly, X^∘_3 can be identified as

{(V_3,β )|V_3 ∈ IGr(3,6), β ∈ Hom(V_3,(∧^3V_3)^{⊗2})}.

The birational map g : X_2 X_3 or equivalently X^∘_2 X^∘_3 can be described as follows:

X^∘_2 \IGr(2,6)X^∘_3 \IGr(3,6)

(V_2,α)(Imα, β : Imα → Imα/V_2). g∼

First note that V_2 ⊊ Imα := V_3 ⊊ V^⊥_2 . Then Imα ∈ IGr(3,6), and β is the natural quotient. Next, notice that the symplectic form ω defines an isomorphism V_3/V_2 ⊗ V^⊥_2 /V_3 ∼= C , and α defines an isomorphism V^⊥_2 /V_3 ∼= (∧^2V_2)^{⊗2}. Thus, β can be identified as a non-zero linear map V_3 → V_3/V_2 ⊗V_3/V_2 ⊗(∧^2V_2)^{⊗2} ∼= (∧^3V_3)^{⊗2}. Finally, g turns out to be birational by constructing its inverse directly:

(V_3,β ) −→ (Kerβ ,α : V_3/Kerβ → Kerβ^⊥/Kerβ ).

2.4. Classification of Generalized Grassmannian Flips. By means of Tits shadow, one can check Condition (A) for all Dynkin diagrams with two marked nodes case by case so that we get all generalized Grassmannian flips and flops. Let I = {α,β }, and choose the submarkings {α} and {β }. Then Table 2 lists all those (Γ,I)’s that satisfy Condition (A).

Theorem 2.11. There is a classification of generalized Grassmannian flips and flops via marked Dynkin diagrams as shown in the table below. Here an ordered pair of nodes (α,β ) represents the birational map X_α X_β in (2.11). (See Appendix for labelings of Dynkin diagrams.)

Dynkin diagram generalized Grassmannian flips generalized Grassmannian flops A_m × A_n (m > n) (α_1,β_1) None A_n × A_n None (α_1,β_1) A_n(n ≥ 2) (α_{i+1},α_i) (1 ≤ i < n 2 ); (α_i,α_{i+1}) ( n 2 < i < n) (α_1,α_n) for all n and (α n_2 ,α n_{2 +1}) for even n B_n(n ≥ 3) (α_{n−1},α_n) for all n and (α_3,α_1) for n = 3 None

C_n(n ≥ 2) (α_{i+1},α_i)(1 ≤ i <

2n − 1 3 ); (α_i,α_{i+1})(

2n − 1 3 < i < n) (α 2n−1_3 ,α 2n−1_{3 +1}) for n ≡ 2(mod 3) D_n(n ≥ 4) None (α_{n−1},α_n) E_n(n = 6,7,8) None None F_4 None (α_2,α_3) G_2 None (α_1,α_2)

TABLE 2. Classification of generalized Grassmannian flips and flops

Proof. Since the classification of the generalized Grassmannian flops has been obtained by Kanemitsu [12] (section 5.2 of loc. cit.), we will focus on the generalized Grassmannian flips.

(1) For the A_m × A_n case, when m > n, (α_1,β_1) gives the standard flip, which is very similar to the A_n × A_n case in Example 5.1 of Kanemitsu’s paper [12]. The m > n guarantees the inequality of the dimensions in Proposition 2.8.

(2) The A_n case has been studied in [27]. Both conditions i > n/2 and i < n/2 guarantee the inequality of the dimensions in Proposition 2.8, respectively.

(3) The C_n case is similar to the A_n case. Example 2.6 gives a particular example of this type, and the general C_n case shares a similar pattern of Tits shadow.

(4) The D,E,F and G cases have no Tits shadows that have two projective spaces simultaneously except for the flop cases (third column listed in the table).

(5) For the B_n case,

α_{n−1}α_n

represents the homogeneous variety Spin(2n + 1,C )/P_{n,n−1} . It has two projections onto:

α_{n−1}

and

α_n

with Tits shadows:

α_n

←→ P^1 and

α_{n−1}

←→ P^{n−1}, respectively.

For n ≥ 3, this gives a simple flip by Proposition 2.8.

It is noted that there is a special flip for type B_3 by considering

α_1α_3

, whose Tits shadow ontoα_3

and α_3

are α_3

←→ P^3 and α_1

←→ P^2,respectively.

It is easy to see that dimB_3/P_3 > dimB_1/P_1 and hence, (α_3,α_1) gives a simple flip by Proposition 2.8. □ Example 2.12 ((A family of flips (2.15))). Choose the marking I = {α_1,α_2,α_3} and the submarkings I_1 = {α_1,α_2} and I_2 = {α_1,α_3}: F_4 :

α_1α_2α_3α_4

. The corresponding simple flip is exactly a family of flips (2.15), i.e., a family of C_3 :

α_4α_3α_2

over the base B = F_4/P_1.

2.5. DK Conjecture for Simple Flips of Homogeneous Type.

Conjecture 2.13. In the circumstance of Proposition 2.8, there exists a fully-faithful functor Φ of triangulated categories Φ : D(X_β ) D(X_α ).

Strategy for proving Conjecture 2.13. By Orlov’s blow-up formula [29], we have the following two semi-orthogonal decompositions (SOD) of D(Y ):

D(Y ) = ⟨π^∗_α D(Y_α ), j_∗ p^∗_α D(G/P_α ),··· , j_∗ p^∗_α D(G/P_α ) ⊗ O((r_α − 2)h_β )⟩; (2.16) D(Y ) = ⟨π^∗_β D(Y_β ), j_∗ p^∗_β D(G/P_β ),··· , j_∗ p^∗_β D(G/P_β ) ⊗ O((r_β − 2)h_α )⟩, (2.17) where r_i = rankE_i = rank p_{i∗}(O(h_α + h_β )) for i = α,β .

In principle, we can compare D(Y_α ) and D(Y_β ) once both D(G/P_α ) and D(G/P_β ) are known in detail. If both D(G/P_α ) and D(G/P_β ) admit full exceptional collections, we can apply the mutation techniques of Kuzenetsov (see [23]) to simplify SOD (2.16) and (2.17) properly and finally conclude the derived embedding by chess game method. See [1] or the Appendix of [27] for details of full exceptional collections, SODs and mutations.

However, it is still open whether D(G/P_α ) admits full exceptional collections in general. Refer to Kapranov [13], Kuznetsov [21], [24], Fonarev [4] and others for constructions of full exceptional collections for certain generalized Grassmannians.

Remark 2.14. (1) In [27], we proved Conjecture 2.13 for the first two nodes (α_2,α_1) of A_n diagram. The case for the first two nodes (α_2,α_1) of C_n diagram can also be proved by modifying the proof in [27]. The case for B_3 type simple flips will be proved in [33] .

(2) The embedding result holds as long as the flip behaves like g locally. In other words, if a flip X^′_2 X^′_3 satisfies the condition that X^′_2 contains IGr(2,6) whose normal bundle N(IGr(2,6),X^′_2) ∼= N_ω (−2h_2), then there is an embedding from D(X^′_3) into D(X^′_2) (3) By a theorem of Kuznetsov on Hochschild homology (Theorem 7.3 in [22]), there is an embedding of vector spaces HH_•(X_3) → HH_•(X_2). By the HKR theorem, one immediately gets an embedding (not necessarily graded) on the total cohomology H(X_3) → H(X_2).

3. COMPUTATION OF MUTATIONS Let us write down SOD (2.16) and SOD (2.17) for our generalized Grassmannian flip for Sp(6,C ) (2.15):

D(X) = ⟨π^∗_2 D(X_2), j_∗ p^∗_2D(IGr(2,6))⟩; (3.1) D(X) = ⟨π^∗_3 D(X_3), j_∗ p^∗_3D(IGr(3,6)), j_∗(p^∗_3D(IGr(3,6)) ⊗ O(h_2))⟩. (3.2) Both IGr(2,6) and IGr(3,6) admit full exceptional collections:

Lemma 3.1 ((Kuznetsov [21] and [25])).

D(IGr(2,6)) = ⟨A^′(−2h_2),A^′(−h_2),A ,A (h_2),A^′(2h_2)⟩, (3.3) D(IGr(3,6)) = ⟨B(−2h_3),B(−h_3),B,B(h_3)⟩, (3.4) where A = ⟨S^2U_2,U_2,O⟩, A^′ = ⟨U_2,O⟩ and B = ⟨U_3,O⟩.

For simplicity, we omit the functors j_∗, p^∗_2 and p^∗_3. All relevant sheaves (of complexes) in the following two lemmas live on X by applying pullback to the exceptional set E first and then pushforward to X if not otherwise specified. Lemma 3.2. On X, we have the following:

(1) Ext^•(O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = 0; (2) Ext^•(U_2(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = 0; (3) Ext^•(O(2h_2),O(h_3)) = 0.

Proof. (1) The attaching distinguished triangle associated to j : E → X is given by

− ⊗ O_E (−E)[1] = O_E(h_2 + h_3)[1] −→ j^∗ j_∗ −→ id^{[1]}−→ . (3.5) Applying it to O(2h_2) on E, we have a distinguished triangle in D(E):

O(2h_2) ⊗ O_E(−E)[1] −→ j^∗ j_∗O(2h_2) −→ O(2h_2)^{[1]}−→ . (3.6)

Now a long exact sequence arises by applying the derived functor Ext^•(−,U_2(h_3)) to the distinguished triangle (3.6):

··· → Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^•_E ( j^∗ j_∗O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^{•−1}_E (O(2h_2) ⊗ O_E(−E),U_2(h_3)) → ··· .

Recall that O_E(−E) = O_E(h_2 + h_3) and by adjoint pairs ( j^∗, j_∗), we have ··· → Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^•(O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^{•−1}_E (O(3h_2),U_2) → ··· .

The last term is easy to evaluate:

Ext^{•−1}_E (O(3h_2),U_2) = Ext^{•−1}_{IGr(2,6)}(O(3h_2),U_2) = 0 by SOD of D(IGr(2,6)) (Lemma 3.1). For the first term, we use the projection formula (2.14):

Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),N^∨_ω ). The definition of N_ω gives a short exact sequence on IGr(2,6): 0 U_2 Q^∨_4 N^∨_ω 0.(3.7)

Here Q_4 = C^6 /U_2 is the tautological quotient bundle on IGr(2,6). Therefore, Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),N^∨_ω ) = 0 holds as long as both

Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),U_2) = 0 and Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),Q^∨_4 ) = 0 hold. Note that U^∨_2 = U_2(h_2). We have Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),U_2) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U_2(2h_2),U_2) = 0 by SOD of D(IGr(2,6)) (Lemma 3.1). Similarly, by SOD of D(IGr(2,6)), we have Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),U^∨_2 ) = 0, Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),O) = 0, and thus, Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 (h_2),Q^∨_4 ) = 0.^9 Hence, the middle term Ext^•(O(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = 0.

(2) Similarly, we have the following long exact sequence by the attaching distinguished triangle (3.5):

··· → Ext^•_E (U_2(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^•(U_2(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) → Ext^{•−1}_E (U_2(3h_2),U_2) → ··· .

The last term vanishes because Ext^{•−1}_E (U_2(3h_2),U_2) = Ext^{•−1}_{IGr(2,6)}(U_2(3h_2),U_2) = 0

9One can also apply the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem for Sp(6,C ) directly.

by SOD of D(IGr(2,6)) (Lemma 3.1). By applying the projection formula (2.14) to the first term, we have

Ext^•_E (U_2(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(U^∨_2 ⊗U_2(h_2),N^∨_ω ) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(O(h_2) ⊕ S^2U^∨_2 ,N^∨_ω ).

Making use of the short exact sequence (3.7) and SOD of D(IGr(2,6)) (Lemma 3.1) again, we conclude that Ext^•(U_2(2h_2),U_2(h_3)) = 0.

(3) We consider Ext^•_E (O(3h_2),O) and Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),O(h_3)). The former one Ext^•_E (O(3h_2),O) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(O(3h_2),O) = 0 by SOD of D(IGr(2,6)) (Lemma 3.1). The latter one Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),O(h_3)) = Ext^•_{IGr(2,6)}(O(h_2),N^∨_ω ) = 0 by the same argument as before. Combining with the following exact sequence: ··· → Ext^•_E (O(2h_2),O(h_3)) → Ext^•(O(2h_2),O(h_3)) → Ext^{•−1}_E (O(3h_2),O) → ··· , we have Ext^•(O(2h_2),O(h_3)) = 0. □ Lemma 3.3. On X, we have the following mutations:

(1) L_{O(h2 )}U_2(h_3) = U_3(h_3); (2) R_{O(h3 )}U_2(2h_2) = U^∨_3 (h_2).

Proof. (1) By the attaching distinguished triangle (3.5), RHom(O(h_2),U_2(h_3)) = RHom_E (O(h_2),U_2(h_3)) = RHom(U^∨_2 ,N^∨_ω ) = Cone(RHom(U^∨_2 ,Q_4[−1]) → RHom(U^∨_2 ,U^∨_2 [−1])) = C [−1].

This corresponds to the Euler sequence on E = P_{IGr(3,6)}(U^∨_3 ): 0 U_2(h_3) U_3(h_3) O(h_2) 0.(3.8) Hence,

L_{O(h)}U_2(h_3) = Cone(RHom(O(h_2),U_2(h_3)) ⊗ O(h_2)^{ev}−→ U_2(h_3)) = Cone(O(h_2) → U_2(h_3)[1]) = U_3(h_3).

(2) By the attaching distinguished triangle (3.5),

RHom(U_2(2h_2),O(h_3)) = RHom_E (U_2(2h_2),O(h_3)) = RHom_{IGr(2,6)}(U_2(h_2),N^∨_ω ) = Cone(RHom(U_2(h_2),U_2) → RHom(U_2(h_2),Q^∨_4 )) = C [−1].

Note that U_2(2h_2) = U^∨_2 (h_2), C [−1] corresponds to the dual sequence of (3.8).: 0 O(h_3) U^∨_3 (h_2) U^∨_2 (h_2) 0.

Hence,

R_{O(H)}U_2(2h_2) = Cone(U_2(2h_2)^{ev∨}−−→ RHom(U_2(2h_2),O(h_3))^∨ ⊗ O(h_3)) = Cone(U_2(2h_2) → O(h_3)[1]) = U^∨_3 (h_2). □ 4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3 4.1. Mutations on SOD (3.1).

Step 1: We right mutate π^∗_2 D(X_2) through ⟨A^′(−2h_2),A^′(−h_2)⟩ and right mutate ⟨A^′(−2h_2),A^′(−h_2)⟩ to the far right. Note that K_X |_E = O(−h_3 − 2h_2), and we obtain D(X) = ⟨D_2,A ,A (h_2),A^′(2h_2),A^′(h_3),A^′(h_2 + h_3)⟩, where D_2 = R_{⟨A} ′_{(−2h2),A} ′_{(−h2)⟩}π^∗_2 D(X_2).

Step 2: By Lemma 3.2, we can exchange A^′(2h_2) and U_2(h_3): D(X) = ⟨D_2,A ,A (h_2),U_2(h_3),A^′(2h_2),O(h_3),A^′(h_2 + h_3)⟩.

Step 3: We left mutate U_2(h_3) through O(h_2) by Lemma 3.3:

D(X) = ⟨D_2,A ,S^2U_2(h_2),U_2(h_2),U_3(h_3),O(h_2),A^′(2h_2),O(h_3).A^′(h_2 + h_3)⟩. Step 4: Exchange O(2h_2) and O(h_3) by Lemma 3.2: D(X) = ⟨D_2,A ,S^2U_2(h_2),U_2(h_2),U_3(h_3),O(h_2),U_2(2h_2),O(h_3), O(2h_2),A^′(h_2 + h_3)⟩.

Step 5: We right mutate U_2(2h_2) through O(h_3) and left mutate U_2(h_2 + h_3) through O(2h_2) by Lemma 3.3:

D(X) = ⟨D_2,A ,S^2U_2(h_2),U_2(h_2),U_3(h_3),O(h_2),O(h_3),U^∨_3 (h_2),U_3(h_2 + h_3), (4.1) O(2h_2),O(h_2 + h_3)⟩.

4.2. Mutation on SOD (3.2). We right mutate π^∗_3 D(X_3) through ⟨B(−2h_3),B(−h_3)⟩ and then right mutate ⟨B(−2h_3),B(−h_3)⟩ to the far right, and we obtain D(X) = ⟨D_3,B,B(h_3),D(IGr(3,6))(h_2),B(−h_3 + 2h_2),B(2h_2)⟩, (4.2) where D_3 = R_{⟨B(−2h3 ),B(−h3)⟩}π^∗_3 D(X_3).

4.3. Comparing SOD (4.1) and (4.2). To show that there is an embedding D(X_3) → D(X_2), it is sufficient to show that the composition of the following functors ϕ : D_3 D(X) D_2

i_{D3}π_{D2}

is fully-faithful, where i_{D3} is the natural embedding and π_{D2} is left adjoint to the natural embedding D_2 → D(X). That is, for any x,y ∈ D_3, Hom_{D2} (ϕ(x),ϕ(y)) = Hom_{D3} (x,y).

By adjunction, Hom(ϕ(x),ϕ(y)) = Hom(π_{D2} i_{D3} x,π_{D2} i_{D3} y) = Hom(i_{D3} x,i_{D2} π_{D2} i_{D3} y).

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that Cone(y → π_{D2} y) = 0.

By noticing that π_{D2} = L⊥_{D2} , it is sufficient to show that Hom(^⊥D_2,y) = 0 holds for any y ∈ D_3, which is equivalent to^⊥D_2 ⊂^⊥D_3.

Recall that ⊥D_2 = ⟨S^2U_2,U_2,O,S^2U_2(h_2),U_2(h_2),U_3(h_3),O(h_2),O(h_3), (4.3) U^∨_3 (h_2),U_3(h_2 + h_3),O(2h_2),O(h_2 + h_3)⟩.

We will show that each SOD component in (4.3) is an exceptional object of^⊥D_3.

(i) It is easy to see that

⟨O,U_3(h_3),O(h_2),O(h_3),U_3(h_2 + h_3),O(2h_2),O(h_2 + h_3)⟩ ⊂^⊥D_3. (ii) By the short exact sequence (3.8), U_2 ∈ ⟨U_3,O(h_2 − h_3)⟩. Hence ⟨U_2,U_2(h_2)⟩ ⊂^⊥D_3.

(iii) The following Euler sequence on IGr(3,6) 0 U_3 C^6 ⊗ O U^∨_3 0.(4.4) implies that U^∨_3 (h_2) ∈ ⟨U_3(h_2),O(h_2)⟩ ⊂^⊥D_3.

(iv) By considering the second symmetric power of (3.8): 0 S^2U_2 S^2U_3 U_3(h_2 − h_3) 0

and the Koszul resolution on the Euler sequence (4.3) on IGr(3,6): 0 S^2U_3 U_3 ⊗ C^6 ∧^2C^6 ⊗ O U_3(h_3) 0,

we can obtain S^2U_2 ⊂^⊥D_3 and S^2U_2(h_2) ⊂^⊥D_3.

In summary, ϕ is fully-faithful and the composition of the following functors gives an embedding:

D(X_3)^{R⟨A ′(−2h2),A ′(−h2)⟩∘π} ∗ 3 −−−−−−−−−−−−−→ D_3^ϕ−→ D_2^{π2∗∘L⟨B(−2h3 ),B(−h3)⟩} −−−−−−−−−−−−→ D(X_2), which completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. DYNKIN DIAGRAMS We label Dynkin diagrams as follows: A_m × A_n :

α_1α_2α_3α_{m−1}α_m β_1β_2β_n

, A_n :

α_1α_2α_3α_{n−2}α_{n−1}α_n

, B_n :

α_1α_2α_3α_{n−2}α_{n−1}α_n

, C_n :

α_1α_2α_3α_{n−2}α_{n−1}α_n

,

D_n :

α_1α_2α_3α_{n−2}α_{n−1}αn

,

E_6 :

α_1α_2α_3α_4α_5α_6

,

E_7 :

α_1α_2α_3α_4α_5α_6α_7

,

E_8 :

α_1α_2α_3α_4α_5α_6α_7α_8

, F_4 :

α_1α_2α_3α_4

, G_2 :

α_1α_2

. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS We thank Kowk Wai Chan, Jesse Huang, Lisa Li, Laurent Manivel, Yukinobu Toda, Zhiwei Zheng, Yan Zhou and especially Yalong Cao, Qingyuan Jiang, Mikhail Kapranov, Yujiro Kawamata, Eduard Looijenga, Chin-Lung Wang for many helpful discussions and suggestions. We are grateful for numerous constructive comments from anonymous referees. N. C. L. is supported by grants from the Research Grants Council of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China (Project No. CUHK14301117, CUHK14303518 and Direct grant CUHK4053337).

REFERENCES

[1] Alexei Bondal. Representation of associative algebras and coherent sheaves. Izvestiya Rossiiskoi Akademii Nauk. Seriya Matematicheskaya, 53(1):25–44, 1989.

[2] Alexei Bondal and Dmitri Orlov. Derived categories of coherent sheaves. In International Congress of Mathematicians, page 47, 2002.

[3] Olivier Debarre. Higher-dimensional algebraic geometry. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. [4] Anton Fonarev. Full exceptional collections on Lagrangian Grassmannians. arXiv preprint arXiv:1911.08968, 2019.

[5] Akira Fujiki and Shigeo Nakano. Supplement to “On the inverse of monoidal transformation”. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 7(3):637–644, 1971.

[6] William Fulton and Joe Harris. Representation theory: a first course, volume 129. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[7] Qingyuan Jiang. Derived category of projectivization and generalized linear duality. arXiv preprint arXiv:1812.05685, 2018.

[8] Qingyuan Jiang and Naichung Conan Leung. Blowing up linear categories, refinements, and homological projective duality with base locus. arXiv preprint arXiv:1811.05132, 2018.

[9] Qingyuan Jiang and Naichung Conan Leung. Categorical duality between joins and intersections. arXiv preprint arXiv:1811.05135, 2018.

[10] Qingyuan Jiang and Naichung Conan Leung. Derived categories of projectivizations and flops. Advances in Mathematics, 396:108169, 2022.

[11] Qingyuan Jiang, Naichung Conan Leung, and Ying Xie. Categorical Plücker formula and homological projective duality. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 23(6):1859–1898, 2021.

[12] Akihiro Kanemitsu. Mukai pairs and simple K-equivalence. Mathematische Zeitschrift, pages 1–21, 2022. [13] Mikhail M Kapranov. On the derived categories of coherent sheaves on some homogeneous spaces. Inventiones mathematicae, 92(3):479–508, 1988.

[14] Yujiro Kawamata. D-equivalence and K-equivalence. Journal of Differential Geometry, 61(1):147–171, 2002. [15] Yujiro Kawamata. Log crepant birational maps and derived categories. Journal of Mathematical Sciences- University of Tokyo, 12(2):211–232, 2005.

[16] Yujiro Kawamata. Derived categories of toric varieties. Michigan Math. J., 54(3):517–536, 11 2006. [17] Yujiro Kawamata. Derived categories of toric varieties II. Michigan Math. J., 62(2):353–363, 06 2013. [18] Yujiro Kawamata. Derived categories of toric varieties III. European Journal of Mathematics, 2(1):196–207, Mar 2016.

[19] János Kollár. Rational curves on algebraic varieties, volume 32. Springer Science & Business Media, 1999. [20] János Kollár and Shigefumi Mori. Birational geometry of algebraic varieties, volume 134. Cambridge university press, 2008.

[21] Alexander Kuznetsov. Exceptional collections for Grassmannians of isotropic lines. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 97(1):155–182, 2008.

[22] Alexander Kuznetsov. Hochschild homology and semiorthogonal decompositions. arXiv preprint arXiv:0904.4330, 2009.

[23] Alexander Kuznetsov. Derived categories of cubic fourfolds. In Cohomological and geometric approaches to rationality problems, pages 219–243. Springer, 2010.

[24] Alexander Kuznetsov and Alexander Polishchuk. Exceptional collections on isotropic Grassmannians. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 18(3):507–574, 2016.

[25] Alexander G Kuznetsov. Hyperplane sections and derived categories. Izvestiya: Mathematics, 70(3):447, 2006. [26] Joseph M Landsberg and Laurent Manivel. On the projective geometry of rational homogeneous varieties.

Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici, 78(1):65–100, 2003.

[27] Naichung Conan Leung and Ying Xie. DK conjecture for derived categories of some Grassmannian flips. arXiv preprint arXiv:1911.07715, 2019.

[28] Shigeo Nakano. On the inverse of monoidal transformation. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 6(3):483–502, 1971.

[29] Dmitri Orlov. Projective bundles, monoidal transformations, and derived categories of coherent sheaves.

Izvestiya Rossiiskoi Akademii Nauk. Seriya Matematicheskaya, 56(4):852–862, 1992.

[30] Richard P. Thomas. Notes on homological projective duality. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 97, pages 585–609, 2018.

[31] Jacques Tits. Groupes semi-simples complexes et géométrie projective. Séminaire Bourbaki, 7(112):1955, 1954.

[32] Chin-Lung Wang et al. Cohomology theory in birational geometry. Journal of Differential Geometry, 60(2):345–354, 2002.

[33] Ying Xie. DK conjecture for derived categories of B_3 type flips. in preparation, 2023.

THE INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, THE CHINESE UNIVERSITY OF HONG KONG, SHATIN, N.T., HONG KONG

Email address: leung@math.cuhk.edu.hk

SOUTHERN UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, SHENZHEN, CHINA Email address: xiey@sustech.edu.cn