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BRANE STRUCTURES IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY

XIN JIN AND DAVID TREUMANN

ABSTRACT. Let L be an exact Lagrangian submanifold of a cotangent bundle 7™ M,
asymptotic to a Legendrian submanifold A C T°° M. We study a locally constant sheaf
of co-categories on L, called the sheaf of brane structures or Braney,. Its fiber is the co-
category of spectra, and we construct a Hamiltonian invariant, fully faithful functor from
I'(L, Braner,) to the co-category of sheaves of spectra on M with singular support in A.
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1. INTRODUCTION
This paper investigates the following corollary of the main result of [NaZa]:

Theorem (Nadler-Zaslow). Let L be an exact Lagrangian submanifold of a cotangent bun-
dle T* M, asymptotic to a Legendrian submanifold A C 7°° M. If the brane obstructions
on L vanish, there is a fully faithful functor

(1.0.1) Loc(L) — Shp (M)
from local systems on L, to constructible sheaves on M with singular support over A.

Nadler and Zaslow deduce this theorem using Floer theory — more precisely, they
embed the category of local systems on L into a Fukaya category of 7" M, and produce a
full embedding of this Fukaya category into the derived category of sheaves on M. Our
aim is to give a purely sheaf-theoretic construction of (1.0.1), one that is “soft” enough to
apply to sheaves of spectra.

1.1. Exact Lagrangians and wavefronts. Let o denote the one-form
(1.1.1) a=¢&dr + -+ & d,

so that —da is the standard symplectic form on R?". A Lagrangian submanifold L C
R?" is called exact if there is an f : L — R with df = «|r. Exact Lagrangians are
intensively studied, partly to avoid analytic issues that arise in Floer theory of more general
Lagrangians. A more intrinsic reason to study exact Lagrangians is a variant of the Arnold
conjecture, which asserts that exact Lagrangians have a ropological nature: taken up to
Hamiltonian isotopy, they have no moduli.
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The theory of the wavefront projection shows one aspect of the topological nature of
exact Lagrangians. If L is connected, the function f is unique up to an additive constant.
The wavefront projection is the (immersed, singular) hypersurface in R"*! parametrized
by (z1,...,%n, f). One recovers L from those n + 1 coordinates as §; = 9 f/0z;. In fact
if L is in general position, it can be uniquely recovered from just the image F C R"t! of
the wavefront immersion L — R *!,

Example. There are no embedded exact Lagrangians in R?" that are compact — we dis-
cuss this further in §1.3. But the wavefront map makes sense for immersed Lagrangians
L — R2", here is an example in R?:

O <X >

The left-hand figure displays (x,€) : L — R?2, which is exact so long as the area of
the central bigon is equal to the sum of the areas enclosed by the two outer lobes. The
right-hand figure is the wavefront hypersurface F — note the two singularities where the
map (z, f) : L — R? fails to be an immersion.

1.2. Isotopies. Part of the topological nature of exact Lagrangians is illustrated by the
following Proposition:

Proposition. Suppose that L; and L, are two embedded exact Lagrangians with associ-
ated wavefront hypersurfaces F; and F5. If there is a smooth isotopy of R"*! carrying
F; to F, then Ly and L, are Hamiltonian isotopic.

The converse of this Proposition is false. For example, the following two fragments of
wavefronts are associated to a pair of Hamiltonian isotopic Lagrangians:

For small n, there is a finite list of such “Reidemeister moves” that generate the equiva-
lence relation on exact Lagrangians given by Hamiltonian isotopy. We warn that this is not
so forn > 7.

1.3. Compact and noncompact Lagrangians. The discussion of §1.1 applies more gen-
erally with R?" replaced by the cotangent bundle of a manifold M — if the z; are local
coordinates on M, then (1.1.1) is independent of those coordinates. The wavefront map of
an exact Lagrangian L C T M takes values in M x R, and the Proposition of §1.2 holds
in this setting. The Arnold conjecture predicts that the only compact exact Lagrangian
in T* M, up to Hamiltonian isotopy, is the zero section M. Floer theory [Ab, Krl], and
microlocal sheaf theory [Guil], have been used to tightly circumscribe any potential coun-
terexamples to this conjecture — a strong result along these lines is that any compact exact
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Lagrangian in 7™ M must be homotopy equivalent to M. The theory that we develop here
is inspired by this work, but it could not be used to deduce any new results about compact
L. Our aim is different.

Noncompact exact Lagrangians are abundant. In dimension 4, they are associated with
a rich combinatorics of cluster algebras [STWZ]. In some complex varieties, they are
associated with perverse sheaves, especially with tilting sheaves [J1], [J2]. These examples
have been studied by us elsewhere using Nadler-Zaslow’s (1.0.1). Our results here remove
the dependence of Floer theory, in the same spirit of some of Tamarkin’s work giving
sheaf-theoretic alternatives for the classic applications of Floer theory.

1.4. Coefficients. The Floer-theoretic constructions of [NaZa] give a functor (1.0.1) from
local systems of k-modules to constructible sheaves of k-modules, where k is any com-
mutative ring. Our version is sufficiently soft that we may replace k by a ring spectrum —
but this requires us to revisit the notion of a brane obstruction. We discuss this briefly here,
and more in §1.6.

(We remark that our discussion only requires k to be Eo-commutative, in other words
commutative enough that we may speak of “k-linear” stable co-categories.! But in this
paper we do not explore this in any significant way.)

Proposition/Definition. Let k be an Eo-commutative ring spectrum, and
let L C T* M be an exact Lagrangian. Then L carries a canonical locally
constant sheaf of k-linear categories Braney, whose fiber is equivalent
to Mod(k). We say that the brane obstruction of L vanishes with coeffi-
cients in k if this locally constant sheaf is constant, i.e. is equivalent to a
constant sheaf.

What we will construct canonically is a functor I'(L, Braner,) — Shy(M,k). A
trivialization of Branej, gives an equivalence I'(L, Brane;) = Loc(L; k). In general,
I'(L,Braney,) can be identified with the category of modules over a famous associative k-
algebra spectrum — the Thom spectrum of the map L — BPic(k) that classifies Braney,.

The sheaf of categories, and something more general, is an essentially standard con-
struction in microlocal sheaf theory. (In [TZ1] one of us has called it the “Kashiwara-
Schapira sheaf;” in [Guil] it is called the “Kashiwara-Schapira stack.”) The foundational
text [KaSc] of the theory is significantly older than the foundational text of oco-category
theory [Lul], which we require to make sense of the Proposition above. In §2 we give
some details about how to adapt microlocal sheaf theory to treat sheaves of spectra.

1.5. Singular support and front projections. To have a good theory of noncompact ex-
act Lagrangians §1.3, we impose boundary conditions: we require that L should be as-
ymptotic to a Legendrian submanifold A C T M. Here T°° M is a cosphere bundle of
infinite radius, the boundary of 7" M with its natural contact structure. We will denote
the projection of a Legendrian A C T°°M by ® C M, and often make the following
hypothesis:

(1.5.1) A — @ is finite-to-one and over ®°™ (the smooth locus of ®) it is one-to-one.

When (1.5.1) holds, A induces a coorientation on the smooth parts of ®, and A can be
recovered from @ as its conormal lift — in that case we call @ the “front projection” of A.
The wavefront projection of an exact Lagrangian (the situation of §1.1) can be treated as a
special case — see §3.5.

IEven this assumption can be relaxed: if k’ is an associative k-algebra, then (1.0.1) induces a functor from
left k’-module objects in Loc(L; k) to left k’-module objects in Shp (M; k).
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(Throughout the paper, we use “front projection” for Legendrians and “wavefront pro-
jection” for exact Lagrangians, though this is not at all standard or historical.)

Suppose F' is a sheaf on M with singular support in A — or rather, in the conic La-
grangian subset of 7* M obtained by taking the union of the zero section (5, with the cone
over A. The theory of singular supports was introduced and developed by Kashiwara and
Schapira [KaSc]. One gets a sense of what it means to have singular support in A by study-
ing the structure of F' near the smooth points, multiple points, and singular points of the
front ®.

1.5.1. Smooth part. The front projection breaks M into chambers, the connected compo-
nents of M — ®, on which F' is locally constant. At a smooth point z € ¢ a small ball
around z will be broken into two contractible chambers, R; and R, so that F' is constant
along R; and Ry. One can use the restriction maps of F' to give a map F'(R;) — F(Rs)
against the co-orientation of .

// R2 \\
— T T T F(Ry) — F(R2)
\\ Rl ///

(1.5.2)

The singular support condition implies that these restriction maps (which we often imagine
as drawn on M, as in the diagram (1.5.3)) completely determine F' near a smooth point.
They vary in a locally constant fashion along the smooth part of ®.

1.5.2. Double and multiple points. Near a double point of ® (i.e., a point where A — ®
is two-to-one, but still an immersion), we get a square of restriction maps

(1.5.3)

The sheaf structure of F' makes this a commutative square (even in the co-categorical sense:
a functor from A® x A! to Mod(k)); the singular support condition implies that it is exact,
i.e. it is both a pushout and a pullback square in the stable oco-category Mod(k). Near a
multiple point of degree n (i.e. near a point where n branches intersecting transversely,
which is only possible when dim M > n) the picture is similar: there, one has an exact
n-cube, i.e. a commutative n-cube all of whose square faces are exact.
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1.5.3. Singular points of a front. If A — & — M fails to be an immersion at x € A,
the image of = in M is called a singular point of ®. Here are two examples, where A has
dimension 1 and 2:

The figure on the left is the “fold” or “cusp” singularity. The figure on the right is the
critical front of the D -bifurcation of fronts [Arn2, Ch. 22], which is also of interest as the
wavefront projection of a holomorphic Lagrangian (the graph of ++/2dz).

Near a singular point, ¢ breaks M into chambers and lower-dimensional strata which
can fit together in a complicated way. Still it is sometimes possible to describe the structure
of F' near a singular point concretely. A description for the examples pictured above is
fairly simple: at a cusp the two restriction maps must compose (in one direction) to the
identity [KaSc, Ex. 5.3.4], and at a critical D, front we get [TZ2, §4.1.2] a triple of exact
commutative squares glued at their source and sink:

(1.5.4)

1.6. Microlocal monodromy and brane obstruction. Let F' be a sheaf with singular
support in A, where A and ® are as in §1.5. Let us introduce a notation: we write A*™ C
A™m C A for the set where A — M is an embedding resp. an immersion. At each point
P € A*™, we define pp(F') to be the cone on the map (1.5.2). We refer to pp(F') as a
“microlocal stalk” of I at P. The spectra jp are the stalks of a local system on A™™: they
vary in a locally constant fashion over the smooth part of ®, and the exactness condition
of §1.5.2 allows for a definition of pp(F') at the preimage of a multiple point of ® as well.
For example, on one of the two strands of the diagram (1.5.3), we have the microlocal
stalks
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Cone (F(Rgl) — F(RZQ))

COI’IG(F(Rll) — F(ng))

which are canonically identified by the exactness of the square (1.5.3). The cones on the
other pair of parallel arrows are identified in a similar way.

Now we discuss the nature of microlocal monodromy near and through a singular point
of a front. For example, if P and ) are on opposite sides of a fold, and F' is the sheaf pic-
tured in (1.5.4) then p1p = Cone(7) and g = Cone(p) are related but not isomorphic: the
homotopy between poi and 14 gives an isomorphism between Cone(i) and ¥~ Cone(p).
As in a local system we think of this isomorphism as being induced by a path from P to @
passing through the fold, but it means that a closed loop that passes through several folds
does not exactly induce an automorphism of the microlocal stalk at the base point. Instead,
it induces a map

(1.6.1) pp =2I®k up

where I is an invertible k-module spectrum depending only on the based loop (but not on
the sheaf [").

The assignment from based loops to invertible k-modules is similar to the data of a
GL4 (k)-valued cocycle 7 on the fundamental group of A, and the data (1.6.1) is similar to
the data of a module over the n-twisted group algebra. This resemblance is made precise
in the theory of algebra structures on Thom spectra [ABGHR1], by keeping track of higher
homotopies.

The critical D front, pictured on the right in §1.5.3, is one place such higher homo-
topies intervene. There, we have A = R? and A™™ = R? — {(0,0)}. A closed loop
around the singular point (with an appropriate base point) induces the composite

(1.6.2) Bi/AS C/By & B3JA S C/By & ByJA S C/Bs & By /A

where the spectra are as in (1.5.4), and we write X/Y" as a shorthand for Cone(Y — X).
The map (1.6.2) is always homotopic to —1.

(Let us prove this. After taking the cone of the natural map from the constant sheaf with
stalk A to the given sheaf, we may assume A = 0. Then the data are the maps B; — C,
i = 1,2, 3, that induce isomorphisms C' = B; © B; when ¢ # j. Again without loss of
generality, set C = By @ Bs. Then Bs — By @ By is isomorphic to the inclusion of the
graph of an isomorphism f : By = Bs, and the sequence of maps in (1.6.2) is

B % B B LBy & By 2 (B @ By) Ty <L By

The first three maps compose to f : B; — By and the last three maps compose to —f ! :
Bg — Bl.)

Another formulation of the “cocycle” 7 is that it is the data of a locally constant sheaf
of oco-categories over A, the sheaf of Brane structures §1.4. Its global sections are in
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this sense 7-twisted locals system — the oco-category of them is equivalent to the oco-
category of the twisted group algebra. Then microlocal monodromy is a functor Sh (M)
to I'(A, Brane, ), that we denote by umon. In this paper, we will not try to make this
path-theoretic description of ymon precise. Instead, we construct Brane, by Cech the-
ory, and prove that it is locally constant using Kashiwara and Schapira’s theory of contact
transformations.

1.7. The Nadler-Zaslow functor. An exact Lagrangian L in 7" M determines a conic
Lagrangian in T (M x R), or equivalently a Legendrian in (7* M) x R, which we denote
by L (cf. (3.5.1)). Here we are thinking of (7* M) x R as living in the cosphere bundle at
infinity of 7% (M x R), so then the Legendrian boundary of L is canonically identified with
L. The category of sheaves with singular support in L can be described as in §1.5, with
A replaced by L and ® replaced by the wavefront projection of L (which we sometimes
denote by F). Then L carries a locally constant sheaf of categories Braner, and §1.6
supplies a functor Shy, (M x R) — I'(L, Braney,). Guillermou has proved (in [Guil], with
some superficial differences in language) that when L is compact and L — T*M is an
embedding, this functor restricts to an equivalence on the full subcategory Sh% (MxR)C
Shyr, (M x R) spanned by sheaves that vanish on M x (C, oo) for C' > 0.

We adapt this proof to the case where L is noncompact (and “lower exact” §3.2), and to
treat sheaves of spectra. Then our version of (1.0.1) is given by the composite

pmon proj 1,%

(1.7.1) [(L, Braney) <% Sh{ (M x R) —= Shy (M)

1.8. The J-homomorphism. There is a universal locally constant sheaf of categories with
fiber Mod(k), living above a space denoted BPic(k). When k = S is the sphere spectrum
BPic(S) is an infinite loop space with

T (BPic(S)) =Z  m(BPic(S)) = {£1}  m(BPic(S)) = m;_»(S) fori >3

Like any locally constant sheaf, the sheaf of brane structures is the pullback of this univer-
sal one along a classifying map L — BPic(S). In subsequent papers [J3, J4], by studying
a bundle over L whose fiber is a stabilization of the space of contact transformations, the
first named author shows that this map factors as

(1.8.1) L — LagGr(oo) — BPic(S)

where the first map is the stable Gauss map” and the second map (whose domain is U/O,
one of the Bott spaces whose based loop space is naturally homotopy equivalent to Z x BO)
is the delooping of the real J-homomorphism Z x BO — Pic(S).

Since S is initial among ring spectra, there is a canonical map BPic(S) — BPic(R)
for any commutative ring spectrum R, and we define an R-linear brane structure to be a
trivialization of the composite map L — BPic(R). For some special values of R, the
theory of genera and orientations [ABGHR?2] shows that the composite LagGr(oo) —
BPic(S) — BPic(R) factors in a canonical fashion through a quotient of the domain
that has only finitely many homotopy groups. In these cases the vanishing of the Brane
obstruction is implied by the vanishing of finitely many characteristic classes (see [ABG,
§7-8], or [ABS] for an older perspective for items (2) and (3)):

(1) For example, if R is discrete, then J : Z x BO — Pic(R) factors through Z x
B(0O/SO) = Z x B(Z/2). Thus the Brane obstruction can be trivialized by giving

2e.g. [AbKTr, §2], though in our case there is an involution of LagGr(oo) that one needs to take.
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a null-homotopy of a map L — BZ x B?(Z/2) — this is the usual problem of
gradings and relative pin structures.

2) If R = KU, then J : Z x BO — Pic(R) factors through a loop space we
can denote by Z/2 x B(O/Spin®), whose homotopy groups are Z/2,Z/2,0,
and Z in degrees 0-3 and vanish otherwise. (There is actually a splitting Z/2 x
B(0/Spin®) = Z/2 x B(O/Spin®) preserving the loop space structure, but it is
not canonical.)

(3) If R = KO, then J : Z x BO — Pic(R) factors through a loop space we can
denote by Z/8 x B(O/Spin), whose homotopy groups are Z/8,7Z/2, and Z /2 in
degrees 0—2 and vanish otherwise.

4) If R = tmf, Z x BO — Pic(R) factors through Z x B(O/String), whose
homotopy groups are Z,Z/2,7/2,0, and Z in degrees 0—4 and vanish otherwise.

In the nondiscrete cases to identify I'(L, Braney, ) with a category of untwisted local sys-
tems one might require less of the Maslov class (e.g. for KU it need only be even) but
there are new classes that must be trivialized — in H*(L, Z), for KU, in H3(L, Z/2) for
KO, and in H3(L,Z/2) and H%(L, Z) for tmf.

1.9. More general microlocal categories. We briefly indicate some work in progress in
this section. Lurie’s preprint [Lu3] on circle actions and algebraic K -theory has a brief
discussion explaining the topological obstructions to defining an S-linear Fukaya category
of a general symplectic manifold. In particular, he suggests that an S-linear stable co-
category can be associated to any symplectic 2n-manifold for which the composite

(1.9.1) M — BU(n) — BU 22 B2(Z x BU) 22 B2Pic(S)

is null-homotopic. The compatibility between the real and complex J-homomorphisms,
and between the real and complex Bott periodicities, shows that when (1.9.1) is null-
homotopic, each Lagrangian in M carries a locally constant sheaf of categories with fiber
Mod(S), which we may as well go on denoting Brane;,. When M is a Weinstein mani-
fold, the data (1.9.1) determines a sheaf of categories over a skeleton of M, which is locally
isomorphic to a category of sheaves — following Tamarkin, we may call it the “microlocal
category” of M. The techniques of this paper can be extended to define a functor from
I'(L,Braney,) to this microlocal category. After the first version of our work appeared in
2017, Nadler-Shende [NaSh] defined such a sheaf of categories on any Weinstein manifold
in 2020, given the null-homotopy of an obstruction M — B2?Pic(S). Using the result of
[J4], one can identify the obstruction with (1.9.1).

1.10. Precedents. Microlocal sheaf theory was created by Kashiwara and Schapira [KaSc],
and (1.7.1) is directly inspired by the work of Nadler and Zaslow [NaZa]. Our main result
generalizes [Guil] on compact Lagrangians and our proof uses some of the same tech-
niques. The most basic of these techniques, probing the symplectic geometry of 7% M by
studying sheaves on M x R, was pioneered by Tamarkin [Tam1] and has many other recent
applications. Here we indicate some influences and precedents that are less direct.

The algebraic-topological work required to assign gradings to Floer chain groups was
first explained by Seidel [Seid]. The appearance of spectra in this paper is part of a tradi-
tion, maybe starting with Cohen-Jones-Segal [CJS], of pursuing a “Floer homotopy type”
underlying Floer homology. The role in this story of locally constant sheaves of categories,
whose fiber is the category of spectra, is anticipated in [Doug], and appear explicitly as
Thom spectra in the Floer-theoretic works [Krl, Kr2] and the non-Floer-theoretic work
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[AbKr]. Lurie’s preprint [Lu3, §1.3] defines a topological invariant of an almost symplec-
tic manifold, which he expects is the topological obstruction to defining a Fukaya category
over the sphere spectrum — the fact that it vanishes for a cotangent bundle has inspired us.

1.11. Questions.

1.11.1. Singular Lagrangians. Suppose L is a singular Lagrangian (for simplicity, in R?")
whose Lagrangian singularity type is locally constant along a smooth locus Ly C L. Then
one has a locally constant sheaf of categories along Ly — the Kashiwara-Schapira sheaf
MShy|r,. Does this sheaf of categories have any familiar description in algebraic topol-
ogy, along the lines of the J-homomorphism in the case of a smooth L?

1.11.2. Immersed Lagrangians. If L — T* M is an exact Lagrangian immersion, we can
still make sense of the diagram (1.7.1), but the left-hand map is no longer an equivalence.
It does have a right adjoint, and one could in this way compose proj; , with this adjoint to
obtain a functor from twisted local systems on L to Sh(M). More intriguingly, one could
regard (1.7.1) as a correspondence or multiple-valued functor — in the case where L and
M are circles, this correspondence is studied in [STZ, §6], it is shown to be closely related
to the HOMFLY homology of the Legendrian lift of L C (T*S') x R C S3.

Neither recipe matches the standard Floer-theoretic treatments of immersed Lagrangians
in any obvious way. What’s going on?

1.11.3. Holomorphic Lagrangians. Holomorphic Lagrangians are never lower exact, so
one cannot apply (1.7.1) to them directly. Still, let us indicate an interesting feature of
the J-homomorphism in the holomorphic symplectic setting. Suppose (as in [J1]) that L
is a holomorphic Lagrangian in the cotangent bundle of a complex manifold M. Then
the Gauss map L — U/O factors through Sp/U. After [J1] it is tempting to call a sheaf
of spectra on M that arises from a holomorphic Lagrangian “perverse,” although such
“perverse sheaves of spectra” cannot live in the heart of any ¢-structure on Sh(M, S).

It is interesting to speculate if there is a deeper implication. The target of the holo-
morphic Gauss map is a further delooping of U/O, and we can compose it with a further
delooping of the J-homomorphism:

Lc — Sp/U — B?Pic(S)

This suggests that Lc carries a sheaf of 2-categories — is there anything to that? Can
our recipe be adapted to produce some kind of 2-categorical sheaf-like object on M, e.g.
a perverse schober? The “categorified nature” of holomorphic symplectic geometry com-
pared to real symplectic geometry is a well-known phenomenon in quantum field theory,
see especially [KaRo]. Since the completion of the first version of this paper in 2017, there
has been some developments in this line, e.g. see [DoRe] which uses holomorphic Floer
theory.

Note this line of speculation can be continued up Bott’s tower — e.g. as the quadruple
delooping of Z x BO is the stable quaternionic Grassmannian, each almost quaternionic
manifold carries a locally constant sheaf of 4-categories.

1.11.4. Lagrangian cobordisms. Nadler and Tanaka [NaTa] consider co-categories of ex-
act Lagrangians and cobordisms between them. These oco-categories are stable (for non-
trivial reasons), and in fact are linear over a symmetric monoidal “coefficient” category
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called Lag,, (pt). [NaTa] leaves open the problem of identifying this coefficient category.
It is defined as a colimit of unstable categories

Lag,,(pt) := lim Lagg. (T*R")

whose objects (resp. morphisms) are exact Lagrangian submanifolds of T*R"™ (resp.
T*R"™ x T*R). The morphisms are subject to a condition in the 7" R-factor, called “non-
characteristic” or “R"™-avoiding”, that makes them irreversible.

As part of the definition, all of these Lagrangians (objects, cobordisms, and higher
morphisms) are equipped with a trivialization of the composite of the Gauss map with
LagGr — S' x B%(Z/2) = BPic(Z) — but not with a local system. Still, we recognize
the map to be trivialized as Braney, with Z-coefficients, thus (if we stick to lower exact
Lagrangians) our results associate

(1) functors Loc(L; Z) — Sh(R"; Z) to objects of Lagigy (T*R")

(2) functors Loc(C;Z) — Sh(R" x R;Z) to morphisms of Lagg. (T*R"). (The
noncharacteristicness condition forces the image of this functor to lie in a certain
localization of Sh(R™ x R).)

and so on for higher morphisms. What is the right way to organize this structure?

1.12. Acknowledgments. We have benefited from answers, advice, and conversations on
this topic from Mohammed Abouzaid, Elden Elmento, Marc Hoyois, Jacob Lurie, Akhil
Mathew, Haynes Miller, David Nadler, Dmitri Pavlov, Dima Tamarkin, and Dylan Wilson.
We thank Wenyuan Li and Marco Volpe for useful comments on a previous version of the
paper. We thank Peter Haine for teaching us many aspects about co-topoi. We are grateful
to the anonymous referee for many useful comments and suggestions. XJ was supported
by NSF-DMS-1854232. DT was supported by NSF-DMS-1510444 and a Sloan Research
Fellowship.

2. SHEAVES OF SPECTRA

In this section we review the microlocal theory of sheaves on manifolds, noting what
requires care in an oco-categorical setting. Even when working over a discrete ring k, we
depart somewhat from [KaSc], in that we do not impose boundedness conditions. In oco-
categorical jargon all of our co-categories of sheaves are “presentable.”

It is an old observation of Neeman that working systematically with unbounded cate-
gories can simplify certain arguments in triangulated categories, but for many years it was
not possible to take advantage of this observation in the kind of sheaf theory we discuss
here — most strikingly, we believe that in 1990 when [KaSc] was being written it was an
open problem whether the proper base-change theorem holds for unbounded complexes,
even for a pair of maps between finite-dimensional manifolds. This was settled by Lurie in
the affirmative in [Lul, §7.3.1] (announced earlier in [Lu4]).

Our interest is in Lagrangian submanifolds in cotangent bundles in T M, which are
related to constructible sheaves on M and (as we begin to discuss in §3) M x R. In
[KaSc] it is shown that systematic study of non-constructible sheaves can simplify the
study of constructible sheaves, in particular Kashiwara and Schapira do not require the use
of stratified Morse theory. But there are crucial tools in the approach that are difficult to
import to the presentable setting. The problem is that specialization to the normal cone,
and functors derived from it, such as pghom, commute with neither infinite colimits nor
infinite limits. So in our microlocal analysis of sheaves of spectra, we restrict to sheaves
that are constructible on a Whitney stratification and use stratified Morse theory.
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Nevertheless, the microlocal theory of nonconstructible sheaves may be important in
symplectic geometry, as it is the basis of Tamarkin’s microlocal category of a compact
symplectic manifold [Tam?2]. It will be necessary to develop a theory for sheaves of spectra.
We take some first steps in §2.7—§2.8; there is also recent work of Robalo and Schapira
along these lines [RoSc].

2.1. Coefficients and stable co-categories. We will use ¥ for the suspension functor in
a stable oo-category. If k is an associative algebra spectrum, we write LMod (k) for its
oo-category of left module spectra — it is a compactly generated presentable stable oo-
category (see [Lu2, §7.2.5]). When k is a discrete ring, LMod(k) is an co-categorical
enrichment of the usual unbounded derived category of k-modules.

If k has the structure of an Eq-algebra, then LMod(k) has a monoidal structure (— ®y
—) that preserves colimits in both variables (see [Lu2, §7.1.2]). In this case we will shorten
our notation for this monoidal stable co-category to Mod (k).

We write St for the symmetric monoidal co-category of presentable stable co-categories,
and continuous (colimit-preserving) functors. We write Sty for the oo-category of left
Mod(k)-module objects in St. A morphism in Sty is a “k-linear continuous functor.” We
write S for the sphere spectrum, which has canonically Stg =2 St.

We write BPic(k)? for the full subcategory of Sty of objects that are equivalent to
Mod(k), and BPic(k) C BPic(k)* for the subcategory obtained by discarding non-
invertible morphisms in BPic(k)?. Thus BPic(k) is a connected co-groupoid, with a
distinguished object Mod (k). We will usually regard BPic(k) as a pointed space, i.e.
abuse notation and not distinguish between the co-groupoid and its nerve. The meaning
of the notation is that there is a canonical homotopy equivalence between the space of
based loops in BPic(k) (i.e. the space of self-equivalences of Mod(k) € Sty) and the
space Pic(k) of ®j-invertible objects of Mod (k). (The canonical homotopy equivalence
is F' — F(k); this is a very special case of the Morita theory of [Lu2, §4.8])

2.2. Sheaves and sheaf operations. We write Sh,;;(X, k) € Sty for the co-category of
sheaves of k-module spectra on a finite-dimensional locally compact Hausdorff space X.
Here by finite-dimensional, we mean the space X is paracompact and has finite covering
dimension (cf. [Lul, Definition 7.2.3.1]). Formally, if Shv(X) denotes the co-topos as-
sociated to X [Lul, §6.5.4], then Sh; (X, k) is the co-category of contravariant functors
Shv(X)°? — Mod(k) that convert small colimits into small limits. (In [Lul, Notation
63516], this is ShVMod(k) (X))

2.2.1. Covers. One may also obtain Sh,; (X, k) as a localization §2.6 of the category
of Mod(k)-valued presheaves on X. As we are assuming X is finite-dimensional and
locally compact, it is the full subcategory of presheaves P that obey any of the following
equivalent conditions:

(1) Let U be an open subset of X and let {U; } ;< be an open cover of U. Let U denote
the poset of open subsets of U that are contained in at least one of the U;. Then
the natural map

PU)— @ P(V)
veu

assembled from the restriction maps P(U) — P(V') is an isomorphism’.

3Throughout the paper, we follow the convention, as in [Lul], that by an isomorphism, we mean an invertible
morphism in an (oo, 1)-category, i.e. a morphism admitting a two-sided inverse up to homotopy.
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(2) Let U be an open subset of X, and let {U; };c; be an open cover of U that is closed
under finite intersections — that is, suppose that for each ¢, j, there is a k such that
U; NU; = Ug. (We will follow [DI, Def 4.5] and call such a covering a “Cech
cover.”) Regarding I as a poset and ¢ — U; — P(Uj,) as a functor on (the opposite
of) this poset, the natural map

PU)— I&H P(U;)
el
assembled from the restriction maps P(U) — P(U;) is an isomorphism.

(3) Let U be an open subset of X, and let {U, };c; be an open cover of U that has the
following hypercovering property: every finite intersection U;, N ---NU;, canbe
covered by open subsets from {U; };c;. (We will follow [DI, Def. 4.5] and call
a covering of U with this property a “complete cover.”). Then regarding I as a
poset, the natural map

PU)— @ P(Uy)
3
is an isomorphism.

Remark. Here (1)<(2) holds for arbitrary topological spaces, since for any open cover
{U;}ier of U, the associated Cech cover as a subposet in U from (1) is cofinal. The
equivalence (1)<(3) (for sheaves of spaces) is equivalent to the condition that Shv(X)
is hypercomplete (cf. [Lul, Theorem 6.5.3.13, §6.5.4]), which is saying that every sheaf
in Shv(X) satisfies the stronger condition of hyperdescent than usual descent. This does
not hold for every locally compact Hausdorff space X. For a thorough discussion about
the differences between descent and hyperdescent, we refer the reader to [Lul, §6.5.4],
especially Counterexample 6.5.4.8 in loc. cit.. However, for a finite-dimensional locally
compact Hausdorff space X, it is a paracompact Hausdorff space of finite covering di-
mension, hence by [Lul, Theorem 7.2.3.6, Corollary 7.2.1.12], Shv(X) is hypercomplete.
Then Shq; (X, k) ~ Shv(X) ® Mod(k) [Lu5, §1.3.1] satisfies hyperdescent as well.

2.2.2. Locally constant sheaves, operations. One defines the constant sheaf with fiber
M € Mod(k) to be the sheafification of the presheaf that takes the constant value M,
and call a sheaf locally constant if it is isomorphic to such a constant sheaf in some open
cover of M. We write Loc(X, k) C Shgy; (X, k) for the full subcategory of locally con-
stant sheaves on X.

When X is locally contractible, a necessary and sufficient condition for F' to be locally
constant is for each there to exist a complete covering (in the sense of §2.2.1(3)) by con-
tractible open subsets U; C X, such that F'(U;) — F(Uj) is an isomorphism whenever
U; C U;. In fact if {U,},cs is such a covering then Loc(X, k) is equivalent to the full
subcategory of Fun(/°P, Mod(k)) spanned by functors that carry every arrow in 7°P to an
equivalence. (Let us call functors with this property “locally constant functors.”)

If f: Y — X is a continuous map, the pullback functor f* : Sh,y;(X) — Shyy(Y) is
a continuous functor, with a right adjoint f, that is not always continuous. If f = j is an
open embedding then j* (which in the case of an open embedding we also denote by ;')
has a left adjoint j, the extension-by-zero functor. As it is a left adjoint, it is automatically
continuous.

If f is a proper continuous map between locally compact spaces, then f, (which in the
case of a proper map we also denote by fi) is continuous. For a general map between
locally compact spaces, we define fi = f, o ji, where j, f is a factorization into an open
inclusion j and a proper map f.



BRANE STRUCTURES IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY 13

We also have the standard sheaf operations for an inclusion of a subset ¢ : Z — X,
referred to as restrictions and sections with support respectively:

Fy:=u*F, T4F = 1,.'F.

2.2.3. Deligne gluing. Let LCHS be the 1-category of finite-dimensional locally compact
Hausdorff spaces and continuous maps. It is straightforward to verify that there is a functor
LCHS®? — Sty, carrying X to Sh,; (X, k) and f to f*. It is more difficult to verify that
there is a functor LCHS — Sty carrying X to Sh,;(X;k) and f to fi — this is again
straightforward for either the subcategory of LCHS whose morphisms are proper maps,
or that whose morphisms are open inclusions, but to glue these requires an co-categorical
update to the machine in [Del] — this is carried out in great generality in [LiZh1, Cor. 0.2],
[LiZh2, §2.2]. See also [Vol].

2.2.4. Cosheaf perspective. If X is alocally compact Hausdorff space, then for each open
U C X, the functor F' — T'.(U, F) is continuous, as it is the composite of restriction to
U and proper pushforward to a point. In contrast, the functor F' — T'(U, F) is not usually
continuous (for example if U contains a closed, infinite discrete set Z, then the constant
sheaf on Z is a direct sum, while its image under I'(U, —) is a direct product). Note
that I'. (U, F") is covariant in the U-variable — it is a cosheaf in the sense that, whenever
{Ui }:ier is a family of open subsets that is closed under finite intersections and that covers
U, the natural map

limI' (U F) = T(U; F

frg (Ui F) (U; F)
is an isomorphism.

In [Tam2], Tamarkin uses such cosheaves systematically — but he calls them sheaves.
Indeed on a locally compact Hausdorff space, the co-categories of sheaves of k-modules
and of cosheaves of k-modules are equivalent, via the assignment F' — I'.(—; F). This is
one formulation of Verdier duality [Lu2, §5.5.5].

2.2.5. Descent. When regarded as a Sty-valued contravariant functor on LCHS, the co-
categories Shgy(—; k) themselves form a sheaf, so that whenever {U; };¢; is a covering
sieve of X, the restriction maps Shq;(X;k) — Shgy(U;; k) assemble to an equivalence

(221) Shall (X, k) :) I&H Sha”(UZ'; k)

il
where the limit is taken in the co-category Sty. The same is true with Sh,;(—, k) replaced
by Loc(—, k), or by the categories Shs(—; k) and Shy (—; k) discussed in §2.9. A proof
of (2.2.1) can be found in Appendix B.

2.3. Generators. In classic sheaf theory texts, many identities between sheaf operations
are verified by taking suitable resolutions (injective, flabby, soft,...). The theory of pre-
sentable categories gives an alternative which is more general (as it applies to unbounded
complexes, or to sheaves of spectra), and in some ways simpler.

The sheaves of the form jy 1k, where jy : U — X runs though all open subsets of
X, make a small set of generators for Sh,;; (X, k) — indeed, jy, 1k represents the sections
functor F' — I'(U; F'). We may use this to verify sheaf operation identities by the follow-
ing device: if ¢1, ¢2 are continuous functors Shy; (X) — C in Sty, and n : ¢1 — ¢oisa
natural transformation between them (i.e. n is a morphism in Fun(Sh,;(X),C)), then n
is an isomorphism if and only if ny : ¢1(ju,1k) = ¢2(ju,k) is an isomorphism for all U.

(We warn once again, however, that the objects jy7, 1k are not usually compact — they
are N;-compact in the sense of [Lul, §5.3.4])
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2.4. Proper base change. We record a consequence of the nonabelian proper base change
theorem of [Lul, §7.3]. Given a Cartesian diagram of locally compact topological spaces,

’

x4 ,x

Y’T>Y

the natural map ¢*py — pj¢’* is an isomorphism of functors Sh,;; (X) — Sha;(Y”).

There is an expectation, which has been seen through in other contexts [GaRo], that
“six operations” formalisms can be encoded in (oo, 2)-categorical language — as a functor
from the (2, 2)-category of spaces, correspondences, and 2-morphisms between correspon-
dences, to the (o0, 2)-category of categories. We don’t use it in this paper.

2.5. Monoidal structure and functors from kernels. The monoidal structure on Mod (k)
induces a monoidal structure on Sh; (X, k), which we also denote by (— ®x —). For-
mally, one applies [Lu2, Lemma 2.2.1.9] to the monoidal category of presheaves on X,
after noting that if P — P’ induces an equivalence after sheafification, then so does
P ®x Q — P’ ®y Q. The pullback functors f* are monoidal.

For each K € Sh,; (X x Y;k), we define a continuous functor Ko : Shy;(Y) —
Sh(X), by the formula

G+ projy | (K ®xk proj; &)

(In the notation of [KaSc, Def. 3.6.1], this is ®x). We also define oK : Sh,; (V) —
Shai(X) (denoted F' +— F' o K) by G ~ proj; , (projsG @y K). Unless k is E3-
commutative or better, we do not usually have a natural isomorphism K o F' = F o K.

2.5.1. Projection formula. The “projection formula” is a pair of natural isomorphisms
(2.5.1) HG @k F = fi(Gey f°F) Fox iG= [i(f*F ok G)

Kashiwara and Schapira prove this as [KaSc, Prop. 2.6.6]. For sheaves of spectra, these
isomorphisms can be obtained as base-change maps, constructed from the Cartesian dia-
grams

x—1 .y x—7I .y
e

XXxY—YxY YxX—Y XY
f)(ldy ldy)(f

applied to the sheaf FKGon X x Y or GRFonY x X. HereI'y = (idx x f) o Ax
andI‘? = (f xidx) o Ax.
From (2.5.1) and the adjunction between f; and f', one can construct (exactly as in
[KaSc, Prop. 3.1.11]) natural transformations
fFee G- fl(FexG)  [FefG— f(FexG)

If f: Y — X is a fiber bundle whose fiber is a topological manifold, or more generally a
topological submersion in the sense of [KaSc, Def. 3.3.1], these become isomorphisms. In
particular, putting wy, x := f'(k), we have canonically

(2.5.2) f'F = f*F @ wy/x 2wy x @k f*F
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when f is a topological submersion — the proof is the same as [KaSc, Prop. 3.3.2(ii)].
Moreover wy, x is invertible, it is locally isomorphic to a suspension of the constant sheaf
on Y. Note that (2.5.2) implies that, for a topological submersion, f' is a continuous
functor.

The equation (2.5.2) also holds when f is a fiber bundle whose fiber is a manifold with
boundary. In that case the restriction of f to the complement of the boundary (write it as
Y°) is a topological submersion, and wy, x is the extension by zero of wy. x along the
inclusion Y° — Y.

2.5.2. The kernel K—1'. If Ax : X — X x X denotes the diagonal embedding, then
(Ax .k)o and o(Ax .k) are both isomorphic to the identity functor on Sh,;(X). Given
akernel K € Sh,; (X x Y), there is another kernel K1 € Sh,; (Y x X) along with a
natural map K ' o K — Ax .k — it is given by the formula [GKS, Eq. 1.21]

(2.53) K~ = flip(Hom(K, wx xy;v))

where Hom (K, —) is the right adjoint functor to K ®yx (—), wxxy/y = wx K ky asin
§2.5.1, and flip is the obvious equivalence between Sh,;; (X x Y') and Sh,; (Y x X).

2.6. Localization. If C'is a presentable co-category, the following data are equivalent to
each other [Lul, Prop. 5.2.7.4]:

(1) Another presentable co-category LC together with a continuous functor C' — LC
whose right adjoint is fully faithful.

(2) A not necessarily continuous functor L : C' — C, together with a natural transfor-
mation 1, : 1¢ — L that becomes an isomorphism after applying L — i.e. that
has L(nr) : L — L? an isomorphism.

When C' is stable, these data are furthermore equivalent to

(3) A localizing subcategory of C, i.e. a full subcategory C’ C C that is closed under
infinite direct sums, and that is also presentable.

(We warn that some authors do not require that a “localizing subcategory” is presentable,
though there is a strong set-theoretic axiom (Vopenka’s principle) which implies that pre-
sentability of C” is automatic.)

(1) determines (2) by taking L : C' — C' to be the composite of C' — LC' with its
right adjoint. (2) determines (1) by taking LC' to be the essential image of L. In the stable
setting (1) and (2) determine (3) by taking C’ to be the kernel of L.

If C’ C C'is alocalizing subcategory of a presentable stable co-category, we sometimes
write C'/C" or L¢»C for the right orthogonal of C” in C, i.e. for full subcategory of C'
spanned by objects ¢ with Hom(¢, ¢) = 0 for all ¢ € C’. This is how (3) determines (1)
— the fully faithful inclusion C/C’" — C has a left adjoint C' — C/C".

A k-linear structure on C' that preserves C’ induces a k-linear structure on C'/C’, and
the construction (C" C C) — C'/C" is functorial. In fact it extends to a functor

(2.6.1) Fun(A*', Sty) — Sty

taking the arrow C' — C” to the colimit of the diagram 0 « C" — C.

A basic example is the case of restriction to an open subset. That is, if C is the oco-
category of sheaves on a space and LC' is the co-category of sheaves on an open subset,
then the restriction functor j* : C' — LC has a fully faithful right adjoint j,, and L = j.j*.
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2.7. Microlocal theory of non-constructible sheaves. In a moment, we will restrict our
attention to sheaves that are locally constant on the strata of some Whitney stratification,
and study them with the help of stratified Morse theory. But Kashiwara and Schapira give
tools for analyzing more general sheaves microlocally. We discuss some of these tools in
this section from the standpoint of sheaves of spectra. This material is “optional” (it is not
used elsewhere in this paper) so we will be somewhat terse.

2.7.1. Noncharacteristic deformation lemma. This is the name given to [KaSc, Prop. 2.7.2].
The “unbounded” analog is the following:

Proposition. Let X be a Hausdorff space and F' € Sh,; (X, k) a sheaf on X. Suppose
that {U,; }+cr is a family of open subsets of X obeying the following:

1) Uy =, Usforallt € R

(2) Whenever ¢t > s, the set Uy — Ug N supp(F’) is compact
(3) Setting Z; = (1,5, Ur — U,*, whenever s < tandx € Z, — Uy:

(2.7.1) Tx_v,F)s =0

Then for all ¢ € R, the natural map is an isomorphism:

r (U US;F> —T(U; F)
seR

Proof. As in [KaSc, Prop 2.7.2], the proof is an application of the following:

Kashiwara lemma: Let P : R°® — Mod(k) be a presheaf on the poset

R. Suppose that for each s € R, the maps

lim P(t) — P(s) P(s) — lim P(t)

are both isomorphisms. Then P(s;) — P(s2) is an isomorphism for

every s; > Sa.
When k = Z and under some boundedness hypotheses, a version of this first appeared in
the proof of [Kash, Th. 1.2]. We learned the following proof (which does not require such
hypotheses) from Dmitri Pavlov — perhaps it is the same proof that Kashiwara ommited
for [Kash, Lem. 1.3]. For each s5 <t < s1, let C'(¢) denote the cone on P(s1) — P(t).
Fix amap f : ¥k — C(ss). We will show that f is nullhomotopic, by showing that f
factors through C'(s;) = 0. As C(s2) = ling, C(t) and ¥*k is compact in Mod(k),

L>So

the map f factors through C(¢) for some ¢t > so. Let r be the supremum of all ¢ < s;
for which such a factorization can be found. As C(r) = lim _ C(t), it follows that a
factorization through C(r) can be found. But then we must have r = s1, for if this is false
then (using C'(r) = lim, C(t)) we may find ¢ > r such that f factors through C(t),
violating the definition of 7. U

2.7.2. Singular support. The singular support SS(F) C T*X of a sheaf F' € Shy; (X, k)
is defined by defining its complement. We say that (z,£) ¢ SS(F) if the following condi-
tions holds for some neighborhood U > (z, §):

If v is a real-valued C''-function, defined in a neighborhood of x; and
with dip,, € U, then

(2.7.2) (T (elp(@) 2w (@)} (F))ay = 0.

“In the source [KaSc, Prop. 2.7.2], there is a typo in the placement of the overline to indicate the closure.
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The stalk of I' {4y (2)>v (1)} (F) at 1 depends only on the germ of 1) near ;.

This definition makes clear that SS(F') is a closed conic subset of 7* X, and that it is
functorial for pullback by C*-homeomorphisms. Other desirable properties are not im-
mediate, and need a second look in the setting of unbounded complexes or spectra. In
particular, since I'y is not a continuous functor, it is not immediate that if one is given
infinitely many sheaves with SS(F;) C Z, for a closed conic subset Z, then one also has
SSEPF,) CZ.

In the following, we include another convenient formulation of singular support borrow-
ing Tamarkin’s notion of an “Q2-lense” to address the latter issue. With the noncharacteristic
deformation lemma in the “unbounded” situation at hand, one can prove several equivalent
definitions of (the complement of) singular support as in [KaSc, Proposition 5.1.1] without
any essential change. In fact, the notion of an “Q2-lense” is somewhat implicit in loc. cit..

Given a conic open subset 2 C T*X, we say a quadruple (f, x,a,e9) € C°(X) x
C*(X) x R x Ry (one can replace C*°(X) by C"(X) for any r > 1) is an Q-lense if
the followings hold:

o the function y with range in [0, 1] but not constantly 0 (as a characteristic function)
is compactly supported on f~!([a — €, a + €));
e Define Hy o := {z: f(z) < a+ex(z)} and Hf = {z: f(z) < a+ ex(z)}.
Then for any € € [0,¢o] and © € (Ha,e — HJ ) N {x > 0}, we have (z, (df —
edy).) € .
For a sheaf F' € Shg;(X, k), we say that F' is Q-noncharacteristic if for any )-lense
(f, x, a, €0), we have an isomorphism

(2.7.3) I(H!

a,€ep’?

F) 5 D(H] o3 F)

for the restriction map. We can equally characterize the {2-noncharacteristic property of F’
by replacing (2.7.3) with

(274) T(HaeyN{x>0,f>a—e}; F) = T(HooN{x>0,f>a—e} F).

Since H, . N {x >0,f > a— e} is compact for any ¢ € [0, €], both sides of (2.7.4)
preserve (small) colimits in F'.

One can show that for any two conic open subsets {21 and €25, F' is {2, U)s-noncharacteristic
if and only if F' is both €2; and (2;-noncharacteristic (the argument is a standard ap-
plication of the noncharacteristic deformation lemma). Then SS(F') is defined to be
the complement of the largest (2 so that F is Q2-noncharacteristic. Now it is clear that

SS(P F;) c U SS(F;). Itis also clear from (2.7.3) that SS([] F3) € U SS(F).
2.7.3. A “dual” view of Q-lenses. For each Q-lense (f, x,a,¢0), let C5 . = X — H,
(resp. Cq,—c = X — H;,J then we have the open inclusion C; — Cg - Let mpt :

a,—€Q
Cq_. — ptand jo, . : Cf _. = X be the open inclusions. For any M € Mod(k), by
adjunction

HomSha”(X)(Fa (jC.,—e)*'/T;!mM) = HomMod(k)(Fc(Co

a—e Flee ), M)

Using the equivalent charaterization of {2-noncharacteristic by (2.7.4), we see that F' is Q-
noncharacteristic if and only if for all Q-lenses (f, x, a, €p) and M € Mod(k), the natural
morphism

€

HomSha”(X)(Fa ch,owX Rk M) — HomSha”(X)(Fa ch-,feo wx Qk M)

is an isomorphism.
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2.7.4. Standard (dualizing) sheaves associated to Q-lenses. For any Q-lense (f, x, a, €o)
and any 0 < §g < 01 < €9, we associate the sheaf
F50751 = Cone(ka — kHT . ) = kHT _gt
a,dq a,81 a,dq a,dg
In the following, we call such a sheaf the standard sheaf associated to the Q-lense (£, x, a, €)
and 0y < d1. If g = 0 and 61 = €, we simply say the sheaf is associated to the (2-lense

(f7 X, a, E0)‘
Let

c° wx,

Fs, s, = ﬁber(FC;ﬁSOwX — chwﬂh wx) 2 Teo ° s

a,—8g
For any M € Mod(k), we call F5;5, ®x M a standard dualizing sheaf associated to
the Q-lense (f,x,a,¢€p), 0 < dp < d1 < €p, and the module M. We have the following
lemma which is crucial for the enhancement of Kashiwara-Schapira’s theory to the spectral
setting, especially for proving the key statements in §2.10.

Lemma. For any open conic subset {2 in 7*X. The standard sheaves (resp. standard
dualizing sheaves) associated to all 2-lenses (resp. §2-lenses and k-modules) generate the
left (resp. right) orthogonal complement of Shr«x _o(X; k) under colimits (resp. limits).

Proof. The generation under colimits for the left orthogonal complement immediately fol-
lows from the definition. The generation under limits for the right orthogonal complement
follows from the “dual” version in §2.7.3. O

Remark. By GKS, for any compactly supported contact Hamiltonian isotopy ¢;,t €
[0,1], 9o = id on T X, whose support is contained in 2°°, the canonical kernel K; asso-
ciated to p; (2.11) preserves both the left and right orthogonal complements of Shy+ x (X))
and induces an auto-equivalence on them.

2.7.5. Regular subanalytic Q-lenses and their microlocal sheaf theory. Now we assume
that &/ C T™*°X is open conic. Using the proof of [KaSc, Proposition 5.1.1], it suffices
to consider some special class of subanalytic {/-lenses to generate the left/right orthogonal
complement of Shp-x _y,(X). For example, given U/ in (1),, of loc. cit., we can restrict to
the class of ﬁt(a) constructed explicitly in its proof about (1),, = (3), and for each pair
t1 < ty sufficiently close, we can find a C*! U-lense (f, ¥, ¢, €¢) with Hlo = 4, (a) and

H} . = Q,(a). Clearly we can choose the U-lense in the class C", by making 9 (a) of

c,€0
class C". These U-lenses are all regular in the sense of the following definition.

Definition. We say a subanalytic U-lense (f, X, ¢, €o) is regular, if there is a Whitney
stratification of X with 5 strata:
{Cy :=0H},  —0H!, C_:=0H,-oH] . oC, H —H,X-Hl.,—H},

C,€0 C,€07 ;€0

that is a compatible with Hi,eo — Hlo (cf. [J1, §A.2.4 (2), (1)]), such that Hj:eo — Hlo is

contractible and each of C'y, C', is diffeomorphic to a closed ball (of dim X — 1).

For any regular subanalytic U-lense £ := (f, x, ¢, €g) in the class C", let Ay C T*>°X
be the union of the positive conormal direction (i.e. d(f — egx) and df respectively)
along C; and C_. It’s clear that A, is a C"~! Legendrian unknot. Note that in this case
Fs,5, = Fs,y.5, @k N for some N € Mod(k). Note also that the sheaf theory with singular
support in A is easy to understand from stratified Morse theory. Take any generic (z, £) in
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Cone(A ) (Where fi(, ¢ is well defined) and v a stratified Morse function as in Subsection
2.9.2, then p(, ¢ induces an equivalence

(2.7.5) Sheone(as)ucx (X3 k) /Loc(X; k) <5 Mod (k).

and the inverse functor is sending k (up to a possible suspension) to the standard sheaf
associated with L. Here the left and right orthogonal complements of Loc(X; k) are iden-
tical.

2.7.6. The microlocal Morse lemma.

Corollary (Corollary 5.4.19 [KaSc]). Let F' € Sh,;(X;k) andlet f : X — Rbea
C'-function. Assume that flsupp(F) : Supp(F) — R.is proper.

(i) Forany —oco < a < b < oo, if {(z,df,) : x € f~'[a,b)} N SS(F) = @, then the
restriction morphisms give isomorphisms:

(2.7.6) L(f ' (—o00,b); F) S T(f ' (~00,a; F) S T(f ' (~00,a); F).

(i) For any —0co < a < b < oo, if {(z,—df,) : z € f~(a,b]} N SS(F) = @
(resp. {(x,—df;) : x € f~[a,b)} N SS(F) = ), then the restriction (resp.
co-restriction) morphisms give isomorphisms:

2.7.7) L(f~H(a,00); F) = D(f b, 00); F) = T(f7H (b, 00); F)
(2.7.8) (resp. Te(f ™" (=00, a); F) = Te(f (=00, b); F)).

Proof. (i) Since Supp(F)jap = f~*([a,b]) N Supp(F) is compact, there is a com-
pactly supported C''-function y : X — [0,1] such that XlSupp(F)pay = 1. Let @ =
T*X — SS(F). Then by assumption, (f,x,a,b — a) is an Q-lense. Since Supp(F’) N
fH(=00,d) € {z : f(z) < a+ (' — a)x(z)}, for all @’ € [a,b], and F is Q-
noncharacteristic, the restriction morphisms are both isomorphisms:

D(f7H(=00,d);F) S T({z: f(z) <a+(d —a)x(2)}; F) S T(f}(~00,a); F),

forall o’ € [a,b]. Since I'(f~*(—o0,a]; F) = lim ,_ T(f~*(—00,a’); F), the isomor-
phisms in (2.7.6) follow.

(ii) The isomorphism (2.7.7) follows from applying (i) to the function —f. To see
(2.7.8), consider the natural commutative diagram with each row a fiber sequence:

Lo(f7H(=00,a); F) ——= Te(X; F) —— Te(f71([a,00); F) .

J I

Le(fH(=00,0); F) ——= Te(X; F) —— Te(f 7 ([b, 00); F)

It suffices to show that ¢ is an isomorphism. By the properness of f|s,pp(#). this is equiv-
alent to showing that ¢’ : T'(f~%([a,d]; F) — T(f~1([b,d]; F) is an isomorphism, for a
fixed d € (b, c0).

We observe that under the condition {(z, —df,) : x € f~'[a,b)} N SS(F) = &, there
exists € > 0 such that {(x, —df,) : x € f~1(a —€,b)} N SS(F) = @ as well. This can be
seen as follows. First, by properness of f|supp(r), we have f({z : —df, = 0}NSupp(F'))
is closed, Since it is disjoint from [a, b), it is disjoint from (a — €, b) for some €; > 0.
Second, let

Wy = {( [df]) - 2 € Supp(F) 1~} a — e1,b)} € T=X
S = SS(F)OO N TOOX‘f—l(afel,b)'
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Then under the composition 7% X = X J, R, we have both Wy — (a—€1,b) and S —
(a—e€1,b) are proper, sois WyNS — (a—e,b). In particular, f(7(W;NS))N(a—e1,d)
is closed in (a — €1, b). Since by assumption f(7(W; N .S)) N[a,b) = @, f(x(W;NS))
is disjoint from (a — €, b) for some 0 < € < €;. Hence the observation follows.

Now using (2.7.7), the morphism ¢’ factors as the isomorphisms

D(fMa,d;F)~ lim  T(f'(a',d;F) = D(f[b,d]; F).

a’€(a—e,a)

The proof is complete. U

2.8. The sheaf of microlocal sheaves. This is another “optional” section, describing an
approach to constructing sheaves of brane structures, or more general microlocal cate-
gories, that we will not work out in detail.

For each conic subset U C T™*M, Kashiwara and Schapira introduce a category of
“microlocal sheaves on U,” called D®(M, U). It is defined to be the Verdier quotient of the
bounded derived category of sheaves on M by the subcategory of sheaves with singular
support outside of /. When U is open’ we make a similar definition, using co-categorical
localization §2.6 in place of the Verdier quotient. More precisely we define Sh (M, U)
to be the right orthogonal to the full subcategory of sheaves whose singular support is in
the complement of U.

2.8.1. The presheaf of microlocal sheaves. The assignment U +—> Sh (M, U) from conic
open subsets of T* M to full subcategories of Sh;; (M) is inclusion-preserving. Each of
the inclusions Shyy (M,U) — Shgu (M, V) has a continuous left adjoint, and by [Lul,
Cor. 5.5.3.4], the left adjoints to these left adjoints assemble to a contravariant functor
from the poset of conic open subsets of T M to Sty, i.e. to a presheaf on 7* M that as in
[TZ1, §3.1] we denote by MShP.

The equality SS(F)NU = SS(F')NU holds whenever F' and F’ become isomorphisms
in Sh,y; (M, U) — this follows from the triangle inequalities. Given a closed conic subset
Z C T*M, we define MShY, to be the presheaf on 7* M by

(U, MShY) = {F € Sho,(M,U) | SS(F)NU C Z}

This presheaf is supported on Z in the sense that its sections over any open set in the
complement of Z give the zero category.

2.8.2. Shedfification of the presheaf of microlocal sheaves. We write MSh for the sheafi-
fication of MSh% with values in Sty. Let us first make a warning about sheafification, that
makes it difficult to identify MSh in general. The co-category Sty is not compactly gen-
erated. Because of this, it is not possible to tell whether a morphism between sheaves
of categories is an equivalence, by checking that it is an equivalence on stalks. On the
other hand, one could sheafify MShI% in 62;500 (notation as in Appendix B) which has a
stalkwise criterion for equivalences. We refer the reader to [NaSh, Remark 6.1] for more
comments on this.

For example as U runs through the open subsets of the real line R, the co-categories
Sh(U) and their full subcategories Loc(U) assemble to sheaves of presentable stable
oo-categories, let us denote them by Loc and Sh;;. It follows from [Lul, Thm. 5.5.3.18]
that the inclusion functor Loc — Sh,;; induces an equivalence of stalks.

SIf U is not open, the class of sheaves with singular support in the complement of U is not closed under
infinite direct sums
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However when Z is a conic Lagrangian contained in the conormal variety of some
Whitney stratification, MShY, has the following constructibility property:

e the presheaf is constructible along Z in the sense that every point has a fundamen-
tal system of neighborhoods z € Z for which the restriction maps I'(U;, MShY,) —
I'(U;, MShY,) are equivalences.

This property is inherited by MShz. When C and C’ are sheaves of oco-categories obeying
such a constructibility property, we have a stalkwise criterion for equivalences. For exam-
ple it follows that MSh is locally constant over the complement of some codimension 1
setin Z.

2.9. Constructible sheaves. Write Loc(X, k) C Shg; (X, k) for the full subcategory of
locally constant sheaves. If X is a smooth manifold and S is a Whitney stratification of
X, we say that F' € Sh,; (X, k) is S-quasiconstructible if its restriction to each stratum is
locally constant. We say that F' is S-constructible if furthermore its stalk at each point is a
perfect k-module (i.e. a compact object of Mod(k)). The full subcategory of Sh; (X, k)
spanned by the S-quasiconstructible sheaves is closed under small colimits — in particular
it is an object of Sty that we denote by Shs (X, k).

We warn that it is not usually the case that Shs (X, k) is generated under colimits by the
S-constructible sheaves — this is not even true for locally constant sheaves. For example,
if X = S%, then Loc(X,C) ~ QCoh(Spec C[t,t~!]). The finite rank local systems
are corresponding to torsion coherent sheaves (i.e. those with proper support). Since
Hom(M, C(t)) = 0 for all torsion M, we see that C(t) is not generated by finite rank
local systems under taking colimits. However it is true when S is a regular cell complex.

2.9.1. Operations. Suppose X and Y are Whitney stratified manifolds with stratifications
Sx and Sy. We say that f : X — Y is a stratified mapping if there is a factorization
X — X — Y, and a stratification of X, such that X — X is the inclusion of an open
union of strata and X — Y is proper and restricts to a submersion on each stratum. In
general, suppose X’ and Y’ are Whitney stratified manifolds and f : X’ — Y’ is a
stratified map. Let X C X’ and Y C Y’ be the union of some of the strata in Sx- and
Sy, respectively, such that f(X) C Y. Then we say f|x : X — Y a stratified mapping
for the Whitney stratified spaces X and Y. If f is a stratified mapping then f*, f., fi
and f' preserve the subcategories of S-quasiconstructible sheaves. Moreover, we see that
fx : Shs, (X;k) — Shs, (Y; k) is always continuous.

Let’s sketch a proof of the fact that the four functors preserve S-quasiconstructible
sheaves. For f open, this directly follows from the existence of good tubes [Nadl, §2.4]
and Thom’s first and second isotopy Lemmas [Mat, §11]. In particular, one sees that f, is
continuous on quasiconstructible sheaves. For f proper, the assertion for f, = f, follows
again from Thom’s isotopy Lemmas. For f a topological submersion, the assertion for f*
is obvious and the assertion for f' follows from (2.5.2). For f a closed embedding, the
assertion for f* and f' follows from the fiber sequences

fiff = id = ., gt —id = fof*

where j is the open inclusion of the complement of f(X) C Y. In general, to prove f*
and f' preserve S-quasiconstructible sheaves, one can do induction on the dimension of
Y. By the above observations, WLOG, we may assume f is proper. If Y is a point, there is
nothing to prove. Suppose we have proved the case for dimY’ < n. Now letdimY =n
and let j,, : Y,, < Y be the open inclusion of the union of top dimensional strata in S and
icn : Yon < Y be the closed embedding of the complement. Let j : f~*(Y;,) < X and
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i: f~Y(Y-,) = X be the open and closed embeddings, respectively. We only sketch the
proof for f', since the proof for f* is similar. We have the fiber sequence

wi'f' = f' = Gt f
where (1) iyi' f* = i)(fi)" preserves S-quasiconstructible sheaves from induction, for fi
factors through i,,; (2) j.j'f' = j.(fj)' preserves S-quasiconstructible sheaves, since
fj factors through j,,, and on any contractible open U in Y,,, we can write the local system

as p!Mpt, p: U — ptand M € Mod(k), so then we reduce the case locally to the case
that the base space is a point. Now the assertion for f* follows.

2.9.2. Microlocal stalks. If X is a manifold and S is a Whitney stratification of X, let
As C T* X denote its conormal variety

(2.9.1) As= ] T3 X
S €S

Let AZ™ C As be the smooth part. For every (z,£) € AZ™, the microlocal stalk functor
Hae : Shs(X) — Mod(k) is defined by

(2.9.2) foe(F) == 2%Cone (To(Be(z) N v~ (n,00), F) — Te(Be(z), F))

where v is an S-stratified Morse function ([GMac, §2.1]) defined in a neighborhood B, (x)
of z, with dv, = &, d is the index of v at x, and 0 < 1 < € are sufficiently small
(in the sense that (1, €) belongs to a fringed set [GMac, §5]). The ball B.(z) is defined
with respect to a Riemannian metric on X. The “the stratified Morse theorem, part B”
of [GMac] implies that this functor is well-defined up to isomorphism — independent of
the metric and of v, ¢,n. For any positive real r we have canonically pi; ¢ F' = pig .
The functor yi, ¢ is sensitive to the stratification only in the sense that if S’ refines S,
the functor y, ¢ may not be defined on S’-constructible sheaves if (z, ) is not a smooth
point of Ass (equivalently, if the S’-stratum containing  is of lower dimension than the
S-stratum containing ).

2.9.3. Singular support. For constructible sheaves, the notion of singular support §2.7.2
specializes to the following. If A C Ag is the closure of a union of components of A",
we write Sh (X)) for the full subcategory of Shs(X) spanned by sheaves F' that obey the
condition:

(2.9.3) pz,e(F) = 0 whenever (z,£) € As — A

The category Sha (X)) is independent of the stratification S with As D A. If F' € Shy (X)),
then we say that the singular support of F' is contained in A, and write SS(F') C A. As
Lz ¢ is continuous, Shy (X)) € Sty is presentable.

Kashiwara and Schapira give a variety of bounds on the singular support of F’ in
terms of the singular support of F', when F’ is obtained by applying a sheaf operation
(fi, f*,®xk,---) to F. They are all easy to verify, even in the presentable setting, if one
assumes that F' is quasiconstructible and that f is a stratified mapping.

2.10. Contact transformations. Let V and T be vector spaces of the same dimension.
Write 7%°V and T*°W for the deleted cotangent bundles, i.e. the complements of the
zero section in 7*V and T*W. Let L denote the germ of a smooth conic Lagrangian
near the point (0, pg) € T*°V. A contact transformation is a kind of Darboux coordinate
change near (0, pp), with additional requirements imposed to make it induce functors on
sheaf categories associated to L.
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2.10.1. Definition. A contact transformation® of L is the germ of a conic Lagrangian y C
T*°V x T*°W through a point ((0, —po), (0, p’)) that obeys the following:

(1) x is the germ of the graph of a symplectomorphism Uy = U’, where Uy C T*V
is a neighborhood of (0,pg) and U’ C T*W is a neighborhood of (0, p’). (The
“graph” is modified to be Lagrangian, by applying (z,£) — (x, —€) in the T*V
factor.)

(2) Write x (L) for the image of L N Uy under such a symplectomorphism. Then y
is the germ of an open subset of the conormal bundle to a smooth hypersurface in
V x W passing through the origin, and x(L) is the germ of an open subset of the
conormal bundle to a smooth hypersurface in 1174 passing through the origin.

It is proved in [KaSc, Prop. A.2.5, Cor. A.2.7] that for every L one can find such a y.

2.10.2. Effect of a contact transformation on categories. If Vo C Vand Wy C W are
sufficiently small neighborhoods of the origins, by a slight abuse of the notion of “germ”
we may regard L as a conic Lagrangian in 7%V, whose front projection to Vj is closed
(and recall the assumption (1.5.1)) and x (L) as a conic Lagrangian in T* Wo. The theory
of contact transformations in [KaSc, §7.2] gives an equivalence between the localizations
(recall that (5 denotes the zero-section in 7 M for any manifold M)

(2.10.1) ShLUCV( 0;k)/Loc(Vp) ~ Sh, (1, L)UGy, (Wo: k) /Loc(Wp)

The notation Shy is as in §2.9.3 and the notation C/C" is as in §2.6. This is proved in
Appendix A §A.27.

The equivalence (2.10.1) is described by a kernel K € Sh(VO X WO) §25. If H C
VO X WO is a hypersurface as in §2.10.1(2), then putting K to be the constant sheaf on H
(extended by Zero) one computes that K ! (2.5.3) is also a suspension of constant sheaf
on flip(H) C Vo x Wo.

2.10.3. Contact transformations and microlocal stalks. Since x(L) is the conormal of a
smooth hypersurface in Wy, the category on the right-hand side of (2.10.1) is easy to
describe: the functor (g ;) (2.9.2) gives an equivalence to Mod(k). In fact the numerator
of the right-hand side is described in the introduction §1.5.1; in those terms the microlocal
stalk functor is the cone on the map (1.5.2).

The group of origin-preserving diffeomorphisms of W acts on the set of contact trans-
formations for L, (0, pg) in the obvious way, with each diffeomorphism moving (0,p’) to
(0,p") for another nonzero p”. If x; and x2 differ by such a diffeomorphism, the compos-
ite functors Shruc,, (Vo: k) /Loc(Vy) = Mod(k) are canonically isomorphic in a strong
sense, so that there is a natural map from the space of diffeomorphism-classes of contact
transformations and the space of equivalences to Mod (k).

2.11. Guillermou-Kashiwara-Schapira. Let M be a manifold, let I C R be an open
set containing O and let ;,¢ € I be a one-parameter family of symplectomorphisms of
T*°M obeying

<P0(x7§):(x7§) vte I,r € Ry, @t(x,rf):r@t(x,ﬁ)

In other words, ¢; is a homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy of 77°M. Suppose that ¢ is
horizontally compactly supported, in the sense that there is a compact open subset A C M

OIn [KaSc], a contact transformation only needs to satisfy condition (1). Condition (2) specifies a generic
class of contact transformations. Since we always use this generic class of contact transformations, we simply
refer them as contact transformations.
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such that o, is the identity outside of 7% A for all ¢. The main theorem in [GKS] is the
uniqueness and existence of a kernel K; (§2.5) on M x M such that

(1) K;oand K; ‘o are inverse equivalences on Sh (M, k), notation as in (2.5.3).
(2) Away from the zero section one has SS(K; o F) = ¢¢(SS(F)) for all F €
Shau (M, k).
They furthermore prove that each K is locally bounded. If we make an additional tame-
ness hypothesis on ¢, the K; are constructible on some Whitney stratification of M x M.
With this tameness hypothesis in place, essentially the same proof works in the presentable
setting, giving constructible K; whose fibers are perfect k-modules — this perfectness
property replacing the locally bounded property, when k is a ring spectrum.

We indicate a few details. The graphs G; of ¢; determine a conic Lagrangian subset
G C T*°(M x M x I), so that G is the projection to T* (M x M) of the slice att € I. We
seek a sheaf K with singular support in G'U(as x a1 x 1 Whose restriction to M x M x {0} is
the constant sheaf supported on the diagonal. The uniqueness of K can be proved exactly
as in [GKS, Prop. 3.2].

For the existence of K, we impose the additional tameness assumption that ¢ is con-
tained in the conormal variety (2.9.1) of a Whitney stratification of M x M x I — for
example this holds if ¢ is the Hamiltonian flow of a subanalytic function. Without further
loss of generality we can assume that the projection M x M x I — [ is a stratified Morse
function, so that to construct K, it suffices to construct it locally around each critical value
of M x M x I — I and argue that they can be glued. Steps (A) and (B) of the proof of
[GKS, Prop. 3.5] give the local construction and the gluing argument.

Another consequence of the existence of K, is that for each ¢ € I and each conic
Lagrangian A C 7™° M, the restriction functor

(2.11.1) Shgon (M x I) — Shg,on (M % {t})

is an equivalence — the proof is the same as [GKS, Prop. 3.12]. It also follows from the
uniqueness of K that the GKS construction induces a monoidal functor

Path®™ Ham(M) — Shay(M x M x I), ¢ — K,

where Path®™°Ham(M) is the space of smooth Hamiltonian isotopies ¢ = {¢;,t €
I}, @0 = id, equipped with the discrete topology. The space Path®”“°Ham(M) has an
obvious group structure (¢’ o )y = ©} o ¢y, and Sh,; (M x M x I) has the obvious
convolution monoidal structure coming from M x M (i.e. it is doing K o K}), and the
monoidal functor is with respect to these monoidal structures.

3. WAVEFRONTS, BRANE STRUCTURES, AND NADLER-ZASLOW
We will mostly apply the ideas of §2 in a somewhat special situation, for which collect

notation here.

3.1. Cotangent bundles. If M is a manifold, its cotangent bundle 7 M is an symplectic
symplectic manifold: if z = (z1,...,z,) are coordiantes on M and £ = (&1,...,&,) are
the dual cotangent coordinates, the canonical one-form and symplectic form are

a:=&dxy + -+ Epday, w=da

Welet T M := T*M 11 T M be the relative compactification of 7 M given in [NaZa,
§5.1.1]. The boundary 7°° M of T" M is called “contact infinity”
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3.2. Exact Lagrangians. An immersion ¢ : L — 7™M is Lagrangian if ¢*w vanishes. It
is exact if i* « is an exact one-form. A function f : L. — R for which df = « is called a
primitive for L. If L is connected then the primitive is unique up to an additive constant.
Throughout the paper, we assume that the image of the projection L — M is precompact.
We write A for the intersection L N 7°° M. It is not always necessary that A is smooth,
but we will assume that L and L are tame in the sense of [NaZa, §5.2], which in particular
implies that A is Legendrian wherever it is smooth. We let ® C M denote the image of A
under the front projection.

We will say that an exact Lagrangian is lower exact if any primitive for it is proper
and bounded above. The tameness condition implies furthermore that the primitive has
only finitely many critical values. The standard Lagrangians of [NaZa], when taken over
an open subset of M, are always lower exact, as log(m) — —oo at the boundary of the
open set. The costandard Lagrangians are not lower exact, however one can always find
a Hamiltonian equivalent lower exact Lagrangian. For example the figure below depicts
a costandard Lagrangian in 7*R on the left, and a Hamiltonian equivalent lower exact
Lagrangian on the right.

3.3. Legendrian lift and wavefront projection. We equip (7*M) x R with the one-
form dt — a, where t denotes the projection to R. (This is sometimes denoted J! M,
the one-jet space of M.) The projection (I*M) x R — T*M is called the Lagrangian
projection, as it carries generic Legendrian subanifolds to immersed exact Lagrangians.
The projection (T*M) x R — M x R is called the wavefront projection, and it carries
generic Legendrian submanifolds to immersed hypersurfaces in M x R with wavefront
singularities. We will only need to impose (1.5.1), a weaker condition than genericity on
L, that the wavefront projection is finite-to-one and is one-to-one over the smooth locus of
the wavefront projection.

We often use the following notation. If L is connected and L — T* M is an exact
Lagrangian immersion, we let L C (T*M) x R denote the Legendrian submanifold that
lifts L, and F C M X R the image of L under 7¢. These subsets are well-defined up to
translation in the R-coordinate.

If L obeys (1.5.1), then we may recover L from F by writing a branch of F as the graph
of a smooth function ¢(x1, ..., x,) defined over an open subset of M, and putting £ to be
the derivative of ¢. The meaning of “wavefront singularities” is that the closure of the set
where this recipe is well-defined is smooth, and we recover L as this closure.

Our tameness hypotheses along with lower exactness §3.2 imply that the closure F of
Fin M x [—00,00) is FII ® x {—oo}. It furthermore implies that M x [—o00, c0) has a
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Whitney stratification refining the decomposition by
(3.3.1) F, M xR—-F, & x{—oc0}, and M x {—oc0}

If A is smooth, then for K < 0 we have a stratification-preserving homeomorphism of F
with & x [—o0, K).

3.4. Example. For example, the wavefront projection of the right-hand Lagrangian L of
the figure of §3.2 looks like this:

In the next figure we indicate a sheaf on R? with singular support in L that is free of rank
one on the under-side of the wavefront and zero on the other side — the solid line indi-
cates “standard” boundary conditions and the dotted lines indicate “costandard” boundary
conditions, in the sense of [NaZa, §4.1].

3.5. L as a conic Lagrangian. Let L be as in §3.2 and L, F as in §3.3. If we write
(z,t,&,7) for coordinates on T*(M x R) (where (x,€) € T*M and (¢t,7) € T*R, in
the notation of §3.1) then it is natural to regard T*M x R as the contact hypersurface
{r = -1} inT*(M x R), and L determines a conic Lagrangian Cone(L) C T*(M x R)
which we define as

(3.5.1) Cone(L) = Cuxr U {(z,t;&,7) | 7 < 0and (z,—&/7,t) € L}.

We will write Shy, (M x R) in place of Shcone(r) (M x R). If U is an open subset of M xR
and 2 is a connected component of 7; ! (U') L, we similarly define Cone(Q2) C T*U, and
write Sho (U) in place of Sheone(q)(U). Since there is a canonical identification between
L and L, in the following, by some abuse of notations, we will freely identify “things” on
L with “things” on L. For example, for any open subset {2 C L (resp. {2 C L), we equally
regard it as an open subset in L and L. When one comes to talk about sheaves on M x R
and singular support conditions, one always deal with the Legendrian L.

Let F*™ be the smooth portion of F C M X R, and let L°™ be the preimage under
the front projection 7y — thus, m¢|psm : L™ = F*™, Each point p € L*™ determines a
microlocal stalk functor (2.9.2)

(3.5.2) 11 : Shy, (M x R) — Mod(k),

as we may find a stratification S of M x R such that the connected components of F*"
are the codimension-one strata and the connected components of M x R — F are the open
strata. If p, ¢ are two points in the same connected component of L*"™, then pi,, = f14.

By compactifying this stratification refining (3.3.1), one sees that the restriction of the
functor proj; , : Shau(M x R) — Shgy (M) to Shy,(M x R) is continuous by §2.9.1.

3.6. Lower exact Lagrangian and eventually conic Lagrangians. In this section, we
show that there is a close relation between lower exact Lagrangians (with a smooth Leg-
endrian boundary) and eventually conical Lagrangians. As an application, this perspective
gives an alternative way of deforming products of eventually conic Lagrangians to that in
[GPS].
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Fix a Riemannian metric on M, and let ST*M C T*M be the unit sphere bundle with
its contact 1-form «;. Let R, denote the Reeb vector field. Let (7% M)¢j<q C T*M be
the unit disk bundle. It is a Weinstein domain (in the sense of e.g. [CiEl, Def. 11.10]).
If L is a lower exact Lagrangian with a primitive f : L — R and A = L* is smooth
(i.e. L is a smooth manifold with a smooth boundary), there exists Ky < 0 such that
each level set {f = K}, K < Ky, gives a smooth Legendrian submanifold A - in
q° : T*°M/Rso = ST*M via the obvious quotient map 7*°M — T*°M /Ry,
where T%°M := T* M — (. In the following, for a time dependent (contact) Hamiltonian
H with Hamiltonian vector field X g, let wgﬁ?s] (or ¢7; *) denote the flow satisfying

disag?s] = Xu, (0™, ¢l = id.
s
If a = 0, then @%’S] is also denoted by ¢3;. Then for K sufficiently negative, the family
of Legendrians {A =g} _oo<k<k, starting from Aj—_., := A is a smooth Legendrian
isotopy {As }o<s<1 with Ag = A, after a renormalization of the interval ) : [—00, Ko] —
[0, 1] (one may use this condition on L in place of the condition that A = L*° is smooth
and L is tame).

Lemma. (a) Under the above assumptions, there is a time dependent (strictly) pos-
itive contact Hamiltonian function H7,s € (0, 1] (cf. [Gei, 2.3]), with Hg =

lim H} =0, such that go[g’f] (Ay) =Apforany0 <a <b<1.

s—0t

(b) There is a fringed set [ C Ri (cf. [NaZa, Section 5.2]), such that for any (s,t) €
I, we have

AS ﬂ As+t = .

In particular, for any e > 0 there exists dg > 0 such that Acy s N Ay ¢ = O for
any (87t) € [07 60) X (07 50)

Proof. (a) For any (7,€) € {f = K}, let (Z,€) € Ay—_k denote the corresponding point
in Aj—gx C ST*M. The tangent space T, ¢){f = K} can be identified with the graph
of an element b(, ¢y € Hom(7{; g As=k, R), where we identify R R - Z(, ¢) with Z
the Liouville vector field. Note that the function b, ¢) is invariant under the dilation action
by Z. i.e. if we dilate L with (z,£) moving to (z,£’), then the resulting function (using
Z(4,¢7) instead) is the same. The gradient vector field X of f at (z,£) € {f = K}, with
respect to the induced metric on L, has the following decomposition

X =M(z,¢) + (Ray +w'), A\, p € R, where w' € keray C Ty £ ST M satisfying:
W6 (0 + bag)(v) - Z, R, +w') = 0forallv € Tiz g Ap=x

(3.6.1)
@W(f,é) (v,w’) — b($7£) (’U) = 0, for all v S T(E,E)Af:K

Note that w’ is uniquely determined modulo T(az,é)A f=k. By the assumption that f has
only finitely many critical values, we have u > 0 for K < 0 (in particular, if X is
normalized to be D)((ﬁ so that df (l))((ﬁ) =1, then p = I?ll’ for ao|;, = df). Therefore,
under the projection T*°X — T*°X/R~¢ ~ ST*X, the push-forward of X is a
positive multiple of the Reeb vector field modulo ker . This means {A¢—x } k<xk,, as
a Legendrian isotopy starting from Ay_g, is generated by the flow of a time-dependent
vector field Y® with a1 (Y®)[a, = —‘—é‘, then part (a) of the lemma follows.

(b) follows from a similar argument as in the proof of [NaZa, Lemma 5.2.5]. (]
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Conversely, starting from a positive isotopy of Legendrians in ST M, we can construct
a “suspension Lagrangian” in 77° M as follows.

Proposition.

(1) Let Ag be a smooth closed Legendrian in ST* M. Given any positive isotopy Ag, 0 <
s < 1, there exists an exact (smooth, embedded) suspension Lagrangian L§ C T™°M of
{As}o<s<e, for € > 0 sufficiently small, such that the level sets of any primitive project to
{As}o<s<e under ¢°.

(ii) Every such suspension Lagrangian L is uniquely determined by a positive smooth
function ¢(s) on [0, €), in that the levels of (the preimage of) A with respect to any primi-
tive f, denoted by f(s) by some abuse of notations, satisfies

df(s) _
s = c(s).

Proof. First, we give a construction of L§. Fix a time-dependent positive Hamiltonian -
that generates the positive isotopy. We may choose H so that dH(R,) = 0 along A,. We
make the identitications:

0: A x [0,1] =5 | Adx {s}
s€10,1]
(p;8) = (e (P),s);
T*°M = ST*M x R

& (€], 1€D)-
By the previous lemma part (b), L, if exists, is determined by
(3.6.2) Agx[0,1]= | J Ay x{s} = ST*M xRy

s€[0,1]
(p,8) = (@1 (), £(p, 5)),

for a height function £(p, s) (also denoted by ¢(¢%;(p), s) by some abuse of notations),
subject to the condition corresponding to (3.6.1) that in ST™ M

1 dyt

(7H5 LXHS da1 — 76 )|As =0.
This implies that
c(s)
U(p,s) = S
® )= i lon )

for some positive function c(s). On the other hand, this is a sufficient condition for the
embedding (3.6.2) to be a Lagrangian.
Lastly, we have

df (s)
ds

- g(pa S)al(XHs)

Ay = C(S).
g

We say an exact Lagrangian is eventually conical if outside a compact region it is coni-
cal.

Corollary.
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(i) After a normalized Reeb perturbation, an eventually conical exact Lagrangian L is a
lower exact Lagrangian.

(ii) Conversely, for any lower exact Lagrangian L, assume that there exists § > 0, such that
AsNAy =g forall s #t € (0,6), then there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy that takes it to
be eventually conic’.

Proof. (i) Using the above proposition, let Ag = ¢°(L°), and let H, = ds and ¢(s) = g
for s € (0,¢€) (then ¢ = s%), and 6 > 0. This gives a suspension Lagrangian whose

primitive goes to —oo at the infinity ends. Since this is doing the time-0 Hamiltonian flow
of 2\/E on a portion of Cone(Ag), we can extend the Hamiltonian to be supported in a
neighborhood of 7"°° M, and the resulting flow moves L to be lower exact.

(ii) We start with {As}o<s<1, H} (and ) as in Lemma 3.6, which determines c(s) as
in the above proposition. Note that we have f01+ ¢(s)ds = oo. For e € (0, 1], choose a
family of C"*! subanalytic cut-off functions b, : [0,1] — [0, 1], continuously depending
on ¢, such that be|jg = €, be(s) = s for s € [4¢, 1], and b (s) > 0 on (¢, 1). Define A§ :=
Ay, (s)- Then {AS}c<s<1 is a positive isotopy of A, and the positive contact Hamiltonian
Hj fore < s < 1canbe chosen tobe b (s)H H*)_ Choose any 0 < ¢ < § < 1 such that
the maximum of the height function £ on { f 2 n~1(8)} is strictly less than the minimum
of the height function on {f < 771(e)}. Let &(¢) be any number in (0,5 — €). Choose
0:(0,1] - R4 such that o|(ets(e),1) = L and 0|(g 4 150)) = ¢

Let c.(s) = (S) b.(s)c(be(s)),e < s < 1. Consider the suspension Lagrangian L
associated to ({AS}ecs<1,ce(s)). Let f be the primitive on it so that f2(1) = K. Since
L?\ e|77 1(4e)<fe<Ko — L|77—1 (4e)<f<Kp>»

we can glue L3 . with L|>, along the end given by A] = A;. Denote the resulting
Lagrangian by L3 _ as well. Near the end of L . given by A7 = A, the Lagrangian L3
is determined by the graph of the map

Acx (6,262 | ASx{s}— ST*M xRy

e<s<2e
€,S 1 €, S
(3.6.3) (p,5) = (957 (0), ——s = =Ll (p), be(5))

where / is the height function associated to L.
We make the zero extension of H} _on s € [0,1]. We also make the extension of

l(p,s) = E(gogflf (1), b.(s))) originally defined on A, x [e, 2€) to A, x (0, 2€), given
by

Le(p,s) = Le(p,€), for s € (0,¢€).

3€(p€)

Since |s=c =0 forall 1 <k < r, the extension is well defined.
Now We can make a C" subanalytlc extension of (3.6.3) as
Acx (0,26) = (A x (0,e]) U | ASx {s} = ST*M x R,

e<s<2e

(p.5) = (257 (p), =~ Le(p. 5)).

o(s)

TThe assertion holds even if the limit Legendrian Ag is not smooth or embedded, i.e. the isotopy {As} ¢ (0,1]
does not need to extend to an isotopy {As}sc(o,1]
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This extends L3 . to be an eventually conic Lagrangian, denoted by Lj .. By the as-
sumption in the statement of (ii) and the relation between € and §, we see the Lagrangian
is embedded. Thus the family {LA (}.>o gives an eventually conic isotopy of L as de-
sired. (]

Remark. The property of being eventually conic is not well behaved under taking prod-
ucts, but the property of being lower exact is. The above gives a way to deform the product
of two eventually conic Lagrangians to be eventually conic, by first deforming the two
Lagrangians to be lower exact and then deforming the product lower exact Lagrangian to
be eventually conic. Indeed, it is not hard to see that for two lower exact Lagrangians
Ly C T*M, and Ly C T M; both satisfying the assumption in Corollary 3.6 (ii), their
product in T My x T™ M, also satisfies that assumption. The construction certainly gen-
eralizes to arbitrary Liouville manifolds, giving an alternative to that in [GPS].

For later applications and for the main results, we make the following assumption on
any lower exact Lagrangian L. The lower exact Lagrangians produced from eventually
conic Lagrangians automatically satisfy the assumption.

3.7. Assumption. Under the setting of Lemma 3.6 (a), we assume there exists § > 0 such
that for any s #t € [0, 0),

AsNA =0.

We remark that Assumption 3.7 will be used in Subsection 3.15 and is needed for mak-
ing the main results true (e.g. the Nadler—Zaslow functor and Theorem 3.17). Here is a
counterexample to the main results when Assumption 3.7 is not satisfied®. Let A’ be any
(connected closed) smooth loose Legendrian in T*M; x R, and let M = M; x R. Let
be the minimal (closed) interval that contains the image of A’ to R. For any closed interval
I’ (of positive length), there is a unique (orientation preserving) affine transformation of R
that sends I to I’, which induces a diffeomorphism on M; x R.. Let A/, be the Legendrian
in T*M; x R whose front projection is the image of 7¢(A’) under that diffeomorphism.
Let f1 : (—1,1) — R be a smooth subanalytic function such that lim,_,+; f_(z) = —c0
and let 0 : (—1,1) — R be a subanalytic function such that §’(x) < 0 everywhere,
lim, ,_1d(xr) = —1 and lim,_,; 6(z) = —5. Let f_(x) = fy(x) + d(x). Let A be the
suspension Legendrian of Af, ) y,@ € (=1,1),in T*(M; x (=1,1)) x R. Then
A is also a properly embedded Legendrian in 7*M x R (under the obvious embedding),
whose Lagrangian projection in T M is a smooth embedded lower exact Lagrangian. By
the loose condition on A’, there is no interesting sheaf in Shy (M x R) (except for the
locally constant sheaves). On the other hand, it is clear that Assumption 3.7 does not hold
in this example.

3.8. Brane structures, Tamarkin-Guillermou theory, and the Nadler-Zaslow functor.
Let L — T™* M be a lower exact Lagrangian immersion with Legendrian lift L. C (T* M) x
R. In the rest of this section we construct Braney,, a locally constant sheaf of stable
oo-categories on L, with fiber Mod(k) € Sty. It is a special case of the more general
construction of §2.8 which puts a sheaf of categories on any conic Lagrangian subset of
T M.

8We thank Wenyuan Li for bringing this counterexample to our attention. In this counterexample, L°° is
not smooth. We expect that for a subanalytic smooth Legendrian isotopy {As}s¢ [0,1] that is strictly positive for

s > 0, Assumption 3.7 always holds, but we are not aware of a proof.
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3.9. Good neighborhoods and good cylinders. We define a good neighborhood in M x
R (with respect to L) to be a contractible open subset U C M x R with a piecewise-
smooth boundary, such that QU is transverse to F, and the following condition holds for
each of the finitely many connected components €} C 7, ! (U)nL:

there exists a point p = (z,¢;£) € (2, and a stratification-preserving flow
of U (for a stratification compatible with 7¢(£2)) that contracts U to .

We say that a good neighborhood is a good cylinder if it has the form B x I where B is a
contractible open subset of M, I C R is an open interval, and (B x 0I) N F is empty. Our
tameness assumptions on L §3.2 imply that every point of M/ x R is contained in a good
neighborhood (resp. good cylinder) that can be taken arbitrarily small (see §3.12 for the
proof). We call the connected components €2 of 7 Y(U)NL C L the “branches” of L in
the good neighborhood (resp. good cylinder). For each branch (2, there is a local contact
transformation on 7% (B x I) — (g« sending €2 to the conormal of a smooth hypersurface
2.10, and we can deduce the following:

Lemma (Branch lemma). Let U be a good neighborhood and let 2 be a branch of L over
U. Let p € QN L*™. Then the sequence of presentable stable co-categories

(3.9.1) Loc(U) — Shq(U) £2 Mod(k)

where the first map is the full inclusion and the second map is the microlocal stalk (2.9.2),
(3.5.2), is a localization sequence §2.6. That is, Loc(U) is the kernel of 1, and the right
adjoint to fi, is fully faithful.

If we write L|;y := 7; }(U) N L for the union of all branches of L over U, the square
in the following diagram

(3.9.2) Loc(U) —— Sho(U) —2 Mod(k)

| J

ShL‘U_Q(U) Ea— ShL(U) Tp> Mod(k)

commutes — each arrow in the square is a full inclusion. Both of the rows are localization
sequences, so that Shq (U) /Loc(U) is canonically isomorphic to Shy,(U) /Shy,|,, —q(U).

Let Nb(L) denote the set of “branched neighborhoods™, i.e. the set of pairs (U, ) such
that U C M x R is a good neighborhood and 2 is a branch of L over U. We endow
Nb(U) with a partial order by putting (U,Q2) < (U’,¥)if U C U' and Q@ = U N'. The
poset Nb(L) indexes a complete cover of L in the sense of §2.2.1(3), by (U, Q) — Q. It
also projects finite-to-one onto the poset of open subsets of M x R, by (U, 2) — U.

The same remarks hold for the poset of “branched cylinders”, i.e. the set of triples
(B, 1,9) suchthat B x I is a good cylinder and (B x I,) € Nb(L). We will denote this
poset by Cylb(L).

3.10. Multiple branches. A good neighborhood U meets the complement of F in finitely
many chambers. If U = B x (a,b) is a good cylinder, we may speak of the “bottom
chamber” that is incident with B x {a} and the “top chamber” that is incident with B x {b}.
(It is possible for these to coincide.) The image of the right adjoint of y,, (3.9.1) (i.e. the
right orthogonal to Loc(U)) is the full subcategory of Shq(U) spanned by sheaves that
vanish in the bottom region of U.

Let Sh%( U) denote the full subcategory of sheaves that vanish in the top region of U.
Although it is not the image of the right adjoint of p,, (3.9.1) it is canonically equivalent
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to Sho(U)/Loc(U) by the composite ShY,(U) € Shq(U) — Shq(U)/Loc(U). As U
is contractible there is a left adjoint to the inclusion functor Loc(U) C Shq(U), which
carries F' to the tensor product of wy and the constant sheaf with fiber I'.(U; F') (2.5.2),
and it vanishes on Sh (U). In other words

(3.10.1) Shd (U) ¢ Shq(U) — Loc(U)
is a localization sequence §2.6.

Proposition.
(i) Let U be a good cylinder and let Ly = Qq IT --- I 4, be the branches of L over

U. Then the functor @le Sh?zi U) — Sh%‘U (U) induced by the inclusions Sh%i U) —

Sh%‘U (U) is an equivalence.
(ii) For n > O sufficiently small relative to B, x I, the functor T(_, ¢ (introduced in
Section 3.13) induces fully faithful embeddings

(3.10.2) Sh, (Ba x Io) = Sha,ur_, 0. (Ba % Ia)
(3.10.3) Sh{ (Ba x In) < Shrur.,L(Ba X In)

The right adjoint functors to (3.10.2), resp. (3.10.3), are given by microlocalization along
Qo CQUT_,Qq,resp. L C LUT_, L, along with (3.9.1).

Proof. (i) It suffices to prove that Hom(F;, F;) = 0 when F; € Shy, (U), F; € Sh%j (U)
and i # j. Since everything is local, we may take M = V/, where V' is a vector space with
an Euclidean inner product. Let (0, 0; p;, —dt) be the center of £;. Now we use notations
from Appendix A. We may take U to be B, x R for all ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. Applying
K, o for the Fourier transform T*V — T*V*, we get an equivalence

<0,DIV*xR
xF (Qi)UxF(825)

First, as in the proof of Lemma A.25, for each {2;, we have

me(€2) C (B, (o) + i) X (—€hi(e), ehi(e)),

Sho,,ug, (Be x R) ~ Sh (V" x R),i # j.

for some h;(e) — 0, vi(e) — 0 as e — 0. Second, let Q; = T*(B*,, () + pi) X
[—€hi(e€), eh;i(e)]. Using that pg, _, as in (A.23.1) for W = V*, is essentially surjective,

<0’D:V*XR(V* x R), there exists G; € Shé?(V* x R)

we know that for every G; € ShXF(Qi)

such that pe(éi) =~ @G;. Since
2¢(h;i(€) + hj(e))
lpi = p;| — vile) — v;(e)

ase — 0,

we are able to apply Corollary A.22 to éz with
U, = (B;l(e) —|—pi) X (—ehi(e),ehi(e)),O < eK |pi —pj\

and get that Hom(G;, G;) = Hom(p(G;), pe(G;)) = 0 for i # j, hence the same holds
for Hom(F;, F}).

(ii) Using (i), it suffices to prove (3.10.2). Again, WLOG, we may replace B, X I,
(resp. 24) by B x R C V x R (resp. §2), as in Appendix A Notation A.1. The argument
is a slight modification of that in §A.26.

First, by replacing Q with QU T_, 2 for 0 < 7 < € and using that the standard contact
transformations from §A.1.3 are R-equivariant, the argument in §A.26 applies and gives
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the upper equivalence in the following diagram:

Shilr o(Be x R) — 5 Shsh 7 o (BI X R) .

T T

Shs”(Be x R) ————— Shg) (B x R)

Second, by functoriality, we also get the commutative diagram above, with the two vertical
arrows the natural functors. Since ) is the Legendrian boundary of the negative conormal
of V* x {0} in V* x R, the right upward arrow in the above diagram is fully faithful, then
so is the left upward arrow. Now the proof is complete. U

Remark. Following Remark A.29, part (i) in the above proposition directly generalizes
when (Q; is replaced by C; satisfying the conditions in Remark A.29 but with a shifted

center (0, 0;p;), p; # p; fori # j.

3.11. Definition of Brane, and pmon. We will give a recipe for the sheaf of co-categories
Braney, on L in terms of a functor Nb(L) — Sty which we will define first, in (3.11.2).
We will abuse notation and denote this functor by Brane;, as well — to avoid confusion
we will write T'(Q2, Braney,) for the sections of Braney, over an open subset 2 C L, and
Braney, (U, Q) for the value of (3.11.2) on (U, 2) € Nb(L).

For each (U, 2) € Nb(L), the category Sh;;(U; k) has a pair of full subcategories

LOC(U) C ShQ(U) C Shall(U)

which are preserved by the pullback functors Shyy; (U) — Sh,y; (U’) whenever (U', Q') <
(U, ). We may regard it as a functor

(3.11.1) Nb(L) = Fun(A',Stx)  (U,Q) = [Loc(U) — Sha(U)]
We define
(3.11.2) Braney, (U, ) := Shq(U)/Loc(U)

or more formally to be the composite Nb(L) GALD, Fun(A'!, Sty) LD, Sy,

By (3.9.1), the value of (3.11.2) on any element of Nb(L) is (noncanonically) equivalent
to Mod(k) — in fact it carries every arrow in Nb(L) to an equivalence. That is, (3.11.2)
is a locally constant functor (in the sense of §2.2.2) Nb(L) — Sty. Since Nb(L) is a
complete covering of L by contractible open subsets, this functor determines a locally
constant sheaf on L — it is given explicitly by
(3.11.3) I'(Q,Braney) = lim Brane, (U, Q')

Nb(L)/q

where the limit is over the subposet of Nb(L) ,, C Nb(L) given by pairs (U’,€)') with
' c.

For each (U, ) € Nb(L), we have the composite functor

ShL(M X R) — ShL‘U(U) — ShL\U(U)/Sth}—Q(U) = BI‘EELIleL(U7 Q)

where the first arrow is restriction, the second arrow is localization, and the third is the
equivalence given by (3.9.2). By the universal property of limits they assemble to a functor
Shr,(M x R) — @BraneL(U, ), 1ie. to

(3.11.4) Shr,(M x R) — I'(L, Braney,)

which we denote by pmon, microlocal monodromy.
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3.12. Cylindrical Cech covers. We will say that a Cech covering (in the sense of §2.2.1)
of M x R is a “good cylindrical covering” if every chart in the covering is either empty
or a good cylinder. If V is a good cylindrical covering, then the set of triples (B, I, 2) €
Cylb(L) such that B x I € Visitself a Cech covering of L. Thus, for a good cylindrical
covering we can compute I'(L, Braney,) as a smaller limit:

I'(L, Braney,) & Jim Braner, (B x 1,Q)
(B,1,Q)|BxI€V

Let us prove here that good cylindrical covers exist, and can be taken arbitrarily fine.
That is, if V' is any covering of M x R, there is a locally finite refinement ) such that V
is a good cylindrical cover.

Proof. Let {2, } e be the covering of L determined by V'. Fix a Whitney stratification
S on M x R compatible with F, whose open strata are the connected components of
M x R — F. We prove the statement by induction on the dimension of the strata. We will
use S>j, (resp. S<j and S—j) to denote the subcollection of strata that have dimension
greater than or equal to k (resp. less than or equal to k£ and equal to k).

First, for each ¢ = (z,,t,) € S—¢ and p € m; *(¢) N L, one can choose a good cylinder
(B, 1,9Q) with p € Q as follows. Let ri.q (resp. r?q) be the distance squared function from
24 in M (resp. from ¢, in R). Choose an ¢y > 0 such that riq + rfq has no As-critical

value in (0, ¢2) and such that

({zq} x R)NF N Be,(q) = {q}-

In particular, we have O(B.(q)) is transverse to S forany 0 < € < €. Fixan e € (0, ¢g) and
let §; be the unique minimal stratification determined by the two transverse stratifications

S and {Bc(q), d(Be(q)), M — Bc(q)}. Choose d > 0 such that 7 has no As-critical
value in (0,03) and F N B(q) N {r}, > ¢* — 45} = @. Now fix any § € (0,dp), let
B={r} <&} CMI={17 < -3} CRandQ be the unique component
of LN (T*(B) x I) that contains p, then (B, I,() is a good cylinder. One can make €2
arbitrarily small, and in particular, contained in () Q.
pESY,

Second, for any Sz € S of codimension greater than 0, the projection my/|s, = S —
7 (Sp) is alocal diffeomorphism. After a refinement of S, we can assume that /s, is a
diffeomorphism, and there exists a tubular neighborhood 73 of Sg, such that the projection

TN U Sa] oM

Sa€S<dim M

is a stratified map for a stratification Son M compatible with w5, (Sg). Now choose a
tube system of S with the tube data of 7, (S5) given by (73,74, o), where Tg : Ty —
7 (Sp) is a retraction and 7 is a distance function. Then the preimage 75, (73) N Tz
defines a tube for Sg, in the sense that there is a retraction from 7@11 (’7'5) N 7s to Sz and
PB =14 /ﬁ% + At2 is a distance function compatible with it, where At is the difference in

the ¢-coordinate. Now repeating the argument in the first step, we can show that for any
point (z,t) € Sg, there exists a contractible neighborhood U, C mas(Sg) with piecewise
smooth boundary, §, > 0 and a, <t < b, such that

(3.12.1) (75 'Us N {pp <7}) X (@, bs)
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is a good cylinder for all 0 < r < d,, and it is contained in one of the open sets in V'. It is
clear that if we replace U, by any smaller contractible neighborhood U,, C U, in (3.12.1),
then it is also a good cylinder.

Next, suppose we have chosen a good cylindrical cover {(Bg, In,Q4)}aci., of a
neighborhood of S<j, which is a refinement of V’. For any Sg € S—g41, let Ugvﬁ,a =
M ((Ba X Ia) N Sp) for a € J<p. Now extend {Us, o }acs., to alocally finite open
covering {Us, . }acs, (Jp is an index set containing J<) of Sz ~ mp(Sp), such that
each of {Us, a}aes,—J-, is contained in U, for some x € Sg, cf. (3.12.1) and there is
a neighborhood of 053 where the newly added open sets don’t intersect. Furthermore, we
can refine the covering (only change the newly added ones) so that any finite intersection
ﬂle Usg,a; is either empty or contractible. By induction (which stops at S<dim M), We
get the desired claim.

O

3.13. Tamarkin’s convolution. For each s € R, we will write T for the translation-
in-the-second-coordinate operator on M x R and (T*M) x R, given by the formula
Ts(x,t) = (z,t+s). Write T;L and T F for the image of L or F under T;. We also abuse
notation and write T in place of T , for the functor Sho; (M x R) — Sheu(M x R)
induced by T’.

For each sheaf I € Sh,;;(R), Tamarkin studies an endofunctor 77 : Shy; (M x R) —
Shau (M x R). It is given by the formula

%
(3.13.1) T F = T(projsl @ T*F) = Ty T, *F

where proj, is the projection M x R — R, ?,? M xRxR — M xR (resp.
7_}) , A7+ M x R x I — M x R) are given by addition in the second two factors and
projection onto the first two factors, respectively. When [ is the skyscraper sheaf at s
then 77 = Ts. We will also be interested in the functors 77, restricted to the subcategory
Shr,(M x R), when I is a constant sheaf on a half-open interval or a ray.

For example, the following figure indicates the boundary conditions of the image of the
sheaf of §3.4 under T(_; g):
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3.14. Tamarkin convolution on Shy,(M x R). The exact triangles

k(o000 = kioy = Xk(—00,0)
k(50 = K(—00,0) = K(—00,—5] =
of sheaves on R induce exact triangles of endofunctors
(3.14.1) T—oo0) > 1 =X 0T (a0 =
(3.14.2) T—5,00 = T—00,00 = T(—00,—6] =
The subcategory Shy,(M x R) is stable by the functor in (3.14.1), and the map 1 —

20T (_o0,0) 1s idempotent, and corresponds to the localization by the subcategory Sh% (M x
R) (whose quotient is Loc(M x R)). There is a projector from Shy, (M x R) to the right
orthogonal complement of Loc(M x R), given by F +— (?[Om))*(?[om))!F. Similar
to (3.10.1), the composite

Shy (M x R) C Sh,(M x R) — Shy,(M x R)/Loc(M x R)
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is an equivalence, although the image of the right adjoint is the image of (7' [,00) )+ (T'[0,00)) -

On Sh%(M x R), the functor T(—oo,0] acts as the identity, and T(_, ) acts as T"s.
Thus the second arrow in (3.14.2) induces a natural map

(3.14.3) F—=TsF

whenever F' is Sh{,(M x R). As T_sF lies in Sh}. (M x R), the homotopy fiber
T(_s0F lies in Sh%uT,JL(M x R) — we study these categories in the next section.

3.15. The total Tamarkin convolution. From now on, we assume L satisfies Assumption
3.7. In this section we construct, for ¢ and ¢’ sufficiently small, a canonical equivalence

(3.15.1) Shiur (M x R) ~Shy (M xR).

The equivalence is an application of GKS as in 2.11, and a “stronger result” showing in
Proposition 3.16 below, has an interpretation in terms of the invariance of Hom between
sheaves under “a (small) positive wrapping” by the Hamiltonian —7 (on the second copy
of L). In fact, when L — T™* M is an embedding, (3.15.1) holds for all §, ¢'.

Let R C (0,00) x M x R x R be the set of quadruples (9, m, t1,t2) such that —6 <
to < 0. Define a correspondence

?tut ?tot
M xR+ R —% (0,00) x M xR

where ?tot(é,m,tl,tz) := (m,t1) and 7t0t(6,m,t1,t2) := (6, m,t1 + t2). Then we
have a continuous functor

Tior = (Tor), (Tior) + Shau(M x R) = Shan((0,00) x M x R)).
It follows from the base-change formula that for each § € (0, 00), the composite

Shau(M x R) 2% Shyy((0,00) x M x R) — Shau(M x R)

where the second arrow is the restriction to {6} x M x R, is isomorphic to T(_sgj. If
F e Sh%(M x R), then T}, F' has singular support in the suspension of the family of
Legendrians LUT_,L, s € (0, 00) that we will denote by T;,; L C T*((0,00) x M) x R.
Under the assumption that L is embedded, we will construct (3.15.1) by proving that for
every § > 0, the restriction functor

(3.15.2) ShY, 1,((0,00) x M x R) — Sh{, ; .1.(M x R)

is an equivalence. If L is immersed, then for some ¢ > 0, the same argument shows
Sh%ML((O,e) x M xR) — ShoLquéL(M x R) is an equivalence for every § < e,
proving (3.15.1).

The two copies of (0,00) X L in Ty,:L are disjoint from each other in 7% ((0, 00) x
M) x R (and their closures are disjoint in 7% ([0, 00) x M) x R as well), with one copy
the suspension of the constant family L, s € (0, c0) and the other the suspension of the
family T_,L,s € (0,00). If L — T*M is an embedding, they are unlinked. That is,
for any N > 0, there is a homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy (in the sense of §2.11) h :
T*°(M xR) x (0,00) = T%°(M x R) whose graph convolved with LUT_ yL is T}, L.

To construct h, first let H : T°(M x R) — R be the function (z,%;&,7) — —7.
At time s, the Hamiltonian flow ¢3; is the shifting operator 7_. Choose a homogeneous
bump function b, : T*°(M x R) — R smoothly depending on ¢ € R~ such that b, = 1
in an open neighborhood of | J,. . Cone(7,L) and supp(b.) N Cone(L) = @. Since mag

s>e€
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is an embedding, for any /N > 0 the Hamiltonian flow <psH:N of the function H, :=b. - H
takes LUT_yL to LUT_,L for any s > €. Then for h we can take {<P3}_1]Y}se(0,oo)-

To prove (3.15.2), we want to apply (2.11.1) to h — but we first have tozmodify h to be
horizontally compactly supported over any compact subinterval [a, b] of the time interval
(0, 00) (i.e. the projection of supp(h) on M x R x [a, b] is compact) . We will construct an
isotopy h* for each K < 0 over the time interval (0, |K|), and we will take K — —oc.
Explicitly, for any K < 0 such that n(4K) < ¢ and n(K) < ¢, where 7, are as in
Lemma 3.6 and Assumption 3.7, choose an increasing bump function cx : R — R such
that supp(cg ) C (4K, 00) and ¢k |(k41,00) = 1. Let HY = (ck o) - Hy,. The bump
functions b, and cg, can be chosen so that the Hamiltonian isotopy

s—0
W= {#hx Fse.lx)
§S

is horizontally compactly supported over any compact subinterval of (0, | K
s € (0,]K])

), and for all

me( 0 (T_sL)) N M x (4K, 2K + 1)
1

= U ﬂ-f(A’r[(fT)JrS(T)) X {—’I"},

[2K+1|<r<|4K]|

for some function 0 < s(r) < e and A, is as in Lemma 3.6.

By Assumption 3.7, we have compatible natural equivalences Shy,yr_,.(M X (K7, K3))
Shaua, (M) for —co < K7 < K3 < 0and 0 < € < . These give a natural equivalence
Shrur_;n.(M x R) ~ Shpur_,.(M x (K,0)) for K < 0. Let R (L U T_;L) be the
image of L U T_sL under the Hamiltonian isotopy 2. In the same way, we have compat-
ible equivalences Shy,x Loz ,1)((0, —3K) x M x R) ~ Shy,,((0, -1 K) x M x R)
for K < 0. Taking K — —oo and applying (2.11.1), we have the desired equivalence
ShTML((O, OO) x M x R) — ShLUT_gL(M X R)

3.16. Proposition. Suppose F, G € Sh{ (M xR.), and let G — T_;G be the map (3.14.3).
(1) For § > 0 sufficiently small, the map Hom(F,G) — Hom(F,T_sG) is an iso-
morphism.
) If L — T*M is an embedding, then for all § > 0, the map Hom(F,G) —
Hom(F,T_sG) is an isomorphism and Hom(T_s F, G) = 0.

Proof. By (3.15.1), whenever §; < 65 is sufficiently small, the map Hom(F,T_;5,G) —
Hom(F,T_s,G) induced by putting 6 = d2 — d; in (3.14.3) is an isomorphism. It follows
that
Hom(F, @T,gG) — Hom(F, T_sQG)
6>0
is an isomorphism for § sufficiently small. But the map G — @ 520 T_sG is induced by
isomorphism k(_ ., o] = Y&nbo k(_oo,—5— this proves (1).

Together with (3.15.1), (1) implies that the map Hom(F, G) — Hom(F,T_sG) is an
isomorphism for every § > 0. To prove the remaining half of (2), we may assume (again
by (3.15.1)) that 6 > 0. Let H = Hom(7T_sF, G) — where in this presentable setting the
internal Hom is formally defined to be the object representing the functor Hom(7T_s F ®j
—,G). Then H is quasi-constructible with respect to a stratification of M x R refining F U
T_sF.Ford > C > 0, K < 0, there is a horizontally compactly supported homogeneous
Hamiltonian flow on 7*°(M x R) which carries (T_sL UL) N (T*M x (K,C)) to

~
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(T_sLU(AXR)N((T*M) x (K,C)). Then —dt (where t is the projection M x R —
R) is not in its singular support by [KaSc, Prop. 5.4.14]. The microlocal Morse lemma
(Corollary 2.7.6) completes the proof. ]

3.17. Theorem. Assume L satisfies Assumption 3.7. If § > 0 is sufficiently small relative
to L, then on Shy,(M x R) the functor T(_s q) is isomorphic to a composite functor

pmon

Shy,(M x R) 2% T'(L, Braney,) = Shyur_,n.(M x R)
where ( is a full embedding.

Proof. The fact that the primitive §3.2 is proper and has only finitely many critical values
implies that for ' < 0, the front projection L — M x R is topologically trivial above
M x (—o0, K). In fact it is diffeomorphic to the product of A — M with (—oo, K). As
explained above, for any d; > 0 we may find a K such that for all positive § < Jg, the
restriction functors

ShLUT,gL(M X R) — ShLUT,(;L(M X (K,OO))

(3.17.1) Shr,(M x R) — Shy,(M x (K, 0))

are equivalences. The top functor of (3.17.1) carries the localization by Loc(M x R),
denoted by Dp, s(M x R), to D, s(M x (K, 00)). For the rest of the proof let us fix such
a §p and K. Thus, if we write L  for the subset of L on which the primitive takes values
> K, to prove the theorem it suffices to construct a fully faithful functor (that we will also
denote by ¢) from I'(L~ g, Braney ) to Sh,ur_,.(M x (K, 00)), such that the composite

pmon

(3.172)  Shy(M x (K, 00)) 25 T'(Ls i, Brane,) = Shpur ,n(M x (K, 00))

is isomorphic to T(_s,q) (or more precisely to T(_s ) followed by restriction from M x
(K —d,00) to M x (K, 00) — we will abuse notation and denote this simply by T(_s o)

Define the “big cushion” of a good cylinder B x (a,b) to be the supremum of those
d > 0 such that B X (a + 6,b + 0) is a good cylinder. When ¢ is smaller than the big
cushion, the restriction functor

Shrur_,L(B % (a —9,b)) = Shrur_,L(B x (a,b))
is an equivalence. Because of this, T(_s o) induces a functor
(3.17.3) Shy, (B x I) — Shyur_,L(B x I)
by first applying the correspondence
B x (a,b) + B x (a,b) x [-4,0) = B x (a — §,b) maps as in (3.13.1)

and then restricting to B x (a, b). If  is a branch or union of branches of L over B x I,
then (3.17.3) carries Shq(B x I) to Sh,y (B x I), and annihilates Loc(B x I),

Let V be a good cylindrical cover of M X (K, 00), and suppose that the big cushion of
every chart in V is larger than 6. We may regard Loc, Shy,, and Shy,ur 1, as objects of
Fun(V°P, Sty), by restriction. (3.17.3) determines a morphism

(3174) ShL — ShLUT,(;L in FUH(VOP, Stk)

whose image under @v : Fun(V°P, Sty) — Sty is T(—s5,0- (3.17.4) kills Loc object-
wise, so by the universal property of localization and [Lul, Cor. 5.1.2.3], it determines a



BRANE STRUCTURES IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY 39

commutative triangle A? — Fun(V°P, Sty) of the form

(3.17.5) Shy,(B x I)/Loc(B x I)

/

ShL(B X I) ShLUT,(;L(B X I)

The image of (3.17.5) under @1 is

Shy, (M x (K,o0)) — T'(L, Braner,) - Shrur_,n.(M x (K, 00))

where we draw only the top two arrows to save space and ¢ is the same one as in (3.17.2).
We will show that when 4 is sufficiently small, the first arrow in this is isomorphic to gmon
and the second arrow ¢ is fully faithful , proving (3.17.2).

Let us define the “small cushion” of a good cylinder to be the supremum of those ¢ such
that the functor

(3.17.6) Shy,(B x I)/Loc(B x I) — Shau(B x I)

induced by (3.17.3) is a full embedding. The small cushion of every good cylinder is
positive, by (3.10.3). When the small cushion is larger than ¢, let Dy, 5(B x I) be the
essential image of (3.17.6).

The functor T(_s is very local in the sense that for any F' € Shy;(B x (a,b)),
T(—5,0)F|B x(ar,pr) Only relies on F|pry(qr py4sy- Thus, if B x I' C B x I is a pair
of good cylinders both of whose small cushions are larger than ¢, the restriction functor
carries Dy, 5(B x I) to Dy, (B’ x I').

Let V be a good cylindrical cover of M x (K, 00) §3.12. Let i C Cylb be the set of
triples (B, I,Q) suchthat Bx I € V. As FN[K, c0) is compact, we may suppose that I/ is
finite. Let § > 0 be such that the small cushion of every good cylinder in I/ is larger than .
Now Dy, 5 is a functor VP — Sty, and the full embeddings Dy, 5(B x I) C Shgy (B x I)
give a morphism in Fun(V°P, Sty). In particular they give a full embedding

(3.17.7) r%lDL,(;(B x I) = LiVmSha”(B x I)
The codomain of (3.17.7) is naturally equivalent to Sh,;; (M x (K, 00)) §2.2.5, and under

this equivalence the essential image of (3.17.7) lies in Shpyr_;r.(M X (K, 00)).
Since U is a Cech covering of L~ g, we have

(3.17.8) I'(Ls g, Braney,) & @BraneL(B x I,Q)
u

The limit on the right-hand side is equivalent to lim,, @D, Braner, (B x I,Q), where the
sum is over the branches of L over B x I. The two functors

(3.17.9) B x I+ @Brane,(BxI1,Q),  Bx I Shy(B xI)/Loc(B x I)
Q

are isomorphic in Fun(V°P, Sty ) by the Proposition of §3.10. The two functors

(3.17.10) B x I @Brane (B x1,Q),  BxIrDys(BxI)
Q

are isomorphic by (3.17.6). Now (3.17.7) together with (3.17.8) gives the fully faithful
functor ¢ in (3.17.2). [l
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3.18. Nadler-Zaslow without Floer theory. We are now ready to construct the functor
(1.0.1). In this section we will prove that in (1.7.1), when L — T M is an embedding the
left-hand arrow (umon) in (1.7.1) is an equivalence, and that if A is smooth the right-hand
arrow (proj; ,) is fully faithful.

By Theorem 3.17, there is a § > 0 such that the functor gmon is isomorphic to the
functor T(_s 0. By §3.15, if 7, is an embedding then T _; ¢) is isomorphic to T(_¢ ¢ for
any C' large or small, so to prove that ymon is an equivalence it suffices to find any C' such
that T _c o] is an equivalence. If K is such that the restriction functor Sh%(M x R) —

Shy (M x (K, o0)) is an equivalence, then for any C' > |K| the composite
ShY 7 .L(M x R) = Shy,(M x (K, o0)) « Shi,(M x R)

is an inverse functor to T(_¢, g}
Now let us prove that proj; , is fully faithful. Fix F" and G in Shy (M x R;k). We
have an adjoint isomorphism

Hom(proj; , F, proj; ,.G) = Hom(projjproj; . F, G)

The sheaf projjproj, ,F' is isomorphic to proj; ,F' X kg, in particular it has singular
support in A x R. As in the proof of Proposition 3.16, for C; > C5 > 0, K <« 0, there
is a horizontally compactly supported homogeneous Hamiltonian flow on 7*°(M x R)
which carries (Tc, LUL) N (T*M x (K,C5)) to (A x R)UL)N ((T*M) x (K, C3)),
and this Hamiltonian flow induces an isomorphism

Hom(projjproj, . F, G) = Hom(Tc, F, G).

But as L — T*M is an embedding this is isomorphic to Hom(F,G) by Proposition
3.16(2).

Example. If L = T'j1og(m) is a standard Lagrangian, then F is just the graph of log(m).
Every sheaf in Sh{ (M x R) has the form j, F, where F is locally constant on {(z,t) |
m(z) > t}. The functor proj, , carries this to a standard sheaf on M, just as in the Nadler-
Zaslow correspondence. A more thorough comparison of (1.7.1) and Nadler-Zaslow will
appear elsewhere.

3.19. Hamiltonian invariance. Let L, and L; be two embedded lower exact Lagrangians
whose wavefront maps L; — M x R are finite-to-one. Let ¢, : T*M — T*M be a
Hamiltonian flow such that ¢1(Lo) = L;. Then the suspension of ¢; is a Lagrangian
concordance b : R x L — T (R x L). We also assume that b is lower exact and that its
wavefront in R x M x R is topologically a product over R x M x (—o0, K) for some
K <« 0. For example, if Ly and L; are the lower exact perturbations of two eventually
conic exact Lagrangians L{, and L}, then we may find such a b if L{; and L} are Hamiltonian
isotopic by a compactly supported isotopy.

Without any further loss of generality, we will also assume that ¢; = 17«7 fort < 0
and ¢; = ¢ fort > 1.

By (2.11.1), the restriction functors

Sh (R x M x R) — Sh{ (M x R)

are equivalences for ¢ = 0, 1. The wavefront of b may not be finite-to-one, but by a generic,
horizontally compact supported Hamiltonian perturbation, we obtain another lower exact
Lagrangian concordance B : R x L — T*(R x L) that is finite to one — we do not require
that B is the suspension of Hamiltonian isotopy. Again by GKS, we have an equivalence
Sh{ (R x M x R) = Sh (R x M x R) that is the identity outside a compact subset of
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R x M x R — we may assume it is the identity outside of [0,1] x M x (K, oc0). Let
Uy = (—00,0) x Ly and U; = (1,00) x Lj. Then the restriction maps

(3.19.1) Sh{; ((—00,0) x M x R) +~ Sh§(R x M x R) — Sh{;, ((1,00) x M x R)

are equivalences. By the topological triviality of B over R x M x (—oo, K), those equiv-
alences are intertwined with

(3192) Sh(,oo’o)XA((—OO,O) X M) — ShRXA(R X M) — Sh(l,oo)XA((la OO) X M)

by the pushforwards proj(_ .. 0)xas,«> PYOJR x a1,%» PrOJ(1,00)x ,« ONtO the first two fac-
tors. As Brane is locally constant and the maps L; — B are homotopy equivalences, the
restriction functors

(3.19.3) T'((—o00,0) x Lg,Braneg) < I'(B,Braneg) — I'((1,00) x L1, Braneg)

are also equivalences, and pymon intertwines (3.19.1) and (3.19.3).

3.20. Functoriality for pullbacks. We deduced the Hamiltonian invariance of (1.7.1)
from the compatibilty of our constructions with restriction to open subsets of M. There is
a similar functoriality property for a more general class of maps.

Let L, M continue to be as in §3.2, and F, L as in §3.3. Let M’ be another smooth
manifold and let f : M’ — M be smooth and proper. In that case put L’ = L x; M’
— it is a smooth manifold whose projection L' — f~'T*M — T*M’ is a lower exact
Lagrangian immersion. The wavefront of L’ is the inverse image of F C M x R along
f X 1gr — let us write this as ' € M’ x R for short.

When A is smooth, there is a natural commutative diagram in Sty

projy .

I'(L, Braney,) +—— Sh{ (M x R) —— Shy (M)

| [

['(L',Braner,) +—— Sh{, (M’ x R) —— Shy/(M")

proj
Or equivalently, after Theorem 3.17,

(—5.0 projy .

T,
Shp ,n(M x R) "L Sh¥ (M x R) — Shy (M)

| o |

ShY, 7 (M’ x R) $—— Shy, (M’ x R) —— Shy/ (M)
- T(—s,0] Projq .
The commutativity of both squares follows from proper base change — before applying it
to the right square, compactify M x R to M x [—o0,00) asin (3.3.1).

APPENDIX A. MORE ON CONTACT TRANSFORMATIONS AND PROOF OF (2.10.1)

Since the theory of contact transformations in [KaSc, §7.2] involves some general ma-
chineries that we are not trying to develop in the presentable setting here, we give inde-
pendent proof of several results on contact transformations and analogue of microlocal
cut-off lemmas using Tamarkin’s category. A main consequence is a self-contained proof
of (2.10.1). The key ingredients include the use of (2-lenses from §2.7, the theory of GKS
§2.11, and calculations of stalks of microlocal sheaf categories using the contact Fourier
transform.
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A.1. Notations. Let V be an r-dimensional real vector space. Equip V' with a Euclidean
inner product, and let B, C V be a standard ball of radius € centered at 0. We write B for

By. Let T*2%(V x R) = {(7;€) : £(0;) > 0}, and let T*<°(V x R) be the complement
of T*20(V x R) in T*(V x R).

A.1.1. Tamarkin’s category. From now on, we write Sh(X; k) for Shq; (X; k). Let Sh>o (V' x
R; k) be the full subcategory of Sh(V x R; k) consisting of F' with SS(F) C T*=°(V x
R). Let Sh=°(V x R; k) be the left orthogonal complement of Sh>o(V x R; k), which is
the essential image of the endofunctor *k(_ o] on Sh(V' x R;k). We refer this and the
subsequent variant as Tamarkin’s category. One can also take the right orthogonal com-
plement of Sh>o(V x R;k), where both are canonically identified with the localization
Sh(V x R;k)/Sh>o(V x R;k). These definitions apply to any manifold X in place of
V.

For any closed subset C' ¢ T*<°(BxR)/R = T*B xR, let Sh5"(B x R; k) be the
full subcategory of Sh="(B x R;k) whose objects F' satisfy SS(F)NT*<°(B x R) C
Cone(C).

A.1.2. A smooth Legendrian ball Q). Let §) be a smooth Legendrian ball in 7% B x R with
a distinguished point Zy = (0, 0; po, —dt) € Q satisfying that
(a) The projection of {2 to B x R is finite-to-one, and the preimage of {0} x R is
{Z0}.
(b) The front projection F of €2 is properly embedded in B x R, and it is compatible
with a Whitney stratification S of B x R containing a 0-dimensional stratum
{Po =me(Z0)}
(c) We have F C B x I for a precompact interval I in R. The distance squared
function from P, (with respect to the fixed metric on V') has no S-critical value in
(0, ).

A.1.3. Standard contact transformations and kernels. Recall for any kernel K € Sh(X x
Y;k), we have K= € Sh(Y x X;k) from (2.5.3), with a natural map K ' o K —
Ax k. Letx : T5<%(V x R) — T*<9(V* x R) be any conic symplectomorphism. We
say x is standard if x is the negative conormal bundle (negative in dt;) of the following
hypersurface

1
H={ti —to—p1-a +pO'QO+§AS(QO)_QO'Q1 =0},

where qq, q; are vectors in V' and V'*, respectively, pg, p; are given vectors in V* and V,
and Ag(qp) is quadratic form in qg. Given a conic Lagrangian L containing (0, 0; py, —dto)
in T%<9(V x R), if the above x is a contact transformation for (L, (0, 0; pg, —dto)), then
we say x is a standard contact transformation for (L, (0, 0; pg, —dto)). Let L be the La-
grangian projection of L, and let A, (0:ny) D€ the quadratic form on 7., T{,p,) L (Which is
naturally identified as a subspace in V') determined by T(q,,)L. Then x is a standard
contact transformation for (L, (0, 0; pg, —dty)) if and only if Ag is
nondegenerate.

By an affine transformation, ¢; — t; — p; - q;,¢ = 0, 1, we may reduce to the case that
po = p1 = 0. In the following, for simplicity, we will always assume py = p; = 0. We
say  is a standard contact transformation for € if y is one for every point in Cone(f2). By
the assumptions on €2, if we have x a standard contact transformation for (Cone(£2), Zp),
then for all e > O sufficiently small, we have yx a standard contact transformation for
QN (T*Be x R). In the case that Ag = 0, we denote the corresponding x by X, and

T T(oipo) L — AL(U;pU)
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call it the contact Fourier transform, for the Lagrangian correspondence  represents the
Fourier transform T*V — T*V™*.

A.1.4. Standard cone. Let IV be a vector space equipped with an Euclidean inner product.
For any covector & € T*<%(W x R)|(,0) with || = 1, let Hg = {(w,t) e W xR:

(€0, (w,t)) = =1} and let c € H ¢, be the orthogonal projection of the origin to Hg, . For
any k > 0, let Vo be the proper closed cone whose intersection with 1 & is the standard

closed ball centered at ¢ of radius 1/x. We say Vo is the standard cone associated to £~0
with ratio k.

A.2. Basics on semi-orthogonal decompositions. We collect some basic results on semi-
orthogonal decompositions and apply to the relevant sheaf categories.

Let C € Sty. Leti’ : D < C be the inclusion a cocomplete full subcategory (i.e. a full
subcategory stable under (small) colimits in C). Let j : C/D < C be the inclusion of the
right orthogonal complement of D. Then we have the adjoint functors

—
D, *C_ '¢C/D
R’ R=j
and a fiber sequence in End(C) (the stable oo-category of all exact endofunctors of C)
L'R' — Idec — RL,
where R’ (resp. L) is the right (resp. left) adjoint of L’ (resp. R).
A.3. Lemma. If L' preserves limits, then L preserves limits as well.

Proof. Since L’ preserves limits, so is RL. Now

RL(lim F,) 5 lm(RL(F,)) & R(lim L(F,).

@ (6%

Since R is a fully faithful embedding, we have L(@a F,) > Hm L(F,). O

Now let 7} : D; < C be the inclusion of a full subcategory that is closed under both
colimits and limits in C. Let j; : D1\C < C be the inclusion of the left orthogonal
complement of D;. Then we have the adjoint functors

Li=j1 Ly
D\C. *CI D

—  Y—
Ry R'lzi/l

1

and a fiber sequence of functors
L1R1 — Idc — R/lLll,

where R, (resp. L) is the right (resp. left) adjoint of Lq (resp. R}). In this setting, we also
have the inclusion R = j : C/D; — C and its left adjoint L : C — C/D;. We immediately
have the following (see also [Lu2, Remark A.8.19, Proposition A. 8.20]):

A.4. Lemma. (i) The composition Ry o R : C/D1 — D1\C gives the canonical
equivalence between right and left orthogonal complements of D in C.
(il) The inclusion R = j : C/Dy — C preserves limits and the inclusion Ly = j; :
D1 \C — C preserves colimits.
(iii) The projectors Ry : C — Di\C and L : C — C/D; preserve both limits and
colimits (in particular they are both k-linear), and they are identified through (i).
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For any open subset i/ C T*V xR, the inclusion Sh(<19*\/xR)—u (VxR) < Sh<"(V x
R) preserves both limits and colimits, so we can identify

Sh<%(V x R)/Sh3’y . r_y(V X R)
with either the left or the right orthogonal complement of Sh:" vxr_u(V xR).

A.5. Notation. For any open subset f C T*V x R, let Sh="“(V x R) denote the left
orthogonal complement of Sh3%,, g _;,(V x R) in Sh=(V" x R). For any closed subset
C C U, let Sh5”"(V x R) denote the full subcategory of Sh<"* (V" x R) of sheaves F
such that SS(F) N Cone(Ud) C Cone(C). If C is a closed subset of some open U’ D U,
we also write Sh5"Y (V' x R) for Shg2H(V x R). Clearly, Sh5""(V x R) is closed
under both colimits and limits in Sh<"“(V x R)).

A.6. Corollary. For any openU; C Us C T*V x R, the projector Py, y, : Sh<0ue (V x
R) — Sh<"““(V x R), i.e. the right adjoint of the inclusion Sh="""(V x R) —
Sh=<0"2 (V" x R) preserves both limits and colimits.

Proof. Since Sh=*" (V' x R) is identified with Shy;""72 (V x R)\Sh<"**(V x R), the
statement follows from Lemma A .4 (iii). O

A.7. Equivalences induced by K, o. In this subsection, we show several basic results
about equivalences on (various versions of) Tamarkin’s category induced by K, o, for a
standard conic symplectomorphism Y.

A.8. Lemma. Let x : T*<°(V x R) — T*<%(V* x R) be a standard conic sym-
plectomorphism. Let K, = kg. Then K;l = flip(X"ky), and the natural morphism
K;l o Ky, — Ay xr kv «r fits into the fiber sequence

L = flip(E"kn) okg = Avyr, «kvxr,

for alocal system L on the open subsetU .= (V xV —Ay)xRxRandj: U — V x
R xV x Ris the inclusion. In particular, SS(51£)*N(T*<°(VxR)xT*(V*xR)) = @.
Proof. The first claim about K ;' = flip(X"ky) is straightforward from definition.

We calculate K Lo K, as follows. Let (q;,t;),% = 0,1,2, denote the elements in
Vi, where V; = V if { is even and V; = V* otherwise. First, by a change of variables
tj—>t; — %Ag(qj),j = 0, 2, we may reduce to the case that Ag = 0. Then

ﬂlp(z7kH) o kH = pog)yzrkz, for
Z = {(qo,t0,d1,t1,92,t2) : t1 =to +qo - a1 =t2 +q2 - q1 }
CVXRxV*XRxV xR.
and pop2 is the projection to the first and last copies of V' x R. By a direct calculation, we
see the following:
(i) A} RrPo2,X"kz = ky «r, and the morphism K;l o Ky = Avxr,«kyxr is
the standard one pp21X"kz = (Ayxr)+ A}y r (P02, X7kz).
(i) LetG = ﬁber(K;l o Ky — Ayxr +Kvxr), then Giqo—q, ;11 ,t.er) = 0. Since
Gl{qo#ai;t1,t2€R} 18 alocal system L, we have G = j, L.
The lemma now follows. (Il

A9. Assumption. Let x : T*<9(V x R) — T*<%(V* x R) be a standard conic sym-
plectomorphism, and let K, = kp.
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A.10. Lemma. Under Assumption A.9, we have
K0 :Sh(V x R;k)/Sh>o(V x R;k) — Sh(V* x R; k)/Sh>o(V* x R;k) : oK;1
give inverse equivalences of categories.

Proof. We call any T*<°(V x R)-lense a negative lense. Let F € Sh<%(V x R;k)
be the standard sheaf associated to a regular negative lense from §2.7.4. Since Supp(F)
is compact, by the singular support estimates from [KaSc, Proposition 5.4.14, 5.4.4], we
know that SS (K, o F') C x(SS(F)) U (y+xr. Using Lemma A.8, we know that

K'o K, € End(Shgs(mucy.n (V X Rik)/Loc(V x R;k))

is isomorphic to the identify functor through the canonical morphism K oK, —
Ay yxr «kvxr. Similarly, we have K, o K Y ! isomorphic to the identity functor. Then

the lemma follows from the generation property of Sh<O(V x R;k) by such F under
colimits. U

A.11. Lemma. Under Assumption A.9, for any closed subset C in T*V x R, we have
Kyo: Shg’(V x R;k) = Shi, (V* x R;k)

Proof. Using Lemma A.10, it suffices show that for any F' € Sh5°(V x R; k), SS(K, o
F)NT*<9%(V*xR) is contained in Cone(x(C)). Pick any regular subanalytic (7*<°(V x
R) — Cone(x(C)))-lense (f, x, a, €9) with the standard sheaf G associated to it, then

Homgp<o(y+ i) (G, Ky 0 F) = Homgp <oy xrao (Ky ' 0 G, F).

Let Gy = Cone(jie, Kyt — Jeo Kyt ).t € [0, 1), then we have a compatible system
a,teq a,eq

G; — Gy for t < t' (induced from a non-negative contact Hamiltonian isotopy whose
support is disjoint from (C')) and liglt_>1 G ~ 0. We have

Homgp <oy« xr) (G, Ky o F') = HomSh<0(V><R)(K;1 oG, F)

GKS
= m HOIIlSh<O(V><R)(K;1 o Gt, F) = HomSh<0(V><R)(K;1 o (hﬂ Gt), F)
t—1 t—1
=0.
The lemma then follows. O

Using Notation A.5, Lemma A.11 is equivalent to saying that for any open subset U C
T*V x R, Ko induces an equivalence

(A.11.1) Kyo: Sh=%(V x R) 5 Sh<Ox™)(y* x R).

For{ = T*B x R, we have an obvious equivalence Sh<"" B*R(/ x R) ~ Sh<%(B x
R). Let D*V be the open unit co-disc bundle of V. For any § > 0, let Bf C V* denote
the standard d-ball centered at 0 in V*. More generally, using the same proof as Lemma
A.11, we get the following.

A.12. Proposition. Let Y C T*V x R be an open subset, and let C' C U be a closed
subset, then under Assumption A.9, we have

(A.12.1) Kyo: Shg™ (V x R) 3 shix® (v x R).
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A.13. Lemma. Let X be a (possibly non-compact) smooth manifold. Let C) be any properly
embedded Legendrian in T*X X R such that F = m¢(2) C X x I for an open interval
I C R that is bounded from above and 7¢|q is proper. Then there is a natural equivalence

Sheone(@yuc (X x R)/Loc(X x R) ~ Shs”(X x R).

Proof. It suffices to show that for any F' € Shg®(X x R), SS(F)NT*2%°(X xR) = @.
Let Uy ; be the open subset given by {¢ > f(v)} for a smooth function f on X. If
U, yNF = @, then the natural morphism F' — jy, , . jl*hr,f F must be the zero morphism,
for ju, ;«jir, ¥ € Sh>o(X x R). Hence ji;, F = 0. Now for any (vo,to) € X X R,
choose f such that (vg,tg) € Ut s and Uy y NF is compact (such f clearly exists).
It is clear that there exists a compactly supported contact Hamiltonian isotopy ¢, with
support contained in 7 <%(X x R)/R., such that U4 s N7¢(01(22)) = @. Thus we have
SS(F)NT*=%°(X X R)]|(vy,to) = &, and the proof is complete. O

A.14. Proposition. Let ) be an open Legendrian ball as in §A.1.2 and assume that pg = 0.
Let x be a standard contact transformation for Q). We have

(A.14.1) Kyo: Sh3’(B x R) = Sheg” V" ®(V* x R).
and there are natural equivalences
(A.14.2) Sh¥ig” VRV x R) ~ Mod(k) ~ Shi(y, (Bj x R),

for 6 > 0 sufficiently small.

Remark. In the rest of the appendix, we will assume py = 0 for 2 unless otherwise
specified. In the case that py # 0, all results will hold, just with all B replaced by
Bi(po) = B} + po :=the shift of B} by pg in V*.

The first equivalence in the proposition follows from (A.12.1) and that a standard con-
tact transformation sends 7* B x R to D*V* x R. In the rest of the appendix, we develop
several tools to prove the second part of the proposition. Let DXV ™ be the open e-codisc
bundle consisting of covectors of length < e. By assumption, the Lagrangian projection of
x(€2), denoted by x(Q), is a (properly embedded) Lagrangian graph in D*V* such that
the function |£]? on x(€2) is proper over [0, 1) and is regular except at (0;0).

Let
(A.14.3) @' Sh<OPVIXR(px o R) - Sh<OP B xR+ R)

be the localization functor, for any (0, +o0] x (0,1) > (J,€) with § > €, € < 1, it clearly
induces the functor
<0,DV*XR /1 s <0,D* B xR /1 s
D th(ﬂ) (V*xR)— th(Q) STV x R).
Similarly, by applying K Lo, we have the following diagram (the square involving only
P/ s ® as vertical functors is commutative):

(A.14.4) Sh<%(B, x R) «+——Sh5°(B. x R)

L 3| R L

1)
s}

Sh<0,D§B€><R(B€ x R) <L_5)ShS<ZO,D§BF><R(BE x R)
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where @' is the localization functor, ® is the restriction of ®’, and L’ ,R',L, R are the
respective left and right adjoint of ® and ®; L’ is just the obvious inclusion functor.

A.15. Results on projectors. We first prove some basic facts about the functor @' in
diagram (A.14.4). We will work in a slightly more general setting.
Let W be any finite dimensional vector space with a Euclidean inner product. Consider
the not necessarily commutative diagram
Pe

Sh<®(W x R) —= Sh{\ sy _pew)xr(W x R)

1

P,
Sh<°(B; x R) %)(sshég*Bs_DZBé)xR(Bg x R)

ie,s

where i, (reps. i) is the natural full embedding, and P, (resp. P ;) is the left adjoint,
and j : Bs x R — W x R is the open inclusion. Since j! 0t Zics oj!, using adjunction
we have a natural transformation

(A.15.1) 7p:P.soj — j oP.

(clearly, P 503 ' represents the localization functor that is left adjoint to j, Ote,s). Similarly,
we have

v
7

(A.15.2) Sh<"(W x R) == Sp="P">*R(W x R)

jﬂ sz
7
Te,s

Sh<(B; x R) <ﬁ> Sh<0PeBsxR (B R)

where p. (resp. pes) is the right adjoint of the inclusion i, (resp. Z/E ) and there is a natural
transformation ji o p. s — pe © ji. Moreover, applying the unit and co-unit of the adjoint
pair (ji, j'), we get a natural transformation 7, : p 55" — j'pe.

A.16. Lemma. The following diagram naturally commutes

(A.16.1) G 5 Psi i 55 P
unit lN
jlie P

where the two morphisms marked by unit are the maps (induced from) the unit map of the
respective adjoint pairs, Tp is as in (A.15.1), and the vertical isomorphism is the obvious
one as above.

In particular, we get a natural commutative diagram with each row a fiber sequence:

(A.16.2) Pesj — j' — Pesj’
d I
j'oe—— ' ——j'P.

where for simplicity, we write P, s for i 5 P 5 and similarly for others.
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Proof. To see that (A.16.1) is commutative, it suffices to observe the following commuta-
tive diagram

co-unit .

. . . .. ~ . . . .
Ze,tiPe,(;]. - Z€,6Pe,§]47/epe E— Z€,6Pe,§le,6]'Pe - Ze,(UIPe )

o e |

~

A ie,l.lpe///j!iepe
—_—t ==

where (1) the left square has all edges the unit maps for the respective adjoint pairs, and
the marked co-unit on the right-hand-side means (the map induced from) the co-unit map
for the adjoint pair (i s, P s); (2) the unit map o is an isomorphism because j 'i.P. has
essential image lying in Sh(<TO* Bs—D: Bs)xr(Bs x R); (3) itis clear that all chambers are
naturally commutative.
The commutative diagram (A.16.2) is a direct consequence of the above (and a similar
diagram as (A.16.1) with i, P, i. s, P. 5 replaced by i., p., i;’g, Pe.5)-
O

Let (z,a) € Bs x R. Let C;, 4 be the standard closed cone in W x R with vertex (or
cone point) (x, a) consisting of half rays emitting from (z, a) in the directions (v, —9;) for
|| < e~ !. Equivalently, Cy o = (7,a) + Y(0,1),¢ in terms of the standard cone (g 1),
from §A.1.4 (see Figure 1 below). Let C;, , . = Cy o.c — ({2} X (=00, a]).

(z,a)

FIGURE 1. The filled cone is C(; 4,)- The outer edges emitting from
(z, a) form the boundary of C;, , . for 0 < € < e. The portion of gray
curve above (z,a) is part of GHE/ as a smoothing of 0C;, , .

A.17.Lemma. Let (z,a) € BsxR, U = Bsx (a—¢(d—|z|),0), and jy : U — Bs xR
(resp. ji; : U — W x R) be the open inclusion. Let G = K {4\« (—oo,a], then the following
hold.

(i) We have the fiber sequence
pe(G) =ke,,. +G— Yker o= P.(G).
(ii) There are natural isomorphisms
Pes(G)lu = (P(G))lu,
Pes(G)ly = pe(G)lv.
Proof. (i) Itis clear that
55(Xkey , )N Cone(DW x R) =@
It suffices to show that
ke, .. € Sh<OPWxRy  R).

x,a,€



BRANE STRUCTURES IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY 49

First, we have k¢, , . = h£0<6,<6 ke, , - soitsuffices to show that

ke, ., € Sh<OPVR(Y »« R), forall 0 < ¢ < e.

For each k¢, ,, we can do a smoothing of the boundary of the cone from the outside as
indicated in Figure 1, so that we get a family k.-, ¢ € (0, 1) satisfying

o I fl is the closed region below a smooth hypersurface with the negative conormal
vectors of DH¢ contained in Cone(D*W x R);
€ . ~

e Hf decreases as t decreases, and hgt_> 0 k e = ke

This further reduces the problem to show that k. € Sh<0-D< WXR (7 x R). But this
is straightforward, for example, we can realize k H: as the colimit of a family of standard
sheaves for the (D*W x R)-lenses whose undertling regions are cut out by the dashed
smooth hypersurfaces and 8H§/ indicated in the same figure.

(i) Let I = (a — €(d — |x]),00). Note that a — €(6 — |z|) is the maximum of the
R-coordinate in 9C;, 4. N 0B;5 x R. Since

SS((jir)'Skey,, ) N Cone(DIBs x I) = 2,
(jb)!kcz,a,é c Sh<0,D:B(;x1(U)7

we have

(A.17.1) pev(Glo) == p(@)|y = Glv = P.(G)|y =: P.y(Glv)

is the semi-orthogonal decomposition of G|y € Sh<(U7) with respect to Sh<%P< Bs <1 (1)
and its right orthogonal complement. This implies that the composition

P.y(Gly) = Pes(G)lu = P(G)|ly

is an isomorphism. By Lemma A.18 below, P. ;/(G|y) — P. s5(G)|u is an isomorphism,
hence P. 5(G)|y = P.(G)|y and part (ii) of the lemma follows. O

A.18. Lemma. Let Q C W be an open subset and let (a,00) = I C R. The functor
JOx 1 sends Sh<0P@xR () « R) 10 Sh<0PQ*1(Q x I). In particular, we have natural

isomorphisms P iy j}] = ije,g and pe.u j}] = jbpe’g, under the assumption of Lemma
A.17.

Proof. Since Sh<0-P: QXR(Q x R) is generated under colimits by the standard sheaves
associated to D*@Q x R-lenses in Sh(Q x R), and the inclusion Sh<*P<@*R(Q x R) <
Sh(Q x R) preserves colimits, it suffices to show that j), ; sends every such standard
sheaf to a sheaf in Sh<O’DZQXI(Q x I). In the following we choose a slightly different
collection of generators of Sh<""P<@*® () x R) under colimits.

For any covector (xg, by; £~0) € D@ x R, let 4° be the interior of the standard cone
Y= Ve for some fixed 0 < K < € and E in a small open neighborhood Vy of EO. Let
U; C U; C Q x R be a small open neighborhood of (z¢, by). For any § > 0, let

Hs 5= {(x,t): (& (x — 20, — b)) > =0},

and let H._; be its complement. We can choose Uy, d and Vy, so that (U; +v) N H>_s C
@ x R, for all such choices of . Denote ((z,b) +~°) N H>_s by sz,b);a* for (x,b) € Uy.
Then by [KaSc, Prop. 5.1.1] and its proof, the collection of k RY, s for such choices of

(z, b E), K, d, generates Sh<0’D:QXR(Q x R) under colimits. Write R for R?z,b);é'



50 XIN JIN AND DAVID TREUMANN

There are the following cases for (jgxr)*knr:

(1) f R C (Q X I), then (jQX[)*kR =kg;

2) FRN(Q x I) =@, then (jox1)*'kr = 0;

B Ifo #£#RN(QxI) S R,set RT := RN (Q x (a,00)). Then we have the
situation illustrated in Figure 2 (of course the figure doesn’t illustrate all possible
configurations), and (jox7)*kr = kg+. Since R™ (as a convex domain) has the
non-solid boundary, i.e. Rt — R*, consists of piecewise smooth hypersurfaces
whose outer conormals are contained in Cone(D?@ x I') (and its solid boundary is
part of the solid boundary of R), we know that kg+ can be written as a colimit of
standard sheaves associated to D} () x I-lenses. Hence kp+ € Sp<0Peex! (@ x
I).

““““ Q x {a}

FIGURE 2. The entire triangle illustrates R in case (3). The upper trian-
gle illustrates R.

The proof is then complete. U

A.19. A “cut-off”” lemma and applications. We prove a “cut-off” lemma that will play
a similar role as the refined microlocal cut-off lemma in [KaSc], after applying the contact
Fourier transform. We then deduce a couple of useful corollaries from it. For any open U
in a smooth manifold, we write 7*U for T M |-

A.20. Lemma (“Cut-off” lemma). Let Q C W be an open subset and I = (¢,d) C R be
an open interval. Let F € Sh<"(W x R). Assume SS(F)NT*<%(W xR) C T*(Q x 1),
then F is generated by

(A.20.1) M{r}x(—oo,a] = T(_DO,O] (M(La)), (x, a) S @ X T, M e Mod(k),
under colimits (resp. limits).

Proof. In the proof, we assume that (¢, d) is a bounded open interval. The case when
¢ = —oo and/or d = oo is easier and follows from the same argument.
LetC =Cq,7 C Sh<"(W x R) be the full subcategory that is generated by the sheaves

in (A.20.1) with (z,a) € Q x [, d] under colimits. Let p¢ : Sh<°(W x R) — C be the
right adjoint of the inclusion. By the singular support assumption on the sheaf F', we have
(A.20.2) HOHI(M{I}X(&U], F)=0,V{z} x (l,u])NQ x I =&, M € Mod(k),

where v € R, £ € [—o0,u).
Conversely, the equation (A.20.2) for any sheaf F’ € Sh<O(W x R) (in place of F’)
implies that

(A.20.3) SS(FYNT*<%(W x R) C T*(Q x I).
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Indeed, for any (zq,a) € Q x I, any covector & € T*<O(W x R)|(0,0) With &) = 1,
and € > 0 small, let

lefe = {((E,t) : <50’ (1' —zo,t — a)> > _6}’ Hie = {(xvt) : <EOv (‘r — 9,1 — a)> = _6}

Let v° be the interior of the standard cone v := V& 5 (as in §A.1.4) for some x > O.
Choose any € > 0 and « > 0, so that

o ((zo,a)+v)NH>_o)NQ x I =0,

e The fiber of 7w |((z,0)+~°)nH~_. — W over x € W is either & or {x} x (£, u]

for some ¢ < u, where myy : W x R — W is the obvious projection.

Let i : ((zo,a) +7°) N H>_. — W X R be the inclusion. By base change and using
(A.20.2), we have (my).i'F’ = 0. Therefore, Hom (K((z9,0)4+°)n#>_ .. F') = 0. By a
similar argument as in the proof of [KaSc, Prop. 5.1.1], we see that (A.20.3) holds.

It is clear that for any F’ € C, it satisfies (A.20.3). In particular, that holds for F’ =
pc(F). Let G := Cone(pcF — F). Since G is right orthogonal to C and G satisfies
(A.20.3) with F’ replaced by G, we see that Hom (k4 3}, G) = 0 forany —oo < a < b <
00, hence G = 0in Sh="(W x R),and F € C.

For the “dual” version about generation under limits, take the obvious equivalence U :
Sh=%(W x R) = Sh(W x R)/Shso(W x R), where the RHS is understood as the right
orthogonal complement of Sh>( (7 x R). Then one just needs to run a dual version of the
above argument with C replaced by the full subcategory of Sh(W x R)/Sh>o(W x R)
generated by

V(M2 x(~o0,a]) = M{z}x(a,00)s
for (z,a) € Q x [c,d], M € Mod(k), under limits. In this case, one replaces (A.20.2) by
Hom(F, M{z}x(@,u]) = O,V({I} X M, u)) NQ x I =o, M e Mod(k),

where ¢ € R,u € (¢,00]. We omit the details for the rest of the steps since they are
completely similar as before. ([

Recall the notations from §A.15.

Iy = (a1,b1)

Bs

FIGURE 3. An illustration of the assumptions in Corollary A.21.
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A21. Corollary. Let F,G € Sh"°(W x R). Let 0 < n, < d and I, = (ay,b,) be a
bounded interval. Assume SS(F)NT*<(W x R) C T*(B,,, x 1) and the same for G.
Let
by —ay
0—m
(see Figure 3). Then the projector p¢ ; : ShOLWXR (73 R) — Sh<0PcBs*R (B yR)
(the right adjoint of jy in the right column of (A.15.2)) induces a natural isomorphism

Hom(p(F), pe(G)) = Hom(pe,5(F), pe.s(G))
Proof. By adjunction, it is equivalent to prove

Hom(pe(F), G) = Hom(pe s(F), G),

where we simply write p. (F) for i p(F') and p, s(F') for i spe s(F'). Using Lemma A.20,
and that all of pe, pc,s and p¢ 5 preserve colimits and limits (Corollary A.6), it suffices to

(A21.1) €>

prove the case for F' = M} (—oo,u) ad G = T(_og o) (M(y,.), Where 2,y € Bs, and
u,v € I;. Using the adjunction of T(_ o] (as a right adjoint of the inclusion Sh<O(W X
R) — Sh(W x R)), we can replace G by M, ..
Let U =W X (a1,00) and jiy : U — W x R be the open inclusion. Applying Lemma
A.17 and the condition on € (A.21.1), we get
Hom(pe,g(F), G) = Hom(jbpg,(;(F% G) = Hom(jbpe(F)v G) = Hom(pe(F), G)
O

Q2

arctane —

Q1 } I> = (a2,b2)

————arctane

I = (a1,b1) {

FIGURE 4. An illustration of the assumptions in Corollary A.22.

A.22. Corollary. Let QQ1, Q2 be two disjoint pre-compact open subsets of W such that
d=d(Q1,Qz2) :=min{|x —y| : 2 € Q1,y € Q2} > 0.

Let I; = (a;,b;),i = 1,2, be two bounded open intervals in R and let U; = Q; X I;,i =
1,2. Let

max{|bi — ai+1|,i S Z/2Z}
>
d
(see Figure 4). Let Sh<O(W X R)Ui be the (cocomplete) full subcategory of Sh=" (WxR)
consisting of sheaves F' satisfying

SS(F)NT*<(W x R) c T*U;.

Let G; € Sh="(W x R)g, and G; be the projection of G; to Sh<OPW>XR 7 R), for
i =1,2. Then Hom(G1, G2) = 0.
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Proof. First, the condition on € is exactly to make the following hold:

(A.22.1) ( U CraodnUin=w,icZ/2Z.
(Jc a)eU;

By Lemma A.20, Sh=<"(W x R)g, is generated by sheaves of the form
Fin, = (M;) {2} % (—o0ai]> i € Qisa; € I;, M; € Mod(k)

both under colimits and limits. Let F; js, be the projection of }7}7 M, In Sh<0-P¢ WXR(W X
R). Since the projector Sh<’(W x R) — Sh<®P<"W>R (7 5 R) preserves both limits
and colimits (Corollary A.6), It suffices to show that for any such ﬁl, M, and fg, Mys WE
have I‘IOHI(F'L]\/[1 y FQJ\{Z) =0.
By Lemma A.17 (i), we have the fiber sequence
Fim, = (My)e,, ... = Fiv, — S(Mi)cr

T;,a;,€

By the assumption (A.22.1), we directly see that Hom(Fy ar, , Fa,0,) = 0. O

A.23. Corollary. Let C' C DIW x R be a closed subset. Let €,6 > 0. Assume that
m¢(C) C By, X [a1,bi1] such that (A.21.1) holds. Then the natural functor from restriction
of localization (i.e. the analogue of (A.14.3) for W replacing V*)

Oc : ShEP R x R) = ShSO P PR < R)
is an equivalence.

Proof. Let @ = T*B,, X lai,b;] C T*W x R. Let Q. = QN (DW x R). By
assumption, Q. C D} B; x R.
First, we claim that both

<0,D;W xR

(A23.1)  peg:i= p5|Sh<o(WXR) : ShéO(W x R) = Shg” (W x R)

<0D BJXR(

are essentially surjective. For any F' € Sh<0 be WXR(W x R), if

Hom(F, pe(M{z}x(a,00))) = 0, ¥(x,a) € By, x [a1,b1], M € Mod(k),

then by adjunction, we have Hom(F, M{;}x(a,00)) = O for such (z,a) and M. This
implies that SS(F) N Cone(Q) = &, and so F' = 0. The same argument applies to

Fe ShZS’D:BMR(W x R). Hence the claim follows.
Second, we observe that

0. :Shy” DWR gy « R) — Shg” DeBixR oy« R)

is an equivalence. This is a direct consequence of the above claim and Corollary A.21.

Lastly, since SS(® g, (F'))NCone(Q.) = SS(F)NCone(Q,) forany F € Sh<O D WXR(WX
R), we see that O is an equivalence.
g
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A24. @ from (A.14.4) is an equivalence for 0 < € < J. Now we are under the assump-
tions in Proposition A.14. Consider the following diagram:

(A24.1) ShEODIV IR (0 o R) g SODIV R (e

T

Sh<0,D:B§><R(B* ) )Sh<0(£) B(sXR(B:S« % R)

that is related to (A.14.4) under K

A.25. Lemma. For any fixed 5 > 0, @ is an equivalence for 0 < € < 6, and so is .

Proof. We will apply Corollary A.23. For this, we look at 7¢(xr(£2)) in V* x R. Itis clear
that there exist functions h(e) > 0 and v(e) > 0 such that

(1) h(e) > 0andv(e) - 0ase — 0;

@) 7(xr(Q2)) C By(e) x (—€h(e), eh(e)).
This follows from the inequality, for any smooth ~ : [0, 1] — Q.,

I/qdpl <6/|dp|

and that fv qdp only depends on the endpoints of . Note that for any fixed § > 0, we
have

€ > ase — 0.

Now Corollary A.23 applies for C' = xg(Q) N (D*V* x R), ;1 = v(e), (a1,b1) =
(—eh(e),eh(e)), and 0 < € < 0.
O

A.26. Proof of Proposition A.14. We will use Lemma A.25 to perform two ways of cal-
culating

™ [ 0,UXR
(A.26.1) M0 : i o 0)e Sha” ™ (V x R)

<()Z/{ xR *
KXF 13(0 :0)eu’ Sh XF(2) (V" xR)

<0,U'xR *
mh—% e My (VT xR)

where U C T*V and U’ C T*V* respectively runs over all open subsets that contain
(0;0). One may interpret /\/l 0;0) a8 the stalk of the microlocal sheaf category on (2, at

(0;0). Note that this stalk, by deﬁnmon is different from the stalk of MSh?
at (0,0; 0, —dt) from §2.8.2. However, see Corollary A.28 below.

Cone(Q)UCy xr

Approach I: Using Lemma A.25, we get

Mgy~ Tlim ShEg o PRV x R) £ Sh(Be x R).

>e>0
Approach 2: x(Q) N D! B} has wavefront a closed smooth hypersurface Hs in Bj x R
projecting to Bj isomorphically, where Hj is the graph ¢ = f(v*) for some function f on

Bj. By achange of variables ¢ — ¢ — f(v*), which doesn’t affect the third line of (A.26.1)
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above, we may replace Cone(x(Q2)) NT*<°(B} x R) by the negative conormal bundle of
Bj x {0} C B; x R. Denote the Legendrian boundary of the negative conormal bundle
of V* x {0} in V* x R by €.

Let 0 < ¢ < e. Then applying K;Flo (and later K, .o0) and Corollary A.23, we get
equivalences

<0DIBIXR,_ . ~ o <0,D*B.xR
V*xR)—Sh _| ¢
96 ( ) XF 1(96)

= Shg) (B, x R) =~ Mod(k),

<0,D;VxR
X ()

Sh (V xR) ~ Sh (V xR)

where yg'(€2)) is the cotangent fiber at 0 € V, and the front projection of x*(€2)) is
just the point (0,0) € V' x R.
Hence

My = lim Sha "7 (V" x R) = lim Shs?(B] x R)
0<poke 0<o

~Mod (k).

Combining Approach I and Approach 2, we directly get the second equivalence in the
proposition. Hence the proof is complete.

A.27. Proof of (2.10.1). Now (2.10.1) follows immediately from Lemma A.13 and Propo-
sition A.14.

A.28. Corollary. Let $2 be a smooth Legendrian ball as §A.1.2. Then the natural functor

M?O;po) — (MShIC)one(Q)UCVXR)(OaOmOv—dt)’ induced from localization, is an equivalence.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume py = 0. The only difference between
M?o;o) (A.26.1) and the stalk of MShgone(Q)UCVXR at (0,0; 0, —dt) is that we need to cut
the open subsets U (resp. U’) in the 1-jet bundle by small values of |¢] in the expression(s)
of the colimit(s).

Under the same setting of §A.26, choose 1 > 1 > § > ¢, it suffices to show that the

restriction of the localization functor Pp- B xR,D*B; x(—1,m) (Corollary A.6)

0,D* B xR, s 0,D* B} x(—n, X
—n,m) :Sh;(g) "By xR) — Sh;(g) o nn)(36 x (=n,m)),

is an equivalence. Using 7¢(SS(xg(2))) C B % (—¢h(e),eh(e)) (notation from the
proof of Lemma A.25) and Lemma A.18, we know that (I>(,W,) is the same as the pullback
along By x (—n,n) — Bj x R, for 1 > €. The fully faithfulness then follows from the
same argument as in the proof of Corollary A.21. The essential surjectivity of ®(_,,
follows from the same proof for Corollary A.23.

o

A.29. Remark. There is a straightforward generalization of Corollary A.28 in the follow-
ing setting. One can replace €) by any compact subset C'in 7%V x R such that
() CN(TV x R) = {(0,0;p0 = 0)};
(2) there exist sequences €, > 0 and h,, > 0 with ¢, — 0 and h,, — 0 such that
CN(T*B., xR) CT*B., X (—€php,€enhy), forn > 1.
It is clear that there exists a function v(r) > 0 with lim, g+ v(r) = 0, such that C' N
(T*Be, xR) C D} Be, X (—€nhn, €nhy), for n.>> 1. Then under the contact Fourier

v(en
transform, we have

e (xe(C) N (D7, Bj x R)) C By, .y % (—en(hn +v(en)), en(hn + v(en))),
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for n > 1. Then the argument in Corollary A.28 certainly applies. This says that
(MSh, e cy0cy wp ) 0.0:0,—dr) = 1im ShE? (B, x R) = lim Sho(Be x R)/Loc(B, x R).

e—0 e—0

This recovers a special case of [NaSh, Lemma 7.7] (when one takes colimits in 62?500),
which is sufficient for many applications. For example, assuming C' is a compact suban-
alytic Legendrian in 7% B, x R, for some r > 0, satisfying condition (1), then condition
(2) is automatic.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF DESCENT (2.2.1)

In this appendix, we give a proof of (2.2.1) on the sheaf property of the functor Sh(—; k)°.
Let 637500 denote the co-category of (not necessarily small) co-categories. Recall Pr™ and
PrR from [Lul, Definition 5.5.3.1]. Let C be an co-category with colimits and pullbacks.
Consider the natural functor

(B.0.1) C? — Catoo
Cl—>C/C
(fre=ad)inC— (f*:Clo = Cre,(x =)= (zxc—c)).

c!

Note that f* is the right adjoint to the obvious functor C,. — C,. given by composition
with f.

B.1. Definition. Let C be an co-category with colimits and pullbacks. We say that colimits
in C are van-Kampen if for any diagram I — C,¢ — c¢;, the natural functor induced from
(B.0.1)

C/h ¢ = limC/ci

is an equivalence.

B.2. Lemma. A presentable co-category X is an oo-topos if and only if colimits in X are
van-Kampen.

Proof. First, by [Lul, Theorem 6.1.3.9 (3)<(4), Theorem 6.1.0.6], a presentable oco-
category X’ is an co-topos if and only if X°P — Pr (as in (B.0.1) but with target changed
to Pr") is limit preserving. Since Pr" — é\atOo preserves limits ([Lul, Proposition
5.5.3.13]), the latter is equivalent to that colimits in X are van-Kampen. (]

In the following, let X be a topological space. Recall Shv(X), the co-category of
sheaves of spaces, from [Lul, Definition 6.2.2.6] (see also [Lu5, §1.3.1]).

B.3. Corollary. Let {U;};cr be a covering sieve of X. Then the natural functor induced
from restrictions Shv(X) — Shv(U;)

(B.3.1) Shv(X) — lim Shv(U;)
el

is an equivalence.

9We thank Peter Haine for telling us this proof and for sharing [HPT].
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Proof. Let j : Open(X) — Shv(X) be the Yoneda embedding. For any open U C X,
there is a canonical equivalence Shv(X) ;) =~ Shv(U). For any covering sieve {U; : i €
I} of X, we have hﬂielj(U) 5 j(X) in Shv(X). Since Shv(X) is an co-topos [Lul,
Proposition 6.2.2.7], by Lemma B.2, we have an equivalence
ShV(X) >~ ShV(X)/ ligz‘el 3(Uy) :> @ ShV(X)/j(U,i) ~ m ShV(Ui),
el i€l
canonically isomorphic to (B.3.1). ([

For any presentable oo-category &, let Sh(X; £) denote the presentable oo-category of
E-valued sheaves on X. By [Lu5, §1.3.1], there is a natural identification Sh(X;E&) ~
Shv(X) ® &, where the tensor product is taken in Pr".

We have the following lemma (see also [HPT, Lemma 4.2.2]).

B.4. Lemma. Letr {C;};c; be a diagram in Prl such that the functors involved in the
diagram have both left and right adjoints. Then the natural functor

(B.4.1) (lim C)®&— lim (C;®E)
jeJop jeJor

is an equivalence.

Proof. Since both forgetful functors Prl — (/3;500, Prit — é\atoo preserve limits [Lul,
Proposition 5.5.3.13, Theorem 5.5.3.18] and the functors involved in the diagram have both
left and right adjoints, the functor (B.4.1), lying in both the 1-full subcategory Pr" and Pr®
of Cat, is equivalently induced from the family of tautological functors (]glje Jov Cj)®
& — Cj®&,j € J,in PrR. Under the equivalence (PrY)°P ~ P&, the functor (B.4.1)
viewed in Pr® is corresponding to hﬂjejop C;®& — (ligjeJap C;) ® € in Prl. By
[Lu2, Remark 4.8.1.24], (—)®& preserves colimits in Pr”, hence (B.4.1) is an equivalence.

O

B.5. Corollary. Let £ be any presentable oo-category. Let {U, };c1 be a covering sieve of
X. Then the natural functor induced from restrictions Sh(X; ) — Sh(U;; &)

(B.5.1) Sh(X;&) — @Sh(Ui;c‘f)
i€l
is an equivalence.

Proof. Using Corollary B.3 and Lemma B.4, we have

Sh(X;&) ~Shv(X)®E& S (]&1 Shv(U;)) ® € & I'&n(ShV(U,») ®E) ~ @Sh(Ui; ).
el i€l el
Clearly the composition is naturally identified with (B.5.1). [

B.6. Proof of (2.2.1). Now (2.2.1) is the special case of Corollary B.5, where £ = Mod(k).
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