arXiv:2108.03345v3 [math.AG] 1 Nov 2022

TATE RESOLUTIONS ON TORIC VARIETIES

MICHAEL K. BROWN AND DANIEL ERMAN

Abstract. We develop an analogue of Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer’s Tate resolutions for toric varieties. Our construction, which is given by a noncommutative analogue of a Fourier- Mukai transform, works quite generally and provides a new perspective on the relationship between Tate resolutions and Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal. We also develop a Beilinson-type resolution of the diagonal for toric varieties.

1. Introduction

Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer’s Tate resolutions are a powerful tool in the study of sheaves on projective space [EFS03], closely connected with both the BGG correspondence [BGG78] and Beilinson monads [Bei78] and with many applications to commutative algebra, algebraic geometry, and computation [AFO17, AR06, BEKS12, CM08, CT06, DE02, ES03, ES09, ES13, EPSW02,ESS21,Flø15,FKO18,Sch22]. The main goal of this paper is to develop an analogue of Tate resolutions over projective toric varieties. It is reasonable to wonder whether such a theory should even exist, as other related homological features of P^n–such as the existence of full, strongly exceptional collections of line bundles–do not extend to all projective toric varieties [HP06]. Indeed, key aspects of Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer’s approach to Tate resolutions over P^n simply do not generalize to other toric varieties.

We therefore give a totally new construction of Tate resolutions, based on a noncommutative analogue of a Fourier-Mukai transform. Our toric Tate resolutions exhibit both the known features of Tate resolutions on P^n and subtle new behavior, such as exactness properties that are parametrized by the combinatorics of the toric variety. The Tate resolutions we obtain over P^n recover the original notion of [EFS03], though our construction is novel even in this case, yielding new proofs of the main results in [EFS03] and clarifying the relationship between Tate resolutions and Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal. We also construct a toric analogue of Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal, generalizing a result of [CK08] and yielding an analogue of Beilinson monads in the toric setting.

Throughout the introduction, X denotes a smooth projective toric variety over a field k, and S = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] denotes the Cox ring of X, graded by the divisor class group Cl(X).^1 Tate resolutions are a geometric manifestation of the Koszul duality between a polynomial ring and an exterior algebra, which is often called the Bernstein-Gel’fand-Gel’fand (BGG) correspondence. We briefly recall a multigraded version of the BGG correspondence. Let E = Λ_k(e_0, . . . , e_n), equipped with the Cl(X) ⊕ Z-grading where deg(e_i) = (− deg(x_i); −1). The

The first author was supported by NSF-RTG grant 1502553. The second author was supported by NSF grants DMS-1601619 and DMS-1902123.

1The smoothness assumption on X can be removed throughout at the cost of working with an associated toric stack, rather than a toric variety, and our main results are proven in this level of generality. This is a fairly secondary point, so we stick to the smooth case in the rest of the introduction, unless otherwise noted. 1

Koszul duality between S and E takes the form of an adjunction L: DM(E) ⇆ Com(S) : R, where Com(S) is the category of complexes of Cl(X)-graded S-modules, and DM(E) is the category of differential E-modules, i.e. E-modules equipped with a square 0 endomorphism of degree (0; −1) [Bar07, HHW12]. See §2 for details.

In [EFS03], the Tate resolution functor T: Coh(P^n) → Com(E) is introduced as a geometric refinement of the (standard graded) BGG functor R. Tate resolutions provide an explicit link between the BGG correspondence and Beilinson monads, and they lead to an efficient algorithm for computing sheaf cohomology [DE02], among many other applications. Our main goal is to extend the theory of Tate resolutions to more general toric varieties.

Our construction of toric Tate resolutions differs significantly from that of [EFS03]. First, as in the multigraded BGG correspondence, toric Tate resolutions are differential E-modules, rather than complexes. Second, the previous constructions of Tate resolutions simply do not extend to the general toric setting; see Remark 3.9 for just one problem that arises. Instead, we build toric Tate resolutions via a Fourier-Mukai transform associated to the diagram

X × “ Spec(E)”

π_1

xxqqq qqq qqq qqq π_2

((QQQ

QQQQ

QQQQ QQ X “ Spec(E)”.

Of course, this diagram doesn’t fully make sense: E is a noncommutative ring, and so “Spec(E)” is not well-defined. But, one may define the toric Tate resolution functor T via the corresponding categorical diagram

(1.1) Coh(X_E)^{−⊗K} // DM(X_E) Rπ_{2∗} &&MM MMM MMM MM Coh(X)^T //

π^∗_1

88qq qqq qqq qq K_{DM}(E).

Here, Coh(X_E ) (resp. DM(X_E )) is the category of coherent (resp. differential) O_X -E bimodules, K_{DM}(E) is the homotopy category of differential E-modules, and the object K is a Koszul complex; see §3.2 for a full explanation of the categories and functors in (1.1).

Our main result shows that toric Tate resolutions have properties analogous to those over P^n (see Theorem 3.3 for a statement including the nonsmooth case):

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a smooth, projective toric variety with Cox ring S, and let E be the Cl(X) ⊕ Z-graded Koszul dual exterior algebra of S, as in the multigraded BGG correspondence. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X. The Tate resolution T(F), defined as in (1.1), has the following properties:

(1) T(F) is a minimal, exact, free differential E-module.

(2) The Tate resolution encodes the sheaf cohomology groups of F: more precisely, for any a ∈ Cl(X) and j ∈ Z, we have H^j(X, F(a)) = Hom_E (k, T(F))_{(a;−j)}.

(3) Let B denote the irrelevant ideal of X, and let M be a Cl(X)-graded S-module such that ~M = F. Assume H^0_B (M) = 0. The injective map M → ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H 0(X, F(a)) induces an embedding R(M) → T(F) of differential E-modules.

Theorem 1.1 shows that our toric Tate resolutions have the same key characteristics as those of [EFS03]. There is a categorical shift to differential modules, but when X = P^n, the 2

“folding” and “unfolding” functors from §2.1 recover the original results. For toric varieties other than P^n, Tate resolutions also have rich, new structures; the reader may want to look to §3.4, where several examples of toric Tate resolutions are worked out in detail.

Moreover, our Fourier-Mukai construction provides an independent–and conceptually quite different–proof of the main results on Tate resolutions from [EFS03]. For instance, Eisenbud- Fløystad-Schreyer’s proof of Theorem 1.1(2) over P^n relies upon their theory of the linear part of a free complex, as developed in [EFS03, §3]; by contrast, Theorem 1.1(2) is an elementary consequence of our construction. Our work also reveals a deeper connection between Tate resolutions and Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal: when X = P^n, the Fourier-Mukai kernel K “lifts” Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal from P^n × P^n to “P^n × E”. See §3.3 for details, and see §5 for how this generalizes to other toric varieties.

The toric variety X is determined by its Cox ring S and its irrelevant ideal. Since the Tate resolution is a fundamentally geometric object, it is natural to ask: how is the irrelevant ideal of X reflected in the properties of toric Tate resolutions? Our next result provides the answer, demonstrating a phenomenon that was not present on P^n. To state the result, we need the following definition: if I ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , n}, we set P_I := ⟨x_i : i ∈ I⟩ ⊆ S, and we say that I is irrelevant if P_I contains the irrelevant ideal of X.

Theorem 1.2 (Exactness properties). Let I ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , n}, and let E_I = E/⟨e_i : i /∈ I⟩. If I is an irrelevant subset, then, for any coherent sheaf F on X, T(F) ⊗_E E_I is exact.

Thus, not only are Tate resolutions exact, but this exactness is robust and nuanced. For instance, if X is the blowup of P^1 × P^1 at a torus fixed point, then the irrelevant ideal is

⟨x_0, x_2⟩ ∩ ⟨x_1, x_3⟩ ∩ ⟨x_2, x_4⟩ ∩ ⟨x_0, x_3⟩ ∩ ⟨x_1, x_4⟩.

The theorem says that any Tate resolution T(F) for a sheaf on X will remain exact even if we restrict the differential to just the variables {e_0, e_2}, or to just {e_1, e_3}, and so on. This result highlights the fact that Tate resolutions depend not just on the Cox ring of X, but also on the combinatorics of the irrelevant ideal; the examples in §3.4 illustrate this point in some detail. These exactness properties are invisible over P^n, as there are no nontrivial irrelevant subsets of {0, 1, . . . , n} in that case. However, a precursor to this result can be found in the “exact strands” result from [EES15, §3] for products of projective spaces.

A main result of [EFS03] is that a coherent sheaf on P^n can be completely recovered from its Tate resolution [EFS03, Theorem 6.1]. We generalize this to toric varieties in Corollary 5.2. En route to this result, we develop a toric analogue of Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal in Theorem 4.1. Our resolution of the diagonal is based on a fairly simple idea. Let S^′ = k[x_0, . . . , x_n, y_0, . . . , y_n] be the Cox ring of X × X. The image of the diagonal embedding X → X × X is essentially the locus where “x_i = y_i” for all i, though those equations are not homogeneous and hence do not yield well-defined equations on X × X. However, we can force these equationsfan to be homogeneous by imposing them not on S^′ itself, but on a certain S^′-module. This recovers a result of [CK08] and has implications for the study of derived categories of toric varieties and virtual resolutions in multigraded commutative algebra; see also Conjecture 7.2 and the surrounding discussion.

Overview. In §2, we discuss the multigraded BGG correspondence in detail. While many of the results in this section are known, some key results, like Proposition 2.11, are new. In §3, we introduce our construction of the toric Tate resolution, and we prove Theorems 1.1 and 3

1.2. In §4, we construct our toric resolution of the diagonal, and we explain in §5 how one can recover a sheaf from its toric Tate resolution. As an application of our results, we give in §6 an interpretation of the bounded derived category of a weighted projective stack in terms of its Koszul dual exterior algebra. Finally, we discuss some questions and conjectures in §7. We provide in Appendix A some background on the notion of a “positively” multigraded ring, and Appendix B is a collection of necessary technical results on differential modules.

Acknowledgements. Many ideas in this paper had origins in joint conversations with David Eisenbud and Frank-Olaf Schreyer, and we are tremendously grateful for their generous insights. This project evolved over several years, and along the way we benefited from conversations with many researchers including: Christine Berkesch, Juliette Bruce, Lauren Cranton Heller, Milena Hering, Lutz Hille, Srikanth Iyengar, Brian Lehmann, Diane Maclagan, Steven V Sam, Mahrud Sayrafi, Gregory G. Smith, Hal Schenck, Mike Stillman, and Mark Walker. The computer algebra system Macaulay2 [M2] provided valuable assistance. Finally, we thank the anonymous referees for their careful reading and their many suggestions that have improved this paper.

2. The multigraded BGG correspondence

We recall the multigraded BGG correspondence discussed in the introduction, and we prove a number of related results. Throughout this section, S denotes a polynomial ring k[x_0, . . . , x_n] that is positively graded by some abelian group A (Definition A.1). In particular, S may be the Cox ring of a projective toric variety (Example A.2). As in the introduction, we let E = Λ_k(e_0, . . . , e_n), equipped with the A ⊕ Z-grading given by deg(e_i) = (− deg(x_i); −1). We call the Z-grading on E the auxiliary grading.

Conventions 2.1. Throughout the paper, all E-modules are right modules. However, since E is graded commutative (with respect to the auxiliary grading), any right E-module M can be considered as a left E-module. In detail: the left E-action on a right E-module M is given by em = (−1)^{aux(e) aux(m)}me, where aux(−) denotes the degree in the auxiliary grading. Given a graded ring R, we let Hom_R(−, −) denote the internal Hom in the category of graded R-modules.

2.1. Differential E-modules.

Definition 2.2. A differential E-module is an A⊕Z-graded right E-module D equipped with a degree (0; −1) endomorphism ∂ such that ∂^2 = 0. We restrict attention to differentials with this particular degree because they are the only ones that will arise in our work. See [BE21] for a more general treatment of differential modules.^2 We have ∂(de) = ∂(d)e for all d ∈ D and e ∈ E; bearing in mind Conventions 2.1, we also have ∂(ed) = (−1)^{aux(e)}e∂(d).

A morphism D → D^′ of differential E-modules is a degree 0 map f : D → D^′ satisfying f∂ = ∂^′f. Let DM(E) denote the category of differential E-modules. The homology of an object D ∈ DM(E) is the subquotient ker(∂ : D → D(0; −1)/ im(∂ : D(0; 1) → D), denoted H(D). A morphism in DM(E) is a quasi-isomorphism if it induces an isomorphism on homology. A homotopy of morphisms f, f^′ : D → D^′ in DM(E) is a morphism h: D →

2Differential modules also appear in Rouquier’s analogue of the BGG correspondence for non-graded polynomial and exterior algebras in [Rou06, Section 4]. 4

D^′(0; 1) of E-modules such that f − f^′ = h∂ + ∂^′h. The mapping cone of a morphism

f : D → D^′ in DM(E) is the module D^′ ⊕D(0, −1) equipped with the differential ( ∂^′ f 0 −∂ ) . Remark 2.3. The ring E may be considered as an A-graded dg k-algebra with trivial differential and homological grading induced by the auxiliary Z-grading. The category DM(E) is equivalent (in fact, isomorphic) to the category of dg-modules over this dg-algebra. This is the perspective taken in the proof of the multigraded BGG correspondence in [HHW12]. We use differential modules because they are more amenable to computing in Macaulay2.

Yet another way of thinking of the category DM(E) is as follows. Let Com_{per}(E) denote the category of complexes of E-modules of the form · · · → N(0; 1)^∂−→ N^∂−→ N(0; −1) → · · · , where the differentials are all identical. A morphism is a chain map that is the same in each homological degree. There is an equivalence (in fact, isomorphism) of categories Ex : DM(E)^≃−→ Com_{per}(E) that sends a differential module (D, ∂) to the complex

Ex(D) = (· · · → D(0; 1)^∂−→ D^∂−→ D(0; −1) → · · · ).

We call Ex(D) the expansion of D, following the terminology in [ABI07].

Definition 2.4. The derived category of differential E-modules D_{DM}(E) is obtained by inverting quasi-isomorphisms in DM(E). The category D_{DM}(E) is triangulated, with shift functor given by D[1] = D(0; 1); to prove this, one may use the identification between differential E-modules and dg-modules over a certain dg-algebra explained in Remark 2.3. The bounded derived category of differential E-modules D^b_{DM}(E) is the subcategory of D_{DM}(E) given by objects with finitely generated homology. Denote by D^{fg}_{DM}(E) the subcategory of D^b_{DM}(E) given by objects whose underlying module is finitely generated.

Proposition 2.5. The inclusion D^{fg}_{DM}(E) → D^b_{DM}(E) is an equivalence.

Proof. Let D ∈ D^b_{DM}(E). Since S is positively A-graded, E is as well; choose a positive A-grading on E, as in Appendix A. For the rest of this proof, we will consider E as a nonnegatively Z-graded k-algebra and D as a Z-graded E-module; notice that the differential on D is degree 0 with respect to this grading. By [BE21, Theorem 1.3(b)], D admits a free resolution F such that dim_k F_j < ∞ for all j, and F_j = 0 for j ≪ 0. Choose N ≫ 0 such that the homology of F lives in degrees < N. Let F^′ be the E-submodule of F generated by the elements of degree < N. The submodule F^′ is finitely generated, and it is in fact a differential submodule of F , since the differential on F is degree 0. Finally, observe that the inclusion F^′ → F is a quasi-isomorphism. □

Definition 2.6 (Folding and unfolding differential modules). Suppose S is equipped with the standard grading, i.e. deg(x_i) = 1 for all i. Denote by Com(E) the category of complexes of Z-graded E-modules. The folding functor Fold: Com(E) → DM(E) is given by (· · · → C_j^{∂C}−→ C_{j−1} → · · · ) → ( ⨁ j∈Z C_j(0; −j), ∂_C ). Here, we think of each Z-graded module C_j as

Z × Z-graded by setting (C_j)_{(a,b)} = { (C_j)_a a = b, 0 a ≠ b. Going the other direction, if D ∈ DM(E), set D_j = {d ∈ D : deg(d) = (a; i), where i − a = j}. Notice that the D_j are E-modules. Since ∂_D is a map from D to D(0; −1), ∂_D induces a map from D_j to D_{j−1} for all j. Note that any Z × Z-graded E-module M can 5

be considered as a Z-graded E-module with components M_a = ⨁ i∈Z M_{(a;i)}. The unfolding functor Unfold: DM(E) → Com(E) is given by D → (· · ·^{∂D}−→ D_j^{∂D}−→ D_{j−1}^{∂D}−→ · · · ).

One easily verifies that the functors Fold and Unfold are inverse equivalences.

2.2. The multigraded BGG functors. Let Com(S) denote the category of complexes of A-graded S-modules. We begin by defining the BGG functors L : DM(E) ⇆ Com(S) : R. Given D ∈ DM(E), the complex L(D) has terms and differential given by:

L(D)_j = ⨁ a∈A S(−a) ⊗_k D_{(a;j)} and s ⊗ d → ( n∑ i=0 x_is ⊗ e_id) − s ⊗ ∂_D(d). Here, while D is a right E-module, the e_i act on d on the left via the formula in Conventions 2.1. Let ω_E denote the E-module Hom_k(E, k) ∼= E(− ∑_n i=0 deg(x_i); −n − 1). Given C ∈ Com(S), the object R(C) ∈ DM(E) has underlying E-module and differential ⨁ j∈Z ⨁ a∈A (C_j)_a ⊗_k ω_E(−a; −j) and c ⊗ f → (−1)^j( n∑ i=0 x_ic ⊗ e_if) + ∂_C (c) ⊗ f, where we have assumed that c lies in C_j. The following Theorem follows from work of Hawwa-Hoffman-Wang [HHW12]:

Theorem 2.7. The functors L and R satisfy the following.

(a) The functor L is left adjoint to R, and both L and R are exact. (b) Let C ∈ Com(S) and D ∈ DM(E). The unit and counit of adjunction give quasiisomorphisms D^≃−→ RL(D) and LR(C)^≃−→ C.

(c) The functors L and R induce an equivalence D_{DM}(E) ≃ D(S).

Example 2.8. Given pairwise relatively prime positive integers w_0, . . . , w_n, the weighted projective stack P(w_0, . . . , w_n) is the stack quotient of A^{n+1} \{0} by the G_m -action t·(a_0, . . . , a_n) = (t^{w0} a_0, . . . , t^{wn} a_n) (cf. [AH11, Definition 2.1.1]). Say S = k[x_0, x_1, x_2] is equipped with the Z-grading given by deg(x_0) = 1 = deg(x_1) and deg(x_2) = 2. Geometrically, S is the Cox ring of the weighted projective stack P(1, 1, 2). The differential module R(S) is infinitely generated, and the degrees of its generators correspond to the degrees i ∈ Z such that S_i ≠ 0. It has the form:

ω_E // ** ω_E(−1; 0)^{⊕2} // 55 ω_E(−2; 0)^{⊕4} // . . . .

As bases, we choose the monomials {1}, {x_0, x_1} and {x^2_0, x_0x_1, x^2_1, x_2}. The horizontal arrows are multiplication by e_0 and e_1, and the curved arrows are multiplication by e_2; for instance, ω_E maps to ω_E (−1; 0)^{⊕2} via (e_0, e_1)^t and to ω_E(−2; 0)^{⊕4} via (0, 0, 0, e_2)^t.

Remarks 2.9. We highlight the following observations:

(1) Given C ∈ Com(S), it can be helpful to interpret R(C) as the totalization of a bicomplex. Form a bicomplex with q^{th} row given by

· · · ← R(C_q)(0; −1)^{(−1)q} ∑_n i=0 x_i⊗e_i ←−−−−−−−−−− R(C_q)^{(−1)q} ∑_n i=0 x_i⊗e_i ←−−−−−−−−−− R(C_q)(0; 1) ← · · · 6

and vertical differentials induced by ∂_C . Notice that the q^{th} row is the expansion of

R(C_q), up to a sign on the differential (see Remark 2.3). Totalizing this bicomplex

gives an object in Com_{per}(E); applying the inverse of the expansion functor gives the

differential module R(C). Notice that the homological grading on C plays a crucial

role here; for this reason, the functor L is not given by the totalization of a bicomplex.

(2) When deg(x_i) = 1 for all i, the multigraded BGG functors are essentially the same as

the original ones from [EFS03]. More precisely: letting L_{classical} and R_{classical} denote

the original BGG functors over P^n, and using the notation of Definition 2.6, we have

R = Fold ∘R_{classical} and L = L_{classical} ∘ Unfold .

(3) Given a graded S-module M, the object R(M) in DM(E) is an injective coflag, which

is like an injective resolution in the setting of differential modules; see Definition B.1.

(4) One could define similar functors between Com(E) and DM(S) or between DM(E)

and DM(S). However, our primary interest is in complexes of S-modules, and so it

is natural (for us) to preserve the homological grading on the S-module side.

Example 2.10. Let X = F_3 be the Hirzebruch surface of type 3. Let S = k[x_0, x_1, x_2, x_3]

be its Cox ring, where the Cl(X) = Z^{⊕2}-grading is given by deg(x_0) = (1, 0), deg(x_1) =

(−3, 1), deg(x_2) = (1, 0), and deg(x_3) = (0, 1). The degrees of the generators of R(S) corre-

spond to the degrees of the effective cone of X, as illustrated by the shaded region below:

Focusing on the free summands of R(S) corresponding to the degrees marked with black

dots, we get the diagram in (2.1) below. The twists in the auxiliary grading are all 0, so we

have omitted them. The arrows indicate the effect of the differential:

(2.1) .. . . . . . . . . .

ωE (3, −1) //

OO

ωE (2, −1)^{⊕2}

OO

// ω_E (1, −1)⊕3

OO

// ω_E (0, −1)⊕5

OO

// llYYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY

YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYY ωE (−1, −1)^{⊕7}

OO

// llYYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY Y · · · llYYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YY

0 0 0 ωE

OO

// llYYYYYYYY YYYYYYYY YYYYYYYY YYYYYYYY YYYYYYYY YY ωE (−1, 0)^{⊕2}

OO

// llZZZZZZZZ ZZZZZZZZ ZZZZZZZZ ZZZZZZZZ ZZZZZZZ · · · llYYYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYYYYY YYYY

For instance, if we choose the monomials in S as generators for the free module R(S), then

the differential sends ω_E to: ω_E (3, −1) via e_1, to a summand of ω_E(0, −1)^{⊕5} via e_3; and to

ω_E(−1, 0)^{⊕2} via the column vector (e_0, e_2)^t.

The following calculation of the homology of the functors L and R extends [EFS03, Propo-

sition 2.3]. See Appendix B.2 for the definitions of tensor product, internal Hom, and Ext

for differential modules used in the statement of this result and its proof.

Proposition 2.11. Let C ∈ Com(S) and D ∈ DM(E). Assume D is finitely generated as an E-module. We have

(a) H(R(C))_{(a;j)} = Tor^S_j (C, k)_a, and (b) H_j(L(D))_a = Ext^{DM}_E (k, D)_{(a;j)}.

Proof. We can view the Koszul complex K on the variables of S as the complex of A-graded S-modules with j^{th} term ⨁ d∈A S(−d) ⊗_k (ω_E)_{(d;j)} and differential given by multiplication on the left by ∑_n i=0 x_i ⊗ e_i. We have

R(C)_{(a;j)} = ⨁ i∈Z ⨁ d∈A (C_i)_d ⊗_k (ω_E )_{(−d+a;j−i)} ∼= ( ⨁ i∈Z C_i ⊗_S K_{j−i})_a = ((C ⊗_S K)_j )_a.

Thus, R(C) ∼= C ⊗_S K as A ⊕ Z-graded k-vector spaces. Moreover, this isomorphism preserves the differentials; this proves (a). As for (b), setting w = ∑_n i=0 deg(x_i), we have

(L(D)_j)_a = ⨁ d∈A S_{−d} ⊗_k D_{(d+a;j)} σ−→ ⨁ d∈A S_{−d} ⊗_k (ω_E(d + w; n + 1) ⊗_E D)_{(a;j)} = (R(S(w)[n + 1]) ⊗^{DM}_E D)_{(a;j)},

where the k-linear isomorphism σ sends s ⊗ d to (−1)^{n|s|+j}s ⊗ (x_0 · · · x_n) ⊗ d. Here, |s| denotes the degree of s in the standard grading on S, and x_0 · · · x_n is the element of ω_E dual to e_0 · · · e_n ∈ E. This gives an isomorphism L(D) ∼= R(S(w)[n + 1]) ⊗^{DM}_E D of A ⊕ Z-graded k-vector spaces that preserves the differentials.

Given N ∈ DM(E), let N^∨ = Hom^{DM}_E (N, E). Since D is finitely generated, we have an isomorphism (R(S(w)[n + 1]) ⊗^{DM}_E D)_{(a;j)} ∼= Hom^{DM}_E (R(S(−w)[n + 1])^∨, D)_{(a;j)} in DM(E). Note that R(S(−w)[n+1])^∨ is a free resolution (in the sense of Definition B.1) of the residue field k, considered as an object in DM(E) with trivial differential. This proves (b). □

Remark 2.12. In the above proof, the finitely generated assumption is used when pulling a direct sum out of the first component of Hom. This subtlety does not arise in [EFS03], due to the presence of the homological grading.

Corollary 2.13. Let C ∈ Com(S). If C is bounded, and each term of C is finitely generated, then dim_k H(R(C)) < ∞.

Corollary 2.14. The equivalence D_{DM}(E) ≃ D(S) induced by L and R in Theorem 2.7(c) restricts to an equivalence D^b_{DM}(E) ≃ D^b(S).

Proof. Immediate from Proposition 2.5 and Corollary 2.13. □

We next observe that a multigraded generalization of Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer’s Reciprocity Theorem [EFS03, Theorem 3.7(a)] follows immediately from Theorem 2.7:

Theorem 2.15. Let S be a positively graded polynomial ring over k, and let E denote its Koszul dual exterior algebra. Let M be a finitely generated S-module and N a finitely generated E-module. The complex L(N) is a free resolution of M if and only if the differential module R(M) is an injective resolution of N (see Definition B.1 for the notion of an injective resolution of a differential module). 8

Proof. If there is a quasi-isomorphism L(N)^≃−→ M, then, since R is exact (Theorem 2.7(a)), we have a quasi-isomorphism RL(N)^≃−→ R(M). Composing with the quasi-isomorphism N^≃−→ RL(N) from Theorem 2.7(b) gives a quasi-isomorphism N^≃−→ R(M). Since R(M) is an injective coflag (Remarks 2.9(3)), N^≃−→ R(M) is an injective resolution. The converse is similar. □

Remark 2.16. A main emphasis of [EFS03] is the relationship between BGG and linear complexes over polynomial and exterior algebras [EFS03, Section 3]. While some of this theory extends naturally to the multigraded setting, there are also significant distinctions; we explore this in detail in our follow-up papers [BE22,BE]. For instance, one of the fundamental facts used by Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer in their construction of Tate resolutions for P^n is that, for any finitely generated module M and any d ≫ 0, the minimal free resolution of the truncated module M_{≥d} is linear, in the sense that it is of the form L(N) for some E-module N [EFS03, §4]. A similar fact plays a key role in Eisenbud-Erman-Schreyer’s construction for products of projective spaces [EES15, Proof of Corollary 1.14]. However, this fundamentally fails to hold for more general toric varieties, motivating the need for a new approach to constructing Tate resolutions. For instance, let S be the Cox ring of a Hirzebruch surface of type 3, with notation as in Example 2.10. Consider M = S/(x_3 − x^3_0x_1, x_2). For any d = (d_1, d_2) with d_1, d_2 ≥ 0, the minimal free resolution of M_{≥d} is a twist of the Koszul complex on x_3 − x^3_0x_1 and x_2, which is not of the form L(N) for any E-module N.

3. Tate resolutions on toric stacks

In this section, we extend the notion of a Tate resolution from P^n to more general toric varieties, and we prove (a generalization of) Theorem 1.1. We recall some background on toric stacks in §3.1, prove our main results in §3.2, examine a connection to Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal in §3.3, and discuss a number of examples in §3.4.

Let us start by briefly recalling Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer’s approach to defining the Tate resolution in [EFS03] and how it differs from ours. Their definition of the Tate resolution of a sheaf F over P^n is as follows: write F = ~M for some S-module M. By [EFS03, Corollary 2.4], when d is at least the Castelnuovo–Mumford regularity reg(M), there is a quasi-isomorphism H_d(R_{classical}(M_{≥d}))^≃−→ R_{classical}(M_{≥d}).^3 Letting F be the minimal free resolution of this d^{th} homology module, they define the Tate resolution T(F) to be the mapping cone of the composition F^≃−→ R_{classical}(M_{≥d}).

Attempting to adapt this recipe to the toric setting raises significant challenges. First, applying R to “high” truncations of modules need not yield a differential module that is quasi-isomorphic to its homology; see Remark 3.9. While one could use the theory of [BE21] to resolve the entire differential module R(M) (in the sense of Definition B.1), rather than the homology of R(M_{≥d}) for some d, this raises further complications for adapting the arguments of [EFS03], which often make use of the fact that the resolution of M_{≥d} has the form L(P ) for some module P . There is also a second, more fundamental complication: over a projective toric variety X with Cl(X) ≇ Z, taking a minimal free resolution of R(M) is a purely algebraic construction that cannot differentiate between toric varieties with the

3Recall that R_{classical} denotes the functor whose output is a complex of E-modules, as opposed to a differential E-module. It thus makes sense to discuss the d^{th} homology module of R_{classical}(M_{≥d}). 9

same Cox ring. Thus, any construction of T(~M) from R(M) must incorporate features of the irrelevant ideal; this is not an issue on P^n. And finally, even if one produced such a construction, verifying the properties in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 would require nontrivial arguments, as it did in both [EFS03] and [EES15].

We therefore use an approach to Tate resolutions that is fundamentally different from that of [EFS03]. The central novelty is the introduction of a noncommutative analogue of a Fourier–Mukai transform that we use to construct Tate resolutions in great generality and that easily implies Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

3.1. Setup. Let N be a finitely generated free abelian group and Σ a rational fan inside N ⊗_ZQ. We will write X = X_Σ for the toric variety determined by Σ. Let Σ(1) = {ρ_0, . . . ρ_n} denote the rays of Σ, and let S = k[x_i : ρ_i ∈ Σ(1)] denote the Cox ring of Σ. The Cox ring S is equipped with a natural Cl(X)-grading. The irrelevant ideal of Σ is the ideal B = ⟨ ∏ ρ_i⊈σ xi : σ ∈ Σ⟩ of S. The variety Z := Spec(S) \ V (B) admits an action by a torus

G. Taking the stack quotient by this action gives the toric stack X = X_Σ := [Z/G]. If X is smooth, then X = X and we need not worry about the stack. When X is singular, we will generally apply adjectives to X that could be applied to X or Σ. For instance, we say X is simplicial (resp. projective) if X is simplicial (resp. projective).

When X is singular, it turns out that the stack X is more closely connected to the BGG correspondence, Tate resolutions, and other topics considered in this paper. This aligns with a common philosophy: sheaves are often better behaved on a stack quotient (like X ) than on a GIT quotient (like X). There are many examples of this in the toric setting, e.g. [AKO08, BFK19, BH06, Can06, CK08, GS15, Smi11].

While we do not require our toric stacks to be simplicial in this paper, we note that such stacks have particularly nice properties (see [BCS05]): if k = C and X is simplicial, then X is Deligne-Mumford, and the canonical map π : X → X exhibits X as a good moduli scheme, in the sense of [Alp13, Section 1.2]. This implies, for instance, that π_∗ is exact on quasi-coherent sheaves, allowing cohomology computations to pass from X to X.

Notation 3.1. If X is a toric stack, then X will denote the corresponding variety.

Remark 3.2. It would be interesting to develop the theory of toric Tate resolutions in greater generality, by considering, for example, the more general toric Deligne-Mumford stacks studied by Borisov-Chen-Smith and Fantechi-Mann-Nironi [BCS05,FMN10], the extended stacky fans introduced by Jiang [Jia08], or the toric Artin stacks of Geraschenko-Satriano [GS15]. We do not pursue these routes in detail.

3.2. Main results. The goal of this section is to prove the following result, which combines and generalizes Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In part (4) of the Theorem, the notion of an irrelevant subset I of {0, . . . , n} and the notation E_I are as introduced in and above Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a projective toric stack, and let F be a coherent sheaf on X . There exists T(F) ∈ DM(E) with the following properties:

(1) T(F) is a minimal, exact, free differential E-module.

(2) The Tate resolution encodes the sheaf cohomology groups of F: more precisely, for any a ∈ Cl(X) and j ∈ Z we have H^j(X, F(a)) = Hom_E (k, T(F))_{(a;−j)}. 10

(3) Let B denote the irrelevant ideal of X , and let M be a Cl(X)-graded S-module such that ~M = F. Assume H^0_B (M) = 0. The injective map M → ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H 0(X, F(a)) induces an embedding R(M) → T(F) of differential E-modules.

(4) Let I ⊆ {0, . . . , n}. If I is irrelevant, then T(F) ⊗_E E_I is exact.

We call T(F) the Tate resolution of F, though as we will see, saying “the” Tate resolution is an abuse of terminology, because our construction is only well-defined up to homotopy equivalence. We construct toric Tate resolutions via a “noncommutative Fourier- Mukai transform” involving X and the exterior algebra E. That is, we will define a functor Φ_K : Coh(X ) → DM(E) via the following diagram:

(3.1) Coh(X_E)^{−⊗DMK} // DM(X_E ) Rπ_{2∗} &&LL LLL LLL LL Coh(X )^{ΦK} //

π^∗_1

88rr rrr rrr rr DM(E). Let us start by defining the categories in (3.1). Loosely speaking, the category Coh(X_E ) has objects given by O_X -E bimodules that are Cl(X)⊕Z-graded as E-modules and coherent as O_X -modules, and the category DM(X_E ) has objects given by O_X -E bimodules that are equipped with a Cl(X) ⊕ Z-grading as E-modules and a square 0 endomorphism of degree (0; −1) with respect to the grading on E. More precisely, these categories are defined as follows. We note first that, since X is the quotient stack [Z/G], where Z and G are as in §3.1, O_X -modules may be identified with G-equivariant O_Z -modules.

Definition 3.4. A G-equivariant O_Z -module E is an O_X -E bimodule if, for each open set U ⊆ Z, Γ(U, E) has the structure of a Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X) ⊕ Z-graded S-E bimodule such that (1) the first Cl(X)-grading on Γ(U, E) is associated to its S-module structure, and the complementary Cl(X) ⊕ Z-grading makes it a graded E-module;

(2) the restriction maps for E are morphisms of bimodules; and (3) the E-actions on each Γ(U, E) are G-equivariant, which in this case just means that the actions of the exterior variables e_i on each Γ(U, E) are homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to the Cl(X)-grading associated to the S-module structure.

We say an O_X -E bimodule is coherent if it is so as an O_Z -module; Coh(X_E) is the category of coherent O_X -E bimodules. A differential O_X -E bimodule is an O_X -E-bimodule equipped with a square zero O_Z -linear endomorphism that is G-equivariant (i.e. homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to the Cl(X)-grading associated to the S-module structure) and that makes each Γ(U, E) a degree (0; −1) differential E-module, i.e. an object in DM(E). DM(X_E ) is the category of differential O_X -E bimodules.

As for the functors in Diagram (3.1): π^∗_1 sends a sheaf F ∈ Coh(X ) to F ⊗_k E ∈ Coh(X_E ). The object K ∈ DM(X_E) has underlying G-equivariant O_Z -module given by ⨁ a∈Cl(X) O(a)⊗k ωE (−a; 0) and differential given by multiplication on the left by ∑_n i=0 x_i⊗e_i. The functor Rπ_{2∗} is defined as follows. Let D be an object in DM(X_E) with differential ∂. Here is the basic idea: first, we take the derived global sections of D, thought of as a 1- periodic complex of G-equivariant O_Z -modules. We then observe that the resulting object is a 1-periodic complex of E-modules and therefore determines an object in DM(E). Let us 11

now make this precise. Let C^•_D be the Čech resolution of the G-equivariant O_Z -module D with respect to the G-invariant affine open cover of Z described in [BCS05, Proposition 4.3]. Recall that C^•_D is a complex of Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X) ⊕ Z-graded S-E-bimodules. Let C^{G,•}_D denote the G-invariant subcomplex of C^•_D, i.e. the strand of C^•_D that lies in degrees of the form (0, a; i) ∈ Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X) ⊕ Z. We observe that C^{G,•}_D computes the derived global sections of the G-equivariant O_Z -module D. Consider the bicomplex

· · · C^{G,0}_D (0; −1) oo d_{Čech} fflffl C^{G,0}_D ∂oo d_{Čech} fflffl C^{G,0}_D (0; 1) ∂oo d_{Čech} fflffl · · · oo

· · · C^{G,1}_D (0; −1) oo d_{Čech} fflffl C^{G,1}_D −∂oo d_{Čech} fflffl C^{G,1}_D (0; 1) −∂oo d_{Čech} fflffl · · · oo

. . . . . . Since the E-action on C^•_D is G-equivariant, this is a bicomplex of E-modules. We define Rπ_{2∗}(D) to be the object in DM(E) obtained by totalizing this bicomplex and then applying the equivalence Com_{per}(E)^≃−→ DM(E) from Remark 2.3.

In summary: given F ∈ Coh(X ), Φ_K(F) is given by totalizing the bicomplex

(3.2) · · · ⨁ a∈Cl(X) C G,0 F(a) ⊗k ωE(−a; −1) oo d_{Čech} ⊗1 fflffl

⨁ a∈Cl(X) C G,0 F(a) ⊗k ωE (−a; 0) ∑_n i=0 x_i⊗e_i oo d_{Čech} ⊗1 fflffl · · · oo

· · · ⨁ a∈Cl(X) C G,1 F(a) ⊗k ωE(−a; −1) oo d_{Čech} ⊗1 fflffl ⨁ a∈Cl(X) C G,1 F(a) ⊗k ωE (−a; 0) − ∑_n i=0 x_i⊗e_i oo d_{Čech} ⊗1 fflffl · · · oo

. . . . and then applying the equivalence Com_{per}(E)^≃−→ DM(E) from Remark 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let us write the terms of the bicomplex (3.2) as Y_{i,j}. The columns of this bicomplex split E-linearly; choose an E-linear decomposition Y_{i,j} = B_{i,j} ⊕ H_{i,j} ⊕ L_{i,j} for each i, j such that B_{i,j} ⊕ H_{i,j} = Z^{vert}_{i,j} , where Z^{vert}_{i,j} denotes the vertical cycles in Y_{i,j}. Observe that there is an isomorphism H_{i,j} ∼= ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H −j(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; i). Let σ_H : Y_{•,•} → H_{•,•} and σ_B : Y_{•,•} → B_{•,•} denote the projections, g : L_{•,•}^{∼=}−→ B_{•,•−1} the isomorphism induced by the vertical differential, and π = g^{−1}σ_B . By [EFS03, Lemma 3.5], the object Φ_K(F) ∈ DM(E) is homotopy equivalent to the differential E-module T(F) with underlying module

⨁_{dim X} i=0 ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H i(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; i) and differential given by

∂_{T(F)} = ∑ j≥0 σ_H (d_{hor}π)^jd_{hor},

where d_{hor} is the horizontal differential in the bicomplex (3.2). We make the following observations about the differential ∂_{T(F)}: 12

(i) The j = 0 term of ∂_{T(F)} applied to an element in H^i(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; i) is given by multiplication on the left by (−1)^i ∑_n i=0 x_i ⊗ e_i.

(ii) The j > 0 terms of ∂_{T(F)} decrease the sheaf cohomology degree. That is, given z ∈ H^i(X , F(a))⊗_kω_E(−a; i), the j > 0 terms of ∂_{T(F)} map z to ⨁ ℓ<i H^ℓ(X , F(a))⊗_k ω_E(−a; ℓ − 1). (iii) Combining (i) and (ii), we conclude that, given z ∈ H^0(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; 0), we have ∂_{T(F)}(z) = ( ∑_n i=0 x_i ⊗ e_i) · z.

Since the rows of (3.2) are exact, and its columns are bounded, the differential module Φ_K(F) is exact, and so T(F) is as well. The underlying E-module of T(F) is free, and the minimality of d_{hor} as a morphism of E-modules implies the minimality of ∂_{T(F)}. This proves (1). Part (2) is immediate from our description of the underlying module of T(F). It is also clear that the embedding M → ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H 0(X, F(a)) induces an embedding R(M) → T(F) on underlying E-modules, and (iii) above implies that this is a morphism of differential E-modules; this proves (3). As for (4): let I ⊆ {0, . . . , n} be irrelevant, and let K_I := K ⊗_E E_I . The homology of K_I is just a direct sum of twists of the homology of the Koszul complex on the variables in {x_i : i ∈ I}, so K_I is exact. It follows that, if we tensor the bicomplex (3.2) with E_I , the result has exact rows. Since the columns of this bicomplex are bounded, its totalization is therefore exact, i.e. Φ_K(E)⊗_E E_I is exact. Since Φ_K(F)⊗_E E_I is homotopy equivalent to T(F) ⊗_E E_I , we conclude that T(F) ⊗_E E_I is exact. □

Remark 3.5. Let F ∈ Coh(X ). We may identify the underlying module of T(F) with ⨁_{dim X}

i=0 T_i, where T_i = ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H i(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a, i). By degree considerations, each T_{≤i} = ⨁ j≤i T_j is a differential submodule of T(F), yielding a filtration

T_0 ⊆ T_{≤1} ⊆ · · · ⊆ T_{≤dim(X)} = T(F).

Remark 3.6. Theorem 3.3 has a subtle implication. A theme in research on syzygies is that the geometry of P^n can influence the algebraic properties of graded free resolutions. In the toric situation, where varying the irrelevant ideal can yield different toric varieties/stacks, one can ask which of these geometric objects affects the algebraic properties of modules over the Cox ring? Of course, the answer is: all of them. For example, if X and X^′ have the same Cox ring S, and if M is an S-module, then Theorem 3.3(3) shows that the differential E-module R(M) can be completed to a Tate resolution in distinct ways, each of which imposes constraints on the homology of R(M). Via Proposition 2.11, this shows that the Betti numbers of M are influenced by both X and X^′ and, more generally, by the toric varieties/stacks arising in the Mori chamber decomposition of the effective cone in X.

As one can see from the proof of Theorem 3.3, our construction of the Tate resolution is, a priori, only well-defined up to homotopy equivalence: the differential we get depends on the choices of splittings of the columns of the bicomplex (3.2) that we use in our application of [EFS03, Lemma 3.5]. However, Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 below imply that our construction of the Tate resolution is well-defined up to isomorphism in some special cases. In particular, we will see that our Tate resolutions agree with those of [EFS03, EES15].

We say a toric stack is a generalized weighted projective stack if its associated toric variety is a fake weighted projective space, i.e. a quotient of a weighted projective space by the action of a finite abelian group. We remind the reader that we only consider weighted projective 13

spaces whose weights are pairwise relatively prime. The divisor class group of a fake weighted projective space is isomorphic to Z ⊕ A for some finite abelian group A.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose X is a generalized weighted projective stack, and let F be a coherent sheaf on X . Choose a B-saturated S-module M such that ~M = F. Any differential module T with Properties (1) - (4) in Theorem 3.3 is isomorphic to cone(F^≃−→ R(M)), where F is the minimal free resolution of R(M), in the sense of Definition B.1. In particular, Properties (1) - (4) in Theorem 3.3 determine the Tate resolution of F up to isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the embedding R(M) → T in Theorem 3.3(3). Bearing part (2) of Theorem 3.3 in mind, we conclude that, as a map of E-modules, this embedding may be interpreted as the inclusion R(M) → R(M) ⊕ N, where N =

⨁_{dim X} i=1 ⨁ a∈Cl(X) H i(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; i). By degree considerations, we see that, with respect to this decomposition, the

differential on T has the form ( ∂_R α 0 β ) , and so T is isomorphic to the mapping cone of

a morphism α : (N, −β) → R(M) of differential modules. Notice that (N, −β) is a minimal, free differential E-module. To conclude that (N, −β) is the minimal free resolution of R(M), in the sense of Definition B.1, it suffices to show that (N, −β) is a free flag. Let π be a surjection Cl(X) → Z; note that ker(π) is a finite abelian group. For j ∈ Z, define

N_j = dim X⨁

i=1 ⨁ π(a)≥−j H^i(X , F(a)) ⊗_k ω_E(−a; i). It follows from an analogue of the Serre Vanishing Theorem that N_j = 0 for j ≪ 0. By the minimality of T , the differential maps each N_j to ⨁ ℓ<j N_ℓ. Thus, N = ⨁ N_j is a free flag differential module. The last statement follows from uniqueness of minimal free resolutions of differential modules (see Theorem B.2). □

Corollary 3.8. When X = P^n, we have T = Fold ∘T_{EFS}, where T_{EFS} denotes Eisenbud- Fløystad-Schreyer’s Tate resolution functor, and the functor Fold is as in Definition 2.6.

Proof. Clear from Theorem 3.7 and the relation R = Fold ∘R_{classical} from Remarks 2.9(2). □

Remark 3.9. Suppose X = P^n. As discussed in the beginning of this section, if M is a finitely generated S-module, then R(M_{≥d}) is quasi-isomorphic to its homology when d ≥ reg(M). Thus, the Tate resolution of ~M can be defined by resolving H(R(M_{≥d})), rather than all of R(M_{≥d}); this is the approach taken in [EFS03] and also [EES15] over multiprojective spaces. Unfortunately, this does not work more generally; for instance, one can check that this fails in the example discussed in Remark 2.16, over a Hirzebruch surface of type 3.

It is not always the case that cone(F^≃−→ R(M)), where F is the minimal free resolution of R(M), yields the Tate resolution. For instance, if X = P^1 × P^1, then that mapping cone is the corner complex as defined in [EES15, §3]. However, we do have:

Theorem 3.10. When X is a product of projective spaces, any differential module T with Properties (1) - (4) in Theorem 3.3 satisfies T = Fold ∘T_{EES}, where the functor Fold is as introduced in Definition 2.6, and T_{EES} denotes Eisenbud-Erman-Schreyer’s Tate resolution functor. In particular, Properties (1) - (4) in Theorem 3.3 determine the Tate resolution up to isomorphism in this case. 14

Proof. The differential module T can be realized as the folding of a complex of E-modules, as in Definition 2.6. We may therefore assume that T is a complex. The exactness properties– that is, Theorem 3.3(4)–imply that T has exact strands. By [EES15, Theorem 3.3], this implies that every corner complex of T is also exact. Let T_{d−tail} → T_{d−head} be the degree d corner complex of T , as defined in [EES15, Section 3]. Theorem 3.3(2) and (3) imply that, for d ≫ 0, T_{d−head} is precisely R(M_{≥d}). Exactness of the corner complex and minimality of T imply that T_{d−tail} is the minimal free resolution of R(M_{≥d}) and is thus uniquely determined. It follows that T_{d−tail} is isomorphic to the analogous degree d tail of T(F) for any d ≫ 0; we conclude that T and T(F) are isomorphic complexes. □

While the toric stacks considered in Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 are relatively simple, we believe that similar results should hold much more broadly; see Conjecture 7.1 below. But carrying out such a generalization will require new homological methods. The proofs of Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 rely on the fact that we can construct T(F) from R(M) by taking minimal free resolutions of complexes or differential modules in these cases. However, this approach makes no explicit reference to the irrelevant ideal of X. By considering situations where one has two toric varieties X and X^′ with the same Cox ring but with different irrelevant ideals, one can see that characterizing the Tate resolution up to isomorphism in general will require an approach that makes greater use of the exactness properties of Theorem 3.3(3). To underscore the algebraic challenge: a free resolution yields an object that is exact, but how does one produce an object with all of the exactness properties from Theorem 3.3(3)?

3.3. Tate resolutions over P^n and Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal. A major emphasis of [EFS03] is the relationship between Tate resolutions and Beilinson monads on P^n. Our “noncommutative Fourier-Mukai” construction of Tate resolutions over P^n takes this relationship a step further. The goal of this subsection is to explain this, and in doing so provide some intuition for our construction of toric Tate resolutions.

Let B denote Beilinson’s resolution of O_Δ in Coh(P^n × P^n), which has the form:

0 ← O ⊠ O ← O(−1) ⊠ Ω^1(1) ← · · · ← O(−n) ⊠ Ω^n(n) ← 0;

it is a Koszul complex on the section ∑_n i=0 x_i ⊠^∂_{∂yi} of O_Pn(1) ⊠ T_Pn(−1)). Let Φ_B denote the Fourier-Mukai transform given by F → Rπ_{2∗}(π^∗_1 (F) ⊗ B). Since B is a resolution of the diagonal, Φ_B(F) is isomorphic to F in D^b(P^n). From [Bei78], there is a natural “Beilinson spectral sequence” whose E^1 terms have the form H^i(P^n, F(−j)) ⊗ Ω^j_Pn(j). But one can go further and produce an actual complex of sheaves whose terms are sums of these sheaves and whose 0^{th} homology is F. Such a complex is called a Beilinson monad for F; see [AO89, EFS03, Kap88] for details.

To explicitly construct the Beilinson monad, Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer define a functor Ω which sends a free complex of E-modules^4 to a complex of O_Pn-modules [EFS03, §6]. The functor is defined by the formula Ω(ω_E(j)) = Ω^j_Pn(j), with the key point being that there is a canonical map Hom_E(ω_E(i), ω_E (j)) → Hom_Pn(Ω^i_Pn(i), Ω^j_Pn(j)). They prove that applying Ω to the Tate resolution of F yields a Beilinson monad for F.

Our construction demonstrates that this connection can be “lifted” one level further. Indeed, the object K ∈ DM(P^n_E ) is equivalent, via the Fold functor (Definition 2.6), to: (3.3) · · · ← O_Pn ⊗_k ω_E ← O_Pn(1) ⊗_k ω_E(−1) ← · · · ← O_Pn(−n) ⊗_k ω_E(−n) ← · · · 4In [EFS03], the exterior algebra has the Z-grading where deg(e_i) = −1 for all i. 15

Since Ω(ω_E (i)) = 0 if i > n or i < 0, replacing each ω_E(i) with Ω(ω_E(i)) transforms the doubly infinite complex (3.3) into a bounded one whose terms are identical to those of Beilinson’s resolution. The intuition is that applying “id ×Ω” to (3.3) recovers Beilinson’s resolution.^5 The situation may be summarized by the following diagram:

(3.4) K // ρ fflffl K Rπ_{2∗} fflffl

“ id ×Ω” //

Beilinson’s resolution of O_Δ Rπ_{2∗} fflffl R(S)^{inclusion} // T(O_Pn)^Ω // Beilinson monad of O_Pn.

Here, K denotes the Koszul complex on the variables in S, considered as an S-E-bimodule; the map ρ denotes restriction of scalars along the inclusion E → S⊗_k E; and the map K → K is given by sheafification and inclusion. The bottom row follows from [EFS03, Theorem 6.1], and our construction of the Tate resolution provides the rest of the diagram. So, while [EFS03] use a Tate resolution to recover the Beilinson monad, our construction directly connects to Beilinson’s resolution itself. Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.4 below make the ideas conveyed by this diagram precise and extend them to any projective toric stack.

3.4. Examples of toric Tate resolutions. The exactness properties in Theorem 3.3(4) underscore a key point: if F is a sheaf on X , then T(F) depends not just on the Cox ring of X but on its irrelevant ideal. The following examples are intended to illustrate this point.

Example 3.11. Let X = P(1, 1, 2). In Example 2.8, we computed R(S); let us now compute T(O_X ). By Theorem 3.7, we need only compute the minimal free resolution F of R(S) and take the mapping cone of the augmentation F → R(S). The result looks like:

· · · (( // ω_E (5; 2)⊕2 // ω_E (4; 2) //

e_0 e_1 e_2 )) 0 // 0 // 0 // ω_E // ’’ ω_E (−1; 0)^{⊕2} // · · ·

In detail: consider the S-module M = ⨁ a∈Z H^2(X , O_X (a)) as a complex concentrated in homological degree −2. The minimal free resolution F of R(S) is given by R(M). The augmentation is given by a single map from F to R(S) that sends ω_E(4; 2) to ω_E (0; 0) via multiplication by e_0e_1e_2. Note, for instance, that the ω_E(5; 2)^{⊕2} term encodes the fact that H^2(X , O_X (−5)) = k^2.

Example 3.12. Continuing with X = P(1, 1, 2), let C ⊆ X be the genus 1 curve C = V (x^4_0 + x^4_1 + x^2). The Tate resolution T(O_C ) has the form:

· · · // 88 ω_E (2; 1)^{⊕4} // (( ω_E (1; 1)^{⊕2} //// 66 ω_E (0; 1) ⊕ ω_E (0; 0) (( // ω(−1; 0)^{⊕2} // 99 ω(−2; 0)^{⊕4} // · · ·

The terms from R (_S x^4_0+x^4_1+x^2 ) are those with no twist in the auxiliary degree, i.e. those of the form ω_E(i; 0) for some i. Note also that the middle term ω_E (0; 1) ⊕ ω_E(0; 0) corresponds to the fact that, because C is a genus one curve, we have H^1(X , O_C ) = k = H^0(X , O_C ).

5As an aside, we note that one may also think of the bicomplex (3.2) above as a “lift from P^n to E” of the bicomplex that gives the Beilinson spectral sequence. 16

Example 3.13. For another example with X = P(1, 1, 2), let P denote the stacky point V (x_0, x_1). Of course O_P has no higher cohomology groups, and we have H^0(X , O_P (d)) = k when d is even and 0 when d is odd. The Tate resolution T(O_P ) thus looks as follows:

· · · // ω_E(2; 0) //

e_2 $$ 0 // ω_E //

e_2 && 0 // ω_E (−2; 0) //

e_2 ’’ 0 // ω_E (−4; 0) // . . .

Example 3.14. Let X = X be the Hirzebruch surface of type 3, with Cox ring S as described in Example 2.10. The irrelevant ideal is B = (x_0, x_2) ∩ (x_1, x_3). The Tate resolution T(O_X ) has summands corresponding to H^0, H^1 and H^2 groups. We illustrate these in the pictures below, with the left picture depicting the degrees where the sheaf has H^0; the middle picture the H^1’s; and the right picture the H^2’s:

Putting these together, we get a picture that looks like

To illustrate the Exactness Properties, let us consider the irrelevant subset I = {0, 2}. Theorem 1.2 implies that the Tate resolution remains exact after modding out by e_1, e_3. Since the variables x_0 and x_2 have degree (1, 0), the differential on this restricted Tate resolution will be “purely horizontal”; that is to say, the differential will send each generator only to elements to the right and in the same row.

The differential module T(O_X ) ⊗_E E_{{0,2}} therefore decomposes as a direct sum of exact differential modules corresponding to the rows of the above picture.

Now consider the irrelevant subset I = {1, 3}. Since the variables x_1 and x_3 have degrees (−3, 1) and (0, 1), the differential on this restricted Tate resolution will be “vertical” and 17

also “vertical and to the left”. That is, the differential on T(O_X ) ⊗_E E_{{1,3}} looks like this:

Example 3.15. Let S be as in the previous example, but alter the irrelevant ideal so that it is now B^′ := (x_1) ∩ (x_0, x_2, x_3). While this does not fit into the setup of Theorem 3.3–the irrelevant ideal of a toric variety cannot have a principal minimal prime–our main construction easily extends to this case. Let X^′ be the corresponding stack quotient; the corresponding toric variety X^′ is the weighted projective space P(1, 1, 3) obtained by contracting the exceptional divisor V (x_1) on the Hirzebruch surface X. Since S has remained unchanged from the previous example, R(S) is the same as before. However, the Tate resolution T(O_X ′ ) looks quite different, with no H^1 degrees, and H^0 and H^2 degrees illustrated in dark and light gray as below:

This Tate resolution and the one in Example 3.14 satisfy different exactness properties. For instance, consider I = {1}, which is irrelevant for X^′ but not for the Hirzebruch surface. Since deg(x_1) = (−3, 1), the differential on T(O) ⊗_E E_{{1}} looks like this:

The diagonals with slope −^1_3 yield exact “strands” of the Tate resolution T(O_X ′ ). Far enough out along any such diagonal in the H^0 region, this Tate resolution will agree with R(S); in particular, any diagonal of R(S) is “eventually exact”. By contrast, the “rows” of T(O_X ′ ) are not exact, which is to be expected, since {0, 2} is not an irrelevant subset for X^′.

Remark 3.16. Examples 3.14 and 3.15 point toward a new feature in the multigraded case: when S is the Cox ring of a toric variety X, the properties of multigraded S-modules are related not just to the geometry of X, but also to the other toric varieties that can arise in the Mori chamber decomposition of the effective cone of X. In particular, we used a Tate resolution on the Hirzebruch surface to understand the asymptotic exactness properties of R(S) along rows and columns, and we used a Tate resolution for P(1, 1, 3) to understand 18

the exactness properties of R(S) along the diagonals of slope −^1_3 . This is an example of the sort of behavior to which we alluded in Remark 3.6.

4. A linear resolution of the diagonal for toric stacks

In this section, we construct a Beilinson-type resolution of the diagonal for projective toric stacks. As discussed in §3.3, Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal over P^n arises as a Koszul complex, and our toric version does as well.

Let X be a projective toric stack with Cox ring S = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] and associated toric variety X. Denote the Cox ring of X ×X by S^′ = k[x_0, . . . , x_n, y_0, . . . , y_n]. Let Δ: X → X ×X be the diagonal morphism, and set O_Δ := Δ_∗(O_X ). The naive equations “x_i = y_i” are not homogeneous and hence do not yield well-defined equations in S^′. However, we can force these naive equations to be homogeneous using a simple trick. Let V ⊆ Cl(X) be the semigroup generated by deg(x_0), . . . , deg(x_n), and consider the semigroup ring R = S^′[V ] as a quotient of the polynomial ring S^′[u_0, . . . , u_n], where each u_i maps to deg(x_i) ∈ V . Equip R with the Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-grading such that deg(u_i) = (deg(x_i), − deg(x_i)). Each relation x_i − y_iu_i is now homogeneous in R, of degree (deg(x_i), 0).

Theorem 4.1. Let F be the Koszul complex on x_0 − y_0u_0, . . . , x_n − y_nu_n ∈ R. We have:

(1) F is acyclic; that is, H_i(F ) = 0 for i > 0. (2) Viewing H_0(F ) as an S^′-module, we have ~H_0(F ) = O_Δ.

In particular, ~F ∈ Coh(X × X ) is a resolution of O_Δ.

We can write the terms of the complex in Theorem 4.1 as

(4.1) F_i = ⨁ a∈V ⨁ b∈Cl(X) (ω_E)_{(b;i)} ⊗_k S^′(−a − b, a). Here, as above, ω_E is the k-dual of the Cl(X)⊕Z-graded exterior algebra E = Λ_k(e_0, . . . , e_n). From this view, the differential on F is multiplication on the left by ∑_n i=0(e_i ⊗ x_i − e_i ⊗ y_i).

Another way of thinking of the complex F is as follows. Let K be the Koszul complex on x_0, . . . , x_n ∈ S. For any d ∈ Cl(X), write K_d for the subcomplex of K given by summands of the form S(−e) with d − e ∈ V . We have F = ⨁ d∈V S(−d) ⊠ K_d(d); with differential ∑_n i=0(x_i ⊗ e_i − y_i ⊗ e_i), where each e_i shifts terms in the Koszul complex factor, each y_i ∈ S^′ maps a summand to itself, and each x_i ∈ S^′ maps between summands.

This latter point of view clarifies the relationship between our resolution and Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal over P^n (see §3.3). When X = P^n, each complex ~K_i(i) of sheaves is a free resolution of Ω^i(i). In particular, ~K_i(i) is exact for i > n, and so the summands S(−i) ⊠ K_i(i) of F with i > n are superfluous; this is an idea to which we will return in §4.2.

Remark 4.2. We can give yet another way of constructing the complex F in Theorem 4.1, by applying the BGG functor L to a module over the Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X) ⊕ Z-graded exterior algebra E^′ = Λ_k(e_0, . . . , e_n, f_0, . . . , f_n). Let N denote the free E^′-module ⨁ d∈V ω_E′ (−d, d; 0), where ω_E′ = Hom_E′ (E^′, k). It will be helpful to reinterpret N as ω_E′ [V ], just like the ring R, except that we declare here that deg(u_i) = (deg(x_i), − deg(x_i); 0) ∈ Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X) ⊕ Z. 19

Let N_Δ be the kernel of the map N → ⨁_n i=0 N(0, − deg(x_i); −1) whose i^{th} component is

f_i + e_iu_i. In other words, N_Δ is the E^′[V ]-submodule of N generated by γ_0 · · · γ_n, where

γ_i = x_i − y_iu_i. One can check that L(N_Δ) = F .

Example 4.3. Say X = P(1, 2). Our complex F has the following form: . . . . . .

S^′(−3, 3) S^′(−5, 3) ⊕ S^′(−4, 3) oo hhQQQQ QQQQ QQQQ

QQQQ Q S^′(−6, 3) oo hhQQQQ QQQQ QQQQ QQQQ Q

S^′(−2, 2) S^′(−4, 2) ⊕ S^′(−3, 2) oo hhRRRR RRRR

RRRR R aaDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD S^′(−5, 2) oo hhRRRR RRRR RRRR R aaDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD

S^′(−1, 1) S^′(−3, 1) ⊕ S^′(−2, 1) oo hhRRRR RRRR

RRRR R bbDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD D S^′(−4, 1) oo hhRRRR RRRR RRRR R bbDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD D

S^′ S^′(−2, 0) ⊕ S^′(−1, 0) oo hhRRRR RRRR

RRRR R bbDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD D S^′(−3, 0) oo hhRRRR RRRR RRRR R bbDD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD DD D The x_i’s map each summand horizontally; y_0 maps horizontally and up one position, while

y_1 maps horizontally and up two positions. The complexes S(−d) ⊠ K_d(d) arise among the

northwest diagonals; e.g. the bold summands (and corresponding arrows) form that complex

for d = 3. When d ≥ 3, truncating has no effect, and the strand is simply S(−d) ⊠ K(d).

Unlike Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal over P^n [Bei78], or the resolution of the

diagonal for a weighted projective stack in [CK08], the resolution in Theorem 4.1 has infinite

rank terms. However, we show in §4.2 that, in these cases, our resolution can be pruned

down to a finite rank complex that is nearly equivalent to those resolutions.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Denote by S_Δ the S^′-module ⨁ (d,d^′)∈Cl(X)⊕Cl(X) H^0(X × X , O_Δ(d, d^′)).

Notice that (S_Δ)_{(d,d}′_) = H^0(X × X , O_Δ(d, d^′)) = H^0(X , Δ^∗O_{X ×X} (d, d^′)) = S_{d+d}′ . Equip S

with the Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-grading such that f ∈ S has degree (0, deg_S (f)). The module S_Δ

is a Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-graded S-module via the map S → S^′ sending y_i to y_i. In fact, for a

fixed d ∈ Cl(X), (S_Δ)_{d,∗} is a free Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-graded S-module with generator in degree

(d, −d); it follows that, as an S-module, we have

S_Δ = ⨁ d∈Cl(X) S · ϵ_d, where ϵ_d is a generator with deg(ϵ_d) = (d, −d).

Denote by S^+_Δ the submodule of S_Δ generated by the ϵ_d such that d ∈ V . In other words,

S^+_Δ = ⨁ (d,d^′)∈Cl(X), d∈V H^0(X × X , O_Δ(d, d^′)).

Since S_Δ and S^+_Δ agree in high degrees (for instance, they agree in all degrees (d, d^′) where

d, d^′ ∈ V ), they determine the same sheaf on X × X , which is to say that ~S^+_Δ = O_Δ. 20

We can identify multiplication by y_i and x_i on S_Δ via the relations x_iϵ_d = y_iϵ_{d+degS (yi)}.

We claim that this gives a presentation of S^+_Δ:

Proposition 4.4. S^+_Δ has generators ϵ_d for all d ≥ 0 and relations x_iϵ_d = y_iϵ_{d+deg(xi)} for all d ≥ 0 and all i = 0, . . . , n. In particular, the S^′-module S^+_Δ has a free presentation F_1^φ−→ F_0 → S^+_Δ → 0, where F_0 = ⨁ d∈V S^′(−d, d), and F_1 = ⨁_n i=0 F_0(− deg_S (x_i), 0).

Proof. We have a surjection coker(φ) ↠ S^+_Δ, and the source and target are identical as free Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-graded S-modules. Choosing a positive Cl(X)-grading θ : Cl(X) → Z for S gives a positive Cl(X)⊕Cl(X)-grading θ^′ : Cl(X)⊕Cl(X) → Z of S given by θ^′(a, b) = a+b. Since S^+_Δ is a positively Cl(X) ⊕ Cl(X)-graded S-module with respect to θ^′, it follows from Nakayama’s Lemma that the surjection coker(φ) ↠ S^+_Δ is an isomorphism. □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Observe that F ⊗ S^′/(y_0, . . . , y_n) is a direct sum of Koszul complexes, one for each d ≥ 0. In particular, F ⊗ S^′/(y_0, . . . , y_n) has homology concentrated in degree 0. It follows from Lemma A.4 and induction that F is exact in positive degrees, i.e. the sequence x_0 −y_0u_0, . . . , x_n −y_nu_n of elements in R is regular. Now observe that the differential F_1 → F_0 is exactly the presentation map in Proposition 4.4. □

4.2. Finite rank resolutions of the diagonal. We now show that, when X is a generalized weighted projective stack (as defined in §3.2), F has a finite rank subcomplex of length n that is also a resolution of O_Δ. Recall that the divisor class group of the fake weighted projective space X associated to X is Z ⊕ A for some finite abelian group A. As in §3.2, let π be a surjective map Cl(X) → Z, and write w = ∑_n i=0 π(deg(x_i)). Using the expression of F in (4.1), let F^′ be the subcomplex of F with terms F^′_i = ⨁ π(a)≥0 ⨁ π(b)<w−π(a)(ωE)(b,i) ⊗k S^′(−a − b, a). Notice that F^′ is finite rank.

Example 4.5. When X = P(1, 2), F^′ is the subcomplex spanned by the northwest diagonal strands S(−d) ⊠ K_d(d) from Example 4.3 for d < 3. The key idea is that, when d ≥ 3, the strand S(−d) ⊠ K_d(d) makes an irrelevant contribution to the homology of F , and so the cokernel of F^′ → F is entirely supported on the irrelevant ideal.

The following Theorem yields a finite rank resolution of the diagonal for a generalized weighted projective stack, giving a slight generalization of a result of Canonaco-Karp for weighted projective stacks [CK08]:

Theorem 4.6. The complex ~F^′ of sheaves on X × X is a resolution of the diagonal.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Observe that the terms of the complex F are positively graded. Let F^{′′} = F/F^′. The quotient F^{′′}/(x_0, . . . , x_n)F^{′′} is a direct sum of twists of Koszul complexes on the x_i’s; it thus follows from Lemma A.4 and induction that H_i(F^{′′}) = 0 for i > 0. Thus, H_i(F^′) = 0 for i > 0 as well. As for i = 0: let G^j be the subcomplex of F^{′′} with t^{th} term

G^j_t = ⨁ π(a)≥0 w−π(a)+j ⨁ π(b)=w−π(a) (ω_E)_{(b;t)} ⊗_k S^′(−a − b, a). This is the sum of the first j + 1 full Koszul strands in the x_i’s. A direct calculation yields H_0( ~G^j ) = 0 for each j. Since F^{′′} is the colimit of the G^j’s, we get H_0(~F^′) = H_0( ~F ) = O_Δ. □ 21

Remark 4.7. We believe that finite rank resolutions of the diagonal constructed as in Theorem 4.6 exist more generally: see Conjecture 7.2 below. For instance, this has been verified in the case where X is a smooth projective toric variety of Picard rank 2 [BS22].

5. Recovering a sheaf from its toric Tate resolution

As discussed above, Eisenbud-Fløystad-Schreyer explain in [EFS03] how to recover a sheaf on projective space from its Tate resolution [EFS03, Theorem 6.1]. Our next goal is to generalize this result to toric varieties. In fact, we will prove the following stronger result.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a projective toric stack with Cox ring S, and let E denote the Koszul dual exterior algebra of S. Let R denote the resolution of the diagonal for X from Theorem 4.1 and K the kernel of the Fourier-Mukai transform in the definition of the toric Tate resolution functor (§3.2). There exists a functor U: DM(E) → Com(X ) making

DM(X_E )^{Rπ2∗} // DM(E)

U fflffl Coh(X ) π^∗_1 (−)⊗K 77oo ooo ooo ooo

π^∗_1 (−)⊗R ’’OOO OOO OOO OO Com(X × X )^{Rπ2∗} // Com(X )

commute up to isomorphism in D^b(X ).

Recall that the top row of the diagram in Theorem 5.1 gives the Tate resolution, up to homotopy equivalence. The following generalization of [EFS03, Theorem 6.1] is therefore immediate from Theorems 4.1 and 5.1:

Corollary 5.2. Let F ∈ Coh(X ). There is an isomorphism UT(F) ∼= F in D^b(X ).

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We begin by defining the functor U. For D ∈ DM(E), we let D^′ denote the submodule ⨁ −a∈V,i∈Z D(a;i) of D, where V is as defined in §4. We define

U: DM(E) → Com(X ) by sending D to L(D^′) ∈ Com(S) and then sheafifying to obtain a complex of O_X -modules.

Recall that T(F) is homotopy equivalent to the differential module Y that one gets by totalizing the bicomplex (3.2) and then applying the equivalence Com_{per}(E)^≃−→ DM(E) from Remark 2.3. It follows that there is a homotopy equivalence UT(F)^≃−→ U(Y ). The underlying E-module of Y is

⨁_{dim X} ℓ=0 ⨁ a∈Cl(X) C G,ℓ F(a) ⊗k ωE(−a; ℓ), and so U(Y )j is ⨁ b∈V dim X⨁

ℓ=0 ⨁ a∈Cl(X) (ω_E)_{(−a−b,ℓ+j)} ⊗_k C^{G,ℓ}_{F(a)} ⊗_k O(b). Reindexing, we may write this sum as ⨁ a∈V dim X⨁

ℓ=0 ⨁ b∈Cl(X) (ω_E)_{(b,ℓ+j)} ⊗_k C^{G,ℓ}_{F(−a−b)} ⊗_k O(a). 22

The differential on U(Y ) sends a section f ⊗ c ⊗ s of (ω_E)_{(b,ℓ+j)} ⊗_k C^{G,ℓ}_{F(−a−b)} ⊗_k O(a) to n∑ i=0 (e_if ⊗ c ⊗ x_is + (−1)^{ℓ+1}e_if ⊗ y_ic ⊗ s) − f ⊗ ∂_C (c) ⊗ s, where ∂_C denotes the Čech differential. We can view U(Y ) as the totalization of the bicomplex with (p, q) entry ⨁ a∈V ⨁ b∈Cl(X)(ωE)(b;p) ⊗k C G,−q F(−a−b) ⊗k O(a), horizontal differential

given by sending f ⊗ c ⊗ s to ∑_n i=0(e_if ⊗ c ⊗ x_is + (−1)^{q+1}e_if ⊗ y_ic ⊗ s), and vertical differential induced by −∂_C . For instance, notice that the q = 0 row is given by applying C^{G,0} to the first tensor factor of every term in π^∗_1 (F) ⊗ R, where R denotes the resolution of the diagonal from Theorem 4.1. By the projection formula and flat base change, the complex U(Y ) is a model for the Fourier-Mukai transform Φ_R(F) := Rπ_{2∗}(π^∗_1 (F) ⊗ R) in D^b(X ). Finally, observe that Φ_R(F) is isomorphic to F in D^b(X ). □

Question 5.3. In [EES15, §7] and [Sch17], an analogue of the functor U for products of projective spaces is used to give generalized Horrocks-type criteria for when a vector bundle splits as a sum of line bundles. Do similar criteria hold for more general toric varieties? In a different direction: can U be used to study vector bundles on X in the manner of [ES03]?

A Horrocks splitting criterion in this vein for smooth projective toric varieties of Picard rank 2 is obtained in [BS22].

Applying the functor U from the proof of Theorem 5.1 to the E-module ω_E(d; i) gives the truncated and shifted Koszul complex ~K_d(d)[i]. When X = P^n, U(ω_E(d; 0)) is therefore quasi-isomorphic to Ω^d_Pn(d), and thus this functor is closely related^6 to the functor Ω defined in [EFS03] and discussed in §3.3. We now use this observation to make precise the rough intuition from §3.3 that, over P^n, applying “ id ×Ω” to the complex (3.3) gives Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal. In fact, the following result gives an analogous statement over any projective toric stack; its proof is a straightforward calculation.

Proposition 5.4. Let U be the functor defined in the proof of Theorem 5.1. The chain complex with i^{th} term ⨁ a∈Cl(X) O(a) ⊗k U(ωE(−a; 0))i and differential given by ∑_n i=0 x_i ⊗ U(e_i) − id ⊗∂_U is precisely the resolution of the diagonal from Theorem 4.1.

The idea is that the complex in Proposition 5.4 is obtained by applying “id ×U” to the noncommutative Fourier-Mukai kernel K from Section 3.2.

6. The bounded derived category of a weighted projective stack

We recall that Tate resolutions over P^n can be used to interpret D^b(P^n) in terms of the exterior algebra, giving a geometric refinement of the classical BGG equivalence D^b(S) ≃ D^b(E). In detail: let K^{ex}(E) denote the homotopy category of (unbounded) exact complexes of finitely generated free Z-graded E-modules. It follows from results of [Buc86] and [EFS03] that the Tate resolution functor implements an equivalence D^b(P^n) ≃ K^{ex}(E). The goal of this section is to use our results on toric Tate resolutions to generalize this equivalence to weighted projective stacks.

6The functor U can behave differently over general projective toric stacks than over P^n. For instance, taking X to be the weighted projective stack P(1, 1, 2), we have U(ω_E (1; 0)) = (O(−1)^{⊕2 ( x0 x1 )}−−−−−→ O), which has homology that is nonzero in both positions and is not given by a vector bundle in degree 0. 23

Let us first fix some notation. Let X be a weighted projective stack with Cox ring S and Koszul dual exterior algebra E. We will say an object D ∈ DM(E) is locally finite if ∑ i∈Z dim_k D_{(a;i)} < ∞ for all a ∈ Cl(X). We let K^{ex}_{DM}(E) denote the homotopy category of exact, free, locally finite differential E-modules. We will prove:

Theorem 6.1. For a weighted projective stack X , there is an equivalence D^b(X )^≃−→ K^{ex}_{DM}(E) that sends a coherent sheaf concentrated in homological degree 0 to its Tate resolution.

Remark 6.2. The results in this section all generalize in an evident way to generalized weighted projective stacks; we omit the details.

Suppose X is a weighted projective stack. Let Perf_{DM}(E) ⊆ D^b_{DM}(E) be the smallest triangulated subcategory of D^b_{DM}(E) containing all summands of finitely generated free flag differential E-modules, and define the singularity category of differential E-modules to be the Verdier quotient D^{sing}_{DM} (E) := D^b_{DM}(E)/ Perf_{DM}(E). We will prove Theorem 6.1 by constructing a chain of equivalences

(6.1) D^b(X )^≃−→ D^{sing}_{DM} (E)^≃−→ K^{ex}_{DM}(E).

The second equivalence is an analogue of a theorem of Buchweitz ([Buc86, Theorem 4.4.1]).

We start with the first link in the chain. We say a graded S-module is torsion if it is annihilated by a power of the maximal ideal ⟨x_0, . . . , x_n⟩. Denote by D^b_{tors}(S) the subcategory of D^b(S) given by complexes with torsion homology.

Proposition 6.3. The equivalence D^b_{DM}(E) ≃ D^b(S) of Corollary 2.14 induces equivalences

D^b_{tors}(S) ≃ Perf_{DM}(E) and D^b(X )^≃−→ D^{sing}_{DM} (E).

Proof of Proposition 6.3. We recall that a triangulated subcategory T^′ of a triangulated category T is called thick if T^′ is closed under taking summands. Since a finitely generated free flag is precisely the same thing as a finite iterated extension of rank 1 free modules, one concludes that the subcategory Perf_{DM}(E) ⊆ D^b_{DM}(E) is the thick subcategory generated by E(a; 0) for all a ∈ Z. The first equivalence follows immediately, since D^b_{tors}(S) is the thick subcategory of D^b(S) generated by k(a) for all a ∈ Z, and R(k(a)) = E(a; 0).

As for the second equivalence, it suffices to observe that D^b(X ) is equivalent to the Verdier quotient D^b(S)/ D^b_{tors}(S). To see this, apply [Orl09b, Proposition 2.17] to see that Coh(X ) is equivalent to the abelian quotient of the category of finitely generated graded S-modules by the Serre subcategory given by torsion modules. Then recall that, for any abelian category A and Serre subcategory S of A, there is an equivalence D^b(A)/ D^b_S (A) ≃ D^b(A/S), where D^b_S (A) = {X ∈ D^b(A) : H_n(X) ∈ S for all n ∈ Z}. □

Any object in DM(E) with finitely generated homology admits a locally finite free resolution, by Theorem B.2. Let D be a finitely generated object in DM(E), F a locally finite free resolution of D, and G a locally finite free resolution of D^∨ := Hom_E (D, E). Since dualizing over E is exact, and every finitely generated module over E is maximal Cohen-Macaulay, we have an induced quasi-isomorphism F^≃−→ D ∼= (D^∨)^{∨ ≃}−→ G^∨. Denote the mapping cone of this quasi-isomorphism by C(D). The object C(D) is contained in K^{ex}_{DM}(E), and it is well-defined up to the choices of F and G. If f : D → D^′ is a quasi-isomorphism in DM(E), there is an induced homotopy equivalence C(D)^≃−→ C(D^′), and so there is an induced functor 24

C: D^b_{DM}(E) → K^{ex}_{DM}(E) (recall from Proposition 2.5 that every object in D^b_{DM}(E) is isomorphic to a finitely generated differential module). Moreover, if D ∈ Perf_{DM}(E), then D and D^∨ are free resolutions of themselves, so C(D) = cone(D^{∼=}−→ (D^∨)^∨), which is contractible. It follows that we have an induced functor C: D^{sing}_{DM} (E) → K^{ex}_{DM}(E). The definition of the map C closely resembles Buchweitz’s construction of complete resolutions in [Buc86]; hence the notation “C” for this functor.

Going the other direction, let D ∈ K^{ex}_{DM}(E), and write D = ⨁ (a;i)∈Z×ZE(a; i) ⊕r_{a,i} . For all

a ∈ Z, write D_a = ⨁ i∈Z E(a; i)^{⊕ra,i} . Let D^′ = ⨁ a≤0 D_a and D^{′′} = ⨁ a>0 D_a. Decomposing

D as D^′ ⊕ D^{′′}, we can write the differential ∂ on D as a matrix of the form ( ∂^′ α 0 β ) . Notice

that α exhibits (D^{′′}(0; 1), −β) as a free resolution of (D^′, ∂^′), and D = cone(α). Observe also that, since dim_k ⨁ i∈Z D_{(a;i)} < ∞ for all a ∈ Z, the differential module D^′ has finitely generated homology. We thus have a functor τ_{≤0} : K^{ex}_{DM}(E) → D^{sing}_{DM} (E) given by D → D^′.

Proposition 6.4. The functors C: D^{sing}_{DM} (E) ⇄ K^{ex}_{DM}(E) : τ_{≤0} are inverse equivalences.

Proof. Let D ∈ D^{sing}_{DM} (E) be a finitely generated differential module. Let F be a locally finite free resolution of D and G a locally finite free resolution of D^∨, so that C(D) = F (0; −1)⊕G^∨. Write C(D) = ⨁ (a;i)∈Z×ZE(a; i) ⊕r_{a,i} and C(D) a = ⨁ i∈Z E(a; i)^{⊕ra,i} , and choose a ≪ 0 such that C(D)_b ⊆ F for all b ≤ a. Let N = ⨁ b≤a C(D)_b. The natural maps

N → (τ_{≤0} ∘ C)(D) and N → F

are both isomorphisms in D^{sing}_{DM} (E); it follows that (τ_{≤0} ∘ C)(D) ∼= D in D^{sing}_{DM} (E).

On the other hand, let D ∈ K^{ex}_{DM}(E), and let D^′ and D^{′′} be as in the above construction of the functor τ_{≤0}. The differential module D^′ has finitely generated homology: let Y be the E-submodule of D^′ generated by elements of Cl(X)-degree a such that H(D^′)_{(a;i)} ≠ 0 for some i ∈ Z. The object Y is finitely generated, and it is a differential submodule of D^′, because the differential is degree 0 with respect to the Cl(X)-degree. Moreover, the inclusion Y → D^′ is a quasi-isomorphism; in fact, the dual (D^′)^∨ → Y^∨ of this inclusion is a free resolution of Y^∨. Choose locally finite free resolutions F of Y and G of Y^∨, so that (C ∘ τ_{≤0})(D) is isomorphic to cone(F^≃−→ G^∨). Since G^∨ is homotopy equivalent to D^′ and F is homotopy equivalent to (D^{′′}(0; 1), −β), D is homotopy equivalent to (C ∘ τ_{≤0})(D). □

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Our equivalence is given by the composition D^b(X )^R−→ D^{sing}_{DM} (E)^C−→ K^{ex}_{DM}(E) of the equivalences in Propositions 6.3 and 6.4. By Theorem 3.7, applying this equivalence to a sheaf F concentrated in degree 0 gives the Tate resolution of F. □

7. Future directions

A running theme in this work, and elsewhere [BES20, BHS21, BKLY21, CMR07, EE17, EES15,HS07,Hà07,Her10,HSS06,MS04,MS05,Yan21], is that the multigradings on the Cox rings of toric varieties make many homological constructions more subtle than their wellknown counterparts over P^n. We propose a few questions in this vein.

Conjecture 7.1. The properties in Theorem 3.3 characterize T(F) up to isomorphism of differential modules. 25

In general, we have only shown that T(F) is well-defined up to homotopy, but Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 imply that Conjecture 7.1 holds over generalized weighted projective stacks and products of projective spaces. See the paragraph beneath the proof of Theorem 3.10 for a discussion of the difficulty of extending these results to general projective toric stacks.

Conjecture 7.2. The resolution F in Theorem 4.1 always admits a finite rank subcomplex whose sheafification is a resolution of the diagonal. In fact, we can always find such a subcomplex whose length is at most dim(X).

Conjecture 7.2 would resolve a question of Berkesch–Erman–Smith on the minimal length of a virtual resolution of a module (see [BES20, Question 6.5]), and it would imply a large swath of new cases of a Conjecture of Orlov concerning the Rouquier dimension of the bounded derived category of a quasi-projective variety [Orl09a, Conjecture 10]. Conjecture 7.2 has been proven by the first author and Sayrafi in the case of smooth projective toric varieties of Picard rank 2 [BS22].

One application of the Tate resolutions from [EFS03] was to the development of an efficient algorithm for computing sheaf cohomology on P^n; see also [DE02].

Question 7.3. Can one use toric Tate resolutions to develop an exterior algebra algorithm for computing sheaf cohomology on any projective toric stack?

In followup work, we will show that this question has a positive answer for weighted projective stacks, using the theory of minimal free resolutions of differential modules from [BE21]. Just as with the problem of characterizing the toric Tate resolution up to isomorphism (Conjecture 7.1), we expect that extending such an algorithm to a more general toric variety will rely heavily upon the exactness properties in Theorem 3.3(4).

Question 7.4. Can one generalize Theorem 6.1 above by relating the bounded derived category of a projective toric stack X to an appropriate homotopy category of exact differential E-modules?

A positive answer to Question 7.4 could provide new connections to the study of derived categories of toric varieties and stacks, e.g. [BDM19, BDF^+15, BFK19, BH09, CMR12, CS08, DLM09,Efi14,Kaw06,Kaw13,Kaw16,Orl09b]. For instance, an exceptional object/collection on the E-module side would immediately yield the same for D^b(X ).

A fundamental challenge underlying Question 7.4 is determining the correct analogue of K^{ex}_{DM}(E) in the case of an arbitrary projective toric stack X . To explain the difficulty: notice that passing from D^b(S) to D^b(X ) requires one to take a quotient not just by complexes supported in the maximal ideal ⟨x_0, . . . , x_n⟩, but complexes supported in the irrelevant ideal. The counterpart of D^b(X ) will therefore typically be strictly smaller than K^{ex}_{DM}(E). One can see this from another point of view: by Theorem 3.3(3), the Tate resolution satisfies more subtle exactness properties than a typical object in K^{ex}_{DM}(E), and so we should not expect every object in K^{ex}_{DM}(E) to correspond to an object in D^b(X ) via the Tate resolution functor.

Appendix A. Positive multigradings

Let A be an abelian group and R an A-graded ring with R_0 a field. 26

Definition A.1. A group homomorphism θ : A → Z is called a positive A-grading on R if, for all x ∈ R \ {0}:

(1) θ(deg(x)) ≥ 0, and (2) θ(deg(x)) = 0 if and only if x is a unit.

The ring R is called positively A-graded if a positive A-grading exists. The above properties ensure that R is, via θ, a nonnegatively Z-graded ring such that the ideal in R generated by elements of positive degree is maximal.

Example A.2. Let X be a projective toric variety with Cl(X)-graded Cox ring S. We claim that S is positively Cl(X)-graded. Indeed, letting H be an ample divisor on X, the map θ : Cl(X) → Z given by intersecting with H^{dim X−1} is a positive Cl(X)-grading. The projectivity assumption cannot be removed; see e.g. [CLS11, Example 5.2.3].

Definition A.3. Let M be an A-graded R-module. A homomorphism θ : A → Z determines a Z-grading on M by setting M_i = ⨁ θ(a)=i Ma. We say M is positively A-graded if there is

a positive A-grading on R such that this associated Z-grading of M is bounded below.

We record the following homological variant of Nakayama’s Lemma:

Lemma A.4. Let R be positively A-graded, and let C be a complex of free R-modules such that H_i(C) is positively A-graded. Let x ∈ R be homogeneous of nonzero degree. If H_i(C/xC) = 0, then H_i(C) = 0.

Appendix B. Further background on differential E-modules

As in §2, let S = k[x_0, . . . , x_n] be positively graded by an abelian group A and let E = Λ_k(e_0, . . . , e_n) be equipped with the A ⊕ Z-grading given by deg(e_i) = (− deg(x_i); −1).

B.1. Resolutions of differential E-modules. We recall from [BE21] the notion of a free resolution of a differential module.

Definition B.1 ([BE21] Section 1). A differential E-module F is a free flag if F is a free module that may be equipped with a decomposition ⨁ i≥0 F_i such that ∂_F (F_i) ⊆ ⨁ j<i F_j . Given D ∈ DM(E), a free flag resolution of D is a quasi-isomorphism F^≃−→ D, where F is a free flag. A free resolution of D is a quasi-isomorphism F^≃−→ D that factors as F → ~F → D, where ~F → D is a free flag resolution, and F → ~F is a split injection. We say a free resolution F^≃−→ D is minimal if ∂_F (F ) ⊆ mF , where m = ⟨e_0, . . . , e_n⟩ ⊆ E.

Reversing arrows, one can define injective resolutions. A differential E-module I is an injective coflag if I is an injective module that may be equipped with a decomposition ⨁ i≤0 I_i such that ∂_I (I_i) ⊆ ⨁ j<i I_j (note that graded injective, projective, and free modules coincide over E). One defines an injective coflag resolution in the evident way, and an injective resolution of a differential module D is a quasi-isomorphism D^≃−→ I that factors as D → ~I → I, where D → ~I is an injective coflag resolution, and ~I → I is a split surjection.

The following fact plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 3.7 above:

Theorem B.2. Any differential E-module D whose homology is finitely generated admits a minimal free resolution F^≃−→ D, and this minimal free resolution is unique up to isomorphism of differential modules. Moreover, we have ∑ i∈Z dim_k F_{(a,i)} < ∞ for all a ∈ Cl(X), and F is positively A-graded, in the sense of Definition A.3. 27

Proof. By [BE21, Theorem 1.2], minimal free resolutions exist and are unique for any differential module with finitely generated homology and degree 0 differential over a (possibly noncommutative) Z-graded local ring R such that R_0 is a field. Our result does not immediately follow from this theorem, because E is A⊕Z-graded, not Z-graded, and the differential on D has degree (0, −1), not 0. However, a slight modification of the arguments in [BE21] gives the result we want. In detail: the positive A-grading on S induces a positive A-grading on E in the evident way. We can use this induced Z-grading to construct a minimal free resolution of D exactly as in [BE21, Remark 5.7]; this proves existence. Uniqueness follows from an argument identical to the proof of the uniqueness part of [BE21, Theorem 4.2(b)]. □

B.2. Tensor product and internal Hom for differential E-modules. We can use the auxiliary Z-grading on E to define a tensor product, internal Hom, Tor, and Ext for differential E-modules; these coincide with the usual notions for dg-modules via the first equivalence discussed in Remark 2.3. Letting D, D^′ ∈ DM(E), we define the tensor product D ⊗^{DM}_E D^′ to be the differential module with underlying module D ⊗_E D^′ and differential

d ⊗ d^′ → ∂_D(d) ⊗ d^′ + (−1)^{aux(d)}d ⊗ ∂_D′ (d^′),

where, as stated in Conventions 2.1, aux(−) denotes the auxiliary degree. Recall also from Conventions 2.1 that any right E-module may be considered as a left E-module in a canonical way, so the tensor product D ⊗_E D^′ makes sense. The internal Hom object Hom^{DM}_E (D, D^′) is defined to be the differential module with underlying E-module Hom_E (D, D^′) and differential f → ∂_D′ ∘ f − (−1)^{aux(f)}f ∘ ∂_D. Let F be a free resolution of D (Definition B.1). We define

Tor^E_{DM}(D, D^′) = H(F ⊗^{DM}_E D^′) and Ext^{DM}_E (D, D^′) = H(Hom^{DM}_E (F, D^′)).

One can also define Tor (resp Ext) using a free (resp. injective) resolution of D^′.

References

[ABI07] L. L. Avramov, R.-O. Buchweitz, and S. Iyengar, Class and rank of differential modules, Inventiones mathematicae 169 (2007), no. 1, 1–35. ↑5 [AFO17] M. Aprodu, G. Farkas, and A. Ortega, Minimal resolutions, Chow forms and Ulrich bundles on K3 surfaces, J. Reine Angew. Math. 730 (2017), 225–249. ↑1 [AH11] D. Abramovich and B. Hassett, Stable varieties with a twist, Classification of algebraic varieties, 2011, pp. 1–38. ↑6 [AKO08] D. Auroux, L. Katzarkov, and D. Orlov, Mirror symmetry for weighted projective planes and their noncommutative deformations, Annals of Mathematics (2008), 867–943. ↑10 [Alp13] J. Alper, Good moduli spaces for Artin stacks, Annales de l’Institut Fourier, 2013, pp. 2349–2402. ↑10 [AO89] V. Ancona and G. Ottaviani, An introduction to the derived categories and the theorem of Beilinson, Atti Accad. Peloritana Pericolanti. Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. 67 (1989), 99–110 (1991). ↑15 [AR06] H. Abo and K. Ranestad, Construction of rational surfaces of degree 12 in projective fourspace, J. Algebraic Geom. 15 (2006), no. 2, 323–338. ↑1 [Bar07] V. Baranovsky, BGG correspondence for toric complete intersections, Moscow Mathematical Journal 7 (2007), no. 4, 581–599. ↑2 [BCS05] L. Borisov, L. Chen, and G. Smith, The orbifold Chow ring of toric Deligne-Mumford stacks, Journal of the American Mathematical Society 18 (2005), no. 1, 193–215. ↑10, 12 [BDF^+15] M. Ballard, C. Diemer, D. Favero, L. Katzarkov, and G. Kerr, The Mori program and non-Fano toric homological mirror symmetry, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 367 (2015), no. 12, 8933–8974. ↑26 [BDM19] M. Ballard, A. Duncan, and P. McFaddin, On derived categories of arithmetic toric varieties, Ann. K-Theory 4 (2019), no. 2, 211–242. ↑26 28

[BE21] M. K. Brown and D. Erman, Minimal free resolutions of differential modules, arxiv:2103.08471 (2021). ↑4, 5, 9, 26, 27, 28 [BE22] , Linear strands of multigraded free resolutions, arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.00402 (2022). ↑9 [BE] , Positivity and nonstandard graded Betti numbers. To appear. ↑9 [Bei78] A. A. Beilinson, Coherent sheaves on P^n and problems of linear algebra, Functional Analysis and its Applications 12 (1978), no. 3, 214–216. ↑1, 15, 20 [BEKS12] C. Berkesch, D. Erman, M. Kummini, and S. V. Sam, Poset structures in Boij-Söderberg theory, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 22 (2012), 5132–5160. ↑1 [BES20] C. Berkesch, D. Erman, and G. G. Smith, Virtual resolutions for a product of projective spaces, Algebraic Geometry 7 (2020), no. 4, 460–481. ↑25, 26 [BFK19] M. Ballard, D. Favero, and L. Katzarkov, Variation of geometric invariant theory quotients and derived categories, J. Reine Angew. Math. 746 (2019), 235–303. ↑10, 26 [BGG78] I. N. Bernstein, I. M. Gel’fand, and S. I. Gel’fand, Algebraic bundles over P^n and problems of linear algebra, Funct Anal. and Appl 12 (1978), 212–214. ↑1 [BH06] L. A. Borisov and R. P. Horja, On the K-theory of smooth toric DM stacks, Snowbird lectures on string geometry, 2006, pp. 21–42. ↑10 [BH09] L. Borisov and Z. Hua, On the conjecture of King for smooth toric Deligne-Mumford stacks, Adv.

Math. 221 (2009), no. 1, 277–301. ↑26 [BHS21] J. Bruce, L. C. Heller, and M. Sayrafi, Characterizing multigraded regularity on products of projective spaces, arxiv:2110.10705 (2021). ↑25 [BKLY21] C. Berkesch, P. Klein, M. C. Loper, and J. Yang, Homological and combinatorial aspects of virtually Cohen-Macaulay sheaves, Trans. London Math. Soc. 8 (2021), no. 1, 413–434. MR4440455 ↑25 [BS22] M. K. Brown and M. Sayrafi, A short resolution of the diagonal for smooth projective toric varieties of Picard rank 2, arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.00562 (2022). ↑22, 23, 26 [Buc86] R.-O. Buchweitz, Maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules and Tate-cohomology over Gorenstein rings, preprint (1986). ↑23, 24, 25 [Can06] A. Canonaco, The Beilinson complex and canonical rings of irregular surfaces, Vol. 13, American Mathematical Soc., 2006. ↑10 [CK08] A. Canonaco and R. L. Karp, Derived autoequivalences and a weighted Beilinson resolution, Journal of Geometry and Physics 58 (2008), no. 6, 743–760. ↑1, 3, 10, 20, 21 [CLS11] D. A. Cox, J. B. Little, and H. K. Schenck, Toric varieties, Vol. 124, American Mathematical Soc., 2011. ↑27 [CM08] D. A. Cox and E. Materov, Tate resolutions for Segre embeddings, Algebra Number Theory 2 (2008), no. 5, 523–550. ↑1 [CMR07] L. Costa and R. M. Miró-Roig, m-blocks collections and Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity in multiprojective spaces, Nagoya Math. J. 186 (2007), 119–155. ↑25 [CMR12] L. Costa and R. M. Miró-Roig, Derived category of toric varieties with small Picard number, Cent. Eur. J. Math. 10 (2012), no. 4, 1280–1291. ↑26 [CS08] A. Craw and G. G. Smith, Projective toric varieties as fine moduli spaces of quiver representations, Amer. J. Math. 130 (2008), no. 6, 1509–1534. ↑26 [CT06] I. Coandă and G. Trautmann, Horrocks theory and the Bernstein-Gel’fand-Gel’fand correspondence, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006), no. 3, 1015–1031. ↑1 [DE02] W. Decker and D. Eisenbud, Sheaf algorithms using the exterior algebra, Computations in algebraic geometry with Macaulay 2, 2002, pp. 215–249. ↑1, 2, 26 [DLM09] A. Dey, M. Lasoń, and M. Michalek, Derived category of toric varieties with Picard number three, Matematiche (Catania) 64 (2009), no. 2, 99–116. ↑26 [EE17] D. Eisenbud and D. Erman, Categorified duality in Boij-Söderberg theory and invariants of free complexes, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 19 (2017), no. 9, 2657–2695. ↑25 [EES15] D. Eisenbud, D. Erman, and F.-O. Schreyer, Tate resolutions for products of projective spaces, Acta Mathematica Vietnamica 40 (2015), no. 1, 5–36. ↑3, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 23, 25

[Efi14] A. I. Efimov, Maximal lengths of exceptional collections of line bundles, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 90 (2014), no. 2, 350–372. ↑26 [EFS03] D. Eisenbud, G. Fløystad, and F.-O. Schreyer, Sheaf and free resolutions over exterior algebras, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 355 (2003), no. 11, 4397–4426. ↑1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 22, 23, 26 [EPSW02] D. Eisenbud, S. Popescu, F.-O. Schreyer, and C. Walter, Exterior algebra methods for the minimal resolution conjecture, Duke Math. J. 112 (2002), no. 2, 379–395. ↑1 [ES03] D. Eisenbud and F.-O. Schreyer, Resultants and Chow forms via exterior syzygies, J. Amer. Math.

Soc. 16 (2003), no. 3, 537–579. With an appendix by Jerzy Weyman. ↑1, 23 [ES09] , Betti numbers of graded modules and cohomology of vector bundles, J. Amer. Math. Soc.

22 (2009), no. 3, 859–888. ↑1 [ES13] , The banks of the cohomology river, Kyoto J. Math. 53 (2013), no. 1, 131–144. ↑1 [ESS21] D. Erman, S. V. Sam, and A. Snowden, Small projective spaces and Stillman uniformity for sheaves, Algebr. Geom. 8 (2021), no. 3, 374–388. ↑1 [FKO18] G. Fløystad, J. Kileel, and G. Ottaviani, The Chow form of the essential variety in computer vision, J. Symbolic Comput. 86 (2018), 97–119. ↑1 [Flø15] G. Fløystad, The exterior algebra and central notions in mathematics, Notices Amer. Math. Soc.

62 (2015), no. 4, 364–371. ↑1 [FMN10] B. Fantechi, E. Mann, and F. Nironi, Smooth toric Deligne-Mumford stacks, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 648 (2010), 201–244. MR2774310 ↑10 [GS15] A. Geraschenko and M. Satriano, Toric stacks I: The theory of stacky fans, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 367 (2015), no. 2, 1033–1071. ↑10 [Hà07] H. T. Hà, Multigraded regularity, a^∗-invariant and the minimal free resolution, J. Algebra 310 (2007), no. 1, 156–179. ↑25 [Her10] M. Hering, Multigraded regularity and the Koszul property, J. Algebra 323 (2010), no. 4, 1012–1017. ↑25 [HHW12] F. T. Hawwa, J. W. Hoffman, and H. Wang, Koszul duality for multigraded algebras, Eur. J. Pure Appl. Math. 5 (2012), no. 4, 511–539. ↑2, 5, 6 [HP06] L. Hille and M. Perling, A counterexample to King’s conjecture, Compos. Math. 142 (2006), no. 6, 1507–1521. ↑1 [HS07] H. T. Hà and B. Strunk, Minimal free resolutions and asymptotic behavior of multigraded regularity, J. Algebra 311 (2007), no. 2, 492–510. ↑25 [HSS06] M. Hering, H. Schenck, and G. G. Smith, Syzygies, multigraded regularity and toric varieties, Compos. Math. 142 (2006), no. 6, 1499–1506. ↑25 [Jia08] Y. Jiang, The orbifold cohomology ring of simplicial toric stack bundles, Illinois J. Math. 52 (2008), no. 2, 493–514. MR2524648 ↑10 [Kap88] M. M Kapranov, On the derived categories of coherent sheaves on some homogeneous spaces, Inventiones mathematicae 92 (1988), no. 3, 479–508. ↑15 [Kaw06] Y. Kawamata, Derived categories of toric varieties, Michigan Math. J. 54 (2006), no. 3, 517–535. ↑26 [Kaw13] , Derived categories of toric varieties II, Michigan Math. J. 62 (2013), no. 2, 353–363. ↑26 [Kaw16] , Derived categories of toric varieties III, Eur. J. Math. 2 (2016), no. 1, 196–207. ↑26 [M2] Macaulay2 – a system for computation in algebraic geometry and commutative algebra programmed by D. Grayson and M. Stillman. ↑4 [MS04] E. Miller and B. Sturmfels, Combinatorial commutative algebra, Vol. 227, Springer Science & Business Media, 2004. ↑25 [MS05] D. Maclagan and G. G. Smith, Uniform bounds on multigraded regularity, J. Algebraic Geom.

14 (2005), no. 1, 137–164. ↑25 [Orl09a] D. Orlov, Remarks on generators and dimensions of triangulated categories, Mosc. Math. J. 9 (2009), no. 1, 153–159, back matter. MR2567400 ↑26 [Orl09b] D. O. Orlov, Derived categories of coherent sheaves and triangulated categories of singularities, Algebra, arithmetic, and geometry, 2009, pp. 503–531. ↑24, 26

[Rou06] R. Rouquier, Representation dimension of exterior algebras, Inventiones mathematicae 165 (2006), no. 2, 357–367. ↑4 [Sch17] F.-O. Schreyer, Horrocks splitting on Segre-Veronese varieties, 2017. ↑23 [Sch22] , Horrocks splitting on Segre-Veronese varieties, Math. Z. 300 (2022), no. 2, 1351–1358. ↑1 [Smi11] S. P. Smith, Computation of the Grothendieck and Picard groups of a toric DM stack X by using a homogeneous coordinate ring for X , Glasgow Mathematical Journal 53 (2011), no. 1, 97–113. ↑10 [Yan21] J. Yang, Virtual resolutions of monomial ideals on toric varieties, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser.

B 8 (2021), 100–111. ↑25

Department of Mathematics, Auburn University, Auburn, AL Email address: mkb0096@auburn.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI Email address: derman@math.wisc.edu