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Let X be an abelian variety over an algebraically closed fielavhere we
assume that eithér= C or k is the algebraic closure of a finite field. In [BN]
and [W2] we considered the convolution prod#ctL for complexe andL in
the bounded derived categdd(X,A), where the coefficient field is eitherC for
k=C or A=@Q,. The convolution product is defined by the group BwX x X — X
of the abelian variet¥, as the derived direct image compléx L = Ra,(KXL).
This convolution product make®(X,A), ) into a rigid triangulated symmetric
monoidalA-linear category; its unit object is the skyscraper sldgabncentrated
at zero. For further details we refer to [W2]. For a comebet D(K) denote its
Verdier dual anK" = (—idx)*D(K) its rigid dual.

For our considerations, the decomposition theorem and &iné befschetz
theorem for perverse sheaves are essential perequisitethis-we specify a full
A-linear suspended tensor subcateg@y:) C (D2(X,A),*) as in [KrW, example
6], so that among others objectsDrare semisimple, the decomposition theorem
holds and also the hard Lefschetz theorem. In particulgpéineerse cohomology
functorsPH'(K) € P are defined foK in D whereP c D is an abelian subcategory
of perverse sheaves defined by a pervesdeucture orb with coreP. If we speak
of perverse sheaves o) we always mean objects in this categeryet e denote
the projectoe: D — P, thene[n] is the projector te’[n]. The categoried andP are
stable under twistk — K, = K®a, Ly with respect to local systenhs defined by
the characterg of the fundamental groum (X,0) of X in the sense of [KrW] and
stable undeK — T (K) for translationsix(y) = y+ x with respect to closed points
xeX.

Evaluation morphisms. We now discuss properties of the suspended sym-
metric monoidal rigidA-linear tensor categoryD, ) with the tensor product
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defined by the convolution (see [BN] and [KrW], also for théatmns used)D

is a Krull-Schmidt category, i.e. an additive category fdrieth every object de-
composes into a finite direct sum of objects with local endgrhism rings. A
Krull-Schmidt category is idem-complete, and its objects iadecomposable if
and only if their endomorphism ring is local. Any isomorphi; Ki = @i L;

for indecomposable objecks, L; impliesn = mandL; = K, for a permutation
o. In fact, any object irb decomposes into a finite direct sum of objects not nec-
essarily equal, but isomorphic an object of the farm for irreducibleP € P and
ne Z. SinceEnds(P[n]) = A-idpyy, the category is Krull-Schmidt, and the inde-
composable objects in D have the fornK = P[n] for irreducibleP € P andn € Z.

By rigidity [W2], for any K in D there exists a coevaluation morphism

coey : & — KxK" |

corresponding to the identitigk via Hompsx a)(K,K) = Hompex ) (0o, K xKY).
Similarly one has the evaluation morphism

evak 1KY +K — &,
so that the composition of the induced morphisiug « evak) o asso (coe xid )
K=23&*K—= (KxKY)xK = K% (KY+K) > Kxdp=K

is the identity morphisnidk : K — K. There is a similar dual identity fa¢".

Remark. (KY evak) attached to an objeétis unique up to isomorphism (see
[CT,p.120]). We use this together with the following simfdets (see [D,1.15]).

a) Suppos« is a retract oL defined by an idempoterte Endy(L) admitting
a direct sum (i.e. biproduct) decomposition. ThenKdr considered as a retract
of LV defined via the dual idempotestt, this gives a retraat: KV «K < LV L SO
thatevak = eval o1 holds.

b) For K = A® B the evaluatiorevak is obtained aval + evak, using the
projectionK” « K — (A" x A) & (BY xB).

) Fork = AxB, usingK" xK = (AxB)"* (AxB) = (AV % A) x (BV % B), the evalua-
tion morphism oK" «K — & is obtained as the tensor prodectk = eval * evak.

The symmetry constraints of the tensor category define isginigms

S:KxKY~2KYxK



such that the composed morphisaak o So coek
% — KxKY - KY*xK = &,

considered as an elementkddmy (&, &) = A, is the multiplication with the cate-
gorial dimension oK; in our case the categorial dimension is the Euler character
istic x(K) = 5i(—1)'dima(H'(X,K)) of the complex.

For a morphisnp : K — L the transposed morphispY : LY — K" is defined as
(eval xidkv) o (id v * p xidk) o (id_v * coek). Together withK — KV this induces a
tensor equivalence with the opposite category so®al’ ~ K and(p")" =pin
the sense of [CT,2.5]. There exists an isomorphgsniK V" «KV)¥ = K« K" such
thatcoewyk = ¢ o (evak-)". Using the duality isomorphismilg | : LY «KY — (K*L)V
defined by(eval *id..) ) o (id * evak *idy *id k.. ) o (idL *idk- * COexk.L ), more
concretely one can showoey )" oD = evak- for D = dk k.

Monoidal components By the decomposition theoreKt K is semisimple
for K € D. HenceKY xK = @; PH(KY xK)[—-i], and anyPH' (K" xK) decomposes
into a direct sun@ P}, of irreducible perverse sheaves Using this decompo-
sition, the evaluation can be written as a sevak = Y, ;ew; with morphisms
ew, € Homp(P)[—i],%). Since for irreducible

Homp (K, K) = Homp (K" x K, &)

has dimension one, there exists a unique exponentx and a unique simple
perverse constituen?c of PH!(K « K) such thatevak factorizes over#[—i.
All the other morphismsy, ; are zero. This gives a commutative diagram

KY %K
w
l p 50
/
Py ||

wherepo 1 =id is the identity morphism. In the following, arrows and— al-
ways split monomorphismsand the corresponding projectiop®btained from
direct sum decompositions, which makes sense in/elinear tensor category
(D,*). However, for convenience, we reserve these symbols foaatst associ-
ated to idemponentso p that commute with all idemponengn]. Put briefly,
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this assures that the correspond to decompositions inégtdBums of translates
of perverse sheaves. This property is preserved by fun&rshence by the

convolution product. For an arbitrary rigid symmetric mata A-linear tensor

categoryevak = 0 impliesidg = 0 and hence& = 0, this shows # 0.

For an irreducible perverse shdafthe distinguished irreducible component
2« will be called themonoidal componertdf the irreducible perverse shekf
and vk its degree and in the casex > 0 the perverse sheaPx will be called a
monoidal perverse sheaf oronoidon X. Concerning this, notice that the degree
always satisfiesx > 0.

This follows from the perverse vanishing conditions
Homp(M,N[r]) =0

for M,N € P andr < 0, applied for the objects?c andd, in P.

From the definition o2« [vk] and the existence of the symmetry isomorphism
S:KxKY = KVxK,itis clear that??x. =~ 2« andvk. = vx. Therefore passing to the
dual, usingcoex = ¢ o (evak.)" for some isomorphisnp : (KVV «KY)¥V =2 K« K"
and 2 [—vk|¥ = 2¢[+Vvk], we obtain a commutative diagram

KxKY

S

P+ W]

Using the perverse vanishing condition for morphisms aedattjunction for-
mulas

Homb (K, &[n]) = 2 "(K)g

andHonmp (K L, &) = Homp(L,K") for K,L € D it follows that /#>%(K xL) =0
holds for perverse sheavisL € P. Hence the following assertions 5, 6, 7 and 9
of lemmd_1 are an immediate consequence, in view of the hdsthetz theorem.

Lemma 1. Suppos& < P is an irreducible perverse sheaf o then
1. P isirreducible and#x = P andvgw = w.

2. 0< v <dim(X), andvk = dim(X) iff K is translation invariant undex.
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3. vk =0iff Kisin M(X), i.e. iff x(K) # 0 holds for the Euler characteristic.
In this caseZ« = &.

4. v > 0iff KisinE(X), i.e. iff x(K) =0.

5. (Pv) = (%, vk) is uniquely characterized by the properBf—v] is a sum-
mand ofk" x K with s#~(P)o # 0. We remark that then this stalk is dual to
End(K) and hence isomorphic t (see also [BN, cor.2]).

6. Pk [+vk] has multiplicity one irk «K" and 2« [n] — K" xK implies|n| < vk.
7. x € supf9( 2 [—w))) iff T, (K) = K (this describes the stabilizer &f).
8. vk, = vk, U(K) = u(Ky) and Pk = (Pk)y for twistsK, of K.

9. Vk = U(‘@K)
where for a comple in D we define
u(G)=maxv | #7(G)=0forall i<v}.

Proof. For property 8 use that twisting with a character definesadefunc-
tor (see [KrW]). The symmetry isomorphis8t KV « K = K « K" together with
property 5 gaveZy. = P andvg. = vk. For property 2 notice that the perverse
cohomology of the direct imagRa,(KY X K) vanishes in degree dim(X), and
for vk = dim(X) one easily showa*(Z)[dim(X)] = KY XK. HenceZk [dim(X)] =
K® .2 (KY)o by restriction to{0} x X, and hence?x =~ K. ThenT;(K) =K for all
x € X follows by restriction to{x} x X. The proof of property 3 and 4 follows from
the next commutative diagram, whose right side stems fraerhtird Lefschetz
theorem (see also [BN, 2.6])

50 dle QK [—VK]

evak Provg r {

KY* K <——— @< o Px[2v— k] @ rest

X(K) S ]N

KxKY —=—= @<, Px[2v—w] & rest
A H

coey vy




The two middle horizontal arrows defid®,< , Z« [2v — vk] as a retract oK K",
usingS: K «KY =2 K" xK. The middle vertical arrow on the right is an isomor-
phism respecting the direct sum decompositilt , #«[2v — vk] @ rest The
existence of such a decomposition follows from the harddledtz theorem, since
the symmetrnscan be chosen so that it commutes with the Lefschetz malos
deed, by defining the Lefschetz morphisnK" «K — KY xK[2](1) asL = Ra.(n),
wheren : KYXK — KYXK]2](1)) is induced by the cup-product &f' XK with the
morphismA — A[2](1) defined by an ample theta divisor Bfx X whose Chern
class is symmetric with respect to the switaty(x1,x2) = (X2, %1), it suffices to
know thatS= Ra.(¢) holds for some isomorphisiy : KY XK = g5,(KKKY).
For this see [BN, 2.1]. Sinceoex : & — K" xK factorizes over#/[+vk] and
sinceHomy (¢ [+Vk], Pk [—k]) vanishes unlesg < —vk and hencey =0, this
proves assertion 3 and 4 taking into account the discus$ibie case/x = 0 given
in [Krw]. O

We will show 22 =~ 2 later in lemmdRB. Using this already, the lower right
part of the last diagram is containedd , 2« [2v — vk] using the fact that both
Pk [+vk] appear with multiplicity one as a direct summandifn«K. Notice, that
both morphismg ando are nontrivial morphisms in the categdy

Besides the above large ‘monoidal component’ diagram #wersimilar com-
mutative diagrams for semisimple perverse objedtsP.

ForP = @;mP and irreducibleR € P such thaR % P; for i # j there are com-
mutative diagrams

> trog

=0 @it - Pp[—vp]
evab T T i evak T@i Prov,
PYxP——@; Mt R'+R ~— &®,Lon r[2v — vi]

Also the following diagrams are commutative. Notice, pathe next diagram
is displayed already in the last diagram. However, the next diagrams are
commutative also in the reverse direction, i.e. with theitamltal arrows inserted.
This follows fromHomy (R « Py, &) = Homp (Pj, R) = 0 for irreducibleR 2 P, in P.
The lower diagram is obtained from the upper one by Tannakétgu



Zi trog

H——25 it - gl —ve]
evalaT Tzi evah T@i Prove
PYxP—5@1 TRV <R = @@, Lot - Zp[2v — ve]

PP’ —= @ T R+R’ —= @i®,Lo M- Fy[2v—ve]

coey L T@i coey, i TV@ i+Vp,

gy @i m - Zg[+ve]

Example. For irreducible perverse sheauen A andL onB andK XL on
A x B, we haveZg = P« X 2. andvgg = Vk + v SO that 7 (2« X ) is
a skyscraper sheaf with stalk cohomology V<" (2 K 2 )o = A at the point
zero fori = vk + v, and vanishes far< vk + v,.

Example. An irreducible perverse shekfis neingibI@ if it has the form
K=gd«M |, &Y :=i.(Ag)[dim(B)]y

for an irreducibleM € M(X) (see also [KrW]), a nontrivial abelian subvariety
B — X and a twist by a charact@r: m(X,0) — A*. ThenK «K" = (H*(X, dg) ®a
&)« (MxMY). This allows to computeoey andcoey, separately. Hence, the
monoidal component is

P28 | w=dim@B)

by assertion 3) of lemmia 1. Indeed for an irreducible pereveheaiM € M(X) we
have2y = &. The above formula fovk is a special case of

Ve = v +dim(A) , F = p*(K)[dim(A)]

for quotient morphismg : X — B = X /A, which by an isogeny is easily reduced to
the caseX = A x B wherep is the projection to the second factor and- oy XK.
Then the assertion is obvious. Indeed, KGKL on A x B andK € Perv(A,A) and

L € Perv(B,A), one haskg, = vk + VL.

3 1An equivalent definition is, that there exists an isoggnyA x B — X such thatg*(K) =
KX Ag[dim(B)] for some abelian subvarieB/#£ 0 and som& € Perv(A /A\)
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Tensor ideals Semisimple complexes, whose irreducible perverse daesiis
(with shifts) are translation invariant by nontrivial ala@l subvarieties, resp. whose
constituents have Euler characteristic zero, define tadsatsN andNg in the
tensor categoryD, x) so thatN ¢ Ng. One can show that a compl&xis transla-
tion invariant under an abelian subvariéty X iff all perverse constituents of all
perverse cohomology sheavds (K) are translation invariant undéc Further-
more by lemmall, assertion 7 fa¢ > 0 an irreducible perverse sheaf isNia but
notinN iff 2#7°(2k[—v]) is a skyscraper sheaf. LE{X) resp.N(X) denote the
perverse sheaves Mg resp.N, andF(X) the isomorphism classes of irreducible
perverseK in E(X) \ N(X).

Reconstruction We knowHomp(K xKY, 2« [—vk]) = A # 0 for irreducible
K in P. By rigidity Homp(K,K * 2« [—vk]) = A # 0, so there exists a nontrivial
morphismK|vk] — P« xK = Kx Z¢. Our aim is to show that there exists a retract
morphism inD (of course unique up to a scalar)

K‘—%@K[—VK]*K.

Similarly, by rigidity then2/{ «K = 0. By the decomposition theorem# « K =
@, L[-v] decomposes into a sum of shifted irreducible perverse sisegwith
v € Z). By the rigidity and strictness of the additive categDrihe morphisnid :
K=2d+K—=KxKY*K— Kxd =K ‘factorizes’ in the formidk = 3 , v youLy.
The left horizontal morphism in nthe next diagram is the cosife of¢ = o *idg
and the monomorphisms idg

coey xidy
_ >

K s KY %K idk xevak

K=0d=K Kxd=K

L[vk — V]

Thenyo ¢ =idk for ¢ = (idk xevak) o (1’ xidx). Thereforeg +# 0, and for some
constituent : L[—-v] — & xK there exists a nontrivial morphism= u_, so that
forv=v_, in D asin the diagramou = 0. Warning: Notices = oi, but the lower
left of the diagram may not be commutativer I a retract of, thenu=ro ¢.



Nontrivial morphisms v from_[vk — v] to K x & in D exist only forvg —v <0,
nontrivial morphismsai in D from & x K to L[vk — v] only for vk —v > 0. Hence
V=vk. Thatvou:K =d*K = L = K x & is nontrivial forcesu and v to be
isomorphisms of perverse sheaves K, since both. andK are irreducible. This
provesk — Z¢[v]xK or K[—-vk] — ¢ «K, and hence by the hard Lefschetz
theorem

KlEtvk] = P *K|.

Applying this forK" instead oK, by passing to the Tannaka duals we then obtain
from lemmd, part 1 the desired assertion

‘K[iVK]‘%,@K*K‘.

Together with

| P[Ev] = KK |

this implies

Lemma 2. For irreducible perverse sheavésin P and an abelian subvariety
A C X and homomorphismk: X — Y the following holds

. RE.(K) =0iff Rf.(2%)=0.

. Ke E(X) iff 2« e E(X).

1
2
3. Kisinvariant underA C X iff 2 is invariant underA.
4. K e N(X) iff 2« € N(X).

5

. KeF(X) iff 2k € F(X).

Proof. Obviously3) = 4) and2),4) = 5). For 1) use thaRf, is a tensor
functor, for 2) use the hereditary property of the cliisger (see [KrW]), and for
3) useT (K «L) = T (K) =L for translationsTy(y) = x+y for closed pointx € A
together withK[+vk] — P« K and P [+vk] — K« KVY. O

Extremal perverse sheavesFor closed points € X the skyscraper sheaves
o, are inP andT; (&) = &, andK € P iff T} (K) € P. ForK,L in P theA-dual of the
stalk cohomology#"(L" «K)y atx can be identified withHomp (LY x K, &[—n]) =
Homp (T, (K),L[—n]), which is zero fom > 0 by the perverse vanishing conditions
for morphisms. Hence?>°(K + 22) = 0. SinceK[+vk] — K x P, therefore



>~ (K) = #>%(K[-vk]) vanishes. For irreducible perverse shedgdiis im-
plies the inequality
vk < p(K)].

SupposeK € F(X) is extremalin the sense that#°(K[—wk]) # 0, or equiva-
lently thatvk = u(K), holds. We claim that

vk = U(K) <= TJ(K)= P forsomexe X|.

The implication< follows from lemma 1, part 9. For the converse recall that
K[-wk] = 2k *K and alsoK[-w] — ¢ «K. Thereforevx = u(K) implies
0# #°(K[-w]), and hence#°(#} xK) # 0. Notice, bothk andL = & are
irreducible perverse sheaves and for irreducible pensdreave& andL one has
HO(LxK) #£0iff T (K)=L" holds for somex € X (see [BN,2.5], or the computa-
tions above). This implieg; (K) = 9 for somex € X, and proves our claim.

If K= 2 is a monoidal perverse sheaf, th€ns extremal and furthermore
A7 (K)o # 0 holds. Therefore the argument above shows that we even get an
isomorphismK = 2, indeed we get this fox = 0 from the stronger assertion
A (K[—Vk])o C 5°( Pk xK)o. Furthermore, the same argument then applied to the
retractk[—vk] — P« =K, instead oK |[—vk] — 2! K, showsK = /. Therefore
K" =K follows for monoid.

Using this information, we get?! =~ 2 for arbitrary irreducibleK € P.
Hence ifK is extremal, therKY = T; (K). If K is extremal and self dual in the
sens&K" =K, thenT;, (K) = K. If K is a monoidal component, théhis extremal.
Altogether this implies

Lemma 3. For an irreducible perverse she&fone hasi < pu(K). K is extremal
in the sensex = p(K) iff K isisomorphic to a translate of its monoidal component.
If K is the monoidal component of an irreducible perverse stibaf

KV =K== ]

In particular, we obtainvg = pu(P«) = v,.

For monoidK = &2 = %« we have the following commutative diagram, using
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thatK|[+d] — K x K occurs with multiplicity one irK « K and also usingl" = K

coey *idg

idy xevak

K (KsxKY) s K —22 5 K« (KY %K) ——=>K

j+idy idhc ]

S KWK — 2 KK v -

for the diagrams

Fo 2% K xKY KY 5K 22k &
RN Jj e
Klvk] K[—vk]

The two small diagrams, together with rigidity, imply theistgnce ofa such
thatidg = (idk x €) cao (0 xidk ). Repeating the argument, used in the section on
reconstruction, fop = o xidkx andy = (idk x€) oa, we see thatlx = Yo po (o *idk)
factorizes over the unique (!) retragt K[+vk]* K — K to the unique constituent

i’ K = K[+w] «K isomorphic toK. Similarly, there is a unique retragt : K x
K[—vk] — K. Repeating the argument, used in the section on recorisinyabw

for ¢ =ao(ox*idk) andy =idk * €, we find a commutative diagram

K Coey +id (KxKY)xK — % L Kx (KY %K) _derevak K
o*idg . . . idg x€
jxidg idgxj"
N K[+ *K KxK[-w] /~
u r
K ~ K

po(ox*idk) : K — K completes the left lower part of the diagram.
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Functors. For A-linear tensor functors between rigid symmetric monoidal
(not necessarily abeliary-linear tensor categoriescoew) = coey ), and also
F(evak) = evak, holds. We will use this for the direct image functer= Rf,
which for a homomorphism between abelian varieties

f: X—=Y

induces a triangulated tensor functor betwBéx) € D2(X,A) andD(Y) C DE(Y,A).

Assumption. Supposerf,(K) is pervers@a By the decomposition theorem
Rf.(K) decomposes into nonisomorphic irreducible perverse gs€awith mul-
tiplicities m

[Li=RL(K) =@ m-R|.
SinceRf, is a tensor functor
Rf,(KxKY) = LxLY = @ nf-R«R" @ € mm;-R«P).
i i#]
Using lemmall, property 5 of monoidal components and thenatipn formulas
from pag€e # it is easy to see that any irreducible constit@eof L LY with
#°(Q)o # 0 is contained in the first su@; m?- P, x P, hence is of the form

Q= Znl-vel.

Now applyingF = Rf, to the monoidal diagram K gives the right side of the
following commutative diagram

D trog Rf.(¢)

@it P~ ve] % RE Pk [—vk]
Tpr evab RE.(prov)

B D NP - P2V — v — LV s L —"— @ M RE A [2v — v @ rest

%

SNA -

DB, o P Pp[2v—vp| =—— LxLY —= > P JREP[2v— ] @ rest

i coey RE (i 1w )

@ trYoq; Rf.(0)

@i M- Ppl+Ve] %

2For what follows one also could replaBeby some localizatio®y with respect to a hered-
itary classH (see [KrW]), and then it suffices to assuRéd, (K) € Py. For complex abelian
varieties on the other hand the assumption can always bewsthby a generic character twist
using the relative vanishing theorem of [KrW].

Rf. @JK [—i—VK]
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The lower part of this diagram defines the next commutatiggmim

BBy MR- Pr[2v —vp] = L+ LV = O @V REF[2v — (]

. v u
p< Ji coey Rf*(pr)< R (v )

Ctrog f
B mE- Fp+ve] = O RE S wi]

where the retract morphisms obtained from the right middle diagram, using the
isomorphisnsand taking into account that the coevaluation map igihores the
part of the last diagram entitled ‘rest’. Altogether thigides a morphism

Rf*(@K[-i-VK] — @é ﬁ"ﬁz-(@pl[ZV—Vpl]

i v=0

whose ‘image’ is contained i@®; m?#s[+vp] and, without loosing information,
can be considered as a morphiBh %« [+vk] — @; M- Pp[+vp]. ForL #0,
from the definition it is clear that for ea¢tthe composed morphism

RE.(Px)[+w] — EB ﬂ}z-c@pl[-i-Vpl] — mz-e@pl[—i—Vpl]

is nontrivial. Indeed, iprio povouoi,,, would be zero, then also the composition
with Rf, (o), which istr¥ o g; # 0, would be zero. The same argument also implies
Rf.(0) # 0. Hence we can repeat this argument in the other directionde shat
the composed morphisRif.(pr)ou oV oi

N¢ - Ppl+vp] — RE(Px[+w])
is again nontrivial, and also their composition. This pove

Proposition 1. Suppos« is an irreducible perverse sheaf so that the semisimple
complexL = Rf.(K) = @, m - R is perverse and not zero (ire > 0). Then for
every irreducible perverse constituemtof L there exist nontrivial morphisms in
the derived category

RE(2<) ] — nf-Pplve]
me- Pplve] — RE(P)[w]

whose composition (in both directions) is not zero.
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ThenHonmy (M, N[r]) = 0 for perverse sheavés N andr < 0 implies

Corollary 1. Suppos« is an irreducible perverse sheaf for which the semisimple
complexed = Rf.(K) = @;m - B and Rf.(%) are perverse withL £ 0. Then
vk = vp holds for all irreducible perverse constituemof L.

Sincevp < dim(Y), we also obtain from proposition 1

Rf.(K)#£0ISinP = vk <dim(Y).

Definition. An irreducible perverse sheafon X will be calledmaximal if
for everyprojectionf : X — B to a simple quotient abelian varieB/of X the di-
rectimageRf.(Ky) andRf,(Z,) are perverse and not zero for generic character
twistsx. If X is simple, any irreducible perverse shéat maximal.

Example Perverse sheavesim(X) are maximal.

Define u(X) to be the minimum of the dimensions of the (nontrivial) sienpl
abelian quotient varietieB+# 0 of X.

Lemma 4. Suppose« is a maximal irreducible perverse sheaf. Rf,.(K,) and
Rf, Z, are perverse forf : X — B anddim(B) = u(X), then

vk < p(X)].
In case thathar(k) = 0, this holds for any maximal perverse sh&af

Proof. vk, only depends oK, but not ony (property 8). It is shown in
the relative vanishing theorem of [KrW], that feiof characteristic zero one can
always assume that= Rf, (K, ) = @;m - R andRf,(F« ) = Rf.(Pky) are perverse
by applying a twist with a suitable generic characterm (X,0) — A*. If K is
minimal, we can therefore always dispose over the argunfesitsabove. [

We remark that twists with charactexs: m(B,0) — A* have the following
effect: L = @; B changes int®,, = @;(R),, Zx andZp change as well into their
Xx'-twist. This implies, that the morphisms constructed abaresindependent
from twists ofK with characterg’ of m (B,0).

Functors revisited. Suppose given a homomorphisim X — Y of abelian
varieties and semisimple perverse she&aadP (or more genertally complexes)
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onX and some integer (by abuse of notation we then again wnite- vi) together
with a commutative diagram

KY %K

w

I p 50

e

P[—wk]

such thatpor =id. ThenL = Rf.(K) = @ig R[A] andQ = Rf.(P) = @< Qj[A]]
decomposes with simple perverse sheayemdQ;. By abuse of notation, the
index index set$ andJ are not correlated to each other, so the same holds for the
Ai andA;. With these notations we get
Theorem 1. For any (shifted perverse) constituétiiA;] — L there exists a (shifted
perverse) constituer@;[A;] — Q such that

Vo, S H(Qj) SVk—Aj < vp
holds, and a constituem: [Ai] — L such thatvp, < vk —A; holds.

Proof. SinceRf, is a tensor functor, we get the commutative diagram

LY «L
\\\g§\
%o
Rf.(¢)
Q[—wk]

for the evaluation morphisraval. For any direct facto€ = R[A;] in L the eval-
uation morphism oevat : C¥ «C = PY[-A] xR[A] = PV xR — & is induced by
the evaluation morphismvak, which is computed via the upper horizontal mor-
phisms of the next commutative diagram. The evaluadiat is also obtained as
the restriction of the evaluation morphissmal : LV *L — & toCV*C — LV % L.
The evaluation morphismval is given by the lower horizontal morphisms of the
next diagram. Altogether, this implies the existence of aphszm¢

Zp|=Vva] Q[—vk]




making the following diagram commutative

P/«R=C'«C___  Ppl-vp| ——=&
Ll 7 Ql-wd]

Now we can decompos@[—vk] = @;;Qj[A; — vk] and accordingly decompose
also the morphisng, so that for at least ongc J we get a commutative diagram

Zp[—Vr] > QjlAj —v«] -

S~

%

with a nontrivial morphismb;, since the morphism = 3 ; b; is not zero. Then of
course als@; # 0andc; # 0. Nowa; # 0implies—vp < Aj — vk, andc; # 0implies
HO(QjAj — vk])o = AN "(Qj)o # 0. Hence—vp < Aj — vk < —p(Qj) < —vg-

Reversing the argument, we can conversely constraondrivial morphism

Qj[Aj — W] Pr[—-vr]
%
for some constituer® [Ai] — L. O

Definition. Definevq = min;(vq,) for the decompositio® = @; Q;[A;], and
similarly deflnevamm.(vp)forthe decomposition = @; B [Aj].

Definition. If vo = vq (respectivelyp = vi) holds, a constituer®;[A;] of Q
(respectivelyr[A;] of P) will be calledminimal

If we apply the last theorem for a minimal constitué}ja;] — L, then the
propertiesk —Aj < vp = v, andvy < vp, < vk —Aj imply

Vpi,:VK—)\j:Vpl:VL.

In particular,R is also minimal an®;[A; — vk] = Q;[—v.]. Furthermore, the non-
trivial morphisms

aj: Ppl-vp| = Zp[—V] — Qj[A] — ] = Qj[—vL]
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and similarly
Qj[Aj —vk| = Qj[-W] = Pr[-VR] = P [-V]

imply Q; = %,. By lemma3, the degree of an irreducible perverse sheagis th
degree of its monoidal perverse sheaf, and we conclude éaiegrees

‘ij:vpi,:vL‘.

Hence there is also an isomorphism of shifted perverse ss@av= .

Corollary 2. Let P be the monoid attached % and f : X — Y be a homomor-
phism. For every minima[A] — L = Rf.(K) (i.e. vp = v,) there exists a shifted
monoidal constituen;[vk — v | — Q= Rf,(P) with

Qj%ﬂpl.

In particular, vo, = v = v andvg < v.

An Application. Let 22 be a monoidal perverse sheaf ¥n ThenK =P =
2K 2 is amonoid orK x X of degreevx = 2v4. For the morphisma: X x X — X
we getL = Ra.(K) = Zx 2. Since2[—vy| — £+ 2 by lemmd.3, this implies
(*)

VL= miianI <Vg.
By theoremi L and corollaryl 2, the minimal constitueRfg;] of L give rise to
monoidal constituent®;[A;] — L with the property\; = vk —vi =2v» —v,. Then,
by the inequality(*), in particular

0<vyp < AJ‘ .
Hard Lefschetz Qj[A;] — L impliesQ;[A; —2i] — L for all i =0,--- ,A;. For
i = vy < Aj, therefore
QjAj—2vx] =Qj[-w]—L.

Notice #°(Qj[—vL])o # 0, sinceQ; is a monoidal perverse sheaf angl = vp = v,..

By lemma 1, part 5 there is a unique (shifted perverse) domesti inL =
2 x 2 with the property#°(Qj[—vi])o # 0, namely#[-v]. HenceQj[—v,] =
P]|—vz] or Qj[Aj] = Z[+vx]. SOA; = vy, in particulary, =2vy —Aj = vap.

This proves

17



Lemma 5. For a monoid#? on X we havevy,» = vy, All (shifted perverse)
constituent®;j[A;] — &« & attached to a minimal (shifted perverse) constituent
RAi] — £« 2 are isomorphic to?[+v»] = Zp[A;] and minimal.

For X consider the irreducible monoidal perverse sheawesn X with the
propertyvs < dim(X). Let v, (X) be the maximum of all suchs. If vy = v, (X)
holds, we call#? amaximalmonoid onX.

Corollary 3. For a maximal irreducible monoid” on a simple abelian variety
with 2 x 2 = @; B[] either #p = & holds, or #p = 5;5‘ for some characteg;.

Proof. ForL = £+ 22 we have showw, = v4,» = v». Hence, for maximal
2 there are no (shifted perverse) constituents 127 « 22 with degreeve > v
except forp = 5;3‘ by lemma 1, part 2. Hence eveB is either translation-
invariant undeixX, or vp = v, = v_is minimal inL. So we apply Lemmia5. O

Corollary 4. For monoidsZ?;, &, with degrees/; < v, on an abelian variety
with 22, ¢ 22, the convolution. = 22, x 22, has minimal degree, > (v + v;)/2.

Proof. We apply corollary P for the group law: X x X — X andK =P =
P X P with vk = v+ v andL = Q= a*(K) = P1x Py = @iel R[AJ Assume our
assertion does not hold, i.e. suppoge< (vi+ vp)/2. This impliesv, < v, (*¥).
By corollary[2, for any constituer[A],i € | with vp = v = mini; vp there is a
monoidal constituer®;[A;] in L so thatA\; = vk — vi. = v1 +vo—v. The inequality
(*) impliesA; > 0. HenceQj[Aj] — L andA; > 0, by the Hard Lefschetz Theorem,
also impliesQ;[A; —2i] — L for all i =0,..,A;. Fori := Aj, this gives the following
constituent ot.:

Qj[—Aj] = QjvL — v1— V2] = Qj[~VL][2vL —v1— Vo] — L.

By corollary[2 we know tha@; is a monoid withvg, = vi.. So from the above we
conclude
Qj[—vg][2vL —vi—Vvo] — L.

#°(Qj[—Vvg,)) is a skyscraper sheaf with nontrivial stalkosnd.#°( 2, « 2,)0#
oif and only if 22, = 22 by [BN]; furthermores#3( 2, « #,)o = 0for a> 0. Since
2y = 2, (Lemmd.B), by our assumption®, ¥ #2). Hence2v, — v; — v, must be
> 0. A contradiction. O

Corollary 5. For maximal monoids?;, 2, on an abelian varietx with 22, % 22,
the convolutionz?, x £, is translation invariant.
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Similarly one obtains

Corollary 6. For irreducible perverse sheaveg,K, on an abelian varietyx
with degreesy, = vk, = v (X), all simple constituentg[A;] of K; « K, are either
translation-invariant undek, or #p =~ Py, =~ .

Also

Corollary 7. For maximal irreducible monoids?;, 2, on a simple abelian vari-
ety X with 2, % 22, assumeZ?, « 2, # 0. Thend?[2v. (X) — dim(X)] < 2, x 2,
for some charactey.

Isogenies We now discuss the behaviour of monoids with respect tdopak
and push forward under isogeniesX — Y.

Corollary 8. Suppos« is an irreducible monoidal perverse sheafXmith finite
stabilizerH = {x e X | T(K) 2 K}. Then for the isogeny: X — X/H the direct
imageL = 7.(K) is L = @, Py for a monoidP on X/H with trivial stabilizer
andvp = vk. Furthermorek = it (Py) for all x € H*. If the monoidK has trivial
stabilizerH, then for any isogenyr: X — Y the perverse shedf= m.(K) is an
irreducible monoidal perverse sheaf grwith trivial stabilizer and the property
VL = WK.

Proof. LetK be a monoid oX with finite stabilizeH, f : X —Y be an isogeny
with f(H) = 0. Sincemis finite, L = m.(K) = Rm.(K) is a semisimple perverse
sheafL # 0. By corollary[1, all summands; of L = ;R satisfy vp = v(K),
vL = min(vp) = vk. By corollary[2, at least one constituet= Q;) of L is a
monoid withvp = vk.

By the semisimplicity ol. and adjunction
0# Homp(P.L) = Homp(P, 72, (K)) = Homp (17" (P),K) ,
Therefore there exists an exact sequence of perverse shmaxe
0—-U—-mP)—-K—=0

because any nontrivial morphisni(P) — K to the irreducible perverse shegaf
is an epimorphism. Since is finite, the functorm, is exact. Sincer, *(P) =
Dyekem(m Py, WE get an exact sequence of perverse sheaves on

0—-»mU)— & P—L—0.
xeKern(m)*
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ThusL has at mostKern(m)* irreducible perverse constituents, and as twists
of the monoidP all of them are monoids of the same degrge Hence the
number of irreducible constituents afis dim(2#~(L)o). Since.#~Y«(L)g =
Drekernm 7€~ (K)x, In the case of the second assertion wedjat 7~ (L)o) =
dim(Z % (K)o) = 1 by s#~ Y (K)x = 0 for x# 0. So the second assertion fol-
lows immediately, since#V«(L) = &. For the first assertion the assumption
#H = #Kern(m)* implies dim(2#~Y(L)o) = #H. ThereforeL has#H irreducible
constituents. Therefore.(U) =0, and henc® = 0 andK = rr*(P). O

Corollary 9. Supposert: X — Y is a separable isogeny arklis an irreducible
monoidal perverse sheaf ahwith pullbackL = m*(K). Then there exists an irre-
ducible monoidal perverse sheifwith ve = vk such thatL is isomorphic to the
direct sum of translate§; (F), wherex runs over the cosets #fern(m)/Kerng ()
for Kerne(mm) = {x € Kern(m) | T,/(F) = F}. FurthermoreK, = K holds for all x
whose pullbacly o i (77) with respect to the isogeriy: X /Kerne (1) — Y becomes
trivial.

Proof. By etale descent one can show for an irreducible perversafghe P
that the pullback = r*(K) is a semisimple perverse sheaf and that the translations
T¢ for x € Kern(m) act transitively on its simple constituents. Herce ;K
for irreducible perverse sheaves Obviously u(K) = vg < u(F). Notice that
(L) = ' (K) = @, Ky implies . (F) = Ky for somey. Sinceu(F) = u(m.(F)),
thereforevk < u(R) = p(m(R)) = pu(Ky) = vk and this impliesu(F) = vk. Hence
Ve < w. Butm.(F) =K, impliesvg = vk, by corollary(1. Henceu(F) = vg = v
for all i. This shows that alF; are extremal and therefore= T;(F) holds for
certainx € X, whereF is the unique constituent af = *(K) with the property
HV(F)o = (L) = # (K)o = A. In particularF is a monoidal perverse
sheaf orX andL is a direct sum of translates Bf This proves the first assertions.

SinceF is invariant under translation byerne:(m), F descends to a perverse
sheaf orX /Kerne (1) in the sense that = p*(F) holds forp: X — X /Kerne () and
F is a constituent oft*(K). ThenKerng(77) = 0. We may therefore replaceby f,
So for the remaining statement we can asserex (1) = 0 without restriction of
generality. Then. = @,cxernm Tx (F) and hencer.(L) = #Kern(m) - 7i.(F). On the
other handr.(L) = @ yckem(n Ky- Both together imply thak, = K holds for all
characterg for which x o 5 (77) becomes trivial. O

By the adjunction formul&nd(L) =Hom(K, @, Ky) for L = " (K) = @, T, (F),
we also conclude thaf x | K=K, }-#{xec Kern(m) | T,/ (F) = F} =#Kern(m). Here
X runs over all characters @i (Y,0), whose restriction teg (X,0) becomes trivial.
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Quasi-idempotents We either work inD, or in a hereditary localizatioby
of D for some hereditary clags as in [KrW], of course possiblpy = D. Then
Homp, (P,Dy>°) = 0 for the image of som® < P in Dy. For the notation and
further details we refer to [KrW].

Assumptions For a fixed integed, let H* always denote graded-vector
spaces with the property' = 0 for |i| > d. Suppose
PX)CP
is a class of simple objects closed under Tannaka dualitis tat inD

K.LeEP(X) = KxL = (D H(K,.LLR)®AR & T
iel
for complexes in Ny andR in P(X). Here we assume thBt# P; holds fori # j.
By our assumptiorti!(K,L,R) = 0 for |i| > d.
Lemma 6. Assume® € P(X) and.#~9(P)q # 0. Supposé[—d] — K«P forK,L ¢
P(X) butK,L ¢ N. ThenK =L.

Proof. By assumptiorHomy,, (K * P,L[—d]) # 0, and by rigidity this implies
Homp,, (P, KY xL[—d]) # 0. Now, sinceK" «L[—d] = P H*(KY,L,R) @A R[—d] isin
(@i P) ®Dy>° for somel ¢ P(X) (with multiplicities) again by our assumptions,
we obtainHomy, (P, @R ) # 0. HenceHomp, (P,R) # 0 for somei € I, and
alsoHomp(P,R) # 0 by [KrW, lemma 25] for the simple objec®® andPR in P.
So, PR = P are isomorphic as perverse sheaves. By the hard Lefsclesireth,
this defines inD a retractP[—d] = R[—d] — H*(KY,L,R) ®A B — K" xL. Since
AO(P[—d])§ # 0, we getHomp(L,K) = Homp (K x L, &) = #°(KV xL); # 0 and
this impliesk = L. O

For the next lemm@, for arbitraryK,P,L € P(X) we assume in addition

H 9(K,PL)=0 — H*(K,P,L)=0.
Lemma 7. For P € P(X) assume#’~9(P)o # 0. Then fork € P(X)
K«P=H*(K,PK)@rK  (inDy).
For monoidsP € P(X) not inN with vp = d, we getdimy(H—9(P,P,P)) = 1 and
P+xP=H*(P,P,P)®AP;

furthermore forK € P(X) either H*(K,P,K) = H*(P,P,P) or H*(K,P,K) =0. In
particular, P« P = 0 holds inDy for all monoidsP’ ¢ P with the propertywp =d
under the assumptid? € P(X), butP’ ¢ N.
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Proof. If H*(K,P,L;) # 0, then by our assumptions~9(K,P,L;) # 0. Hence
KxP =@ H*(K,PL)®nL; for certainL; € P(X) with Lj[—d] — K «P. Hence
Li =K, by the last lemma. Sinaém,(H~9(P,P,P)) for monoidsP = & with vp =d
counts the multiplicity of22[d] as a summaneP[d] — £2*2, this multiplicity is one
by lemma 1.6) and?s = & (lemma 4). NowH*(K,P.K)@xK) «P= (K*P) %P =
Kx (PxP) = H*(P,PP)@aKx*P in Dy. ForK «P # 0 this impliesH*(K,P, K) =
H*(P,P,P). ForK =P andPxP # 0in Dy, we getP«P = H*(P,P,P) @5 P =
H*(P,P,P)@xP. Indeed P satisfies the same conditionsRsso the roles oP
andP’ can be interchanged. A comparison in degréagivesP = P'. O

Remark. In the above settin@ = %« impliesH*(K,P,K) # 0.

Quasi-idempotent complexes For givenL = @;__, Lj[—i] with semisimple
perverse sheavesfor —r <i <r assume

1. L=LYandL_, =L, #0.
2. LxL=H*-Lfor prg: HY = A[—d] andH' = 0 for |i| > d.
3. There exists a commutative diagram with morphisms in énveld category

~

LVxL —~= LxL

H®*®aAL

pfdl

HioAL = L[—d]

|

%

eval

ThenH is selfdual andH*9 = A. Sinces#*(L" xL)o = H*(X,D(L) ®%L), by condi-
tion 2
H®* @A #°(L)o =2 H*(X,D(L) ®aL)

and both sides are independent of character twists, i.e.oiohange whem is
replaced by . Furthermore.y = L_; =L, by condition 1. Furthermorg; « L, =
L/ =L, # 0, since otherwise the evaluatienal, = 0, and this impliesd,, =0 and
hencelL, = 0 by rigidity.

SinceL, L, # 0, by the hard Lefschetz theoretH' (L <L) # 0 for somei > 2r.
HenceLxL = H* @ L implies2r <i <d+r orr <d. Letv_ denote the minimum
of all vc for an irreducible perverse constituehiof somelL;. For the perverse
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amplitudea(L;,L;) of L xL; and forC — L; =~ L we havevc < a(Lj,L;). Furthermore
a(Lj,Li) +2i <d+r by condition 2. Hencec < a(Lj,L;) <d+r —2i. Fori =r this
impliesve < d—r, and hencey. <vc <d-r. Therefore

r <d-v_.

The morphisnevat = evaly; for the direct summan@” +C =Cl[i] «C[i] — L' xL is
obtained by restriction adval . Hence, by condition 3 there exists a commutative
diagram

Pcl-vc] 2 Pi[Aj —d]
0o

for some shifted irreducible summaRg— L_,
Pi[Aj]—L.

Then—vec < Aj—d andA;—d < —u(Pj) < —vp, or otherwisea or b is zero and
henceC = 0. Forb#0, alsovp < u(Pj) <d—Aj < vc. For minimalC, i.e. ve = v,
this implies the equalitiess = u(P;) = d —A; = vc = vi.. The first equality gives
Zc = Pj, henceP; is a minimal monoid. The last equality giveés=d— v, hence
r < A; from the inequalityr < d— v above. Since by our assumptioig| <,
thereforeA; = r so thatPj[A;] < L_,[r]; in other words

Pb—L, , r+v=d.

Thus we found a multi-map from minimal constitue@ts L to perverse minimal
monoidal constituents; in L_,. On the other handly ~L_, = L,, so forC in
Ly 2L, we getZc[—vc] — CYxC — L, xL,. On the other hand we foung <
a(Ly,Ly) <d-r, so by the resul — r = v, from above this impliesc < v,. Hence
all perverse constituengsof L, are minimal, and

a(Lr,Lr) — V|_ .

We claim that this implies that all perverse constituents gf(and hence of,)
are monoids and that., is multiplicity free.

Proposition 2. Under the assumptions 1)-3) dn= @{__, Li[-i], the two top
and bottom perverse sheaves= L , = @;m; - K; are multiplicity free perverse
sheaves, i.em; = 1 holds. Furthermore all the constitueris are monoidal per-
verse sheaves withy =d—r =v,.
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Proof. RecallLY, 2L, ~L_,. Thereforem(K) =m(K") holds for the multiplic-
itiesm(K) andm(K") of K andK" in L_,. So, form; = m(K;)

EB mf Py, vk, +2r] — EB mJZ-KJ-V[r]*K,-[r] — L_f[r]*L_[r] = LxL=H*®AL.
j j
All Kjin L_, are minimal, as shown already. Henge = v, andv, +2r =d+r
implies
EB mf-L@Kj — H*[—d] ®aL[-r] .
j

Therefored; mé- 2 — H9@AL_, 2L_, and zj.%i:k@mjz <m(Z). Since we
already know thakK € L., implies 2 = % € L., thereforen(#?) = 1 follows and
m; = 0 for all K; which are not monoids. O

Cohomology For irreducibleK € Pery(X), define.(K) as the set of char-
actersy such thatH*(X,Ky) # HO(X,Ky). For x € .#(K) defineh,(K) to be the
maximali such thatH'(X,Ky) # 0. By the hard Lefschetz theoreRi(X,K,) =0
holds for|i| > hy (K) andh, (K) = hy(K") > 0.

ForK € E(X) the propertyH*(X,K,) = H%(X,Ky) is equivalent ta1*(X,Ky) =0,
using the preservation of the Euler characteristic underaztter twists. Hence for
vk > 0 this showsy € .7 (K) iff H*(X,Ky) # 0. Therefore« [+vk] — K*K" and
K[:l:VK] — K x Py Imply

(i >0 — 7 (2)=7(K)|.

Furthermorehy (2«) + vk < hy(K) +hy(KY) and hy(K) + vk < hy(K) + hy (%)
imply

vk < hx('@K) fOfXGy(K) .

Puthy (K) = vk +e,(K), then for ally € .7(K) we obtain the inequalities

0 < e(HPk) <2-eK)|.

Relative case For a homomorphisni : X — Y we defineh)f((K), for all x
such thatRf.(K,) # 0, to be the maximal integerfor which PH'(Rf.(Ky)) # 0.
SinceHX(X,Ky) = @i, j—«H'(X,PHI(B,Rf.(Ky)) by the decomposition theorem,
we obtain

hy(K) = mjax(j+h(ij(Rf*(KX)))
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where the maximum is taken now over auch thafH!(Rf.(Ky)) # 0. Here we
write h(F) := hy(F) for the trivial characteyx = 1. If Rf.(K,) # 0is perverse, then
hy(K) = h(Rf.(Ky)). For allx € .#(K)

hy(K) < dim(Kern(f))+ hx(@ PHI(RT.(Ky))) -

Let P =K be an irreducible monoidal perverse sheafxoandf : X — Y be
a homomorphism. Then for every irreducible constitu@{i\;] of L = Rf.(P)
with perverseQ; we haveh(P) > h(Qj) + as(Qj) > h(Qj) + Aj, whereas(Q) =
max{A|Q[A] — L} for a perverse shea. On the other hand by theordm 1 for
every constituen®[A;] — L there exists some irreducible perverse st@gaivith
Qj[Aj] — L andvp — Aj < vp. For this particulaQ;[Aj] we concludesp < A + vp.
Now —vp > —Aj — vp together withh(P) > h(Q;) + A; gives the estimate(P) =
h(P) — vp > h(Qj) — vp. If R is chosen minimal, the; = 9%, by corollary[2.
Thereforee(Q;) = h(Q;) — vg, = h(Qj) — vp. So corollary P implies

Lemma 8. For a monoidal perverse sheRfon X and a homomorphisrh: X —Y
there exists a monoidal perverse sh@dnY such thatQ[ve — v ] — L = Rf,(P)
holds ande(Q) < e(P). FurthermoreQ|ve — v, ] is @ minimal constituent ak f,.(P).
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