arXiv:2402.12573v1 [math.AG] 19 Feb 2024

FULLY FAITHFUL FUNCTORS, SKYSCRAPER SHEAVES, AND BIRATIONAL EQUIVALENCE

CHUNYI LI, XUN LIN, AND XIAOLEI ZHAO

ABSTRACT. Let X and Y be two smooth projective varieties such that there is a fully faithful exact functor from D^b(X) to D^b(Y ). We show that X and Y are birational equivalent if the functor maps one skyscraper sheaf to a skyscraper sheaf. Further assuming that X and Y are of the same dimension, we show that if X has ample canonical bundle and H^0(X, KX ) ≠ 0, or if X is a K3 surface with Picard number one, then Y is birational to a Fourier–Mukai partner of X.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 1 2. Support of Semiorthogonal Factor 2 3. Fully faithful functors and birational equivalence 11 4. An Alternative approach to Corollary 3.2 17 References 19

1. INTRODUCTION

The bounded derived category of coherent sheaves D^b(X) of a smooth projective variety X contains a lot of geometric information of the underlying variety. One fascinating aspect of its study is the connection to birational properties. For example, [Kaw02, Conjecture 1.2] predicts that two smooth projective varieties are derived equivalent if they are K-equivalent. [Kuz10, Conjecture 1.1] says that a cubic fourfold is rational if and only if its so-called Kuznetsov component is equivalent to D^b(S) of a K3 surface S.

More recently, the question of when derived equivalence implies birational equivalence has been raised in [LO22]. In this paper, we provide a result in this direction.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.1). Let X and Y be two irreducible smooth projective varieties with a fully faithful exact functor F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ). Assume that there exists a closed point x ∈ X such that F(O_x) = O_y for some closed point y ∈ Y . Then X and Y are birational.

The proof of this theorem roughly consists of three steps. First, we show that there exists an open neighborhood U of x, such that each skyscraper sheaf in U is sent to a skyscraper sheaf in Y . Second, we show that this induces a bijection between closed points in U and closed points in

Date: February 22, 2024. 1

an open subset V ⊂ Y , compatible with the Zariski topology. Finally, we prove that this induces a birational equivalence between X and Y .

As an application, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 3.12). Let S be a smooth projective K3 surface of Picard rank one. Then a smooth projective surface T admits D^b(S) as a semiorthogonal factor if and only if T is birational to a Fourier–Mukai partner of S.

This verifies [Kuz19, Conjecture 5.8] “generically” in dimension 2. Note that by [AM17, Proposition 5.2.5], this conjecture is not true in dimension 4. We need to assume that the K3 surface is of Picard rank one as we are using crucially a result of Bayer and Bridgeland [BB17, Proposition 3.15 and 6.3]. It would be an interesting question to see how to generalize this to the case of higher Picard rank.

As another application, thanks to the results in [Pir20] and [Lin21], we have the following result which is relevant to [Kaw18, Question 2.6].

Corollary 1.3 (Corollary 3.2). Let X and Y be two smooth projective varieties with the same dimension. Assume that the canonical divisor K_X is ample and H^0(X, K_X ) ≠ 0. If there exists a fully faithful exact functor F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ), then Y is birational to X.

Convention. Throughout the paper, we work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0. A variety is a reduced separated scheme of finite type over Spec k.

Acknowledgement. We wish to thank Arend Bayer and Laura Pertusi for their useful comments.

C.L. is supported by the Royal Society URF\R1\201129 “Stability condition and application in algebraic geometry”. X.Z. is partially supported by the NSF grant DMS-2101789, and NSF FRG grant DMS-2052665. This paper was written when the third author was attending the Junior Trimester program “Algebraic geometry: derived categories, Hodge theory, and Chow groups” at the Hausdorff Institute for Mathematics in Bonn, funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany Excellence Strategy – EXC-2047/1 – 390685813. We would like to thank this institution for the warm hospitality.

2. SUPPORT OF SEMIORTHOGONAL FACTOR

2.1. Adjoint functors. Let C and D be a pair of categories, F: D → C and G: C → D be functors. Assume that F is left adjoint to G, namely, for all objects X in C and Y in D, there is a natural bijective Φ_{Y X} : Hom_C (FY, X) ∼= Hom_D(Y, GX).

The map Φ is natural in the sense that for all morphisms f : X → X^′ in C, g : Y^′ → Y in D, the following diagram commutes:

(2.1)

Hom_C (FY, X) Hom_D(Y, GX)

Hom_C (FY^′, X^′) Hom_D(Y^′, GX^′) Φ_{XY} Hom(Fg,f)Hom(g,Gf) Φ_X′_Y ′

We will use the following basic facts about adjoint functors.

Lemma 2.1. Let X and X^′ be objects in C, Y and Y^′ be objects in D, f : X → X^′, h: FY → X, h^′ : FY^′ → X^′ be morphisms in C, and g : Y → Y^′ be morphism in D. Then

(1) Φ_{Y X}′ (f ∘ h) = G(f) ∘ Φ_{Y X} (h). (2) Φ_{Y X}′ (h^′ ∘ Fg) = Φ_Y ′_X′ (h^′) ∘ g.

(3) In diagram 2.2, the square on the left commutes if and only if the square on the right commutes.

(2.2)

FY X Y GX

FY^′ X^′ Y^′ GX^′

hF(g)f Φ_{Y X} (h) g G(f) h^′ Φ_Y ′_X′ (h^′)

Proof. (1) follows by applying Y^′ = Y and g = id_Y in (2.1). (2) is by applying X = X^′ and f = id_X′ . (3) follows by (1) and (2) immediately. □

2.2. Semiorthogonal factor. Let T be a k-linear triangulated category. We will be interested in admissible subcategories of T , in other words when the inclusion functor α: D → T has left adjoint α^∗ and right adjoint α^!. For example, let X and Y be two smooth projective varieties. By [BvdB03, Theorem 1.1], an exact fully faithful functor from D^b(X) → D^b(Y ) realizes D^b(X) as an admissible subcategory of D^b(Y ).

Assume that D is a n admissible subcategory of T , then T admits semiorthogonal decompositions as ⟨D^⊥, D⟩ = ⟨D,^⊥D⟩. Here D^⊥ (resp.^⊥D) is the full triangulated subcategory of T consisting of objects {F | RHom(D, F ) = 0 for all D ∈ D} (resp. RHom(F, D) = 0).

By a semiorthogonal decomposition (SOD) of T : T = ⟨D_1, . . . , D_m⟩, we mean a sequence of full triangulated subcategories D_1, . . . , D_m of T such that:

(a) RHom(F, G) = 0, for all F ∈ D_i, G ∈ D_j and i > j; (b) For any F ∈ T , there is a sequence of morphisms

0 = F_m → F_{m−1} → · · · → F_1 → F_0 = F,

such that π_i(F ) := Cone(F_i → F_{i−1}) ∈ D_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

The subcategories D_i are called the components or SOD factors of the decomposition.

Assume that α: D → T is an admissible subcategory of T . The left mutation functor through D is the functor L_D : T → T defined by the canonical distinguished triangle

α_iα^!_i^{ηi}−→ id → L_{Di} ,

where η_i denotes the counit of the adjunction. The image of L_D is in D^⊥.

In complete analogy, one defines the right mutation functor through D_i as the functor R_{Di} defined by the canonical distinguished triangle R_{Di} → id^{ϵi}−→ α_iα^∗_i , where ϵ_i is the unit of the adjunction.

2.3. Definition of support.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a smooth variety and E ∈ D^b(X). The set-theoretic support supp(E) is defined to be:

(2.3) supp(E) := {p closed point on X | RHom(E, O_p) ≠ 0}. For i ∈ Z, we write supp^i(E) := {p closed point on X | Hom(E, O_p[i]) ≠ 0}.

It is an easy consequence of the ext spectral sequence that (2.4) supp^i(E) ⊂ ⋃ j∈Z supp^i(H^j (E)[−j]).

Lemma 2.3. Let F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ) be an exact functor. Assume that a subcategory T of D^b(X) has a classical generator G in the sense of [Rou08, Section 3.1]. Then for every object E in T , we have supp(E) ⊂ supp(G) and supp(F(E)) ⊂ supp(F(G)).

We will use the following facts about the support of objects later.

Lemma 2.4 ( [BM02, Lemma 5.3]). Let E be an object and x be a closed point on X. Assume that x ∈ supp^0(H^i (E)) \ supp(τ^{≥i+1}(E)), then Hom(E, O_x[−i]) ≠ 0. In particular, supp(E) = ∪_{i∈Z} supp(H^i (E)). Proof. Note that

Hom(E, O_x[−i]) ∼= Hom(τ^{≥i}(E), O_x[−i]) ∼= Hom(τ^{≤i}(τ^{≥i}(E)), O_x[−i]), where the first equality follows from the adjunction τ^{≥i} ⊣ ι^{≥i}, and the second uses the assumption that x /∈ supp(τ^{≥i+1}(E)). The statement holds. □ Lemma 2.5. Let R be an integral domain with Jacobson radical zero. Let L_• = {R^{⊕a} → R^{⊕b} → R^{⊕c}} be a sequence of R-module such that L_• ⊗ Frac(R) is exact. Then there exists a maximal ideal m such that L_• ⊗ (R/m) is exact.

Proof. Fix a basis for the free modules in L_•, and denote the morphisms by matrices M and N. When base change to K := Frac(R), the exactness of L_•⊗K is equivalent to rk_K M +rk_K N = b.

Let M^′ and N^′ be square sub-matrices of M and N with size rk_K M and rk_K N and full rank. The determinants det M^′ and det N^′ are both non-zero. As the Jacobson radical of R is zero, there exists a maximal ideal m such that det M^′, det N^′ /∈ m. Hence, b ≥ rk_{R/m}M + rk_{R/m}N ≥ rk_{R/m}M^′ + rk_{R/m}N^′ = b.

So L_• ⊗ (R/m) is exact. □ Lemma 2.6. Let F be a coherent sheaf on an irreducible smooth variety X with dimension n, then dim(supp^i(F)) ≤ n − i.

(2.5) In particular, the set supp^i(F) is empty when i > n.

Moreover, let Γ be an irreducible component of supp(F) with codimension m, then supp^m(F) ⊃ Γ.

Proof. By the upper semicontinuity of Hom(F, O_x[i]) for closed points x on X, the support supp^i(F) is closed. Also by Verdier duality, we have

H_i (F^L⊗ O_x) ∼= Hom(F, O_x[i])^∨.

As the statement is local, we may assume X = Spec R is affine, and the sheaf F = ~M. As R is regular, the module admits a free resolution L_• of finite length.

For every irreducible component Spec R/P of supp^i( ~M), by definition, the sequence L_• ⊗R/m is not exact at L_i ⊗ R/m for every maximal ideal m ⊃ P .

Apply Lemma 2.5 to R/P and the sequence {L_{i+1} ⊗(R/P ) → L_i ⊗(R/P ) → L_{i−1} ⊗(R/P )}, we see that the sequence L_• ⊗ Frac(R/P ) = L_• ⊗ (R_P /P R_P ) cannot be exact at the i-th term.

Note that L_• ⊗R_P is a free resolution for the R_P -module M_P . The cohomology of the sequence L_• ⊗ (R_P /P R_P ) is Tor^•_{RP} (M_P , R_P /P R_P ). In particular,

Tor^i_{RP} (M_P , R_P /P R_P ) ≠ 0.

Since R is regular, R_P is regular. It follows that Tor^j_{RP} (M_P , R_P /P R_P ) = 0 when j > dim(R_P ) = n − dim(Spec R/P ). Therefore, dim(Spec R/P ) ≤ n − i. The inequality (2.5) holds.

For the second part of the statement, as M can be expressed as the extension of the push-forward of some R/P -modules, by the first part of the statement and shrinking the open subset if necessary, we may assume M ∼= R/P . Then for every maximal ideal m ⊃ P where Spec R/P is regular, Ext^m_R (R/P, R/m) = k. The statement follows. □

Proposition 2.7. Let X be a smooth variety and U be an open subset of X. Let E ∈ D^b(X) be an object satisfying supp(τ^{≤0}(E)) ∩ U ≠ ∅. Then there exists a morphism h: E → O_x[m] for some closed point x ∈ U, m ∈ Z such that the composition of morphisms h∘g : τ^{≤0}(E) → E → O_x[m] is non-zero, where g is the canonical morphism associated to the truncation functor.

Proof. The first step is to choose the closed point x. Let

S := {Γ | Γ irreducible component of supp(H^i (E)) for some i ≤ 0, Γ ∩ U ≠ ∅}.

By assumption, the set S is non-empty. Let s = min{codim(Γ) | Γ ∈ S} and

t = min{i | supp(H^i (E)) contains an irreducible component Γ with codim(Γ) = s, i ≤ 0}.

Let Γ be an irreducible component of supp(H^t (E)) with codim Γ = s. By the choice of Γ, every irreducible component in supp(τ^{≤t−1}(E))) ∩ U has codimension greater than s.

By Lemma 2.6 and (2.4), for every l_2 ≥ l_1 ≥ t + 1, we have dim ( supp^{s−t}(τ^{≥l1} (τ^{≤l2} (E))[−1]) ) ≤ dim ⋃ l_1≤j≤l_2 supp^{s−t}(H^j (E)[−1 − j])

= max l_1≤j≤l_2 {dim(supp^{s−t}(H^j (E)[−1 − j]))} = max_{l1≤j≤l2}{dim(supp^{s−t+j+1}(H^j (E)))}

≤ max l_1≤j≤l_2 {n − (s − t + j + 1)} ≤ n − s − 2.

Hence there exists a closed point

x ∈ (U ∩ Γ) \ (supp(τ^{≤t−1}(E)) ∪ supp^{s−t}(τ^{≥t+1}(τ^{≤0}(E)[−1])) ∪ supp^{s−t}(τ^{≥1}(E)[−1])). Now the second step is to show that Hom(τ^{≤0}(E), O_x[m]) ≠ 0, where m = s − t. Apply Hom(−, O_x) to τ^{≤t−1}(E) → τ^{≤t}(E) → H^t (E)[−t]^+−→, by the choice of x, we have Hom(τ^{≤t}(E), O_x[m]) = Hom(H^t (E)[−t], O_x[m]) = Hom(H^t (E), O_x[s]) ≠ 0.

When t = 0, this is exactly what we want. When t ≤ −1, apply Hom(−, O_x) to

τ^{≥t+1}(τ^{≤0}(E))[−1] → τ^{≤t}(E) → τ^{≤0}(E) → τ^{≥t+1}(τ^{≤0}(E))^+−→, by the choice of x, we have Hom(τ^{≥t+1}(τ^{≤0}(E))[−1], O_x[m]) = 0, and the non-vanishing follows.

Finally apply Hom(−, O_x) to τ^{≥1}(E)[−1] → τ^{≤0}(E) → E → τ^{≥1}(E)^+−→, note that by the choice of X, we have Hom(τ^{≥1}(E)[−1], O_x[m]) = 0.

Hence we get a surjective map − ∘ g : Hom(E, O_x[m]) → Hom(τ^{≤0}(E), O_x[m]).

The preimage of any non-zero morphism in Hom(τ^{≤0}(E), O_x[m]) gives h as desired. □ Lemma 2.8. Let X be a smooth variety and U be an open subset of X. Let F ∈ Coh(X) and p be a closed point in U. Let E ∈ D^b(X) be an object satisfying supp(H^i (E)) ∩ U = ∅ when i ≥ 0. Then the composition of any morphisms E^g−→ F^h−→ O_p[m] is always zero for every m ∈ Z.

Proof. Apply Hom(−, O_p) to the distinguished triangle τ^{≤−1}(E)^c−→ E −→ τ^{≥0}(E)^+−→, we get

(2.6) · · · → Hom(τ^{≥0}(E), O_p[m]) → Hom(E, O_p[m])^{−∘c}−−→ Hom(τ^{≤−1}(E), O_p[m]) → . . .

As supp(τ^{≥0}(E)) = ∪_{i≥0} supp(H^i (E)) ∌ p, it follows that Hom(τ^{≥0}(E), O_p[m]) = 0. So the map − ∘ c in the sequence (2.6) is injective. Note that g ∘ c ∈ Hom(τ^{≤−1}(E), F) = 0, so h ∘ g ∘ c = 0. It follows that h ∘ g = 0. □

2.4. Restriction of a functor. Let X and Y be smooth projective varieties, U and V be an open subvariety on X and Y respectively. Denote by W = X \U and Z = Y \V . Denote by ι: U → X the inclusion morphism.

Lemma 2.9. Let F_U and G_U be coherent sheaves on U, F_j and G_j be coherent sheaves on X, j = 1, 2. Assume that F_j |_U ∼= F_U and G_j |_U ∼= G_U for j = 1, 2. Let f ∈ Hom(F_1, F_2), g ∈ Hom(G_1, G_2), h_j ∈ Hom(F_j , G_j ) such that f|_U , g|_U are isomorphisms and (h_2 ∘ f)|_U = (g ∘ h_1)|_U .

Then there exist coherent sheaves F ⊂ ι_∗F_U , G ⊂ ι_∗G_U and morphisms f_j ∈ Hom(F_j , F), g_j ∈ Hom(G_j , G), such that f_j|_U , g_j |_U are isomorphisms and f_1|_U = (f_2 ∘f)|_U , g_1|_U = (g_2 ∘g)|_U . In addition, there exists a morphism h ∈ Hom(F, G) such that h∘f_1 = g_1 ∘h_1 and h∘f_2 = g_2 ∘h_2.

Proof. The assumptions give the following commutative diagram:

(2.7) ι^∗F_2 F_U ι^∗F_1

ι^∗G_2 G_U ι^∗G_1. ~f_2∼=ι^∗h2~h∼=~f_1ι^∗h1 ~g_2∼=∼=~g_1

As ι^∗ is left adjoint to ι_∗, by Lemma 2.1 (3), we have the commutative diagram:

(2.8)

F_2 ι_∗F_U F_1

G_2 ι_∗G_U G_1.

Φ( ~f_2) h_2ι∗~hΦ( ~f_1)h_1

Φ(~g_2)Φ(~g_1)

Let F be a coherent subsheaf of ι_∗F_U containing the images of Φ( ~f_1) and Φ( ~f_2). Let G be a coherent subsheaf of ι_∗G_U containing the images of Φ(~g_1), Φ(~g_1), and (ι_∗~h)(F). Let f_j, g_j , and h be the morphisms restricted from Φ( ~f_j), Φ(~g_j ), and ι_∗~h respectively. It is clear that they satisfy the conditions in the statement. □

Proposition 2.10. Let F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ) be an exact functor satisfying

(a) supp ( H^i (F(F)) ) ⊂ Z for every F ∈ Coh(X) and i ≠ 0;

(b) supp (F(E)) ⊂ Z for every E ∈ D^b(X) with supp(E) ⊂ W . Let E_j ∈ D^b(X), j = 1, 2 satisfying supp ( H^i (E_j ) ) ⊂ W for i ≠ 0. Then we have the following properties:

(1) H^i (F(E))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^i (E)))|_V for every E ∈ D^b(X) and i ∈ Z. (2) Consider f ∈ Hom(E_1, E_2) such that H^0 (f)|_U is an isomorphism, then H^0 (F(f))|_V is an isomorphism. If H^0 (E_1)|_U ∼= H^0 (E_2)|_U , then H^0 (F(E_1))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(E_2))|_V .

(3) Let f_j ∈ Hom(E_1, E_2), j = 1, 2 satisfying H^0 (f_1)|_U = H^0 (f_2)|_U , then H^0 (F(f_1))|_V = H^0 (F(f_2))|_V .

Proof. (1) We induct on the number n_U (E) := #{i ∈ Z | H^i (E) ∩ U ≠ ∅}.

When n_U (E) = 0, we have supp(H^i (E)) ⊂ W for every i. Hence supp(E) ⊂ W . By condition (b), H^i (F(E))|_V = 0 = H^0 (F(H^i (E)))|_V .

When n_U (E) = 1, we may assume H^k (E) ∩ U ≠ ∅ for some k ∈ Z. Apply H^• (F(−))|_V to the distinguished triangle τ^{≤k}(E) → E → τ^{≥k+1}(E)^+−→, we get

· · · → H^{j−1} (F(τ^{≥k+1}(E)))|_V → H^j (F(τ^{≤k}(E)))|_V → H^j (F(E))|_V → H^j (F(τ^{≥k+1}(E)))|_V → . . .

(2.9)

Note that supp(τ^{≥k+1}(E)) ⊂ Z, by (b),

H^j (F(τ^{≤k}(E)))|_V ∼= H^j (F(E))|_V for every j ∈ Z. Apply H^• (F(−))|_V to the distinguished triangle H^k (E)[−k] → τ^{≤k}(E) → τ^{≤k−1}(E)^+−→, by (b), we get (2.10) H^{j−k} (F(H^k (E)))|_V ∼= H^j (F(H^k (E)[−k]))|_V ∼= H^j (F(τ^{≤k}(E)))|_V ∼= H^j (F(E))|_V for every j ∈ Z.

When j ≠ k, by (a), the left-hand side of (2.10) is 0, so H^j (F(E))|_V = 0. Note that supp(H^j (E)) ⊂ Z, by (b), H^0 (F(H^j (E)))|_V = 0. When j = k, (2.10) gives the statement directly.

Now assume the statement holds for all E with n_U (E) ≤ s. Let E be an object with n_U (E) = s + 1. Assume that n_U (τ^{≤k}(E)), n_U (τ^{≥k+1}(E)) ≤ s, then by induction, when j ≤ k, H^j (F(τ^{≥k+1}(E)))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^j (τ^{≥k+1}(E))))|_V = 0.

When j > k, H^j (F(τ^{≤k}(E)))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^j (τ^{≤k}(E))))|_V = 0.

By the long exact sequence (2.9) and induction, when j ≥ k, H^j (F(τ^{≤k}(E)))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^j (τ^{≤k}(E))))|_V = H^0 (F(H^j (E)))|_V .

When j ≤ k + 1, H^j (F(τ^{≥k+1}(E)))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^j (τ^{≥k+1}(E))))|_V = H^0 (F(H^j (E)))|_V .

The statement holds for all objects with n_U = s + 1 and we complete the induction.

(2) By the assumptions on E_1, E_2 and f, we have supp(Cone(f)) ⊂ W . It follows from statement (1) that supp(F(Cone(f))) ⊂ Z. Apply H^0 (F(−))|_V to the distinguished triangle E_1^f−→ E_2 → Cone(f)^+−→, the first part of the statement follows.

For the second part of the statement, by Lemma 2.9, there exists E ∈ Coh(X) and morphisms f_j : H^0 (E_j ) → E such that f_j|_U is an isomorphism. Hence supp(Cone(f_j )) ⊂ W . Apply H^0 (F(−))|_V to H^0 (E_j ) → E → Cone(f_j)^+−→, we conclude by (1) and condition (b) that H^0 (F(E_j ))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(H^0 (E_j )))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(E))|_V .

(3) By the additivity of all functors, we only need to show that for every f ∈ Hom(E_1, E_2), H^0 (f)|_U = 0 implies H^0 (F(f))|_V = 0.

Apply H^• (F(−))|_V to E_1^f−→ E_2 → Cone(f)^+−→, by (1), we have the long exact sequence

0 → H^{−1} (F(Cone(f)))|_V → H^0 (F(E_1))|_V^{H 0 (F(f))|V}−−−−−−−→ H^0 (F(E_2))|_V^g−→ H^0 (F(Cone(f)))|_V → 0. As the restricted morphism f|_U = 0, we have H^0 (Cone(f))|_U ∼= H^0 (E_2)|_U . It follows by (2) that H^0 (F(E_2))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(Cone(f)))|_V . Since V is smooth, in particular Noetherian, and H^0 (F(E_2))|_V is coherent, the surjective morphism g must an isomorphism. Therefore, the morphism H^0 (F(f))|_V = 0. □

Let F be a coherent sheaf on U. Consider the direct system of all pairs of coherent sheaves with morphisms {(F_i, φ_i)}_{i∈I} on X indexed by a filtered category I such that

• φ_i : F_i → ι_∗F; φ_i|_U : F_i|_U ∼= ι_∗F|_U = F.

• Two different indices i < i^′ if and only if φ_i′ is injective and im(φ_i) ⊂ im(φ_i′ ). • The morphism φ_{ii}′ : F_i → F_i′ is the unique one satisfyting φ_i = φ_i′ ∘ φ_{ii}′ .

It folows from [Sta22, Lemma 28.22.5 and 6] that

(2.11) colim_i(F_i) = ι_∗F

Proposition and Definition 2.11. Let F be an exact functor satisfying assumptions as that in Proposition 2.10. Then we may define an additive functor F|_U from Coh(U) to Coh(V ) as follows. • Objects: for F ∈ Coh(U), define F|_U (F) to be the coherent sheaf H^0 (F(F_i))|_V on V . • Morphisms: for a morphism h: F → G in Coh(U), we define a morphism in Coh(V ) as follows.

Write ι_∗G = colim_{j∈J} G_j as in (2.11). Then there exist φ_i : F_i → ι_∗F, ϕ_j : G_j → ι_∗G and a morphism h^i_j : F_i → G_j satisfying ϕ_j ∘ h^i_j = ι_∗h ∘ φ_i. Define

F|_U (h) = H^0 (F(h))|_V : H^0 (F(F_i))|_V → H^0 (F(G_j ))|_V .

Proof. By Proposition 2.10 (2), the object F|_U (F) does not depend on the choice of F_i. Moreover, for every i < k in I and morphism φ_{ik} : F_i → F_k, the identification of F|_U (F)’s is given by the isomorphism H^0 (F(φ_{ik}))|_V : H^0 (F(F_i))|_V ∼= H^0 (F(F_k))|_V .

By Proposition 2.10 (3), the morphism H^0 (F(φ_{ik}))|_V only depends on φ_{ik}|_U hence the embedding φ_i|_U and φ_k|_U . This gives the canonical identifications between H^0 (F(F_i))|_V for all representatives.

For every φ_i : F_i → ι_∗F, the image of ι_∗h ∘ φ_i is a coherent subsheaf of ι_∗G. There exists ϕ_j : G_j → ι_∗G such that im(ϕ_j ) ⊃ im(ι_∗h ∘ φ_i). So there exists h^i_j as that in the statement.

To show that F|_U (h) does not depend on the choice of h^i_j , let (F_i′ , φ_i′ ), (G_j′ , ϕ_j′ ) and h^{i′}_j′ satisfy the assumption ϕ_j′ ∘ h^{i′}_j′ = ι_∗h ∘ φ_i′ . Then there exists φ_I : F_I → ι_∗F whose im(φ_I ) ⊃ im(φ_i) ∪ im(φ_i′ ). So there exists φ_{iI} : F_i → F_I and φ_i′_I : F_i′ → F_I .

Let ϕ_J : G_J → ι_∗G whose image contains the image of G_j , G_j′ and ι_∗h ∘ φ_I . So there exists h^I_J : F_I → G_J such that ϕ_J ∘ h^I_J = ι_∗ ∘ φ_I . It follows that ( h^I_J ∘ φ_{iI} ) |_U = ( ϕ_{jJ} ∘ h^i_j ) |_U and ( h^I_J ∘ φ_i′_I ) |_U = ( ϕ_j′_J ∘ h^{i′}_j′ ) |_U . By Proposition 2.10 (3), we have the following commutative diagram: H^0 (F(F_i))|_V H^0 (F(F_I ))|_V H^0 (F(F_i′ ))|_V

H^0 (F(G_j ))|_V H^0 (F(G_J ))|_V H^0 (F(G_j′ ))|_V

H^0 (F(φ_{iI} ))|_V

H^0 (F(h^i_j ))|_V

H^0 (F(h^I_J ))|_V H^0 (F(φ_i′_I ))|_V

H^0 (F(h^{i′}_{j′} ))|_V

H^0 (F(ϕ_{jJ} ))|_V H^0 (F(ϕ_j′_J ))|_V

Hence, F|_U (h) does not depend on the choice of representatives.

The functor F|_U is clearly additive as H^0 (F(−))|_V is so.

For the identity morphism id_F , choose representative id: F_i → F_i, then F(id) is identity and so does F(id)|_V .

Given morphisms h: F → G and t: G → L in Coh(U), we may choose h^i_j : F_i → G_j and t^j_k : G_j → L_k as representatives in Coh(X). It is clear that t^j_k ∘ h^i_j is a representative of t ∘ h. Therefore, F|_U (t ∘ h) = H^0 (F(t^j_k ∘ h^i_j ))|_V = H^0 (F(t^j_k))|_V ∘ H^0 (F(h^i_j ))|_V = F|_U (t) ∘ F|_U (h).

In summary, we have checked that F|_U is well-defined on objects and morphisms, and F|_U satisfies the axioms on morphisms. □

2.5. Composition of restricted functors. Let X_i, i = 1, 2, 3 be smooth projective varieties with open subvarieties U_i respectively. Let F_1 : D^b(X_1) → D^b(X_2) and F_2 : D^b(X_2) → D^b(X_3) be exact functors satisfying assumptions as that in Proposition 2.10 with respect to U_i’s. By Proposition and Definition 2.11, we have functors F_1|_{U1} : Coh(U_1) → Coh(U_2) and F_2|_{U2} : Coh(U_2) → Coh(U_3). We have the following statement for their composition.

Proposition 2.12. Adopt notations as above, then the composition F_2 ∘ F_1 : D^b(X_1) → D^b(X_3) also satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 2.10 with respect to U_1 and U_3. The restricted functor (F_2 ∘ F_1)|_{U1} = F_2|_{U2} ∘ F_1|_{U1} .

Proof. For every coherent sheaf E on X_1 and i ≠ 0, by Proposition 2.10 assumption (b) and statement (2).

supp(H^i_{X2} (F_1(E))) ∩ U_2 = ∅;

H^i_{X3} ((F_2 ∘ F_1)(E))|_{U3} ∼= H^0_{X3} ( F_2 ( H^i_{X2} (F_1(E)) )) |_{U3} = 0.

For every object E in D^b(X_1) with supp(E) ∩ U_1 = ∅, by Proposition 2.10 assumption (b), supp(F_1(E)) ∩ U_2 = ∅. By assumption (b) on F_2 again, supp((F_2 ∘ F_1)(E)) ∩ U_3 = ∅. Therefore, the exact functor F_2 ∘ F_1 satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 2.10 with respect to U_1 and U_3.

For every coherent sheaf F on U_1, let F_i be a representative of ι_{1∗}F on X_1, then H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i)) is a representative of ι_{2∗}(F_1|_{U1} (F)).

Denote by c_{≥0} : F_1(F_i) → τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_i)) and c_0 : H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i)) → τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_i)) the canonical morphisms respectively. We have the isomorphisms:

(2.12) H^0X3 ((F^2 ∘ F^1)(F^i)) |^{U3} H^0X3 ( F_2(τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_i))) ) |_{U3} H^0_{X3} ( F_2(H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i))) ) |_{U3}

(F_2 ∘ F_1)|_{U1} (F) F_2|_{U2} (F_1|_{U1} (F)).

H^0_{X3} (F_2(c_{≥0} ))|_{U3} ∼= ∼=H 0_X 3 (F_2(c_0 ))|_{U3} c_F=

As both H^0_{X2} (c_{≥0})|_{U2} and H^0_{X2} (c_0)|_{U2} are isomorphisms, by Proposition 2.10, both H^0_{X3} (F_2(c_{≥0}))|_{U3} and H^0_{X3} (F_2(c_0))|_{U3} are isomorphisms.

For any other representative F_j with φ_{ik} : F_i → F_k, we may apply H^0_{X3} (F_2(−))|_{U3} to the following commutative diagrams:

(2.13)

F_1(F_i) τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_i)) H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i))

F_1(F_k) τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_k)) H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_k)). c_{≥0,i} F_1(φ_{ik})τ^{≥0}(F_1 (φ_{ik})) c_{0,i}H^0X_2 (F^1(φ^{ik} )) c_{≥0,j}c_{0,k}

It follows that the identification c_F between (F_2 ∘F_1)|_{U1} (F) and F_2|_{U2} (F_1|_{U1} (F)) in (2.12) does not depend on the choice of the representatives of F.

For every morphism h: F → G of coherent sheaves on U_1, let h^i_j : F_i → G_j be a representative of h on X_1, then by Proposition and Definition 2.11, F_1|_{U1} (h) has a representative

H^0_{X2} (F_1(h^i_j )): H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i)) → H^0_{X2} (F_1(G_j)) on X_2.

Denote by c^′_{≥0} : F_1(G_j ) → τ^{≥0}(F_1(G_j )) and c_0 : H^0_{X2} (F_1(G_j )) → τ^{≥0}(F_1(G_j )) the canonical morphisms respectively. We have the following commutative diagram:

(2.14)

F_1(F_i) τ^{≥0}(F_1(F_i)) H^0_{X2} (F_1(F_i))

F_1(G_j ) τ^{≥0}(F_1(G_j )) H^0_{X2} (F_1(G_j )).

c_{≥0}

F_1(h^i_j )τ^{≥0}(F_1(h^i_j )) c_0 H^0X_2 (F^1 (h^ij )) c^′_{≥0} c^′_0

Apply H^0_{X3} (F_2(−))|_{U3} to (2.14), we get

(2.15)

(F_2 ∘ F_1)|_{U1} (F) F_2|_{U2} (F_1|_{U1} (F))

(F_2 ∘ F_1)|_{U1} (G) F_2|_{U2} (F_1|_{U1} (G)).

c_F

(F_2∘F_1)|_{U1} (h)

F_2|_{U2} (F_1|_{U1} (h)) c^′_G

The statement holds. □

3. FULLY FAITHFUL FUNCTORS AND BIRATIONAL EQUIVALENCE

3.1. Main result. The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let X and Y be two irreducible smooth projective varieties with a fully faithful exact functor F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ). Assume that there exists a closed point x ∈ X such that F(O_x) = O_y[m] for some closed point y ∈ Y and some integer m. Then X and Y are birational.

The proof of this result will take up Section 3.2 and 3.3. Here we first provide a direct application of this theorem.

Corollary 3.2. Let X and Y be two smooth projective varieties with the same dimension. Assume that the canonical divisor K_X is ample and H^0(X, K_X ) ≠ 0. If there exists a fully faithful exact functor F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ), then Y is birational to X.

Proof. By [Kuz09, Corollary 7.5], HH_{− dim X} (X) ∼= H^0(X, K_X ) ≠ 0 is a direct summand of HH_{−n}(Y ) ∼= H^0(Y, K_Y ). It follows that Bs|K_Y | is a proper subset of Y . By [KO18, Theorem 1.2] and [Pir20, Lemma 5.3] (or by [Lin21, Theorem 4.5] directly), the support of^⊥(F(D^b(X))) is contained in Bs|K_Y |.

Let y be a closed point in Y \ Bs|K_Y |, then F(E) = O_y for some E ∈ D^b(X). By [Kuz19, Lemma 2.7],

S_{F(D}b_{(X))}(F(E)) = (F ∘ F^∗)(S_Db_{(Y )}(F(E)) = (F ∘ F^∗)(O_y [n]) = F(E)[n].

Therefore, S_X (E) = E[n]. Together with the fact that (E, E)^i = (O_y, O_y)^i, by [BO01, Proposition 2.2], we must have E ∼= O_p[m] for some closed point p on X. The statement follows by Theorem 3.1. □

Remark 3.3. By [Ola21], if there is a fully faithful exact function from D^b(X) to D^b(Y ), then dim X ≤ dim Y .

Another application to K3 surfaces of Picard rank 1 will be given in Section 3.4.

3.2. Isomorphic of Zariski local neighborhood.

Lemma 3.4. Let X be a smooth projective variety, then an object E ∈ D^b(X) is a skyscraper sheaf if and only if

(3.1) RHom(O_X (−m), E) = k

for all m ≫ 0.

Proof. The ‘only if’ direction is trivial. For the ’if’ direction, let m be sufficiently large so that Hom(O_X (−m), H^i (E)[j]) = 0 for all i ∈ Z and j ≥ 1. It follows that

RHom(O_X (−m), E) = ⊕_i Hom(O_X (−m), H^i (E))[−i].

Therefore, the object E is a coherent sheaf.

By Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch, ch_i(E) = 0 for 0 ≤ i < n and ch_n(E) = 1 where n is the dimension of X. So E must be a skyscraper sheaf. □

Proposition 3.5. Let X and Y be two smooth projective varieties. Assume that there exists a fully faithful admissible functor F: D^b(X) → D^b(Y ) such that F maps the skyscraper sheaf O_x on X to O_y on Y for a given closed point x on X. Then there exist open neighborhoods U of x and V of y such that F is a one-to-one correspondence of skyscraper sheaves in U and V .

Moreover, the induced map f : U → V is a homeomorphism between the spaces of closed points with the induced Zariski topology.

Proof. We may assume that both X and Y are irreducible with the same dimension n. Step 1: There is an open subset of Y where all skyscraper sheaves are in the image of F. (See also [Pir20, Lemma 2.34].)

Denote by π : D^b(Y ) →^⊥(F(D^b(X))) the right adjoint functor to inclusion. By [Rou08, Proposition 7.9], the category D^b(Y ) has a classical generator G. It follows that π(G) is a classical generator of^⊥(F(D^b(X))). Hence for any object E in^⊥(F(D^b(X))), we have supp(E) ⊂ supp(π(G)).

Note that RHom(π(G), O_y ) = 0, we have supp(E) ⊂ supp(π(G)) ∌ y for every E in ⊥(F(D^b(X))). Hence for every z ∈ Y \ supp(π(G)), the object O_z is in F(D^b(X)).

Step 2: We construct the open subset V in the statement.

Fix an embedding X → P^N , choose subspaces P_0 ⊂ P_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ P_n = P^N such that P_i ∼= P^{N−n+i} and X_i := P_i ∩ X is smooth with dimension i. Moreover, we require X_i ∌ x for i < n. For every i < n, we have RHom(F(O_{Xi} ), F(O_x)) = RHom(O_{Xi} , O_x) = 0.

It follows that supp(F(O_{Xi} )) ∌ y for every i < n.

For every m ∈ Z and object E in D^b(X), we write E(m) := E ⊗ O_PN (m). Note that F(O_{Xi} (m + 1)) ∼= F(Cone(O_{Xi−1} (m + 1)[1]^g−→ O_{Xi} (m)))

(3.2) ∼= Cone(F(O_{Xi−1} (m + 1)[1])^{F(g)}−−→ F(O_{Xi} (m))) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n and m. It follows that

supp(F(O_{Xi} (m + 1))) ⊂ supp(F(O_{Xi} (m))) ∪ supp(F(O_{Xi−1} (m + 1))), supp(F(O_{Xi} (m))) ⊂ supp(F(O_{Xi} (m + 1))) ∪ supp(F(O_{Xi−1} (m + 1))).

Note that O_{X0} (m) = O_{X0} for every m. By induction, we have supp(F(O_{Xn−1} (m))) ⊂ ⋃ 0≤i<n supp(F(O_{Xi} ))

for all m ∈ Z. Denote by Z_1 = ⋃ 0≤i<n supp(F(OXi )), then Z1 is a closed subset and it does not

contain y.

Note that RHom(F(O_X ), F(O_x)) = RHom(O_X , O_x) = k, the character ch_0(F(O_X )) ≠ 0. It follows that RHom(F(O_X ), O_p) ≠ 0 for any closed point p ∈ Y . By the upper semicontinuity property of the function RHom(F(O_X ), −) on X, there exists an open subset V_1 ⊂ Y such that for every p ∈ V_1, RHom(F(O_X ), O_p) = k.

By (3.2) and induction on m, for every point p ∈ V_1 \ Z_1, we have RHom(F(O_X (m)), O_p) = k for all m. For every p ∈ V_1 \ (Z_1 ∪ supp(F(G))), there exists an object E_p in D^b(X) satisfying F(E_p) = O_p. It follows that RHom(O_X (m), E_p) = RHom(F(O_X (m)), O_p) = k for every m ∈ Z. By Lemma 3.4, E_p = O_q for some closed point q on X.

We let V = V_1 \ (Z_1 ∪ supp(F(G))). Denote by Z = Y \ V . Let U = {q ∈ X | F(O_q) = O_p for some point p on V }.

Step 3: We show that U is an open subset of X.

By [Rou08, Theorem 6.8], the category D^b_Z (Y ) has a classical generator G_Z . Denote by F^∗ the left adjoint functor of F. For any point q ∈ U, RHom(F^∗(G_Z ), O_q) ∼= RHom(G_Z , F(O_q)) = 0.

Therefore, for every object E ∈ D^b_Z (Y ), by Lemma 2.3, we have supp(F^∗(E)) ⊂ supp(F^∗(G_Z )) ⊂ X \ U.

On the other hand, for any point q^′ ∈ X \ U, note that RHom(F(O_q′ ), F(O_q)) = RHom(O_q′ , O_q) = 0 for every point q ∈ U. It follows that supp(F(O_q′ )) ∩ V = ∅. Choose a point p^′ ∈ supp(F(O_q′ ) ⊂ Z, then RHom(F^∗(O_p′ ), O_q′ ) ∼= RHom(O_p′ , F(O_q′ )) ≠ 0.

Therefore p ∈ supp(F^∗(O_p′ )) ⊂ supp(F^∗(G_Z )). It follows that supp(F^∗(G_Z )) = X \ U and U is open in X.

Step 4: We show that the induced maps f and f^{−1} are continuous.

Now for every closed point q on U, we write f(q) as the unique point on V such that F(O_q) ∼= O_{f(q)}.

For every Zariski closed subset W in V , let W be its closure in Y . Since RHom(F^∗(O_W ), O_q) ∼= RHom(O_W , F(O_q)), for every q ∈ U, we have q ∈ supp(F^∗(O_W )) ∩ U ⇐⇒ f(q) ∈ W ∩ Y = W. It follows that f^{−1}(W ) = supp(F^∗(O_W )) ∩ U and is closed in U. Hence, f is continuous with respect to the Zariski topology. A similar argument gives the continuity of f^{−1}.

For every Zariski closed subset M in U, let M be its closure in X. Since RHom(O_M , O_q) ∼= RHom(F(O_M ), O_{f(q)}), for every q ∈ U. It follows that f(M) = supp(F(O_M )) ∩ V and is closed in V .

Hence, both f and f^{−1} are continuous with respect to the Zariski topology. □ 3.3. Isomorphism between two open subsets. Adopt the assumptions as that in Proposition 3.5, denote by F^∗ the left adjoint functor of F. Denote by U := {p ∈ X | F(O_p) = O_q for some q ∈ Y };

(3.3) V := {q ∈ Y | F(O_p) = O_q for some p ∈ X}.

(3.4) By Proposition 3.5, both U and V are open. Denote by f : U → V the induced map satisfying F(O_p) = O_{f(p)}. Denote by W = X \ U and Z = Y \ V . We have the following description for the image of Coh(X) and Coh(Y ) under the functor F.

Proposition 3.6. Adopt notations as above. Let E be a coherent sheave on X , then for i ≠ 0, supp(H^i (F(E))) ⊂ Z.

For i = 0, we have supp(H^0 (F(E))) ∩ V = f(supp(E)) ∩ V.

Proof. For every point p ∈ V , we have

hom(F(E), O_p[i]) = hom(E, O_f −1_{(p)}[i]) = 0

when i < 0. By Lemma 2.4,

(3.5) supp(H^i (F(E)) ⊂ Z when i > 0.

For every coherent sheaf G on Y and point q ∈ U, we have

hom(F^∗(G), O_q [i]) = hom(G, F(O_q )[i]) = hom(G, O_{f(q)}[i]) = 0

when i < 0. By Lemma 2.4,

(3.6) supp(H^i (F^∗(G)) ⊂ W when i > 0.

Denote by A the truncated object τ^{≤−1}(F(E)) and g : A → F(E) the canonical morphism. Denote by g^∗ : F^∗(A) → E the adjoint morphism of g, then for every point x ∈ U and morphism h: E → O_x[m]. By Lemma 2.1 (1), the adjoint morphism of F(h) ∘ g : A → F(E) → F(O_x[m]) is h ∘ g^∗ : F^∗(A) → E → O_x[m].

Since H^i (A) = 0 when i ≥ 0, by (3.6), supp ( H^i (F^∗(A)) ) ⊂ W when i ≥ 0. By Lemma 2.8, the composition of morphisms h ∘ g^∗ is always zero.

Therefore, the morphism F(h) ∘ g = 0. As F is fully faithful, F(h) can be any morphism from F(E) to O_x[m]. By Proposition 2.7, supp(A) ∩ U = ∅. So supp(H^i (F(E))) = supp(H^i (A)) ⊂ Z when i < 0. Together with (3.5), we have the statement in the case of i ≠ 0.

For the case i = 0, note that for every point p ∈ V , we have

(3.7) hom(H^0 (F(E)), O_p) = hom(F(E), O_p) = hom(E, O_f −1_{(p)}).

The statement holds. □

Corollary 3.7. Let E be an object in D^b(X), then

supp ( H^i (F(E)) ) ∩ V = f ( supp(H^i (E)) ) ∩ V. Proposition 3.8. Adopt notations as above. Let E be a coherent sheave on Y , then for i ≠ 0,

supp(H^i (F^∗(E))) ⊂ W.

Proof. Note that Cone ( E^{can}−−→ F(F^∗(E)) ) ∈^⊥(F(D^b(X))). Since every object in^⊥(F(D^b(X))) has support contained in Z, we have H^i (F(F^∗(E))) ⊂ Z when i ≠ 0. The statement is followed by Corollary 3.7. □

Corollary 3.9. Let E be an object in D^b(Y ), then

supp ( H^i (F^∗(Y )) ) ∩ U = f^{−1} ( supp(H^i (F^∗(Y ))) ) ∩ U. Proposition 3.10. The subvariety U is isomorphic to V .

Proof. By Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.7, the functor F satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 2.10 with respect to (U, X) → (V, Y ). By Proposition and Definition 2.11, we can define the functor F|_U from Coh(U) to Coh(V ).

By Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.9, the functor F^∗ satisfies the assumptions in Proposition 2.10 with respect to (V, Y ) → (U, X). By Proposition and Definition 2.11, we can define the functor F^∗|_V from Coh(V ) to Coh(U).

By Proposition 2.12, F^∗|_V ∘ F|_U = (F^∗ ∘ F)|_U = Id_Db_{(X)} |_U = Id_{Coh(U)}. On the other direction, we have F|_U ∘ F^∗|_V = (F ∘ F^∗)|_V . In the canonical distinguished triangle of functors π → Id_Db_{(Y )} → F ∘ F^∗, as supp(π(E)) ∩ V = ∅ for every object in D^b(Y ), (F ∘ F^∗)|_V = (Id_Db_{(Y )})|_V .

Therefore, Coh(U) and Coh(V ) are equivalent. By Gabriel–Rosenberg reconstruction theorem, U is isomorphic to V . □

Now Theorem 3.1 follows directly:

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The statement follows from Proposition 3.5 and 3.10. □

3.4. K3 surface case. Thanks to the result in [BB17] on the stability manifold of K3 surface with Picard rank one, our main Theorem 3.1 also applies to this case.

Let S be a smooth projective K3 surface with Picard rank one. An object E ∈ D^b(S) is called simple and semirigid if

hom(E, E[i]) =

1 when i = 0; 2 when i = 1; 0 when i < 0.

Lemma 3.11. Let E be a simple semirigid object whose character v_E is primitive. Then there exists a Fourier–Mukai partner S^′ of S and an exact equivalence F: D^b(S) → D^b(S^′) such that F(E) = O_p for some closed point p ∈ S^′.

Proof. By [BB17, Proposition 3.15 and 6.3] (see the definition of the width function w_E in the section above Lemma 3.8, the definition of W_{=0} at the beginning of Section 6, and the definition of W_Z above Remark 3.12 in [BB17]), there exists a stability condition σ ∈ Stab^†(S) such that E is σ-quasistable. As v_E is primitive, E is σ-stable.

By [Bri08, Proposition 13.2] (more precisely, the fourth paragraph of the proof), there is an autoequivalence Φ such that skyscraper sheaves are Φ(σ)-semistable. By deforming σ if necessary, we may assume that skyscraper sheaves are Φ(σ)-stable and Φ(σ) is general with respect to Φ(v_E ). In particular, Φ(σ) is in the form of σ_{β,ω} as that constructed in [Bri08, Section 6]. The statement then follows from [MYY11, Theorem 0.0.2] and [Huy16, Proposition 16.2.3]. □

Theorem 3.12. Let S be a smooth projective K3 surface of Picard rank one. Then a smooth projective surface T admits D^b(S) as a semiorthogonal factor if and only if T is birational to a Fourier–Mukai partner of S.

Proof. The ‘if’ direction follows from Orlov’s blowup formula [Orl92, Theorem 4.3].

For the ‘only if’ direction, denote by F: D^b(S) → D^b(T ) the fully faithful exact functor. By the same argument as that in Corollary 3.2, for every closed point y ∈ T \ Bs|K_T |, the skyscraper sheaf O_y is F(E) for some E ∈ D^b(S) with hom(E, E[i]) = hom(O_y, O_y [i]). As the character of O_y in H^∗_{alg}(T, Z) is primitive, the character of E is primitive. By Lemma 3.11, we may assume that there is a Fourier–Mukai partner S^′ of S and fully faithful exact functor F^′ : D^b(S^′) → D^b(T ) so that F^′(O_p) = O_y for some closed point p. The statement follows from Theorem 3.1. □

4. AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH TO COROLLARY 3.2 In this section, we provide an alternative approach to Corollary 3.2 without using Theorem 3.1.

In this case, with a simpler proof we can deduce a more precise statement on which open sets are isomorphic.

Theorem 4.1. Let X and Y be smooth projective varieties of the same dimension n. Assume that K_X is ample, H^0(X, K_X ) ≠ 0 and there is a fully faithful functor F : D^b(X) → D^b(Y ), then there is an embedding f : Y \ Bs |K_Y | → X. In particular, X is birational to Y .

Proof. For every closed point y ∈ U = Y \ Bs |K_Y |, by the same argument as that in Corollary 3.2, there exists a point like object E_y ∈ D^b(X) such that F(E_y) = O_y and E_y ∼= O_x[m_y] for some closed point x and some integer m_y. This induces a set-theoretic map f : U → X : y → x. We show that the integer m_y is independent of closed point y.

By [BvdB03, Theorem 1.1.] and [Orl97, Theorem 2.2], the functor F and its adjoint are of Fourier–Mukai type. Denote their kernel as P and P_R respectively.

We write j_y : X → X × Y, x → (y, x). There is a commutative diagram, y × X fflffl

j_y // Y × X fflffl y // Y Identify y × X with X, we have O_{f(y)}[m_y] ∼= E_y ∼= Lj^∗_y P_R.

Recall that Lj^∗_y P ∼= j^{−1}_y P ⊗^L_{j−1y OX×Y} O_X , there is a spectral sequence

E^{r,s}_2 = Tor_{−r}(H^s (j^{−1}_y P ), O_X ) ⇒ Tor_{−(r+s)}(j^{−1}_y P, O_X ). We write Z_q = supp(H^q (P_R)), then supp(P_R) = ⋃ q∈Z Z_q and supp(P_R)|_{U×X} = {(y, f(y))|y ∈ U}. Consider the projection map p_U : U × X → U. Let Z^′_q = p_U (Z_q ∩ U × Y ) which are closed subsets. Then U = ⋃ q∈Z Z^′_q. Since U is irreducible, we have Z^′_q = U or Z^′_q = ∅. Observe that j^{−1}(H^q (P_R)) and O_X are sheaves, hence E^{r,s}_2 = 0 for r ≤ −1. Choose the minimal q with Z^′_q = U, then the second page E^{0,q}_2 survives to E^{0.q}_∞ . Note that q is independent of the point y. Thus we must have F^∗(O_y) ∼= O_{f(y)}[q].

Finally, replacing F with F[q], then the right adjoint F^∗[−q] maps O_y to O_{f(y)}. So we may assume q = 0. Consider the diagram supp(P_R|_{U×X} ) p_U xxqqq qqq qqq qq_{pX}

&&MM MMM MMM MMM U X Since p_U is proper and quasi-finite, hence it is finite of degree one. Therefore p_U is an isomorphism. Thus, f = p_X ∘ p^{−1}_U : U → X is a morphism of algebraic varieties. Proposition 4.2. f is injective.

Proof. Take two closed point y_1, y_2 ∈ U. Suppose f(y_1) = f(y_2), then F^∗(O_{y1} ) = F^∗(O_{y2} ). Apply the functor F to both sides, we have O_{y1} ∼= O_{y2} since O_{y1} and O_{y2} are in the image of functor F. Thus y_1 = y_2. □ We then prove that f is an open embedding by dividing the proof into lemmas, which implies X is birational to Y .

Lemma 4.3. The projection supp(P ) → X is surjective.

Proof. For every closed point x, we write j^′_x : Y → X ×Y as the embedding y → (x, y). Suppose the projection is not surjective, then there exists closed point x such that j^′_x(Y ) ∩ supp(P ) = ∅, therefore Lj^{′∗}_x P = 0. Thus F(O_x) ∼= 0, contradict that F is fully faithful. □ Lemma 4.4. [Huy06, Lemma 4.5] Let Z be a smooth projective variety. Let E be any object in D^b(Z) such that Hom(E, E[t]) = {k, t = 0 0, t ≤ −1 Suppose the support of E is zero-dimensional, then E is of the form O_z[m] for some z and integer m. Lemma 4.5. supp(P ) = supp(P_R).

Proof. Since P_R ∼= P^∨ ⊗ p^∗_X (K_X ), see for example [Huy06, Proposition 5.9], hence supp(P_R) = supp(P^∨) = supp(P ). □ Let Z_1 = supp(P_R|_{U×X} ), according to Lemma 4.5, we have supp(P ) = Z_1∪( ⋃ j≠1 Zj), where

Z_j are other irreducible components. According to Lemma 4.3, the projection supp(P ) → X is surjective.

Lemma 4.6. The projection p_X : Z_1 → X is surjective.

Proof. First, the image of Z_j |_{j≠1} is disjoint with image of f. Otherwise, let x^′ ∈ Image(f) ∩ Z_j, and x^′ = f(y^′). Since F^∗(O_y′ ) ∼= O_x′ and O_y′ is in the image of functor F, we have F(O_x′ ) ∼= O_y′ . Therefore, the fiber of projection supp(P ) → X over x^′ is y^′. Hence (y^′, x^′) ∈ Z_j ∩ U × X ≠ ∅. Consider the projection to U, by Lemma 4.5 again, the fiber of every point y ∈ U is (y, f(y)), this implies Z_j |_{U×X} ⊂ Z_1|_{U×X} , and hence Z_j ⊂ Z_1, a contradiction.

It follows that we have X = f(Z_1) ∪ ( ⋃ j≠1 f(Zj)) by Lemma 4.3. Since X is irreducible, and

all f(Z_j) are proper closed subsets, X = f(Z_1). □

Take x_0 ∈ Im(f). Let x_0 = f(y_0), then F^∗(O_{y0} ) ∼= O_{x0} . Hence F(O_{x0} ) ∼= O_{y0} . Therefore, the fiber of the projection Z_1 → X over x_0 is y_0. Then by Lemma 4.6, there exists an open neighborhood V_{xo} ⊂ X such that the fiber over the closed point in V_{x0} is zero-dimensional. We can choose V_{x0} that is disjoint with the image of Z_j|_{j≠1}. The support of F(O_x) is zero-dimensional for x ∈ V_{x0} . According to Lemma 4.4, F(O_x is of the form O_{yx} [m_x]. Again these m_x’s are independent of x locally, hence m_x = m_{x0} = 0. Write Z_1 = Z_1|_{U×X} ∪ Z^′_1, where Z^′_1 is a closed subset of Z_1. Since the image of Z^′_1 under projection Z_1 → X does not contain x_0, hence by shrinking the open neighborhood V_{x0} , we can assume f(Z^′_1) ∩ V_{x0} = ∅. Thus the fiber of V_{x0} is in U × X. Due to the same reason, there is a morphism h_0 : V_{x0} → U. Since F^∗(O_{h(x)}) ∼= F^∗ ∘ F(O_x) ∼= O_x for x ∈ V_{x0} , therefore V_{x0} ⊂ Image(f). In particular, Image(f) is an open subset of X. Finally by gluing the morphism h_0, we obtain morphism

h : Image(f) → U.

By construction, the composition f ∘ h = id. By Proposition 4.2, f is injective. Hence f is an isomorphism into the image with inverse h. □

REFERENCES

[AM17] Roland Abuaf and Grégoire Menet. Compact hyper-kähler categories, 2017, arXiv:1510.04229. [BB17] Arend Bayer and Tom Bridgeland. Derived automorphism groups of K3 surfaces of Picard rank 1. Duke Math. J., 166(1):75–124, 2017.

[BM02] Tom Bridgeland and Antony Maciocia. Fourier-Mukai transforms for K3 and elliptic fibrations. J. Algebraic Geom., 11(4):629–657, 2002, arXiv:math/9908022.

[BO01] Alexei Bondal and Dmitri Orlov. Reconstruction of a variety from the derived category and groups of autoequivalences. Compositio Math., 125(3):327–344, 2001, alg-geom/9712029.

[Bri08] Tom Bridgeland. Stability conditions on K3 surfaces. Duke Math. J., 141(2):241–291, 2008, arXiv:math/0307164.

[BvdB03] A. Bondal and M. van den Bergh. Generators and representability of functors in commutative and noncommutative geometry. Mosc. Math. J., 3(1):1–36, 258, 2003, arXiv:math/0204218.

[Huy06] D. Huybrechts. Fourier-Mukai Transforms in Algebraic Geometry. Oxford University Press, 04 2006. [Huy16] Daniel Huybrechts. Lectures on K3 surfaces, volume 158 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[Kaw02] Yujiro Kawamata. D-equivalence and K-equivalence. J. Differential Geom., 61(1):147–171, 2002. [Kaw18] Yujiro Kawamata. Birational geometry and derived categories. In Surveys in differential geometry 2017.

Celebrating the 50th anniversary of the Journal of Differential Geometry, volume 22 of Surv. Differ. Geom., pages 291–317. Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2018.

[KO18] Kotaro Kawatani and Shinnosuke Okawa. Nonexistence of semiorthogonal decompositions and sections of the canonical bundle, 2018, arXiv:1508.00682.

[Kuz09] Alexander Kuznetsov. Hochschild homology and semiorthogonal decompositions. 2009, arXiv:0904.4330. [Kuz10] Alexander Kuznetsov. Derived categories of cubic fourfolds. In Cohomological and geometric approaches to rationality problems, volume 282 of Progr. Math., pages 219–243. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 2010, arXiv:0808.3351.

[Kuz19] Alexander Kuznetsov. Calabi-Yau and fractional Calabi-Yau categories. J. Reine Angew. Math., 753:239– 267, 2019.

[Lin21] Xun Lin. Some remarks of hochschild homology and semi-orthogonal decompositions, 2021, arXiv:2112.10312.

[LO22] Max Lieblich and Martin Olsson. Derived equivalences over base schemes and support of complexes, 2022, 2208.14378.

[MYY11] Hiroki Minamide, Shintarou Yanagida, and Kōta Yoshioka. Some moduli spaces of Bridgeland’s stability conditions. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (19):5264–5327, 2011.

[Ola21] Noah Olander. Fully faithful functors and dimension, 2021, arXiv:2110.09256. [Orl92] D. O. Orlov. Projective bundles, monoidal transformations, and derived categories of coherent sheaves. Izv.

Ross. Akad. Nauk Ser. Mat., 56(4):852–862, 1992.

[Orl97] D. O. Orlov. Equivalences of derived categories and K3 surfaces. J. Math. Sci. (New York), 84(5):1361–1381, 1997, arXiv:alg-geom/9606006. Algebraic geometry, 7.

[Pir20] Dmitrii Pirozhkov. Admissible subcategories of del pezzo surfaces, 2020, arXiv:2006.07643. [Rou08] Raphaël Rouquier. Dimensions of triangulated categories. J. K-Theory, 1(2):193–256, 2008. [Sta22] The Stacks project authors. The stacks project, 2022.

C. L.: MATHEMATICS INSTITUTE, UNIVERSITY OF WARWICK, COVENTRY, CV4 7AL, UNITED KINGDOM Email address: C.Li.25@warwick.ac.uk URL: https://sites.google.com/site/chunyili0401/

X. L.: MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE FOR MATHEMATICS, VIVATSGASSE 7, 53111 BONN, GERMANY Email address: xlin@mpim-bonn.mpg.de

X. Z.: DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SOUTH HALL 6607, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA, CA 93106, USA

Email address: xlzhao@math.ucsb.edu URL: https://sites.google.com/site/xiaoleizhaoswebsite/