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Introduction

In this thesis we study derived categories of coherent sheaves on algebraic varieties from several different
points of view. Let X be an algebraic variety over a field k. It has an associated abelian category Coh(X)
of coherent sheaves on X. We can take the derived category D(Coh(X)) of that abelian category. The key
object for this object is the following:

0.1. DeriNiTION. The bounded derived category of coherent sheaves DS, (X) is the full subcategory of

D(Coh(X)) consisting of complexes of sheaves with only finitely many nonzero cohomology sheaves.

Remark. For technical reasons it is better to use another definition of D2, (X): as a full subcategory in the
derived category of the abelian category of quasi-coherent sheaves, consisting of complexes with only finitely
many nonzero cohomology sheaves, for which all cohomology sheaves are coherent. Since for us X is always a

Noetherian scheme, this definition is equivalent to the one above [Huy06, Prop. 3.5].

The category choh(X ), which we will usually refer to as the derived category of the variety X, is a very
large invariant of the variety X. Many more comprehensible invariants, such as algebraic K-theory or
Hochschild (co)homology, can be recovered from the derived category of X. Despite the fact that the derived
category of a variety is usually too large to be "computed" in a satisfactory sense, it can be productively
studied, for example, by examining its connection to the derived categories of other varieties. Examples of
such results and descriptions of the methods employed can be found in the survey [BO02].

The study of derived categories of algebraic varieties is a rapidly developing area of algebraic geometry.
With regards to the history of this field we will mention only two classical articles that have had a significant
impact on its further development. In the 1978 article [Bei78|, A. Beilinson studied the derived category
Db

0w (P") of projective space P™ and described it in terms of linear-algebraic objects. Using the terminology

that didn’t exist at that time, it can be said that Beilinson constructed an exceptional collection for P™. His
article served as an important step in the future study of exceptional objects, exceptional collections, and
semi-orthogonal decompositions. A bit later, in 1981, the article [Muk81] by S. Mukai was published, where
he proved that for any abelian variety A there exists an equivalence of derived categories D%, (A) ~ Db, (AY),
where AV = Pic? (A) is the dual abelian variety of A. This equivalence identifies degree-zero line bundles
on A with the skyscraper sheaves over the corresponding points of Pic? (A4). It should be noted that the
varieties A and AV may not be isomorphic. This equivalence allowed Mukai to answer some questions related
to Picard bundles and demonstrated that sometimes, extra symmetries arise between derived categories, and
those symmetries can be highly non-trivial at the geometric level.

An important tool for studying derived categories is the concept of semi-orthogonal decomposition. It

is a way to represent a category as a "gluing" of several smaller subcategories. We will need an auxiliary

definition.



0.2. DerFINITION. A strictly full triangulated subcategory A C choh(X ) is called admissible if the embedding
functor A < D’ (X) has both left and right adjoint functors.

At first glance, the property of admissibility of a subcategory may not seem very restrictive, but its
simplicity is deceptive: admissible subcategories are, in general, a rare occurrence. The existence of adjoint
functors between "large" triangulated categories is often obtained automatically (see, for example, the article

[Nee96]), but because we are working with the "small" category D®, (X) rather than the unbounded derived

coh

category of quasi-coherent sheaves, checking the admissibility condition is much more challenging.

0.3. DEFINITION. A set of admissible subcategories (A1, ...,A,) in D2, (X) is said to form a (strong) semi-

orthogonal decomposition of the category choh

(X) if the following conditions are satisfied:

e The subcategories Ay, ...,A, jointly generate D°

coh

(X) in the sense that the smallest triangulated
subcategory of D%, (X) that contains each A; coincides with D2, (X).

o Let A, € A; and A; € A; be two objects. If j > ¢, then Hombbh(X)(Aj, A;) = 0 (semi-orthogonality).

Remark. In certain situations, it can be useful to weaken the concept of a semi-orthogonal decomposition
by allowing the subcategories A; not to be admissible. In many cases (for instance, if X is a smooth and
proper variety), admissibility arises automatically. All the semiorthogonal decompositions appearing in this
work have admissible components, so we omit the qualifying adjective "strong" and simply refer to them as

semiorthogonal decompositions.

Admissible subcategories are closely related to semiorthogonal decompositions. For example, the following

fact holds.

0.4. LEmMA ([BK90]). Let X be a smooth projective variety and let A C choh(X) be an admissible subcategory.
Consider the full subcategory ~ A C Db, (X) defined as follows:

T A= {F € Dy (X) | YA € A Hom®(F, A) = 0}.

coh

Then + A is an admissible subcategory of D2, (X) and the pair (A, +A) is a semi-orthogonal decomposition of

Db

coh

of Db

coh

(X). For an analogously defined subcategory A+ the pair (A+, A) is also a semi-orthogonal decomposition
(X).

Let us note an important example of a semi-orthogonal decomposition, constructed by Orlov [Orl93]:

0.5. THEOREM ([Orl93]). Let X be a smooth variety, let j: Z — X be a smooth subvariety of codimension c,
and let m:' Y — X be the blow-up of X along Z. Denote by j: E — Y the inclusion of the exceptional divisor

and by p: E — Z the restriction of the morphism 7 to E. Then there exists a semiorthogonal decomposition

Din(Y) = (7" Doy (X), @0(Dion (2)), - - -, Pe—2(Din (2))),

coh C (¢ (¢



where the functors 7*: Db, (X) — Db, (Y) and

(¢ coh

®;: F € Diy(2) = ju(p*(F) ® Ox(i) € De(Y)

coh

are inclusions of admissible subcategories.

Constructing semiorthogonal decompositions on a certain class of varieties often proves to be a challenging
task. Currently, there are numerous examples of semiorthogonal decompositions, and there exist several
methods for creating new decompositions. However, many open questions remain. Note that there are
not so many known general properties of semiorthogonal decompositions that let us control their behavior.
Some facts about their general behavior tend to have a negative character; for instance, semiorthogonal
decompositions do not satisfy the Jordan—-Holder property, meaning that two distinct decompositions of the
same category do not admit a "common subdecomposition" in any reasonable sense. Explicit counterexamples
to this property have been constructed in [Kuz13] and [BGS14]. On a positive note, the theorem of Kawatani
and Okawa states that admissible subcategories are closed with respect to small deformations of objects
[KO15].

The main part of this dissertation is divided into three sections, each of which heavily relies on the
concepts of semiorthogonal decompositions and admissible subcategories.

The results of this thesis are published as three articles:

(a) Pirozhkov D. Semiorthogonal Decompositions on Total Spaces of Tautological Bundles // International

Mathematics Research Notices. 2022. Ne3. P. 2250-2273.

(b) Pirozhkov D. Rouquier dimension of some blow-ups // European Journal of Mathematics. 2023. Vol. 9,
art. 45.

(¢) Pirozhkov D. Stably semiorthogonally indecomposable varieties // Epijournal de Géométrie Algébrique.
2023. Vol. 7.

In the Appendix A of the thesis, which is described in Section 1 of this summary, a semiorthogonal
decomposition is constructed for a variety X obtained as the total space of a certain vector bundle over
the Grassmannian. This decomposition happens to be similar to the exceptional collection in the derived
category of the Grassmannian itself constructed by Kapranov. A global version of this result is also proven,
which can be regarded as a generalization of Theorem 0.5.

In the Appendix B of the thesis, which is described in Section 2 of this summary, we confirm for some class
of varieties that a certain invariant of triangulated categories, known as Rouquier dimension, of the derived
category of coherent sheaves equals the usual geometric dimension of the variety. Conjecturally this is true for
all varieties, although it is known to be the case for only a very small list. Semiorthogonal decompositions lead

to an upper bound on the Rouquier dimension in terms of the Rouquier dimensions of each of its components,



but typically, this estimate is highly inefficient. Using some very specific semiorthogonal decompositions we
confirm the conjecture for, among other examples, the blow-up of nine distinct points on a projective plane
or for the blow-up of three points in P™ for any n.

In the Appendix C of the thesis, which is described in Section 3 of this summary, the concept of
stable indecomposability is introduced for the derived category of a variety. A simple consequence of stable
indecomposability is that the derived category of the variety is indecomposable, meaning it does not admit
non-trivial semiorthogonal decompositions, and furthermore, the same holds true for all subvarieties. Stable
indecomposability is proved for abelian varieties, and this is used for some results regarding phantom

subcategories.

1 Semiorthogonal decompositions and tautological bundles

Let V be a vector space of dimension n. Denote by X = Gr(k,V) the Grassmannian variety of k-
dimensional linear subspaces in V. Let U and @ be, respectively, the tautological subbundle and quotient

bundle on X, fitting into a short exact sequence:
0->U—->V®0x >Q—N0.

Consider the variety Y := Totg,(x,v)(U), which is the total space of the tautological subbundle on X,
and denote by 7: Y — X the projection morphism. The points on Y are pairs (v € V,W C V), where W
is a k-dimensional subspace of V containing the vector v. Let p: Y — A(V) be a forgetful morphism
that forgets the choice of a subspace. Here A(V) is the vector space V considered as an algebraic variety,
i.e., Spec (Sym*(V'V)).

The fiber of the morphism p over a point v € A(V) is a set of all k-dimensional subspaces of V
containing the vector v. In other words, the fiber over any nonzero vector is isomorphic to a Grassman-
nian Gr(k —1,V/(v)) >~ Gr(k —1,n — 1), embedded into Gr(k, V). The fiber over the zero vector is the whole
Gr(k,V) ~ Gr(k,n).

Consider what happens in the case when k = 1. In this case X ~ P"~!, and the morphism from Y to
A(V) ~ A™ is, as one can easily verify, the blow up of the affine space at the origin. For the projective space,

there exists a Beilinson exceptional collection:
D (P = (Opn-1(—n+1),...,0pn-1(—1), Opn-1), (1.1)

And for the blow-up of the affine space at the origin, Theorem 0.5 implies the existence of a semiorthogonal
decomposition:

choh<Y) = <j*O]P’"*1(_n + 1)7 cee ’j*OIP’"*l(_l)7 choh(An»? (12)



where j: P*~! <3 Y is the inclusion of the exceptional divisor of the blow-up, and the subcategory equivalent

to DP

coh

(A™) is generated by the structure sheaf Oy . Observe that the decompositions (1.1) and (1.2) have a
very similar structure. Furthermore, the case k = n — 1, where the generic fiber of the morphism p: ¥ — A"
is isomorphic to P"~2 and the central fiber is isomorphic to P"~!, was studied by Orlov, who in [Orl06,
Prop. 2.10] constructed a semiorthogonal decomposition for D’ (V) similar to Beilinson’s exceptional
collection for projective space.

The main result of this section of the thesis, based on the paper [Pir22], is the existence of an analogous

semiorthogonal decomposition of D2, (Y) for other values of k:

1.1. THEOREM ([Pir22, Th. 3.5]). There exists a semiorthogonal decomposition

-1 -1
DbL(Y) = <<n k: > copies of DY, (Vect), <Z B 1) copies of choh(A(V))> .

Note that in the published version the variety Y is referred to as Tot(U).

In the case k =1 this decomposition agrees with the Orlov’s formula (1.2) for a blow-up of a point in an
affine space. Since any blow-up of a smooth subvariety in a smooth variety locally looks like a product of
a point blow-up in an affine space times another affine space, the decomposition (1.2) for a point blow-up
can be used to deduce the general blow-up formula for derived categories (Theorem 0.5). Similarly, our

Theorem 1.1 can be transformed into a global statement:

1.2. THEOREM ([Pir22, Th. 4.5]). Let X be a Cohen—Macaulay variety, let E be a vector bundle on X, and let
s € (X, E) be a regular global section of E. Denote by Z the zero locus of s, and by Y C Grx(k,E) the
subvariety in the relative Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces in the fibers of E consisting only of those
subspaces which over each point x € X contain the vector s(x) € E,. Then there exists a semiorthogonal

decomposition
DL (V) = <(n ; 1) copies of D2, (Z), (Z : i) copies of choh(X)> .

Note that in the published version the variety Y is referred to as Grs(k, F).

Note that the variety we get in the basic special case where X = A", the vector bundle F is a trivial rank-n
bundle, and s is the tautological section, is exactly the variety we called Y in Theorem 1.1. This special case
together with the theory of relative semiorthogonal decompositions imply the statement in general.

The decompositions in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are constructed explicitly. We have noted above the similarity
between the decomposition (1.1) for the projective space and the decomposition (1.2) for a point blow-up,
which is the & = 1 case of Theorem 1.1. In general, an important ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a
specific semiorthogonal decomposition (more precisely, an exceptional collection) of the derived category of
the Grassmannian Gr(k, V). Note though, that unlike the cases k = 1 and k = n — 1, the standard exceptional

collection on the Grassmannian, constructed by Kapranov in [Kap84]|, is not suitable for constructing the



desired semiorthogonal decomposition of DCbOh(Y). Instead, we use a particular mutation of the Kapranov’s

collection.

2 Rouquier dimension of some blow-ups

Let T be a triangulated category. In the paper [Rou08] Rouquier defined an invariant of T which later
became known as the Rouquier dimension. In order to define it, we need a piece of notation introduced in
the paper [BV03]: for an object E € T' and an integer k € Z>o we denote by (E); the following inductively
defined subset of objects in T

e (E) is the set of finite direct sums of shifts of the copies of the object E, as well as direct summands of
all objects like that. In other words, this is the set of objects that may obtained from E using only three

kinds of operations: direct sums, shifts in the triangulated category, and passing to a direct summand.

e (E)y is defined as the set of all objects F' € T that fit into a distinguished triangle Fy — F — Fj_1,

where Fy € (E)o and Fy,_1 € (E)_1, as well as all direct summands of such objects F.

An object E such that for some k € Z>( we have (E), = T is called a strong generator of the category T
We are mostly interested in the geometric setting, and for the derived categories of coherent sheaves on

smooth varieties strong generators always exist [BV03].

2.1. DerFNiTION. The Rouguier dimension of a triangulated category 7" is the smallest integer k € Z>( such
that there exists a strong generator £ € T with (E); = T. By convention the dimension is oo if there are no

strong generators in 7. The Rouquier dimension is denoted by rdim(7).

Determining the Rouquier dimension of a category is a difficult task since we need to consider all possible

strong generators. In a geometric situation, i.e., for the triangulated category choh

(X) where X is a smooth

variety, Rouquier proved the following inequality
dim(X) < rdim(X) < 2dim(X).

Here and below we use the shorthand notation rdim(X) instead of rdim(D?,

(X)) when X is a smooth variety.
It turns out that for all varieties X where rdim(X) could be computed exactly the Rouquier dimension is
always equal to the usual geometric notion of dimension. Orlov conjectured that this should always be the

case:

2.2. CoNJECTURE ([Orl09]). For any smooth projective variety X the inequality rdim(X) = dim(X) holds.

There are not so many varieties for which Rouquier dimension can be computed. In the paper [Pir23a], on
which this section of the thesis is based, we add some new varieties to the list of known cases of Conjecture 2.2.

The varieties we consider are some blow-ups of projective spaces. The proof involves a construction of a



semiorthogonal decomposition with special properties, which we use to bound the Rouquier dimension from

above by the geometric dimension. The main result is the following theorem:

2.3. THEOREM ([Pir23a, Th. 4.1]). Let {Zp}pep be a set of at most three pairwise disjoint linear subspaces in P,
where each Zy is either a point or a linear subspace of codimension 2. Let X be the blow-up of P™ in the

union of those subspaces. Then X satisfies Orlov’s conjecture, i.e., rdim(X) = dim(X) = n.

Note that in the published article the notation for the blow-up is Y rather than X.
If the dimension n of the projective space is equal to 2 or 3, the construction of a semiorthogonal
decomposition with special properties on the blow-up can be applied multiple times, which leads to stronger

and more interesting statements:

2.4. THEOREM ([Pir23a, Prop. 4.2]). Consider a tower of blow-ups
X3 = Xo— X1 — X, =P,

where each map X; — X;_1 is a blow-up in at most three distinct points. Then X3 satisfies Orlov’s conjecture,

i.e., rdim(X3) = 2.

Remark. Note that we can use a tower of this form to get as the resulting surface X3 a blow-up of any nine
distinct points on P2, as well as any del Pezzo surface. For del Pezzo surfaces Orlov’s conjecture was proved

in [BF12] using a completely different method.

2.5. THEOREM ([Pir23a, Prop. 4.4]). Consider a tower of blow-ups
Xo = X7 — Xo = P3,

where each map X; — X;_1 is a blow-up of a disjoint union of some points and some lines, no more than
three connected components per blow-up. Here by a line we mean a strict preimage of one-dimensional linear

subspace in P2 = Xy. Then Xs satisfies Orlov’s conjecture, i.e., rdim(Xs) = 3.

3 Stable indecomposability of triangulated categories

As noted above, constructing semiorthogonal decompositions in derived categories of coherent sheaves on
varieties can be very helpful for understanding those categories. However, not every derived category admits
a nontrivial semiorthogonal decomposition. We say that the derived category is indecomposable in that case.
Which varieties have indecomposable derived categories is an interesting and important question.

Some examples of varieties with indecomposable derived categories are smooth proper varieties with trivial
canonical bundle [Bri99], curves of positive genus [Okall], and, more generally, varieties whose canonical

linear system is globally generated [KO15].



The notion of indecomposability invites certain natural question. For example, assume that a variety X has
an indecomposable derived category, and let Y be some other variety. Is it then true that any semiorthogonal

decomposition of the category D, (X x Y) is induced from a semiorthogonal decomposition of D%, (Y)?

(o}
The induction here is the following process: if A C D2, (Y) is an admissible subcategory, consider the

(X)XAC D, (X xY) generated by the objects of the form E X F, where E € D%, (X)

(¢ coh

subcategory D

coh

is an arbitrary object and F' € D%, (Y) is an object from the subcategory A. Then this subcategory is

coh

admissible in D2, (X x Y) and one can check that a semiorthogonal decomposition of D%, (V) induces in

coh
this way a semiorthogonal decomposition of D2, (X x Y) (see, e.g., [Kuzl1]).

The answer to this question is unknown in general. In the paper [Pir23b], on which this section of the
thesis is based, we have introduced the notion of an NSSI variety (noncommutatively stably semiorthogonally
indecomposable variety). If X is an NSSI variety, its derived category is indecomposable, and the same
holds for any closed subvariety of X; moreover, this property also implies the positive answer to the question

above, meaning that for any variety ¥ any semiorthogonal decomposition of Db, (X x Y) is, in fact, induced

b
from D,

(Y) provided that X is NSSI. In that paper we also establish the NSSI property for some class of
varieties, including, for instance, abelian varieties (see Theorem 3.2 below).

The definition of the NSSI property is given in terms of “categories linear over Perf(X)”, where X is a
scheme and Perf(X) is the triangulated category of perfect complexes on it. Roughly speaking, this is a
triangulated category © together with the action of the tensor-triangulated category Perf(X), i.e., for each
object E € Perf(X) we are given an endofunctor of © which is “multiplication by the object E”, and this set
of endofunctors is compatible with the tensor product in Perf(X). In practice the triangulated structure
happens to be too weak for notions like that to have nice properties and one needs to work with some
enhancements. The rigorous definition of Perf(X)-linear categories that we use and some of its properties
are given in [Perl8], with a brief reminder in [Pir23b]. As an illustration let us note that for any scheme Y
the projection morphism X x Y — X makes Perf(X x Y) a Perf(X)-linear category: the action functor
corresponding to an object E € Perf(X) is the endofunctor of Perf(X X Y') given by the tensor product with
the pullback of F to X x Y.

3.1. DErINITION. The scheme X is said to be NSSI if for arbitrary choices of
1. @, a Perf(X)-linear category which is proper over X and has a classical generator
2. A C® — an admissible subcategory of ©;

the subcategory A is linear over Perf(X).

Despite the fact that this definition is highly abstract, for some schemes we can prove that the NSSI

property holds. The two main results are below:



3.2. THEOREM ([Pir23b, Th. 1.4]). Let X be a scheme over a field k that admits an affine morphism into some

abelian variety over k. Then X is an NSSI scheme.

Remark. If X is a smooth proper variety whose Albanese morphism alb: X — Alb(X) is a finite morphism,
Theorem 3.2 implies that X is NSSI. In particular, all abelian varieties and all curves of positive genus

are NSSI.

3.3. THEOREM ([Pir23b, Th. 1.5]). Let m: X — B be a flat proper morphism of quasi-compact separated schemes
over the field k. Assume that B is an NSSI scheme and that for any closed point b € B the fiber Xy, := 7~ 1(b)
is an NSSI scheme. Then X is NSSI.

Remark. In the published version of the paper in both theorems the notation for the scheme is Y rather

than X.

Remark. If X is a bielliptic surface, then its Albanese morphism alb: X — FE is a fibration over an elliptic
curve, and all fibers are elliptic curves. Thus by Theorem 3.2 all the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied,

and hence X is an NSSI variety.

References

[Bei78]  A.A. Beilinson. “Coherent sheaves on P and problems of linear algebra”. English. In: Functional
Analysis and Its Applications 12.3 (1978), pp. 214-216. 1ssN: 0016-2663. DOI: 10.1007/BF01681436.
URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01681436.

[BF12]  Matthew Ballard and David Favero. “Hochschild dimensions of tilting objects”. In: Int. Math.
Res. Not. IMRN 11 (2012), pp. 2607-2645. 1ssN: 1073-7928. DOI: 10.1093/imrn/rnr124. URL:
https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnri24.

[BGS14] Christian Bohning, Hans-Christian Graf von Bothmer, and Pawel Sosna. “On the Jordan-Hélder
property for geometric derived categories”. In: Adv. Math. 256 (2014), pp. 479-492. 1sSN: 0001-8708.

DOIL: 10.1016/j.2aim.2014.02.016.

[BK90] A. I Bondal and M. M. Kapranov. “Representable functors, Serre functors, and Mutations”. In:
Mathematics of the USSR-Izvestiya 35.3 (1990), p. 519. URL: http://stacks.iop.org/0025-
5726/35/1=3/a=A02.

[BO02]  A.Bondal and D. Orlov. “Derived categories of coherent sheaves”. In: Proceedings of the International
Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. II (Beijing, 2002). Higher Ed. Press, Beijing, 2002, pp. 47-56.

[Bri99]  Tom Bridgeland. “Equivalences of triangulated categories and Fourier-Mukai transforms”. In: Bull.

London Math. Soc. 31.1 (1999), pp. 25-34. 1sSN: 0024-6093.

10


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01681436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01681436
https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnr124
https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnr124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2014.02.016
http://stacks.iop.org/0025-5726/35/i=3/a=A02
http://stacks.iop.org/0025-5726/35/i=3/a=A02

[BVO03|

[Huy06]

[Kap84]

[KO15]

[Kuzll]

[Kuz13]

[Muk81]

[Nee96]

[Okall]

[Or106]

[Or109]

[Orl93]

[Per18]

[Pir22]

A. Bondal and M. Van den Bergh. “Generators and representability of functors in commutative

and noncommutative geometry”. In: Mosc. Math. J. 3.1 (2003), pp. 1-36, 258. 1SSN: 1609-3321.

D. Huybrechts. Fourier-Mukai transforms in algebraic geometry. Oxford Mathematical Monographs.
The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006, pp. viii+307. 1ISBN: 978-0-19-929686-6.
DOL: 10.1093/acprof : 0s0/9780199296866 . 001 . 0001. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/
acprof :0s0/9780199296866.001.0001.

M. M. Kapranov. “On the derived category of coherent sheaves on Grassmann varieties”. In: USSR

Math. Izvestija 48 (1984), pp. 192-202.

K. Kawatani and S. Okawa. Nonezistence of semiorthogonal decompositions and sections of the

canonical bundle. Aug. 2015. arXiv: 1508.00682 [math.AG].

Alexander Kuznetsov. “Base change for semiorthogonal decompositions”. In: Compositio Mathemat-

ica 147.3 (2011), pp. 852-876. DOL: 10.1112/30010437X10005166. arXiv: 0711.1734 [math.AG].

Alexander Kuznetsov. A simple counterexample to the Jordan-Hdélder property for derived categories.

2013. arXiv: 1304.0903 [math.AG].

Shigeru Mukai. “Duality between D(X) and D(X) with its application to Picard sheaves”. In:
Nagoya Math. J. 81 (1981), pp. 153-175. 1SsN: 0027-7630.

Amnon Neeman. “The Grothendieck duality theorem via Bousfield’s techniques and Brown repre-
sentability”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9.1 (1996), pp. 205-236. 1SSN: 0894-0347. DOI: 10.1090/50894-
0347-96-00174-9. URL: https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00174-9.

Shinnosuke Okawa. “Semi-orthogonal decomposability of the derived category of a curve”. In: Adv.

Math. 228.5 (2011), pp. 2869-2873. 1ssN: 0001-8708.

D. O. Orlov. “Triangulated categories of singularities, and equivalences between Landau-Ginzburg

models”. In: Mat. Sb. 197.12 (2006), pp. 117-132. 1SSN: 0368-8666.

Dmitri Orlov. “Remarks on generators and dimensions of triangulated categories”. In: Mosc. Math. J.
9.1 (2009), 153-159, back matter. 1ssN: 1609-3321. DOL: 10.17323/1609-4514-2009-9-1-143-149.
URL: https://doi.org/10.17323/1609-4514-2009-9-1-143-149.

D.O. Orlov. “Projective Bundles, Monoidal Transformations, and Derived Categories of Coherent

Sheaves”. In: Izvestiya: Mathematics 41 (1993), pp. 133-141.
A. Perry. Noncommutative homological projective duality. Mar. 2018. arXiv: 1804.00132 [math.AG].

Dmitrii Pirozhkov. “Semiorthogonal decompositions on total spaces of tautological bundles”. In:

Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 3 (2022), pp. 2250-2273. 1SsN: 1073-7928.

11


https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199296866.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199296866.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199296866.001.0001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00682
https://doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X10005166
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.1734
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0903
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00174-9
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00174-9
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00174-9
https://doi.org/10.17323/1609-4514-2009-9-1-143-149
https://doi.org/10.17323/1609-4514-2009-9-1-143-149
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.00132

[Pir23a] Dmitrii Pirozhkov. “Rouquier dimension of some blow-ups”. In: Eur. J. Math. 9.2 (2023), Paper
No. 45, 13. 18SN: 2199-675X.

[Pir23b] Dmitrii Pirozhkov. “Stably semiorthogonally indecomposable varieties”. In: Epijournal Géom.

Algébrique 7 (2023), Art. 11, 15.

[Rou08] Raphaél Rouquier. “Dimensions of triangulated categories”. In: J. K-Theory 1.2 (2008), pp. 193-256.

ISSN: 1865-2433. URL: http://www.math.ucla.edu/ rouquier/papers/dimension.pdf.

12


http://www.math.ucla.edu/~rouquier/papers/dimension.pdf

	Semiorthogonal decompositions and tautological bundles
	Rouquier dimension of some blow-ups
	Stable indecomposability of triangulated categories

