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ON A TOPOLOGICAL COUNTERPART OF
REGULARIZATION FOR HOLONOMIC D-MODULES

ANDREA D’AGNOLO AND MASAKI KASHIWARA

ABSTRACT. On a complex manifold, the embedding of the category
of regular holonomic D-modules into that of holonomic D-modules
has a left quasi-inverse functor M +— M, called regularization. Re-
call that M, is reconstructed from the de Rham complex of M by
the regular Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. Similarly, on a topo-
logical space, the embedding of sheaves into enhanced ind-sheaves has
a left quasi-inverse functor, called here sheafification. Regularization
and sheafification are intertwined by the irregular Riemann-Hilbert
correspondence. Here, we study some of the properties of the sheafi-
fication functor. In particular, we provide a germ formula for the
sheafification of enhanced specialization and microlocalization.
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Let X be a complex manifold. The regular Riemann-Hilbert correspon-
dence (see [6]) states that the de Rham functor induces an equivalence
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between the triangulated category of regular holonomic D-modules and
that of C-constructible sheaves. More precisely, one has a diagram

(1.1) DEa(Dx) o
Li \

b DR b
Drh<DX) -~ DC—C<(CX)
P

where ¢ is the embedding (i.e. fully faithful functor) of regular holonomic
D-modules into holonomic D-modules, the triangle quasi-commutes, DR
is the de Rham functor, and ® is an (explicit) quasi-inverse to DR.

The regularization functor reg: DY (Dx) — Db (Dx) is defined by
Mieg := P(DR(M)). It is a left quasi-inverse to ¢, of transcendental
nature. Recall that (i, reg) is not a pair of adjoint functors'. Recall also
that reg is conservative?.

Let k be a field and M be a good topological space. Consider the

natural embeddings DP(kj;) == DP(Iky,) == Eb (Iky;) of sheaves into

ind-sheaves into stable enhanced ind-sheaves. One has pairs of adjoint
functors (a,¢) and (e, Ish), and we set sh := a/Ish:

sh: EY (Iky) =25 DP(Ikyy) 2 DP(kyy).
We call Ish and sh the ind-sheafification and sheafification functor, re-
spectively. The functor sh is a left quasi-inverse of e.

For k = C and M = X, the irregular Riemann-Hilbert correspondence
(see [1]) intertwines the pair (¢, reg) with the pair (e, sh). In particular,
the pair (e, sh) is not a pair of adjoint functors in general.

With the aim of better understanding the rather elusive regulariza-
tion functor, in this paper we study some of the properties of the ind-
sheafification and sheafification functors.

More precisely, the contents of the paper are as follows.

In §2, besides recalling notations, we establish some complementary
results on ind-sheaves on bordered spaces that we need in the following.
Further complements are provided in Appendix A.

Some functorial properties of ind-sheafification and sheafification are
obtained in §3. In §4, we obtain a germ formula for the sheafification of
a pull-back by an embedding. Then, these results are used in section §5
to obtain a germ formula for the sheafification of enhanced specialization
and microlocalization. In particular, the formula for the specialization
puts in a more geometric perspective what we called multiplicity test
functor in |2, §6.3].

1By saying that (t,reg) is a pair of adjoint functors, we mean that ¢ is the left
adjoint of reg.
M fact, if Myeg = 0 then DR(M) ~ DR(M,eg) =~ 0, and hence M ~ 0.
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Finally, we provide in Appendix B a formula for the sections of a
weakly constructible sheaf on a locally closed subanalytic subset, which
could be of independent interest.

2. NOTATIONS AND COMPLEMENTS

We recall here some notions and results, mainly to fix notations, refer-
ring to the literature for details. In particular, we refer to [8] for sheaves,
to [11] (see also [5, 3]) for enhanced sheaves, to [9] for ind-sheaves, and
to [1] (see also [10, 7, 3|) for bordered spaces and enhanced ind-sheaves.
We also add some complements.

In this paper, k denotes a base field.

A good space is a topological space which is Hausdorff, locally compact,
countable at infinity, and with finite soft dimension.

By subanalytic space we mean a subanalytic space which is also a good
space.

2.1. Bordered spaces. The category of bordered spaces has for objects
the pairs M = (M, C) with M an open subset of a good space C. Set

M:= M and M:=C. A morphism f: M — N is a morphism f M — N
of good spaces such that the projection F & Mis proper. Here, Fo

denotes the closure in M x N of the graph TJg of f .

Note that M — M is not a functor. The functor M — M is right adjoint
to the embedding M +— (M, M) of good spaces into bordered spaces. We
will write for short M = (M, M )

Note that the inclusion ky: M — M factors into
(2.1) km : M M2 M,

By definition, a subset Z of M is a subset of M. We say that Z C M
is open (resp. closed, locally closed) if it is so in M. For a locally closed
subset Z of M, we set Z,, = (Z,Z) where Z is the closure of Z in M.
Note that Uy, ~ (U, M) for U C M open.

We say that Z is a relatively compact subset of M if it is contained in
a compact subset of M. Note that this notion does not depend on the
choice of M.

An open covering {U;},., of a bordered space M is an open covering of

M which satisfies the condition: for any relatively compact subset Z of
M there exists a finite subset I’ of I such that Z C [ J.
We say that a morphism f: M — N is

GI’

(i) an open embedding if f is a homeomorphism from M onto an open
subset of N,
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(ii) borderly submersive if there exists an open covering {U;},.; of M
such that for any ¢ € I there exist a subanalytic space S; and an
open embedding ¢g;: (U;)s — S; X N with a commutative diagram
of bordered spaces

(Us) oo M

S

S xN—— =N,
Dpi

where p; is the projection,
— v
(iii) semiproper if F]g — N is proper,

(iv) proper if it is semiproper and f M — N is proper,

(v) self-cartesian if the diagram M — N is cartesian.

N

M—'~N

Recall that, by [1, Lemma 3.3.16], a morphism f: M — N is proper if
and only if it is semiproper and self-cartesian.

2.2. Ind-sheaves on good spaces. Let M be a good space.

We denote by DP(kj,) the bounded derived category of sheaves of k-
vector spaces on M. For S C M locally closed, we denote by kg the
extension by zero to M of the constant sheaf on S with stalk k.

For f: M — N a morphism of good spaces, denote by ®, f~1, Rfi
and RHom , Rf., f' the six operations. Denote by X the exterior tensor
and by Dj; the Verdier dual.

We denote by DP(Iky,) the bounded derived category of ind-sheaves
of k-vector spaces on M, and by ®, f~!, Rfy and RZhom, Rf,, f' the
six operations. Denote by X the exterior tensor and by Dj; the Verdier
dual.

There is a natural embedding ¢y, : DP(ky) — DP(Iky,). It has a left
adjoint a;y, which in turn has a left adjoint 53;. The commutativity of
these functors with the operations is as follows

X[/ RA SR
o| o o o %

L

(2.2)

[0 O @) O X o

Bl o o X X X

where “o” means that the functors commute, and “x” that they don’t.

2.3. Ind-sheaves on bordered spaces. Let M be a bordered space.
Setting DP(ky) := Db(k’\v/l)/Db(k'\v/l\&), one has DP(ky) ~ Db(kl\c}l).
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The bounded derived category of ind-sheaves of k-vector spaces on M
is defined by D®(Tky) := Db(Ik,\vA)/Db(Ik,\vA\'&). For operations, we use

the same notations as in the case of good spaces.
Recall (see [1, Proposition 3.3.19]%) that

(2.3)  Rfy~Rf, if fis proper,
(2.4)  f'~ f!kﬁl ® f~' if f: M — N is borderly submersive.
The last statement implies
(2.5) f' commutes with a if f is borderly submersive.
With notations (2.1), (2.4) implies that
(2.6) i s ' S
The quotient functor Db(Ik'\vA) — DP(Iky) is isomorphic to jy," = ji

and has a left adjoint Rjy, and a right adjoint Rjm,, both fully faithful.
There is a natural embedding

i DP(ke) =~ DP(ky) — D°(Tku)
induced by Ly It has a left adjoint
am: D*(Ikw) — D°(kpg),
which in turn has a left adjoint Sy. One sets RHom := ayRZhom , a

functor with values in D" (ke ).

For F' € Db(kl\c}l), we often simply write F' instead of ¢y F' in order to
make notations less heavy.

The functors ¢y, am and By are exact. Moreover, 1y and Sy are fully
faithful. This was shown in [9] in the case of good spaces. The general
case reduces to the former by the

Lemma 2.1. One has

o
M7
(ii) am =~ ky' av Rjmy >~ o i
(111) /BM ~ RiM!! /BI\C}I

Proof. One has

(i) tm =~ j,\_,ll Ly Rkms ~ Rimy

jl\i/ll LI\\;I RkM* (% jl\i/ll R'kl\/l* LI\(;I = jl\i/ll R.]M* RZM* LI\(;I = R'ZM* LI\O/I’

where (x) follows from (2.2).
This proves (i). Then (ii) and (iii) follow by adjunction. O

3The statement of this proposition is erroneous. The first isomorphism in loc. cit.

may not hold under the condition that j? is topologically submersive. However, it
holds if f is borderly submersive. The second isomorphism, i.e. (2.4), holds under the

condition that j? is topologically submersive.
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For bordered spaces, the commutativity of the functor o with the op-
erations is as follows.

Lemma 2.2. Let f: M — N be a morphism of bordered spaces.

(i) There are a natural isomorphism and a natural morphism of func-

tors

f—1 —1 ! !

fTan~awf, am f— [ an,
and the above morphism is an isomorphism if f is borderly sub-
mersive.

(ii) There are natural morphisms of functors

R]?! am — an Rfi, anRf, — R]?* am,

which are isomorphisms if f is self-cartesian.
(iii) For K € DP(1km) and L € DP(1ky) one has

OZMXN(K@L) ~ (OzMK) &(QNL)

Proof of Lemma 2.2. (i-a) By Lemma 2.1 (ii) and (2.2), one has Flay~
f og iy Nozl\c}lf 12N1Noz|\c}|z,v| fleanf™v
(i-b) By Lemma 2.1 (ii), the morphism is given by the composition

(**) f Q{o Z

a,@lelf ﬁa,@lf' it
Here (%) follows from (2.6), and (xx) follows by adjunction from f! —
f Lg g Lo f ave, with the isomorphism due to (2.2).

N
If fis borderly submerswe (*x) is an isomorphism by (2.5).

(ii-a) By Lemma 2.1 (ii), the morphism is given by

Rf. on ~ e Rf,,zM Lﬂmw,\, Rfu.

Here (x) follows by adjunction from Riy Rf” z,'vl ~ Rfy RiM”i,!vl — Rfu,
recalling (2.6).
If f is self-cartesian, this is an isomorphism by cartesianity.
(ii-b) By Lemma 2.1 (ii) and (2.2), the morphism is given by the compo-
sition
g leRf aﬁl Rf*i,\_ﬂl zRf*ozl\c}l i,\_,ll.
Here (x) follows from Lemma A.3.

Recall (2.6). If f is self-cartesian, then (x) is an isomorphism by carte-
sianity.

(iii) follows from am =~ ag i and (2.2). O
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2.4. Enhanced ind-sheaves. Denote by ¢ € R the coordinate on the
affine line, consider the two-point compactification R:=RU {—00, +o0},
and set R, := (R, R). For M a bordered space, consider the projection

mm: M xRy — M.

Denote by EP(Iky) := DP(Ikyyr.,)/my' DP(Ikym) the bounded derived
category of enhanced ind-sheaves of k-vector spaces on M. Denote by
Q: D(Ikuxr.,) — E(Iky) the quotient functor, and by L¥ and RE its
left and right adjoint, respectively. They are both fully faithful.

For f: M — N a morphism of bordered spaces, set

fri=fxidg: M xRy, — N xRL.

+
Denote by ®, Ef~!, Efy and RZhom™, Ef,, Ef' the six operations for

+
enhanced ind-sheaves. Recall that ® is the additive convolution in the
t variable, and that the external operations are induced via Q by the
corresponding operations for ind-sheaves, with respect to the morphism

fr. Denote by % the exterior tensor and by D¥ the Verdier dual.
We have
Jr
(2.7) LE Q(F) ~ (k{@o} D k{t<0}) ® ' and
(2.8) R Q(F) ~ RZhom™ (kg0 @ kyi<oy, F).

The functors RZhom"™ and RHom", taking values in DP(Iky) and
Db(k'@l), respectively, are defined by

(2.9) RZhom®(K,, K3) := Ry, RThom (F,R¥ K;)
~ Rmm,RZhom (LF K, ),
(2.10) RHom" (K, K3) := ayRZhom" (K, K»),

for K; € E’(Iky) and F; € DP(Ikyxr,. ) such that K; = QF; (i = 1,2).
There is a natural decomposition EP(Iky) ~ E® (Ikw) @ E" (Ikw),

+ +
given by K~ (Q k{t>0} & K) ) (Q k{t<0} ® K)
There are embeddings

ex: D’ (Ikw) — Eb (Ikm), F+— Q(ks0y ® ' F),
and one sets em(F) = e (F) @ ey (F) € EP(Iky). Note that ey (F) =~
Qkp—oy @ Ty F).
2.5. Stable objects. Let M be a bordered space. Set
kies0) = “liny” ki=ay € D*(Tknxe. ),

a——+00

ky = Qkgsop € ED (Tkwm).
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An object K € E (Iky) is called stable if ky é K = K. We denote by
EP (Ikwm) the full subcategory of EY (Ikw) of stable objects. The embed-

ding EY (Ikm) — EB (Ikm) has a left adjoint ky; é %, as well as a right
adjoint RZhom™ (kL ).
There is an embedding

+
em: D*(Ikm) — E(Ikm), F = ky ® em(F) =~ Qkpsoy @ my' F).

Notation 2.3. Let S C T be locally closed subsets of M.

(i) For continuous maps ¢+: T — R such that —co < p_ < p, <
+00, set

Eg‘-ﬁ-'vif‘ﬂ— = Q k{xES, —pi(x)<t<—p—_(2)} € ER(IkM),

bo_ 1B L Do b
ESh =k @ES € Bl (k).

where we write for short

[res, — () <t < —p_(2)}
={(z,t) € MxR;z€eS, —pi(x) <t < —p_(2)},

with < the total order on R. If S = T, we also write for short
[ps(t) St < —p (@)} = {r €T, —po(2) <t < —p_(2)}
(ii) For a continuous map ¢: T — R, consider the object of EY (Tky)

E?\M = Qkizes, trp@)=0) € Ei(IkM),

€ B (Iky).

+
B =kn @ E7

M
where we write for short
(€8 t+p)>0={(zt)eMxR;zeS, t+p(x) >0}

If S =T, we also write for short
{t+e¢(x) =20} :={zeT, t+¢(x) >0}

Note that one has EglM ~ EE‘DM_OO, and that there is a short exact
sequence

P+Dp— P+ p—
0— ES|M — ES|M — ES\M -0

in the heart of EP(Iky) for the natural t-structure.
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2.6. Constructible objects. A subanalytic bordered space is a bor-
dered space M such that M is an open subanalytic subset of the suban-
alytic space M. A morphism f: M — N of subanalytic bordered spaces
is a morphism of bordered spaces such that I' E is subanalytic in M x N.

By definition, a subset Z of M is subanalytic if it is subanalytic in M.
Let M be a subanalytic bordered space.
Denote by DP ;. (ky) the full subcategory of Db(kl\c}l) whose objects F'

are such that Rkm,F' (or equivalently, Rky, F') is weakly R-constructible,

for kv : M — M the embedding. We similarly define the category Dﬁ%_c(km)l
of R-constructible sheaves.
Denote by EP o (Iky) the strictly full subcategory of EP(Iky) whose

w-R-c
objects K are such that for any relatively compact open subanalytic

subset U of M, one has
7T|\_/|1kU QK ~enF
for some F € DP ; (kmxr,). In particular, K belongs to Eb (Iky).

w-R-c

We similarly define the category Eb (Iky) of R-constructible enhanced
ind-sheaves.

3. SHEAFIFICATION

In this section, we discuss what we call here ind-sheafification and
sheafification functor, and prove some of their functorial properties. Con-
cerning constructibility, we use a fundamental result from [10, §6].

3.1. Associated ind-sheaf. Let M be a bordered space. Let ig: M —
M x R, be the embedding = — (z,0).

Definition 3.1. Let K € E(Iky) and take F' € D*(Ikyxg,, ) such that
K ~QF. We set

Ishy(K) :=RZhom"(Q Ko}, K)
~ Rau. RZhom (k=0p @ Kye<oy, F)
~ Rau. RZhom (kg—oy, RF K)
~ Ry RZhom (kj—oy, R” K)
~ iy R"K € D"(Ikw)
(see |1, Lemma 4.5.16]), and call it the associated ind-sheaf (in the de-

rived sense) to K on M. We will write for short Ish = Ishy, if there is no
fear of confusion.

Note that one has
Ish(K) ~ RZhom™(Q kys0y, K) for K € E? (Tkw),
Ish(K) ~ RZhom"(kf, K) for K € EP (Tky).
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Lemma 3.2. The following are pairs of adjoint functors

(i) (e,Ish): DP(Iky) = Eb(Iky) ,

Ish

et
(i) (e*,Ish): DV (Iky) === EY (Tky) ,
Ish

(ifi) (e, Ish): D*(Iky) ? EP (Iky) -

Proof. (i) For F € DP(Iky) and K € EP(Iky) one has

Homp, iy, (e(F), K) =~ Home(IkMka)(ﬂ’lF ®kg—oy, R¥ K)
~ Hom g,y (F; Rm.RZhom (k—gy, R® K))
=~ Homp, 1y, (F, Ish(K)).

(ii) and (iii) follow from (i), noticing that there are pairs of adjoint func-

+ +
tors (* ® Qkysoy, ¢) and (x ® kyy, ¢):

QK 1205 Ok
EP(Tky) ——= E" (Ikm) ——= E},(Ikw).

Here we denote by ¢ the natural embeddings. 0

Lemma 3.3. Let f: M — N be a morphism of bordered spaces.

(i) There are a natural morphism and a natural isomorphism of func-
tors

flIshy = Ishy Ef 7L, f'Ishy ~ Ishy Ef',

and the above morphism is an isomorphism if [ is borderly sub-
mersive.

(ii) There are a natural morphism and a natural isomorphism of func-
tors

RfuIshy — IshnEfy, Rf, Ishy ~ Ishy Ef.,

and the above morphism is an isomorphism if f is proper.
(iii) For K € EP(Iky) and L € EP(Iky), there is a natural morphism

Ish(K) K Ish(L) — Ish(K & L).

Proof. Recall that one sets fg:= f X idg_: M X R, =& N x R
(i) Let L € EP(Tky) and set G :=RE L € DP(Tknyr,,)-
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(i-a) One has
fIshn(L) ~ f~' RanyRZhom (kg—oy, G)
~ Ramy fr 'RZhom (Kg—o}, G)
(—)> Rmw.RZhom (k{t:()}, f[glG)
3 Rrm.RZhom (kg—op, RPEf'L)
~ Ishy(Ef'L).
Here, (x) follows from [1, Proposition 3.3.13|, and (#x*) from Lemma A .4.

If f is borderly submersive, then (x) is an isomorphism by [1, Propo-
sition 3.3.19] and (x%) is an isomorphism by Lemma A.4.

(i-b) Recall that fi G ~ RE(Ef'L). One has
f'Ishy(L) = f'Ran.RZhom (kj—oy, G)
~ Rrm, fx RZhom (kji—oy, G)
~ Rmw.RZhom (kg—o, fxG)
~ Ram,RZhom (ky—oy, RE(Ef'L))
~ Ishy(Ef'L).

(ii) Let K € EP(Iky) and set F:=RF K € D*(ITkyxr., ).
(ii-a) One has
Ishy(EfuK) = RanyRZhom (kg—y, R® Efu K)
— R’TFN!!RI}LOTTL (k{t:()}, R,fR”F)

(2) R7T|\|” RfR”RIhom (k{t:()}, F)

< Rfu RmmyRZhom (ky—oy, F)
= Rfu(Ishm(K)).
Here (%) follows from |9, Lemma 5.2.8].
(ii-b) Since RE(Ef,K) ~ Rfg,F, one has
Ishn(Ef. K) ~ Ran.RZhom (ky—oy, Rfr, F)
~ Ram. Rfr, RZhom (kg—gy, F)
~ Rf. Rmu.RZhom (ky—oy, F).
If f is proper, fi ~ f..
(iii) Set F:=RF¥ K € D’(Ikmxr,, ) and G :=RF L € D*(Tkyxg,, ). Recall
that F % G :=Rmy (F XG), where
m: MX Ry XNXxR, =>MxNxR, (z,t1,y,t2) — (z,y,t1 + t2).
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Then, one has
Ish(K) X Ish(L)
~ Ram.RZhom (kg —oy, F') X R, RZhom (kgy,—oy, G)
— R(mm % 7n)s (RZhom (kgi, oy, ') RRZhom (kg,—oy, G))
— Ramxn RmuRZhom (kg —oy Mk, —y, F XG)
— Rmmxn, RZhom (Rm” (kg =0y Mkyy,—0y), Rmy (F X G))

~ Ry, RZhom (Ki_op, F 5 G),

- -
One concludes using the natural morphism F X G — RE(K X L). O

3.2. Associated sheaf. Let M be a bordered space.
Definition 3.4. Let K € EP(Iky).
(i) We set
shu(K) :=RHom"(Q ky—oy, K)
= amIshu(K) € D"(kg),
and call it the associated sheaf (in the derived sense) to K on M.
We will write for short sh = shy, if there is no fear of confusion.

(ii) We say that K is of sheaf type (in the derived sense) if it is in the
essential image of

emim: DP(kg) — E(Tkw),

One has
shm(K) ~ RHom"™(Q kioy, K), for K € E: (Ikw),
shy(K) ~ RHom" (ky, K), for K € EP (Iky).

Lemma 3.5. One has shy ~ she Eiy'.

Proof. Recall that iy,' =~ i},. Using Lemma 2.1 (ii), one has
o Ishy >~ ae im RThom™(Q ky=oy, K)
= ag iy Ram.RZhom (k—o), R K)
~ ag Rme iyye, RZhom (ky—op, R® K)
~ ag Rme RThom (K=o}, iyxg,, R" K)
~ ag Rme RZhom (ky—oy, R® EiyK)
>~ Oél\(jl RIhomE(Q k{t:0}7 EZ,'\AK)
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Let M be a bordered space, and consider the natural morphisms of
good spaces

MxREMxRI M.
We write 7 for points of R := R U {—o0, +-00}.
An important tool in this framework is given by

Proposition 3.6 (|10, Corollary 6.6.6]). Let M be a bordered space.
Then, for F € Db(k'\c}lxR) one has

+
shy(ky ® Q F) ~ RT. (Koo fe ooy @ RELF).

Denote by iio: M — M x R the embeddings = + (x,400). Using
the above proposition and [1, Proposition 4.3.10, Lemma 4.3.13], we get

Corollary 3.7. Let M be a bordered space. Then, for F € Db(k'\c}lxR) one
has
shw(kE © Q F) ~ - L Rj, L Q F
~i ! Rj. RY Q F[-1]

~Rm, LY QF
~Rm RYQF.
Consider the functors
em LM
(3.1) Db(kl\c}l) <h—Eb(IkM).
shm

As explained in the Introduction, (em tm, shy) is not an adjoint pair of
functors in general.

Proposition 3.8. Consider the functors (3.1).
(i) shm is a left quasi-inverse to ey im.
(i) The property of being of sheaf type is local* on M, and K €
EP(Ikwm) is of sheaf type if and only if K ~ epm im (shM(K)).

Proof. (i) By Proposition 3.6, for L € Db(k'@l), one has
shw ew tna (L) ~ sh (K5 & Q(kymop @ 7 i L))
~ RT, (K _ooctctoo) @ Kooy ®T L)
~ R (koo @7 'L)
~ (R Kyjgy) ® L~ L.
(ii) follows from (i). O

4 Saying that a property P(M) is local on M means the following. For any open
covering {U;},.; of M, P(M) is true if and only if P((U;)oc) is true for any i € I.
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By Lemmas 2.2 and 3.3, one gets

Lemma 3.9. Let f: M — N be a morphism of bordered spaces.

(i) There are natural morphisms of functors
flishy — shwEfL,  shyEf — f'shy.,

which are isomorphisms if f is borderly submersive.
(ii) There are natural morphisms of functors

Rf, shw — shnEfu, shyEf. — R, shy.

The first morphism is an isomorphism if f is proper. The sec-
ond morphism s an isomorphism if f is self-cartesian, and in
particular if f is proper.

(iii) For K € EP(Iky) and L € EP(Iky), there is a natural morphism

sh(K) Rsh(L) — sh(K 5 L).
Example 3.10. Let M =R,, U = {z > 0}. By Corollary 3.7 one has

R" E;]/ﬁ\/[ ~ Kiz>0, at<— 1}[1] R® EU|11(/[m =~ K(axo, $t<1}[1]
1/x 1/x
sh(E,/3,) = Kiasop. sh(Eyi17) ~ K=o}

Note that, denoting by i: {0} — M the embedding, one has
i (Sh(Eg/y,) # sh(Ed' (Eyfy,)), i (sh(Eyjyy)) # sh(Bi™ (Eg ).

In fact, on one hand one has i' (sh(Ellj/‘fw)) ~ k[-1] and Ez'(Ellj/‘fw) ~ 0,
and on the other hand one has fl(sh(E[}llj(f)) ~ k and EZ*I(E[;llj(f) ~ 0.

Note also that sh is not conservative, since sh(E?/&N/m) ~ ().
Example 3.11. Let X C C, be an open neighborhood of the origin,
and set X = X \ {0}. The real oriented blow-up p: X — X with cen-
ter the origin is defined by X :={(r,w) € R5q x C; |w| =1, rw € X},
p(r,w) = rw. Denote by SyX = {r = 0} the exceptional divisor.

Let f € Ox(*0) be a meromorphic function with pole order d > 0
at the origin. With the identification X ~ {r > 0} C X{P, the set I :=
SoX\{z€ X ; Re f(z) > 0} is the disjoint union of d open non-empty
intervals. Here {-} is the closure in X{P. Then, recalling Notation 2.3,

Refy\ Re fo ~ Re fo ~
Sh(E)'qX) o~ sh(Ep*E)%'Xéf) ~ Rp*sh(E)%'Xéf) ~ Rpik, +

Recall that, for k = C, the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence of [1] as-

sociates the meromorphic connection d — df with ERe/ by the functor

X|X
DRY.
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3.3. (Weak-) constructibility. An important consequence of Proposi-
tion 3.6 is

Proposition 3.12 (|10, Theorem 6.6.4]). Let M be a subanalytic bordered
space. The functor shy induces functors
shm: Eq po(Tkm) = Dy p.o(km),

ShMZ EE_C(IkM) — Dﬂ%_c(kM)-

Proposition 3.13. Let M be a subanalytic bordered space. For K &
ER .(Ikwm) there is a natural isomorphism

shu(DmK) =2 D (shu k).
Proof. Recall that shy =~ she Eiy,' and Eiy' ~ Eij,. Since Eiy,' D ~
Dlla Eiy,', we may assume that M = M = M is a subanalytic space.
(i) Let us construct a natural morphism
sh(D¥K) — D(shK).
By adjunction, it is enough to construct a natural morphism
sh(D¥K) ®@sh(K) — wyy.
Note that we have a morphism
DEK & K — wl.
+
Let 6: M — M x M be the diagonal embedding, so that DPK @ K ~
Eé 1 (DEK % K). There are natural morphisms
sh(D¥K) ®sh(K) ~ ¢ " (sh(D"K) Ksh(K))

2 6! (sh(D"K % K))

= sh(B5~(D"K 5 K))

— sh(wh,) ~ war,

where (*) is due to Lemma 3.9 (iii), and (*%) is due to Lemma 3.9 (i).
(ii) By (i), the problem is local on M. Hence, we may assume that

+
K~k @ QF for F € DY (kyxr,,). Considering the morphisms

. _ -+ —
k: M x Ry 5 M x (RU{#00},R) 2 M x R.

Since
k{,oo<fg+oo} QK Rk, I ~ ijr RijF ~ Ry, Ri; F,
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Proposition 3.6 gives
shy(K) ~ R7. Rj,” Rif F
~ R7, Ry Rij F.
By |1, Proposition 4.8.3| one has DY, (kY, éQ F)~ k]jf/[éQa*IDMxRooF,
where a: M x Ry, — M x R, is given by a(x,t) = (x,—t). Then, one
has
shar(DE, K) = shy (kS © Q a~' Daysr F)
~ R7. Rj;" Rif a™ ' Dyrup, F
~ R7, Rj RiZ Dyrxr F
~ D (R7, Rj- Rif F)
~ Dy (shp (K)).
U

Lemma 3.14. Let M and N be bordered spaces. Let F € DE_(kw) and
L € EP(Iky). Then

sh(e(F) X L) ~ F Ksh(L).
Proof. For G :=RF L € D*(Ikyyg..), one has

+
Sh(E(F) X L) >~ OMxN RWMXN* RZhom (k{t>0}7 FX G)
& anxn Rrmxn, (F B RZhom (kgsoy, G))

(%; OMxN (F X Ry RZhom (ko G’))
~ F Ray Ran,RZhom (kg=oy, G),

where (a) follows from [1, Corollary 2.3.5] and (b) follows from Proposi-
tion A.2 in Appendix. O

4. GERM FORMULA

As we saw in the previous section, sheafification does not commute
with the pull-back by a closed embedding, in general. We provide here a
germ formula for the sheafification of such a pull-back, using results from
Appendix B.

4.1. Restriction and germ formula. Let M be a subanalytic bordered
space. Recall Notation 2.3.

Let N C M be a closed subanalytic subset, denote by ¢: N, — M the
embedding. To illustrate the difference between sh Ei~! and i~!sh note
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that on one hand, by |2, Lemma 2.4.1|, for K € E} (Iky) and yop € N
one has’

(i7'sh(K)),, = sh(K),,
~ lim RHom"(Efyy, K),

U3yo

where U runs over the open neighborhoods of ¥, in M. On the other
hand,

Proposition 4.1. Let p: M — R, be a morphism of subanalytic bor-
dered spaces, set N := o~ 1(0) C M, and denote by i: Ny, — M the
embedding. Foryo € N and K € E> ; (Iky) one has

sh(Ei 'K),, ~ lim RHom®(Ep,"*™1" K),

0 = UM
U3syo
§,e—20+

where U runs over the open neighborhoods of yy in M. Here, we set
—31(x)| = = —o00 for $(z) = 0.
More generally, for T'C N a compact subset one has

RE(T;sh(Ei'K)) = lim RHom™(EY,#1 ™" K),

UuoT
6,e—>0+

where U runs over the open neighborhoods of T' in M.

o

Proof. Since yg € N C M, we may assume that M = M=: M is a
subanalytic space.
Since RI(T;sh(Ei'K)) ~ lim RI(U;sh(Ei7'K)), we may assume
UoT
that U runs over the open subanalytic neighborhoods of T in M.
We will split the proof of the last isomorphism in the statement into
three parts.

(i) Up to shrinking M around 7', we can assume that there exists F' €

Jr
D o (karxr.,) such that K ~ kY, ® QF. For ¢ € R, and U an open
relatively compact subanalytic subset of M containing 7T, set

Uese : ={(x,t) e U xR; t+ ¢ < d|p(z)|c}.
SRecall from [2, §2.1] that, for any ¢,d € Z, small filtrant inductive limits exist in

DIdl(k), the full subcategory of DP(k) whose objects V satisfy H7 (V) =0 for j < ¢
or j > d. That is, uniformly bounded small filtrant inductive limits exist in D (k).
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Note that LF ECU‘T;;(W(JCWE ~ky, ;. @Kg=_cy. Then, one has

_ )¢ . + _ z)|—¢
RHomE(EIOJTM(W( ) ,K) ~ limy RHom"(Qkys—oy ® EIOJTM(W( ) ,QF)

c—>+o0o

~ lim Hom (LE EET;ZW(Q:)'_E, F)
c—>+o0o

= hﬂ Hom (kUc,6,£ ® k{t>7c}7 F)
c—>+o00o

= hﬂ Hom (kUc,5,£7 k{t>7c} ® F)
c—>+o00

=~ hﬂ RI’ (Uc,é,e; k{t>fc} ® F)
c—>+o00

~ hﬂ RF(Uc@6 N{t> —c}; kpsy ® F).
c—>+o00

(ii) Consider the natural maps

N x Ry —%> M x R,

P

N . M

and set, for S = M, N,

K t>ey 1= “Im” Kgyqis—o) € D"(Iksxr.. )-
c—>+o0o

Noticing that Ei 'K ~ k% é Qig'F, by [10, Proposition 6.6.5] one has
sh(Ei ' K) ~ anyRrn. (Knxjise) ®ig' F)
~ anRan. i (Kuxgse @ F).
Hence
RI(T;sh(Ei' K)) ~ lim RI'(V;sh(Ei™' K))
v

~ liﬂRF(V; RWN*Z'E(kMx{D—c} ®F))
c,V

~ lim RI(V % Ry ig! (Kar s —ep @ F))
c,V

~ IQRF(V x {t > —c};ig" (knxpps—cp @ F))
c,V

~ lim RI(W; Kursges—e) @ F)

c, VW

where ¢ — +o00, V runs over the system of open relatively compact
subanalytic neighborhoods of 7" in N, and W = W,y runs over the
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system of open subanalytic subsets of M x { € R; +o0o > > —c}, such
that W D V x {t € R; t > —c}. Here, the last isomorphism follows from
Corollary B.3.

(iii) For ¢ € R consider the following inductive systems: I, is the set
of tuples (U, d,¢) as in (i); J. is the set of tuples (V,W) as in (ii). We
are left to show the cofinality of the functor ¢: I, — J., (U,d,¢) —
(UNN,Ucs5-N{t = c}).

Given (V,W) € J., we look for (U,d,e) € I. such that UN N C V
and U.s. N {t > —c} C W. Let U be a subanalytic relatively compact
open neighborhood of T in M such that U N N C V. With notations
as in Lemma B.1,set X = M x {teR|t> —c}, W =W, T =U x
{teR|t>—c}, f(x,) = o(z) and

glx, ) =(F+c+1)"N

Note that g(z, +00) = 0. Since (B.1) is satisfied, Lemma B.1 (ii) provides
C >0 and n € Z~( such that

{(z,0) €U xR; T > —c, Cg(x, )" > |p(x)|} C W.
Then
{(z,t) eUXR; t=> —c, Clt+c+1)" > |p(x)|} C W.
One concludes by noticing that the set on the left hand side contains
UeseN{t = —c} for § = CY" and € = 1/n. O
5. SPECIALIZATION AND MICROLOCALIZATION

Using results from the previous section, we establish here a germ for-
mula for the natural enhancement of Sato’s specialization and microlo-
calization functors, as introduced in [4].

5.1. Real oriented blow-up transforms. Let M be a real analytic
manifold and N C M a closed submanifold. Denote by Sy M the sphere
normal bundle. Consider the real oriented blow-up M of M with center
N, which enters the commutative diagram with cartesian square

J

(5.1) SyM—s M <2 O(M\ N)o
ai 0 pi/ -
Ne— M.%

iN
Recall the blow-up transform of [4, §4.4]
Ev®: EP(Iky) — EP(Ikgyar), K — Ei'EiEjy K.

A sectorial neighborhood of § € SyM is an open subset U C M \ N
such that Sy M U j(U) is a neighborhood of 6 in M. We write U 36 to
indicate that U is a sectorial neighborhood of #. We say that U C M\ N
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is a sectorial neighborhood of Z C Sy M, and we write U D Z, if U is a
sectorial neighborhood of each 6 € Z.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢: M — R be a subanalytic continuous map such that
N = ¢ Y0). Let K € E> ; (Iky). For 6y € SyM, one has

w-R-c

sh(Evj?(K)),, =~ lim RHom®(Ey;, /@ K¢),
d,e,U

where 6,6 — 04+ and U > 0,. More generally, if Z C SyM is a closed
subset one has

RI(Z;sh(Evp(K))) ~ lig RHom®(E7;, " K)
6,e,U

where 6,6 = 04+ and U D 7.

Proof. Let us prove the last statement.
Note that in M one has SyM = (¢ o p)~%(0). Hence, by Proposi-
tion 4.1,

RI' (Z7 Sh(EV;\t;(K))) ~ llg"l RHOmE(EOﬁTA;;l¢(p(i))‘_E’ E]*E]&IK),
5,6,[7

where U € M runs over the neighborhoods of i(Z). Then

RI(Z;sh(Evg(K))) =~ lim RHomE(EjN”Ej’lE%T;;l“"(p(i))‘_g, K)
= N
4,e,U

0> —6|p(2)| = K)

~ 1 E ;
~ lim RHom™(EjnvuE . ) a ..

6,5,(7

~ 1 E(g0>—dlp(x)|~*

= %RHM (B @pnr K-
767

One concludes by noticing that U O Z if and only if U = jN(jfl(ﬁ)) for
some neighborhood U of i(Z) in M®. O]

5.2. Sheafification on vector bundles. Recall from [4, §2.2| that any
morphism p: M — S, from a good space to a bordered space, admits a
unique bordered compactification po: My — S such that (My)° = M
and ps, is semiproper.

Let 7: V' — N be a vector bundle. Denote by V, its bordered com-
pactification, and by o: N — V the zero section.

The natural action of Ryg on V' extends to an action of the bordered

group® (R% ) = (R0, R) on V... Denote by E?RX ) (Iky,, ) the category
>0)oo

of conic enhanced ind-sheaves on V.

6a group object in the category of bordered spaces
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Lemma 5.2. For K € E> , = (Iky._), one has
(RZ0)oo <

0 'sh(K) ~sh(Eo'K), o'sh(K) ~sh(Eo'K).

Proof. We shall prove only the first isomorphism since the proof of the
second is similar. )

With the identification N ~ o(N) C V, set V.= V \ N. Consider
the commutative diagram, associated with the real oriented blow-up of
V' with center N.

SNV (VIP)oo — = S5V

I e

N( 2 Voo ’ )(V)OO N

Consider the distinguished triangle
EjwEj 'K — K — Eo,Eo 'K 4 |
One has
0 'sh(Eo,Eo 'K) ~ 0 'o,sh(Eo ' K) ~ sh(Eo ' K).

()
where () holds since o is proper. Hence, we can assume
K ~ Ej”EjilK
and, since Eo~'K ~ 0, we have to show
0 'sh(K) ~ 0.
Recall that Ej 'K ~ Ey 1 K" for K" := E+,Ej ' K. Then one has
K ~ EjyEy L K*h
~ Ep,EjuEj 'EA LK
~ Ep. (kyp\ s, v @ EFTEK").
Thus, recalling that o~ 'sh(K) ~ Rr,sh(K) since sh(K) is conic,
0~ 'sh(K) =~ Rr.sh(Ep. (kyw s, © E7 T K*"))
& R7.Rp.sh (kyw s, v @ BY 1K)
~ Ro,Rush (Kyp s, v @ By 1K),
where (%) holds since p is proper. It is then enough to show
R.sh(kypy s, @ B HE) ~ 0.
Since 7 is borderly submersive and 7'kg,y ~ Ky o\ gy1s one has by (2.4)

Ky sy @ By PN ~ B RPN
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Hence one obtain
RAush(kye s, @ By K*P") ~ Ry,sh(E5 K*")
= R7.7' sh(K*")

~RYy.RHom (kvlrvb, f~y!sh(KSph))
~RHom (Ryikyw, sh(K*")).

where (%) follows from Lemma 3.9 (i). Then the desired result follows
from Ry kyw ~ 0. U

5.3. Specialization and microlocalization. Let us recall from [4] the
natural enhancement of Sato’s specialization and microlocalization func-
tors.

Let M be a real analytic manifold and N C M a closed submanifold.
Consider the normal and conormal bundles

TNM —— N <"—TxM,

and denote by (TwM ) and (T3 M) the bordered compactification of
7 and w, respectively.

Denote by (p,s): M — M x R the normal deformation of M along
N (see [8, §4.1]). Setting 2 := s7!(R-), one has morphisms

(5.2) (T M) (M), <200, 22> M,

where (M), is the bordered compactification of p, and pg = p|q. The
enhanced Sato’s specialization functor is defined by

Evy: EP(Iky) — E?Rio)w(lk(TNM)w), K v Ei"'Ej,Epg'K.

Sato’s Fourier transform have natural enhancements (see e.g. [4, §5.2|)
()" EY (Tkeryan..) = ES (Tkergan.. ),
") B (Tkeryan.) — B (Tkerg an), )

and we denote by (-)¥ and (-) their respective quasi-inverses. Recall
that ()" and (-)¥ take values in conic objects, and that () and () send
conic objects to conic objects.

Finally, Sato’s microlocalization functor have a natural enhancement

Epn: EE—(IkM> — Ei(lk(T;VM)oo) N E?Rio)mak(T]’(,M)oo)u

defined by Euy (K) :='Evy(K) ~ Evy(K)".
Consider the natural morphisms

SyM < (TyM)o — (TyM)oo <2— N |
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where T'xM is the complement of the zero-section, and o is the embed-
ding of the zero-section. Recall that one has

Ey ' oEv® ~Eu~! o Evy.

Recall from [8, §4.1] that the normal cone Cn(S) C TwM to S C M

along N is defined by Cy(S) := Ty M N pg'(S), where (-) denotes the
closure in MRd.

Lemma 5.3. Let ¢o: M — R be a continuous subanalytic function such
that N = ¢=1(0). Forvy € TyM, & € TiM, and K € EP 5 (Tkyy), one

w-R-c
has
0 sh(Buy (K)),,, = lim RHom®(Ey7"* " K),
d,e,U
(ii) sh(Buy(K)),, ~ lim RHOHlE(E(JEQQ“;’}“"E,K),
6,e,W,Z

where §,e — 0+, U runs over the open subsets of M such that vy ¢
Cn(M\U), W runs over the open neighborhoods of w(&y) in M, and Z
runs over the closed subsets of M such that

CN(Z>W(€0) - {U € (TNM)W(ﬁo); <U7€0> > O} U {0}
Proof. (i-a) Assume that vy € TyM , and set 0y = y(vp). Then, one has

sh(Evy (K)) :sh(Eu_lEVN(K))UO

v (x)
~ sh(Ey'EvR(K))

g, sh(EvR(K))

Vo

0o’

where (k) and (*x) follow from Lemma 3.9 (i). Then, the statement
follows from Lemma 5.1 (i), by noticing that U 3 6 if and only if v, ¢
Cn(M\U).

(i-b) Assume that vy = o(yo) for yo € N, where o: N — Ty M is the
embedding of the zero section. Then, Lemma 5.2 gives

sh(BEvx(K)), ., = (07 'sh(Bvx(K))),

~ (sh(Eo 'Evy(K)))

~ (sh(Eiy'K))

*

Yo

Yo’

—
N

where (x) follows from [4, Lemma 4.8 (i)]. Then the statement follows
from Proposition 4.1.
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(i) For F € DE§o<kT1§M) one has
RHom" (e(F), BEun (K)) = RHom"(e(F), "Evy (K))
~ RHom"(Y¢(F), Evy(K))
~ RHom"(¢(F"), Evy(K)).
Hence

sh(Euy(K)),, =~ lim RHom"(e(ky), Epn(K))

V3¢
~ hﬂ RHom"(e(ky,), Evy(K))
V3&o
~ hﬂ RHomE(E(kVO),EVN(K))v
() V3&o

where V' runs over the conic open neighborhoods of &, in T3 M, and
Vei={v € TyM; (v,§) > 0, V¢ € V} denotes the polar cone. Here
(%) follows by noticing that & has a fundamental system of open conic
neighborhoods V' C Tx% M such that 7|, has convex fibers.

We are left to compute lim RHom" (e(F), Evy(K)) for F' = ky. For
V3&o
this, setting W = 7(V'), and considering the distinguished triangle

kT_l(W)\VO —> kT_l(W) —> kVo +—1>7

we will instead compute the cases where F' = k -1y or ' = k.1 )\ ve.
On one hand, one has

RHom" (e(k,-1w)), Evn(K)) ~ RHom"(Er"'e(kw ), Evy (K))
~ RHom" (¢(ky ), ET,Evy (K))
~ RHom" (e(ky ), Bi ' K).
Thus, noticing that W = 7(V) is a system of neighborhoods of w (&),
lig RHom" (e(k,—1 ), By (K)) =~ lim  RHom"(e(kw), Ei "' K)

V3&o W3aw(£o)
~ lim RHom" EOD*éW(m)‘_E, K),
® 5§ ( WM )

where (x) follows from Proposition 4.1.

On the other hand, setting V = (7 1(W) \ V°) C SyM, one has
K —1ppve = Rumflkf/. Hence
RHom" (e(k,—1wy\ve), Bvn (K)) ~ RHom"™ (EunEy'e(ky), vy (K))
~ RHom" (e(ky), Ev.Eu™'"Evy (K))
~ RHom"(e(ky), EvR(K)).
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Note that when V' runs over the neighborhoods of &, V runs over the
neighborhoods of Z = 7({&}°). Thus

lig RHom"™ (e(k,—1wy\ve), vy (K)) = lim RHom" (e(ky), Evy (X))

V3&o V3%
~ lim RHom (ki7,sh (EV;\?(K)))
V3&o

~ RI'(Z;sh(Eve(K)))

~ lim RHomE(Egﬁﬂf'W”’f, K),
() 5e.tr

where §,¢ — 0+, and U D Z. Here, (%) follows from Lemma 5.1 (iii). O

APPENDIX A. COMPLEMENTS ON ENHANCED IND-SHEAVES

We provide here some complementary results on (enhanced ind-)sheavesj}
that we need in this paper.

Proposition A.1. Let M be a subanalytic bordered space, and N a bor-
dered space. Then, for any F € DY (km) and K € D(Iky) we have

(A1) DuF R K ~ RZhom (p 'F,q¢'K).
Here, p: M XN — M and g: M x N — N are the projections.
Proof. By [1, Proposition 2.3.4|, one has
DMRjM!F&RjN!K ~ RZhom (Zg_leM!FaCj!RjN!K),
where p and ¢ are the projections from M x KI, and jy: M — M is the

natural morphism.
Applying jyLy, (A.1) follows. O

Proposition A.2. Let M, N, F', K be as in the preceding proposition.
Let f: N = S be a morphism of bordered spaces, and let f' = idy x f: Mx
N — M x S. Then, we have

Rf(FRK)~FXRf.K.
Proof. Let py: M X N — M and gny: M x N — N be the projections. We
define similarly ps and ¢s. Then, the preceding proposition implies
Rf, (FRK) ~Rf, RZhom (py'DuF, gy K)
~ Rf. RZhom (f''ps'DuF, qy K)
~ RThom (ps'DuF, Rfiqy K)
~ RThom (ps'DmF, gs Rf. K)
~ FXRf.K.
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Lemma A.3. Let us consider a commutative square of bordered spaces

!

M —2 M

b

N —7 o N.

For any F € DP(Ikw), one has a canonical morphism in D" (Iky)
g 'Rf.F = Rfg'F.

If the square is cartesian and g is borderly submersive, then the above
morphism is an isomorphism.

Proof. The morphism is induced by adjunction from
Rf.F — Rf.Rg.¢'F =~ Rg.Rf g 'F.

Assume that the square is cartesian and g is borderly submersive. Then
we may assume that N’ = .5 x N and M’ = S x M for a subanalytic space
S, and that g and ¢’ are the second projections. Hence the assertion
follows from Rf/g''F ~ Rf!(ks X F) ~ kg XRf,F ~ g 'Rf.F, which

is a consequence of Proposition A.2. 0

Lemma A.4. For f: M — N a morphism of bordered spaces and K €
EP(Iky) there is a natural morphism fg'(RE K) — RE(Ef'K). If f is
borderly submersive, then the previous morphism is an isomorphism.

Proof. The morphism in the statement follows by adjunction from the
isomorphism Qy(fg 'REK) ~ Ef~'K. If f is borderly submersive, we
have

Raw. fz ' R¥ K = S 'Rmn, R K ~ 0,

where (x) follows from Proposition A.2. Hence, the fact that the mor-
phism in the statement is an isomorphism follows from [1, Proposi-
tion 4.4.4 (ii-b)]. O

APPENDIX B. COMPLEMENTS ON WEAK CONSTRUCTIBILITY

In this appendix we obtain a formula for the sections, on a locally
closed subanalytic subset, of a weakly constructible sheaf. This result
might be of independent interest.

B.1. Lojasiewicz’s inequalities. Let M be a subanalytic space.

Lemma B.1. Let T C M be a compact subanalytic subset, and let
fy9: M — R be continuous subanalytic functions.

(i) Assume that T N f~1(0) C g=*(0). Then there exist € > 0 and
n € Z~o such that

elg(@)|" < |f(x)| forzeT.
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(ii) Let W C M be an open subanalytic subset, and assume that
(B.1) {xeT;g(x)>0, f(x) =0} CW.
Then there exist € > 0 and n € Z~q such that
{reT;g(x) >0, egla)" > |f(2)[} W

Proof. Consider the subanalytic map (f,g): M — R%t’u).

(i) The set Z = (f,g)(T) is a compact subanalytic subset of R? and we
have
ZN{(t,u); t=0} C {(t,u); u=0}.
Hence, there exist ¢ > 0 and n € Z~( such that
Z C {(t,u) € R?; elu|™ < [t}
This gives the statement.
(i) Let 7" =T N g YRso) \ W. Since T" N f~1(0) € g~1(0), (i) gives
T c{z e M; elg(a)]" < [f ()]},
which implies the desired result. 0
Theorem B.2. Let M be a subanalytic space, and F € DP o (kyy).

w-R-c
Then, for any locally closed subanalytic subset Z of M, and any open
subanalytic subset W of M such that Z C W, there exists U C W open

subanalytic in M, such that Z is a closed subset of U and
RI(U; F) = RI'(Z; F).
The proof is given in § B.3 after the preparation of the next subsection.

Corollary B.3. Let M be a subanalytic bordered space, Z a locally closed
subanalytic subset of M, and let F € DP 5 (k). Then, there is an
1somorphism

RI(Z; F) <= “liy’ RI(U; F),
U

where U runs over the open subanalytic subsets of M such that Z C U.

B.2. Barycentric decomposition. We will use here the language of
simplicial complexes, for which we refer to [8, §8.1].

Let ¥ = (S,A) be a simplicial complex, with S the set of vertices,
and A the set of simplexes (i.e., finite subsets of S). Recall that one sets
12| := Uyen |, where

o] := {x € RY; Zx(p) =1, z(p) =0for p ¢ o, z(p) > 0 for p € c}.
P

Here, R® denote the set of maps S — R equipped with the product
topology.
For a subset Z of |X|, we set

Ayz:={oceA; |o|]C Z}.
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A subset Z of |¥] is called Y-constructible if Z is a union of simplexes.

Lemma B.4. Let Z be a X-constructible subset of |X|.

(i) the following conditions are equivalent.
(a) Z is closed,
(b) if T,0 € A satisfy 0 € Ay and T C o, then 7 € Ay.
(ii) the following conditions are equivalent.
(a) Z is open
(b) if 7,0 € A satisfy 0 € Ay and o C 7, then T € Ay.
(iii) the following conditions are equivalent.
(a) Z is locally closed,
(b) if01,0'2703 c A satisfy 01,03 € AZ and o1 C o9 C 03, then
09 € Az.

Proof. (i) follows from |o| = |J |7]. (ii) and (iii) follow from (i).

0

TEA,TCO

For o € A, we set
Ule)= |J Irl={x € [Z]; 2(s) > 0 for any s € o}
oCTEA
It is the smallest open X-constructible subset containing |o|.

Let us denote by DY 5. (kjx) the full subcategory of DP(k;s|) whose

w-X—c

objects are weakly |¥|-constructible. By [8, Proposition 8.1.4], we have
Lemma B.5. Let F € Db ;. (kyy|) and 0 € A. Then, one has

w-X—c

RI(U(o); F) = RI'(|o|; F).

Let B(X) = (S, Ag(x)) be the barycentric decomposition of 3 de-
fined as follows:
Se(z) = A,
Ag) = {0 ; 7 is a finite totally ordered subset of A}.

Here, Ay is ordered by the inclusion relation. Then there is a home-
omorphism f: |B(X)| =% |X| defined as follows. For 0 € A = Sg(x), let
e, € |X| be given by

— ifseo,
es(s) =1 to g
0 otherwise.

Then, we define

flx)= Y x(0)e, foranyx € |B(X)| C R%e),

oESp(x)
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That is, f(x) € RS is given by

x(o)

(f(:l:))(s) = Z g for any s € S.
03s, 0€Sp(x)
Note that we have
(B.2) f(lo]) C |max(¢)| for any 6 € Ag(y),

where max(¢) € A is the largest member of & C A. Conversely, for
y € |X| one has

y € f(al),
where ¢ € Ag(y) is given by
g={ceA; o={seS; y(s) > a} for some a € Rp}.
Lemma B.6. Let Z C |X| be a locally closed Y-constructible subset.

Then for any 61,02 € Ag(x) such that 5,Ucy € Ay and f(|61]), f(|o2]) CI}
Z, we have f(|o1Uds|) C Z.

Proof. Set 7 = &1 U 5. We have | max(d7)|, | max(d2)| C Z. Then the
desired result follows from the fact that max(7) is equal to either max (1)
or max(dq). Hence |7| C |max(7)| C Z. O

B.3. Proof of Theorem B.2.

Lemma B.7. Let ¥ = (S, A) be a simplicial complex. Let Z C |X| be a
Yi-constructible locally closed subset such that

(B.3) for any 01,09 € Ay such that o1 Uoy € A,

one has oy U oy € Ay.

Set
U:= | Ulo).
geEAy

Then, for F € DY 5, .(Ks|) one has
RI'(U; F) = RI(Z; F).

Proof. Let us remark that U is an open subset and Z is a closed subset
of U. Hence it is enough to how that

RI(U; F @k z) ~ 0.

Thus, we reduce the problem to prove that RI'(U; F') ~ 0 under the
condition that F € DY 5, (kjx|) satisfies F|z ~ 0.

Let us take the open covering {:={U(0)}sen, of U. For oy,...,00 €
Az, if Micpe, Ulor) # 0, then o :=J, 06 € Az by condition (B.3)

and (<4<, Ulow) = U(0).
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Hence, one has by Lemma B.5

RI( () Ulox); F) =% RI(|o]; F) ~ 0.

1<kt

Thus, we have RI'((),cpc, U(ox); ) >~ 0 for any oy,...,00 € Ay. We
conclude that RI'(U; F) ~ RI'(4; F) ~ 0 O

Proof of Theorem B.2. There exists a simplicial complex ¥ = (S, A)
and a subanalytic isomorphism M =~ |¥| such that Z and W are -
constructible and F is weakly Y-constructible (after identifying M and
122]). Let ¥ = (S, A) be the barycentric decomposition of ¥, and identify
3|, |Z] and M. Then F is weakly Y-constructible and Z and W are
S-constructible. Set U = Usea, U(d). Then U C W by Lemma B.4.
Moreover, condition (B.3) is satisfied by Lemma B.6. Hence, Lemma B.7
implies that RI'(U; F') — RI'(Z; F') is an isomorphism. O
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