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Abstract

A sheaf quantization is a sheaf associated to a Lagrangian brane. By using
the ideas of exact WKB analysis, spectral networks, and scattering diagrams, we
sheaf-quantize spectral curves over the Novikov ring under some assumptions on the
behavior of Stokes curves.

For Schrödinger equations, we prove that the local system associated to the sheaf
quantization (microlocalization a.k.a. abelianization) over the spectral curve can be
identified with the Voros–Iwaki–Nakanishi coordinate.

We expect that these sheaf quantizations are the object-level realizations of the
~-enhanced Riemann–Hilbert correspondence.

1 Introduction

A quantization of a Lagrangian submanifold L usually means a module supported on L
over a quantized symplectic manifold. For example, a D-module on a complex manifold is
a quantization of its characteristic variety. Via the Riemann–Hilbert correspondence, one
can introduce a notion of quantization with more topological flavor: sheaf quantization.
A sheaf is a sheaf quantization of its microsupport SS [KS94].

Characteristic varieties and microsupports are always conic. To quantize non-conic
Lagrangians, it is classical to use D~-modules. A D~-module E is a quantization of
supp(E/~E). Tamarkin introduced an analogue of this trick on the Riemann–Hilbert
dual side [Tam18]. Namely, for a real manifold M , consider the product T ∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt
where Rt is the real line with the standard coordinate t, τ is the dual cotangent coordinate
of t, and T ∗τ>0Rt is the subset of T ∗Rt defined by τ > 0. Let ρ be a map defined by
ρ : T ∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt → T ∗M ; (x, ξ, t, τ) 7→ (x, ξ/τ) where x ∈ M and ξ ∈ T ∗xM . Roughly
speaking, we say that a sheaf E on M × Rt is a sheaf quantization of µsupp(E) :=
ρ(SS(E) ∩ (T ∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt)). This idea is quite useful to study symplectic topology.
For example, Tamarkin proved some results on Hamiltonian non-displaceablity [Tam18]
and Guillermou proved some results on the nearby Lagrangian conjecture [Gui16]. The
statements obtained by sheaf quantizations are parallel to those obtained by Floer-
theoretic methods. In fact, one of Tamarkin’s first motivations to introduce Rt is to
realize the Novikov ring Λ0 in sheaf theory. Also, Jin–Treumann [JT] proved that a
sheaf quantization is associated to an exact Lagrangian brane, which is nothing but a
necessary condition to be an object of Fukaya category.
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In the first version of quantization (using D-modules), via the Riemann–Hilbert cor-
respondence, a sheaf quantization over a complex manifold is equivalent to a quantization
by a regular holonomic D-module. However, in the second version (using D~-modules),
there is no such Riemann–Hilbert correspondence, so the relation is not clear.

One of the purpose of this paper is to reveal a part of the relationship explicitly,
using exact WKB analysis. We will explore it more abstractly by constructing a functor
relating D~-modules and sheaf quantizations in the subsequent publication [Kuw22]

Naively speaking, the Riemann–Hilbert functor is about solving differential equa-
tions. Similarly, in our case, we have to solve D~-modules. The appropriate method
is exact WKB analysis [Vor83, DDP93, KT05]. Classically, the WKB approximation
means a semi-classical approximation of quantum mechanics obtained by considering
the Planck constant very small. Exact WKB analysis is a method to solve differential
equations with ~ along this line. We solve a given differential equation with special for-
mal power series (WKB solutions) in ~ and try to sum up the series by Borel’s method.

Exact WKB analysis is quite successful for the second order differential equations
over complex 1-dimensional spaces. The result is, roughly speaking, for each Y ∈ C×~ ,
we have a chamber decomposition of the base space, solutions over each chamber, and
connection formulas between solutions in different chambers. For us, these data give a
gluing of sheaves.

Theorem 1.1. Let C be a Riemann surface and M be a rank 2 flat meromorphic ~-
connection with Assumption 8.1. For a sufficiently small and generic Y ∈ C×~ , there

exists a sheaf quantization S
Y
M of the spectral curve of M as an object of ShR

τ>0(M ×Rt)
and its microlocalization is the Voros local system.

The category ShR
τ>0(M×Rt) is the R-equivariant version of the category Shτ>0(M×

Rt) introduced by Tamarkin [Tam18]. In the previous works [Gui16, JT], to sheaf-
quantize a Lagrangian, we have to assume that the Lagrangian is exact. Since spectral
curves are not exact, the previous framework cannot be applied to our situation. One
of the technical advance of this paper is to use R-equivariant sheaves to treat nonexact
Lagrangians. This introduction of equivariance naturally induces the Novikov ring action
in sheaf theory, which is plausible in comparison with Floer theory. This is the first direct
observation of the Novikov ring in sheaf theory, although which has been anticipated
since Tamarkin’s work. We will use this Novikov ring to study symplectic topology via
sheaf theory in the subsequent work [IK].

In the case of higher order differential equations, there are two major problems in
exact WKB analysis:

1. The summability of WKB solutions is not well-established.

2. We cannot obtain a chamber decomposition similarly as in the quadratic case, since
there exist collisions of Stokes curves (chamber walls) [BNR82] and the collisions
give anomalous monodromies.

In this paper, we will only address the second problem. To cancel the anomalous mon-
odromies, we have to introduce new Stokes curves emanating from the collisions. This
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prescription is first introduced by Berk–Nevins–Roberts [BNR82]. Then the new Stokes
curves may have more collisions. Hence, in general, we have to add infinitely many
new Stokes curves. This phenomenon is recently rediscovered in physics in the work of
Gaiotto–Moore–Neitzke as spectral network [GMN13].

We will introduce the notion of inductive tameness, to have a tame behavior of new
Stokes curves in each step. Then we can organize it into an inductive sequence of data.
This is an analogue of the notion of scattering diagram [KS06, GS11] and we call it a
spectral scattering diagram. We can mimic the inductive construction of the scattering
diagram and obtain the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let C be a Riemann surface and L be a holomorphic Lagrangian in T ∗C
with an inductively Y-tame initial diagram. Then there exists a sheaf quantization of the
spectral curve as an object of ShR

τ>0(C × Rt).

We will discuss the choice of the initial diagram coming from the meromorphic con-
nections at the end of this paper.

Remark 1.3. In the literature of exact WKB analysis, there is another approach to
treat collisions of Stokes curves using the notion of virtual turning points [AKT91].

As we have already mentioned, we expect our construction is a kind of Riemann–
Hilbert correspondence, ~-Riemann–Hilbert correspondence. In the subsequent work [Kuw22],
we construct a functor from the category of D~-modules to the category of sheaf quan-
tizations, although the coefficients we take is enlarged to obtain the Novikov rings on
the side of D~-modules. For the second order case, our sheaf quantization here can be
comparable to the sheaf quantization obtained via the ~-RH functor. For the higher
order case, we expect that a similar coincidence is possible after exact WKB analysis is
settled.

One can also ask relations to other realizations of irregular Riemann–Hilbert cor-
respondence. We will discuss relationships to (1) D’Agnolo–Kashiwara’s holonomic
Riemann–Hilbert correspondence [DK16], and (2) Shende–Treumann–Williams–Zaslow’s
Legendrian knot description [STWZ19].

Remark 1.4. Microlocal sheaf theory has already met exact WKB analysis in the
work of Getmanenko–Tamarkin [GT13]. In contrast to our treatment, they applied
microlocal sheaf theory to the problem after the Laplace transform. Hence their solution
sheaf corresponds to Borel-transformed solutions. It may be interesting to know the
relationship between our sheaves and their sheaves.

Remark 1.5. Recently, Kontsevich–Soibelman [Kon, KS] announced a formulation of
Riemann–Hilbert correspondence for deformation quantization. From this point of view,
our construction (or our theorem in [Kuw22]) can be considered as an intermediate
step. The other step to prove Kontsevich–Soibelman’s conjecture should be a version of
Nadler–Zaslow equivalence [NZ09].
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Notation

1. (Base field) Our base field is K. In a large part of this paper, K is C.

2. (Novikov ring) Let R be a commutative ring. Consider R≥0 as a semigroup and
we denote the group ring by R[R≥0]. We denote the indeterminate of R[R≥0] by
T a for a ∈ R≥0. The Novikov ring ΛR0 is the projective limit

lim←−
a→∞

R[R≥0]/T aR[R≥0]

. We denote the fraction field by ΛR and call it the Novikov field. If the context
is clear, we omit the superscript R.

3. (Category) A category usually means a dg-category unless specified. When dg-
categories are involved, all the operations are understood to be derived.

4. (Planck) We will use ~ for a general element or the coordinate function of C×~ and
Y for some fixed element in C~.

5. (Sheaf) Let M be a topological space. For us, sheaf means sheaf of K-vector spaces.
For a locally closed subset Z of M , we use KZ to be the constant sheaf of rank 1
supported on Z. If Z is defined by some inequality I, we set KI := KZ .

6. (Complex cotangent bundle) For a complex manifold M , the cotangent bundle
T ∗M is a holomorphic symplectic manifold by the standard symplectic structure.
We denote the projection T ∗M →M by pT ∗M .

On a local coordinate (U, {zi}), the standard symplectic form ω can be written as∑
i dζi ∧ dzi where ζi is the cotangent coordinate dual to zi. The form

∑
i ζidzi

gives a global 1-form λ on T ∗M . We call λ the Liouville form.

7. (Real cotangent bundle) Similarly, for a manifold M , the cotangent bundle T ∗M
is a symplectic manifold by the standard exact symplectic structure. We denote
the standard real symplectic form by ωst, and the standard Liouville form by λst.
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2 Microlocal category

Here we will introduce our category which is the living place of our sheaf quantizations.
This category is a refined version of the category introduced by Tamarkin [Tam18]. We
will generalize the presentation of Guillermou–Schapira [GS11].

2.1 Positively-microsupported sheaves

Let M be a connected differentiable manifold and Rt be the real line with the standard
coordinate t. We denote the derived category of K-module sheaves by Sh(M × Rt).

We denote the i-th projection by Rt × Rt → Rt. We also have the induced map
idM ×pi : M × R2

t → M × Rt where idM is the identity map of M . We also denote the
addition map Rt × Rt → Rt by mt.

For objects E ,F ∈ Sh(M × Rt), we set

E ? F := (idM ×mt)!((idM ×p1)−1E ⊗ (idM ×p2)−1F). (2.1)

We call it the convolution product.
We denote the cotangent bundle of M by T ∗M . Let Rt be the real line with the

standard coordinate t. The dual cotangent coordinate of T ∗Rt is denoted by τ . The
subset {τ > 0} := T ∗τ>0(M × Rt) = T ∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt of T ∗M × T ∗Rt is defined by τ > 0.

We define the full subcategory Shτ≤0(M ×Rt) of Sh(M ×Rt) as the full subcategory
spanned by the objects satisfying SS(E) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}.

Lemma 2.1. For E ∈ Shτ≤0(M × Rt), we have E ?Kt≥0 ' 0.

Proof. This is a special case of [GS11, Proposition 3.19 (b)].

We consider the skyscraper sheaf KM×{t=0}.

Lemma 2.2. For E ∈ Shτ≤0(M × Rt), we have E ?KM×{t=0} ∼= E.

Proof. This is a special case of [GS11, p.25].

By the adjunction Hom(Kt≥0,Kt=0) ∼= Hom(Kt=0,Kt=0), we have the map Kt≥0 →
Kt=0 corresponding to the identity. By Lemma 2.2, we have a morphism E ?Kt≥0 → E
for any E ∈ Sh(M × Rt).

Lemma 2.3. The cone of the above morphism is in ⊥Shτ≤0(M × Rt). Moreover, the
distinguished triangle gives a semi-orthogonal decomposition:

Sh(M × Rt) ∼=
〈

Shτ≤0(M × Rt),⊥Shτ≤0(M × Rt)
〉
. (2.2)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [GS11, Proposition 3.21].
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We set
Shτ>0(M × Rt) := Sh(M × Rt)/Shτ≤0(M × Rt) (2.3)

where /means the Drinfeld–Verdier dg-quotient. We denote the quotient functor Sh(M×
Rt)→ Shτ>0(M × Rt) by q.

By Lemma 2.1, the functor (−) ? Kt≥0 induces a functor ι>0 : Shτ>0(M × Rt) →
Sh(M × Rt).

Lemma 2.4. The functor ι>0 is fully faithful embedding, and gives an an equivalence
onto ⊥Shτ≤0(M × Rt).

Proof. This is a special case of [GS11, Proposition 3.21].

2.2 Equivariant sheaves

For c ∈ R, we set
Tc : M × Rt →M × Rt;x 7→ x+ c. (2.4)

The isomorphisms {Tc}c∈R gives an action of R on M ×Rt. Here we equip the group R
with the discrete topology.

Definition 2.5. An equivariant sheaf on M × Rt consists of the following data:

1. a sheaf E on M × Rt,

2. an isomorphism αc : E
∼=−→ TcE := Tc∗E for any c ∈ R

such that Tc∗(αc′) = αc+c′ for any c, c′ ∈ R. A morphism between equivariant sheaves is
a morphism of sheaves compatible with αc’s.

Let ShR
♥(M ×Rt) be the abelian category of R-equivariant sheaves and ShR(M ×Rt)

be the derived dg-category of ShR
♥(M ×Rt). Note that the equivariant derived category

in the sense of Bernstein–Lunts [BL94] coincide with the naive derived category in this
case, since R is a discrete group.

We have the forgetful functor

f : ShR(M × Rt)→ Sh(M × Rt). (2.5)

Definition 2.6. A functor F : A → B between additive categories is conservative if
F (a) ' 0 implies that a ' 0.

Lemma 2.7. Let F : A → B be an exact conservative functor between triangulated
categories. Then f : E → F in A is an isomorphism if F (f) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Suppose F (f) is an isomorphism. Then F (Cone(f)) = Cone(F (f)) ' 0. By the
conservativity, Cone(f) ' 0. This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.8. The forgetful functor f is conservative.
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Proof. For E ∈ ShR(M × Rt), if f(E) ' 0, then f(E) → 0 is a quasi-isomorphism. Since
this morphism can be lifted to E → 0, we obtain the desired result.

For an object E ∈ Sh(M ×Rt), the direct sum
⊕

c∈R TcE has an obvious equivariant
structure

αc′ :
⊕
c∈R

TcE
id−→
⊕
c∈R

TcE = Tc′
⊕
c∈R

TcE . (2.6)

The assignment

E 7→ fL(E) :=
⊕
c∈R

TcE (2.7)

defines a functor fL : Sh(M × Rt)→ ShR(M × Rt).

Proposition 2.9. The functor fL is the left adjoint of f.

Proof. Since the both functors are induced from exact functors between abelian cate-
gories, it is enough to show that the adjoint holds on the abelian level. We denote the
abelian version of the functors by

f♥ : ShR
♥(M × Rt)←→Sh♥(M × Rt) : fL♥. (2.8)

For objects E ∈ ShR
♥(M × Rt) and F ∈ Sh♥(M × Rt), we have

HomShR
♥(M×Rt)(f

L
♥F , E) ∼= HomShR

♥(M×Rt)(
⊕
c∈R

TcF , E). (2.9)

We would like to compute the right hand side. First, we have a morphism

HomShR
♥(M×Rt)(

⊕
c∈R

TcF , E)→ HomSh♥(M×Rt)(
⊕
c∈R

TcF , f(E)) (2.10)

induced by f. Next, we consider the pull-back along the inclusion F = T0F ↪→
⊕

c∈R TcF :

HomSh♥(M×Rt)(
⊕
c∈R

TcF , f(E))→ HomSh♥(M×Rt)(F , f(E)). (2.11)

Composing these two morphisms, we obtain a morphism

C : HomShR
♥(M×Rt)(

⊕
c∈R

TcF , E)→ HomSh♥(M×Rt)(F , f(E)). (2.12)

To complete the proof, it is enough to check that this is an isomorphism. For any element
f ∈ HomSh♥(M×Rt)(F , f(E)), we set

fc := α−1
c ◦ Tc∗(f) : TcF −→ TcE

α−1
c−−→ E . (2.13)

Then
∏
c fc :

⊕
c∈R TcF → E defines an element of HomShR

♥(M×Rt)(
⊕

c∈R TcF , E) such

that C(
∏
c fc) = f . This construction gives the inverse of C. This completes the

proof.
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For an object E ∈ Sh(M × Rt), the microsupport SS(E) is defined by [KS94]. Al-
though, [KS94] defined it for the bounded case, it is well-known that the definition works
well for the unbounded case.

Definition 2.10 (Microsupport). For an object E ∈ ShR(M × Rt), we set

SS(E) := SS(f(E)). (2.14)

2.3 Operations for equivariant sheaves

We first recall some basic operations for equivariant sheaves. For details, we refer to
[BL94, Gro57].

Let G be a group. Let X1, X2 be G-spaces. Let f : X1 → X2 be a G-map. Then we
have functors fG∗ , f

G
! : ShG(X1) → ShG(X2), f−1

G , f !
G : ShG(X2) → ShG(X1). Standard

adjunctions hold for these functors.
Let G1, G2 be groups. Let Xi be Gi-spaces for i = 1, 2. We then have the tensor

product functor

�G1×G2 : ShG1(X1)× ShG2(X2)→ ShG1×G2(X1 ×X2). (2.15)

We consider M ×R2
t on which R2 acts by the addition on each component. Through

the addition m : R2 → R, the group R2 also acts on M × Rt. The kernel of the map
m : R2 → R is the anti-diagonal ∆a := {(a,−a) ∈ R× R}.

We consider the addition map idM ×mt : M ×Rt ×Rt →M ×Rt on Rt-factors. We
then have a functor

(idM ×mt)
R2

! : ShR2
(M × R2

t )→ ShR2
(M × Rt). (2.16)

Suppose φ : G → H be a surjective group homomorphism. Let Y be an H-space.
Then G acts on Y through φ. Let K be the kernel of G → H. Then we have the
invariant functor

(−)K : ShG(Y )→ ShH(Y ) (2.17)

and the coinvariant functor

(−)K : ShG(Y )→ ShH(Y ). (2.18)

Also, if one has an H-equivariant sheaf on Y , it can also be considered as a G-
equivariant sheaf:

ιφ : ShH(Y )→ ShG(Y ). (2.19)

The following is a standard fact.

Lemma 2.11. ιφ is the right adjoint of (−)K and the left adjoint of (−)K .

In these notations, we have a functor

(−)∆a : ShR2
(M × Rt)→ ShR(M × Rt). (2.20)

8



We set

(mR2

! )∆a := (−)∆a ◦mR2

! : ShR2
(M × R2

t )→ ShR(M × Rt). (2.21)

We have the right adjoint of (mR2

! )∆a :

(mR2

! )R∆a
:= m!

R2 ◦ ιa : ShR(M × Rt)→ ShR2
(M × R2

t ). (2.22)

Let pi : M × R2
t → M × Rt be the i-th projection. We also have the corresponding

projection qi : R2 → R. We then have

(pR
2

i∗ )ker qi := (−)ker qi ◦ pR2

i∗ : ShR2
(M × R2

t )→ ShR(M × Rt) (2.23)

and
L(pR

2

i∗ )ker qi := p−1
i,R2 ◦ ιqi : ShR(M × Rt)→ ShR2

(M × R2
t ). (2.24)

Lemma 2.12. L(pR
2

i∗ )ker qi is the left adjoint of pker qi
i∗ .

Definition 2.13 (Convolution product). We set, for objects E ,F ∈ ShR(M × Rt),

E ?R F := (mR2

! )∆a((idM ×p1)−1
R E ⊗

R×R (idM ×p2)−1
R F). (2.25)

Definition 2.14 (Convolution product). We set, for objects E ∈ ShR(M × Rt) and
F ∈ Sh(M × Rt),

E ?R F := E ?R fL(F) ∈ ShR(M × Rt). (2.26)

Lemma 2.15. 1. For E ,F ,G ∈ ShR(M ×Rt), we have (E ?RF)?R G ∼= E ?R (F ?R G).

2. For E ,F ∈ ShR(M×Rt) and G ∈ Sh(M×Rt), we have (E?RF)?RG ∼= E?R(F ?RG).

3. For E ∈ ShR(M×Rt) and F ,G ∈ Sh(M×Rt), we have (E ?RF)?RG ∼= E ?R (F ?G).

Proof. The proofs are straightforward. We omit the proof.

For ?R, the underlying sheaf is obtained as the nonequivariant convolution product:

Lemma 2.16. For objects E ∈ ShR(M × Rt) and F ∈ Sh(M × Rt), we have

f(E ?R F) ∼= f(E) ? F . (2.27)

Proof. We have

f(E) ? fL(F) ∼=
⊕
c∈R

Tc(f(E) ? F) ∼=
⊕
c∈R

(Tcf(E)) ? F ∼=
⊕
c∈R

f(E) ? F (2.28)

where the last isomorphism is coming from the equivariant structure morphism of E .
Under this identification, the pull back along a ∈ ∆a is

⊕
c−a∈R f(E) ?F . By taking the

coinvariant, we obtain f(E) ? F . This completes the proof.

9



Note that the equivariant structure of E ? F is given by f(E) ? F αc?id−−−→ (Tcf(E)) ? F
by the proof of the above lemma.

Lemma 2.17. We have
(−) ?R KM×{t=0} ∼= id . (2.29)

Proof. By Lemma 2.16 and Lemma 2.2, we have

f(E ?R KM×{t=0}) ∼= f(E) ?KM×{t=0} ∼= f(E). (2.30)

By the above remark, the equivariant structures also coincide.

2.4 Positively microsupported equivariant sheaves

In this section, we would like to consider the equivariant version of positively microsup-
ported sheaves.

We define the full subcategory ShR
τ≤0(M×Rt) of ShR(M×Rt) as the full subcategory

spanned by the objects satisfying SS(E) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}.

Lemma 2.18. The functor f can be restricted to f : ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt)→ Shτ≤0(M × Rt).

Proof. This follows from the definition of SS for equivariant sheaves (2.14).

Recall the notation Kt≥0 := KM×{t≥0}.

Lemma 2.19. For E ∈ ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt), we have E ?R Kt≥0 ' 0.

Proof. For E ∈ ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt), we have

f(E ?R Kt≥0) ∼= f(E) ?Kt≥0 (2.31)

by Lemma 2.16. Combining Lemma 2.18 and Lemma 2.1, we can conclude that the right
hand side is zero. By Lemma 2.8, this implies that E ?RKt≥0 is also zero. This completes
the proof.

By Lemma 2.17, (−) ?R KM×{t=0} ' id, we have a canonical morphism

(−) ?R Kt≥0 → id (2.32)

induced by the canonical morphism Kt≥0 → KM×{t=0} corresponding to id under the
adjunction isomorphism Hom(Kt≥0,KM×{t=0}) ∼= Hom(KM×{t=0},KM×{t=0}).

In particular, we have a morphism

((−) ?R Kt≥0) ?R Kt≥0 → (−) ?R Kt≥0. (2.33)

Lemma 2.20. The above morphism is an isomorphism
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Proof. By Lemma 2.15, we have

((−) ?R Kt≥0) ?R Kt≥0
∼= (−) ?R (Kt≥0 ?Kt≥0) ∼= (−) ?Kt≥0. (2.34)

The latter isomorphism is well-known.

We denote the essential image of (−) ?R Kt≥0 by Im(Kt≥0).

Lemma 2.21. The full subcategory Im(Kt≥0) is closed under taking cones.

Proof. For any morphism f : E → F in Im(Kt≥0), the natural transformation (−) ?R
Kt≥0 → id gives a commutative square

E

��

f // F

��
E ?R Kt≥0

f?RKt≥0// F ?R Kt≥0.

(2.35)

Since the vertical arrows are isomorphisms by Lemma 2.20, we have

Cone(f) ∼= Cone(f ?R Kt≥0) ∼= Cone(f) ?R Kt≥0. (2.36)

This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.22. For any object E ∈ ShR(M × Rt), we have a distinguished triangle

E1 → E → E2
[1]−→ (2.37)

such that E1 ∈ Im(Kt≥0) and E2 ∈ ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt).

Proof. We set E1 := E ?R Kt≥0. By Lemma 2.16,

f(E2) ∼= Cone(f(E1)→ f(E)) ∼= Cone(f(E) ?Kt≥0 → f(E)). (2.38)

The microsupport of the RHS is contained in {τ ≤ 0} by Lemma 2.3. Then we have
E2 ∈ ShR

τ≤0(M × Rt). This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.23. We have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

ShR(M × Rt) ∼=
〈

ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt),⊥ShR

τ≤0(M × Rt)
〉
. (2.39)

Moreover, Im(?RKt≥0) is contained in ⊥ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt), and the inclusion is an equiv-

alence.

Proof. By Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.22, Im(Kt≥0) is an admissible subcategory and
get a semi-orthogonal decomposition

ShR(M × Rt) ∼=
〈

ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt), Im(?RKt≥0)

〉
. (2.40)

This completes the proof.
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We set

ShR
τ>0(M × Rt) := ShR(M × Rt)/ShR

τ≤0(M × Rt). (2.41)

To simplify the notations, we set

µ(T ∗M) := ShR
τ>0(M × Rt). (2.42)

We denote the quotient functor by

qR : ShR(M × Rt)→ µ(T ∗M). (2.43)

Lemma 2.24. The quotient functor restricts to an equivalence qR|⊥ShR
τ≤0(M×Rt) : ⊥ShR

τ≤0(M×
Rt)→ µ(T ∗M).

Proof. This is straightforward from Lemma 2.23.

Lemma 2.19 implies that the functor (−)?RKt≥0 descends to a functor from µ(T ∗M)
to ShR(M × Rt). We denote the induced functor by ιR>0.

Lemma 2.25. 1. The functor ιR>0 is fully faithful.

2. The image of the functor ιR>0 is Im(?RKt≥0). Composing it with the inclusion
equivalence Im(?RKt≥0) ↪→ ⊥ShR

τ≤0(M ×Rt), it gives an inverse of the equivalence
of Lemma 2.24.

3. Composition of ιR>0 : µ(T ∗M)→ ShR(M×Rt) and the quotient functor qR : ShR(M×
Rt)→ µ(T ∗M) is the identity.

Proof. (1). The composition ιR>0 ◦qR|⊥ShR
τ≤0(M×Rt) is (−)?RKt≥0. This is an equivalence

onto Im(?RKt≥0) by Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.23. Hence ιR>0 is an equivalence.
(2). Composing further with the inclusion equivalence Im(?RKt≥0) ↪→ ⊥ShR

τ≤0(M ×
Rt), the functor becomes ?RKt≥0. This is id by Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.23. Hence
ιR>0 is the inverse of qR|⊥ShR

τ≤0(M×Rt).

(3). By (2), we have

qR ◦ ι>0
∼= qR|⊥ShR

τ≤0(M×Rt) ◦ ι>0
∼= id . (2.44)

2.5 Operations for positively microsupported equivariant sheaves

We also would like to introduce the convolution product for positively microsupported
sheaves.

We denote the composite functor

qR ◦ (ιR>0(−) ?R ι
R
>0(−)) : (µ(T ∗M))×2 → µ(T ∗M) (2.45)

by ?>0
R . If the context is clear, we simply write it by ?R.

We also denote the composition of functors

qR ◦ (ιR>0(−) ?R ι>0(−)) : µ(T ∗M)⊗ Sh(M × Rt)→ µ(T ∗M). (2.46)

by ?>0
R . If the context is clear, we simply write it by ?R.
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2.6 Novikov ring action

We consider Kt≥0 ∈ Sh(M × Rt). Then we obtain an object 1µM := qR ◦ fL(Kt≥0).

Lemma 2.26.
H0 Endµ(T ∗M)(1µM ) ∼= Λ0. (2.47)

Proof. Note that fL(Kt≥0) ∈ ⊥ShR
τ≤0(M × Rt). We have

Homµ(T ∗M)(1µM , 1µM ) ∼= Hom⊥ShR
τ≤0(M×Rt)(f

L(Kt≥0), fL(Kt≥0))

∼= HomShR(M×Rt)(f
L(Kt≥0), fL(Kt≥0))

∼= HomSh(M×Rt)(Kt≥0, ff
L(Kt≥0))

∼= HomSh(M×Rt)(Kt≥0,
⊕
c∈R

Kt≥c).

(2.48)

We first note that

HomSh(M×Rt)(Kt≥0,Kt≥c) =

{
K for c ≥ 0,

0 otherwise.
(2.49)

Hence HomSh(M×Rt)(Kt≥0,
⊕

c∈RKt≥c) ∼= HomSh(M×Rt)(Kt≥0,
⊕

c≥0 Kt≥c). So our com-
putation is reduced to compute the space of sheaf homomorphisms from Kt≥0 to

⊕
c≥0 Kt≥c,

which is the same as the global section space of
⊕

c≥0 Kt≥c.
For the purpose, we view

⊕
c≥0 Kt≥c as the sheafification of the presheaf

U 7→
⊕
c≥0

(Kt≥c(U)). (2.50)

The presheaf already satisfies the locality condition. Then any global section of the
sheafification is given by an open covering Rt =

⋃
i∈I Ui with compatible sections {si ∈⊕

c∈RKt≥c(Ui)}i∈I . If |I| is finite, such a section arises from a section of the presheaf.
So we consider the case when |I| is not finite. Since R is paracompact, we can assume
I = N. Then, for each i ∈ N, the set{

c ∈ R
∣∣ scj 6= 0, j ≤ i

}
(2.51)

is a finite set where scj is the component of sj in Kt≥c(Uj). It implies that there exists a
section s′i ∈

⊕
c≥0(Kt≥c(

⋃
j≤i Uj)) of the presheaf such that s′i|Uj = sj for any j ≤ i.

This observation implies that we have

Γ(Rt,
⊕
c≥0

Kt≥c) ∼= lim
+∞←a

⊕
c≥0

(Kt≥c((−a, a))). (2.52)

We also have an identification of vector spaces
⊕

c≥0(Kt≥c((−a, a))) ∼= K[R≥0]/T aK[R≥0].
Hence we have Γ(Rt,

⊕
c≥0 Kt≥c) ∼= Λ0. It is easy to check that this also gives a ring

isomorphism. This completes the proof.
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We would like to construct the Novikov ring action on the homotopy category of
µ(T ∗M).

Lemma 2.27. The functor (−) ?R 1µM is isomorphic to the identity on µ(T ∗M).

Proof. It is enough to show that (−)?R f(Kt≥0) is the identity on ⊥ShR
τ≤0(M ×Rt). This

is already proved in Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.23.

By the functoriality of ?R, Lemma 2.26, and Lemma 2.27, we get a sequence of
morphisms

Λ0 → Endµ(T ∗M)(1µM )→ Endµ(T ∗M)(E ?R 1µM ) ' Endµ(T ∗M)(E) (2.53)

This gives a Λ0-linear structure of the homotopy category of µ(T ∗M).

Remark 2.28. Since (−) ? 1µM is isomorphic to the identity on µ(T ∗M), the image
of (−) ? 1µM is quasi-equivalent to µ(T ∗M). The former dg-category is enriched over
Λ0 by the above observation, hence the latter category is also enriched over Λ0 in a
homotopical sense.

2.7 Non-conic microsupport

Take an exact symplectic structure ω on T ∗M with its primitive λ. Then (T ∗M ×
Rt, dt+ λ) is a contact manifold. We denote the standard symplectic structure of T ∗M
by ωst with its standard primitive λst. Then ωst + dτ ∧ dt is a symplectic structure of
T ∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt. Suppose there exists an R>0-action on T ∗M × T ∗>0RT which makes it
a homogeneous symplectic manifold and its quotient is the contact manifold (T ∗M ×
Rt, dt + λ). Then we have projections T ∗M × T ∗>0Rt → T ∗M × Rt → T ∗M where the
second projection is the stupid projection. We denote the composition by ρ. By the
uniqueness lemma of Viterbo [Vit], such ρ is unique for a given λ if it exists.

The following is the fundamental example.

Example 2.29. For the standard Liouville structure, ρst := ρ can be explicitly written
as ρst : T

∗M × T ∗τ>0Rt → T ∗M by (x, ξ, t, τ) 7→ (x, ξ/τ) where x ∈M, ξ ∈ T ∗xM .

In the following, we write ρst by ρ unless specified.

Definition 2.30. For an object E ∈ ShR
τ>0(M × Rt), we set

µsupp(E) := ρ(SS(E) ∩ {τ > 0}). (2.54)

3 Sheaf quantization

In this section, we discuss the microlocalization of sheaves in the equivariant context.
The nonequivariant version is discussed in [KS94, Gui16, JT].
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3.1 Maslov covering and graded Lagrangian

Let V be a symplecitc vector space. The fundamental group of the Lagrangian Grass-
mannian LGr(V ) is isomorphic to Z. We denote the universal covering by πV : L̃Gr(V )→
LGr(V ), which is a Z-covering.

Let X be a symplecitc manifold. We denote the Lagrangian Grassmannian bundle
by LGr(X).

Definition 3.1 ([Sei00, 2b]). A Maslov covering L̃Gr(X) is a fiber bundle over X with

a morphism L̃Gr(X)→ LGr(X) such that it is the universal covering fiberwisely.

Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold of X. By taking its tangent fibers, we get a
section of the projection λL : LGr(X)|L → L. We call the section the Lagrangian Gauss
map.

Definition 3.2. A graded Lagrangian submanifold is a Lagrangian submanifold L with
a choice of a map L→ L̃Gr(X)|L which is a lift of the Lagrangian Gauss map.

When X is the cotangent bundle T ∗M , there exists a canonical choice of a Maslov
covering [Sei00, 2b] as follows:

Definition 3.3. A Lagrangian distribution over X is a choice of subbundle of TX such
that it is a Lagrangian subspace in each fiber.

Let X be a symplectic manifold with a Lagrangian distribution. Then we get a
section of LGr(X) → X. Then we can construct the fiberwise universal covering of
LGr(X) by taking the image of LGr(X) as fiberwise base point.

We consider the case when X is a cotangent bundle T ∗M . We denote the projec-
tion to the base M by π. For any point p ∈ T ∗M , the assignment p 7→ Tf,pT

∗M :=
TpT

∗
π−1π(p)M ⊂ TpT

∗M forms a Lagrangian distribution. Then we can form a fiberwise
universal covering as above. In the following, for cotangent bundles, we always use this
Maslov covering.

Example 3.4 (cotangent fiber). For a point x ∈ M , the cotangent fiber L = T ∗xM is
Lagrangian. The Gauss map L→ LGr(T ∗M) is in the Lagrangian distribution. Hence

we can lift it to L→ L̃Gr(T ∗M) as a fiberwise trivial loop.

Example 3.5 (Graph). The zero section T ∗MM is Lagrangian. We have a splitting
TT ∗M |T ∗MM = TfT

∗M ⊕TM . Each factor is a Lagrangian subspace. Then the rotation
action

rθ :=

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
: TfT

∗M ⊕ TM → TfT
∗M ⊕ TM (3.1)

acts as a symplectic bundle isomorphism over M . In particular, rθ(TfT
∗M) (θ ∈ [0, π/2])

gives a fiberwise path in LGr(T ∗M) from the Lagrangian distribution to the Gauss map
image of T ∗MM . Hence this gives a grading of T ∗MM . More generally, for a closed 1-form
φ, the graph G(φ) of φ is a Lagrangian submanifold of T ∗M . For c ∈ [0, 1], the graph of
c · φ gives a Lagrangian isotopy between G(φ) and T ∗MM . Hence the above grading of
T ∗MM induces a grading of G(φ).
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3.2 Relative Pin structure

We also introduce the notion of relative Pin structure. Let L be an n-dimensional
manifold. Then the classification map of the tangent bundle is

L→ BO(n). (3.2)

The second Stiefel–Whitney class is given by the composition of the above morphism with
the universal second SW class BO(n) → B2Z/2. We also have the following homotopy
exact sequence:

BPin+(n)→ BO(n)→ B2Z/2. (3.3)

Here Pin+(n) is a double cover of O(n) with the center Z/2× Z/2.

Definition 3.6. A Pin structure on L is a lift L→ BPin+(n) of the map L→ BO(n).

In other words, it is a null homotopy of the second SW map. From the above
homotopy exact sequence, we need the vanishing of the second SW class to obtain a Pin
structure.

We can consider a relative version. Fix w ∈ H2(L,Z/2). Then we can twist L →
B2Z/2 by adding −w.

Definition 3.7. A null-homotopy of the second SW map twisted by w is called a relative
Pin structure with the background class w.

In the case of X = T ∗M , we consider the background class w2(T ∗M)|L.

Example 3.8 (Graph). Suppose X is the cotangent bundle T ∗M . We consider the
zero section L = T ∗MM . Then w2(X)|L = w2(L). Hence the twist gives the trivial map
L → B2Z/2. Hence there exists a trivial Pin structure. Similarly, we can equip the
graph of closed 1-form with a relative Pin structure.

Example 3.9 (Cotangent fiber). We consider the cotangent fiber L = T ∗xM . Then
w2(X)|L = 0 = w2(L). Hence the twist gives the trivial map. Hence there exists a
trivial Pin structure.

3.3 Microsheaves along Lagrangian

In this subsection, we recall the notion of microsheaves. The content in this subsection
is essentially contained in [Jin].

For an open subset U ⊂ T ∗N . we set

Sh(U ;KN ) := Sh(KN )/ {E | SS(E) ⊂ T ∗N\U} . (3.4)

The assignment forms a prestack. The stackification is denoted by µSh(−), called the
Kashiwara–Schapira stack.

For a subset A ⊂ U , we can consider the subsheaf spanned by the objects supported
in A. We denote it by µShA. This can be viewed as a sheaf supported on A.
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Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold in the cotangent bundle T ∗M . Restricting the
Liouville form λ to a contractible open subset U of L, there exists a primitive of λ|U by
the Poincare lemma. We fix such a primitive fU : U → R. Then we set

LfU := {(x, ξ, t, τ) ∈ T ∗M × {τ > 0} | (x, ξ/τ) ∈ U, t = −fU (x, ξ/τ)} . (3.5)

Under the twisted projection ρ := ρst, we have ρ(LfU ) = U . We can consider the sheaf
µShLfU on LfU . Since µShLfU is conical, it descends to a sheaf on U . Also, the resulting
sheaf on U does not depend on the choice of f . Hence we denote the resulting sheaf by
µShU .

Take an contractible open covering {Ui}i∈I of L. For each Ui, put µShUi . Again,
the sheaf is defined locally on Ui, they can be glued up on the intersections Ui ∩ Uj .
Hence we get a sheaf of categories µShL over L. The sheaf is a locally constant sheaf of
categories, hence classified by a map

KS: L→ B Pic(Mod(K)). (3.6)

where B Pic(Mod(K)) is the delooping of the Picard groupoid of Mod(K). Note that
giving a simple global section of µShL is equivalent to giving a null homotopy of KS,
and further equivalent to giving an equivalence µShL ∼= LocL where LocL is the sheaf of
the local systems over L.

Definition 3.10. A K-brane structure of L is a null homotopy of KS.

On the other hand, we have the Lagrangian Gauss map L→ U/O to the stable La-
grangian Grassmannian and the delooped J-homomorphism B(U/O) → Mod(S) where
the RHS is the module category of the sphere spectrum.

Theorem 3.11. 1. The map KS is factored as the composition of the stable Gauss
map and the delooping of the J-homomorphism.

2. In particular, if K = Z, the map is given by L → BZ × B2Z/2Z where the first
factor is the Maslov class and the second factor is the relative Stiefel–Whitney
class.

Proof. This is the result of [Jin]. Although the statement in [Jin] is only for exact case,
since the statement is essentially local, it works for nonexact case.

Since Z is initial among the rings, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.12. For any commutative ring K, the grading and a relative Pin structure
of L gives a K-brane structure.

We define a full subcategory as

µL(T ∗M) := {E ∈ µ(T ∗M) | µsupp(E) ⊂ L} . (3.7)

In the following sections, we will construct the microlocalization functor

µL : µL(T ∗M)→ µShL(L). (3.8)
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3.4 Microlocalization

We consider the Kashiwara–Schapira stack µSh(−). For a Lagrangian submanifold L,
we can consider the substack µShρ−1(L)(−) consisting of objects supported on ρ−1(L).

Take an open contractible covering {Ui} of L i.e., Ui is open in T ∗M and Ui ∩ L
is contractible and any intersections of Ui also satisfies the same assumption. For each
open subset Ui, we have a presentation Ui ∩ ρ−1(L) =

⋃
c Lf+c ∩ Ui where f is some

primitive of λ|L.

Lemma 3.13. For an object E ∈ µShρ−1(L)(U), the restriction E|Lf+c is in µShLf |Lf (U∩
Lf ). Here U is some intersection of Ui’s.

Proof. Then there exists a local symplectomorphism φ such that L is mapped to the
zero section. By taking the contactization, we get a local contactomorphism (or equiv-
alently, a local homogeneous symplectomophism) φ̃ mapping Lf+c to Rnx × Rτ>0 ⊂
T ∗Rnx × {c} × T ∗Rt. By the quantized contact transformation [KS94], this gives an
equivalence µShρ−1(L)(U) ∼= µSh

φ̃(ρ−1(L))
(φ̃(U)). Then the latter category is given by

the sheafification of quotient categories of

{E ∈ Shτ>0(M × Rt) | SS(E) ⊂ Rnx × Rt × Rτ>0} . (3.9)

Since any object of this category is represented by an object of the form p−1
M E0 where

pM : Rnx×Rt → Rt, the microstalks along Rnx×{t = 0}×Rτ>0 is constant. This completes
the proof.

In the next section, we will prove this lemma by using quantized contact transfor-
mation.

Let C(U) be the Cech covering associated to {Ui}. We have a sequence of functors

µL(T ∗M)
f−→ Sh(M ×Rt)→

∏
U∈C(U)

µShρ−1(L)(U)→
∏

U∈C(U)

µShLf |Lf (U ∩Lf )→ µSh(L)

(3.10)
where the leftmost morphism is the colimit with respect to the Cech covering. The
composition is our desired microlocalization functor, and will be denoted by µL.

3.5 Brane structure and microlocalization

Now we can define the notion of Lagrangian brane.

Definition 3.14. A Lagrangian brane (L,α, b,L) is a tuple of the following data:

1. a graded Lagrangian submanoifold L with α : L→ L̃Gr(X)|L

2. a relative Pin structure b of L

3. a derived local system L over L.

When L is the rank 1 constant local system, we simply say that (L,α, b) is a Lagrangian
brane.
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Remark 3.15. There are further generalizations of the notion of Lagrangian branes.
See e.g. [JT].

Given a Lagrangian brane (L,α, b), we have an equivalence µShL(L) ∼= Loc(L).
Composing it with µL, we obtain

µ(L,α,b) : µL(T ∗M)→ Loc(L). (3.11)

Definition 3.16. Let (L,α, b,L) be a Lagrangian brane. A sheaf quantization of
(L,α, b,L) is an object of µL(T ∗M) such that µ(L,α,b)(E) ∼= L.

More simply,

Definition 3.17. 1. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold. A sheaf quantization of L
is an object of µL(T ∗M).

2. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold. A pure sheaf quantization of L is an object
of µL(T ∗M) such that µ(L,α,b)(E) is concentrated in a single degree for some brane
structure (L,α, b).

3. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold. A simple sheaf quantization of L is a pure
sheaf quantization whose microlocalization is rank 1.

We also sometimes use the following terminology.

Definition 3.18. Let (L,α, b) be a Lagrangian brane. The microstalk of an object E of
µL(T ∗M) at (x, ξ) ∈ L is the stalk of µ(L,α,b)(E) at (x, ξ). Note that the definition does
not depend on b. Moreover if L is connected, the isomorphism type of microstalk does
not depend on (x, ξ) ∈ L.

Remark 3.19 (Uniqueness). In the nonexact setting, the present definition of brane
structure does not characterize sheaf quantization. To rigidify it, we have to include
bounding cochains. We will treat it in another publication.

Remark 3.20 (Sheaf quantization in Sh(M) and Shτ>0(M × Rt)). (Version 0). For a
conic Lagrangian submanifold L in T ∗M , a sheaf quantization E of L is a constructible
sheaf with SS(E) = L.

(Version 1). If L is an exact Lagrangian submanifold, we can take a primitive of λst|L
globally on M . Then we can lift L to Lf ⊂ T ∗M×T ∗>0Rt. An object E ∈ Shτ>0(M×Rt)
on M ×Rt is said to be a sheaf quantization of L if SS(E)\T ∗M×RtM ×Rt = Lf and has
finite-dimensional pure microstalks. Under certain assumptions on L, Guillermou and
Jin–Treumann constructed such sheaves [Gui16, JT]. This notion is a generalization of
Version 0 in the following sense: a sheaf quantization E of a conic Lagrangian L gives a
sheaf on M × Rt by E �K[0,∞), which turns out to be a sheaf quantization (Version 1)
of L.

(Version 2). Our concept of sheaf quantization generalizes both. For a sheaf quan-
tization (Version 1) E ∈ Shτ>0(M × Rt) of an exact Lagrangian L, consider

⊕
c∈R TcE

with the obvious Rt-equivariant structure. Then this is a sheaf quantization of L in our
sense.
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Example 3.21 (Graph). Let f be a smooth function M → R. We will denote the graph
of the differential df by L. It is well-known that the microsupport of the sheaf Kt≥−f(x)

can be computed as
SS(Kt≥−f(x)) ∩ {τ > 0} = Lf . (3.12)

The direct sum Ef :=
⊕

c∈RKt≥−f(x)+c = fL(Kt≥−f(x)) has µsupp(Ef ) = L. As we have
seen in Example 3.5 and Example 3.8, L is canonically equipped with a brane structure.

We would like to compute the microlocalization. The projection π : Lf → M is a
diffeomorphism. By the Weinstein theorem, we have a symplectomorphism between a
neighborhood of Lf and a neighborhood of M induced by the projection. Quantizing
this symplectomorphism, Ef is mapped to

⊕
c∈RKt≥c. Hence the microlocalization is

KL (possibly with some shift).

4 Meromorphic flat ~-connection

4.1 Meromorphic flat ~-connection

In this section, we would like to set up our general setting for differential equations.
Let C be a Riemann surface. Let OC be the structure sheaf. We consider the subring

D~
C of the sheaf of C[~]-linear endomorphisms of OC [~] := OC ⊗C C[~] generated by ~∂z

and OC . We would like to consider the modules over D~
C .

Our fundamental examples of such modules are given by meromorphic flat ~-connections:

Definition 4.1. A meromorphic flat ~-connection is given by the following data

1. A meromorphic bundle E with poles in M ⊂ C where M is a finite subset of C.

2. A C[~]-linear morphism ∇ : E [~]→ E [~]⊗OC KC where E [~] := E ⊗C C[~] and KC

is the canonical bundle which satisfies the following: For any f ∈ OC and s ∈ E ,
we have ∇(fs) = s⊗ ~df + f∇s.

A meromorphic flat ~-connection (E ,∇) gives aD~-module as follows: The underlying
OC [~]-module is E [~] and the action of D~ is defined as follows: For a tangent vector
v ∈ D, we have ~v ∈ D~. For s ∈ E , we set

(~v) · s := ∇s(v). (4.1)

For Y ∈ C×, we define a meromorphic connection MY := (E ,∇Y) by

∇Y :=
1

Y
· ∇ ⊗C[~] C (4.2)

where the morphism C[~]→ C of the tensor is given by the evaluation at Y.

Remark 4.2. The notion of ~-connection is almost the same as Deligne’s λ-connections.
However, we would like to avoid the terminology in this paper, because of the existence of
a non-straight-forward relations between these when one starts from a point in Hitchin’s
base [Gai, DFK+].

20



4.2 Spectral curve

It is well-known that D~
C is a deformation quantization of T ∗C. Namely, there exists a

canonical isomorphism D~
C/~D~

C
∼= OT ∗C . Let M be a D~

C-module. Then M/~M is a
module over OT ∗C . We set

SS(M) := supp(M/~M) ⊂ T ∗C. (4.3)

We sometimes call it the spectral curve of M. The spectral curve is holomorphic
coisotropic with respect to the standard symplectic structure of T ∗C. In the rest of
this paper, we will only consider ~-connections whose spectral curve is holomorphic
Lagrangian.

5 Planck constant in complex and real symplectic geome-
try

Microlocal sheaf theory is related to real symplectic geometry. On the other hand, the
concept of ~-connection is related to deformation quantizations of complex symplectic
manifolds. In this section, we clarify the relationship.

5.1 Complex symplectic geometry and deformation quantization

Let X be a complex manifold. Then the cotangent bundle T ∗X is a complex exact
symplectic manifold. The canonical symplectic form ω can be locally written as

∑
dζi ∧

dzi. Here zi is a local coordinate of X and ζi is the corresponding cotangent coordinate.
The form ω is exact and has a canonical primitive λ, locally written as

∑
ζidzi.

We will consider the canonical quantization of T ∗X from local pieces. The canonical
deformation quantization of T ∗X is given by the ring D~ := C[~][zi, ~∂zi ]. In the classical
limit, ~∂z corresponds to ζ.

This gives a hint to make a Lagrangian into a conic Lagrangian: The original coordi-
nate ζ splits into the product ~∂z in the setting of quantization. Hence we will reconsider
~ and ∂z as independent variables. Then a Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ T ∗M lifts to

L̃ :=
{

(z, p, ~) ∈ T ∗X × C×~
∣∣ (z, ~p) ∈ L

}
. (5.1)

For the later use, it is convenient to work with η := ~−1. To get a Lagrangian submani-
fold, we moreover consider the Fourier dual coordinate y of η. We set

LC
f :=

{
(z, p, ~, y) ∈ T ∗X × C×~ × Cy

∣∣ (z, ~p) ∈ L, y = −f(z, ~p)
}

(5.2)

where f is a primitive of L i.e., df = λ|L. We consider Cy×C×~ ∼= T ∗η 6=0Cy. Then LC
f is a

Lagrangian manifold in T ∗X×T ∗η 6=0Cy with respect to the standard symplectic structure

and is conic i.e., invariant under the scaling action of C×~ on the fibers of T ∗X×T ∗η 6=0Cy.
There exists a projection

ρC : T ∗X × T ∗η 6=0Cy → T ∗X; (z, ζ, y, η) 7→ (z, ζ/η) = (z, ~ζ). (5.3)
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Then the image of LC
f is precisely L. Conversely, LC

f is a Lagrangian leaf of (ρC)−1(L).
This procedure is a classical trick in the theory of deformation quantization (for example,
[PS04]).

5.2 From complex symplectic geometry to a family of real symplectic
geometries

Considering X as a real manifold and denote it by XR. We have T ∗XR the real cotangent
bundle equipped with the standard real symplectic structure ωst.

In a holomorphic local coordinate {zi} of X, we have the associated real coordinate
(xi, yi) with zi = xi +

√
−1yi. We can further identify the real and complex cotangent

bundles via
dxi 7→ dzi, dyi 7→ −

√
−1dzi. (5.4)

Hence in the cotangent coordinate, we have (ξi, ηi) 7→ ξi −
√
−1ηi = ζi. This implies

that Re(ω) = ωst. In the following, we will not distinguish T ∗X with T ∗XR.
Hence a holomorphic Lagrangian submanifold with respect to ω gives a real La-

grangian submanifold with respect to ωst.
Now we are going to vary the holomorphic symplectic form. For Y ∈ C×~ , we have

another holomorphic symplectic form ω/Y. This induces a new real symplectic form
Re(ω/Y) on T ∗X. A holomorphic Lagrangian submanifold with respect to ω is also
a holomorphic Lagrangian with respect to ω/Y. Hence it is also a real Lagrangian
submanifold with respect to Re(ω/Y).

If L is a holomorphic exact Lagrangian with respect to λ, then L is also a real exact
Lagrangian with respect to Re(λ/Y). In this case, a real primitive function fY : L → R
of Re(λ/Y)|L can be also considered as a real primitive function of L/Y with respect to
Re(λ) = λst.

Remark 5.1. Since microlocal sheaf theory knows only about the standard symplectic
form, to speak about Re(ω/Y), we will consider the following identification.

(T ∗X,Re(ω/Y)) ∼= (T ∗X,Re(ω/Y))
·(1/Y)−−−−→ (T ∗X,Reω) ∼= (T ∗X,ωst) (5.5)

Hence a sheaf quantization of a real Lagrangian submanifold L on the leftmost side is
interpreted as a sheaf quantization of L/Y in the rightmost side.

For the Liouville form Re(λ/Y), the associated ρ can be written as follows:

ρY : T ∗X × T ∗τ>0Rt → T ∗X; (z, ζ, t, τ) 7→ (z,Yζ/τ). (5.6)

If the context is clear, we will omit the subscript Y.
We can compare this picture with the story of deformation quantization. We will

consider Rτ>0 is a ray in C×η defined by Y−1Rτ>0. Then we set the following morphism

ι : T ∗X × T ∗τ>0Rt → T ∗X × T ∗η 6=0Cy; (z, ζ, t, τ) 7→ (z, ζ,Yt,Y−1τ). (5.7)

Then ρC ◦ ι = ρY. This means ρY precisely corresponds to a rotation of ρst in Exam-
ple 2.29 by Y.
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5.3 Sheaf quantizations in complex cotangent bundles

Now we redefine sheaf quantization at Y ∈ C×~ as follows.

Definition 5.2. Let L be a holomorphic Lagrangian submanifold of T ∗X. An object E
of ShR

τ>0(X × Rt) is a sheaf quantization of L at Y if it is a sheaf quantization of L/Y.

If one uses ρY in the definition of of µsupp, we obtain a variant of µsupp. We denote

it by µsuppY. Then, for a sheaf quantization E of L at Y, we have µsuppY(E) = L. We

denote the full subcategory of ShR
τ>0(X×Rt) spanned by the objects with µsuppY(E) ⊂ L

by µL,Y(T ∗M). Of course, µL,Y(T ∗M) = µL/Y(T ∗M)

Fix a path from 1 to Y in C×. It gives a Lagrangian isotopy from L to L/Y.
Hence, if (L,α, b,L) is a Lagrangian brane, L/Y is also canonically equipped with a
Lagrangian brane structure (L,αY, bY,LY). Hence we have the microlocalization func-

tor µ(L,αY,bY,LY) : µL,Y(T ∗M) → Loc(L/Y). On the other hand, we have Loc(L) ∼=
Loc(L/Y) by the above isotopy. By the composition, we get a functor µ(L,α,b,L),Y : µL,Y(T ∗M)→
Loc(L).

6 Sheaf quantizations associated to meromorphic flat ~-
connections of rank 0 and 1

In this section, as a warm-up, we would like to construct sheaf quantizations associated
to rank 0 and rank 1 connections. We do not need exact WKB analysis here. The
material of this section can be applied to any dimensions after minor modifications. In
this section, K = C.

6.1 What will we do?

For a given D~
C-module M and Y ∈ C×~ , what we will do here is to construct a sheaf

quantization S
Y
M such that

1. µsupp(S
Y
M) = SS(M), and

2. S
Y
M is constructed out of the solutions of M.

The second requirement is not mathematically well-defined, but one can see the meaning
from the construction below. The sheaf quantization we will construct below is “correct”,
since it is partially recovered from ~-Riemann–Hilbert correspondence [Kuw22].

6.2 Rank 0

For a point z ∈ C, the cotangent fiber T ∗zC is a Lagrangian submanifold. We would like
to consider deformation quantization and sheaf quantization of T ∗zC. Note that T ∗zC is
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canonically equipped with a grading αtriv (Example 3.4) and a relative Pin structure
btriv (Example 3.9).

Hence, a finite set of points {zi}i∈I ⊂ C, the union L :=
⋃
i∈I T

∗
ziC is canonically

equipped with a grading αtriv and a relative Pin structure btriv. With a constant rank
1 local system KL, we consider L as a Lagrangian brane. We then have the associated
microlocalization functor µ(L,αtriv ,btriv ,KL) : µL(T ∗C) → Loc(L). Note that L = L/Y in
this case.

A connection of rank 0 means a D~
C-module supported on a 0-dimensional subvariety.

Hence it is a direct sum of the form⊕
i∈I
D~
C/(z − zi)niD~

C
∼=
⊕
i∈I

(D~
C/(z − zi)D~

C)⊕ni . (6.1)

Here {zi}i∈I is a subset of C.
The “solution” of the equation D~

C/(z − z0)D~
C should be the delta function. Then

it is canonical to associate a sheaf⊕
c∈R

Kz0 �K[c,∞) ∈ ShR
τ>0(C × Rt) (6.2)

with a canonical equivariant structure, to D~
C/(z − z0)D~

C . Here Kz0 is the skyscraper
sheaf on z0. It is easy to see that µsuppY(

⊕
c∈RKz0 � K[c,∞)) = T ∗z0C which coincides

with SS(D~
C/(z − z0)D~

C) = T ∗z0C.
Consequently, we get the bijection of the form⊕

i∈I
D~
C/(z − zi)niD~

C 7→
⊕
i∈I

⊕
c∈R

(
Kzi �K[c,∞) ∈ ShR

τ>0(C × Rt)
)⊕ni

. (6.3)

We can summarize the consequence as follows:

Proposition 6.1. Fix Y ∈ C~. For any meromorphic ~-connection M of rank 0, there

exists a sheaf quantization SYM such that

1. µsuppY(SYM) = SS(M), and

2. the microlocalization µ(L,αtriv ,btriv ,KL)(S
Y
M) at z is pure and its rank is the same as

the rank of M at z for any z ∈ C.

Proof. We set

SYM :=
⊕
i∈I

⊕
c∈R

(
Kzi �K[c,∞) ∈ ShR

τ>0(C × Rt)
)⊕ni

. (6.4)

We have already seen that this satisfies the first condition. It is also easy to see the
second condition.

Remark 6.2. Upgrading this bijection to an equivalence between categories is a subject
of [Kuw22].
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6.3 Rank 1

LetM be a rank 1 meromorphic flat ~-connection with poles in M ⊂ C. On a sufficiently
small open subset U in C, we can write the equation of flat section of M as

(~∂ −Q(z, ~))ψ = 0 (6.5)

where Q(z, ~) =
∑k

i=0Qi(z)~i for some finite k and each Qi is a meromorphic function.
We assume that poles of each Qi(z) is in M . In T ∗U, the spectral curve SS(M) is
defined by ξ = Q0. In the following, we set L := SS(M) ∩ T ∗(C\M).

The meromorphic function Q0 is globally a meromorphic 1-form. Hence the spectral
curve L is canonically equipped with a grading (Example 3.5) and a relative Pin structure
(Example 3.8).

For Y ∈ C×, by taking a path from 1 to Y, we obtain a Lagrangian isotopy from L
to L/Y. Hence we obtain a grading αh and a relative Pin structure bh on L/Y. With
a rank 1 constant local system KL/Y, we have the associated microlocalization functor

µ(L,αh,bh,KL),Y : µL,Y(T ∗C)→ Loc(L).

Take an open covering {Ui} of C\M such that each intersection is contractible. Fix
Y ∈ C× and a base point zi in each Ui. We can solve the equation explicitly:

ψ(z,Y) = exp

(∫ z

zi

Q(z,Y)

Y
dz

)
(6.6)

On each Ui × Rt, we consider the equivariant sheaf
⊕

c∈R TcKt≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y

where the

equivariant structure is the obvious one. We have the following:

Lemma 6.3. µsuppY(
⊕

c∈R TcKt≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y

) = L ∩ T ∗Ui. Moreover, the microlocaliza-

tion along L ∩ T ∗Ui is the constant sheaf.

Proof. By Example 3.21, we have µsuppY(
⊕

c∈R TcKt≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y

) = (L∩T ∗Ui)/Y and the

microlocalization is the constant sheaf. Multiplying Y, we obtain the desired result.

On each overlap Ui∩Uj , we consider the isomorphism between
⊕

c∈R TcKt≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y

and
⊕

c∈R TcKt≥−Re
∫ z
zj

Q0
Y

induced by

exp

(∫ zj

zi

Q(z,Y)

Y
dz

)
· id : K

t≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y
→ K

t≥−Re
∫ z
zi

Q0
Y

= T−Re
∫ zj
zi

Q0
Y
K
t≥−Re

∫ z
zj

Q0
Y
.

(6.7)
By Lemma 6.3, these gluing-up isomorphisms give a sheaf quantization of L at Y.

On the other hand, the localization of MY on C\M defnes a local system Sol(M~)
on C\M . Under the projection, we have an equivalence π∗ : Loc(L)→ Loc(C\M).

Proposition 6.4. Given a rank 1 meromorphic ~-connection M as above, there exists

a sheaf quantization S
Y
M of SS(M) ∩ T ∗(C\M) at Y such that π∗µ(L,αh,bh,KL),Y(S

Y
M) ∼=

Sol(MY).
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Proof. The statement about µsupp immediately follows from Example 3.21. Locally
in T ∗Ui, the microlocalization is given by KL∩T ∗Ui from Example 3.21. Each over-
lapping L ∩ T ∗(Ui ∩ Uj), we have two different identifications of the microlocalization
with KL∩T ∗(Ui∩Uj). They are related by the gluing morphism: the multiplication by

exp
(∫ zj

zi

Q(z,Y)

Y dz
)

. Hence we get the desired local system.

7 Schrödinger equations

We would like to recall some basic facts of exact WKB analysis. We refer to [KT05]
and [IN14] for more accounts. In this section, we concentrate on the case arising from
Schrödinger equations.

Remark 7.1. Although it is probably not difficult to extend the result to more general
rank 2 connections, some necessary results in exact WKB analysis is not available in
the literature. Therefore we present our result in the simplest setup, which is enough
to present the essence of the construction. The author’s most general treatment in the
previous version contains some gaps. Another approach can be found in [Kuw22].

7.1 Schrödinger equation and connection

We consider a second order differential operator Q on C with a parameter ~ locally
written as

Q = (~∂)2 −Q(z, ~). (7.1)

We call this operator Schrödinger operator. Here Q(z, ~) =
∑k

i=0Qi(z)~i for some k
and each Qi is a meromorphic function. We fix a divisor M such that each Qi is smooth
outside M . Then Q0 defines a global meromorphic quadratic differential on C i.e., a
global section of K⊗2(∗M) for a divisor M .

To lift a Schrödinger operator to a flat ~-connection, fix a square root
√
K of K,

which is well-known to be equivalent to choose a spin structure. On C\M , we can define
a connection by

M :=

(√
K ⊕

√
K
−1
, ~∂ +

(
0 Q
1 0

))
. (7.2)

We call an ~-connection obtained in this way a Schrödinger-type connection. We say
QM := Q0 is the underlying quadratic differential of M. We call the equation of the
flat sections of this connection the Schrödinger equation of M.

Remark 7.2. Over each Stokes region (defined below), the bundle
√
K is trivialized,

and a flat section of the connection is equivalent to a solution of the differential operator
(7.1).
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7.2 WKB solutions

For a Schrödinger operatorQ, consider a formal solution of the form ψ(z, ~) = exp
(∫ z∑∞

m=−1 ~mPmdz
)
,

then one can derive a system of equations governing Pm(z)’s:

P 2
−1 = Q0

2P−1Pm +
∑

m1+m2=m−1
m1,m2≥0

Pm1Pm2 +
dPm−1

dz
= Qm−1(z). (7.3)

The first equation has two solutions: P±−1 = ±
√
Q0. The second equation has unique

solutions for a choice of ±. We write these two solutions by

P±(z, ~) := P±od(z, ~) + Pev(z, ~)

P±od := ±1

2
(P+ − P−)

Pev :=
1

2
(P+ + P−)

(7.4)

Note that Pev does not depend on the choice of ±, and P+
od differs from P−od only by the

overall ±. We also have

Pev = −1

2

1

Pod

dPod
dz

. (7.5)

This means Pev = ∂
∂z log(1/

√
Pod) formally. Hence we can formally rewrite ψ(z, ~) as

ψ±(z, ~) = exp

(
±
∫ z

Poddz

)
exp

(∫ z

Pev

)
=

1√
Pod

exp

(
±
∫ z

Pod

) (7.6)

These two solutions are called WKB solutions of (7.1).
One can expand the WKB solutions as follows:

ψ±(z, ~) = exp

(∫ z

z0

±
√
Q0

~
dz

) ∞∑
m=0

~m+ 1
2ψ±m(z). (7.7)

The aim of exact WKB analysis is to lift these formal solutions to analytic solutions.

Definition 7.3 (Resummation). For a point z ∈ C and Y ∈ C×, a resummation Ψ±(z, ~)
of ψ±(z, ~) is defined as follows: We set

SY :=
{
~ ∈ C×

∣∣ |~/Y| < 2,−π/2 < arg(~/Y) < π/2
}
. (7.8)

A resummation of Ψ± at (z,Y) is a holomorphic function on U × SY for some open

neighborhood U of z such that Ψ±(~, z) is asymptotically expanded to ψ±(z, ~) as ~→ 0.

The rest of this section is devoted to explain the known results of resummations of
WKB solutions.
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7.3 Stokes geometry

Let M be a meromorphic flat ~-connection of Schödinger-type. We introduce the lan-
guages of Stokes geometry in this setting. See [IN14, BS15] for the details. We set
L := SS(M).

Definition 7.4. We fix Y ∈ C×.

1. A turning point ofM is a branched point of L. We denote the set of turning points
of M by Zero(M). Equivalently, Zero(M) is the zero set of QM.

2. For a turning point v ofM, an Y-Stokes curve emanating from v is a subset of the
closure of {

z ∈ C\M
∣∣∣∣ Im(∫ z

v

(
ξ+(z′)− ξ−(z′)

Y

)
dz′
)

= 0

}
(7.9)

such that the subset is homeomorphic to a connected interval, one of the boundary
is v, and the other boundary is another turning point or in M . Here ξ+ and ξ−
are the restrictions of λ to the sheets of L. Equivalently, ξ± = ±

√
Q0.

3. The Y-Stokes graph GM of M is the union of the Y-Stokes curves of M.

4. An Y-Stokes region is a connected component of the complement of the closure of
the Y-Stokes graph in C.

5. A subset of the Y-Stokes graph is called an Y-Stokes segment if it is diffeomorphic
to a closed interval [a, b] ⊂ R (a < b) and it connects two turning points.

We would like to introduce an easy class of connections.

Definition 7.5 ([BS15]). We say a quadratic differential Q0 is (complete) GMN if

1. the order of any pole of Q0 is more than or equal to 2,

2. Q0 has at least one pole and one zero,

3. every zero of Q0 is simple.

We say a meromorphic flat ~-connection M is GMN if the underlying quadratic differ-
ential QM is GMN.

For GMN connections, their Stokes regions are easy:

Theorem 7.6 (Strebel [Str84], Bridgeland–Smith [BS15]). SupposeM is GMN and the
Y-Stokes graph of QM does not have any Y-Stokes segments. Then an Y-Stokes region
of M has one of the following forms:

1. (horizontal strip). a square surrounded by four edges of the Y-Stokes graph. Two
of four vertices are poles of QM, and the others are turning points.

2. (half plane). a region surrounded by two edges of the Y-Stokes graph. One of the
vertices is a turning point, and the others are poles of QM.

Assumption 7.7. In the rest of this section, we assume that the quadratic differential
Q0 is GMN.
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7.4 WKB regularity

To obtain the resummability of WKB solutions, we have to assume that the higher
degree terms with respect to ~ in the differential operator is tame in some sense.

Locally around a pole p of M, the equation can be written as

((~∂)2 −Q(z, ~))ψ = 0. (7.10)

Assumption 7.8 (WKB-regularity). We say M is WKB-regular if, around any pole p,
Q(z, ~) = Q0(z) + ~Q1(z) + ~2Q2(z) + · · · satisfies the following:

1. p is a pole of Q0.

2. If Q0 has a pole p of order m ≥ 3, then the pole order of Qi(i ≥ 1) at p is less than
1 +m/2.

3. If Q0 has a pole of order m = 2, the following conditions hold: Qi has at most one
simple pole at p for all i ≥ 1 except for n = 2, and Q2(z) has a double pole at p
and satisfies Q2(z) = − 1

4(z−p)2 (1 +O(z − p)) as z → p.

This is defined in [IN14], which attributes it to Koike–Schäfke.
We would like to explain an important property of WKB-regularity.

Definition 7.9. For a singularity z of a meromorphic flat connection N (especially, of
a linear differential equation) on C without ~, the formal completion of N at 0 is, after
taking a branched covering z 7→ zk, isomorphic to the form⊕

i

Efi ⊗ Li (7.11)

where i runs through finite indices, each Li is regular singular, each fi is Laurent poly-
nomial, and Efi is rank 1 connection defined by d+ dfidz. This is known as Hukuhara–
Levelt–Turrittin theorem. The set of Laurent–Puiseux polynomial IN ,0 = {gi(z) :=
fi(z

1/k)}i∈I is uniquely determined from N up to the following operations: (i) for some
gi, replace it with gi + g where g is a regular Puiseux polynomial, and (ii) Galois trans-
formation. We say the class IN ,0 modulo the above operations the irregularity type of N .
The rank of the irregularity type IN ,0 is defined to be rankN . Let ri be the ramification
degree of gi. Then the rank of the irregularity type is the same as

∑
i∈I ri.

For a fixed Y, associated to (7.10), we consider the equation(
∂2 − Q

Y2

)
ψ = 0. (7.12)

Proposition 7.10. The irregularity type of (7.12) at a singularity is given by ξ±/Y for
any Y.
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Proof. In this proof, we will use the notations in Section 9. In a local coordinate around
a pole, Q0 can be written as ξ = ( c1

zn/2
+ c2

z )dz with n ≥ 2 for some c1, c2 ∈ C [Str84].
Recall (or see Section 9) that the WKB solution can be written as

1√
Podd

exp

(∫
Podd

)
. (7.13)

By [IN14, Proposition 2.8],
∫
Podd,i for i ≥ 0 does not have a pole. Hence exp

(∫
Podd,≥0

)
is a (non-Laurent) formal power series.

Also, we have

1√
Podd

=
1√

c1z−n/2 + c2z−1 + P≥1,odd

=
1

z−n/4
1√

c1 + c2zn/2−1 + zn/2P≥1,odd

(7.14)

Again, by [IN14, Proposition 2.8], zn/2P≥1,odd is a formal power series. Hence the WKB
solution is

exp

(∫
(c1z

−n/2 + c2z
−1)/Y

)
F (7.15)

where F is a (non-Laurent) Puiseux series. This confirms the claim.

7.5 Resummation

To implement the Borel resummation, we first expand (7.6) as

ψ±(z, ~) = exp

(∫ z

z0

ξ±
~
dz

) ∞∑
m=0

~m+ 1
2ψ±m(z). (7.16)

The formal Borel transform with respect to ~−1 is

ψ±,B(z, y) =
∞∑
m=0

ψ±m(z)

Γ(m+ 1
2)

(y ± a(z))m+ 1
2 (7.17)

where a(z) :=
∫ z
z0

√
Qdz. This series is convergent. We set

S[ψ±](z, ~) :=

∫ ∞
∓a(z)

e−y/~ψ±,B(z, y)dy. (7.18)

Theorem 7.11 (Koike–Schäfke, [IN14, Theorem 2.18]). Suppose M is GMN, WKB-
regular, and of Schrödinger-type. Take θ ∈ R/2πZ. Suppose that the eiθ-Stokes graph of
M does not have any eiθ-Stokes segments. Fix z ∈ C\GM. Then there exists Y ∈ C×~
such that arg Y = θ, ψ±,B(z, y) is convergent in a Stokes region D containing z, and
S[ψ±] is a resummation of ψ± in D × SY.

Remark 7.12. The sketch of the proof of the above theorem is available in Takei [Tak17],
which is a generalization of the argument in [DLS93].
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7.6 Voros’ formula

We would like to describe a connection formula known as Voros’ formula. Let M be
a meromorphic flat ~-connection of Schrödinger-type. We denote the underlying spin
structure by

√
K.

We denote the spectral curve of the connection by L. Considering Q
1/4
0 , as a section

of
√
K, we have a (topological) branched covering π̃ : L̃ → L branched at the branch

points of π : L → C as the Riemann surface of
√
K. Since (7.6) involves Q

1/4
0 , to fix a

branch of (7.6), it is necessary to designate a sheet of L̃.
Now we would like to introduce Voros’ connection formula. Let D1, D2 be adjacent

Stokes regions. Let z0 be a turning point on the Stokes curve separating D1 and D2.
We will use the following normalization in the expression (7.6). Fix z ∈ D1 and (z, ζ) ∈
π−1(z) ⊂ L. Let us denote the corresponding branch of Pod by P

(z,ζ)
od . Let γz be a

minimal counterclockwise loop starts from (z, ζ) surrounding z0 on L. Then we set∫ (z,ζ)

z0

Poddz :=
1

2

∫
γz

P
(z,ζ)
od dz. (7.19)

This is called the turning point normalization at z0. We also fix a branch of
√
Pod,

which is given by a choice of z̃ ∈ π̃−1(z, ζ). We will write the corresponding resummed
solutions on D1 by ΨD1

z0,z̃,1
i.e.,

ΨD1
z0,z̃,1

:=
1

(
√
Pod)z̃

exp

(∫ (z,ζ)

z0

Poddz

)
. (7.20)

We also take a lift of γz to L̃ starting from z̃ and denote the endpoint by z̃′. We set

ΨD1
z0,z̃,2

:=
1

(
√
Pod)z̃′

exp

(∫ π̃(z̃′)

z0

Poddz

)
. (7.21)

This is also understood to be resummed. We set ΨD1
z0.z̃

:= (ΨD1
z0,z̃,1

,ΨD1
z0,z̃,2

).
Let γ12 be an interval which starts from z, ends at z2 ∈ D2, and intersects with the

Stokes graph exactly once at a point on the Stokes curve separating D1 and D2. Take
the lift γ̃12 of γ12 to L̃ starting from z̃. We denote the end point of γ̃12 by z̃2. Then we
define ΨD2

z0,z̃2
in the same way as ΨD1

z0,z̃2
replacing z̃ with z̃2.

Theorem 7.13 (Voros [Vor83], Aoki–Kawai–Takei [AKT91]). The analytic continuation
of ΨD1

z0,z̃
crossing the Stokes curve is related to ΨD2

z0,z̃2
by

ΨD1
z0,z̃

= ΨD2
z0,z̃2
· S (7.22)

where

S =



(
1 0

−1 1

)
if
∫ z
v

√
Q0

Y dz > 0 on the Stokes curve,

(
1 −1

0 1

)
otherwise.

(7.23)
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On a horizontal strip D, we have two turning points in its closure. We denote them
by v1, v2. Take a path γv1v2 in D connects v1 and v2. Take a lift γ̃v1v2 of γv1v2 on L̃.
For z̃ ∈ γ̃, we have two solutions normalized at v1 and v2 and denote them by ΨD

v1,z̃
and

ΨD
v2,z̃

. Then we have ΨD
v1,z̃

= exp(
∫
π̃(γ̃v1v2 ) Poddz)Ψ

D
v2,z̃

.

8 Sheaf quantizations associated to meromorphic flat ~-
connection of rank 2 of Schrödinger type

In this section, M is a meromorphic flat ~-connection satisfying the following assump-
tion:

Assumption 8.1. M is GMN, WKB-regular, and of Scrödinger-type.

We denote the underlying Schrödinger operator by Q, and the spin structure by
√
K.

We also set K = C in this section.

8.1 Construction

We will first construct our sheaf quantization on a Stoke region D. Then L̃|D → D is a
trivial covering of degree 4.

For each Stokes edge e, we take a thickening of it De. Namely, De is a small con-
tractible open neighborhood of the relative interior of e in C\(M ∪ Zero(M)).

Fix a sheet i. We set
svL|D,i :=

⊕
±

KDv±
(8.1)

where

Dv
± :=

{
(z, t) ∈ D′ × Rt

∣∣∣∣ t ≥ ∓Re

∫ z

v
(
√
Q0/Y)dz

}
, (8.2)

v is a turning point in the closure of D, and D′ is an open subset which is a union of D
and the thickenings of the Stokes edges of D. This object does not depend on i, but we
will keep the indices. We set

SvL|D,i :=
⊕
c∈R

Tcs
v
L|D,i. (8.3)

This defines an object of ShR
τ>0(D′ × Rt) with an obvious equivariant structure.

We would like to list up the gluing-up isomorphisms:

1. (Change of sheets) For a sheet i, we denote the sheet where we will arrive by one
counter clockwise loop around v by i′, Then we define

ϕii′ : S
v
L|D,i → SvL|D,i′ (8.4)

by T : namely, the multiplication by
√
−1.
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2. (Change of normalizations) For v1, v2 ∈ D, the isomorphism ϕv1v2 : Sv1L |D,i →
Sv2L |D,i is induced by the scalar multiplication

exp

(∫
γv1,v2

Pod

)
· (−) : TcKD

v1
±
→ Tc∓Re

∫
γv1v2

(
√
Q0/Y)dzKD

v2
±

(8.5)

where
∫
γv1,v2

Pod is understood as its resummation.

3. (Change of regions) For adjacent Stokes regions D1 and D2, the Stokes edge e
separating two regions satisfies Re

∫ x
v

√
Q0/Ydz < 0 or Re

∫ x
v

√
Q0/Ydz > 0.

We set

(De)
v
± :=

{
(z, t) ∈ De × Rt

∣∣∣∣ t ≥ ∓Re

∫ z

v
(
√
Q0/Y)dz

}
, (8.6)

which is a subset of (D1)v± ∩ (D2)v±.

Then we have

End

(⊕
±

K(De)v±

)
= K · id+⊕K · id−⊕K · e (8.7)

where id± ∈ End
(
K(De)v±

)
are the identities of the components and

e ∈

 Hom
(
K(De)v+

,K(De)v−

)
if Re

∫ x
v

√
Q/Ydz > 0

Hom
(
K(De)v−

,K(De)v+

)
if Re

∫ x
v

√
Q/Ydz < 0

(8.8)

is a canonical nontrivial basis coming from the inclusion of the closed sets. We can
reflect the Voros connection formula using this:

ϕD1,D2 := id+ + id−−e ∈ End

(⊕
±

K(D′1∩D′2)v±

)
. (8.9)

We consider this morphism as an isomorphism ϕ : SvL|D1,i|D1∩D2 → SvL|D2,i|D1∩D2 .

Lemma 8.2. The sheaves SvL|D,i’s can be glued up by ϕ’s and give an object in ShR
τ>0((C\(M∪

Zero(M)))× Rt). We denote this object by S
Y
M|C\(M∪Zero(M)).

Proof. This is clear from the consistency of the connection formulas.

We would like to extend the object to C\M . Around a turning point, we have three
Stokes regions D1, D2, D3. Hence svL|Dj ,i for j = 1, 2, 3 will glue up to a sheaf svL and
SvL|D1∪D2∪D3 =

⊕
c∈R Tcs

v
L. Note that there are no monodromies of the solutions, hence

we have

Ext1

(⊕
c∈R

Kv �K⊕2
[c,∞),

⊕
c∈R

Tcs
v
L

)
= Λ⊕2

0 . (8.10)

where Kv is the skyscraper sheaf. By using 1 ⊕ 1 in this extension space for each
turning point, we get an object on (C\M)×Rt. By the zero extension, we get an object

S
Y
M ∈ ShR

τ>0(C × Rt). As a summary, we have the following:
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Theorem 8.3. We have a simple sheaf quantization S
Y
M ∈ ShR

τ>0(C × Rt) of L at Y.

Proof. The microsupport estimate follows from Lemma 6.3. Outside the turning points,
we the object is simple by the computation from Example 3.21. This implies the global
simpleness, since the notion is about derived local systems.

8.2 Voros symbol

We would like to recall the notion of Voros symbol. We refer to [DDP93] and [IN14] for
more accounts.

The “dual” of a segments-free Y-Stokes graph gives an ideal triangulation of C with
vertices in M . In this situation, H1(L,Z) is spanned by the following [BS15]:

1. The pull back of cycles in C\M .

2. In an Y-Stokes region of horizontal strip type, take a path connecting two turning
points. This is lifted to a cycle in the spectral curve. We call this cycle, a Voros
edge cycle.

Definition 8.4. For a cycle γ ∈ H1(L,Z), the Voros symbol is defined by

Vγ(Y) :=

∮
γ
Pod(γ,Y). (8.11)

The local system on L whose monodromy along γ given by eVγ(Y) is called the Y-Voros
local system.

In [IN14], it was proved that the collection {eVγ(Y)} is a set of cluster variables. Regarding
this aspect, we sometimes call the set {eVγ(Y)} (or the Voros local system) Voros–Iwaki–
Nakanishi coordinate.

Note that there is another class of Voros symbols associated to paths. We do not
recall it here, since we do not use it in this paper.

8.3 Microlocalization

We would like to equip L with a Maslov grading and a relative Pin structure.
We will use the standard Maslov map α on T ∗C [NZ09]. Then the zero section is

canonically equipped with a Maslov grading α̃ = 0. For any Riemann surface, the second
Stiefel–Whitney class always vanishes. Hence the notion of relative Pin structures and
Spin structures coincide.

Let B be the set of branched points in L. Since we have a trivial grading on the zero
section, we can induce a grading on L\B. In other words, we have a lift of L\π−1(M)→
U(1) to L\B → R. The obstruction class c ∈ H1(L,L\B,Z) to extend this lift to L is
zero, since the grading can be extended to B = Zero(M) on the base space. Hence we
have a unique extension.
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For a spin structure, we use
√
K|C\M to have a spin structure on L\B. We have a

diagram
L\B

��

// BSpin(2)

��
L // BSO(2).

The obstruction to extend the spin structure lives in H2(L,L\B,Z/2Z). Again, the
obstruction vanishes. The classes of the extensions is a torsor over H1(L,L\B,Z/2Z).
We will choose one in the proof of the following corollary.

Corollary 8.5. The microlocalization of S
Y
M along a brane structure is the Voros local

system.

Proof. We explain with Picture 8.1. In this picture, v, w are turning points. Lines
emanating from turning points are Stokes lines.

The inverse image of the dotted line connecting v and w along the projection πL : L→
C is a Voros edge cycle. We would like to compute the monodromy of the microlocal-

ization of SYM along the Voros edge cycle.
Take a circle γ′ encircling the dotted line. Take a connected component of π−1

L (γ),
and name it γ. The γ is projected down to the circle in Figure 8.2. We denote the sheet
of L|D3 above the dotted line over where γ is lying by L3+. Below the dotted line, γ is
lying over the other sheet L3−. Running around the tuning points change the sheets.

Since γ is homotopy equivalent to the Voros edge cycle, we compute the monodoromy
along γ. we can reduce the monodromy computation Let us first consider over D3 with

Figure 8.1: Stokes diagram

the normalization v. Namely, we consider the trivialization SYM|D3
∼=
⊕

c∈R Tcs
v
L|D,i.

Then we get the rank 1 constant sheaf KL3+ on L3+ by the microlocalization as in
Example 3.21. Next, we consider over D3 with the normalization w. We similarly get
KL3+ as a result of the microlocalization. By (8.5), these two constant sheaves are glued

by the multiplication of exp
(∫

γvw
Pod

)
.
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Figure 8.2: Edge cycle

Similarly, over D5 and D4, we get the rank 1 constant sheaves KL,4+ and KL5+

under the microlocalization. From the Voros connection formula, they are glued with
KL3+ possibly multiplied with ±1.

Returning to v, since we are now going back over the other sheet, the sheaves are

glued by the multiplication of exp
(∫

γwv
Pod

)
. Again, tuning around the turning point

possibly multiply ±1.
Hence we get the Voros monodromy up to sign. One can fix the sign by retaking the

spin structure.

9 Irregular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence

In this section, we would like to relate our sheaf quantization to some known formalisms
of irregular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence. In the following, we fix a sufficiently small

Y ∈ C×. In this section, it is convenient to think S
Y
M as a sheaf quantization of L/Y at

Y = 1 with respect to the standard symplectic structure.

9.1 D’Agnolo–Kashiwara’s formalism

We would like to relate our sheaf quantization to D’Agnolo–Kashiwara’s holonomic
Riemann–Hilbert correspondence [DK16]. For the details, we refer to [DK16, KS16].

We briefly recall the statement of [DK16]. For a complex manifold X, let us denote
the derived category of holonomic D-modules by Db

hol(DX).
For the topological side, we introduce the notion of enhanced ind-sheaves. Let R

be the two point compactification of R i.e., R ∼= (0, 1) ↪→ [0, 1] = R. The category of
enhanced ind-sheaves is defined in two steps: First, we set

Db(ICX×(R,R)) := Db(ICX×R)/Db(ICX×R\R) (9.1)

where Db(ICX) is the bounded derived category of ind-sheaves over X. We set CtQ0 :=
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C{(x,t)∈X×R|t∈R,tQ0}. We denote the convolution product along Rt by
+
⊗. We set

ICt∗=0 :=

{
K

∣∣∣∣ K +
⊗ C≤0 ' 0,K

+
⊗ C≥0 ' 0

}
. (9.2)

The category of enhanced ind-sheaves over X is defined by

Eb(ICX) := Db(ICX×(R,R))/ICt∗=0. (9.3)

We set
CEX := “lim”

a→∞
Ct≥a (9.4)

as an object of Eb(ICX). As usual, “lim” means Ind-colimit. An object of Eb(ICX)
is said to be R-constructible if there locally exists an R-constructible sheaf E and the

object is isomorphic to E
+
⊗ CEX .

Theorem 9.1 ([DK16]). There exists a contravariant fully faithful functor SolE : Db
hol(DX) ↪→

Eb(ICX).

Let us construct enhanced ind-sheaves by modifying our construction of sheaf quan-
tization.

Recall that our construction of sheaf quantization consists of SvL|D,i and gluing mor-

phisms. We replace SvL|D,i with svL|D,i
+
⊗ CEM . We use the same gluing morphisms. We

denote the resulting enhanced ind-sheaf by E(S
Y
M).

Proposition 9.2. We have SolE(MY) ∼= E(S
Y
M).

Proof. The sheaf is glued up by using the connection matrices of resummed WKB solu-

tions of MY. Around the singularity, the connection matrices are precisely Stokes ma-
trices, since Proposition 7.10 tells us that the resummed WKB solutions form a Stokes

frame. Hence the construction of [DK16] tells us that this is precisely SolE(MY).

Remark 9.3. It is desirable to make our construction here functorial.

9.2 Irregularity knots and non-Novikovized quantization

We next compare our sheaf quantization with the Legendrian knot description of Stokes
data [STWZ19]. In this section, we set LM := L.

Let us fix a divisor M on C. Fix a positive integer k. For each point p ∈ M , we
fix an irregularity type of rank k. We denote this data FM . Consider meromorphic
connections with the given irregularity type FM .

We first define the notion of irregularity knot. For p ∈M , we denote the irregularity
type of p by {g1, ..., gk}. Take a small disk Dp around the singularity and fix a coordinate
z on the disk. For each gi, we give an immersion of tkS1 in Dp by

k⋃
i=1

{
(θ, ε ·Re(gi(e

√
−1θ/r))

∣∣∣ θ ∈ S1
}

(9.5)
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in the polar coordinate. Here ε is taken sufficiently small so that the immersion is into Dp

and r is some large positive number. Putting the outward conormals on the immersion,
we have a Legendrian link on the cosphere bundle S∗Dp. For a sufficiently large r,
the Legendrian isotopy class of the link does not depend on r. We call this link, the
irregularity knot and denote it by L{gi}. We also identify the Legendrian link with the
associated conical Lagrangian in T ∗Dp ⊂ T ∗C.

To sum up, associated to the given data of irregularity types FM , we get a conical
Lagrangian LFM contained in

⋃
p∈M T ∗Dp ⊂ T ∗C.

We denote the following category by Sh1
LFM

(C): The subcategory of constructible

sheaves over C consisting of the objects satisfying the following conditions:

Assumption 9.4. 1. microsupports are contained in LFM ∪ T ∗CC,

2. microstalks are rank 1 and concentrated in degree 0,

3. stalks are zero at any p ∈M .

Theorem 9.5 ([STWZ19]). There exists an equivalence between the category of mero-
morphic connections with the irregularity types of FM and Sh1

LFM
(C). We denote the

equivalence functor by SolSTWZ .

We relate this equivalence with our sheaf quantization by slightly modifying the

construction of S
Y
M around the poles.

Let p be a pole of the differential equation and take a local coordinate z around p.
Then we consider the following curved cylinder

Cp := {(z, t) | |z − p| ≤ η} ∪
{

(z, t)
∣∣∣ |z−p|>η,0<ε(|z−p|−η)<π,
t≥tan(−π/2+ε(|z−p|−η))

}
⊂ C × Rt (9.6)

where ε (resp. η)is sufficiently large (resp. small) positive number. On each Stokes
region D, we take

D± := π−1π(

{
(x, t) ∈ D × Rt

∣∣∣∣ t ≥ −Re

∫
ξ±
Y
dz

}
\
⋃
p∈D

Cp)∩
{

(x, t) ∈ D × Rt
∣∣∣∣ t ≥ −Re

∫
ξ±
Y
dz

}
.

(9.7)
where π : D ×R→ D is the projection. Figure 9.1 is an example of the situation where
the gray shaded region is an example of D±. We set

SDLc :=
⊕
c∈R

Tc

(⊕
±

KD±

)
. (9.8)

We can glue up this by the same rule as in the construction of S
Y
M. We denote the

resulting sheaf S
Y
M,c and we set LM,c := µsupp(S

Y
M,c). Note that LM,c is conical and

equal to LFM outside some neighborhood of the zero section.

Proposition 9.6. 1. There exists a Lagrangian homotopy between LM/Y and LM,c.
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Figure 9.1: An example of D±

2. The microlocalization of S
Y
M,c is the same as the microlocalization of S

Y
M along the

Lagrangian homotopy.

Proof. 1. Since, the both LM and LM,c are Lagrangian homotopic to LM\T ∗π(C)
where C =

⋃
p Cp.

2. The microlocalization is determined by the microlocalization at LM\T ∗π(C).

To relate SYM,c to the STWZ functor, we consider the following construction. Let E
be an R-equivariant sheaf on C × Rt. For an open subset U of C, we set

E ′Λ(U) := HomShR
τ>0(U×Rt)(

⊕
c∈R

KU×[c,∞), E|U )⊗Λ0 Λ. (9.9)

This assignment defines a presheaf on C valued in Λ-vector spaces. We denote the
sheafification of E ′Λ by EΛ.

Proposition 9.7. The sheaf (S
Y
M,c)Λ is isomorphic to SolSTWZ(MY)⊗C Λ.

Proof. Note that π({t = Re
∫ ξ±

Y }∩ ∂C) coincides with the projection of the irregularity
knot. The gluing maps are responsible for Stokes phenomena.

10 Spectral network and higher order differentials

For higher (≥ 3) order differential equations with ~, exact WKB analysis is not so well-
established, because of collisions of the Stokes curves. However, the algebraic procedure
which we need to construct sheaf quantizations can be also carried out in this case under
some hypothesis. The main idea is the use of BPS mass filtration [GMN13] as a grading
like in the theory of scattering diagrams [KS06, GS11].
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10.1 Stokes geometry of higher order connections

Let us consider a rank n meromorphic flat ~-connection M with n ≥ 3. We set L :=
SS(M). Let M be the pole divisor of M.

We would like to introduce Stokes geometry for higher order differentials.

Definition 10.1. A point z in C is a (ordinary) turning point if the spectral curve is
branched over z.

In the following, we will assume that every branch point of L is a double branch
point. We fix Y ∈ C×~ . Locally, we name the branches by 1, ...., n. Then a turning point
is a collision of two sheets. If sheets named by i, j ∈ {1, ..., n} collide, we say this turning
point is of type {i, j}. A Stokes curve emanating from an {i, j}-turning point v can be
similarly defined:

Definition 10.2. An Y-Stokes curve emanating from v is a subset of the closure of{
z ∈ C\M

∣∣∣∣ Im(∫ z

v

(
ξi(z

′)− ξj(z′)
Y

)
dz′
)

= 0

}
(10.1)

such that the subset is homeomorphic to a connected interval, one of the boundary is v,
and the other boundary is another ordinary turning point or in M . Here ξi means the
restriction of λ to the i-th branch of L. We say that this is an Y-Stokes curve of type
(i, j) if Re

∫ z
v (ζi − ζj)dz > 0. Otherwise (i.e., Re

∫ z
v (ζi − ζj)dz < 0), is of type (j, i).

Definition 10.3 (Ordered collision). 1. An intersection of two Stokes curves is said
to be ordered if one of them is of type (i, j) and the other is of type (j, k).

2. We say a point p ∈ C is a cyclically ordered collision if there exists a set of Stokes
curves l1, l2, ..., lk passing through p and the types of l1, l2, ..., lk are of the form
(i1, i2), (i2, i3), ..., (ik−1, ik), (ik, i1).

Note that the above Stokes geometry only depends on the spectral curve L.

Definition 10.4. We say L is Y-tame if

1. All the turning points are double branches.

2. The set of turning points is finite.

3. Any Y-Stokes curve does not have an ordered collision in the set of turning points.

4. There are no cyclically ordered collisions of Y-Stokes curves.

5. The complement of the union of Y-Stokes curves is open and contractible.

6. The set of ordered collisions of Y-Stokes curves is discrete in C\M .
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10.2 Berk–Nevins–Roberts’ example

We would like to explain a baby version of the construction using Berk–Nevins–Roberts’
example [BNR82], which treats the following equation(

~3 d
3

dz3
+ 3~

d

dz
+ 2
√
−1z

)
ψ(z) = 0 (10.2)

Figure 10.1: Ordinary Stokes curves of BNR equation

This example has the Y = 1-Stokes curve in Figure 10.2. There are only two turning
points, the left and right trivalent nodes. Assume that the Voros connection formula
holds in this setup for the pair of the resummed WKB solutions corresponding to the
Stokes curve. Then Berk–Nevins–Roberts observed nontrivial monodromies around the
collision points, which should not occur. Hence the naive application of the Voros formula
is wrong in this setup. We explain it in our languages.

Let v1 be the left turning point, v2 be the right turning point, and c be the upper
collision point c. The Stokes curve emanating from v1 (resp. v2) passing through c is of
type (21) (resp. (32)).

Let us put
⊕

c∈R Tc
⊕

iKt≥−Re
∫ z ζi on each connected component of the complement

of the Stokes curves. We will use the Voros formula to glue up the sheaves as in the case
of order 2. Around c, let us compose the gluing morphisms along a counterclockwise
loop. We restrict the composition to ζ3-component, then we have

Kt≥−Re
∫ z
c ζ3
→ T−Re

∫ v2
c ζ3Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v2
ζ3

→ T−Re
∫ v2
c ζ3(Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v2
ζ3 ⊕Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v2
ζ2)

→ T−Re
∫ v2
c ζ3Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v2
ζ3 ⊕ T−Re

∫ v2
c ζ3T−Re

∫ v1
v2

ζ2Kt≥−Re
∫ z
v1
ζ2

→ T−Re
∫ v2
c ζ3Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v2
ζ3 ⊕ T−Re

∫ v2
c ζ3T−Re

∫ v1
v2

ζ2(Kt≥−Re
∫ z
v1
ζ2 ⊕Kt≥−Re

∫ z
v1
ζ1)

→ Kt≥−Re
∫ z
c ζ3
⊕ T−Re

∫ v2
c ζ3T−Re

∫ v1
v2

ζ2T−Re
∫ c
v1
ζ1Kt≥−Re

∫ z
c ζ1

.

(10.3)

Each arrow is the following: (1) and (3) These are just different expressions of the same
objects. (2) and (4) Voros connection formula. (5) Projection. The projection to the
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second component of the last line is nonzero, in particular, the composition is not id.
This is the rephrasing of what Berk–Nevins–Roberts observed.

This implies the following. We can construct sheaf quantization like (8.3) on each
four region. We can also glue up them by using the connection formula to obtain a sheaf
quantization outside the collision. However, we cannot extend the sheaf quantization
onto the collision because of the existence of the anomalous monodromy.

To resolve this “paradox”, BNR introduced additional Stokes curves emanating from
the collision points (Figure 10.2).

Figure 10.2: New Stokes curves of BNR equation

In our language, it says the following: Add the Stokes curve of (31)-type with the glu-
ing morphism which cancels the morphism Kt≥−Re

∫ z
c ζ3
→ T−Re

∫ v2
c ζ3T−Re

∫ v1
v2

ζ2T−Re
∫ c
v1
ζ1Kt≥−Re

∫ z
c ζ1

.

Note that

−
(
Re

∫ v2

c
ζ3 + Re

∫ v1

v2

ζ2 + Re

∫ c

v1

ζ1

)
= Re

∫ c

v1

(ζ2 − ζ1) + Re

∫ c

v2

(ζ3 − ζ2) =: w(c).

(10.4)
Then we can modify our sheaf quantization and the new one can extend over the collision
point. We denote the resulting sheaf by SL.

Without the new Stokes curve, we can still do the following. Instead of consider-
ing the local sheaf quantization Sloc like (8.3), we use the cone of the endomorphism
Tw(c) : Sloc → Sloc. Again, we can glue up them outside the collision. Moreover, with
this replacement, the anomalous monodromy (10.3) vanishes. Hence we can extend the
sheaf quantization over the collision. We denote this sheaf quantization S. There exists
a canonical morphism SL → S, and we view it as an inverse system. We will use this
point of view in the general construction.

Remark 10.5. The Stokes curves are expected to correspond to holomorphic disks
whose boundaries lying on the spectral curve and the cotangent fibers. Then the inte-
grations like Re

∫
(ζi − ζj) are the areas of the holomorphic disks.

10.3 Spectral scattering diagram

To package our construction, we would like to prepare some general notions and their
consequences. The package is a variant of the notion of scattering diagram [KS06, GS11].
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In the following (until the final section), our fixed date is the following. A finite
subset M ⊂ C (“pole divisor”) and a submanifold L ⊂ T ∗C (“spectral curve”) which is
a branched covering of C\M and Y-tame.

Definition 10.6. For a point x ∈ C\M , an Y-preStokes curve of type (i, j) emanating
from x is a subset of{

z ∈ C\M
∣∣∣∣ Im∫ z

x
(ζi − ζj)dz = 0,Re

∫ z

x
(ζi − ζj)dz > 0

}
(10.5)

such that the subset is homeomorphic to a connected closed subset of R, and one of the
boundary is x.

Note that an Y-preStokes curve is canonically oriented. The notion of ordered col-
lisions and cyclically ordered collisions for preStokes curves can be defined in the same
way as for Stokes curves.

Definition 10.7. Suppose that L is Y-tame. Let B be a collection of Y-preStokes curves
containing the Y-Stokes curves. The set Sing(B) is the set of turning points and ordered
intersection points of Y-preStokes curves in B.

We say B is tame if the followings hold:

(i) Any element of B will end at M .

(ii) The set C\(M ∪
⋃
l∈B l) is open and each connected component is contractible.

(iii) Any ordered collisions are not cyclic.

(iv) The set Sing(B) is discrete in C\M .

Definition 10.8. Let B be a tame collection of Y-preStokes curves. The union of Y-
preStokes curves forms a graph and we denote the graph by GB.

1. A connected component of C\(M ∪
⋃
l∈B l) is called a Stokes region of B.

2. A vertex of B is a node of GB.

3. For a Stokes region D, let D be the closure of a lift of D in the universal covering
of C. A vertex of D is a point of D which is a lift of a vertex of B.

4. An edge of B is an edge of GB.

Definition 10.9. Let B be a tame collection of Y-preStokes curves. A spectral scattering
diagram S is a set of pairs (l, φ) and a set {Ae} where l is an Y-preStokes curve in B,
φ ∈ Λ0, and Ae ∈ GLn(K) is a diagonal matrix parameterized by edges of GB.

Let S be a spectral scattering diagram. For l = (l, φ) ∈ S with l of type (i, j),
we denote the starting point of l by v(l). For a point c ∈ l ∩ Sing(B), the interval
γc := [v(l), c] is an oriented path. We set

Ml(c) := φT
Re

∫ c
v(l)(ζi−ζj)dz. (10.6)
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For c ∈ Sing(B), let l1, ...., ln be the counterclockwise ordered collection of Y-preStokes
curves in B passing through c. Let (ik, jk) be the type of lk. We denote the set of ele-
ments in S supported on lk by {lkl := (lk, φkl)}l. Then lk also gives an edge containing c.
We also denote the corresponding edge by lk (by abuse of the notation). The monodromy
automorphism at c is defined by

M(c) := M(S, c) :=
∏
k

Alk
∏
l

(id +Mlkl(c)Eikjk) ∈ GLn(Λ0) (10.7)

where the product with respect to k is ordered and Eij is the matrix whose (ij)-entry is
1 and the other entries are 0. Note that if li ⊂ lj then the two Y-preStokes curves should
be of the same type or of separated types by Definition 10.7 (iii), hence the product is
well-defined.

Lemma 10.10. If i 6= j and M(c)ij is nonzero, M(c)ji = 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of the non-existence of cyclically ordered collisions.

Definition 10.11. A spectral scattering diagram is consistent modulo Tw if M(S, c) =
id modulo Tw for any c ∈ Sing(S) := Sing(B).

Let S be a consistent spectral scattering diagram consistent modulo Tw. We would
like to associate the gluing data.

For each Stokes region, let D̃ be a neighborhood of D in C\(Sing(B)∪M) such that
D̃ ∩GB is the Stokes edges of D. For each Stokes region and a vertex v of D, we put

SvL|D :=
⊕
c∈R

Tc
⊕
i

KDvi
. (10.8)

where

Dv
i :=

{
(x, t) ∈ D̃ × Rt

∣∣∣∣ t ≥ −Re

∫ z

v
ζidz

}
(10.9)

like in the quadratic case. When we go across a Stokes edge, we associate the following
gluing-up morphism:

(Change of regions) For adjacent Stokes regions D1 and D2 with a common vertex
v, let l1, l2, ..., ln be the subset of S supported on the separating edge e. We will use the
same notation as in (10.6).

An Y-preStokes curve of type (i, j) satisfies Re
∫ x
v (ζi − ζj)dz > 0. Then we have

End
(
K(De)vi

⊕K(De)vj

)
= K · idi⊕K · idj ⊕K · eij (10.10)

where De is a thickening of e and

eij ∈ Hom
(
K(De)vi

,K(De)vj

)
if Re

∫ x

v
(ζi − ζj)dz > 0 (10.11)

is a canonical nontrivial basis coming from the inclusion of the closed sets. We set

ϕD1,D2 := Ae
∏
lk

(id +Mlk(c)eikjk) : SvL|D1 |D1∩D2 → SvL|D2 |D1∩D2 (10.12)
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Proposition 10.12. Let S be a consistent spectral scattering diagram modulo Tw. Then
there exists an object with µsupp = L in ShR

τ>0(C × Rt).

Proof. We proceed like in the quadratic case. We can glue up SvL|D’s along the gluing
morphisms defined above, which give a sheaf quantization outside C\Sing(B). Instead
of using this naive one, we use the same gluing morphisms to glue up Cone(Tw : SvL|D →
SvL|D). Then the resulting object does not have any nontrivial monodromy around any
point of Sing(B), because the diagram S is consistent modulo Tw. This completes the
proof.

Remark 10.13. One can say that the notion of spectral scattering diagram is a 2d-
version of usual scattering diagrams, and a usual scattering diagram is 4d. Regarding
with the aspect of 2d-4d wall-crossing, ultimately, one should consider the notion of
“2d-4d scattering diagram” where the consistency will be given by 2d-4d wall-crossing
formulas.

10.4 An inductive step

Let S be a spectral scattering diagram which is consistent modulo Tw. We would like
to construct a new spectral scattering diagram.

The consistency modulo Tw implies that M(S, c) = id modulo Tw for any c ∈
Sing(S). We can write it as id +

∑
i 6=j cijT

aijEij and aij ≥ w. Here i 6= j comes
from the non-existence of cyclic-ordered collision. Let lij,c be an Y-preStokes curve of
type (i, j) emanating from c if cij 6= 0 and consider the pair lij,c := (lij,c,−cijT aij ).
We set S[c] := {lij,c}i,j and S+ := S ∪

⋃
c∈Sing(B) S[c]. We assume the set B+ :=

B∪
⋃
c,i,j,cij 6=0{lc,ij} is again a tame collection of Y-preStokes curves. For Ae’s, if an edge

e′ of B+ is a subset of an edge e of B, we set Ae′ := Ae. Otherwise, Ae′ = id. Then S+

is a spectral scattering diagram.
The following is obvious from the construction.

Lemma 10.14. M(S+, c) is consistent modulo T 2w.

To speak about the consistency of S+, we prepare some notions. For a pair l := (l, φ)
of type (i, j), its weight is defined by

w(l) := sup {w ∈ R>0 | φ = 0 modulo Tw} , (10.13)

namely, the valuation of the Novikov ring. For a point y ∈ l, the l-weight of y is defined
by

wl(y) := w(l) + Re

∫ y

v(l)
(ζi − ζj)dz. (10.14)

Lemma 10.15. Let l1, ..., ln be a subset of some spectral scattering diagram. For a point

c ∈
⋂
li, M(c) is id modulo T

mini6=j{wli
(c)+wlj

(c)}
. More precisely, (M(c))ij , (i 6= j) is

zero modulo Twij where

wij := min {wlk(c) + wll(c) | k 6= l, lk is of type (i,m) and ll is of type (m, j) for some m} .
(10.15)
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Proof. This is clear from the definition of the monodromy.

An element of
⋃
cS[c] carries the weight greater than or equal to w. By Lemma 10.15,

the new diagram S+ is also consistent modulo Tw.
In the following, we would like to show that S+ is consistent modulo Tw

′
for some

w′ with w′ > w for some special S.

10.5 A local study of a turning point

We would like to prepare a local notion around a turning point. We assume that L is
Y-tame.

Let v be a turning point (i.e., a double branch). Without loss of generality, we
consider the pair (ζ1, ζ2) is branched. Let T be the Stokes curve defined by Im(

∫ x
v (ζ1 −

ζ2)) = 0. Take a compact neighborhood Uv of x such that

1. By 3 and 6 of Definition 10.4, we can take Uv sufficiently small so that Uv does
not contain any other turning points and does not intersect with (i, 1), (2, i)-Stokes
curves for any i.

2. Uv ∩ T is topologically a trivalent tree and Uv ∩ T has three boundaries z1, z2, z3.

We set

d(Uv) := min
i

{
Re

(∫ zi

v
(ζ1 − ζ2)dz

)}
> 0 (10.16)

We also take a small neighborhood Vv of Uv ∩ T such that the closure of Vv does not
contain any other turning points and does not intersect with Y-Stokes curves of type
(i, 1) or (2, i). Consider the set Lv of connected subsets of Y-preStokes curves of type
(i, 1) or (2, i) such that each l ∈ Lv starts from a point outside Vv and ends at a point
in Uv ∩ T . We set

d(Vv) := inf
l∈Lv

{{
Re
(∫
l(ζi − ζ1)dz

)
if l is of type (i, 1)

Re
(∫
l(ζ2 − ζi)dz

)
if l is of type (2, i)

}
> 0. (10.17)

Let w be a turning point or an ordered collision of Y-Stokes curves which is different
from v. Let Lvw,i,j be the set of Y-Stokes curves of type (ij) emanating from w passing
through Vv. We set

dv := inf
w 6=v

inf
i,j

inf
l∈Lvw,i,j

inf
x∈Vv

{
Re

(∫ x

w
(ζi − ζj)dz

)
if l is of type (ij) and the integral is along l

}
.

(10.18)
This is positive, since the set of turning points and the ordered collisions is discrete and
w is outside the closure of Vv.

We choose Uv and Vv for each turning point and set

wmin := min
v
{d(Uv), d(Vv), dv/2} , (10.19)

which is again a positive real number.
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10.6 General construction

We would like to construct a sequence of spectral scattering diagrams.

Definition 10.16. An initial spectral scattering diagram S0 of L is the following:

1. B =: B0 is the set of Y-Stokes curves emanating from the ordinary turning points.

2. For an Y-Stokes curve l of type (i, j), we consider the pair (l, φ) for some φ and A
which satisfies the following: For any ordinary turning point c, the equality

1 =
∏
k

Ak
∏
l

(id +Mlkl(c)Eikjk) ∈ GLn(Λ0) (10.20)

holds where the product runs over the rays emanating from the ordinary turning
point.

Fix an initial spectral scattering diagram S0. We set

Sn := S+n

0 , Bn := B+n

0 . (10.21)

We say an element of S′n−1 = Sn\Sn−1 an n-th Stokes curve.

Definition 10.17. We say S0 is inductively Y-tame, if L is Y-tame and Bn is tame
(Definition 10.7) for any n ≥ 0.

We expect the inductive Y-tameness is satisfied by a generic ~-connection and a
generic Y after imposing some conditions on the order of zeros and poles as in the
quadratic case.

Proposition 10.18. Suppose that S0 is inductively Y-tame.

1. For n ≥ 0, the weight of an n-th Stokes curve is greater than or equal to nwmin.

2. The diagram Sn is consistent modulo T (n+1)wmin.

Proof. We will prove by induction. By the definition of wmin and Lemma 10.15, the first
Stokes curves have weights at least wmin. The inductive assumption is as follows: Any
m-th Stokes curve (m ≤ n) has weight at least mwmin and the diagram Sn is consistent
modulo T (n+1)wmin .

Let l be an (n + 1)-st Stokes curve. By the consistency of Sn modulo T (n+1)wmin ,
the weight of l is greater than or equal to (n+ 1)wmin. This proves the first part.

We would like to prove the consistency of Sn+1 modulo T (n+2)wmin . Let c be an
ordered collision of l with another Stokes curve. If a collision consists of m-th Stokes
curves withm ≥ 1, Lemma 10.15 implies that the monodromy is id modulo T (n+1+m)wmin

and n+ 1 +m ≥ 2.
Hence we will consider the case when an 0-th Stokes curve l0 also has an ordered

collision with l on c. Let v be the starting point of the 0-th Stokes curve l0 and we will
use the notation from 9.3. Hence l0 is of type (1, 2).
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If the collision c is not in Uv, the weight wl0(c) is greater than or equal to d(Uv) ≥
wmin. Hence the monodromy around the collision is id modulo (n+2)wmin by Lemma 10.15.

Hence we can assume that c is in Uv. Suppose l emanates from a point in c′ 6∈ Vv.
By Lemma 10.15 and the definition of wmin, we have wl(c) ≥ (n + 1)wmin + d(Vv) ≥
(n+ 2)wmin. By Lemma 10.15, this case is consistent.

Hence we can assume l emanates from a point in c′ ∈ Vv.

Claim 10.19. Each element l′ of Sn possibly passing through c′ satisfies wl(c
′) ≥ 2wmin

except for l0.

Proof of the claim. For m-th Stokes curves with m ≥ 2, it is obvious. Any 0-th/first
Stokes curve emanates from outside Vv. Hence wl′(v) = dv ≥ 2wmin. This completes
the proof.

By Claim 10.19, any ordered collision of an n-th Stokes curve with an m-th Stokes
curve on c′ carries the weight ≥ (n+ 2)wmin. Hence, for the production process of l, we
only have to consider an ordered collision with an n-th Stokes curve and l0. But, this
collision only produces the Stokes curve l of type (l, 2) or (1, l) for some l, which cannot
have an ordered collision with l0.

Corollary 10.20. Suppose S0 is inductively Y-tame. Then there exists a sheaf quanti-
zation of L at Y.

Proof. By Proposition 10.18 and Proposition 10.12, we have a sheaf quantization of L as
Sn ∈ ShR

τ>0(C ×Rt) for each n and morphisms Sn+1 → Sn. Taking the limit, we obtain
the desired object.

10.7 Initial data

To conclude the discussion, we would like to present conjectural spectral scattering
diagrams associated to meromorphic flat ~-connections. We will consider a meromorphic
flat ~-connection of rank N .

Formal data

We set K = C((~)). Also, in the higher order cases, WKB solutions have a similar
expression (see e.g. [HKT15]):

Ψi(z, ~) := exp

(∫ z P i−1

~

)
exp

∫ z∑
j=0

P ij~j
 (10.22)

where i is a label of a sheet of the spectral covering and P ij is uniquely determined from

P i−1. Since each component of the complement of the initial spectral scattering diagram
is contractible, we can choose one WKB solution for each sheet. Then, on each edge e,
we can compare the specified WKB solutions for each sheet, and we obtain the scaling
in C((~)) for each sheet. This is our diagonal matrix Ae.
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We also have to choose an initial diagram. There exists a (conjecturally) canonical
choice for this. For an edge e, we consider the starting turning point v(e). With respect
to the turning point normalization, we would like to take φ to be −1. Hence the actual
value of φ is the ratio between the turning point normalization and our chosen WKB
solutions. This choice comes from an ansatz that we can use the Voros connection
formula around a simple turning point.

Analytic data

We set K := C. Conjecturally, one can lift the above initial diagram defined over C((~))
to an analytic data, defined over C. We would like to state a summability conjecture.
Philosophically speaking, the data are ratios of solutions normalized at different points.
However, for a point in a Stokes region of Sn, we cannot expect the Borel summability
of the WKB solutions, since there might exist m-th Stokes curves with m > n passing
through the point. Hence we will formulate it as follows. The statements in the following
paragraphs are all conjectural.

Again, fix a set of formal WKB solutions on each Stokes region of the initial dia-
gram. On each edge e, the formal WKB solutions on adjacent Stokes regions are Borel-
summable using the Laplace transform along any small deformations of R>0 avoiding
the singularities of the Borel transformations. Take one of such small deformation of the
Laplace path. Consider the resummation of WKB solutions of adjacent Stokes regions
along the path. Taking the ratio, we define Ae. This Ae does not depend on the choice
of small deformations of R>0.

Next, we would like to define φ’s. We assume L is inductively Y-tame. Then the
initial diagram can be defined in the same way as the formal version. Applying the result
in the above section to this initial diagram, we obtain a spectral scattering diagram. The
resulting spectral scattering diagram coincide with the following.

For an edge e of S, in adjacent regions D1, D2, the resummed WKB solutions
{Ψ1i}, {Ψ2i} should be related by

Ψ1 = AeΨ2 + ec1/YA1Ψ2 + ec2/YA1Ψ2 + · · · . (10.23)

Here Ai ∈ MN (C), ci/Y ∈ R<0. The set {(li, φi)} supported on e should be related to
the above expression by w(li) = ci and φi are matrix elements of Ai. Namely, the n-th
diagram Sn only reflects the Stokes–Voros connection automorphisms corresponding to
the Borel singularities with |ci| < (n+ 1)wmin.

Remark 10.21. These statements may be stated more elegantly by using the language
of Ecalle’s resurgence theory.
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