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Orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions for
Abelian varieties

Bronson Lim and Franco Rota

Abstract. Suppose G is a finite group acting on an Abelian variety A such that the coarse moduli
space A/G is smooth. Using the recent classification result due to Auffarth, Lucchini Arteche,
and Quezada, we construct an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for D[A/G] provided G =
T x H with T a subgroup of translations and H is a subgroup of group automorphisms.

1. Introduction

1.1. Orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions

Suppose G is a finite group acting effectively on a smooth quasi-projective variety X. If
each of the quotients X* = X*/C(1) is smooth, where X* is the fixed locus of A € G
and C(A) is the centralizer of A € G, then there is an orthogonal decomposition

HH.(X/G)) = P HH.(X%) (M

AeG/~

where G/~ is the set of conjugacy classes. This decomposition holds for any additive
invariant, see [22, Remark 1.26]. In [19], the authors conjecture that this remains true on
the derived (or dg) level. Since the derived category decomposes orthogonally if and only
if the variety is not connected, we should not expect a fully orthogonal decomposition but
only a semiorthogonal decomposition, see Definition 2.1.

Conjecture 1.1 (Orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition [19, Conjecture A]). Suppose G
is a finite group acting effectively on a smooth variety X and that for all A € G/~ the quo-
tient X* = X*/C (L) is smooth. Then D[X /G admits a semiorthogonal decomposition
where the components C[y) are in bijection with conjugacy classes and Cpy) = D(X )

A semiorthogonal decomposition satisfying the conditions of Conjecture 1.1 is called
an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition, see Definition 2.2. It is induced by the orbifold
structure of [ X/ G], and it induces the decomposition (1), which is motivic in the sense of
[22] and [23]. There are several known cases of the conjecture which we list now.
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» The natural actions of complex reflection groups of types 4, B, G, Fy, and G(m, 1,n)
acting on A", [19, Theorem C].

* Semi-direct product actions of type G x S, on C” where C is a curve and G is an
effective group acting on C, [19, §4.3].

+ Dihedral group actions on A2, [20, Corollary 6.5.5].
e Curves, [18, Theorem 1.2].
* Cyclic group quotients, [11, Theorem 4.1], [9].

1.2. Main result

Our main result is an affirmative answer to Conjecture 1.1 when A is an Abelian variety
and G = T x H with T a translation subgroup and H a subgroup of group homomor-
phisms.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.10). Let A be an Abelian variety and G = T x H a finite group
of automorphisms of A such that the quotient A/ G is smooth. Then there exists an orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition for D[A/G].

Remark 1.3. We did not have to add the hypothesis that A*/Cg (1) is smooth for all A.
This is because it is automatically satisfied provided A/ G is smooth by the classification
results in [1,2] which we review in Section 2.

As an application, we get another proof of the orthogonal decomposition of the non-
commutative motive for [4/G], see [22, Theorem 1.24, Theorem 1.27].

Corollary 1.4. Let A be an Abelian variety and G = T x H a finite group of automor-
phisms of A such that the coarse moduli space A/G is smooth. Let U be the universal
additive invariant. Then the motive U([A/ G]) decomposes orthogonally,

U(l4/G) = @ UAb),

AEG/~

where A* = A /C (D).

1.3. Outline of proof

We rely on the recent work in [1, 2] characterizing smooth quotients of Abelian varieties
A by finite groups. In particular, there are only finitely many cases where A/G is smooth
and Ty (A) is an irreducible representation of G (see Section 2.3). With this classification,
we prove Theorem 1.2 by using the known orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for
products of curves, by applying the results of [13], and by constructing a new decompo-
sition for the stacky surface [E x E/G(4,2,2)], where E = C/Z][i] is the elliptic curve
with automorphism group t4.
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1.4. Outline of paper

Section 2 is a preliminary section. Section 3 is devoted to the construction of an orb-
ifold semiorthogonal decomposition for D[A2/G(4,2,2)]. This is a local model of the
exceptional case in the classification of smooth quotients of Abelian varieties. The proof
of the global exceptional case is in Section 4. In Section 5, we complete the proof of
Theorem 1.2. Lastly, in Section 6, we explicitly compute orbifold semiorthogonal decom-
positions for Abelian surfaces in the irreducible cases.

1.5. Conventions and notation

We work over C. Unless otherwise stated, all functors are assumed to be derived. For X
a scheme or stack, by £D(X) we mean the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves
on X.

2. Preliminaries

We recall preliminaries on equivariant derived categories, orbifold semiorthogonal decom-
positions, and smooth quotients of Abelian varieties. Throughout, X is a smooth quasi-
projective variety and G is a finite group acting on X. In particular, X = X/G is a
quasi-projective variety. We refer to [5, Section 4] for a review of G-equivariant derived
categories and [10] for a survey of semiorthogonal decompositions in algebraic geometry.

2.1. Equivariant derived categories

For computational purposes it is often convenient to work with the G-equivariant derived
category of X instead of the derived category of [X/G]. These are equivalent: D[X /G| =
Do (X).

The structure map 7: X — pt is trivially G-equivariant and therefore descends to the
stack quotients: 7: [X/G] — BG. Here BG = [pt/G] is the classifying space of G-
bundles. Any finite-dimensional representation V' of G determines a coherent sheaf on
BG and hence an object in D(BG). For any object ¥ € Dg(X) we therefore have an
operation of tensoring by finite-dimensional representations,

FQRQV=Fa*(V).

For any two G-equivariant sheaves on X, say &, ¥ € Dg(X), the set of morphisms
is a complex of G-representations

RHom(€, ) € D(BG)

and we have
Extfy, (€. F) = (H*RHom(€, #))°.
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2.2. Orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions

Definition 2.1. Let 7 be a triangulated category. A semiorthogonal decomposition of T
is a pair #, B of full triangulated subcategories of 7~ such that

* Homg(b,a) =0foralla € A,b € B;

e forallt € T, there exist a; € 4 and b, € B such that

by —>t — a; — by[l1]

is an exact triangle.
In this case, we write T = (A, B).

We can iterate Definition 2.1 to get semiorthogonal decompositions with an arbitrary
finite number of subcategories

T = (A,...,A).

As suggested in the introduction, the following definition is motivated by the motivic
decomposition (1).

Definition 2.2. Suppose a finite group G acts effectively on a smooth variety X with
smooth quotients X% /C(A;). An orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of D[X/G] is
the data of

» atotal order Aq,..., A, on the set of conjugacy classes G/~;

* admissible embedding functors
3,1 D(XM/C(4)) = D[X/G]

foreach A; € G/~;

* asemiorthogonal decomposition
DIX/G] = (C1.....C),

where €; is the image of ;.

Remark 2.3. An orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition respects the orbifold structure
of [X/G]: the quotients X% /C(A;) are precisely the connected components of the inertia
variety of [X/G].

Remark 2.4. In all cases where Conjecture 1.1 has been established, the functors ®,, are
linear over D(X/G). That is, tensoring with pull-backs from X /G preserves the image
of ®,,. While linearity does not appear as a condition in the conjecture, it is used to
simplify several base change arguments in [13]. We point out, moreover, that the functors
defining the decompositions of Theorem 1.2 are linear (this follows from the definition of
the Fourier—Mukai kernels in Section 3.2).
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Example 2.5. The simplest example of an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition is
when /1, acts on a smooth variety X fixing a smooth divisor ¥ pointwise. Then X = X/,
is smooth. Set ¢: Y — X to be the inclusion, which is p,-equivariant, and 7: X — X
the quotient mapping. Then it is straightforward to check that there is a semiorthogonal
decomposition

DX/ 2] = (T*D(X), 1. D(Y)).

This semiorthogonal decomposition is & (X )-linear and hence defines an orbifold semi-
orthogonal decomposition.

Since p, acts trivially on . D(Y'), we can tensor by irreducible representations to
get different objects. Let y: up — C* be the unique nontrivial representation. Then for
any object 1, F € 1. D(Y), we can consider the object (+F ® y. This is still an object
in D[X /2] but no longer in 1, D (Y). More precisely, the G-equivariant adjunction for-
mula shows the Serre functor comes with an additional tensoring by y. Applying Serre
duality (which in this context coincides with a mutation, see [4]) we have another orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition

DIX/ 2] = (DY) ® y. 7" D(X)).

This example indicates one of the central problems in solving this conjecture. A canon-
ical ordering on embeddings does not exist: one could have fully-faithful embedding
functors but they (or any reordering) are not necessarily semiorthogonal.

2.3. Smooth quotients of Abelian varieties

We recall the main results of [1,2]. Let G be a finite group of automorphisms of an Abelian
variety A such that G = T x H with T a group of translations and H a group of group
homomorphisms.

Theorem 2.6 ([2, Theorem 2.7]). Suppose G acts without translations and dim(A%)=0."
If G acts reducibly on T,(A), then there exist direct product decompositions A = Ay x

-+ X Ag and G = Gy X --- X G where the action is diagonal and G; acts irreducibly on
Te (Ai)-

By [13, Lemma 2.4.1], it suffices to construct an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposi-
tion for the factors [A4;/G;], so we can assume that G acts irreducibly.

Theorem 2.7 ([2, Theorem 1.1], [1, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose G fixes the identity,
dim(A%) = 0, G acts irreducibly on T,(A), and A/G is smooth. If dim(A) > 3, then
there exists an elliptic curve E such that A = E" and either

'If AC has positive dimension, the theorem does not necessarily hold, but 4/ G fibers over an Abelian
variety with smooth fibers satisfying Theorem 2.6 [2, Proposition 2.9]. In the notation of Section 5.2, the
base of the fibration is A/ A, and the fibers are isomorphic to Pg/G.
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(A) G = C" xS, where C # 1 is a finite cyclic group acting on E so that C" acts
diagonally and S, permutes the factors; or
B) G=Syi1andactson A ={(x1,...,%Xns1) € E" | x{ +--- 4+ x,01 =e) by
permutations.
Ifdim(A) = 2, then both (A) and (B) can happen and there is a third case:
(C) Ex~C/Zliland G = G(4,2,2) = K x S5, where K = {(i%,i®) | a + b =, 0}.
The case dim(4) = 0 is well known: every pair (4, G) has P! as a quotient. We
comment on this class of examples in Section 6.1.
We will refer to the cases of Theorem 2.7 as irreducible quotients of types (A), (B), and
(C). Orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions of type (A) have been constructed in [19].

Types (B) and (C) have not yet been considered. We will construct one for type (C) in
Section 4. We will show they exist for type (B) in Theorem 5.3.

3. Orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for [A2/G(4,2,2)]

Before constructing an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for type (C), we start by
studying the local case of G(4,2,2) acting naturally on A2,
3.1. Representation theory of G(4, 2, 2)

We will need the representation theory of G(4, 2, 2). We recall this information now.
The complex reflection group G (4,2, 2) is constructed as follows. Fix § = ~/—1to be a
primitive fourth root of unity, let ©2 = ((€, 1), (1,&)) and K the subgroup given by

K ={(E".§") epilatb=0}
The symmetric group S, = (o) acts on K by
o(*.8") = (£".6)
and we set
G =G4,2,2) = K x5,

The group u3 acts on X := A? via matrix multiplication and S, acts by permuting
coordinates. This defines an action of G on X, which is an irreducible two-dimensional
representation. We call it the natural action of G and denote it V.

More explicitly, (—1,1,1), (—£,&,1), (1, 1, o) are generators for G, and the natural
action is defined by matrix multiplication with

-1 0 £ 0 0 1
(—1,1,1).—>(O 1)’ (—5,5,1)9(0 S)’ (1,1,0).—>(1 0). 2)
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Note that V' is not self-dual, as yy (&, &, 1) = 2£ is purely complex. We have X =
A? 2= Spec(Sym(V'Y)). Explicitly, we will write X = Spec(C[x, y]) and the action of G
on linear terms is the dual representation

E P Dy =%, EE2 Dy =8Py, (1,1,0)(x) =y 3)

Remark 3.1. The group G is also known in the literature as the Pauli group. It is a central
product of C4 and D4, and it is the 13th group of order 16 in the small group database [6].
We gave the definition via complex reflection groups, which seems natural from the point
of view of equivariant geometry. We point out, however, that the natural action is not the
only matrix action of G in this work (see Section 4).

Proposition 3.2. There are ten irreducible representations of G. Eight of the irreducible
representations are one-dimensional and the remaining two are two-dimensional. More-
over, the one-dimensional irreducible representations are 2-torsion.

Proof. The element (—1, —1, 1) lies in the center of G and the quotient by it is an elemen-
tary Abelian 2-group of order 8,

G/{(=1.=1.1)) = 3.

Indeed, define a homomorphism p: G — w3 by

p(E*.EP,0°) = (£°TP, €77 sgn(09)).

It is a homomorphism as £472 = £~ in this case. The kernel is (=1, —1, 1) and it is
evidently surjective. It follows that there are eight irreducible one-dimensional represen-
tations. Since the sum of the squares of the dimensions of the irreducible representations
must be |G| = 16 we have

8 4+ dim(V})? 4 --- + dim(V})? = 16

and thus & = 2 and dim(V) = dim(};) = 2. These two-dimensional representations are
Vand VV. ]

Letp:G — /L% to be the surjective homomorphism from the proof of Proposition 3.2
and 7;41: Mg — C* the projection onto the ith factor character. Then set

xi=miop:G— C*.
Explicitly,

x2(8%,€%,0°) = g0,
x3(E* 80, 0%) = £270,
x4(E*,E%,0°) = sgn(0®).
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The characters y», 3, and y4 have order 2 and commute with one another. They gen-
erate the character group of G, since they generate a subgroup (u»)> of the same size.
Note that we have )
NV = para, @

since det A = 9% bsgn(0¢), for A the matrix associated to (§%, %, 0¢) via the natural
action (2).

Proposition 3.3. There are isomorphisms of representations

VRV = x2xa® x2X3D x2)3x4 D X2,
VY2V pxa =2V e =V @ =V ),
VRVY = x3xa®1® xa @ x3.

Proof. For the isomorphism on the first line we exhibit an explicit decomposition. Pick
the standard basis ey, e; for V. Then, for example,

(£%,8°,0% (1 ®e1 +ea®ey) =2 (e1 ®e1) + 20 (e2 @ er) =£2%(e1 R €1 + €2 Q e3)

because 2a =4 —2a =4 2b by definition of K. Since £2¢ = y, y3(£%, &%, 6¢), we have
x2x3 = Span{e; ® e1 + €2 ® ez}

Arguing similarly, we obtain

X2X4 = Span{e; @ e; —e; ® ey},
X2X3X4 = Span{e; ® e; — e ® ez},
X2 = Span{e; ® e; + €2 ® e1}.
The first isomorphism on the second line is a standard identity (using (4)). For the

others, recall the dual action described in (3). Then, suppose for example that e}, e} are a
basis of V' ® y» x3 and check

(9, ED)ey = 87%,  (59.80)eh = EPe), o(e)) = ¢,

(again working modulo 4), which shows that (x, y) — (e, e5) induces VY = V ® y2 x3.
The other isomorphisms are shown similarly.
The last isomorphism follows from the first two. ]

The following is straightforward. We include it for labeling purposes.
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Proposition 3.4. The conjugacy classes of G are *

D = {Id}, Dy ={(1,1,0),(-1,-1,0)},
D3 = {(1’ _1’ 1)» (_1’ 17 1)}’ D4 = {(s’ _S’O)’ (_575’0—)},
Ds ={(-1.-1. D}, D¢ ={(§.£. 1)},

D7 = {(5’5»0—)’ (_57_&-’0)}’ Dg = {(_S?_E7 1)}’
D9 = {(ls _170-)’ (_17 150—)}5 DIO = {(Es _Sv 1)9 (_Esi:’ 1)}

The centralizers of each conjugacy class are

¢ =0, Co = {(E.£.1),(1,1,0)) = pg X pia,
G =K, Ca = (£, 1), (E21,0)) = juq x ua,
Cs =G, Cs =G,
Cr=((EE1),(1,1,0) = pa x a,  Cs =G,

Co = ((£,£,1),(1,6%,0)) = pa x pta, Cio = K.

Foralli =1,...,10, let A; denote a representative of D;. Then, the fixed loci X; := X
are

Xi1=X, Xs=--=X10=1{0}, ©)

and X, X3, X4 are lines intersecting at the origin.

3.2. Fourier-Mukai kernels

Fori =1, ..., 10, we define Fourier—Mukai kernels by constructing H; x G-invariant
subschemes Z; of X; x X as follows. Define

zZi=J ¢
geG

where I is the graph of the inclusion X; — X, and we give Z; its reduced scheme
structure. Then Z; is an H; x G- invariant subscheme and so Oz, can be taken as a kernel
for the Fourier—Mukai functor

®; = Do, on/D(X;) - D[X/G(4,2,2)],

where 7;: X; — X is the quotient mapping. Equivalently, let Z; be the image of Z; under
the quotient (17;,1d): X; x X — X; x X, then

o; = q)@z.

Identifying the group G with the Pauli group {#0%, +£0% }x=0.1,2,3 Via the natural action, the reader
will readily recognize the 10 conjugacy classes as {Id}, {—Id}, {£Id}, {—&Id} and {£oy}, {£&ox} for
k=123
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We note that if X; is a point, then Z; is also a point and the corresponding ®; is simply the
push-forward along the inclusion of the origin which is G-invariant. If X; is a line, then
Z; is the union of two lines in X; x X =~ A3 as the centralizer has index two. If X; = X,
then ®; = 7*, the pull-back functor from the coarse space.

We proceed to compute the images of points via the functors ®;, fori = 1,2,3,4. We
begin by fixing some notation.

For p € X; = X;/C;, we define a subset L, C X as follows: pick a point g € ni_l (p) C
X;.Regard ¢ as a point of X under the inclusion X; < X and let L, be the G-orbit of g.
It is straightforward to check that L, only depends on p. For example, in the case i = 1,
L, is precisely the orbit represented by p € X, =X/G.

We will write 0 € Zfor the image of 0 € X; foralli =1,...,10.

Proposition 3.5. We have one of the following cases:

* p=0andq =0.Then
@1(00) = Clx, yI/(x*y*. x* + y¥.
* pisafree orbit and q has trivial stabilizer. Then L, consists of 16 distinct points and
®1(0p) =0p,.

* pisnota free orbit and q has a [, stabilizer. In this case, the orbit L, of p contains
8 points, and ®1(0p) is a sheaf supported on L, with a nilpotent of order 2 at every
point.

Proof. The functor @, is the pull-back 7* from the coarse moduli space. The maximal
ideal of the origin pulls back to the ideal of G-invariant polynomials (x2y2, x* + y*),
and a point p # 0 pulls back to its orbit.

If g has trivial stabilizer, then L, consists of 16 points, all belonging to the locus where
the quotient map is a local isomorphism.

If ¢ has a u, stabilizer, then there are 8 points in its orbit, and the pull-back
7*(Ox(py) is non-reduced of length 2: locally around ¢ the quotient map X — X is given
by C[u, v?] — C[u,v] and p = n(g) pulls back to C[u, v]/(u, v?).

There are no other possibilities for the stabilizer of a point 0 # ¢ € X: any such ¢
either has trivial stabilizer, or belongs to a translate of X; for some i = 2, 3, or 4. In the
latter case, the stabilizer is (5, generated by one of the elements of D;. ]

Proposition 3.6. Fori =2,3,4and p =0 € X;, we have
Clx,yl/(x*y*. x> =y*) i=2,

®;(Qo) = Clx,yl/(xy.(x + y)*) =3,
Clx, y)/(x2y%, x> +y2) i =4.
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For any other point 0 # p € X, there are four distinct points q1,qx2.q3.q4 in the preimage
of p. Then

Ly =191,92:93: 94, Yq1, Y92, Y43, Y44}

where y is a nontrivial coset representative of C; in G. In this case,
®;(0p) = O,

Proof. The second statement (p # 0) follows since the centralizers have order 8 but do
not act faithfully on X;. Hence, the pull-back of @, under the quotient map X; — X; is

4
1 (0,) = @ Oy, .
j=1

Finally, let y be a coset representative of the only nontrivial coset. Then, when we equi-
variantize to build Z;, y just translates each of the four points g; to yg;.

The first statement is more involved. We will only do the computation for i = 3 as the
other computations are analogous under a linear change of coordinates. Pick A := A3 =
(1,—1,1). Thus X3 x X = A] x A} , and T; has equation z = x. We can take p :=
(1,1, o) as a nontrivial coset representative for C(A) = C5in G. Thus Z, = I'y U p*T),
with its reduced scheme structure. As modules we have

HO((QZA) ~ Clz,x,y]/(z—x —y,xy).

Let X3 — X3 denote the quotient map. Note that C(1)/(A) = K/(X) = ji4, and it
acts in the natural way on X3. In particular, if x is the coordinate on X3, then the quotient
map is x > x*. It follows that for 0 € X3 = A, we have

73(00) = Qo4

where Oy 4 is a non-reduced zero-dimensional subscheme of length 4 of X3, concentrated
at the origin. In other words, the complex z4: Ox, — Oy, is aresolution of O 4 on X3.
Pull back the resolution to X3 x X. Tensoring with Oz, yields

24
(92)L —> (921.

Since the map z* is injective, this complex is quasi-isomorphic to
Clz,x,y1/(z =x =y, xy, 2%,
which pushes forward to C[x, y]/(xy, (x + y)*). |

Corollary 3.7. Let R denote the regular representation of G. Then

®,(0g) = R.
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Moreover, we have the following isomorphisms of representations:
O2(00) 1BV DV D y2® y2x3 D X3,
P3(00) = 1@V BV @ x2x3D x2X3X4 D X4
D4(O0) 1BV BV D 2D x2xs)xa® x3xa-

Proof. This is straightforward. For example, the 16 monomials spanning ®;(09y) as a
C-vector space can be grouped in representations as follows:

Clly =1, Clx,y, x5, x*yy = (VV)®2,
Ci{x3, x%y, xy%, y3 = V&2, C{x*, 2} = Jox3 ® X2X3 4.
C{x?y.xy®} = 43 @ r3xa. Clxy} = 12,
C{x*) = xa, C{xy} = xaxa. =
Proposition 3.8. Foreachi = 1,...,10, the Fourier—Mukai functors

®;: D(X;) —> D[X/G(4,2,2)]
are fully-faithful.

Proof. We use the Bondal-Orlov fully-faithfulness criterion®. The functor ®; is the pull-
back from X/G(4,2,2), which is fully-faithful by the projection formula. For the other
cases, we apply the Bondal-Orlov fully-faithfulness criterion. If i = 5, ..., 10, ®; is just
the push-forward along the inclusion {0} < X, which is fully-faithful since the structure
sheaf of the origin is exceptional

Ext} (0o, 09)% = (1[0] eV-1® /\ZV[—z])G = 1[0]. ©)

The computations for i = 2, 3, 4 are all similar. For notational convenience, we will
compute the case of i = 3. In this case, we have two types of points. If p # 0, then we
look at the orbit of a preimage under the quotient map. By Proposition 3.6, the orbit is a
reduced subscheme of length 8, L, = U?:l pj- Moreover, we have

8 G
EXt;(@Lp,(gLP)G = (@Ext}‘}(@pj,@pj)) .

j=1
Clearly, when * = 0 the G-action permutes the hom-sets and so the 8-dimensional hom-
space has only one copy of the trivial representation. If * = 2, then we have

8 G
(B7,x88,x)
Jj=1

and since X3 is codimension 1 it must be that A3 acts nontrivially on the normal bundle.
Thus there are no invariants and we have the necessary vanishing.

3The criterion applies to the current case of a quasi-projective domain and an arbitrary triangulated
target by combining [15] and [12, Theorem 2.7.1].
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For p = 0, recall from Proposition 3.6 that I'(®3(9p)) == C[x, y]/(xy. (x + y)*).
Hence,
Hom(®3(0), ®3(0))® = C

as any map is determined by the image of 1 and ®3(99)® 2 1. For the vanishing of the
second Ext group we use Serre duality*

2 \%
EXC(@3(00), ®3(00)) = Hom(®3(0o), ®3(90) @ AV
and by Corollary 3.7

D3(Q0) =1V BV @ x2)3® 12X314 D X4

2
and so (P3(Op) ® A\ V)¢ = 0. This implies the vanishing of the second Ext group and
completes the proof. ]

3.3. Assembling the orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition

In this section, we construct an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of [X /G| using
the functors ®;. We start by observing that the positive-dimensional loci have semiorthog-
onal images.

Lemma 3.9. (1) Leti =2,3,4and p € X;. We have
Ext*(®;(0,), ®1(0,))¢ = 0.
(2) Fori,j =2,3,4,j #1,
Ext*(®; (0o), ;(09))® = 0.

Proof. Recall that ®; = 7*, and observe
2 V4
EXC ™ (4(0,), 77(0,)) = Ext*(7(6,), #1(0,) ® A v)

=~ Ext® ((9,;, T (‘Pi Op) ® N V)>v
=0,

2
by Serre duality, and where the last equality follows because ®;(0,) ® A"V has no
invariants (see Corollary 3.7 for p = 0, and Proposition 3.6 for p # 0).

4 As illustrated in [5, §4.3], the canonical bundle with its G -structure gives a Serre functor in the derived
category of compactly supported, G-equivariant sheaves on a quasi-projective variety. On an affine variety,
these are G-equivariant sheaves with finite support. We will always refer to this version of Serre duality in
the rest of the paper.
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The argument is slightly more involved for the second statement. We only illustrate
the case i = 2 and j = 3, the others are analogous. A resolution of ®,(0y) is the Koszul
complex

(yxlz_y);Z) (C[x,y] ,(xzyz xz_yz)
Clx, ] ® 2x3 s —— & —— C[x, )]

Clx, y] ® x2x3x4

where y2 y3 x4 is the weight of x? — y2. Applying Hom(—, ®3(9y)) yields

(y22x2) q>3((90) ‘(xz_yz 0)
®3(Qg) ——— @ —— ®3(00) ® x2x3x4- 7

@3(00) ® x2x314

Recall from Proposition 3.6 that ®3(0Qg) = C[x, y]/(xy, (x + y)*). The kernel of multi-
plication by y? — x? is the submodule

P+ ) =C? + )20 N = @V @ ya
The cokernel of multiplication by x? — y?2 is
Clx, )/ (xp, 3% = y*) @ xox304 = Y2X3Xa &V & Ja.

Observe that the middle cohomology is the sum of the above kernel and cokernel. Then,
none of the cohomologies of (7) have invariant summands. ]

Next, we focus on the zero-dimensional loci and compare them to the positive-dimen-
sional ones. We start from the following computation.

Lemma 3.10. We have isomorphisms in D(BG),
RHom(O9, 1(00)) = 1214101 ® (x224)®*[~1] & x2x4[-2].
RHom(O, ®2(00)) = x3[0]1 ® (x3 ® x2x4)[—11 & xaxal-2l,
RHom(Oo, 3(0o)) = x4[0] ® (x4 ® x2x4)[—1] & x2x4[-2],
RHom(O¢, ®4(Q0)) = x3x4[0]1 ® (x3xa4 ® x2xa)[—1] ® x2x4[—2].

Proof. We again only compute the case of ®3. It is computationally simpler to use Serre
duality first,

2 \Y
Extfy /6100, ®3(00)) = Exty gy (93(00). 00 ® A V)

We resolve ®3(09g) (computed in Proposition 3.6) by the Koszul complex noting that xy
has weight y»,

2
Extix/c) <¢3(0°)’ 00 % /\ V) = (H*(Oox204 = Oox2x4 ® Ooxa = Ooxa)")°,

and hence the statement follows. [
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k L Y2 X3 X4 X2X3 X2Xa X3X4 Xexsxs VO VY

v
v

=
SNENENEN
(\
SNEN
(\
SNENENEN
SNENENEN
SNENENEN

X2X3
X2X4
X3X4
X2X3X4

SNEN
SNENENEN
SNENENEN
«\
SNEN
«\
SNENENEN
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SNENENENEN
SNEN
(\

VYoV v

(\

v

Table 1. Vanishing of the groups ExtE‘X/G]((% ® p, O ® 0)

Finally, we study Hom spaces between zero-dimensional loci.

Lemma 3.11. Let p, 0 be irreducible representations of G. Then, the position (p, o) is
marked by a v'in Table 1 if and only if

EXtFX/G] (O ®p, Oy R0) =0.
Proof. Twisting the (6) we obtain

Extfy ;6100 ® 0.0y @) = (101 & V-1 0 A’V [-2)) & (0 ® 0)[0]] .

and one checks which choices of (p, o) produce invariant summands, using Proposi-
tion 3.3. ]

It follows from Lemma 3.10 that Og, Q¢ ® 2, and Oy ® V" are in the left orthogonal
of the images of the positive-dimensional loci. In particular, the sheaf M := C|[x, y]/(x2 +
y2,x2 — y2) is also in the left orthogonal, since as a representation

M1V’ x,. (®)
Proposition 3.12. The collection
(Oo ® f2. M, 00 ® x213.00 ® x2x3)4.00 ® V., Op) ©)

is an exceptional collection in D[ X/ G].

Proof. First, we observe that all objects are exceptional. The exceptionality of the twists
of Oy by the characters is immediate. For the twist by V, it follows from Proposition 3.3.
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We check M now. Its endomorphism algebra is computed by resolving M by a Koszul
complex and computing the cohomology of

0 0
M — My>xs ® Myaxsxs—> Mya

(x2x3 and y2 )3 x4 are the weights of x2 + y2, x2 — y? respectively), so by (8) it only
has one invariant summand in degree 0O, i.e., M is exceptional.

We now check orthogonalities. All the conditions not involving M follow from Lem-
ma 3.11, and all the ones involving M are similar: we only compute Ext* (M, Oy ®
%2)¢ = 0 as an example. Once again, resolve M with a Koszul complex and consider
the cohomology of

Oox2 = Ooxs ® OQoxsxas = Oox2xa,

which has no invariant summands. [

Fori =1,...,4,let €; denote the image of ®;: i)(Y,-) — D[X/G].Fori > 5, define
€; to be the image of the twisted functors

Pl = Bs(—) ® ya. Dy = g(—) ® x243X4-
D = De(—) ® M, Dy = Dy(—) @V,
D) = P7(—) ® y2x3. Pio = Pro(-).

Theorem 3.13. There is an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition
D[X/G] = (€1,€,,C3,€4,C5,Cs, €7, Cs, Co, Cio). (10)

Proof. Foralli =1,...,10, the component €; is equivalent to D (X;). This is the content
of Proposition 3.8 (the generators of Cs, ..., €j¢ are still exceptional objects by Proposi-
tion 3.12).

Proposition 3.12 also shows that €s, . .., €;¢ are semiorthogonal. Moreover, it imme-
diately follows from Lemma 3.10 that Exti"X/G](fj, €)=0fori =1,2,3,4and j =
5,...,10. The first statement of Lemma 3.9 implies ExtE‘X/G] (€;,€) =0fori = 2? 3,4.
Now let i, j be distinct elements of {2, 3, 4}. Then, the Fourier—Mukai kernels Z* and
Z7J only intersect at the origin, therefore the second statement of Lemma 3.9 implies the
vanishing ExtE‘X/G] (€. €) =0.

It remains to show that the subcategory 7 = (€y, ..., €;9) coincides with D[X/G].
A special case of the spanning classes of [14, Proposition 2.1] is given by

Q:={0,®p|peX pelrep(Gy)}

(here G, denotes the stabilizer of p in G). Then, it suffices to show that T~ contains 2.
Indeed, if 2 C T, every object E € T+ satisfies Hom(w, E) = 0 for all w € 2, which
implies £ = 0 by definition of a spanning class, and therefore 7+ = {0}.
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Recall from the proof of Proposition 3.5 that G, can only be G (if p =0), u, (if p € X;
for some i = 2, 3,4) or trivial. If p = 0, then G, =~ G, and we recover all irreducible
representations as follows: from the exceptional collection (9) we get

X2s X2X3, X2X3X4, V.1, and VY

(the last one from the composition series of M, whose factors are (y2, V'V, 1)). With these,
and using Corollary 3.7, we obtain 3, x4, x3 x4, and x2xa.

Suppose p # 0 has a i, stabilizer. On the one hand, the pull-back along X; — X;
contains ¢, as a direct summand as in the proof of Proposition 3.6. On the other hand, the
pull-back 7*(Or(p)) is non-reduced of length 2 at every point of its support by the proof
of Proposition 3.5. Then, the nontrivial irreducible representation is obtained as the kernel
of the map

7*(On(p)) = Op.

If G, = 0, then ®1(On(p)) contains O, as a direct summand (by Proposition 3.5),
hence @, € 7. m

4. Orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for type (C)

4.1. Setup

The construction of the orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for type (C) (see Theo-
rem 2.7) will heavily rely on the local analysis carried out in Section 3. We recall here the
construction of type (C) quotients, following [1]. Let A = Z[£] be the Gaussian lattice
and £ = C/A the corresponding elliptic curve with pt4 automorphism group. The natural
action (2) of G := G(4,2,2) on A? ~ C? preserves the lattice A®? and descends to an
action on B := E2. However, this is not the correct action to consider, since the quotient
B/ G is not smooth’. One can instead define another action of G on E? as follows. Con-
sider another copy of the Abelian surface A := E? and an isogeny : B — A defined by

the matrix
b= 1 -1
“\0 £E—-1)°

Let ¢ty denote the only nontrivial £-invariant element of E, then the kernel of 7 is

A = ker(m) = {(to, t0)),

SConsider the point (e, ty) € B, where e € E is the origin and ¢y € E is the only nontrivial £-invariant
point. Let G act through the natural action on the universal cover (2). A direct computation shows that
the stabilizer of (e, o) is the subgroup K < G (since the coordinates cannot be permuted). K is generated
by (§£,€,1), (=1, 1, 1). One checks directly that the only elements of K acting by pseudoreflections are
(—1,1,1) and (1, -1, 1). In particular, (&, £, 1) is not generated by pseudoreflections in K (see [2, Proposi-
tion 3.4]).
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and we have B/A =~ A. Moreover, G acts trivially on A, so we have an action of A x G
on B. This action descends to an action of G on A and induces a natural isomorphism
B/A x G = A/G. Explicitly, every element g of G acts on A via the matrix vAv~!
where A is the matrix expression of g acting on A? via (2). In particular, the generators
(-1,1,1),(=£&,£,1),(1,1,0) act on A, respectively, via the matrices

SR N e IS A N

4.2. Fixed loci and stabilizers

We use the numbering of Proposition 3.4 for the conjugacy classes and the centralizers
of G, and we list representatives of conjugacy classes and fixed loci. By E[n] we denote
the set {x € E | nx = 0} of n-torsion points. The conjugacy classes are listed in Propo-
sition 3.4. For convenience, we recall them here and write every element in terms of the
matrices (11),

D, = {Id}, Dy ={y,—vh
D3 = {(X, —(X}, D4 = {:37/» _ﬂy}v
Ds = {p?}, D¢ = {af},

D7={Ol,3)/,—0l,3)/}, D8:{_a13}7
Dy = {ay, —ay}, Dyo ={B.—B}-

We compute the corresponding fixed loci (we pick the first element listed in every
conjugacy class as its representative). For example,

A3 =A% ={(x,y) € A| (x,y) =a(x,y) = (=x + (1 + &)y, y)}
={(x.y)ed|2x=(1+8&y}

=l e dlx=30+0y+E0))
~ E[2] x E.
Similarly,
Aq = A,
Ay ={(x,y) e A|x =¢&x} ={e to} X E,
Az ={(x,y) e A|2x =1+ 8§y} = E[2] X E,
Ag={(x.y)eA[x=§} =E,
As = E[2]%,
Ag =+ = A1o = {e. 10},

where {e, to}? is a shorthand for {(e, e), (e. o). (9. €). (to. to) }. We point out that the only
points of A with nontrivial stabilizers are the ones given in Table 2.
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Points Stabilizer
{e, 10}2 G
E[2]2 \ {6'710}2 M2 X U2

(A2U A3 U AYH\ E[2)> a2

Table 2. Points of A with nontrivial stabilizers

Finally, we compute the quotients Al. Observe that the group G acts on E[2]? with
seven orbits. Four orbits are given by elements of {e, fo}?, which are fixed by G. The
remaining three orbits (let a = % and b == %) are the sets

{e.to} x {a,b}, {a,b}x{e.ty}, {a,b}>.

This shows immediately that AS=E [2]?/G consists of the seven orbits above, and
that the quotients L L
A6 = ... = A10 = {e,1y)2.

We have A1 = P2 by [1, Theorem 1.1]. It is left to compute the quotients of the one-
dimensional loci. The computations are similar for i = 2, 3, 4. For example, we have

A3 ={(x,y) e A| x = toy + E[2]}/ (. B),

and one sees that, for any ¢ € E[2], we have

() ()

In other words, B acts by identifying two copies of E (and by negation on each of them)
and by the order 4 automorphism on the other two copies,
A3 ~PluP UP,

Similarly, one sees A2 = P! U P! and A% = P!,

4.3. The orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition

We construct Fourier—Mukai functors as in Section 3.2, by taking the structure sheaves
of (equivariantized) graphs of the inclusions of the fixed loci in A’ x A. We denote by
D;: JD(E) — D[A/G] the corresponding Fourier—-Mukai functors. The fixed loci A’ with
i > 6 only contain points that are fixed by G. Locally at each of these points, the action
of G coincides with that described in Section 3, so we can modify the ®; by twisting

(I)/ﬁ = De(—) @ M, Cplg =dy(—)®V,
D) = P7(—) @ x2x3. Dy = Pro(-),
Dy = Psg(—) ® x2X3 4
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where M is the torsion sheaf supported at {e, 79}> whose fiber at every point is locally
isomorphic to the module C[x, y]/(x? + y2, x> — y?) (see Section 3.3).

We then modify ®s by only twisting by a character on points with stabilizer G, and
defining for X € @(F)

5(X) ® 2 if Supp(X) C {e, 10)?,

e { Ps(X) if Supp(X) C 4%\ {e.1o}?

and extending additively to O‘D(ﬁ). Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. In the case of a smooth quotient A/ G of type (C), the functors ®1, ..., Dy,
D%, ..., D, give rise to an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition

DI[A/G] = (D(AY),..., D(A)). (12)

Proof. Everything can be checked locally around each point p € A, so it suffices to per-
form a local computation based on stabilizer types: G, (o X U2, 2.

For example, suppose p € A satisfies Stabg (p) = G and x € A; is such that ®; (O,)
is supported at p. Pick a G-invariant affine open subset Spec(R) containing p and let m
be the corresponding maximal ideal. Then

EXtfy (@i (Ox), ®;(Oy)) == Ext(®:(0x). :(0x))°.
Since ®; (Oy) are of finite type and supported at m, we can pass to the completion
Xt (i (Ox), @i (0x))? 2= Ext}(®i(0x), i (0x))°.
But R = C|[a, b]] since A is smooth. Since we have the usual identification
Cla,b} = m/m? =~ T, A,

it follows that C{a, b} is an irreducible representation of G and hence isomorphic to V'
or VV. Hence, if the stabilizer is isomorphic to G itself the decomposition (12) coincides
locally with the one in (10), and the statement follows from Theorem 3.13.

Suppose now that p has a j1» x u, stabilizer: the local model around p is A% where
each copy of u, acts by negating a coordinate, and it has an orbifold semiorthogonal
decomposition

DA% /s X j12]) = (D(A2), D(AT), D(AT), D(pt)). (13)

When restricted to some neighborhood of p, the categories in (12) yield the semi-
orthogonal decomposition (13). For example, let p = (e, a). We have

peAlNA?Na. 4> N A°.
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Then we have local isomorphisms

®,(0p) ~ Clu, v]/ (W2, v?),
$,(0,) ~ Clu, v]/ W2, uv, v?),
®5(0p) >~ Clu, v]/(u, v),

which satisfy the correct orthogonalities by (13) and generate D[A/G] at p.
The case of stabilizer of type (i, is similar. ]

Corollary 4.2. The category D[A/G) admits a full exceptional collection of length 42.

Proof. In fact, each of the pieces @(E) appearing in (12) admits a full exceptional col-
lection: the A7 are computed in Section 4.2 and are unions of projective spaces and points.
In particular, the two-dimensional quotient contributes 3 exceptional objects, the one-
dimensional quotients (6 copies of the projective line) contribute 12 exceptional objects,
and there are 7 4- 5 x 4 irreducible components in the zero-dimensional quotients. ]

5. Orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions for D[4 /G|

In this Section, we prove Theorem 1.2. We will break the proof up into three parts. In
Section 5.1, we prove the case of zero-dimensional fixed loci where G acts by group
automorphisms. In Section 5.2, we prove the case of positive-dimensional fixed loci where
G acts by group automorphisms. In Section 5.3, we use the results of Section 5.1 and
Section 5.2 to prove the case of arbitrary G = T x H, with T a normal subgroup of
translations and H the subgroup of group automorphisms.

5.1. Zero-dimensional fixed loci

Suppose G acts on A by group automorphisms. We assume G acts irreducibly on T, (A4)
and that dim(A%) = 0. We will need the following result from [13]. We recall it here and
show how it applies to the current case.

Theorem 5.1 ([13, Theorem 1.2.1]). Suppose G is a finite group acting effectively on a
smooth quasi-projective variety X, and that D[X /G| admits an orbifold semiorthogonal
decomposition. Let H C X be a smooth G-invariant divisor. If H satisfies the generality
assumption (x) below, then D[H | G] also admits an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposi-
tion.

For each conjugacy class A let W, be the quotient of C(A) acting effectively on X
and write X )f[ for the locus where the action is free. Then the assumption is

for every A, H does not contain X, and H N X/ff isdensein H N X . ()
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Recall quotients of type (B) from Theorem 2.7: the group G >~ S, 4+ acts by permuting
the variables on the product X = E"*! of an elliptic curve E with itself, and A C X is
the smooth S, 41 -invariant divisor defined by x; + --- + x,41 = 0.

Lemma 5.2. If A is as in type (B) of Theorem 2.7, then D[A/Sy+1] admits an orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition.

Proof. We check that Theorem 5.1 applies. First of all, D[X/S,+1] admits an orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition by [19, Theorem B]. Next, we check condition ().
Write A = (171)(2"2) - -- (k"*). Then we can identify

Wy = CQ)/(A) & Spy X Spy X +++ X Sy,

and
X, =2 E"xE?x---x E"F,

Thus, A N X, is identified with the set of points e € X such that

er 4+ Fe + 2611+ F 2 40+ ke pogr 1+ ke 4,
=0. (14)

On the other hand, A N Xir is the subset of A N X lying in the complement of the
diagonals in the factors of X . More explicitly,e € A N X i‘ if

all of the ey, ..., e, are distinct, and
all of the e, 11, ..., e, 45, are distinct, and
all of the ey 4.ty +1,- -, €r +tr, are distinct.

This is clearly open in A N X, and any non-free point of A N X, can be deformed to one
of AN X)ff while satisfying equation (14). In other words, A N Xir isdense in A N X.
We conclude that D[A/ S, +1] admits an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition. L]

We can now prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose G is a finite group of automorphisms of an Abelian variety A that
fixes the identity. Assume that G acts irreducibly on T,(A) and that dim(A%) = 0. Then
D[A/G] has an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition.

Proof. Under the assumptions, the classification of Theorem 2.7 holds, so we need to
cover three cases.

The case G = (ur)" x S, with k # 1 is covered in [19, Section 4.3]. Type (B) is
covered in Lemma 5.2. Lastly, if A4 is a surface of type (C), this is Theorem 4.1. ]
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5.2. Positive-dimensional fixed loci

Suppose now that dim(A%) > 0. We will reduce this case to the setting of Section 5.1.
Intuitively, we would like to decompose A as a product of Abelian varieties Pg x Ay,
where A9 C A€ is the connected component containing the identity and G acts on Pg
with dim(Pg)¢ = 0. Then, we could apply Theorem 5.3 to [Pg/G] and combine it with
the trivial action of G on Ay to prove the theorem for A.

This is subtle in general, since A is only isogenous to such a product. More precisely,
there is an isogeny

Pg xAg —> A

with kernel® A = Pg N Ag. Moreover, A acts freely on Ag and there is an isomorphism
Pg x Ao/ A = A.

Set A = Pg x Ay for convenience. Composing the above isomorphism with push-forward
along [A/A] - A/A =~ A induces an equivalence

DA = D(A).

Moreover, since A C A%, we see that A and G commute with each other inside
Aut(Pg x Ag). So we can consider [A/G x A] and the corresponding derived equiva-
lence

D[A/G]® =~ D[A/G x A] =~ D[A/G].

(Note, A acts diagonally, on both Pg and Ay).

Our goal is then to obtain an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition for [fT /G] and to
modify it suitably to make it A-equivariant and descend it to [A/G].

Observe that the quotient stack [/T / G] possesses an orbifold semiorthogonal decom-
position. In fact, we may write

A/G = (PG x A40)/G = (Pg/G) x Ag

since G acts trivially on Ag. By construction, dim(Pg)¢ = 0, so [Pg/G] admits an
orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition by Theorem 5.3. Then so does [A/G] using [13,
Lemma 2.4.1].

Consider the functors defining the decomposition

®;: D(PE/Co (L) x Ag) — D[A/G).

The functor ®, corresponds to a G-equivariant kernel X, on A* x A, where G acts on
the right.

SHere, Pg is taken to be a complementary Abelian subvariety of Ag. We refer the reader to [3, Sec-
tion 5.3] for generalities on complementary Abelian varieties, and to [2, §2.3] for a construction similar to
the one at hand. The notation Pg is reminiscent of the fact that if A is the Jacobian of a curve X and G acts
on X, then Pg is the Prym variety of the morphism X — X/G.
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Define the subscheme of (Pé X Ag) X A,

zy= U @oT
(g,8)eGxA

with its reduced scheme structure, where I' is the graph of the inclusion. Equivalently, if
Z, is the Fourier—Mukai kernel defining ®,, then

zp =\ 2.
SeEA

Lemma 5.4. For each distinct §,t € A the subschemes §*Z; and t*Z ) do not intersect.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim when t is the identity. Suppose (x, g(x)) =
(x,8(h(x))) for some g, h € G. Since the action of G commutes with A we have x =
8(g7'h(x)). But A acts freely on the quotient space /T/G as it acts freely on A, a con-
tradiction. |

Theorem 5.5. For each A € G/~, the functors ®,,are fully-faithful and there exists a total

order on G/~ such that the ®), give rise to an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of
DA/ G].

Proof. We show that the functors defining orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions for
D[A/G] descend to a semiorthogonal decomposition of A-equivariant derived categories
by showing that they are invariant under the action of A. To that end, notice that there are
isomorphisms

A*/Ce(A) x A = A/Cg(X)

which give derived equivalences
DA /C ()" = D(4/Cs(2)

and
D[A/G]* = D[A/G].

Since A/G is smooth, so is Pg/G. If G does not act irreducibly on T,(Pg), then
as before the orbifold decompositions will decompose as well. So we can assume that
[Pg/G] is of type (A), (B), or (C).

In each of the irreducible cases, the kernels defining Fourier—Mukai functors are sup-
ported on

Zy= | ¢y
geG
with its reduced structure. By Lemma 5.4, the corresponding A-equivariantized Fourier—
Mukai kernels do not intersect. It follows from this that the Fourier-Mukai functors

o = dp_,: D(PE x A0/(C(A) x A)) = D[A/A x G]
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remain fully-faithful, semiorthogonal, and generate the D[A/G]. Finally, we have the
identification
PL x Ag/(C(A) x A) = A*/C(X)

which completes the argument. ]

5.3. Translations

Suppose now that G does not fix the origin. That is, G possesses a normal subgroup of
translations. Let 7 C G be the subgroup generated by translations and H be the sub-
group that fixes the origin. Notice that 7" acts freely and G admits a semi-direct product
decomposition

G=TxH.

Let A7 = A/ T, which is again an Abelian variety. The action of H on A descends to an
action on A7 given by h(@) = h(a), where a is any preimage of @ under the quotient map
m: A — Ar. This is well defined as T is a normal subgroup. Our goal will be to construct
an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of D[A/G] by using the one we know exists
for D[Ar/H].

In fact, we can prove a more general statement. Suppose a finite group G = K x H acts
effectively on a smooth quasi-projective variety X with K acting freely so that Xxg = X/ K
is also a smooth quasi-projective variety. Then H acts on Xg.

Lemma 5.6. Pick conjugacy class representatives (k1, h), ..., (ky, h) so that (k,h) is
conjugate to one of (k;, h). Then there is an isomorphism of varieties

[]x%"/Co (ki) EA Xg/Cu(h).

i=1

Proof. First, we define f: for x € X ki.h) we have

(ki, h)x = x,
(kl-_l, D(ki, h)x = (ki_l, 1)x,
(1, h)x = (kl-_l, 1)x.

Writing the equality modulo K, we have 4(X) = X. This defines a map f’: X %i-®)
Xl’é — XI’é/CH (h) for each k;. To factor this map through X %i*®) /Cg ((k;, h)) and
obtain f, it suffices to show that if (k, ') € Cg((ki, h)) then h’ € Cg (h), but this is
straightforward.

It follows from Zariski’s main theorem [8, Théoreme 4.4.3] that a bijective morphism
between connected, normal, complex varieties is an isomorphism. Then it suffices to show
that f maps each connected component of the domain bijectively onto its image.

For surjectivity, we take X € X 1’; and show that there existk € K,h € H and x € X
so that (k, h)(x) = x and X is conjugate to the image of x under the quotient X — Xk.
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Pick any lift x of X. Since i (X) = X, h(x) is in the same orbit as x under the action of K.
That is, there exists k € K so that k(h(x)) = x. There exists (k’, h’) so that conjugating
(k, h) by (k’, 1) is one of the (k;, h) classes. It follows that x is conjugate to the image of
ki (h(x)) under the action of H. This proves surjectivity.

Since the action of K is free if k # k’, X®&hm N x &b — ¢ Indeed, any x in the
intersection would force k~'k’h(x) = h(x) and hence k~'k’ stabilizes a point. But only
the identity stabilizes a point. Hence, we have X %" n x ®i-h) — g forj £ .

Now, if x; € X®i") and x; € X **M) then the images of x; and x; are not identified
by an element in the centralizer of Cg (). Indeed, suppose they were, i.e., that there exists
W' € H with i’h = I’h and I (X;) = X;. Then h'(x;) € X &M So

xi = (LA k) (W (xi) = (k) ) (xi).

Hence, (k;, h) is conjugate to (k;, h) but this cannot happen if i # j. It follows that
disjoint components have disjoint images.

Now, if x,y € X (ki.h) are such that X = v, then, since K acts freely, there exists a
unique k € K such that k(x) = y. We need to see that (k, 1) centralizes (k;, h). Conjuga-
tion of (k;, h) by (k, 1) fixes x:

ki, H)EV (x) = (k, D)™ ki, ) (k, D (x) = (k, D)7 (hi k) (v) = (k, D)7 () = x.

We conclude that the fixed locus of (k;, h)®:1) and (k;, h) intersect. But this only happens
if (k;, h)®V = (k;, h) and hence (k, 1) centralizes (k;, h). "

The following is immediate.

Corollary 5.7. Let (k1,h),...,(kr,h) be as in Lemma 5.6. Then

D(XE/Cu () = P DXEP /Co(ki, ).

i=1

Lemma 5.8. There is an equivalence of categories,
coh(X)? = coh(Xp)™,

induced by the quotient map nw: X — Xg. This functor can also be described by tak-
ing T -invariants. In particular, this equivalence of Abelian categories induces a derived
equivalence

D[X/G] = D[Xk/H].

Proof. This is straightforward. If ¥ is a sheaf on X, then a G-equivariant structure is the
data of a K-equivariant structure with a compatible H -equivariant structure. The data of
a K-equivariant structure is the data of a pull-back of a sheaf % on Xg. The data of a
compatible H -equivariant structure is the data of an H -equivariant structure on % . The
details are left to the reader. ]
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Theorem 5.9. Suppose G = K x H acts on a smooth quasi-projective variety X so that
K acts freely. Consider the induced action of H on the quotient Xx = X /H and suppose
D[ Xk /H] admits an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of the form

—h —h
DXk /H] = (DX)..... DX)).
Then D[ X /G] admits an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition.

Proof. The equivalence of Lemma 5.8 gives a derived equivalence
D[X/G] = D[Xk/H].

The orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of D[Xg/H] directly induces one of
D[X/G]. The pieces D(X"/Cx (h)) of the orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition of
D[Xk/H] decompose into D (X %" /Cg (k;, h)). Since these are pairwise completely
orthogonal, any total order suffices. Thus we get a semiorthogonal decomposition

DIX/G] = (GB DM /Co (ki) ... DX E/Co (ki ho)))

i=1 i=1

Finally, O (X /G)-linearity follows from D (Xg /H )-linearity using the canonical isomor-
phism X/G = Xk /H. L]

Combining Theorem 5.9 with our earlier work gives orbifold semiorthogonal decom-
positions for all Abelian varieties with smooth quotients.

Theorem 5.10. Let G = T x H be a finite group of automorphisms of an Abelian variety
A such that A/ G is smooth. Then there exists an orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition
for D[A/G].

6. Examples

6.1. Curves

The one-dimensional case, while it is not covered in this paper, is well studied in the lit-
erature. Quotients of an elliptic curve E by a finite group of group automorphisms are
weighted projective lines in the sense of Geigle and Lenzing [7]. The group G is u for
k = 2,3,4, or 6 (hence, they all fall under the analog of type (A) of Theorem 2.7). All
quotients have P! as a coarse space. There are 4 1, stabilizers for the generic case k = 2
and 3 stabilizers for the other cases, of orders (3, 3, 3), (4, 4, 2), and (6, 3, 2) respectively.
The categories cofh[E/ G] are derived equivalently to the module categories over a canon-
ical algebra in the sense of Ringel [21]. The exceptional collections constructed in [16] on
DI[E/G] give rise to orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions.
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6.2. Surfaces

In this section, we explicitly compute the orbifold semiorthogonal decompositions con-
structed here and in [19], when A is a surface and the action of G fixes e and acts
irreducibly on T, (A). Such an action is one of the three types of Theorem 2.7. We have
already written out type (C) in Section 4. We begin with type (A).

Example 6.1. Let A~ EF2and G = /Li xSy fork = 1,2,3,4,6. The generic case, k = 1,
has quotient Sym?(E) and the nontrivial element fixes the diagonal. By [11, Theorem 4.1]
we have

D[A/G] = (D(Sym*(E)), D(E)). (15)

The Abel map Sym?(E) — J(E) ~ E is a P!-bundle, hence the decomposition (15)
can be refined into one with three indecomposable components equivalent to D (E) [17].

In all other cases, [A/G] admits a full exceptional collection. The coarse quotient is
Sym?(P') ~ P2,

If k = 2, there are 5 conjugacy classes, whose fixed loci and centralizers are as given
in Table 3.

Representative g = A% C(g) Ag
(1,1,1) A G P2
(-L-LD)  EPIxEQR G E[2]
-1 1,1) E2] x E (-1,1,1),(=1,-1,1)) E[2] x P!
(1.1,0) E ((1,1,0),(=1,=1,1)) P!
(1,-1,0) E[2] (1,-1,0)) E[2]

Table 3. Conjugacy classes, fixed loci, and centralizers for k = 2

Thus we have

DI[A/G] = (D(P?), DPY),..., D[P, D(pt),.... D(pt)).

5 copies 8 copies

With a similar computation, we find the orbifold semiorthogonal decomposition in
the other cases. For k = 3 there are 9 conjugacy classes. The corresponding orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition has one two-dimensional component, 3 one-dimensional
components, and 5 zero-dimensional components,

D[A/G] = (D(P?), D(PY), ..., D[P, D(pL),...,D(pL)).

7 copies 21 copies
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For k = 4 there are 14 conjugacy classes. The corresponding orbifold semiorthogonal
decomposition has one two-dimensional component, 4 one-dimensional components, and
9 zero-dimensional components,

D[4/G] = (D(P?),D(P'),..., D[P, D(pY), ..., D(pV)).

6 copies 33 copies

For k = 6 there are 27 conjugacy classes. The corresponding orbifold semiorthogonal
decomposition has one two-dimensional component, 6 one-dimensional components, and
20 zero-dimensional components,

DI[A/G] = (D(P?), D(PY),..., D[P, D(pt),.... D(pt)).

7 copies 26 copies

For type (B) we have the following.

Example 6.2. Let E be an elliptic curve, and let A be the Abelian surface defined by
X1 + X2 + x3 = 0 in E3. Identify A with E? by eliminating the variable x3. Then, S3
acts on E2 by permuting variables, and we consider [E2/S3]. The quotient is P2 by the
classification [1, Theorem 1.1]. The group S5 acts on T, (E?) by

(1,2):(? (1)) (1,2,3):((1) j)

The conjugacy class corresponding to (1, 2) fixes the diagonal A C E x E =~ A. The
conjugacy class corresponding to (1, 2, 3) fixes the anti-diagonal copy of the three-torsion
subgroup E[3]. The centralizer of (1,2) is {((1,2)), and similarly C((1,2,3)) = {(1,2,3)).
Then, the centralizers act trivially on the fixed loci. By Theorem 5.3, there is an orbifold
semiorthogonal decomposition of the form

DIE?/S3] = (D(P?), D(E), D(E[3))).
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