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LAGRANGIAN COBORDISM FUNCTOR IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF
THEORY 1

WENYUAN LI

ABSTRACT. Let At be Legendrian submanifolds in the cosphere bundle T**° M. Given
a Lagrangian cobordism L of Legendrians from A_ to Ay, we construct a functor ®7 :
Shi, (M) — Shi _(M)®c_, (.a_)C-+ (2 L) between sheaf categories of compact objects
with singular support on At and its right adjoint on sheaf categories of proper objects,
using Nadler-Shende’s work. This gives a sheaf theory description analogous to the La-
grangian cobordism map on Legendrian contact homologies and the right adjoint on their
unital augmentation categories. We also deduce some long exact sequences and new ob-
structions to Lagrangian cobordisms between high dimensional Legendrian submanifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and Background. A contact manifold is a (2n + 1)-dimensional man-
ifold Y together with a maximally nonintegrable hyperplane distribution £ C TY, and a
Legendrian submanifold is an n-dimensional submanifold A C Y such that {|y C T'A. As-
sume that £ C TY is defined by the kernel of a 1-form a € Q(Y) called the contact form
(this is equivalent to saying that the contact structure is coorientable). Given a contact
form «, the Reeb vector field R,, is the vector field such that

a(Ry) =1, t(Ry)da = 0.

Contact manifolds (resp. Legendrian submanifolds) naturally arise as boundaries of exact
symplectic manifolds (X, d\) (resp. exact Lagrangian submanifolds L C X where \|;, = df7)
from the point of view of symplectic field theory [20]. In particular, in the symplectization
(Y x R,,d(e"a)) of the contact manifold (Y, ker «v), following [20, Section 2.8], Chantraine
[7] and Ekholm [12], for instance, considered the category of Lagrangian cobordisms.

Definition 1.1. The category of Lagrangian cobordisms Cob(Y'), has objects being Legen-
drian submanifolds A C'Y and morphisms Hom(A_, Ay) being exact Lagrangian submani-
folds L C (Y x R,,d(e"a)) with e"a|r, = dfr, such that

LN (Y x(—o0,—1)) =A_ X (=00, —7), LN(Y X (r,4+00)) = At X (r,+00).

for some r > 0, and the primitive fr, is a constant on A_ X (—oo,—r) and Ay X (r,400).
We call such an L a Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to A,.

Remark 1.1. Compositions in Cob(Y') are defined by concatenating Lagrangian cobordisms.
We will denote the concatenation of Ly € Hom(Ag, A1) and L1 € Hom(A1,A2) by LoU L.

Under certain conditions on (Y, ker a) (for example, when Y has no closed Reeb orbits or
when it has an exact symplectic filling) previous works in this field considered a dg algebra
called Legendrian contact homology/Chekanov-Eliashberg dg algebra A(A) associated to a
Legendrian submanifold A generated by Reeb trajectories starting and ending on A [9,16].
We consider the version Ac_, (,2)(A) that is a dg algebra over the dg algebra C_.(Q.A)
where Q. A is the based loop space of A [18]. Following [12,17], a Lagrangian cobordism L
from A_ to A, is expected to induce a homomorphism

70 A a)(A4) = Ao a)(A-) ®c_ .-y C—x(Q2:L).
1
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The representations of Ac_ (q,a)(A) over k are called augmentations. Given an augmenta-
tion e : Ac_,(,.a_)(A-) =k, its restriction

elo @) C—x(WA-) = k

defines a rank 1 local system 6y € Hom(Co(QA_);k) = HY(A_;k*). For any rank 1
local system 87, € Hom(Co(QL); k) = H'(L;k*) that restricts to 65 on A_, we are able
to define the induced augmentation on A

@7 (e~,0L)
er =Pp(e—,00) : Ac_a.np(Ay) == Ao ) (A2) ®c_ .a_) C—a (L) —5 k

(see [50] for the case of Legendrian knots).

For augmentations of A(A) and respectively Ac_, (o, )(A), Bourgeois-Chantraine [3] de-
fined a non-unital As-category Aug_(A), while Ng-Rutherford-Sivek-Shende-Zaslow [48]
defined a (strictly) unital A..-category Augy(A) for Legendrian knots in Rg’tdl. A La-
grangian cobordism L from A_ to Ay is expected to induce a functor between the corre-
sponding augmentation categories

Pp 0 Augy(A-) X Loct(A-) LOCI(L) — Augy(A),

where Loc!'(—) stands for rank 1 local systems.

In comparison, in recent years microlocal sheaf theory has also shown to be a powerful
tool in symplectic and contact geometry [6,42,47,55,57,58,63]. The category of proper
sheaves with singular support on A is understood to be certain infinitesimal Fukaya cat-
egory of Lagrangians asymptotic to A considered by Nadler-Zaslow [47], and in Rg’td Ng-
Rutherford-Sivek-Shende-Zaslow proved that the unital augmentation category Augy(A)
of the Chekanov-Eliashberg dg algebra is a sheaf category consisting of microlocal rank 1
(i.e. simple) objects [48]

ShL(R2)o =~ Augs ()

(in higher dimensions, some results have also been obtained [5,27,53]).

At the same time, for Weinstein manifolds X with skeleton ¢y and a Legendrian subman-
ifold in the contact boundary A C 0-X, Ganatra-Pardon-Shende [24] showed the equiva-
lence between the microlocal sheaf category on the Lagrangian skeleton and the partially
wrapped Fukaya category (defined in [61] and [26])

,LLShgquXR(CX UA x R) ~ PerfW(X, A)Op.

According to a conjecture by Sylvan [24, Section 6.4] and Ekholm-Lekili [18], and works by
Ekholm-Lekili [18], Ekholm [14] and Asplund-Ekholm [2], when X is a subcritical Weinstein
manifold (a Weinstein 2n-manifold with no index-n critical points), then it is also expected
that

Perf W(X, A) ~ Perf AC_*(Q*A) (A)

where Ac_, (o,a)(A) is equipped with C_(£2.A)-coefficients. Therefore one may expect to
construct a Lagrangian cobordism functor between microlocal sheaf categories.

1.2. Main Results. In this paper we construct a Lagrangian cobordism functor between
microlocal sheaf categories of compact objects, and its right adjoint functor between mi-
crolocal sheaf categories of proper objects, using the result of Nadler-Shende [46]. Our
construction is independent of Floer theory and symplectic field theory.

IThe + signs come from the fact that Aug_(A) can be defined using small negative Reeb pushoffs of A,
while Augy (A) is defined using positive pushoffs of A. Following [18, Section 1.2], Aug4 (A) should be under-
stood as augmentations of A(A) while Aug, (A) should be understood as augmentations of Ac_ (., a)(A).
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Definition 1.2. Let (X,d\) be an exact symplectic manifold with ideal contact boundary
00X . Let the Liouville vector field Zy be defined by 1(Zy\)dA = X\, which we assume to
be transverse to the ideal contact boundary. X is a (finite type) Weinstein manifold if
there is a proper Morse function f on X such that Zy is a gradient-like vector field. Write
Xe = f7Y((~o0,c]). Then the skeleton of X is

ex = J ez (Xo).
ce€R 2>0

Remark 1.2. Throughout the paper, we assume that all Weinstein manifolds X, Lagrangian
cobordisms L and Legendrian submanifolds A+ are equipped with Maslov data compatible
with respect to the inclusions [46, Section 10]. When k is a ring, it requires the first Chern
class of the Weinstein manifold 2¢1(X) = 0, the Maslov class of the Lagrangian p(L) = 0
and that of the Legendrians p(A+) = 0. When chark # 2, we need to assume in addition
that L and A+ are relatively spin.

Here is our main theorem. Recall that when we say a Lagrangian cobordism L from A_
to Ay, A4 is always the Legendrian at the convex boundary (when r € R is sufficiently
large) and A_ is at the concave boundary (when r € R is sufficiently small).

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton cx, A_; Ax C 0 X
be Legendrian submanifolds, and L C 05X X R an exact Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to
Ay. There is a cobordism functor between the microlocal sheaf categories of compact objects

®7, : pwSheeuny xr(ex UAL X R) — pShE ja_wr(ex UA- X R) ®poee(a_) Loc™(L),
and a fully faithful adjoint functor between microlocal sheaf categories of proper objects
Op: pShEun_xr(ex UA- X R) X poonn_y Loc®(L) < pShE, ., wr(ex U AL X R),

such that concatenations of cobordisms give rise to compositions of cobordism functors.
In particular, when X =T*M, there is a cobordism functor between compact sheaves

>|<L : Shfhr (M) — Sh?\, (M) ®LocC(Af) LOCC(L)a
and a fully faithful adjoint functor between proper sheaves
®p 2 ShY (M) X poea y Loc®(L) < ShY  (M).
Remark 1.3. The tensor product of categories
:U*ShSXuA_XR(CX UA_ x R) ®LOCC(A_) LOCC(L)
is defined as the homotopy push-out of the following diagram
wShe n_xr(ex UA_ X R) ¢— Loc®(A_) — Loc(L)

where the arrows are corestriction functors [44, Section 3.6] (see Section 2.5) since Loc®(A) ~
uShS (A) [30] (see Section 2.2). In particular, when X = T*M the corestriction functor

Loc®(A_) — Shi (M)
is the left adjoint to the microlocalization functor (see Section 2.2).

Remark 1.4. The category of compact local systems Loc®(A) is derived Morita equivalent
to the chains on based loop space C_(S2A), i.e. Loc(A) =~ Perf C_,(QA).

Remark 1.5. In the setting of partially wrapped Fukaya categories, the first functor is
(I)z : W(Xa A+) - W(Xa A*) ®LocC(A,) LOCC(L)‘



4 WENYUAN LI

Remark 1.6. Our result also works in the singular setting, including immersed exact La-
grangian cobordisms with vanishing action self intersection points (which lifts to immersed
Legendrians with no Reeb chords), and even subanalytic Lagrangian cobordisms between
subanalytic Legendrians satisfying the condition above (see Remark 3.2).

While the techniques in Nadler-Shende [46] will ensure the first part about existence and
full faithfulness of the functor, some techniques beyond that will be necessary when we
prove the second part that concatenations of Lagrangian cobordisms define compositions of
the functors. These parts together with invariance under compactly supported Hamiltonian
isotopies will be included in the Section 3.1 and 3.2.

When L is a Lagrangian concordance from A_ to A4, i.e. L is diffeomorphic to A_ x R,
we have in particular the following fully faithful embedding.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton c¢x, A_, Ay C
OsoX be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L C 0xxX X R be a Lagrangian concordance from
A_ to Ay. Then there is a fully faithful functor between the categories

q)L : MSh‘IC)XUA_X]R(cX UA_ x R) — MSh‘lC)XuA+><R(CX U A+ X R)
In particular, when X = T*M, there is a fully faithful functor between proper sheaves
. b b
®p 0 Shy (M) < Shy, (M).

For Lagrangian cobordisms Lg, L1 from A_ to Ay, Chantraine-Dimitroglou Rizell-Ghiggini-
Golovko [8] constructed an acyclic Cthulhu complex Cth(A4, Lo, L1) consisting of linearized
contact homologies of A+ and the Floer chain complex of Ly, L1, and hence produced a num-
ber of exact sequences. Similar to Chantraine-Dimitroglou Rizell-Ghiggini-Golovko [8], we
are able to get a series of exact triangles from a Lagrangian cobordism, most of which are
simple corollaries of the full faithfulness of our functor ®;.

Corollary 1.3 (Mayer-Vietoris exact triangle). Let X be a Weinstein manifold with sub-
analytic skeleton ¢x, and A_, Ay C 00X be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L C 0o X X R
be an exact Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to A,. Suppose there are sheaves F_,9_ €
,uShfqu_XR(cX U A_ x R) which restrict to constant local systems along A_, and their
microstalks at A_ are F,G. Denoting by

9—&- = (pL(tO}\—aFL)v g—i— = q)L(g—7GL)7

the images of F~,9~ glued with constant local systems on L with stalks F' and G, then
there is an exact triangle

L(phom(F4,94)) — T(phom(F_,9_)) @ C*(L; Hom(F,G)) — C*(A_; Hom(F,G)) RN

A flexible Weinstein manifold [10, Chapter 11] is a Weinstein manifold whose attaching
spheres of index-n critical points are all loose Legendrian submanifolds [40]. Similar to the
result in [8], we are able to prove a stronger result that any Legendrian submanifold in
the boundary of a flexible Weinstein manifold whose microlocal sheaf category of proper
objects over k = Z /27 is nontrivial does not admit a Lagrangian cap. Assuming the equiv-
alence between partially wrapped Fukaya categories and Legendrian contact homologies,
this means that any Legendrian submanifold whose contact homology over k = Z/27Z has a
proper module does not admit a Lagrangian cap.

Corollary 1.4. Let X be a flexible Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton c¢x, and
A_ C 00X be a connected Legendrian submanifold. Suppose MShlgqufo(CX UA_ x R)
contains a nontrivial object which restricts to a constant local system along A_. Then there
is no Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to @ with vanishing Maslov class.
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Remark 1.7. Since there are examples whose partially wrapped Fukaya category only has
higher dimensional representations [37,38], by the equivalence between Fukaya categories
and sheaf categories [24] and the fact that [44, Theorem 3.21] (see Section 2.5)

wShY (cx) ~ Fun®(uShe (cx)°?, Perf(k)),

cx cx
this corollary is expected to be stronger than the result in [8]. Note that there are also

examples whose Legendrian contact homology is nontrivial but has only higher dimensional
representations [59].

Remark 1.8. The assumption that the sheaf which restrict to a constant local system along
A_ is necessary. For example, the Clifford Legendrian torus Acyg discussed in Theorem
1.9 does admit a microlocal rank 1 sheaf. However, there is a Lagrangian cobordism from
Acug to a loose Legendrian sphere Agz 1o, [6, Example 4.26] (see Section 4.2), and hence
there is a Lagrangian cap by [22].

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let F_ € ,uShfqu_ «r(ex UA_ X R) be a nonzero object with stalk
at A_ being F'. Suppose there is an exact Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to @&. Then since
F_ restricts to a constant local system and the stalk F' at A_ is nonzero, it can be extended
to a constant local system on L with stalk F'. Glue .%_ with the local system Fj, and write
Fr =0 (F_,Fr). Since X is flexible, I'(uhom(F4, #,)) ~ 0. From the Mayer-Vietoris
exact triangle we know that (by setting 4. = .%_ and ¥, = .7,)

I(phom(F_, . F7_)) & C*(L; Hom(F, F)) ~ C*(A_; Hom(F, F)).
However, the fact that H°(L; Hom(F, F)) ~ H°(A_; Hom(F, F')) will force
HO (uhom(F—, 7)) = 0,
i.e. id#_ = 0, which gives a contradiction. O
Remark 1.9. The fact that flexible Weinstein domains have trivial microlocal sheaf cate-
gories follows from [24], the vanishing result for their symplectic cohomologies [41, Theorem
3.2] (using the embedding trick [22, Corollary 6.3]) and Abouzaid’s generation criterion [1].

In fact using the embedding functor [46] (see Section 2.4) we can also get a sheaf theoretic
proof of this fact.

The next exact sequence is the following, analogous to results in [8, Theorem 1.1] and
Pan [49, Theorem 1.2].

Corollary 1.5. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton cx, and A_, AL C
OsoX be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L C 00X x R be an exact Lagrangian cobordism

from A_ to Ay. Suppose there are sheaves F_,9_ € uSthuAix]R(cX UA_ x R) which

restrict to constant local systems along A_, and their stalks at A_ are F,G. Denoting by
Fr =0 (F_,Fr), 9 =P(9-,GL),

the images of F_, 9 glued with constant local systems on L with stalks F' and G, then
there is an exact triangle

T'(phom(ZF.,9,)) — T(phom(F_,9.)) — C*(L,A_; Hom(F,G))[1] 5 .

Remark 1.10. Following [49, Theorem 1.6], restricting to the subcategory uShfqu7 cr(txU

A X R)yy C ,uShfqu_XR(cX UA_ x R) of microlocal sheaves which restrict to constant
local systems along A_, the functor defined by gluing with the constant local system on L

IU/Sh’nguA_XR(cX U A_ X R)tri — ﬂShfqu+xR(cX U A+ X R)tri
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is injective on objects as long as HO(L,A_) = 0. The proof is the same as [49], where one
uses the fact that

HO(phom(F,,94,)) = H°(uhom(F_,9_))
preserves the identity.

In particular, when A_ = &, i.e. when L is an exact Lagrangian filling of A, by choosing
the constant rank 1 local system on L, we are able to get a sheaf quantization %, of L and
this recovers the Seidel isomorphism [13]. The first proof in sheaf theory when X = T*M
is obtained by Jin-Treumann [34].

Note that in contrary to [13], the proof in sheaf theory does not require W(X) or
pShE, (cx) to vanish (because the sheaf categories are always identified with Fukaya cate-
gories, but they are expected to be the Chekanov-Eliashberg dg algebra or its representations
only when the ambient manifold is flexible).

Corollary 1.6 (Nadler-Shende). Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton
cx, and Ay C 0X be a Legendrian submanifold. Let k be a ring. Let L C X be an exact
Lagrangian filling of Ay. Then there is F, € NSh?XUAerR(cX UA+ x R) such that

U(phom(Fy, #4)) =~ C*(L;k).

Proof. Pick the rank 1 constant local system on pShb (L) ~ Loc®(L). Then by Corollary
1.5 we can get the result. O

1.3. Relations with Other Works. There are at least two classes of special Lagrangian
cobordisms that appear in literature and are well studied in microlocal sheaf theory.

1.3.1. Relation with sheaf quantization of Legendrian isotopy. When there is a Legendrian
isotopy %, s € I, from Ay to Ay, it will define a Lagrangian cobordism L from A to Aq
[7; 23, Section 4.2.3]. Hence we have a fully faithful Lagrangian cobordism functor

Oy 0 ShY, (M) — ShY (M).

On the other hand, Guillermou-Kashiwara-Schapira [32] constructed a sheaf quantization
functor ¥y from a Hamiltonian isotopy given by taking convolution with an integral kernel.
We will prove the following comparison theorem in Section 3.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let A, C T**°M, s € I, be a Legendrian isotopy induced by ¢4, s € I,
with vanishing Maslov class, and L the Lagrangian cobordism from Ag to A1 coming from
the isotopy. Then for ®1 the Lagrangian cobordism functor and Vi the sheaf quantization
functor,

Oy~ Uy ShY (M) — Shy, (M).

1.3.2. Relation with sheaf quantization of Lagrangian fillings. When A_ = &, a Lagrangian
cobordism from A_ to Ay is a Lagrangian filling. Jin-Treumann [34] constructed a sheaf
quantization functor Loc®(L) — S hl}\+ (M) from any Lagrangian filling L of Ay C T**M,
that is, a fully faithful embedding

Uy": Loc’(L) < Sh}  (M).
We will show the following comparison result in Section 3.4.

Proposition 1.8. Let U C M be an open subset with subanalytic boundary, Ay = VU M
be the inward unit conormal and L the standard Lagrangian brane associated to U with
Legendrian boundary Ay. Then for ®p the Lagrangian cobordism functor and \I/JT the
Jin-Treumann sheaf quantization functor,

®p ~U{": Loc’(L) < S} (M).
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FIGURE 1. The front projection mgons @ J1(X) — ¥ x R of the Legendrian
surfaces corresponding to each planar N-graph on the top.

In fact, using Nadler-Zaslow correspondence [42,47] or Viterbo’s sheaf quantization con-
struction [65], if one can prove additionally the functoriality of ®; and \I/iT as functors
from infinitesimal Fukaya categories, then ®; =~ \I’iT for any Lagrangian filling of any
Legendrians A .

1.3.3. Other proposals of the cobordism functor. An exact Lagrangian cobordism L in Y xR
from A_ to A, can be lifted to a Legendrian cobordism L in Y x R? between Legendrians
A_ and Ay. Pan-Rutherford [51] considered for k-coefficient dg algebras (instead of loop
space coefficients) a diagram

A(Ay) = A(L) & A(AD)

and showed that this coincides with the usual dg algebra map induced by Lagrangian
cobordisms by symplectic field theory.
For the dg algebra with loop space coefficients, we thus conjecture that there is a diagram

Ac_. @A) > Ao 0.5 (L) & Ac_ 0. )y(A2) ®c_.@.a_) (L)

—x

or in the language of sheaf theory
ShiJr(M) —» Sh%(M x R) <~ Sh§ (M) ®Loce(a_) Loc(L)

that coincides with our construction here. The right adjoint functor will thus be
Shi, (M) <= Sh% (M x R) = Shi (M) X poua_y Loc’(L)

Here Sh%(M x R) — uSh%(E) =y Loc®(L) is the microlocalization functor (Section 2.2)
while Sh%(M x R) — ShY . (M) are the restriction functors?.

1.4. Applications to Legendrian Surfaces. In the past few years, Treumann-Zaslow
[64] and Casals-Zaslow [6] have developed systematic approaches to compute the number
of microlocal rank 1 sheaves over F, for certain Legendrian surfaces using flag moduli.
Combining with our fully faithful cobordism functor on proper sheaves, we will be able to
get new obstructions to Lagrangian cobordisms for these Legendrian surfaces.

First recall that Legendrian weaves [6] are Legendrian submanifolds in J!(X) that arise
from planar N-graphs. Figure 1 roughly explains locally how an N-graph corresponds to
the front projection of Legendrians.

2The author is grateful to Roger Casals and Eric Zaslow for explaining to us this alternative approach.
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FIGURE 2. On the left is the Clifford Legendrian torus and its corresponding
2-graph, and on the right is the unknotted Legendrian torus and its corre-
sponding 2-graph.

The following examples of Legendrian surfaces Ay, are considered in [11] and [54] (Ag
are the unknotted Legendrian surfaces and A4, are Clifford Legendrian surfaces). Dim-
itroglou Rizell showed that those A, ;’s admit Z/2Z-coeflicient augmentations and generat-
ing families only when k£ = 0, and hence it may not be easy to study Lagrangian cobordisms
between them when k£ > 1. However, using the Legendrian weave description, we are able
to show the following.

Theorem 1.9. Let I yppnor, I cligy be the 2-graphs in S? shown in Figure 2, and A pnjinot, A cug
the corresponding Legendrian weaves in J'(S?) C T**R3. Let Ay be the Legendrian
surface with genus g by taking k copies of Acyg and g — k copies of Aynknor- Then
(1) for any ¢ < g, there are Lagrangian cobordisms from Agy to Ay ) and also from
Ag’,k to Ang,'
(2) (Dimitroglou Rizell) for any k > 1, there are no Lagrangian cobordisms with van-
ishing Maslov class from Ngo to Ay s
(3) for any k > 1,k > 0, there are Lagrangian cobordisms L from Ay to Ag g such
that dim coker(H' (L) — H'(Agy)) > 2;
(4) for any k < k', there are no Lagrangian cobordisms L with vanishing Maslov class
from Ay to Ny such that H'(L) — H'(Ay); in particular there are no such
Lagrangian concordances.

Remark 1.11. We will see that Part (2) is a direct corollary of either [11] or [64].

Roughly speaking, the Legendrian A,y is closer to being Lagrangian fillable when £ is
smaller (in particular Ay are the only Lagrangian fillable ones). We would expect that
it is difficult to have a Lagrangian cobordism from Ay to Ay if & > k’. Our theorem
shows that, for k& > k', there are indeed obstructions for Lagrangian cobordisms to exist
from Ay to Ay assuming either (2) k =0 or (4) H'(L) — H'(A, ) is surjective. On the
contrary, as long as we assume (3) k > 1 and H'(L) — H'(A, ) is not surjective, then we
enter the world of flexibility and there are no obstructions for Lagrangian cobordisms (and
dim coker(H' (L) — H'(A4x)) can even be very small).

In earlier works, we knew that the Euler characteristic of the Lagrangian is determined by
Bennequin-Thurston numbers of the Legendrians [15]. When the Chekanov-Eliashberg dg
algebra has a k-augmentation (without loop space coefficients), then there are obstructions
on H*(L) coming from the Cthulhu complexes [8]. Our result gives new examples where
we have more precise characterization of the smooth cobordism types, in particular the
homotopy type of inclusion A_ — L. In general, it will be an interesting problem whether
certain smooth cobordism type can be realized by an exact Lagrangian cobordism.

1.5. Organization of the Paper. Section 2 will be the background of the microlocal
sheaf theory that we will need in this paper, and in particular Section 2.4 will explain
Nadler-Shende’s construction of sheaf categories of Weinstein manifolds and related results,
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which is the key technique in our main theorem. Section 3.1 and 3.2 cover the proofs of
the main theorems, and Section 3.3 and 3.4 cover the comparison results Theorem 1.7 and
Proposition 1.8. In Section 4.1 we study elementary cobordisms, and finally in Section 4.2
we prove the results for Legendrian surfaces Theorem 1.9.

1.6. Conventions. Geometric conventions: For a Weinstein domain X, 0., X is its contact
boundary. In particular, for T*M, T*° M is its contact boundary, and in the paper we will
identify it with the unit cotangent bundle. 7725 (M X R) is the subbundle of 7% (M x R)
consisting of points so that the covector coordinate in T7*R is 7 > 0. For a closed submanifold
N CM, I/}k\}OOM is the unit conormal bundle. For an open subset U C M with subanalytic
boundary, V;}f /_M is the outward/inward unit conormal bundle.

As is already mentioned at the beginning, all Lagrangians and Legendrians in this paper
are equipped with Maslov data. We say that a Lagrangian cobordism L is from A_ to Ay
if A4 is at the convex end and A_ is at the concave end.

Categorical conventions: All categories in this paper are dg categories, and all functors
will be functors in dg categories. Sh_, uSh_ are the dg categories consisting of all possibly
unbounded complexes of sheaves with prescribed (isotropic) singular support, Sh® , uSh¢
are the dg subcategories of compact objects, and Sh® , uSh® are the dg subcategories of

proper objects. They are all localized along acyclic objects.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my advisors Emmy Murphy and Eric Zaslow
for plenty of helpful discussions and comments, in particular Emmy Murphy for explaining
the general version of Lagrangian caps used in Theorem 1.9 Part (3) and Eric Zaslow for
helpful discussions on Section 1.3.3. I would like to thank Vivek Shende for explaining some
details in his work and essentially explaining the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.7, and
to thank anonymous referees for providing helpful comments and pointing out the mistakes
in Lemma 3.3. I am also grateful to Roger Casals for helpful discussions and comments on
Section 1.3.3 and Section 4.1. Finally I am grateful to Honghao Gao and Yuichi Ike for
helpful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES IN SHEAF THEORY

2.1. Singular Supports. We briefly review results in microlocal sheaf theory that we
are going to use in this paper. For the theory of category of sheaves with unbounded
cohomologies, one can refer to [60].

Definition 2.1. Let Sh(M) be the dg category of sheaves over Kk, that consists of complexes
of sheaves over k. Then Sh(M) is the dg localization of Sh(M) along all acyclic objects
(with possibly unbounded cohomologies).

Example 2.1. We denote by ks the constant sheaf on M. For a locally closed subset
1y V. — M, abusing notations, we will write

ky = iviky € Shb<M)

In particular, ky € Sh®(M) will have stalk k for x € V and stalk 0 for x ¢ V. Note that
when V — M is a closed subset, we can also write ky = iy ky .

We define the singular support of a sheaf, which is the starting point of microlocal sheaf
theory. For the microlocal theory of sheaves with unbounded cohomologies, one may refer
to [52] or [34, Section 2].
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FiGure 3. The singular support of a sheaf and the combinatoric description.

Definition 2.2. Let .% € Sh(M). Then its singular support SS(.%) is the closure of the
set of points (x,£) € T*M such that there exists a smooth function p € C*(M), p(z) =
0,dp(x) =& and
Lo-1((0,400)) (F )z # 0.

The singular support at infinity is SS*°(F) = SS(F)NT*>°M.

For A C T*M any conical subset (resp. A C T*°M any subset), let Shz(M) C

Sh(M) (resp. Sha(M) C Sh(M)) be the full subcategory of sheaves such that SS(F) C A
(resp. SS®(F) C A).

Example 2.2. Let F = krnyjo o). Then SS(F) = R" x {(z,§)[x > 0,6 =0 orz =
0,6 > 0}, SS>®(F) = V]IE“oi]Rw R = {(21,...,2,,0,0,...,0, 1)}, which is the inward
conormal bundle of R™ x R<g.

Let F = Kkpny(0,400)- Then SS(F) = R" x {(z,§)|x > 0,§ = 0 orx = 0,§ < 0},
SS®(7) = I/IE’,?(;R”A_R”JFI = {(x1,...,20,0,0,...,0,—=1)}, which is the outward conormal
bundle of R™ x Rsg.

We have the following non-characteristic deformation lemma, that will allow us to write
down explicit combinatoric models for a large class of sheaves, given the singular support
condition.

Proposition 2.1 (non-characteristic deformation lemma, [35, Proposition 2.7.2]). Let # €
Sh(M) and {Ui}icr be a family of open subsets and Zy = (-, Us\Us. Suppose that

(1) Up = U,y Us, for —oo <t < 400,

(2) U\Us Nsupp(.Z) is compact, for —oo < s <t < 400;

(3) Tanw,(F)e =0, for x € Z\Up, —00 < s <t < +o0.

Then for any t € R we have

r( U Us,y> = T(Uy, Z).

seR

Example 2.3 ([58, Section 3.3]). Suppose A = uRan _RHL C TH°R" L s the inward

conormal bundle at infinity and .F € Shy(R™*1). Then by non-characteristic deformation
lemma, F|gnyio}, F Rrx(0,400) AN F |Rnyx(—o0,0) are locally constant sheaves, and

L(R™ x {0},.7) ~T(R"™,.%) ~T(R" x [0, +00),.7).
Suppose that

th"X[O,—&—oo) = (F+)]R"><[0,+oo)7 y‘R"X(—oo,O) = (F*)R"X(—OO,O)'
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Then F is determined by the diagram (Figure 3)
F_ < F+ *N> F_|_

Here are some singular support estimates that we are going to use. Let A, B C T*M.
Then define (z,£) € A+ B iff there exists (an,an) € A, (b, Br) € B such that

an, by — 2, oy + B — g, |an - anOén’ — 0.

Let i : M — N be a closed embedding. Then for A C T*N, define (z,&) € i (A) iff there
exists (Yn, Nn, Tn,0) € A x T*M such that

TnyYn — T, 7’*7771 — 67 ‘LBn - yn|’nn| — 0.

Proposition 2.2 ([35, Theorem 6.3.1]). Let j : U < N be an open embedding, F € Sh(U).
Then

SS(j.F) C SS(F)F v _N,

where vf; _N is the inward conormal bundle of U C N.

Proposition 2.3 ([35, Corollary 6.4.4]). Leti: M — N be a closed embedding, .# € Sh(N).
Then

SS(i~ .7) C i*SS(F).

Kashiwara-Schapira proved that the singular support of a sheaf is always a coisotropic
conical subset in T*M. When the singular support of a sheaf is a subanalytic Lagrangian
subset, then it is called a weakly constructible sheaf [35, Definition 8.4.3].

In particular, for a weakly constructible sheaf %, when ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small,
the outward conormal bundle V;E:’(z), M will be disjoint from the subanalytic Legendrian
S5S5°°(.F), and thus by microlocal Morse lemma we have [35, Lemma 8.4.7]

Tz 2 T(Be(z), 7) = T(Bc(z), F).

2.2. Microlocalization and pSh. We review the definition and properties of microlocal-
ization and the sheaf of categories ©Sh, which has been introduced and studied in [35, Sec-
tion 6], [30, Section 6] or [44, Section 3.4]. This is a category that we will frequently use.
Here we follow the definition in [46, Section 5].

Definition 2.3. Let KAC T*M be a conical subset. Then define a presheaf of dg categories
on T*M supported on A to be

,uSh%re . ﬁ — ShKuT*M\ﬁ(M)/ShT*M\ﬁ(M)7

The sheafification of ,uSh%re is pShy. In particular, we write pSh = puShr«p for the sheaf
of categories on T*M.

Let Sh(x)(M) be the subcategory of sheaves % such that there exists some neighbourhood
Q of A satisfying SS(F)N QCA. For 7,9 € Sh(x)(M), let the sheaf of homomorphisms
in the sheaf of categories uShz be

phom(Z,9)|5 : Q HomuShX@)(ﬂ,g).

Write phom (% ,9) to be the sheaf of homomorphisms in uSh.
Let A C T M be a subset where T*°M is identified with the unit cotangent bundle.
Then pShy is defined by uShy = pShaxr.,|a-
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Remark 2.4. We define the sheafification in the (large) category of dg categories whose

morphisms are exact functors. When A is a conical subanalytic Lagrangian, the sheafifica-
tion takes value in the (large) category of presentable dg categories whose morphisms are
colimit preserving functors [46, Remark 6.1].

Denote by mp the natural quotient functor on the sheaf of categories, which, on the level
of global sections, induces
ma ShA(M) — uShA(A).
We call mp the microlocalization functor.
The following lemma immediately follows from the identity T'(T*M, uhom(%#,9)) =
Hom(.%,%) and the fact that supp(phom(%,9)) C SS(F)NSS(¥) [35, Corollary 5.4.10].

Lemma 2.4 ([44, Remark 3.18]). Let A C T*M be a conical subanalytic Lagrangian. Then

Shy oz (M) =5 uShy, 5 (M UR).

muil(
Remark 2.5. Note that using the invariance of uSh under contact transformations [35,
Section 7.2] and [46, Lemma 6.3], the right hand side only depends on the germ of M U A,
and can be viewed as a sheaf of categories either in M U A C T*M or in some T*®°N

through a Legendrian embedding M U A < TN (see also [46, Remark 8.25]).

Theorem 2.5 ([30, Proposition 6.6 & Lemma 6.7], [46, Corollary 5.4]). Let A C T*M be
a conical subanalytic Lagrangian. For a smooth point p = (z,§) € A C T**°M, the stalk
puShy p ~ Mod(k).

Theorem 2.6 (Guillermou [30, Theorem 11.5]). Let A C T**°M be a smooth Legendrian
submanifold. Suppose the Maslov class p(A) = 0 and A is relative spin, then as sheaves of
categories

uShy = Locy.

We define the notion of microstalks, which defines the equivalence in Theorem 2.5. Using
that we are able to define simple sheaves and pure sheaves, or microlocal rank r sheaves.

Definition 2.4. Let A C T**°M be a Legendrian submanifold. Suppose u(A) =0 and A
is relative spin. For p = (x,&) € A, the microstalk of # € Sh(M) at p is
map(F) = mp(F), € Mod(k).
F € Sha(M) is called microlocal rank r if mp p(F) is concentrated at a single degree with
rank r. When r =1 it is called simple, and in general it is called pure.
The microstalk of a sheaf can be computed explicitly as indicated by the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 2.7 (Guillermou [30, Theorem 7.6 (iv), 7.9, 8.10 & Lemma 11.4]). Let A C
T*°M be a smooth Legendrian. Suppose the Maslov class u(A) = 0 and A is relative spin.
When the front projection of A onto M is a smooth hypersurface near p and ¢ € C*(M) is
a local defining function for A, then

map(F) = Ly>0(F)z[—d(p)],
where d(p) € Z is called the Maslov potential.

Example 2.6. Suppose A = Vﬁ;’:i(o 1o0) Rt TR (which is the inward conormal

bundle of R™ x (0,+00)) and F € Shy(R"™Y). Then F is determined by

Ff%F+*N>F+
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Then for p = (0,...,0,0;0,...,0,1) € A we can pick ¢(x) = Xy 11, and get
]._‘9020(34\)(0’.“,0) = COI’IG(F+ — F_)[—]_] ~ TOt(F+ — F_)

One can see that the definition of the microstalk coincides with the definition of the mi-
crolocal monodromy defined by Shende-Treumann-Zaslow [58, Section 5.1], and indeed

map(F) =~ pmon(F),[—1].
Proposition 2.8 ([31, Equation (1.4.4)]). Let A C T**°M be a Legendrian submanifold.
F € Sha(M) is microlocal rank r at p € A iff
phom(ZF, F), ~ K.

2.3. Functors for Hamiltonian Isotopies. We review the equivalence functors coming
from a Hamiltonian isotopy, constructed for sheaves Sh(M) by Guillermou-Kashiwara-
Schapira [32], and for microlocal sheaves pShy(A) by Kashiwara-Schapira [35, Section 7.2].

Deﬁnltlon 2.5. Let H :T*M x I — R be a homogeneous Hamiltonian on T*M, and Hs =
H |p*.0ops the correspondmg contact Hamiltonian on T**°M. For a conical Lagrangian A
the Lagrangian movie ofA under the Hamiltonian isotopy goH (sel) s

Rj = {(@.&,5,0)|(@,€) = @5 (0, &0) 0 = —Hy 0 0% (w0, &), (w0, ) € A} € T*(M x I).
For a Legendrian A, the Legendrian movie of A under the corresponding contact Hamilton-
ian isotopy is Ag = Ag N'T*°M.

Theorem 2.9 (Guillermou-Kashiwara-Schapira [32, Proposition 3.12]). Let Hg : T**° M X
I — R be a contact Hamiltonian on T*°M and A a Legendrian in T**°M. Then there
are equivalences

Sha(M) «= Sha, (M x I) = Shyy (r) (M),
given by restriction functors ial and ifl where ig: M X s — M x I is the inclusion. We
denote their inverses by \I!(}I and \I'}I, and Vg = z'l_l o \IJ%.
Remark 2.7 ([32, Remark 3.9]). This theorem also works for a U-parametric family of
Hamiltonian isotopies on T*°M x U — T**°M for a contractible manifold U .

For the category of microlocal sheaves uShy (A), Kashiwara-Schapira [35, Theorem 7.2.1]
showed that it is invariant under contact transformations, which are just (local) contacto-
morphisms. Nadler-Shende explained how this will imply the invariance of ©Shy(A) under
(global) Hamiltonian isotopies.

Theorem 2.10 (Nadler-Shende [46, Lemma 6.6]). Let Hs : T*°°M x I — R be a contact
Hamiltonian on T**°M and A a Legendrian in T**°M. Then there are equivalences

HShA(A) < pSha (M) S uSho ) (9 (A))

given by restriction functors ial and ifl where ig : M X s — M x I is the inclusion. We
denote their inverses by \IJ% and \Il}{, and Wi = ifl o \I'(I]{.

Proof. For any open subset 0 C T M, consider the contact movie Qg s C T (M x I)
in the time interval I5. = (s — €, s + ¢). Then i3 ! induces equivalences of categories

ShAHUQC (M X IS 6) —) Sh (AUQC)(M)a Shﬂ%,s,e(M X Is,e) l> Sh@%(gc)(M)
Since Sh(M x Is,e) = Sh(M X 1) /Shp=(mx i, (M xI), we get an equivalence of presheaves

b lim pSH (Qus.e) = SRS ) (03 ()),

e—0
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where the left hand side is the pull back of a presheaf, since Qg 5. (e > 0) form a neigh-
bourhood basis of ¢f,(€2). Therefore, after sheafification, we can get an equivalence given
by the pull back

is s S (3 (A) = wShys (a)(@ir(A))-
Then, since uShY " (U s.e) = pShY (U v ), we also know that uShY " forms a presheaf

that is locally constant in the I direction (along contact movies of points). Since I is
contractible, we can conclude that there is an equivalence given by the restriction

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 2.8. One can show that the theorem also works for a U-parametric family of
Hamiltonian isotopies for a contractible manifold U, following Remark 2.7.

Remark 2.9. From our proof, one may notice that there is a commutative diagram

1

Shag (M x I) ——> Shys (r)(M)

o]

11Sha (M) —— 1Shgs () (9 (A)).

2.4. Sheaf Quantization of Weinstein Manifolds. In this section we state the series
of results by Nadler-Shende [46], which will be the main ingredients of our constructions.

Basically they are able to embed the Weinstein manifold (X, d\) into the contact bound-
ary of some cotangent bundle and thus construct a microlocal sheaf category uShe, (¢x)
from the Lagrangian skeleton c¢x of X. Moreover, they are able to construct functors with
respect to Liouville inclusions and homotopies that are fully faithful.

First of all, let us recall their construction of the microlocal sheaf category puShe, (¢x)
for any Weinstein manifold X with subanalytic skeleton cx ([46, Section §]).

Remark 2.10. It is explained in [24, Section 7.7] how to make the Lagrangian skeleton
cx of a Weinstein manifold X subanalytic. Namely any Weinstein manifold admits some
Weinstein structure with a subanalytic skeleton.

Gromov’s h-principle [21, Theorem 12.3.1] enables us to embed the contactization of the
Weinstein manifold (X x R, ker(dt — \)) into the contact boundary of a higher dimensional
cotangent bundle 7%°°N, as long as (1) dim7*N > dim X + 2 and (2) there is a bundle
map U, : TX X TR — T(T**°N) covering a smooth embedding f : X x R < TN such
that ¥y = df and ¥q|px xR is a symplectic bundle map into the contact distribution {70 .
The second condition is purely algebraic topological. For example, N = R™ for sufficiently
large m, this is satisfied as long as X is stably polarizable [56].

Consider the symplectic normal bundle vx . g(T*°N) of X x R «— T**N. Assume
that by choosing dim T*N > 0 to be sufficiently large, we can find a Lagrangian subbundle
(X XR), C vxxr(T™*°N) by choosing a section ¢ of the Lagrangian Grassmannian of the
normal bundle vxxg(7T**°N), as in [46, Lemma 9.1]. This is a null homotopy of

X xR — BU — BLGr

(where BLGr is the classifying space of the stable Lagrangian Grassmannian). Let the
Legendrian thickening of ¢x be

X0 = (X X R)olcy x{0}-
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Definition 2.6. The microlocal sheaf category on a Weinstein manifold X, with a chosen
section o in the stable Lagrangian Grassmannian, is defined by

,uSth = /‘LSth,a |CX x{0}-

Remark 2.11. Nadler-Shende showed that this microlocal sheaf category is independent
of the Lagrangian skeleton and the contact embedding we choose. It does depend on the
thickening because that is determined by the section in Lagrangian Grassmannian.

Remark 2.12. More generally, the existence of a section in the stable Lagrangian Grass-
mannian can be relaxed to simply the existence of a section o : X x R — BPic(k)|x g,
which is classified by Maslov data [46, Definition 10.6], i.e. a null homotopy

X xR — B?Pic(k),

and the microlocal sheaf category can be defined by a_l,uSthic(k)‘CX. The Maslov data for

ring spectrum coefficients are carefully studied by Jin [33] and [46, Section 11]. When k is
a ring, this is ensured as long as 2¢1(X) = 0.

Therefore, from now on we will always assume the existence of a section in the Lagrangian
Grassmannian of the stable normal bundle without loss of generality.

Given a Weinstein subdomain U C X equipped with Maslov data, let ' = X\ — df be
the Liouville form on X such that the Liouville flow Zy/ is transverse to 0,,U, and ¢y the
skeleton of U under the Liouville flow Zy,. Then the primitive f|y : U — R determines the
Legendrian lift of the skeleton ¢y in X x R being ¢y = {(z, f(x))|z € cy}. Define

uSlhz, = nShe,

(7|AC'U'

In particular, when U = T* L is a Weinstein subdomain, we write L for the Legendrian lift
of L and consider pShy. It will be natural to construct an embedding functor

,uSh;U (EU) — /LSth (Cx).

Nadler-Shende’s main result is about constructing such an embedding functor and proving
its full faithfulness. When U = T™* L, this realizes exact Lagrangian submanifolds L. C X as
objects in the microlocal sheaf category.

Definition 2.7 (Nadler-Shende [46, Definition 2.9]). Let A¢c, A; C Y (€ € R) be two families
of subsets in a contact manifold. ACvA/g are gapped if there exists € > 0, so that for any
¢ € R there are no Reeb chords connecting A with A’C with length shorter than e.

Theorem 2.11 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 8.3 & 9.7]). Consider a subanalytic Leg-
endrian Ay C X x R, which is either compact or locally closed, relatively compact with
cylindrical ends. Let go% : X xR = X xR be a contact isotopy for ¢ € (0,1] conical near
the cylindrical ends. Let Ag C X x R x (0,1] be the Legendrian movie of cp% and Ap be
the closure of A in X x R x [0,1]. Let Ag = Ag N (X x R x {0}) C X xR be the set of
limit points of @%(Al) as ¢ — 0.

Assume that for some contact form on X x R, the family @%(Al) (¢ € (0,1]) is self
gapped. Then there is a fully faithful functor

uShAl <A1> — ,u,ShAO (Ao)

In particular, when U C X is a Weinstein subdomain (with Liouville complement),
consider the Liouville vector field Z) on (X, d\) defined by

U(Z))dX = .
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The Liouville flow of Z) for negative time will compress ¢y onto ¢x as z — —oo. The
Liouville flow on X extends to a contact flow ¢7 in X x R with

dp%/dz =10/0t + Z),

and thus we can consider the Legendrian movie of ¢y under the flow. The theorem then
gives a fully faithful embedding of microlocal sheaves on ¢ to sheaves on lim,_, % (cy) C
cx x {0}. Write ¢<Z = 8%, Applying the flow ¢ (2 € (—o0,0]) or gb% (¢ € (0,1]), we have
[46, Section 8.2]

pShey (ev) = pShiim, . o3 @) (UM 2 —scpZ (€0))
= MShlimg_,O ¢<Z(zU)(hm ¢—0 ¢Cz(EU)) — pShey (cx)

For the proof of the theorem, consider a contact embedding X xR < T*°°N and choose
a Lagrangian section (X x R), C vxxr(T*°°N). One can pull back the contact form and
the contact isotopy via the projection vy r(T*>°N) — X x R. Then gofq(Al,o-) (¢ €(0,1))
is self gapped iff @%(Al) (¢ € (0,1]) is. Hence one can replace X x R in the theorem by
TH*N.

The proof consists of two steps. First, we need to construct a fully faithful embedding
from pSha(A) back to Sh(N) where we have Grothendieck’s six functors; second, we need
to construct a fully faithful functor between subcategories of Sh(N).

Here is the first step, called antimicrolocalization. Similar constructions for A C J1(M)
with the standard Reeb flow have been obtained by Guillermou [30, Section 13-15]. In
wrapped Fukaya categories, this is called the stop doubling construction [25, Example 8.7].

Definition 2.8. Let A C T*°N be a subanalytic Legendrian with cylindrical end OA, i.e. a
contact embedding

(T*(U % (~1,1)) x R, 8A x [0,1)) < (T*N, A).

Let ps (s € R) be some Reeb flow on T**°N. For OArs x [0,1) C T*(U x (—1,1)) x R,
connect the ends 0Nt by a family of standard cusps OA x <. Then

(A, ON)F = A_sUA U (OA x <).

Theorem 2.12 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 7.28]). Let A C TN be a subanalytic
Legendrian, which is either compact or locally closed, relatively compact with cylindrical
ends. Let c be the shortest length of Reeb orbits starting and ending on A. For e < ¢/2, the
microlocalization functor

Shinonyz(N)o = pSha_ (A—e)
admits a right inverse. Here the subscript 0 means the subcategory of objects with 0 stalk
away from a compact set.

By applying the antimicrolocalization functor, we now only need to construct a functor
in Sh(N). Namely we consider the nearby cycle functor and show that it is fully faithful
in our setting. This full faithfulness criterion is proposed by Nadler [43] and proved for
families of Legendrians by Zhou [66, Proposition 3.2].

Definition 2.9. For a fibration m : N x B — B, let the projection of the cotangent bundle
to the fiber be Il : T*(N x B) — T*(N x B)/n*T*B. For .# € Sh(N x B), the singular
support relative to m is

SS:(F) =11(SS(Z)).
Theorem 2.13 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 5.1)). Let % ,9 be weakly constructible sheaves
on N x [-1,0) U (0,1]. Write j : N x [-1,0) U (0,1] - N x [-1,1] and i : N x {0} —
N x [-1,0) U (0,1]. Suppose



LAGRANGIAN COBORDISM FUNCTOR IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY I 17

(1) §5%(F),85%(¢) NmpT*([-1,0) U (0,1]) = &;
(2) The family of pairs SSP(.F),SS°(4) are gapped for some contact form.
Then we have a natural isomorphism
LG A om(joF,5.9)) = Hom (i §.F,i71j.9).
Finally, instead of considering the whole category Sh(IN), we need to restrict to the sub-

categories Shiy, gp)=(N) and Ship, gpq)= (V). Therefore we need the following estimate,
which follows from Proposition 2.2 and 2.3 [35, Theorem 6.3.1 & Corollary 6.4.4].

Lemma 2.14 ([46, Lemma 3.16]). For .# € Sh(N x (0,1}), denoting j : N x (0,1] —
N x[-1,1] and i : N x {0} — N x [-1,1],

SS(i71j,.F) c TI(SS(Z)) NT*(N x {0}).

Note that by Theorem 2.10, since Ap is the Legendrian movie of A; under the flow
go% (¢ € (0,1]), we have a quasi-equivalence of categories

wSha, (Al) = MShAH (AH)
Using Theorem 2.12, 2.13 together with Lemma 2.14, Theorem 2.11 now immediately fol-
lows.

2.5. Various Microlocal Sheaf Categories. We have defined the sheaf of categories
wShp consisting of microlocal sheaves with possibly unbounded and infinite rank cohomol-
ogy. However, in general we are really dealing with either the sheaf category of compact
objects or the one of proper objects. We explain how to restrict to these categories. Most
of the discussions can be found in [44, Section 3.6 & 3.8].

Throughout the discussion, we will be considering the microlocal sheaf category puSha
on a subanalytic Legendrian (or conical subanalytic Lagrangian) subset.

Definition 2.10. For .% € pSha(U), we call it a compact object if the Yoneda module
phom(F, —) commutes with coproducts. puSh{(U) C puSha(U) is the full subcategory of
compact objects.

We know that puShy is a sheaf of categories, and in addition, for V' C U, the restriction

functor

puv : wWSha(U) — pSha(V)
preserves products and coproducts. Since it preserves products, there is a left adjoint called
the corestriction functor

puv + wWSha(V) = pSha(U).
Since pyy preserves coproducts, pfr, preserves compact objects. Hence the corestriction
functor restricts to the subsheaf of category of compact objects

P+ WSHE (V) = uShi (U).

Note that pShanu (U) = pSha(U), so this is indeed a functor on global sections of categories
pShiqy (V) = nShiqy (U).

Lemma 2.15 (Nadler [44, Theorem 3.16]). uSh§ together with the corestriction functors
form a cosheaf of categories.

On the other hand, we can consider the subcategory of proper objects.
Definition 2.11. uShS (U) is the category of proper objects in 1Sha(U) defined by
pShi (U) = Fun®(uShi (U) 7, Perf (k)),

where Fun®(—, —) is the dg category of exact functors.
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Since pSh§ is a cosheaf of categories, we know that pS hi’\ is a sheaf of categories. The
following theorem shows that uShl[’x(U ) is the equivalent to the subcategories of objects in
wSha(U) with perfect stalks.

Theorem 2.16 (Nadler [44, Theorem 3.21]). The natural pairing phom(—,—) defines an
equivalence between the category of proper objects ,uShl/’\(U) and the full subcategory of
uSha(U) of objects with perfect microstalks.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Construction of cobordism functor. In this section we construct the Lagrangian
cobordism and prove full faithfulness, which is the first part of Theorem 1.1. The proof
here will be relatively concise, yet it still includes an outline of the constructions in Section
2.4 and 2.5. The reader may find more detailed explanation in those sections.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton ¢x, A, Ay C Oso X
be Legendrian submanifolds, and L C 0 X X R an exact Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to
A . There is a cobordism functor between the microlocal sheaf categories of compact objects

®7, : wSheeun, xr(ex UAL X R) — pShE ja_wr(ex UA- X R) ®poee(a_) Loc™(L),
and a fully faithful adjoint functor between microlocal sheaf categories of proper objects
Dy uShfqufo(cX UA_ xR) X Loch(A_) Locb(L) — uShi’XquR(cX UA; x R),

Proof. Following Section 2.4, Gromov’s h-principle [21, Theorem 12.3.1] enables us to embed
the contactization of the Weinstein manifold X x R into the contact boundary of a higher
dimensional cotangent bundle T**°N.

Consider the symplectic normal bundle vx gr(T**°N) of X x R — TN, and as in
Remark 2.12 we assume that there is a Lagrangian subbundle (X xR), C vxxr(T*°°N) by
choosing a section in the Lagrangian Grassmannian of the normal bundle vx g (T"°N).
Consider the subanalytic Lagrangian skeleta cx U Ay X R and the Legendrian lifts (¢cx U
At xR) x {0} in X x R. Let the microlocal sheaf category supported on cx UA+ x R be

pShex AL xR = SR UA L xR), lex UAL xR

It is determined by X xR and the choice of a section in the stable Lagrangian Grassmannian
and is independent of the contact embedding.

Since (X, d\) is a Weinstein manifold, we may assume that X \ cx = 05X X (—00, +00)
where the Liouville flow Zy = €"9/dr. Suppose L N 05X x (—00, —rp] = A_ X (—o0, —7r().
Glue LNOso X X [—7¢, +00) with A_ x (—oo, —rg] along A_ x {—7r¢}, and denote by A_ xRUL
their concatenation in X. Note that this is the same as L, but we use the notation to
emphasize that we will view it as the union of two separate parts to apply the cosheaf
property later. ~

We can glue the Legendrian lift L of the Lagrangian L to the skeleton ¢cx UA4+ X R in
the contactization X x R. As the primitive of L defined by df;, = |1 is a constant when
the R coordinate in J,,X X R satisfies r < —rg, we may assume that fr = 0 when r < —rg.
The Legendrian lift of L is defined by

L={(z fr(z))|zre L} C X xR.

Then we consider the sheaf of categories uShy. Since L coincides with A_ x R C X x {0}
when r < —rp, we can glue LNOxuX X [—70, +00) x R with A_ x (—o0, —19] X {0}, and get
their concatenation in X x R. Denote it by A_ x RU L. We can thus consider the sheaf

and cosheaf of categories S thu A_ xRUE
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Since for any Lagrangian skeleton ¢, uSh, is a sheaf and cosheaf of dg categories, we have
a quasi-equivalence of sheaves

uSh (CX UA_ xRU Z) = MSthUA_XR(cX UA_ x R) X uSha (A) MShZ(E)

cx UA_ XRUE
For a smooth Legendrian with Maslov data, we know by Theorem 2.6 [30, Theorem 11.5]
that pSha_(A_) ~ Loc(A_), uSh; (L) ~ Loc(L). Hence we have a quasi-equivalence

pSheyua_xror(ex UAZ x RUL) & pSheun_sr(cx UA- X R) X p(a_y Loc(L).
We construct an embedding functor (also explained in Section 2.4 after Theorem 2.11)

pSh cx UA- x RUL) < uSheyun, xr(cx UAL x R).

chA_xRuZ(

Consider the Liouville flow ¢%, z € R, on X for negative time, which will compress c¢x U

A_ x RUL onto ¢y U Ay xR as z - —o00. The Liouville low on X extends to a contact
Hamiltonian % in TN with

dp%/dz =10/t + Z).

Write ¢CZ = golznc, and consider the Legendrian movie of cx UA_ x RU L under the flow
0%, z € (—00,0], or ¢C , ¢ € (0,1]. Since M UA_ x R is the Legendrian lift of a Lagrangian

skeleton while L is the lift of an embedded Lagrangian, there are no self Reeb chords and
the gapped condition automatically holds. By Theorem 2.11 [46, Theorem 8.3], the nearby
cycle functor gives us a fully faithful embedding of microlocal sheaves on the Legendrian
movie of cx UA_ x RU L to sheaves on

. =g ¢ =
ZEI_HOOQOZZ(CX UA_ X RUL) = é11_I>I(1)¢Z(CX UA_ x RUL) Cex UAL xR
Thus we have a fully faithful embedding functor, and combining with the quasi-equivalence
of microlocal sheaves this induces the functor
Dp o pSheyun_xr(ex UA- X R) Xpoea_y Loc(L) = pSheyua, xr(ex UA4 X R).

When restricting to compact objects, for any Lagrangian skeleton ¢, pSh{ is a cosheaf of
dg categories (Lemma 2.15 [44, Proposition 3.16]). Hence we get a quasi-equivalence

,UJShfquixRuL(CX UA_ xRU E) :> MSthUAix]R(cX UA_ x R) ®LOCC(A7) LOCC(L).

Since the fully faithful embedding functor preserves limits and colimits, there is a left adjoint
functor that preserves compact objects

pShe on, xr(ex UMy x R) — pShE - o s (ex UA- x RUL).

This proves the existence of the left adjoint ®7 on the subcategories of compact objects
L mShS o, xr(ex UAL X R) —> pShe gn_xr(ex UA- X R) @poee(a_) Loc(L).
Finally, for Lagrangian sksleta ¢, by passing to (Theorem 2.16 [44, Theorem 3.21))
1Sh(c) = Fun™ (uShe(c)°P, Perf(k)),

we get the second functor @, which is just the restriction of the functor from (large) dg
categories to the subcategories of proper objects. The full faithfulness of ®;, follows from
the full faithfulness of the embedding functor. This completes the proof. The special case
when X = T*M follows from Lemma 2.4. O
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Remark 3.1. The functor ®; can also be obtained in the setting of partially wrapped
Fukaya categories. Indeed one can consider Weinstein manifolds with stops (X,A+) and
view T* L as a Weinstein sector. First apply the cosheaf property of partially wrapped Fukaya
categories [25, Theorem 1.27] to get

WX, A-) @yy(r=(ax(-1,1))) W(T*L) = W(X Up=(ax-1,1) T*L)
or in other words
WX, A-) @poee(n) Loc (L) = W(X Upeax—1,1) T L).

Then one can view X Up«px(—1,1)) T*L as a Liouville subsector of (T X, Ay) (the compli-
ment is a Liouwville cobordism). Since X Up«px(—1,1)) T*L is Weinstein, following [25, Sec-
tion 8.3] or [62] one can define a Viterbo restriction functor

W(X, Ay) — WX U+ (Ax[-1,1]) T*L)

Remark 3.2. In fact the main theorem works in more general settings, as long as the
gapped condition in Definition 2.11 is satisfied. For example, when i : L < 05X X R is
an exact Lagrangian cobordism with vanishing action self intersection points, i.e. for the
primitive i*\ = dfr, fo(x) = fr(2') whenever i(x) = i(z'), then L can be lifted to an
immersed Legendrian with no Reeb chords and the theorem still holds. Similarly, when A+
are subanalytic Legendrians and L is the Lagrangian projection of a subanalytic Legendrian
cobordism, the theorem still applies as long as the gapped condition holds.

Using the full faithfulness of @, and the sheaf property, it is not hard to get all the exact
triangles. The key tool is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton ¢x, and A_, AL C
0soX be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L C 05X X R be an exact Lagrangian cobordism

from A_ to Ay. Suppose there are sheaves F_,9_ € MShlc)XuA,x]R(cX UA_ x R) which

restrict to constant local systems along A_, and their stalks at A_ are F,G. Denoting by
Fr=0p(F), Y4 =21(9-),

the images of F_,9_ glued with the constant local systems on L with stalks F and G, then
there is a homotopy pullback diagram

D(uhom(F4, %)) —— T (uhom(F_,4.))

l |

C*(Ly;Hom(F,G)) — C*(A_; Hom(F, Q)).

Proof. Denote by %,% the sheaves in 'uShl:XuA_xRuZ(cX UA_ xRU E) obtained by

gluing .%_,%_ by the constant sheaf on L with stalk F' and G. Then by the sheaf property
of uSh? for a Lagrangian sksleton ¢, we have a pullback diagram

T (uhom(Fy,9y)) —= T(phom(F—,9))
C*(L; Hom(F,G)) — C*(A_; Hom(F, GQ)).
By full faithfulness of ®;, we know that
I(phom(F4, %)) = D(phom(Fy,9y)).

This proves the assertion. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.3. The result immediately follows from the lemma. O

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Note that the map C*(L; Hom(F,G)) — C*(A_; Hom(F,Q)) fits
into an exact triangle

C*(LyHom(F,G)) - C*(A_; Hom(F,G)) — C*(L,A_; Hom(F,G))[1] BNy

Since a pullback diagram preserves (co)fibers, this gives the exact sequence
D(phom(F4,9y)) — D(phom(F—,9-)) — C*(L, A_; Hom(F,G))[1] =,
and hence completes the proof. O

3.2. Concatenation and Invariance. In this section we show some fundamental proper-
ties of the Lagrangian cobordism functor. We prove the second part of Theorem 1.1 that
concatenations of cobordisms give rise to compositions of cobordism functors. We also prove
the invariance under compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopies.

This section is a little bit technical and is not related to the rest of the paper, so the
reader may feel free to skip it.

3.2.1. Base change formula for push forward. For the proof of compatibility the results
on concatenations of Lagrangian cobordisms, we need the commutativity criterion of com-
positions of nearby cycle functors in for example [45] or [36,39], while for the proof of
Hamiltonian invariance of Lagrangian cobordisms, we need the commutativity of nearby
cycles functors and Hamiltonian isotopy functors. We extract the main technical lemma as
follows, which is a base change formula that does not hold in general.

Write the projection maps

m; o N X [—1, 1] X [—1, 1] — [—1, 1], (.’E,tl,tg) — i, (’L = 1,2)
and let m =7 X o : N x [-1,1] x [-1,1] — [—1,1] x [-1,1]. Write the inclusions

N x {0} x [=1,0)U (0,1] —= N x [~1,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]

| | l

N x {0} x [-1,1] . N x [-1,1] x [-1,1].

<

In our applications, all the sheaves are supported in N x [0,1] x [0, 1], but considering
N x [-1,1] x [-1,1] makes the proof cleaner by avoiding singular support estimates on
manifolds with boundary. For a subset A C T*(N x [—1,1] x [—1,1]), recall the definition
of i#(A) C T*(N x [~1,1]) in Section 2.1.

Proposition 3.3. Let # € Sh(N x [-1,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) be a sheaf such that
(1) i#SS®(F) N w3 T ([-1,0) U (0,1]) = @,
(2) SS>°(F)Na*T*>*(]-1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) = &,

(3) SS2(F)NT**N x {(0,0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian.

Then there is a natural isomorphism of sheaves

iG.F ~ a7

Remark 3.3. For our applications, we always have the stronger condition SS°°(F) N
7T ([~1,1] x [-1,0)U (0, 1]) = @, in which case i* SS®(.F)Na3T*>([-1,0)U(0,1]) =
@ follows immediately. We choose to state a more general result without assuming that
because in general for commutativity of nearby cycles, when % is the push forward of %o €
Sh(N x [-1,0)U(0,1] x [-1,0) U (0, 1]) it might be difficult to check the stronger condition.



22 WENYUAN LI

Remark 3.4. We remark that Condition (3) is essential (even for weakly constructible
sheaves). The following example is due to an anonymous referee. Consider N = R, S =
{(z,t1,t2)|t1 = xta} C N x [-1,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1] and .# =kg. Then Condition (3) does
not hold and one can check that the base change formula does not hold.

We have a natural morphism 7 j*/ — j.i~L.Z by adjunction. Since the natural mor-
phism induces quasi-isomorphisms on stalks on N x {0} x [-1,0) U (0, 1], it suffices to show
that it also induces quasi-isomorphisms on stalks on N x {(0,0)}.

First we compute the stalks of {_13*37 at (x,0,0). The following lemma is basically
[46, Corollary 4.4]. Let U, be an open ball around x € N, D(ggy(€) = (—€,¢€) X (—¢,€),
DE)()’O)(E) = (—€,€) x (—€¢,—06) U (6,€), and respectively Uy, Do (€) and 3?070)(6) be their
closures.

Lemma 3.4. Let % € Sh(N x [~1,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) be a sheaf so that i SS>®(.F) N

3T ([—1,0) U (0,1]) = @, SS>®°(F)Na*T*>*°([-1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) = &, and
SSX(F)NT**N x {(0,0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian. Then for any x € N, U, C N a
sufficiently small open neighbourhood and € > 0 sufficiently small,

E*Q(x,070) ~ F(Ux X ﬁ?0,0) (6), y) .

Proof. Since S§*(.Z)NT**N x {(0,0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently
small neighbourhood U, of x € N, we have

SS(.F) )ﬂl/U LN x {(0,0)} =
by general position argument.

First consider N x [—1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]. Since SS*°(.%#) N w*T*>([-1,0) U
(0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) = @, we can get a projection to the relative singular support in the
relative cotangent bundle SS*(%#) — SS°(F) on N x [-1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0, 1].
Hence nonzero covectors project to nonzero covectors, i.e. we get a map

SS(F) NV by oy (Y X [21,0) U (0,1] x [~1,0) U (0, 1))

— SSOO( ) N V[*JOO:tN X D(O 0)( )
Then consider N x {0} x [-1,0) U (O 1]. Recall the definition of i#SS>(.#) in Section
2.1. Write Dy(€) = (—¢,€). Since l/U X {0} % Do(e), L(N x {0} x [-1,0) U (0,1]) only consists
of covectors tangent to N x {0} x [—1,0) U (0, 1], we have an inclusion
SS¥(F) Nty xpo e+ (Y x {0} x [=1,0) U (0,1])
= " SS¥(F) NV poo.e Y X [F1,0) U (0,1]),
Then by the assumption i#SS>(.%#) N a3T*>([—1,0) U (0,1]) = @, we similarly get a map

*SS¥(F) NV ooV X [FL.0) U (0,1]) = SS2(F) N2 N x {0} x Do(e).

Combining the two cases of N x [—1,0)U(0,1] x [-1,0)U(0, 1] and N x {0} x [-1,0)U(0, 1],
we obtain a projection map

SS(F) NV b0 N X [F11) X [=1,0) U (0,1)) = SSZ(F) NN % Dig (6.

We claim that the right hand side is empty when € > 0 is sufficiently small. Otherwise,
we can define a sequence in SS°(F) N v "L x D()(€) that converges to SSx°(F) N

Vs "LN x{(0,0)} as e = 0. However, since SS2(F) Ny, IV x{(0,0)} = @, there are not
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any such sequences in the intersection of the relative singular support and unit conormal
bundles. Therefore, when € > 0 is sufficiently small,

SS;:O(?) N UZJ:,O:‘:N X D(O,O) (6) = .
Hence by the projection map we can conclude that for sufficiently small € > 0,

SS(F) NV b oo (N X [F11] X [=1,0)U(0,1)) =

Consequently, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the
family Uz X Dyg)(€) and Uy x D{y ) (€) for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and § < €, we can
conclude that

7+ Z2.00) 2 T(Uz X D(g0y(€),joF) ~T(Us x Do0)(€), jF)
~T(Uy X Dy g)(€), F) ~T(Us x Dig)(e), 7). O
Then we compute the stalks of j,i~1.% at (x,0). Let U, be an open ball around z € N,
Do = (—€,€), D§ = (—¢,—8) U (3, ¢), and respectively U, Do(e), Dg(€) be their closures.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¥ € Sh(N x[—1,0)U(0, 1]) be a sheaf such that SS*°(4)Nm*T*>([—1,0)U
(0,1]) = @, and SSX(4)NT*>°N x {0} is a subanalytic Legendrian. Then for any z € N,
U, C N a sufficiently small open neighbourhood and € > 0 sufficiently small,

3+%0.0) = T(Uy x Dy(€),9).

Proof. Since SS*(¥)NT*>*N x {0} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently small
neighbourhood U, of x € N, we have

55°(9) muU iN x {0} =@
by general position argument. Since SS*°(¥) N 7*T*>°([-1,0) U (0,1]) = &, we have a
projection map to the relative singular support

S5%(F) NV b o.e (N X [21,0) U (0,1]) = SSZ() N2, N x Dofe).

We know that there exist no sequences in the intersection of the relative singular support
and unit conormal bundles that converge to SS> (¥ )ﬂuU +Nx{0} = @. Hence when e > 0

is sufficiently small, the intersection between relative singular support and l/UI N x Dy(e)
is empty. 7

Therefore, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the family
Uz x Do(€) and Uy x Dg(€), we have

35%50) = T (Ux x Do(e), j+4) ~ T (U x Do(€), j:¥)
~ (U, x Dy(e),9) ~T(U, x Dyle),9). O

Remark 3.5. The above lemmas will also follow from the weak constructibility of F [45
Lemma 4.2.2]. For the applications, we believe that in fact both conditions hold.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We apply Lemma 3.4 to .% and apply Lemma 3.5 and Theorem
2.3 to i~1.Z. Then it suffices to show that

(U, x ﬁ?o’o)(e),ff) ~T (U, x Eg(e),i_lﬁ).

Since S5 (.Z) NT*>®N x {(0,0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently small
neighbourhood U, of x € N, we have

SS=(F) NN x {(0,0)} =
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by the general position argument. Write D{ o, (6,€) = (—€,€) x (d,€) for 0 < € <e. Since
SS>®(F)Na*T*>°([-1,0) U (0,1] x [-1 ) (0, 1)) =@, there is a projection map
SS™(F) W Spe (o E,)i(N X [=1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1])

(0,0)

— SS(F) Nty N x D(O 0) (€ €).

We claim that the right hand side is empty when €', ¢ > 0 are sufficiently small. Otherwise,
we can define a sequence in SSX°(.%) N Vl*jooiN X E?o 0) (€, €) that converges to SSz(F) N

VU jEN><{(O 0)} as ¢, e — 0. However, since SS, (%) )ﬂVU jEN><{(O 0)} = @, there are not
any such sequences in the intersection of the relative smgular support and unit conormal
bundles. Hence by the projection map we conclude that when €, ¢ > 0 are sufficiently small,

(P N5y, e N % [FLOU (0,1 x [FL0) U (0,1]) = &

Therefore, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the family
Dy 0)(€, ¢) for 0 < € < e, we can conclude that

(U, x 5?0’0)(6),9) ~T (U, x Dy (e, ), F) ~T (U, x Eg(e),i_lﬁ). O

Remark 3.6. When applying non-characteristic deformation lemma, one should notice
that O(U, x ﬁ?o 0)(€)) is piecewise smooth. Therefore, we need to use the condition that
SS®(F)Na*T*>*([-1,0) U (0,1] x [-1,0) U (0,1]) = & rather than only considering the
intersection with m;T**°([-1,0) U (0,1]). For the same reason, we need the estimate on
SSX(F)NTH®°N x {(0,0)} rather than estimates on SS2(F)NT N x {(0,0)}. The
author is grateful to an anonymous referee for pointing out the mistake in the proposition.

3.2.2. Concatenation and composition. First, we show that concatenations of Lagrangian
cobordisms give rise to compositions of our Lagrangian cobordism functors. Therefore our
cobordism functor defines a functor from the category of Lagrangian cobordisms to the
category of (small) dg categories.

We recall how concatenations of Lagrangian cobordisms are defined. Let Ly C 0o X X R
be a Lagrangian cobordism from Ag to Aj, and L; be a Lagrangian cobordism from Aj
to Aa. Suppose Lgi N JoeX X (—00, —rg) U (rg, +00) are standard cylinders. Then the
concatenation Lo U L is an exact Lagrangian such that

(1) (LoUL1) N0 X X (—00,0) = _TO(LO) N 0o X X (—00,0);
(2) (LoUL1)NOsX x (0,400) = @2 (L1) N Do X X (0,+00).
Here ¢7 is the Liouville flow on 00X x R C X.
Theorem 3.6 (Concatenation). Let X be a Weinstein manifold, Ao12 C OxcX be Legen-
drian submanifolds, Lo C 00X X R be a Lagrangian cobordism from Ag to A1, and Ly be a
Lagrangian cobordism from Ay to As. Then
(I)zouLl = (‘DEO ® idLocC(Ll)) © (I)*Ll’ (I)LOUIA = (I)Ll ° ((I)Lo X idLoc”(Ll))'
We will consider the (large) dg categories uSheyung 1 ,xr(cx UAg 12 X R) and Loc(Lo,1),
and show that
(I)LOULl Z(I)Ll o ((I)Lo X idLoc(Ll)) :
pShexungxr(cx U Ao X R) X 1o0(ag) Loc(Lo) X poc(a,) Loc(L1)
— 1She Uy xr(cx U A2 X R).
Then the results will immediately follow from the properties of adjoint functors.

Our strategy is as follows. ®r,,uz, is defined by using the Liouville flow to compress LoUL;
to the skeleton all at once, and @, o (®r, X idpee(r,)) is defined by first compressing Lo to
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F1GURE 4. The diagram of maps in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

the skeleton while fixing L1, and next compressing L; to the skeleton. We will try to define
a 2-parametric family of contact flow that interpolates between them. Then following the
construction, ®r,uz, and @1, o (1, X idre(z,)) are two different compositions of nearby
cycles, and the theorem is reduced to commutativity of the nearby cycle functors.

We now start the proof of the theorem. Consider the lifting of the Liouville flow ¢7 in
T*°°N that satisfies

dp%/dz =10/0t + Z)
on X x R. Suppose that the concatenation (Lo U L1) N 0sX X (—€,€) = A1 X (—¢,€). Let
n : R — [0,1] be a cut-off function such that n|_o g = 0 and 9l ;o) = 0. Then we
consider a flow %, on 0, X X R defined by Z' = n(r)Zy = n(r)e"d/0r, such that
07|00 X x(—00,1—¢) = PZs P7/|000 X x (e,4-00) = 1.
Note that %, defines an exact Lagrangian isotopy of Lo U Li, which can be lifted to a

Legendrian isotopy of Eo U El. Therefore, lift ¢%, to a contact flow on X x R and still
denote it by ¢%,. As a contact flow,

ngZZ’/dZ’(%oXX(—OO,—e)XR = ta/at + Z).

Write gzbC = golznc and d)C/ = golg,c. Consider the 2-parameter family of contact Hamilton-
ian qﬁ%,n = gbCZ o QSZTC. Then ¢%§ = goCZ, qﬁ%ﬁ = go%,. In particular, the limits satisfy
S W TR G N PP
lim @7 (=) = lim ¢y (=) = Tim _¢7(-),

lim 657(—) = 0% (lim o7 (-)) = 05 lim_¢t ().

Write A = {(¢,n)[0 <n < (<1}, A={((;n)|0<n<¢=<1}and Ag = A\{(0,0)}.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Consider the 2-parameter family of contact flows QS%,T], (¢,m) € A.
By Theorem 2.10 Remark 2.8, for % € uSh

chonRuZOUL(CX UAg x RULoU Ly), we get

<7 T T _
\I’Z,n(g) € ”Sh(cXUonRufouil)Z, ((CX UAg x RULgU Ll)Z’)7

where (¢cx UAg x RU LoU zl)Z/ is the Legendrian movie of ¢x UAg x RU Lo U Ly under
gb%ﬁ in Definition 2.5. Applying Theorem 2.12 [46], we will write W%ﬁ(ﬂ)dbl € Sh(N x A)

for the image of \IICZ,"(,?’ ) under the antimicrolocalization functor.
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From Figure 4 one can notice that ®r,,ur, and @, o (1, X ide(z,)) are (compositions
of) nearby cycles along different boundary edges of A. Therefore it suffices to show that
the nearby cycle functors commute and they agree with the 2-parametric nearby cycle func-
tor. In order to apply Proposition 3.3 in our argument, note that firstly S S°°(\I/CZ,"(9 )N
T A = & because the singular support is the Legendrian movie under a contact Hamil-
tonian flow, and secondly the limit points of the relative singular support

SS;Q(‘I,%/W((%\)de) NT*CN x {(0,0)} C lémogf)%,n(tx UAg xRU zo U El) CexUAy xR
n,¢—

form a subanalytic Legendrian. Therefore, in the following cases Proposition 3.3 will apply.
(1) Firstly, we consider ®1,,ur, (%) (Figure 4 left). Write i5 : Nx(0,1] <= NxA, (z,() —
(,¢,¢), j: N x(0,1] = N x [0,1] and i : N x {0} — N x [0, 1]. Then since gb%,c = gbCZ,

Drour, (Fap — i39G (F)ant = i x (i 1‘I’<"( 7)) dor-

Write i : N x [0, 1] — NxA, (2,¢) = (2,(,(),j: NxA—= NxAandi:Nx{0,0)}
N x A. By Proposition 3.3 and Remark 2.9, we know that in fact
~ pp— 7._17. ~ 7._17.
Proury (F)ay =5 LS (Fan =1 LY (F )ant

(2) Secondly, we consider (®r, X idpuc(z,))(-F) (Figure 4 right). Note that ¢?, preserves
L1, and compresses Ag x RU Ly to ¢x UA; x R as the Liouville flow cp%. Thus the
restriction of z‘*lj*\PZ, (F)apl to ex UAp X R is <I>LO( Fapl = 1~ j*\I/%(ﬁ)dbl. On the other
hand, by Theorem 2.10 the microlicalization of i1, ¥ Z/(y )db1 to L gives an equivalence
,uSth( 1) = uShy, X[0.1 (Ly x [0,1]) ~ ,uSth(Zl) induced by the Reeb translation. By
Theorem 2.6 [30] this is the identity functor on Loc(L;). Therefore,

(1o X idpoe(r)) (F)ant — i UL (F )anr.

Write ig : N x (0,1] = N x A, (z,n) — (x,1,n). Since ¢;f7 = ¢7,, we know that

(Lo ¥ 1dLoe(r) (Famt — i 3V (F)am = i i (i I‘I’M( ) av1:
Write jo : N x A — N x Ag where Ag = A\{(0,0)}, and ip : N x [0,1] = N x A, (z,n) —
(x,1,n). By Proposition 3.3 and Remark 2.9, we know that in fact
. ~ pp— 7._174
((I)Lo X ldLoc(Ll))(gZ)dbl —1 120 ]0 >i<\I/<7 ( )dbl
Then we consider @1, o (®r, X idpee(r,))(F) (Figure 4 right). Write i1 : N x (0,1] —
N xAg, (z,¢) = (,¢,0) where Ag = A\{(0,0)}. Let ¢% be the Liouville flow on 7% (V x
[0, 1]) defined by the pullback (homogeneous) Hamiltonian H; = Hzomp«y, and qﬁC cplgg.
Let \IICZ : Sh(N x {1} x [0,1]) — Sh(N x Ag) be the Hamiltonian isotopy functor as in
Theorem 2.9. Thus by Proposition 3.3
. ——1=
(\IICZ © ((I)Lo X ldLoc(L1))(<§))db1 - \IIC ( 1'LO Jo *\Ij%/n(ﬁ)dbl)
it (i JO,*\I'gﬁ(ﬁ)dbl) i G0 UG (F ) db.
Then write j; : N x Ag < N x A and i : N x [0,1] = N x A. By Proposition 3.3 again,
we can show that
B, 0 (Dry X idpoe(ny) (Fap — i (TS 0 (8], x id Loe(20)) (7)) g
~ pp— . — ~ pp— 7-_].7‘ —
S i i o TGN T Vot = i a0 PG (T )an

S (P an S T RS (F ).
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Therefore, we can conclude that ®r,ur, (F) = @1, o (Pr, X idpe(r,))(F)- O

3.2.3. Hamiltonian invariance. Next, we show that the Lagrangian cobordism functor is
invariant under Hamiltonian isotopies in the symplectization that fix the positive (convex)
and negative (concave) ends.

Theorem 3.7 (Hamiltonian invariance). Let X be a Weinstein manifold, A+ C 0-X be
Legendrian submanifolds, and L C 0X x R be a Lagrangian cobordism from A_ to AL.
Suppose there is a compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy ©3;, s € I, on 0 X xR. Then

* ~J * ~
Again, we can only consider the dg categories puShe,un, xr(cx U At X R) and Loc(L),
and show that
(I)L ~ q)cp%](L) : /,I/Sh chA_XR(CX UA_ x R) XLOC(A_) LOC(L)
— MSthuA+XR(CX U A+ X R)
Then the results will immediately follow from the properties of adjoint functors.

Our strategy is to compare @7 and @w%(L) by constructing a 1-parametric family of
Lagrangian cobordism functors, and then Theorem 2.9 [32] will allow us to show that
by ~ (I)@D}{(L) from the initial condition ®, ~ (IJQP%(L).

Identify ¢x U AL X R and L with their Legendrian image in some higher dimensional

contact manifold 7%°°N, and lift 9, to a contact Hamiltonian flow on T*°°N. Consider
(ex UA_ x R) x I. Then we have a Lagrangian cobordism functor

Prr: wShexun_ xryxnunxn (((ex UAZ X R) x I) U (L x I))
— puSh(cyun, xryxr((ex UMy X R) x I).

On the other hand, let Ly be the Legendrian movie of L (in Definition 2.5) under the
Hamiltonian flow ¢%;. Then we have a Lagrangian cobordism functor

q)LH : 'uSh((cXUA_XR)XI)UZH(((cX UA_ x R) X I) ULH)

- USh(cXUA+><R)><I((CX U A+ X R) X I)

For . € puSh (ex UA- xRU E), write 7 : T*°(N x I) — T**°N. We consider

cxUA_ xRUL

7 1 (.F) € uSh cx UA- x R) x I) U (L x I)).

((cXUA,XR)xI)U(Ex])(((
On the other hand, by Theorem 2.10 the Hamiltonian isotopy ¢3; defines a canonical sheaf

WY (F) € wSh((e i xmyxryuiy, (6x UA X R) x ) U Ly).

Lemma 3.8. Let m: N x I — N be the projection, is : N X {s} = N x I be the inclusion,
and Ly be the Legendrian movie of L~under the Hamiltonian flow ¢, s € I. Then for any
F € pnSh z rop(ex UA- xRUL),

i ' Prxi(nH(T)) = @L(F), i L, (P (F)) = Pups (1) (F).
Proof. First of all, let ¢Z be the Liouville flow on T*°°(N x I) defined by the pullback
(homogeneous) Hamiltonian H-, = Hyz o wpsn. Let \If% be the equivalence functor defined
by the Liouville flow ¢Z, z € (—00,0], or qb%, ¢ €(0,1], on T**°(N x I), and

iz : N x {0} — N x[0,1], jz: N x (0,1] — N x [0, 1],

iz N xIx{0} = NxIx[0,1], jz:NxIx(0,1] < N xIx][0,1].

oy (L
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Write (W5,(W9,()))an € Sh(N x I x (0,1]) for the image of WS,(¥%/(F)) under the an-

timicrolocalization functor in Theorem 2.12 [46]. Then by Remark 2.9,
Zs_l(‘y%(\lj%(g)))db] = \I’CZ(ls_l‘ll(}I(‘gz))dbl

Similarly, let i; 1@« (7 71(F))ap € Sh(N x {s}) be the image of i; 1@ (771(.F)) under
the antimicrolocalization functor. By Proposition 3.3 we have

o— —_— ~ pp— 7-717- —
i @ (N F) ) an — 1 117 JZ.4 (\I’%(T{' 1(‘9)))dbl
=iz (Vi 7 F)) gy > PL(F v

On the other hand, let i '@y, (77 1(.F))an € Sh(N x {s}) be the image of i; 1@, (771 (.F))
under the antimicrolocalization functor. By Proposition 3.3 again we also have

o— - ~ o— 7.717-
g 1@LH (7T 1(9))(‘1]01 — g 17’? .77,* (W%(W%(y)))dbl
— iEIJ'Z,* (\p%(is_lqj(}{(y)))dbl
Therefore the proof is completed. O
Proof of Theorem 3.7. For % € uSh
-1
T (7)€ 'U’Sh((cXUA_xR)xI)U(fo)(((
On the other hand, for the Hamiltonian isotopy ¢f%; we consider by Theorem 2.10
WO (F) € uSh cx UA_ xR) x I)U Ly).

= ®us (1) (F)anl-

exUA_ xrUL(EX UA- X RU L), we consider

cx UA_ x R) x I)U (L x I)).

((exUA_ xR)xI)ULy (((
There is a natural morphism 7~ 1(#) — V% (.#), and thus a natural morphism
Oryr (77 HF)) = @p, (VY (F)).
We will show that this is a natural quasi-isomorphism. In fact,
Cone (®rxr (771 (F)) = @1, (VY (F))) € 1Shecun, xryxr ((ex UAL X R) x I).
By Lemma 3.8, we also know that when s = 0,
iy *Cone (@LX[(W_l(ﬁ)) — @7, (‘IIOH(ﬁ)))

~ Cone (ig '@y (7 (F)) = iy @1, (VY (F)))

~ Cone (¢, (ig '~ 1 (F)) — @1 (ig 'Y (F))) ~0.

As by Theorem 2.10, z'gl : uSh(chA+XR)XI((cXUA+ xR) x I) — uSheyun, xr(ex UAL XR)
defines an equivalence, we can conclude that the mapping cone is identically zero, and thus
Oryr(n(F)) = @p,, (VY (F)).

Therefore by restricting to s = 1 and applying Lemma 3.8 again the proof is completed. [

3.3. Comparison with the Isotopy Functor. In this section we show that when the
Lagrangian cobordism L from A_ to A, is induced by a Hamiltonian isotopy in Theorem
2.9 [32], ie. A_ = A and Ay = ¢} (A), then our Lagrangian cobordism functor agrees
with the sheaf quantization functor given by the Hamiltonian isotopy®. This section is not
related to the rest of the paper, so the readers may feel free to skip it.

Our strategy is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.7 (Hamiltonian invariance), that is, to
realize the Lagrangian cobordism as a functor

ShA (M x I) — Shh (M x I

3The author is very grateful to Vivek Shende, who essentially explains to the author the strategy of the
proof that appears here.
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where Ap is the Legendrian movie of A under the Hamiltonian flow ¢3;, s € I. Then
Theorem 2.9 [32] will enable us to conclude that &7 ~ Uy at M x {1} from the initial
condition at M x {0}.

First, recall the construction of Lagrangian cobordisms induced by a Hamiltonian isotopy
[7] (see [23, Section 4.2.3] for a different construction). Suppose the contact Hamiltonian is
H : T**°M — R. Then consider the homogeneous symplectic Hamiltonian to be H (z,€) =
|€|H (z,&/1&]) : T*M — R. Let n: [0, +00) — [0, 1] be a cut-off function such that n(r) =0
when r is small, and n(r) = 1 when r is large. Then the Lagrangian cobordism induced by
H is

1
L= ey aiee A x Bx0)

One can see that L coincides with A x R~ when |£] is small, and coincides with ¢}, (A) xRx
when [£] is large.

Now we try to construct a Lagrangian cobordism L from A x I to Ay, so that the
restriction to T*M x {0} is just A x Rsp, and the restriction to T*M x {1} is L. Let

@tﬁ: T*yoO(M X I) - T*’OO(M X I)a (x7§73a0-) = (90%(1',&-)78,0' —sHo (p%(x7§))

Then the Lagrangian cobordism L induced by @tﬁ, t € I, will satisfy our conditions.

Recall that to define the Lagrangian cobordism functor, we need to consider a proper
embedding e : T*M — T*°°(M x R). For example, consider a Riemannian metric g, let goz
be the geodesic flow, and define

e(z,6) = (g ' (2,€),1€5/2,1).
Then we are going to work with the (singular) Legendrians (M U A x Rs¢)> and (M U
Ph(A) x Roo)? C TISS(M X R).
Let .7 € ,uShlj’quwa(M UA x Rsg). Let gof]ﬁ be the Hamiltonian flow on 7% M that
extends to 7725 (M x R). Then by Theorem 2.10, there is a canonical sheaf v 5(F) €
uShl]’WU‘p:}ﬁ(Awa)(M U cp}?ﬁ(A x Rs0)) whose restriction to M UA x Ry is .%, this means

U, 7(F) is the unique lifting of .7 under the (restriction) functor
“Shl}wwlﬁ(Ame S Sh A (M U A X Rug) X 1,000y Loc’(L)
n

= wShGruaxrso (M U A X Rsp).
In other words, by abusing notations, we can write

DL(F) = (¥, 5 (F)).

Lemma 3.9. Let L be the Lagrangian cobordism from A x I to Ay induced by Pl Us -
T*°(M x R) x {s} <= T%°(M x R x I) be the inclusion and m : T**°(M x R x I) —

T*°(M x R) be the projection. Then for any F € NShl])\/[quRw (M UA x Rsy),
iy ' Op(n T (F)) = @1, (F),
where Ly = goinﬁ(A x Rsg) is the Lagrangian cobordism induced by ¢, .
Proof. First of all, ¢Z be the Liouville flow on T%°°(M x R x I) defined by the pullback

(homogeneous) Hamiltonian Hy = Hyz o mp«(prxr)- Let \I'% be the equivalence defined by
the Liouville flow ¢Z, 2 € (—00,0], or ¢%, ¢ € (0,1], on T**(M x R x I), and

iz : M xRx{0}—=MxRxI[0,1],jz: M xR x (0,1] = M x R x [0,1],
iy M XRXIx{0} = MxRxIx[0,1],j7: M xRx1Ix(0,1] < M xR xIx[0,1].
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Write (\P%(\Il?]ﬁ(ﬁ)))dbl € Sh®(M x R x I) for the image of \I/%(\I/?]ﬁ(ﬁ)) under the an-

timicrolocalization functor in Theorem 2.12 [46]. Then by Remark 2.9,

i (W0 () g = Ui 00 (F))a.

We can write down the Lagrangian cobordism functor as a series of compositions
—1 -——1-= 0 —1
(P aw =iz 7z, (Y5 Vou (7 (F))) o1

Note that \II% is the equivalence functor defined by the Liouville flow on 7% (M x R x I).
Then by Proposition 3.3 there is a natural morphism

-— — ~ pp— 7._17.
i p(m (T ) an = i5 tig G, (VS
e P L S (e

~ 1. ¢ 0
— i, ]Z7*(\I/Z\Ilsn

)

and thus we complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Consider the Lagrangian cobordism L induced by @tﬁ. By Lemma
3.9, we know that for ig : T%°(M xR) x {0} — T">°(M xRxI)and 7w : T (M xRx1I) —
T°(M x R),

iy PL(F) = Paxw.,y (F) = F.
By Theorem 2.10 and Remark 2.9, iy " : ”Shl()(MquR>o)xI)uf(((M UAxRsg)x I)UL) —
,u,Shl]’\/[U AxRso (M UA x Rsp) is an equivalence and its inverse is the Hamiltonian isotopy

functor ¥Y, in Theorem 2.9 [32]. Therefore
er(n (7)) = Uy (P).

Finally, by restricting to M x {1} and apply Lemma 3.9 again, we can conclude that

3.4. Comparison with the Filling Functor. When A_ = @, L is a Lagrangian filling
of A;. In this section we basically show that for costandard Lagrangian branes, our fully
faithful functor

@, : Loc’(L) — Shf (M)

coincides with the functor Jin-Treumann constructed [34]. Again, the reader may skip this
section.

Fix an embedding e : T*M < T*°°(M x R). For example, consider a Riemannian metric
g, let Lpg be the geodesic flow, and define

6(.%,{) = ((pg—1($7£)7 \5’;2;/27 1)'

Then M UA x Rsg C T%°(M x R) is a (singular) Legendrian.
Let U C M be an open subset with subanalytic boundary OU. The outward conormal of
U is denoted by v{; | M. Then the Lagrangian skeleton M U vy M is shown in Figure 5.

Definition 3.1. Let my : U — [0, +00) be the defining function of OU such that mgl(O) =
oU. Let fy = —In(my). Then the graph of the exact 1-form L = Ly = Lgp, C T*M 'is the
costandard Lagrangian brane associated to U.
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L

FI1GURE 5. The Nadler-Shende construction (left) and the Jin-Treumann
construction (right). The grey regions are the supports of the corresponding
sheaves. The thin lines on the left are the skeleton M U vf; | M embedded

in J(M), and the thick lines there are the two copies of Lagrangian fillings.
The blue lines are the family of cusps A x <.

When L intersect the ideal contact boundary [29] of T*M at v;5 M such that it is
tangent to v{; , M to infinite order (for example, when 0 is a regular value of my), it can
be viewed as a Lagrangian filling of Vé‘fM ) equippeﬂ with a different primitive f{; that is
bounded on L = L. Via the embedding e, its image L will be a Legendrian in 7%°°(M x R)
that coincides with v7; M at infinity.

Proof of Proposition 1.8. Consider a complex of local systems %}, on L with stalk F'. Note
that the projection wy, : L «— T*M — M defines a diffeomorphism L = U. Write %y =
7« Z1. We will show that both functors send %1, to Fy.

(1) We first compute @7, : Loc’(L) — ShP(M). Let the vertical vector field 9/0t be the
Reeb vector field. Consider the skeleton M Uvf; M and its positive /negative Reeb pushoff
(M Uvf; _M)4.. Lift L to a Legendrian L that coincides with M U vi; _M when the radius
coordinate r = In |€] in T* M is sufficiently large. When r is large, we cut off the Legendrian
(VZ}OBM )+e and connect them by a family of cusps l/l*JofM x <, and also cut off Ly, and
connect them by a family of cusps VI*JO_OM x <. We consider

Loc"(L) = pSh%(L) < Shl(’zﬁz)j(M x R)o.
Here the subscript 0 means the subcategory of sheaves with 0 stalk outside a compact set.
Hence there is a sheaf .Z41,) with singular support in (E, 8E)j whose microlocalization along
E_E is given by %, given by the antimicrolocalization functor Theorem 2.12 [46].

Running the Liouville flow ¢ for z € (—o0, 0] or qﬁCZ for ¢ € (0,1], we can get a sheaf on
M x R x (0,1]. Note that the end (17°° M)+, (which coincides with L) is preserved by
Liouville flow up to a Reeb translation (due to change of the primitive f{, of L), and the
limit points

lim % (L, 00)7 = lim ¢%(L, dL)7 € TS5 (M x R) x {0}

Z——00 ¢—0 >

are exactly (U Uvf; _M)S. The resulting sheaf is therefore in S hl()UuV;;’_ M) :(M x R).
Now we apply the microlocalization functor
b b TT * ~ b
Sh(UUV;}’_M)j (M X R)O % 'LLSh(UUZII*J’_M)_E((U U Z/U7—M)76) —> Shl/[’},_M(M)O
The microstalks for points in U_. are F, and those for points in M_\U_, are 0. The
microlocal monodromy along U is determined by #y = 7 %1 because topologically
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taking the limit lim,_,_ ¢%(L) under the Liouville flow gives a homotopy equivalence

L ~lim,, o ¢5(L)~UU u(*]7_M ~ U that is homotopic to the projection 77, : L = U.
(2) Then we consider W{T : Loc®(L) — Sh®(M). In [34] they considered the Legendrian

lift L of L whose front projection onto M x R is the graph of the function fy;. Then consider

the positive /negative Reeb pushoff Eie, which are the graphs of the functions fy + €. We
have [34]

Loc’(L) = pSh%(L) < ShY (M x R)p.

Then there is a sheaf .%},, with singular support in Z_E U Ee, given by the antimicrolocal-

ization functor [34, Section 3.15], whose microlocalization along L_. gives the local system
Fr,. Write Dy, = {(z,t)|t = fu(x) £ €}. Indeed the sheaf is supported in the region

D[—e,e) = {(ﬁ,t)|fU($) —e<t< fU(x) + 6}

with stalk F'. This is because the sheaf has zero stalk below D_. = {(z, )|t = fu(z) — €}
and hence for sufficiently small ¢ > € (as in Example 2.6)

F = mz_f(ﬁ‘c’lbl) =~ Tot(FZiplp_. = Fanlp ) = Faulp_.-

In addition, the monodromy of the local system in the region D|_. . bounded by W(E_e)

and 7(L) is also determined by %, since for mp : M x R — M,
-1
fébﬂD[_g,e) =M (yébﬂD_e)\D[_e,e)-

Now we consider a Legendrian isotopy to move Ee along the positive Reeb direction.
Jin-Treumann showed that [34, Section 3.18] for S > T > 0 sufficiently large we have

1
IM x (o0, ~
W=D Gh- (M x (—o0,T))

Sh> i

L7€UZE+S

Shg

(M xR) (M x R),

and hence one can get a sheaf .#' in Shy (M x R) with stalk F' supported in the region
Di_c 400y = {(z,t)[t > fu(x) — €} above D_¢, and the monodromy in this region determined
by %1, since

g/’D[—e,+oo) = Tr]TJl (yllDfe)‘D[fe,ﬁ»oo) .

Finally we push forward the sheaf to Shl;;}iM(M)g via the projection mpr : M x R —
M. Note that in the fiber of the projection {$} x R (z € U), the sheaf is Fi.>, (5), and
T (Fr>f, (@) = F. Hence the projection will give a sheaf supported on U with stalk F.
In addition we claim that the monodromy defines the local system .y = 7, ..%1 on U

because the projection of L onto M via L < Tr55 (M x R) — M x R — M coincides with
the projection g, : L — T*M — M which gives the diffeomorphism L = U.

Hence ®1, ~ W{T : Loc®(L) — Sh®(M) when L = Ly is a standard Lagrangian brane
corresponding to the open subset U C M. O

4. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

We now focus on some concrete examples of Legendrian submanifolds and Lagrangian
cobordisms and explain what the Lagrangian cobordism functor on sheaves will tell us.
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FIGURE 6. On the left is the front projection of A_, and on the right is the
front projection of A after attaching a Lagrangian 1-handle connecting the
two cusps along the dashed line, where in the middle of the tube (the grey
slice) there is a unique Reeb chord.

FIGURE 7. On the left is the front projection of A_, and on the right is the
front projection of A after attaching a Lagrangian 2-handle connecting the
S1-family of cusps along the disk.

4.1. Examples of cobordism functors. We consider the elementary Lagrangian cobor-
dism given by attaching a Lagrangian k-handle (0 < k < n). The local model of the front
projection in R™"*! is shown in Figure 6 and 7.

The front projection of A4 gives a stratification on R”*! such that on each stratum the
sheaf is locally constant. Hence we are able to get a combinatoric model given by stalks on
each stratum and the transition maps given by the microlocal Morse lemma as in Example
2.3 and 2.6. We will explain how objects behave under the cobordism functor.

For the stratification given by A4, denote by Vi C R""! the domain whose z,1-
coordinate is bounded by the front projection of A4 and Uz C R"*! the domain whose
Zpy1-coordinate is unbounded on each vertical slice {(x1,...,z,)} X R (see Figure 6 and
7). For a sheaf in Sh} (R"!), suppose the stalk in the region V_ is B and the stalk in U_

is A (Figure 8). Suppose the microstalk of .# is
F ~ Tot(A — B).

Instead of doing concrete computations, we will describe objects under the Lagrangian
cobordism functor in three steps by only using a few properties of our functor:

(1) determine the stalks in U and Vi using the fact that the cobordism functor is
identity outside a compact set in R"*! and hence the stalks are preserved;

(2) determine the microlocalization along Ay (relative to boundary), which is a local
system with stalk F', using the fact that the Liouville flow fixes the end A, and
hence the cobordism functor preserves the microlocalization;

(3) determine the local system in V4 using the fact that B ~ A @ F, and hence the
local system with stalk F' on A determines a local system with stalk F' on V, and
a local system with stalk B on V (relative to boundary at infinity in R?*1).

The information above will uniquely determine the sheaf.
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Before starting to determine the sheaf ™+ € Shf\+ (R™*1), we first note that #~ €
Sh% (R™!) has an image in S hlj’\+ (R™*1) via the cobordism functor iff it can be lifted into

ShR (R™) X 1 p(a_y Loc’(L).

Since A_ =2 Sk=1 x D"*+1 while L = D* x D" **1 this is the same as saying that the
microlocalization m_ (% ~) can be trivialized over S*~1.

Remark 4.1. Note that not all complexes of local systems in Loc’(S¥) (k > 2) are trivial.
For example for the Hopf fibration m : S® — S?, Rm,kgs is a nontrivial complex of local
system on S%. The reason is that although H'(S*) = 0, H*(S*) # 0 and that will give
extension classes in Ext!(kgi[l — k], ko).

Here is how the sheaf .# T is determined. (1) Firstly, note that away from the cusps, the
Lagrangian cobordism is just a standard embedded cylinder Ay x R, and hence is fixed by
the Liouville flow. The functor

1Shni1oa, xron(R™TH U Ag x RU L) = pShG i1y, g (R"T U Ag x R)

is the identity. This shows that the sheaf should remain the same away from compact
subsets in R"*!. Then one can see explicitly that the stalks of .%, are determined by .Z_,
where the stalk in the region V4 must be B and the stalk in U, must be A.

(2) Secondly, note that the complex of local systems ma_(.#_) on A_ has stalk F. After
gluing with a local system .Z7, on L, by restriction we can determine a complex of local
systems on A4 x {4+00}. Note that the restriction of the local system along 0L = 0A+ x R
is determined by the microlocalization on JA_.

Since A4 x {+oo} is preserved by the negative time Liouville flow ¢% up to a Reeb
translation (due to the change of the primitive f7 of L), the functor

NShZJ)V[uA,waUL(M UA- xRsoUL)
- /LShﬁmH,oo @2 (MUA _ xR~oUL) (im . —copZz(MUA_ X R5oU L))
= ShY0a L xrao (M U A4 X Rso)

is an equivalence on A4 x {400} induced by the Reeb translation (Theorem 2.10). Hence the
complex of local systems on A4 x {400} is preserved by the nearby cycle functor. Therefore,
after applying @1, the microstalk on Ay is still ', where the microlocal monodromy is still
the same as the restriction of the local system .Z7, onto Ay.

Note that the restriction of the local system to boundary .Z7|oa. xr is the pull back of
the given local system mgp_(#_). Therefore, after applying the cobordism functor we get
the microlocalization in the fiber of Loc’(A}) — Loc’(9A ) at the point map_(F_).

(3) Finally, we determine the local system in the region V. Note that V. is not con-
tractible relative to boundary at infinity 0V, = S*~1 x D" k*1  In particular, globally
there could be nontrivial monodromy coming from our choice of the local monodromy rel-
ative to boundary, parametrized by the fiber of Loc’(V) — Loc’(dV, ). Because there are
transition maps

A—-B— A

whose composition is a quasi-isomorphism. Without loss of generality, we assume that it is
the identity [58, Corollary 3.18]. Then there is a splitting of chain complexes

B~ A®Tot(A— B)~ A& F.

Therefore since the microlocal monodromy along A, has been determined by the local
system on L we chose, so is the monodromy of the sheaf in V. if we identify .7, |y, with
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\A> A/ \j"/
B '< B B
A

B
\ //_A\

FIGURE 8. The microlocal sheaf on Sh§ (R"*1) (left) and S’hf,’hr (R
(right) before and after the Lagrangian 1-handle attachment. Here we as-
sume Ay C TU55 (R™ x R;).

Ay, ® Ly, where Ay, is just the constant local system and %y, is a local system on V.
with stalk F' that extends .27 |, .

In fact topologically (V, 0V, ) ~ (L,A_) ~ (D*x Dn=F+1 §k=1x pn=k+1) by considering
the projection map L < R?" ™1 xR — R?"*1 — R™"F1. We claim that %, = ¥}, relative to
the boundary 0V, = S*=1 x D" k+1 = A_ meaning that they live in the same fiber of the
restriction functor. Indeed, the restriction of %4, and .#7, to A should both be .Z7 |4, but
21|, extends uniquely to L since the inclusion A < L is just DFx §n=Fk —y DF x pn—k+1,
Therefore %y, ~ .27, (respectively, the restriction of Z5y, and Zj_ to OA, = OA_ agree,
but 27 |sa, extends uniquely to V., so the local systems live in the same fiber).

Now we look at several different k-handle attachments to see what these data are in
specific cases when 0 < k < 2.

4.1.1. Lagrangian 1-handle attachment. When k = 1 there are 2 disconnected strata inside
the cusps of A_ (Figure 6 and 8). The sheaf #_ € Sh} (R"*!) can be extended only when

the microlocal monodromy along S x R® C A_ can be extended to a local system along
D' xR™ C L. This is equivalent to saying that the microstalks on two components F ~ F’.

Let the stalk in the region V_ bounded by the 2 cusps be B, B’ and let the stalk outside
be A. Then using the splitting of chain complexes

B~A®Tot(A— B)~A®F ~A®Tot(A— B')~ B,

where F' = Tot(A — B) ~ Tot(A — B’) is the microstalk, we know that the condition
implies that B ~ B’. After applying the cobordism functor, the stalk in V; bounded by
the front of Ay is B and the stalk outside is A.

There is a choice we need to make for the quasi-isomorphism between all the B’s, and
that is coming from our choice for the local system on L. Different identifications may give
different monodromies along A relative to the boundary at infinity L = S° x D™,

Namely, when gluing with a local system on L, we assign an extra quasi-isomorphism fg
bewteen the stalks F' on both components of A_. After applying @, the microstalk on A
is still F', where the quasi-isomorphism from F' on the left to F' on the right is given by fr.
Then by the quasi-isomorphism

B~A®F,
the transition map of B from left to right will be given by fp = (id4, fF).

In particular, if the microstalk F' ~ k" (#_ is pure), then the choices are classified by

GL,(k). When F ~k (.Z_ is simple), then the choices are classified by k*.

Remark 4.2. One can compare our computation with the computation in [4, Section 5]
for Legendrian links and [6, Section 5.5] for Legendrian surfaces, by decomposing those
cobordisms into a composition of Reidemeister moves and a handle attachment.
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What we described is only the local picture, globally there are different possibilities.
Let’s fix F' ~ k (this means .%_ is simple). (1) When the 1-handle L connects two different
components of A_, then

HY(A_;K*) = HY(L; kX).
Consider the moduli space of rank 1 local systems on A (coming from the truncated derived
moduli stacks of local systems) given by Loci (A) = [H'(A;k*)/HY(A; k)], and consider the
framed moduli space of rank 1 local systems on a manifold A given by Loc{r(A) = HY(A; k%)
with framing data, i.e. fixed trivializations of stalks, at each component. Then

Locy(A_) x [k*/k*] 2 Loc; (L), Locd{"(A_) = Lod"(L).

Consider the truncated derived moduli stack of microlocal rank 1 sheaves toyRM;(AL).
Denote by Mj(A4x) the classical moduli stacks defined by the 1-rigid locus (the 1-rigid
locus of tyRM;(A+) consisting objects with no negative self-extensions is always an Artin
stack, but they may not coincide with the derived stack)? [57, Section 2.4]. Assuming that
these classical moduli stacks coincide with the derived stacks, we have an embedding

Mu(Az) x [k /k*] = Mi(A2) X poey(a) Loer (L) < Mi(Ay).

Consider M{T(Ai) the classical moduli stacks defined by the 1-rigid locus with framing data
at each component of AL. Then we have an embedding

MI(AZ) = MIT(AZ) x Loel (A1) Locl (L; k™) < MIT(AL).

(2) When the 1-handle L is attached on one component of A_, then the moduli spaces
of rank 1 local systems satisfy

HY(A_; k™) x k* = HY(L; k).
Therefore, for the moduli spaces of rank 1 local systems we know that
Loci(A_) x [k*/k*] = Loci (L), Locd{"(A_) x k* = Loc{ (L).

Hence assuming that the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank 1 sheaves M;j(AL)
coincide with the derived stacks, we have an embedding

Mu(A-) x [k /k*] = Mi(A-) Xpoey(a) Loer (L) <= Mi(Ay).

For the moduli stacks of microlocal rank 1 sheaves with framing data at each component
M{T(Ai), we have an embedding

MIT(AZ) x KX = MT(A) %, A ) Loc (L;k*) — MI"(AL).
Remark 4.3. In [28] the authors considered augmentation varieties for Legendrian links
of positive n-braid closures, and for any such 2 Legendrian links connected by a 1-handle

cobordism they showed that
Aug(A_) x k™ — Aug(Ay).

That is because when considering Aug(A) they always fix n marked points and do not change
the number of marked points when the number of components increases/decreases. This
should be thought of as equivalent to the moduli space of microlocal rank 1 sheaves together
with framing data at n base points [57, Section 2.4] or equivalently trivialization data of
microstalks at n base points.

4The flag moduli space considered in [6,64] is, strictly speaking, slightly different as they do not remember
the trivial k*-action by only taking quotients of flags by PG L, (k) instead of GL, (k). The moduli spaces
they consider are equal to M1 (A) considered here after further taking quotients by the trivial k*-action.
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4.1.2. Lagrangian 2-handle attachment. When k = 2, the sheaf #_ € Sh} (R"*!) can be

extended only when the microlocal monodromy along S' x R"! € A_ can be extended to
a local system along D? x R"~! ¢ L. As C*(D?;k) =k, this is equivalent to saying that
the microlocal monodromy is trivial along S' x R*~! c A_.

As in the case k = 1, there is a choice we need to take into consideration which is the
contracting homotopy from the local system on S! to the trivial one, and the choice of the
contracting homotopy will give different (higher) monodromies relative to the boundary
at infinity 0L = S' x D"!. Consider a triangulation of D? = A2. Then this gives a
stratification D?. The 1-dimensional strata gives us quasi-isomorphisms

f()liF—)F, f12ZF—>F, fog:F—)F.

For the 2-dimensional stratum, we need to assign an extra chain homotopy Hpis from foo
to fi2 0 fo1, i.e. Hp12 : F' — F[—1] such that

Ho120F — 0pHo12 = fo2 — f12 © for-

The (higher) monodromy along A is preserved by the functor @ and hence determines
the microlocal monodromy of %, along A. Using the quasi-isomorphism

B~A®F,

the monodromy data of F' determines the monodromy data of the stalk B in .#.

When F' ~ k" (the sheaf is pure), then the contracting homotopy data is trivial, and
hence any such sheaf with trivial monodromy in ShY (M) extends uniquely to a sheaf in
S hf’\+(M ).

Suppose the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheaves M, (A+) coincide with
the derived stacks (with fixed framing data at a point). For [8] € m(A-), let vis (A2)
be the substack consisting of sheaves with trivial microlocal monodromy along 3. Then for
L a Lagrangian 2-handle cobordism attached along (3, we have an embedding of algebraic
stacks

MBI A_) = M, (A).
For the moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheaves with framing data at each component,
we get a similar embedding.

4.1.3. Lagrangian k-handle attachment (k > 3). When k > 3, we need to choose higher
homotopy data to ensure that the monodromy of the complex of local systems along the
attaching sphere S*~1 x D" %+l < A_ can be extended to D¥ x D" %+l < L. The
monodromy along A is preserved by the functor ®; and hence determines the monodromy
of %, along A,. Using the quasi-isomorphism

B~A®F,

the (higher) monodromy data of F' determines the (higher) monodromy data of B in %,.

However, in the special case when F' =~ k", there will be no nontrivial higher homotopy
data, and since the attaching sphere is changed from S' to S*~1 (k > 3), we know that any
local system is trivial, so any such pure sheaf in ShY (M) extends uniquely to a pure sheaf
inS h§°\+(M )

Suppose the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheaves M, (A+) coincide with
the derived stacks (with fixed framing data at a point). Then for L a Lagrangian k-handle
cobordism (k > 3), we have an embedding of algebraic stacks

My(AZ) <> My (Ay).

For the moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheaves with framing data at each component,
we get a similar embedding.
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+ + +

N~ D—
TN

FIGURE 9. The graph on the left is a Lagrangian 1-handle attachment in
Legendrian weaves; in the middle is a Lagrangian 2-handle attachment in
Legendrian weaves; on the right is a Legendrian connected sum cobordism.
A, are on the top while A_ are on the bottom.

S| ) > T

FIGURE 10. Taking connected sum with Acyug (left) and with Aypknot
(right). The cobordisms are from left to right in each picture. The la-
belling 0, 1,00, z is a kP! coloring (so that regions sharing a common edge
have different colors), which determines a microlocal rank 1 sheaf.

4.2. Applications to Legendrian surfaces. In this section we use the computation of the
number of microlocal rank 1 sheaves to prove the results Theorem 1.9. We will frequently
refer to [64] and [6] for the theory of Legendrian weaves (which are certain type of Legendrian
surfaces) and their moduli space of microlocal rank 1 sheaves.

First, we recall that the correspondence between the front projection of Legendrian weaves
and their planar graphs are illustrated in Figure 1. The combinatoric constructions of
Lagrangian handle attachments for Legendrian weaves are illustrated in Figure 9, and proved
in [6, Theorem 4.10].

Proof of Theorem 1.9. (1) We start from A, j. Consider the local picture near a degree
3 vertex of the graph. Consider a Lagrangian 1-handle cobordism in the shadowed region
(Figure 11 left). This will give a cobordism from Ay ;, to Agy1 . Then consider a Lagrangian
2-handle cobordism in the shadowed region (Figure 11 middle). This gives a cobordism from
Agy1k to Agg. For general Ay, Ay i, the cobordism can be constructed by concatenation.

(2) This is essentially proved by Dimitroglou Rizell [11]. First of all, notice that Ag
admits an exact Lagrangian filling by taking a sequence of Lagrangian 1-handle cobordisms
(Figure 12). Next, we claim that for any & > 1, Ay ; does not admit exact Lagrangian
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)& mO— )~

FIGURE 11. The cobordism from Ay to Agy1 to Ay (from left to right).
The grey regions are the places where we attach Lagrangian handles.

o @995

FI1GURE 12. The Lagrangian filling of the Legendrian surface Ayo by La-
grangian 1-handle cobordisms in all the shadowed regions and finally fill the
unknot on the left by a Lagrangian disk.

fillings. Assuming the claim, then clearly there cannot be exact Lagrangian cobordisms
from Ay to Ay .

We now prove the claim using sheaves. One way is to apply [64, Theorem 1.3]. An
alternative approach is the following [6, Theorem 5.12]. First, we know that the flag moduli
spaces in [6,64] as spaces of flags modulo PG Ls(k)-actions are identified with the framed
moduli space of sheaves M{T(A) with framing data at a single point since

Mi(A) = [M](A) /K]

where the moduli stack M;(A) is equivalent to the space of flags modulo G Ls(k)-action.
When k > 1, one can consider locally a triangle in the graph. A microlocal rank 1 sheaf is
characterized by a kP! colorings of regions (such that any regions sharing a common edge
have different colors). Without loss of generality, one can assume that outside the triangle,
the 3 regions are colored by 0,1 and oo (Figure 10). Then the possible choices for colors in
the triangle region are k*\{1}, i.e.

MY (Mg i) = MY (Ag—1 k1) x (K¥\{1}).

When k = Z /27, then there are no available choices and hence there are no microlocal rank
1 sheaves with Z/2Z-coefficients on Ay ;. Hence there cannot be any Lagrangian fillings.
The claim is proved.

(3) First we should note that as explained in [6, Example 4.26] there is a Lagrangian
cobordism Lo from Acyg to a loose Legendrian 2-sphere Agz 1505 by @ Lagrangian 2-handle
attachment (Figure 13), where the fact that Ag2 j,0se is loose follows from [6, Proposition
4.24]. Hence there is a Lagrangian cobordism from Ay, = Ay—1 y—1#Acug to a genus g — 1
surface Ag_1 k19 A g2 looser and Ag_1 k1A g2 100se 18 also loose.
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FIGURE 13. A Lagrangian 2-handle cobordism from Ag2 1o (right) to Acug (left).

We now apply [22, Theorem 2.2]°. First we need to construct a formal Lagrangian
cobordism, that is, a smooth cobordism 1 : L; < RS from Ay 1 k1% As2 100se 10 Ag s, and
a family of bundle maps ¥, : TL; — TRS| 1, such that ¥y = dvy, ¥y = di near positive
and negative ends, and ¥, is a Lagrangian bundle map.

Note that Ay and Agy_1 are formally Legendrian isotopic for any k& > 1,k" > 0. This
means that there is a smooth isotopy v, : Ay — R, t € I, together with a family of bundle
maps Wi, s,t € I, such that W , = dyy, Vi | = dypy, Vg, = d)y, and W}, are Lagrangian
bundle maps into the contact distribution. Given a formal Legendrian isotopy, we can
consider a smooth cobordism L = A x I from Ag to A; being

Y LR x I, ¢(z,t) = (¥(2),1),
and a family of bundle maps ¥, : TL — T(R® x I)|; such that ¥y = di and ¥, is a
Lagrangian bundle map by considering the homotopy such that

Uelra, = Vs, q’s‘(ﬁ/@t) = (1—s)dyp(0/0t) + sd/Or.

Therefore, we can get a formal Lagrangian concordance from A1 to Ay . By part (1)
we know that there is a genuine Lagrangian cobordism from Ay_1 to Ag 1. Thus by con-
catenation, we will get a formal Lagrangian cobordism (Ly,, V) from Ag_q 1 1#As2 100se
to Ag i, and in fact
Hl (Ll) l> Hl(Ag—l,k—l#ASQ,loose)'

Then by [22, Theorem 2.2] there is a Lagrangian cobordism L; from Ag_1 x—1#Ag2 jo0se

to Ay pr such that
H' (Ll) = Hl(Agfl,kfl#ASQ,loose) =k*2
Taking the concatenation of Ly and Lq, we will get a Lagrangian cobordism such that
dim coker(H' (Lo U Ly) — H'(Ay 1)) = 2.

(4) We show that there cannot be Lagrangian cobordisms L with vanishing Maslov class
from Ay to Agy for k < k' such that H'(L) — H'(A,%). Indeed consider a degree 3
vertex in the graph of A,_;;_1. Taking connected sum with Acyig and Aynknot Will give
Ay and Agp_1. As explained in Part (2), a microlocal rank 1 sheaf is characterized by
the number kP! colorings of the graph (Figure 10). The possible choices for colors in the
triangle region are k*\{1},

MY (Mg ) = MY (Mg_15-1) x (K\{1}).

On the other hand, for A, j_;, assume the upper half region and lower half region are
colored 0,00 (Figure 10). Then the possible choices for colors in the bi-gon region are k*,
ie.

M (Ag 1) = MY (Ag_1 1) x K.

5The author thanks Emmy Murphy for pointing out that the Lagrangian cap construction helps build
cobordisms in this setting.
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In particular, |MY (A, 1) (Fy)| < |MY(Agr_1)(F,)|, and by induction |[M (A, ) (F,)] <
MY (A1) (Fo)|
When H'(L) - H'(A, ) is surjective, in the fiber product

M{%Ag,kfl) XHY (A gikx) HY(L; k) —— M{T(Ag,k)

| |

(1) e H (Mg k),

the horizontal map r at the bottom is a projection map, and hence so is 7 (in fact the
vertical map on the right P is called the period map in [64, Section 4.7]). Therefore

(MY (Ag) X a1 (a, ey HHL ) (Fg)| 2 MY (Aga) (Fo)| > [MT (g ) (Fy)].
However, a fully faithful Lagrangian cobordism functor ®; should induce an embedding
MY (Mgie) X, ey HH (LK) = M (Mg o).
That is a contradiction. O

Remark 4.4. For the Lagrangian cobordism from Agj to Agy1y and to Agy, one can
see (in Figure 11) that the ascending manifold of Lagrangian 1-handle and the descending
manifold of the Lagrangian 2-handle have geometric intersection number 1. Since these
Lagrangians are regular [19], one can cancel the pair of critical points so that the Lagrangian
is Hamiltonian isotopic to a cylinder.
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