
LAGRANGIAN COBORDISM FUNCTOR IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF

THEORY I

WENYUAN LI

Abstract. Let Λ± be Legendrian submanifolds in the cosphere bundle T ∗,∞M . Given
a Lagrangian cobordism L of Legendrians from Λ− to Λ+, we construct a functor Φ∗

L :
Shc

Λ+
(M) → Shc

Λ−(M)⊗C−∗(Ω∗Λ−)C−∗(Ω∗L) between sheaf categories of compact objects
with singular support on Λ± 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 ξ ⊂ TY , and a
Legendrian submanifold is an n-dimensional submanifold Λ ⊂ Y such that ξ|Λ ⊂ TΛ. As-
sume that ξ ⊂ TY is defined by the kernel of a 1-form α ∈ Ω1(Y ) called the contact form
(this is equivalent to saying that the contact structure is coorientable). Given a contact
form α, the Reeb vector field Rα is the vector field such that

α(Rα) = 1, ι(Rα)dα = 0.

Contact manifolds (resp. Legendrian submanifolds) naturally arise as boundaries of exact
symplectic manifolds (X, dλ) (resp. exact Lagrangian submanifolds L ⊂ X where λ|L = dfL)
from the point of view of symplectic field theory [20]. In particular, in the symplectization
(Y × Rr, d(e

rα)) of the contact manifold (Y, kerα), 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 Λ ⊂ Y and morphisms Hom(Λ−,Λ+) being exact Lagrangian submani-
folds L ⊂ (Y × Rr, d(e

rα)) with erα|L = dfL such that

L ∩ (Y × (−∞,−r)) = Λ− × (−∞,−r), L ∩ (Y × (r,+∞)) = Λ+ × (r,+∞).

for some r > 0, and the primitive fL is a constant on Λ− × (−∞,−r) and Λ+ × (r,+∞).
We call such an L a Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to Λ+.

Remark 1.1. Compositions in Cob(Y ) are defined by concatenating Lagrangian cobordisms.
We will denote the concatenation of L0 ∈ Hom(Λ0,Λ1) and L1 ∈ Hom(Λ1,Λ2) by L0 ∪L1.

Under certain conditions on (Y, kerα) (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(Λ) associated to a
Legendrian submanifold Λ generated by Reeb trajectories starting and ending on Λ [9,16].
We consider the version AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ) that is a dg algebra over the dg algebra C−∗(Ω∗Λ)
where Ω∗Λ is the based loop space of Λ [18]. Following [12, 17], a Lagrangian cobordism L
from Λ− to Λ+ is expected to induce a homomorphism

Φ∗
L : AC−∗(Ω∗Λ+)(Λ+)→ AC−∗(Ω∗Λ−)(Λ−)⊗C−∗(Ω∗Λ−) C−∗(Ω∗L).
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The representations of AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ) over k are called augmentations. Given an augmenta-
tion ϵ− : AC−∗(Ω∗Λ−)(Λ−)→ k, its restriction

ϵ−|C−∗(Ω∗Λ−) : C−∗(Ω∗Λ−)→ k

defines a rank 1 local system δΛ− ∈ Hom(C0(Ω∗Λ−);k) ∼= H1(Λ−;k×). For any rank 1

local system δL ∈ Hom(C0(Ω∗L);k) ∼= H1(L; k×) that restricts to δΛ− on Λ−, we are able
to define the induced augmentation on Λ+

ϵ+ = ΦL(ϵ−, δL) : AC−∗(Ω∗Λ+)(Λ+)
Φ∗

L−−→ AC−∗(Ω∗Λ−)(Λ−)⊗C−∗(Ω∗Λ−) C−∗(Ω∗L)
(ϵ−,δL)−−−−→ k

(see [50] for the case of Legendrian knots).
For augmentations of A(Λ) and respectively AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ), Bourgeois-Chantraine [3] de-

fined a non-unital A∞-category Aug−(Λ), while Ng-Rutherford-Sivek-Shende-Zaslow [48]
defined a (strictly) unital A∞-category Aug+(Λ) for Legendrian knots in R3

std
1. A La-

grangian cobordism L from Λ− to Λ+ is expected to induce a functor between the corre-
sponding augmentation categories

ΦL : Aug+(Λ−)×Loc1(Λ−) Loc
1(L)→ Aug+(Λ+),

where Loc1(−) 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 Λ is understood to be certain infinitesimal Fukaya cat-
egory of Lagrangians asymptotic to Λ considered by Nadler-Zaslow [47], and in R3

std Ng-
Rutherford-Sivek-Shende-Zaslow proved that the unital augmentation category Aug+(Λ)
of the Chekanov-Eliashberg dg algebra is a sheaf category consisting of microlocal rank 1
(i.e. simple) objects [48]

ShsΛ(R2)0 ≃ Aug+(Λ)
(in higher dimensions, some results have also been obtained [5, 27,53]).

At the same time, for Weinstein manifolds X with skeleton cX and a Legendrian subman-
ifold in the contact boundary Λ ⊂ ∂∞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])

µShccX∪Λ×R(cX ∪ Λ× R) ≃ PerfW(X,Λ)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

PerfW(X,Λ) ≃ Perf AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ)

where AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ) is equipped with C−∗(Ω∗Λ)-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.

1The ± signs come from the fact that Aug−(Λ) can be defined using small negative Reeb pushoffs of Λ,
while Aug+(Λ) is defined using positive pushoffs of Λ. Following [18, Section 1.2], Aug+(Λ) should be under-
stood as augmentations of A(Λ) while Aug+(Λ) should be understood as augmentations of AC−∗(Ω∗Λ)(Λ).
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Definition 1.2. Let (X, dλ) be an exact symplectic manifold with ideal contact boundary
∂∞X. Let the Liouville vector field Zλ be defined by ι(Zλ)dλ = λ, 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 Zλ is a gradient-like vector field. Write
Xc = f−1((−∞, c]). Then the skeleton of X is

cX =
⋃
c∈R

⋂
z>0

φ−z
Zλ

(Xc).

Remark 1.2. Throughout the paper, we assume that all Weinstein manifolds X, Lagrangian
cobordisms L and Legendrian submanifolds Λ± 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 2c1(X) = 0, the Maslov class of the Lagrangian µ(L) = 0
and that of the Legendrians µ(Λ±) = 0. When char k ̸= 2, we need to assume in addition
that L and Λ± are relatively spin.

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

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton cX , Λ−,Λ+ ⊂ ∂∞X
be Legendrian submanifolds, and L ⊂ ∂∞X ×R an exact Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to
Λ+. There is a cobordism functor between the microlocal sheaf categories of compact objects

Φ∗
L : µShccX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R) −→ µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc

c(L),

and a fully faithful adjoint functor between microlocal sheaf categories of proper objects

ΦL : µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×Locb(Λ−) Loc
b(L) ↪→ µShbcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × 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

Φ∗
L : ShcΛ+

(M) −→ ShcΛ−(M)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc
c(L),

and a fully faithful adjoint functor between proper sheaves

ΦL : ShbΛ−(M)×Locb(Λ−) Loc
b(L) ↪→ ShbΛ+

(M).

Remark 1.3. The tensor product of categories

µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc
c(L)

is defined as the homotopy push-out of the following diagram

µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)←− Locc(Λ−) −→ Locc(L)

where the arrows are corestriction functors [44, Section 3.6] (see Section 2.5) since Locc(Λ) ≃
µShcΛ(Λ) [30] (see Section 2.2). In particular, when X = T ∗M the corestriction functor

Locc(Λ−) −→ ShcΛ−(M)

is the left adjoint to the microlocalization functor (see Section 2.2).

Remark 1.4. The category of compact local systems Locc(Λ) is derived Morita equivalent
to the chains on based loop space C−∗(Ω∗Λ), i.e. Loc

c(Λ) ≃ Perf C−∗(Ω∗Λ).

Remark 1.5. In the setting of partially wrapped Fukaya categories, the first functor is

Φ∗
L :W(X,Λ+) −→W(X,Λ−)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc

c(L).
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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 Λ− to Λ+, i.e. L is diffeomorphic to Λ− ×R,
we have in particular the following fully faithful embedding.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton cX , Λ−,Λ+ ⊂
∂∞X be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L ⊂ ∂∞X × R be a Lagrangian concordance from
Λ− to Λ+. Then there is a fully faithful functor between the categories

ΦL : µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R) ↪→ µShbcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R).

In particular, when X = T ∗M , there is a fully faithful functor between proper sheaves

ΦL : ShbΛ−(M) ↪→ ShbΛ+
(M).

For Lagrangian cobordisms L0, L1 from Λ− to Λ+, Chantraine-Dimitroglou Rizell-Ghiggini-
Golovko [8] constructed an acyclic Cthulhu complex Cth(Λ±, L0, L1) consisting of linearized
contact homologies of Λ± and the Floer chain complex of L0, 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 ΦL.

Corollary 1.3 (Mayer-Vietoris exact triangle). Let X be a Weinstein manifold with sub-
analytic skeleton cX , and Λ−,Λ+ ⊂ ∂∞X be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L ⊂ ∂∞X × R
be an exact Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to Λ+. Suppose there are sheaves F−,G− ∈
µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R) which restrict to constant local systems along Λ−, and their

microstalks at Λ− are F,G. Denoting by

F+ = ΦL(F−, FL), G+ = ΦL(G−, GL),

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

Γ(µhom(F+,G+))→ Γ(µhom(F−,G−))⊕ C∗(L;Hom(F,G))→ C∗(Λ−;Hom(F,G))
+1−−→ .

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/2Z 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/2Z has a
proper module does not admit a Lagrangian cap.

Corollary 1.4. Let X be a flexible Weinstein manifold with subanalytic skeleton cX , and
Λ− ⊂ ∂∞X be a connected Legendrian submanifold. Suppose µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)
contains a nontrivial object which restricts to a constant local system along Λ−. Then there
is no Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− 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)

µShbcX (cX) ≃ Funex(µShccX (cX)op,Perf(k)),

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
Λ− is necessary. For example, the Clifford Legendrian torus ΛCliff discussed in Theorem
1.9 does admit a microlocal rank 1 sheaf. However, there is a Lagrangian cobordism from
ΛCliff to a loose Legendrian sphere ΛS2,loose [6, Example 4.26] (see Section 4.2), and hence
there is a Lagrangian cap by [22].

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let F− ∈ µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪Λ−×R) be a nonzero object with stalk

at Λ− being F . Suppose there is an exact Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to ∅. Then since
F− restricts to a constant local system and the stalk F at Λ− is nonzero, it can be extended
to a constant local system on L with stalk F . Glue F− with the local system FL and write
F+ = ΦL(F−, FL). Since X is flexible, Γ(µhom(F+,F+)) ≃ 0. From the Mayer-Vietoris
exact triangle we know that (by setting G− = F− and G+ = F+)

Γ(µhom(F−,F−))⊕ C∗(L;Hom(F, F )) ≃ C∗(Λ−;Hom(F, F )).

However, the fact that H0(L;Hom(F, F )) ≃ H0(Λ−;Hom(F, F )) will force

H0(µhom(F−,F−)) = 0,

i.e. idF− = 0, which gives a contradiction. □

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 Λ−,Λ+ ⊂
∂∞X be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L ⊂ ∂∞X × R be an exact Lagrangian cobordism
from Λ− to Λ+. Suppose there are sheaves F−,G− ∈ µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R) which

restrict to constant local systems along Λ−, and their stalks at Λ− are F,G. Denoting by

F+ = ΦL(F−, FL), G+ = ΦL(G−, GL),

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

Γ(µhom(F+,G+))→ Γ(µhom(F−,G−))→ C∗(L,Λ−;Hom(F,G))[1]
+1−−→ .

Remark 1.10. Following [49, Theorem 1.6], restricting to the subcategory µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX∪
Λ− × R)tri ⊂ µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R) of microlocal sheaves which restrict to constant

local systems along Λ−, the functor defined by gluing with the constant local system on L

µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)tri → µShbcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R)tri
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is injective on objects as long as H0(L,Λ−) = 0. The proof is the same as [49], where one
uses the fact that

H0(µhom(F+,G+))
∼−→ H0(µhom(F−,G−))

preserves the identity.

In particular, when Λ− = ∅, i.e. when L is an exact Lagrangian filling of Λ+, by choosing
the constant rank 1 local system on L, we are able to get a sheaf quantization F+ 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
µShccX (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 Λ+ ⊂ ∂∞X be a Legendrian submanifold. Let k be a ring. Let L ⊂ X be an exact
Lagrangian filling of Λ+. Then there is F+ ∈ µShbcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R) such that

Γ(µhom(F+,F+)) ≃ C∗(L;k).

Proof. Pick the rank 1 constant local system on µShbL(L) ≃ Locb(L). Then by Corollary
1.5 we can get the result. □

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 φs

H , s ∈ I, from Λ0 to Λ1, it will define a Lagrangian cobordism L from Λ0 to Λ1

[7; 23, Section 4.2.3]. Hence we have a fully faithful Lagrangian cobordism functor

ΦL : ShbΛ0
(M) ↪→ ShbΛ1

(M).

On the other hand, Guillermou-Kashiwara-Schapira [32] constructed a sheaf quantization
functor ΨH 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 Λs ⊂ T ∗,∞M, s ∈ I, be a Legendrian isotopy induced by φs
H , s ∈ I,

with vanishing Maslov class, and L the Lagrangian cobordism from Λ0 to Λ1 coming from
the isotopy. Then for ΦL the Lagrangian cobordism functor and ΨH the sheaf quantization
functor,

ΦL ≃ ΨH : ShbΛ0
(M)→ ShbΛ1

(M).

1.3.2. Relation with sheaf quantization of Lagrangian fillings. When Λ− = ∅, a Lagrangian
cobordism from Λ− to Λ+ is a Lagrangian filling. Jin-Treumann [34] constructed a sheaf
quantization functor Locb(L)→ ShbΛ+

(M) from any Lagrangian filling L of Λ+ ⊂ T ∗,∞M ,

that is, a fully faithful embedding

ΨJT
L : Locb(L) ↪→ ShbΛ+

(M).

We will show the following comparison result in Section 3.4.

Proposition 1.8. Let U ⊂ M be an open subset with subanalytic boundary, Λ+ = ν∗,∞U,−M
be the inward unit conormal and L the standard Lagrangian brane associated to U with
Legendrian boundary Λ+. Then for ΦL the Lagrangian cobordism functor and ΨJT

L the
Jin-Treumann sheaf quantization functor,

ΦL ≃ ΨJT
L : Locb(L) ↪→ ShbΛ+

(M).
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Figure 1. The front projection πfront : J
1(Σ) → Σ × 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 ΦL and ΨJT

L as functors
from infinitesimal Fukaya categories, then ΦL ≃ ΨJT

L for any Lagrangian filling of any
Legendrians Λ+.

1.3.3. Other proposals of the cobordism functor. An exact Lagrangian cobordism L in Y ×R
from Λ− to Λ+ can be lifted to a Legendrian cobordism L̃ in Y × R2 between Legendrians
Λ− and Λ+. Pan-Rutherford [51] considered for k-coefficient dg algebras (instead of loop
space coefficients) a diagram

A(Λ+)→ A(L̃)
∼←− A(Λ−)

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−∗(Ω∗Λ+)(Λ+) ↠ AC−∗(Ω∗L̃)
(L̃)

∼←− AC−∗(Ω∗Λ−)(Λ−)⊗C−∗(Ω∗Λ−) C−∗(Ω∗L̃)

or in the language of sheaf theory

ShcΛ+
(M) ↠ Shc

L̃
(M × R) ∼←− ShcΛ−(M)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc

c(L)

that coincides with our construction here. The right adjoint functor will thus be

ShbΛ+
(M)←↩ Shb

L̃
(M × R) ∼−→ ShbΛ−(M)×Locb(Λ−) Loc

b(L)

Here Shb
L̃
(M × R) → µShb

L̃
(L̃)

∼−→ Locb(L̃) is the microlocalization functor (Section 2.2)

while Shb
L̃
(M × R)→ ShbΛ±

(M) are the restriction functors2.

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 Fq 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 J1(Σ) 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 Λg,k are considered in [11] and [54] (Λg,0

are the unknotted Legendrian surfaces and Λg,g are Clifford Legendrian surfaces). Dim-
itroglou Rizell showed that those Λg,k’s admit Z/2Z-coefficient 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 ΓUnknot,ΓCliff be the 2-graphs in S2 shown in Figure 2, and ΛUnknot,ΛCliff

the corresponding Legendrian weaves in J1(S2) ⊂ T ∗,∞R3. Let Λg,k be the Legendrian
surface with genus g by taking k copies of ΛCliff and g − k copies of ΛUnknot. Then

(1) for any g′ ≤ g, there are Lagrangian cobordisms from Λg,k to Λg′,k and also from
Λg′,k to Λg,k;

(2) (Dimitroglou Rizell) for any k ≥ 1, there are no Lagrangian cobordisms with van-
ishing Maslov class from Λg,0 to Λg′,k;

(3) for any k ≥ 1, k′ ≥ 0, there are Lagrangian cobordisms L from Λg,k to Λg,k′ such
that dim coker(H1(L)→ H1(Λg,k)) ≥ 2;

(4) for any k < k′, there are no Lagrangian cobordisms L with vanishing Maslov class
from Λg,k to Λg,k′ such that H1(L) ↠ H1(Λg,k); 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 Λg,k is closer to being Lagrangian fillable when k is
smaller (in particular Λg,0 are the only Lagrangian fillable ones). We would expect that
it is difficult to have a Lagrangian cobordism from Λg,k to Λg,k′ if k > k′. Our theorem
shows that, for k > k′, there are indeed obstructions for Lagrangian cobordisms to exist
from Λg,k to Λg,k′ assuming either (2) k = 0 or (4) H1(L)→ H1(Λg,k) is surjective. On the
contrary, as long as we assume (3) k ≥ 1 and H1(L)→ H1(Λg,k) is not surjective, then we
enter the world of flexibility and there are no obstructions for Lagrangian cobordisms (and
dim coker(H1(L)→ H1(Λg,k)) 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 Λ− ↪→ 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, ∂∞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. T ∗,∞

τ>0 (M ×R) is the subbundle of T ∗,∞(M ×R)
consisting of points so that the covector coordinate in T ∗R is τ > 0. For a closed submanifold
N ⊂M , ν∗,∞N M is the unit conormal bundle. For an open subset U ⊂M with subanalytic
boundary, ν∗,∞U,+/−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 Λ− to Λ+

if Λ+ is at the convex end and Λ− 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−, µSh− are the dg categories consisting of all possibly
unbounded complexes of sheaves with prescribed (isotropic) singular support, Shc−, µSh

c
−

are the dg subcategories of compact objects, and Shb−, µSh
b
− 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 k, 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 kM the constant sheaf on M . For a locally closed subset
iV : V ↪→M , abusing notations, we will write

kV = iV !kV ∈ Shb(M).

In particular, kV ∈ Shb(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 kV = iV ∗kV .

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].



10 WENYUAN LI

Figure 3. The singular support of a sheaf and the combinatoric description.

Definition 2.2. Let F ∈ Sh(M). Then its singular support SS(F ) is the closure of the
set of points (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M such that there exists a smooth function φ ∈ C1(M), φ(x) =
0, dφ(x) = ξ and

Γφ−1([0,+∞))(F )x ̸= 0.

The singular support at infinity is SS∞(F ) = SS(F ) ∩ T ∗,∞M .

For Λ̂ ⊂ T ∗M any conical subset (resp. Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M any subset), let Sh
Λ̂
(M) ⊂

Sh(M) (resp. ShΛ(M) ⊂ Sh(M)) be the full subcategory of sheaves such that SS(F ) ⊂ Λ̂
(resp. SS∞(F ) ⊂ Λ).

Example 2.2. Let F = kRn×[0,+∞). Then SS(F ) = Rn × {(x, ξ)|x ≥ 0, ξ = 0 or x =

0, ξ ≥ 0}, SS∞(F ) = ν∗,∞Rn×R>0,−R
n+1 = {(x1, ..., xn, 0, 0, ..., 0, 1)}, which is the inward

conormal bundle of Rn × R>0.
Let F = kRn×(0,+∞). Then SS(F ) = Rn × {(x, ξ)|x ≥ 0, ξ = 0 or x = 0, ξ ≤ 0},

SS∞(F ) = ν∗,∞Rn×R>0,+
Rn+1 = {(x1, ..., xn, 0, 0, ..., 0,−1)}, which is the outward conormal

bundle of Rn × R>0.

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 F ∈
Sh(M) and {Ut}t∈R be a family of open subsets and Zt =

⋂
t>s Ut\Us. Suppose that

(1) Ut =
⋃

s<t Us, for −∞ < t < +∞;

(2) Ut\Us ∩ supp(F ) is compact, for −∞ < s < t < +∞;
(3) ΓM\Ut

(F )x = 0, for x ∈ Zs\Ut, −∞ < s ≤ t < +∞.

Then for any t ∈ R we have

Γ

( ⋃
s∈R

Us,F

)
∼−→ Γ(Ut,F ).

Example 2.3 ([58, Section 3.3]). Suppose Λ = ν∗,∞Rn×R>0,−R
n+1 ⊂ T ∗,∞Rn+1 is the inward

conormal bundle at infinity and F ∈ ShΛ(Rn+1). Then by non-characteristic deformation
lemma, F |Rn×{0}, F |Rn×(0,+∞) and F |Rn×(−∞,0) are locally constant sheaves, and

Γ(Rn × {0},F ) ≃ Γ(Rn+1,F ) ≃ Γ(Rn × [0,+∞),F ).

Suppose that

F |Rn×[0,+∞) = (F+)Rn×[0,+∞), F |Rn×(−∞,0) = (F−)Rn×(−∞,0).
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Then F is determined by the diagram (Figure 3)

F− F+
oo ∼ // F+

Here are some singular support estimates that we are going to use. Let A,B ⊂ T ∗M .
Then define (x, ξ) ∈ A +̂B iff there exists (an, αn) ∈ A, (bn, βn) ∈ B such that

an, bn → x, αn + βn → ξ, |an − bn||αn| → 0.

Let i : M → N be a closed embedding. Then for A ⊂ T ∗N , define (x, ξ) ∈ i#(A) iff there
exists (yn, ηn, xn, 0) ∈ A× T ∗M such that

xn, yn → x, i∗ηn → ξ, |xn − yn||ηn| → 0.

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

SS(j∗F ) ⊂ SS(F ) +̂ ν∗U,−N,

where ν∗U,−N is the inward conormal bundle of U ⊂ N .

Proposition 2.3 ([35, Corollary 6.4.4]). Let i :M → N be a closed embedding, F ∈ Sh(N).
Then

SS(i−1F ) ⊂ 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 F , when ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small,
the outward conormal bundle ν∗,∞∂Bϵ(x),+

M will be disjoint from the subanalytic Legendrian

SS∞(F ), and thus by microlocal Morse lemma we have [35, Lemma 8.4.7]

Fx ≃ Γ(Bϵ(x),F ) ≃ Γ(Bϵ(x),F ).

2.2. Microlocalization and µSh. We review the definition and properties of microlocal-
ization and the sheaf of categories µSh, 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 Λ̂ ⊂ T ∗M be a conical subset. Then define a presheaf of dg categories

on T ∗M supported on Λ̂ to be

µShpre
Λ̂

: Ω̂ 7→ Sh
Λ̂∪T ∗M\Ω̂(M)/Sh

T ∗M\Ω̂(M),

The sheafification of µShpre
Λ̂

is µSh
Λ̂
. In particular, we write µSh = µShT ∗M for the sheaf

of categories on T ∗M .
Let Sh

(Λ̂)
(M) be the subcategory of sheaves F such that there exists some neighbourhood

Ω̂ of Λ̂ satisfying SS(F ) ∩ Ω̂ ⊂ Λ̂. For F ,G ∈ Sh
(Λ̂)

(M), let the sheaf of homomorphisms

in the sheaf of categories µSh
Λ̂
be

µhom(F ,G )|
Λ̂
: Ω̂ 7→ Hom

µSh
Λ̂
(Ω̂)

(F ,G ).

Write µhom(F ,G ) to be the sheaf of homomorphisms in µSh.
Let Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M be a subset where T ∗,∞M is identified with the unit cotangent bundle.

Then µShΛ is defined by µShΛ = µShΛ×R>0 |Λ.
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Remark 2.4. We define the sheafification in the (large) category of dg categories whose

morphisms are exact functors. When Λ̂ 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 mΛ the natural quotient functor on the sheaf of categories, which, on the level
of global sections, induces

mΛ : ShΛ(M)→ µShΛ(Λ).

We call mΛ the microlocalization functor.
The following lemma immediately follows from the identity Γ(T ∗M,µhom(F ,G )) =

Hom(F ,G ) and the fact that supp(µhom(F ,G )) ⊂ SS(F )∩SS(G ) [35, Corollary 5.4.10].

Lemma 2.4 ([44, Remark 3.18]). Let Λ̂ ⊂ T ∗M be a conical subanalytic Lagrangian. Then

Sh
M∪Λ̂(M)

∼−→ µSh
M∪Λ̂(M ∪ Λ̂).

Remark 2.5. Note that using the invariance of µSh under contact transformations [35,

Section 7.2] and [46, Lemma 6.3], the right hand side only depends on the germ of M ∪ Λ̂,

and can be viewed as a sheaf of categories either in M ∪ Λ̂ ⊂ T ∗M or in some T ∗,∞N

through a Legendrian embedding M ∪ Λ̂ ↪→ T ∗,∞N (see also [46, Remark 8.25]).

Theorem 2.5 ([30, Proposition 6.6 & Lemma 6.7], [46, Corollary 5.4]). Let Λ̂ ⊂ T ∗M be
a conical subanalytic Lagrangian. For a smooth point p = (x, ξ) ∈ Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M , the stalk
µShΛ,p ≃ Mod(k).

Theorem 2.6 (Guillermou [30, Theorem 11.5]). Let Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M be a smooth Legendrian
submanifold. Suppose the Maslov class µ(Λ) = 0 and Λ is relative spin, then as sheaves of
categories

µShΛ
∼−→ LocΛ.

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 Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M be a Legendrian submanifold. Suppose µ(Λ) = 0 and Λ
is relative spin. For p = (x, ξ) ∈ Λ, the microstalk of F ∈ Sh(M) at p is

mΛ,p(F ) = mΛ(F )p ∈ Mod(k).
F ∈ ShΛ(M) is called microlocal rank r if mΛ,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 Λ ⊂
T ∗,∞M be a smooth Legendrian. Suppose the Maslov class µ(Λ) = 0 and Λ is relative spin.
When the front projection of Λ onto M is a smooth hypersurface near p and φ ∈ C1(M) is
a local defining function for Λ, then

mΛ,p(F ) = Γφ≥0(F )x[−d(p)],
where d(p) ∈ Z is called the Maslov potential.

Example 2.6. Suppose Λ = ν∗,∞Rn×(0,+∞),−R
n+1 ⊂ T ∗,∞Rn+1 (which is the inward conormal

bundle of Rn × (0,+∞)) and F ∈ ShΛ(Rn+1). Then F is determined by

F− F+
oo ∼ // F+
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Then for p = (0, ..., 0, 0; 0, ..., 0, 1) ∈ Λ we can pick φ(x) = xn+1, and get

Γφ≥0(F )(0,...,0) = Cone(F+ → F−)[−1] ≃ 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

mΛ,p(F ) ≃ µmon(F )p[−1].

Proposition 2.8 ([31, Equation (1.4.4)]). Let Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞M be a Legendrian submanifold.
F ∈ ShΛ(M) is microlocal rank r at p ∈ Λ iff

µhom(F ,F )p ≃ kr
2
.

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 µShΛ(Λ) by Kashiwara-Schapira [35, Section 7.2].

Definition 2.5. Let Ĥs : T
∗M×I → R be a homogeneous Hamiltonian on T ∗M , and Hs =

Ĥs|T ∗,∞M the corresponding contact Hamiltonian on T ∗,∞M . For a conical Lagrangian Λ̂,

the Lagrangian movie of Λ̂ under the Hamiltonian isotopy φs
Ĥ
(s ∈ I) is

Λ̂
Ĥ

= {(x, ξ, s, σ)|(x, ξ) = φs
Ĥ
(x0, ξ0), σ = −Ĥs ◦ φs

Ĥ
(x0, ξ0), (x0, ξ0) ∈ Λ̂} ⊂ T ∗(M × I).

For a Legendrian Λ, the Legendrian movie of Λ under the corresponding contact Hamilton-

ian isotopy is ΛH = Λ̂
Ĥ
∩ T ∗,∞M .

Theorem 2.9 (Guillermou-Kashiwara-Schapira [32, Proposition 3.12]). Let Hs : T
∗,∞M ×

I → R be a contact Hamiltonian on T ∗,∞M and Λ a Legendrian in T ∗,∞M . Then there
are equivalences

ShΛ(M)
∼←− ShΛH

(M × I) ∼−→ Shφ1
H(Λ)(M),

given by restriction functors i−1
0 and i−1

1 where is : M × s ↪→ M × I is the inclusion. We

denote their inverses by Ψ0
H and Ψ1

H , and ΨH = i−1
1 ◦Ψ0

H .

Remark 2.7 ([32, Remark 3.9]). This theorem also works for a U -parametric family of
Hamiltonian isotopies on T ∗,∞M × U → T ∗,∞M for a contractible manifold U .

For the category of microlocal sheaves µShΛ(Λ), 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 µShΛ(Λ) under
(global) Hamiltonian isotopies.

Theorem 2.10 (Nadler-Shende [46, Lemma 6.6]). Let Hs : T ∗,∞M × I → R be a contact
Hamiltonian on T ∗,∞M and Λ a Legendrian in T ∗,∞M . Then there are equivalences

µShΛ(Λ)
∼←− µShΛH

(ΛH)
∼−→ µShφ1

H(Λ)(φ
1
H(Λ))

given by restriction functors i−1
0 and i−1

1 where is : M × s ↪→ M × I is the inclusion. We

denote their inverses by Ψ0
H and Ψ1

H , and ΨH = i−1
1 ◦Ψ0

H .

Proof. For any open subset Ω ⊂ T ∗,∞M , consider the contact movie ΩH,s,ϵ ⊂ T ∗,∞(M × I)
in the time interval Is,ϵ = (s− ϵ, s+ ϵ). Then i−1

s induces equivalences of categories

ShΛH∪Ωc
H,s,ϵ

(M × Is,ϵ)
∼−→ Shφs

H(Λ∪Ωc)(M), ShΩc
H,s,ϵ

(M × Is,ϵ)
∼−→ Shφs

H(Ωc)(M).

Since Sh(M×Is,ϵ) = Sh(M×I)/ShT ∗(M×I\Is,ϵ)(M×I), we get an equivalence of presheaves

i−1
s : lim−→

ϵ→0

µShpreΛH
(ΩH,s,ϵ)

∼−→ µShpreφs
H(Λ)(φ

s
H(Ω)),
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where the left hand side is the pull back of a presheaf, since ΩH,s,ϵ (ϵ > 0) form a neigh-
bourhood basis of φs

H(Ω). Therefore, after sheafification, we can get an equivalence given
by the pull back

i−1
s : µShΛH

(φs
H(Λ))

∼−→ µShφs
H(Λ)(φ

s
H(Λ)).

Then, since µShpreΛH
(ΩH,s,ϵ) ≃ µShpreΛH

(ΩH,s′,ϵ), we also know that µShpreΛH
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

µShΛH
(ΛH)

∼−→ µShφs
H(Λ)(φ

s
H(Λ)).

This completes the proof of the theorem. □

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

ShΛH
(M × I) i−1

s //

��

Shφs
H(Λ)(M)

��
µShΛH

(ΛH)
i−1
s // µShφs

H(Λ)(φ
s
H(Λ)).

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, dλ) into the contact bound-
ary of some cotangent bundle and thus construct a microlocal sheaf category µShcX (cX)
from the Lagrangian skeleton cX 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 µShcX (cX)
for any Weinstein manifold X with subanalytic skeleton cX ([46, Section 8]).

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 ×R, ker(dt− λ)) into the contact boundary of a higher dimensional
cotangent bundle T ∗,∞N , as long as (1) dimT ∗N ≥ dimX + 2 and (2) there is a bundle
map Ψs : TX × TR→ T (T ∗,∞N) covering a smooth embedding f : X × R ↪→ T ∗,∞N such
that Ψ0 = df and Ψ1|TX×R is a symplectic bundle map into the contact distribution ξT ∗,∞N .
The second condition is purely algebraic topological. For example, N = Rm for sufficiently
large m, this is satisfied as long as X is stably polarizable [56].

Consider the symplectic normal bundle νX×R(T
∗,∞N) of X × R ↪→ T ∗,∞N . Assume

that by choosing dimT ∗N > 0 to be sufficiently large, we can find a Lagrangian subbundle
(X ×R)σ ⊂ νX×R(T

∗,∞N) by choosing a section σ of the Lagrangian Grassmannian of the
normal bundle νX×R(T

∗,∞N), as in [46, Lemma 9.1]. This is a null homotopy of

X × R→ BU → BLGr

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

cX,σ = (X × R)σ|cX×{0}.
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Definition 2.6. The microlocal sheaf category on a Weinstein manifold X, with a chosen
section σ in the stable Lagrangian Grassmannian, is defined by

µShcX = µShcX,σ |cX×{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 σ : X × R → BPic(k)|X×R,
which is classified by Maslov data [46, Definition 10.6], i.e. a null homotopy

X × R→ B2Pic(k),

and the microlocal sheaf category can be defined by σ−1µShBPic(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 2c1(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 ⊂ X equipped with Maslov data, let λ′ = λ − df be
the Liouville form on X such that the Liouville flow Zλ′ is transverse to ∂∞U , and cU the
skeleton of U under the Liouville flow Zλ′ . Then the primitive f |U : U → R determines the
Legendrian lift of the skeleton cU in X × R being c̃U = {(x, f(x))|x ∈ cU}. Define

µShc̃U = µShc̃U,σ
|̃cU .

In particular, when U = T ∗L is a Weinstein subdomain, we write L̃ for the Legendrian lift
of L and consider µSh

L̃
. It will be natural to construct an embedding functor

µShc̃U (̃cU ) −→ µShcX (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 ⊂ X as
objects in the microlocal sheaf category.

Definition 2.7 (Nadler-Shende [46, Definition 2.9]). Let Λζ ,Λ
′
ζ ⊂ Y (ζ ∈ R) be two families

of subsets in a contact manifold. Λζ ,Λ
′
ζ are gapped if there exists ϵ > 0, so that for any

ζ ∈ R there are no Reeb chords connecting Λζ with Λ′
ζ with length shorter than ϵ.

Theorem 2.11 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 8.3 & 9.7]). Consider a subanalytic Leg-
endrian Λ1 ⊂ X × R, which is either compact or locally closed, relatively compact with

cylindrical ends. Let φζ
H : X × R → X × R be a contact isotopy for ζ ∈ (0, 1] conical near

the cylindrical ends. Let ΛH ⊂ X × R × (0, 1] be the Legendrian movie of φζ
H and ΛH be

the closure of ΛH in X × R × [0, 1]. Let Λ0 = ΛH ∩ (X × R × {0}) ⊂ X × R be the set of

limit points of φζ
H(Λ1) as ζ → 0.

Assume that for some contact form on X × R, the family φζ
H(Λ1) (ζ ∈ (0, 1]) is self

gapped. Then there is a fully faithful functor

µShΛ1(Λ1) ↪→ µShΛ0(Λ0).

In particular, when U ⊂ X is a Weinstein subdomain (with Liouville complement),
consider the Liouville vector field Zλ on (X, dλ) defined by

ι(Zλ)dλ = λ.
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The Liouville flow of Zλ for negative time will compress cU onto cX as z → −∞. The
Liouville flow on X extends to a contact flow φz

Z in X × R with

dφz
Z/dz = t∂/∂t+ Zλ,

and thus we can consider the Legendrian movie of c̃U under the flow. The theorem then
gives a fully faithful embedding of microlocal sheaves on c̃U to sheaves on limz→−∞ φz

Z (̃cU ) ⊂
cX × {0}. Write ϕζZ = φln z

Z . Applying the flow φz
Z (z ∈ (−∞, 0]) or ϕζZ (ζ ∈ (0, 1]), we have

[46, Section 8.2]

µShcU (cU ) ↪→ µShlimz→−∞ φz
Z (̃cU )(lim z→−∞φ

z
Z (̃cU ))

∼−→ µSh
limζ→0 ϕ

ζ
Z (̃cU )

(lim ζ→0 ϕ
ζ
Z (̃cU )) ↪→ µShcX (cX)

For the proof of the theorem, consider a contact embedding X×R ↪→ T ∗,∞N and choose
a Lagrangian section (X × R)σ ⊂ νX×R(T

∗,∞N). One can pull back the contact form and

the contact isotopy via the projection νX×R(T
∗,∞N)→ X × R. Then φζ

H(Λ1,σ) (ζ ∈ (0, 1])

is self gapped iff φζ
H(Λ1) (ζ ∈ (0, 1]) is. Hence one can replace X × R in the theorem by

T ∗,∞N .
The proof consists of two steps. First, we need to construct a fully faithful embedding

from µShΛ(Λ) 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 Λ ⊂ 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 Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞N be a subanalytic Legendrian with cylindrical end ∂Λ, i.e. a
contact embedding

(T ∗(U × (−1, 1))× R, ∂Λ× [0, 1)) ↪→ (T ∗,∞N,Λ).

Let φs (s ∈ R) be some Reeb flow on T ∗,∞N . For ∂Λ±s × [0, 1) ⊂ T ∗(U × (−1, 1)) × R,
connect the ends ∂Λ±s by a family of standard cusps ∂Λ× ≺. Then

(Λ, ∂Λ)≺s = Λ−s ∪ Λs ∪ (∂Λ× ≺).

Theorem 2.12 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 7.28]). Let Λ ⊂ T ∗,∞N 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 Λ. For ϵ < c/2, the
microlocalization functor

Sh(Λ,∂Λ)≺ϵ (N)0 → µShΛ−ϵ(Λ−ϵ)

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 π : N ×B → B, let the projection of the cotangent bundle
to the fiber be Π : T ∗(N × B) → T ∗(N × B)/π∗T ∗B. For F ∈ Sh(N × B), the singular
support relative to π is

SSπ(F ) = Π(SS(F )).

Theorem 2.13 (Nadler-Shende [46, Theorem 5.1]). Let F ,G be weakly constructible sheaves
on N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]. Write j : N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1] → N × [−1, 1] and i : N × {0} →
N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]. Suppose
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(1) SS∞(F ), SS∞(G ) ∩ π∗RT ∗([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅;
(2) The family of pairs SS∞

π (F ), SS∞
π (G ) are gapped for some contact form.

Then we have a natural isomorphism

Γ(i−1H om(j∗F , j∗G ))
∼−→ Hom(i−1j∗F , i−1j∗G ).

Finally, instead of considering the whole category Sh(N), we need to restrict to the sub-
categories Sh(Λ1,∂Λ1)

≺
ϵ
(N) and Sh(Λ0,∂Λ0)

≺
ϵ
(N). 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 F ∈ Sh(N × (0, 1]), denoting j : N × (0, 1] →
N × [−1, 1] and i : N × {0} → N × [−1, 1],

SS(i−1j∗F ) ⊂ Π(SS(F )) ∩ T ∗(N × {0}).

Note that by Theorem 2.10, since ΛH is the Legendrian movie of Λ1 under the flow

φζ
H (ζ ∈ (0, 1]), we have a quasi-equivalence of categories

µShΛ1(Λ1) ≃ µShΛH
(ΛH).

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
µShΛ 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 µShΛ
on a subanalytic Legendrian (or conical subanalytic Lagrangian) subset.

Definition 2.10. For F ∈ µShΛ(U), we call it a compact object if the Yoneda module
µhom(F ,−) commutes with coproducts. µShcΛ(U) ⊂ µShΛ(U) is the full subcategory of
compact objects.

We know that µShΛ is a sheaf of categories, and in addition, for V ⊂ U , the restriction
functor

ρUV : µShΛ(U)→ µShΛ(V )

preserves products and coproducts. Since it preserves products, there is a left adjoint called
the corestriction functor

ρ∗UV : µShΛ(V )→ µShΛ(U).

Since ρUV preserves coproducts, ρ∗UV preserves compact objects. Hence the corestriction
functor restricts to the subsheaf of category of compact objects

ρ∗UV : µShcΛ(V )→ µShcΛ(U).

Note that µShΛ∩U (U) = µShΛ(U), so this is indeed a functor on global sections of categories
µShcΛ∩V (V )→ µShcΛ∩U (U).

Lemma 2.15 (Nadler [44, Theorem 3.16]). µShcΛ 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. µShbΛ(U) is the category of proper objects in µShΛ(U) defined by

µShbΛ(U) = Funex(µShcΛ(U)op,Perf(k)),
where Funex(−,−) is the dg category of exact functors.
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Since µShcΛ is a cosheaf of categories, we know that µShbΛ is a sheaf of categories. The

following theorem shows that µShbΛ(U) is the equivalent to the subcategories of objects in
µShΛ(U) with perfect stalks.

Theorem 2.16 (Nadler [44, Theorem 3.21]). The natural pairing µhom(−,−) defines an
equivalence between the category of proper objects µShbΛ(U) and the full subcategory of
µShΛ(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 cX , Λ−,Λ+ ⊂ ∂∞X
be Legendrian submanifolds, and L ⊂ ∂∞X ×R an exact Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to
Λ+. There is a cobordism functor between the microlocal sheaf categories of compact objects

Φ∗
L : µShccX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R) −→ µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc

c(L),

and a fully faithful adjoint functor between microlocal sheaf categories of proper objects

ΦL : µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×Locb(Λ−) Loc
b(L) ↪→ µShbcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × 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 × R into the contact boundary of a higher
dimensional cotangent bundle T ∗,∞N .

Consider the symplectic normal bundle νX×R(T
∗,∞N) of X × R ↪→ T ∗,∞N , and as in

Remark 2.12 we assume that there is a Lagrangian subbundle (X×R)σ ⊂ νX×R(T
∗,∞N) by

choosing a section in the Lagrangian Grassmannian of the normal bundle νX×R(T
∗,∞N).

Consider the subanalytic Lagrangian skeleta cX ∪ Λ± × R and the Legendrian lifts (cX ∪
Λ± × R)× {0} in X × R. Let the microlocal sheaf category supported on cX ∪ Λ± × R be

µShcX∪Λ±×R = µSh(cX∪Λ±×R)σ |cX∪Λ±×R.

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

Since (X, dλ) is a Weinstein manifold, we may assume that X \ cX ∼= ∂∞X × (−∞,+∞)
where the Liouville flow Zλ = er∂/∂r. Suppose L ∩ ∂∞X × (−∞,−r0] = Λ− × (−∞,−r0].
Glue L∩∂∞X×[−r0,+∞) with Λ−×(−∞,−r0] along Λ−×{−r0}, and denote by Λ−×R∪L
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 L̃ of the Lagrangian L to the skeleton cX ∪ Λ± × R in
the contactization X × R. As the primitive of L defined by dfL = λ|L is a constant when
the R coordinate in ∂∞X ×R satisfies r < −r0, we may assume that fL = 0 when r < −r0.
The Legendrian lift of L is defined by

L̃ = {(x, fL(x))|x ∈ L} ⊂ X × R.

Then we consider the sheaf of categories µSh
L̃
. Since L̃ coincides with Λ− × R ⊂ X × {0}

when r < −r0, we can glue L̃∩ ∂∞X × [−r0,+∞)×R with Λ−× (−∞,−r0]×{0}, and get

their concatenation in X × R. Denote it by Λ− × R ∪ L̃. We can thus consider the sheaf
and cosheaf of categories µSh

cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃.



LAGRANGIAN COBORDISM FUNCTOR IN MICROLOCAL SHEAF THEORY I 19

Since for any Lagrangian skeleton c, µShc is a sheaf and cosheaf of dg categories, we have
a quasi-equivalence of sheaves

µSh
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

) ∼−→ µShcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×µShΛ− (Λ−) µShL̃
(
L̃
)
.

For a smooth Legendrian with Maslov data, we know by Theorem 2.6 [30, Theorem 11.5]

that µShΛ−(Λ−) ≃ Loc(Λ−), µShL̃
(
L̃
)
≃ Loc(L). Hence we have a quasi-equivalence

µShcX∪Λ−×R∪L
(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

) ∼−→ µShcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×Loc(Λ−) Loc(L).

We construct an embedding functor (also explained in Section 2.4 after Theorem 2.11)

µSh
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

)
↪→ µShcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R).

Consider the Liouville flow φz
Z , z ∈ R, on X for negative time, which will compress cX ∪

Λ− × R ∪ L̃ onto cX ∪ Λ+ × R as z → −∞. The Liouville flow on X extends to a contact
Hamiltonian φz

Z in T ∗,∞N with

dφz
Z/dz = t∂/∂t+ Zλ.

Write ϕζZ = φln ζ
Z , and consider the Legendrian movie of cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃ under the flow

φz
Z , z ∈ (−∞, 0], or ϕζZ , ζ ∈ (0, 1]. Since M ∪Λ−×R is the Legendrian lift of a Lagrangian

skeleton while L̃ 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 ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃ to sheaves on

lim
z→−∞

φz
Z

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

)
= lim

ζ→0
ϕζZ

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

)
⊆ cX ∪ Λ+ × R.

Thus we have a fully faithful embedding functor, and combining with the quasi-equivalence
of microlocal sheaves this induces the functor

ΦL : µShcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×Loc(Λ−) Loc(L) ↪→ µShcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R).

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

µShccX∪Λ−×R∪L
(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

) ∼−→ µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc
c(L).

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

µShccX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R) −→ µShc
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

)
.

This proves the existence of the left adjoint Φ∗
L on the subcategories of compact objects

Φ∗
L : µShccX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R) −→ µShccX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)⊗Locc(Λ−) Loc

c(L).

Finally, for Lagrangian sksleta c, by passing to (Theorem 2.16 [44, Theorem 3.21])

µShbc(c) = Funex(µShcc(c)
op,Perf(k)),

we get the second functor ΦL, which is just the restriction of the functor from (large) dg
categories to the subcategories of proper objects. The full faithfulness of ΦL 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. □
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Remark 3.1. The functor ΦL can also be obtained in the setting of partially wrapped
Fukaya categories. Indeed one can consider Weinstein manifolds with stops (X,Λ±) and
view T ∗L as a Weinstein sector. First apply the cosheaf property of partially wrapped Fukaya
categories [25, Theorem 1.27] to get

W(X,Λ−)⊗W(T ∗(Λ×[−1,1]))W(T ∗L)
∼−→W(X ∪T ∗(Λ×[−1,1]) T

∗L)

or in other words

W(X,Λ−)⊗Locc(Λ) Loc
c(L)

∼−→W(X ∪T ∗(Λ×[−1,1]) T
∗L).

Then one can view X ∪T ∗(Λ×[−1,1]) T
∗L as a Liouville subsector of (T ∗X,Λ+) (the compli-

ment is a Liouville cobordism). Since X ∪T ∗(Λ×[−1,1]) T
∗L is Weinstein, following [25, Sec-

tion 8.3] or [62] one can define a Viterbo restriction functor

W(X,Λ+) −→W(X ∪T ∗(Λ×[−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 ↪→ ∂∞X × R is
an exact Lagrangian cobordism with vanishing action self intersection points, i.e. for the
primitive i∗λ = dfL, fL(x) = fL(x

′) whenever i(x) = i(x′), then L can be lifted to an
immersed Legendrian with no Reeb chords and the theorem still holds. Similarly, when Λ±
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 ΦL 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 cX , and Λ−,Λ+ ⊂
∂∞X be Legendrian submanifolds. Let L ⊂ ∂∞X × R be an exact Lagrangian cobordism
from Λ− to Λ+. Suppose there are sheaves F−,G− ∈ µShbcX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R) which

restrict to constant local systems along Λ−, and their stalks at Λ− are F,G. Denoting by

F+ = ΦL(F−), G+ = ΦL(G−),

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

Γ(µhom(F+,G+)) //

��

Γ(µhom(F−,G−))

��
C∗(L;Hom(F,G)) // C∗(Λ−;Hom(F,G)).

Proof. Denote by F̃+, G̃+ the sheaves in µShb
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃

(
cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃

)
obtained by

gluing F−,G− by the constant sheaf on L with stalk F and G. Then by the sheaf property
of µShbc for a Lagrangian sksleton c, we have a pullback diagram

Γ
(
µhom(F̃+, G̃+)

)
//

��

Γ(µhom(F−,G−))

��
C∗(L;Hom(F,G)) // C∗(Λ−;Hom(F,G)).

By full faithfulness of ΦL, we know that

Γ
(
µhom(F̃+, G̃+)

) ∼−→ Γ(µhom(F+,G+)).

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

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Note that the map C∗(L;Hom(F,G)) → C∗(Λ−;Hom(F,G)) fits
into an exact triangle

C∗(L;Hom(F,G))→ C∗(Λ−;Hom(F,G))→ C∗(L,Λ−;Hom(F,G))[1]
+1−−→ .

Since a pullback diagram preserves (co)fibers, this gives the exact sequence

Γ(µhom(F̃+, G̃+))→ Γ(µhom(F−,G−))→ C∗(L,Λ−;Hom(F,G))[1]
+1−−→,

and hence completes the proof. □

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

πi : N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]→ [−1, 1], (x, t1, t2) 7→ ti, (i = 1, 2)

and let π = π1 × π2 : N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]→ [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]. Write the inclusions

N × {0} × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]
i //

j

��

N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]

j
��

N × {0} × [−1, 1] i // N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 1].

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

Proposition 3.3. Let F ∈ Sh(N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) be a sheaf such that

(1) i#SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗2T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅,
(2) SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅,

(3) SS∞
π (F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian.

Then there is a natural isomorphism of sheaves

i
−1
j∗F ≃ j∗i−1F .

Remark 3.3. For our applications, we always have the stronger condition SS∞(F ) ∩
π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 1]× [−1, 0)∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, in which case i#SS∞(F )∩π∗2T ∗,∞([−1, 0)∪ (0, 1]) =
∅ follows immediately. We choose to state a more general result without assuming that
because in general for commutativity of nearby cycles, when F is the push forward of F0 ∈
Sh(N × [−1, 0)∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0)∪ (0, 1]) it might be difficult to check the stronger condition.
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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 =
{(x, t1, t2)|t1 = xt2} ⊂ N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1] and F = kS. Then Condition (3) does
not hold and one can check that the base change formula does not hold.

We have a natural morphism i
−1
j∗F → j∗i

−1F by adjunction. Since the natural mor-
phism induces quasi-isomorphisms on stalks on N ×{0}× [−1, 0)∪ (0, 1], it suffices to show
that it also induces quasi-isomorphisms on stalks on N × {(0, 0)}.

First we compute the stalks of i
−1
j∗F at (x, 0, 0). The following lemma is basically

[46, Corollary 4.4]. Let Ux be an open ball around x ∈ N , D(0,0)(ϵ) = (−ϵ, ϵ) × (−ϵ, ϵ),
D◦

(0,0)(ϵ) = (−ϵ, ϵ) × (−ϵ,−δ) ∪ (δ, ϵ), and respectively Ux, D(0,0)(ϵ) and D
◦
(0,0)(ϵ) be their

closures.

Lemma 3.4. Let F ∈ Sh(N × [−1, 1] × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) be a sheaf so that i#SS∞(F ) ∩
π∗2T

∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, and

SS∞
π (F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian. Then for any x ∈ N , Ux ⊂ N a

sufficiently small open neighbourhood and ϵ > 0 sufficiently small,

j∗F(x,0,0) ≃ Γ
(
Ux ×D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ),F

)
.

Proof. Since SS∞
π (F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently

small neighbourhood Ux of x ∈ N , we have

SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N × {(0, 0)} = ∅

by general position argument.
First consider N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1] × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]. Since SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪

(0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, we can get a projection to the relative singular support in the
relative cotangent bundle SS∞(F ) → SS∞

π (F ) on N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1] × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1].
Hence nonzero covectors project to nonzero covectors, i.e. we get a map

SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D(0,0)(ϵ),±
(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])

→ SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D(0,0)(ϵ).

Then consider N × {0} × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]. Recall the definition of i#SS∞(F ) in Section
2.1. Write D0(ϵ) = (−ϵ, ϵ). Since ν∗,∞Ux×{0}×D0(ϵ),±(N × {0} × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) only consists

of covectors tangent to N × {0} × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1], we have an inclusion

SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×{0}×D0(ϵ),±(N × {0} × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])

↪→ i#SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D0(ϵ),±(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]),

Then by the assumption i#SS∞(F )∩ π∗2T ∗,∞([−1, 0)∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, we similarly get a map

i#SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D0(ϵ),±(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])→ SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N × {0} ×D0(ϵ).

Combining the two cases of N× [−1, 0)∪(0, 1]× [−1, 0)∪(0, 1] and N×{0}× [−1, 0)∪(0, 1],
we obtain a projection map

SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D(0,0)(ϵ),±
(N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])→ SS∞

π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D(0,0)(ϵ).

We claim that the right hand side is empty when ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small. Otherwise,
we can define a sequence in SS∞

π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N × D(0,0)(ϵ) that converges to SS∞
π (F ) ∩

ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×{(0, 0)} as ϵ→ 0. However, since SS∞
π (F )∩ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×{(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 ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small,

SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D(0,0)(ϵ) = ∅.

Hence by the projection map we can conclude that for sufficiently small ϵ > 0,

SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D(0,0)(ϵ),±
(N × [−1, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅.

Consequently, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the
family Ux × D(0,0)(ϵ) and Ux × D◦

(0,0)(ϵ) for sufficiently small ϵ > 0 and δ ≪ ϵ, we can

conclude that

j∗F(x,0,0) ≃ Γ
(
Ux ×D(0,0)(ϵ), j∗F

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D(0,0)(ϵ), j∗F

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D◦

(0,0)(ϵ),F
)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ),F

)
. □

Then we compute the stalks of j∗i
−1F at (x, 0). Let Ux be an open ball around x ∈ N ,

D0 = (−ϵ, ϵ), D◦
0 = (−ϵ,−δ) ∪ (δ, ϵ), and respectively Ux, D0(ϵ), D

◦
0(ϵ) be their closures.

Lemma 3.5. Let G ∈ Sh(N×[−1, 0)∪(0, 1]) be a sheaf such that SS∞(G )∩π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0)∪
(0, 1]) = ∅, and SS∞

π (G )∩ T ∗,∞N ×{0} is a subanalytic Legendrian. Then for any x ∈ N ,
Ux ⊂ N a sufficiently small open neighbourhood and ϵ > 0 sufficiently small,

j∗G(x,0) ≃ Γ
(
Ux ×D

◦
0(ϵ),G

)
.

Proof. Since SS∞
π (G )∩T ∗,∞N ×{0} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently small

neighbourhood Ux of x ∈ N , we have

SS∞
π (G ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N × {0} = ∅

by general position argument. Since SS∞(G ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, we have a
projection map to the relative singular support

SS∞(G ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D0(ϵ),±(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])→ SS∞
π (G ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D0(ϵ).

We know that there exist no sequences in the intersection of the relative singular support
and unit conormal bundles that converge to SS∞

π (G )∩ν∗,∞Ux,±N×{0} = ∅. Hence when ϵ > 0

is sufficiently small, the intersection between relative singular support and ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D0(ϵ)
is empty.

Therefore, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the family
Ux ×D0(ϵ) and Ux ×D◦

0(ϵ), we have

j∗G(x,0) ≃ Γ
(
Ux ×D0(ϵ), j∗G

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D0(ϵ), j∗G

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D◦

0(ϵ),G
)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D

◦
0(ϵ),G

)
. □

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 F and apply Lemma 3.5 and Theorem
2.3 to i−1F . Then it suffices to show that

Γ
(
Ux ×D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ),F

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D

◦
0(ϵ), i

−1F
)
.

Since SS∞
π (F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} is a subanalytic Legendrian, for any sufficiently small

neighbourhood Ux of x ∈ N , we have

SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N × {(0, 0)} = ∅
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by the general position argument. Write D◦
(0,0)(ϵ, ϵ

′) = (−ϵ′, ϵ′)× (δ, ϵ) for 0 ≤ ϵ′ ≤ ϵ. Since
SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅, there is a projection map

SS∞(F )∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D◦
(0,0)

(ϵ,ϵ′),±(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1])

→ SS∞
π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ, ϵ

′).

We claim that the right hand side is empty when ϵ′, ϵ > 0 are sufficiently small. Otherwise,
we can define a sequence in SS∞

π (F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux,±N ×D
◦
(0,0)(ϵ, ϵ

′) that converges to SSπ(F ) ∩
ν∗,∞Ux,±N×{(0, 0)} as ϵ

′, ϵ→ 0. However, since SSπ(F )∩ν∗,∞Ux,±N×{(0, 0)} = ∅, there are not
any such sequences in the intersection of the relative singular support and unit conormal
bundles. Hence by the projection map we conclude that when ϵ, ϵ′ > 0 are sufficiently small,

SS∞(F ) ∩ ν∗,∞Ux×D◦
(0,0)

(ϵ,ϵ′),±(N × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]× [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅.

Therefore, by non-characteristic deformation lemma Proposition 2.1 applied to the family
D◦

(0,0)(ϵ, ϵ
′) for 0 < ϵ′ ≤ ϵ, we can conclude that

Γ
(
Ux ×D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ),F

)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D

◦
0(ϵ, ϵ

′),F
)
≃ Γ

(
Ux ×D

◦
0(ϵ), i

−1F
)
. □

Remark 3.6. When applying non-characteristic deformation lemma, one should notice
that ∂(Ux × D

◦
(0,0)(ϵ)) is piecewise smooth. Therefore, we need to use the condition that

SS∞(F ) ∩ π∗T ∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1] × [−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]) = ∅ rather than only considering the
intersection with π∗i T

∗,∞([−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1]). For the same reason, we need the estimate on

SS∞
π (F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} rather than estimates on SS∞

πi
(F ) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(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 L0 ⊂ ∂∞X ×R
be a Lagrangian cobordism from Λ0 to Λ1, and L1 be a Lagrangian cobordism from Λ1

to Λ2. Suppose L0,1 ∩ ∂∞X × (−∞,−r0) ∪ (r0,+∞) are standard cylinders. Then the
concatenation L0 ∪ L1 is an exact Lagrangian such that

(1) (L0 ∪ L1) ∩ ∂∞X × (−∞, 0) ∼= φ−r0
Z (L0) ∩ ∂∞X × (−∞, 0);

(2) (L0 ∪ L1) ∩ ∂∞X × (0,+∞) ∼= φr0
Z (L1) ∩ ∂∞X × (0,+∞).

Here φz
Z is the Liouville flow on ∂∞X × R ⊂ X.

Theorem 3.6 (Concatenation). Let X be a Weinstein manifold, Λ0,1,2 ⊂ ∂∞X be Legen-
drian submanifolds, L0 ⊂ ∂∞X ×R be a Lagrangian cobordism from Λ0 to Λ1, and L1 be a
Lagrangian cobordism from Λ1 to Λ2. Then

Φ∗
L0∪L1

≃ (Φ∗
L0
⊗ idLocc(L1)) ◦ Φ

∗
L1
, ΦL0∪L1 ≃ ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLocb(L1)).

We will consider the (large) dg categories µShcX∪Λ0,1,2×R(cX ∪Λ0,1,2×R) and Loc(L0,1),
and show that

ΦL0∪L1 ≃ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1)) :

µShcX∪Λ0×R(cX ∪ Λ0 × R)×Loc(Λ0) Loc(L0)×Loc(Λ1) Loc(L1)

→ µShcX∪Λ2×R(cX ∪ Λ2 × R).
Then the results will immediately follow from the properties of adjoint functors.

Our strategy is as follows. ΦL0∪L1 is defined by using the Liouville flow to compress L0∪L1

to the skeleton all at once, and ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1)) is defined by first compressing L0 to
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Figure 4. The diagram of maps in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

the skeleton while fixing L1, and next compressing L1 to the skeleton. We will try to define
a 2-parametric family of contact flow that interpolates between them. Then following the
construction, ΦL0∪L1 and ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1)) 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 φz
Z in

T ∗,∞N that satisfies

dφz
Z/dz = t∂/∂t+ Zλ

on X × R. Suppose that the concatenation (L0 ∪ L1) ∩ ∂∞X × (−ϵ, ϵ) = Λ1 × (−ϵ, ϵ). Let
η : R → [0, 1] be a cut-off function such that η|(−∞,−ϵ] ≡ 0 and η|[ϵ,+∞) ≡ 0. Then we
consider a flow φz

Z′ on ∂∞X × R defined by Z ′ = η(r)Zλ = η(r)er∂/∂r, such that

φz
Z′ |∂∞X×(−∞,−ϵ) = φz

Z , φ
z
Z′ |∂∞X×(ϵ,+∞) = id.

Note that φz
Z′ defines an exact Lagrangian isotopy of L0 ∪ L1, which can be lifted to a

Legendrian isotopy of L̃0 ∪ L̃1. Therefore, lift φz
Z′ to a contact flow on X × R and still

denote it by φz
Z′ . As a contact flow,

dφz
Z′/dz|∂∞X×(−∞,−ϵ)×R = t∂/∂t+ Zλ.

Write ϕζZ = φln ζ
Z and ϕζZ′ = φln ζ

Z′ . Consider the 2-parameter family of contact Hamilton-

ian ϕζ,η
Z

′ = ϕζZ ◦ ϕ
η−ζ
Z′ . Then ϕζ,ζ

Z̄′ = φζ
Z , ϕ

1,η
Z̄′ = φη

Z′ . In particular, the limits satisfy

lim
ζ→0

ϕζ,ζ
Z̄′ (−) = lim

ζ→0
ϕζZ(−) = lim

z→−∞
φz
Z(−),

lim
η→0

ϕζ,η
Z̄′ (−) = ϕζZ

(
lim
η→0

ϕηZ′(−)
)
= ϕζZ

(
lim

y→−∞
φy
Z′(−)

)
.

Write ∆ = {(ζ, η)|0 < η ≤ ζ ≤ 1}, ∆ = {(ζ, η)|0 ≤ η ≤ ζ ≤ 1} and ∆0 = ∆\{(0, 0)}.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Consider the 2-parameter family of contact flows ϕζ,η
Z̄′ , (ζ, η) ∈ ∆.

By Theorem 2.10 Remark 2.8, for F ∈ µSh
cX∪Λ0×R∪L̃0∪L̃1

(cX ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L̃0 ∪ L̃1), we get

Ψζ,η
Z̄′ (F ) ∈ µSh

(cX∪Λ0×R∪L̃0∪L̃1)Z̄′

(
(cX ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L̃0 ∪ L̃1)Z̄′

)
,

where (cX ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L̃0 ∪ L̃1)Z̄′ is the Legendrian movie of cX ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L̃0 ∪ L̃1 under

ϕζ,η
Z̄′ in Definition 2.5. Applying Theorem 2.12 [46], we will write Ψζ,η

Z̄′ (F )dbl ∈ Sh(N ×∆)

for the image of Ψζ,η
Z̄′ (F ) under the antimicrolocalization functor.
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From Figure 4 one can notice that ΦL0∪L1 and ΦL0 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1)) are (compositions

of) nearby cycles along different boundary edges of ∆. 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 SS∞(Ψζ,η
Z̄′ (F )) ∩

π∗T ∗,∞∆ = ∅ 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∞
π
(Ψζ,η

Z̄′ (F )dbl) ∩ T ∗,∞N × {(0, 0)} ⊆ lim
η,ζ→0

ϕζ,η
Z̄′ (cX ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L̃0 ∪ L̃1) ⊆ cX ∪ Λ2 × R

form a subanalytic Legendrian. Therefore, in the following cases Proposition 3.3 will apply.
(1) Firstly, we consider ΦL0∪L1 (F ) (Figure 4 left). Write iδ : N×(0, 1] ↪→ N×∆, (x, ζ) 7→

(x, ζ, ζ), j : N × (0, 1] ↪→ N × [0, 1] and i : N × {0} ↪→ N × [0, 1]. Then since ϕζ,ζ
Z

′ = ϕζZ ,

ΦL0∪L1 (F )dbl
∼−→ i−1j∗Ψ

ζ
Z(F )dbl

∼−→ i−1j∗
(
i−1
δ Ψζ,η

Z
′ (F )

)
dbl
.

Write iδ : N × [0, 1] ↪→ N ×∆, (x, ζ) 7→ (x, ζ, ζ), j : N ×∆→ N ×∆ and i : N ×{(0, 0)} ↪→
N ×∆. By Proposition 3.3 and Remark 2.9, we know that in fact

ΦL0∪L1 (F )dbl
∼−→ i−1i

−1
δ j∗Ψ

ζ,η

Z
′ (F )dbl

∼−→ i
−1
j∗Ψ

ζ,η

Z
′ (F )dbl.

(2) Secondly, we consider (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F ) (Figure 4 right). Note that φy
Z′ preserves

L1, and compresses Λ0 × R ∪ L0 to cX ∪ Λ1 × R as the Liouville flow φy
Z . Thus the

restriction of i−1j∗Ψ
η
Z′(F )dbl to cX ∪Λ1 ×R is ΦL0(F )dbl = i−1j∗Ψ

η
Z(F )dbl. On the other

hand, by Theorem 2.10 the microlicalization of i−1j∗Ψ
η
Z′(F )dbl to L̃1 gives an equivalence

µSh
L̃1
(L̃1) ≃ µSh

L̃1×[0,1]
(L̃1 × [0, 1]) ≃ µSh

L̃1
(L̃1) induced by the Reeb translation. By

Theorem 2.6 [30] this is the identity functor on Loc(L1). Therefore,

(ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F )dbl
∼−→ i−1j∗Ψ

η
Z′(F )dbl.

Write i0 : N × (0, 1] ↪→ N ×∆, (x, η) 7→ (x, 1, η). Since ϕ1,η
Z

′ = ϕηZ′ , we know that

(ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F )dbl
∼−→ i−1j∗Ψ

η
Z′(F )dbl

∼−→ i−1j∗
(
i−1
0 Ψζ,η

Z̄′ (F )
)
dbl
.

Write j0 : N ×∆ ↪→ N ×∆0 where ∆0 = ∆\{(0, 0)}, and i0 : N × [0, 1] ↪→ N ×∆, (x, η) 7→
(x, 1, η). By Proposition 3.3 and Remark 2.9, we know that in fact

(ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F )dbl
∼−→ i−1i

−1
0 j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl.

Then we consider ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F ) (Figure 4 right). Write i1 : N × (0, 1] ↪→
N×∆0, (x, ζ) 7→ (x, ζ, 0) where ∆0 = ∆\{(0, 0)}. Let φz

Z
be the Liouville flow on T ∗,∞(N×

[0, 1]) defined by the pullback (homogeneous) Hamiltonian HZ̄ = HZ ◦πT ∗N , and ϕζ
Z̄
= φln ζ

Z̄
.

Let Ψζ
Z̄

: Sh(N × {1} × [0, 1]) → Sh(N × ∆0) be the Hamiltonian isotopy functor as in
Theorem 2.9. Thus by Proposition 3.3(

Ψζ
Z ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F )

)
dbl

∼−→ Ψζ
Z

(
i−1i

−1
0 j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl

)
∼−→ i−1

1 Ψζ
Z̄

(
i
−1
0 j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl

) ∼−→ i−1
1 j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl.

Then write j1 : N ×∆0 ↪→ N ×∆ and i1 : N × [0, 1] ↪→ N ×∆. By Proposition 3.3 again,
we can show that

ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F )dbl
∼−→ i−1j∗

(
Ψζ

Z ◦ (Φ
∗
L0
× idLoc(L1))(F )

)
dbl

∼−→ i−1j∗i
−1
1 j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl

∼−→ i−1i
−1
1 j1,∗j0,∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl

∼−→ i−1i
−1
1 j∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl

∼−→ i
−1
j∗Ψ

ζ,η
Z̄′ (F )dbl.
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Therefore, we can conclude that ΦL0∪L1 (F ) ≃ ΦL1 ◦ (ΦL0 × idLoc(L1))(F ). □

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, Λ± ⊂ ∂∞X be
Legendrian submanifolds, and L ⊂ ∂∞X × R be a Lagrangian cobordism from Λ− to Λ+.
Suppose there is a compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy φs

H , s ∈ I, on ∂∞X×R. Then

Φ∗
L ≃ Φ∗

φ1
H(L), ΦL ≃ Φφ1

H(L).

Again, we can only consider the dg categories µShcX∪Λ±×R(cX ∪ Λ± × R) and Loc(L),
and show that

ΦL ≃ Φφ1
H(L) : µSh cX∪Λ−×R(cX ∪ Λ− × R)×Loc(Λ−) Loc(L)

→ µShcX∪Λ+×R(cX ∪ Λ+ × R).
Then the results will immediately follow from the properties of adjoint functors.

Our strategy is to compare ΦL and Φφs
H(L) by constructing a 1-parametric family of

Lagrangian cobordism functors, and then Theorem 2.9 [32] will allow us to show that
ΦL ≃ Φφ1

H(L) from the initial condition ΦL ≃ Φφ0
H(L).

Identify cX ∪ Λ± × R and L with their Legendrian image in some higher dimensional
contact manifold T ∗,∞N , and lift φs

H to a contact Hamiltonian flow on T ∗,∞N . Consider
(cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I. Then we have a Lagrangian cobordism functor

ΦL×I : µSh((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪(L×I)

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ (L× I)

)
→ µSh(cX∪Λ+×R)×I

(
(cX ∪ Λ+ × R)× I

)
.

On the other hand, let L̃H be the Legendrian movie of L̃ (in Definition 2.5) under the
Hamiltonian flow φs

H . Then we have a Lagrangian cobordism functor

ΦLH
: µSh

((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪L̃H

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ L̃H

)
→ µSh(cX∪Λ+×R)×I

(
(cX ∪ Λ+ × R)× I

)
.

For F ∈ µSh
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃

(
cX ∪Λ− ×R ∪ L̃

)
, write π : T ∗,∞(N × I)→ T ∗,∞N . We consider

π−1(F ) ∈ µSh
((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪(L̃×I)

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ (L̃× I)

)
.

On the other hand, by Theorem 2.10 the Hamiltonian isotopy φs
H defines a canonical sheaf

Ψ0
H(F ) ∈ µSh

((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪L̃H

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ L̃H

)
.

Lemma 3.8. Let π : N × I → N be the projection, is : N × {s} ↪→ N × I be the inclusion,

and L̃H be the Legendrian movie of L̃ under the Hamiltonian flow φs
H , s ∈ I. Then for any

F ∈ µSh
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃(cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃),

i−1
s ΦL×I(π

−1(F )) = ΦL(F ), i−1
s ΦLH

(Ψ0
H(F )) = Φφs

H(L)(F ).

Proof. First of all, let φz
Z

be the Liouville flow on T ∗,∞(N × I) defined by the pullback

(homogeneous) Hamiltonian HZ = HZ ◦ πT ∗N . Let Ψζ

Z
be the equivalence functor defined

by the Liouville flow φz
Z
, z ∈ (−∞, 0], or ϕζ

Z
, ζ ∈ (0, 1], on T ∗,∞(N × I), and

iZ : N × {0} ↪→ N × [0, 1], jZ : N × (0, 1] ↪→ N × [0, 1],

iZ : N × I × {0} ↪→ N × I × [0, 1], jZ : N × I × (0, 1] ↪→ N × I × [0, 1].
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Write (Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

H(F )))dbl ∈ Sh(N × I × (0, 1]) for the image of Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

H(F )) under the an-

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

i−1
s

(
Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

H(F ))
)
dbl

= Ψζ
Z(i

−1
s Ψ0

H(F ))dbl.

Similarly, let i−1
s ΦL×I(π

−1(F ))dbl ∈ Sh(N ×{s}) be the image of i−1
s ΦL×I(π

−1(F )) under
the antimicrolocalization functor. By Proposition 3.3 we have

i−1
s ΦL×I(π

−1(F ))dbl
∼−→ i−1

s i
−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z
(π−1(F ))

)
dbl

∼−→ i−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z(i
−1
s π−1(F ))

)
dbl

∼−→ ΦL(F )dbl.

On the other hand, let i−1
s ΦLH

(π−1(F ))dbl ∈ Sh(N×{s}) be the image of i−1
s ΦLH

(π−1(F ))
under the antimicrolocalization functor. By Proposition 3.3 again we also have

i−1
s ΦLH

(π−1(F ))dbl
∼−→ i−1

s i
−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

H(F ))
)
dbl

∼−→ i−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z(i
−1
s Ψ0

H(F ))
)
dbl

∼−→ Φφs
H(L)(F )dbl.

Therefore the proof is completed. □

Proof of Theorem 3.7. For F ∈ µSh
cX∪Λ−×R∪L̃(cX ∪ Λ− × R ∪ L̃), we consider

π−1(F ) ∈ µSh
((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪(L̃×I)

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ (L̃× I)

)
.

On the other hand, for the Hamiltonian isotopy φs
H we consider by Theorem 2.10

Ψ0
H(F ) ∈ µSh

((cX∪Λ−×R)×I)∪L̃H

(
((cX ∪ Λ− × R)× I) ∪ L̃H

)
.

There is a natural morphism π−1(F )→ Ψ0
H(F ), and thus a natural morphism

ΦL×I

(
π−1(F )

)
→ ΦLH

(
Ψ0

H(F )
)
.

We will show that this is a natural quasi-isomorphism. In fact,

Cone
(
ΦL×I

(
π−1(F )

)
→ ΦLH

(
Ψ0

H(F )
))
∈ µSh(cX∪Λ+×R)×I

(
(cX ∪ Λ+ × R)× I

)
.

By Lemma 3.8, we also know that when s = 0,

i−1
0 Cone

(
ΦL×I

(
π−1(F )

)
→ ΦLH

(
Ψ0

H(F )
))

≃ Cone
(
i−1
0 ΦL×I

(
π−1(F )

)
→ i−1

0 ΦLH

(
Ψ0

H(F )
))

≃ Cone
(
ΦL

(
i−1
0 π−1(F )

)
→ ΦL

(
i−1
0 Ψ0

H(F )
))
≃ 0.

As by Theorem 2.10, i−1
0 : µSh(cX∪Λ+×R)×I

(
(cX∪Λ+×R)×I

)
→ µShcX∪Λ+×R(cX∪Λ+×R

)
defines an equivalence, we can conclude that the mapping cone is identically zero, and thus

ΦL×I

(
π−1(F )

) ∼−→ ΦLH

(
Ψ0

H(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 Λ− to Λ+ is induced by a Hamiltonian isotopy in Theorem
2.9 [32], i.e. Λ− = Λ and Λ+ = φ1

H(Λ), then our Lagrangian cobordism functor agrees
with the sheaf quantization functor given by the Hamiltonian isotopy3. 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

ShbΛ×I(M × I)→ ShbΛH
(M × 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 ΛH is the Legendrian movie of Λ under the Hamiltonian flow φs
H , s ∈ I. Then

Theorem 2.9 [32] will enable us to conclude that ΦL ≃ ΨH at M × {1} from the initial
condition at M × {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 Ĥ(x, ξ) =
|ξ|H(x, ξ/|ξ|) : T ∗M → R. Let η : [0,+∞)→ [0, 1] be a cut-off function such that η(r) = 0
when r is small, and η(r) = 1 when r is large. Then the Lagrangian cobordism induced by
H is

L = φ1
η(|ξ|)Ĥ(x,ξ)

(Λ× R>0).

One can see that L coincides with Λ×R>0 when |ξ| is small, and coincides with φ1
H(Λ)×R>0

when |ξ| is large.
Now we try to construct a Lagrangian cobordism L from Λ × I to ΛH , so that the

restriction to T ∗M × {0} is just Λ× R>0, and the restriction to T ∗M × {1} is L. Let
φt
H

: T ∗,∞(M × I)→ T ∗,∞(M × I); (x, ξ, s, σ) 7→ (φst
H(x, ξ), s, σ − sH ◦ φst

H(x, ξ)).

Then the Lagrangian cobordism L induced by φt
H
, 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 ×R). For example, consider a Riemannian metric g, let φt

g

be the geodesic flow, and define

e(x, ξ) = (φ−1
g (x, ξ), |ξ|2g/2, 1).

Then we are going to work with the (singular) Legendrians (M ∪ Λ × R>0)
≺
ϵ and (M ∪

φ1
H(Λ)× R>0)

≺
ϵ ⊂ T

∗,∞
τ>0 (M × R).

Let F ∈ µShbM∪Λ×R>0
(M ∪ Λ × R>0). Let φs

ηĤ
be the Hamiltonian flow on T ∗M that

extends to T ∗,∞
τ>0 (M × R). Then by Theorem 2.10, there is a canonical sheaf Ψ

ηĤ
(F ) ∈

µShb
M∪φ1

ηĤ
(Λ×R>0)

(M ∪φ1
ηĤ

(Λ×R>0)) whose restriction to M ∪Λ×R>0 is F , this means

Ψ
ηĤ

(F ) is the unique lifting of F under the (restriction) functor

µShbM∪φ1
ηĤ

(Λ×R>0)

∼−→ µShbM∪Λ×R>0
(M ∪ Λ× R>0)×Locb(Λ) Loc

b(L)

∼−→ µShbM∪Λ×R>0
(M ∪ Λ× R>0).

In other words, by abusing notations, we can write

ΦL(F ) = ΦL(ΨηĤ
(F )).

Lemma 3.9. Let L be the Lagrangian cobordism from Λ × I to ΛH induced by φs
H
, is :

T ∗,∞(M × R) × {s} ↪→ T ∗,∞(M × R × I) be the inclusion and π : T ∗,∞(M × R × I) →
T ∗,∞(M × R) be the projection. Then for any F ∈ µShbM∪Λ×R>0

(M ∪ Λ× R>0),

i−1
s ΦL(π

−1(F )) = ΦLs(F ),

where Ls = φ1
sηĤ

(Λ× R>0) is the Lagrangian cobordism induced by φt
sH .

Proof. First of all, φz
Z

be the Liouville flow on T ∗,∞(M × R × I) defined by the pullback

(homogeneous) Hamiltonian HZ = HZ ◦ πT ∗(M×R). Let Ψζ

Z
be the equivalence defined by

the Liouville flow φz
Z
, z ∈ (−∞, 0], or ϕζ

Z
, ζ ∈ (0, 1], on T ∗,∞(M × R× I), and

iZ :M × R× {0} ↪→M × R× [0, 1], jZ :M × R× (0, 1] ↪→M × R× [0, 1],
iZ :M × R× I × {0} ↪→M × R× I × [0, 1], jZ :M × R× I × (0, 1] ↪→M × R× I × [0, 1].
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Write (Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

ηĤ
(F )))dbl ∈ Shb(M × R × I) for the image of Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

ηĤ
(F )) under the an-

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

i−1
s

(
Ψζ

Z
(Ψ0

ηĤ
(F ))

)
dbl

= Ψζ

Z
(i−1

s Ψ0
ηĤ

(F ))dbl.

We can write down the Lagrangian cobordism functor as a series of compositions

ΦL(π
−1(F ))dbl = i

−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z
Ψ0

ηH(π−1(F ))
)
dbl
.

Note that Ψζ

Z
is the equivalence functor defined by the Liouville flow on T ∗,∞(M ×R× I).

Then by Proposition 3.3 there is a natural morphism

i−1
s ΦL(π

−1(F ))dbl
∼−→ i−1

s i
−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

Z
Ψ0

ηĤ
(π−1(F ))

)
dbl

∼−→ i−1
Z jZ,∗Ψ

ζ
Z

(
i−1
s Ψ0

ηĤ
(π−1(F ))

)
dbl

∼−→ i−1
Z jZ,∗

(
Ψζ

ZΨ
0
sηĤ

(F )
)
dbl

∼−→ ΦLs(F )dbl.

and thus we complete the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Consider the Lagrangian cobordism L induced by φt
H
. By Lemma

3.9, we know that for i0 : T
∗,∞(M×R)×{0} ↪→ T ∗,∞(M×R×I) and π : T ∗,∞(M×R×I)→

T ∗,∞(M × R),
i−1
0 ΦL(F ) = ΦΛ×R>0(F ) = F .

By Theorem 2.10 and Remark 2.9, i−1
0 : µShb

((M∪Λ×R>0)×I)∪L(((M ∪Λ×R>0)× I) ∪L)→
µShbM∪Λ×R>0

(M ∪ Λ × R>0) is an equivalence and its inverse is the Hamiltonian isotopy

functor Ψ0
H in Theorem 2.9 [32]. Therefore

ΦL(π
−1(F )) = Ψ0

H(F ).

Finally, by restricting to M × {1} and apply Lemma 3.9 again, we can conclude that
ΦL(F ) = ΨH(F ). □

3.4. Comparison with the Filling Functor. When Λ− = ∅, L is a Lagrangian filling
of Λ+. In this section we basically show that for costandard Lagrangian branes, our fully
faithful functor

ΦL : Locb(L) ↪→ ShbΛ+
(M)

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

Fix an embedding e : T ∗M ↪→ T ∗,∞(M×R). For example, consider a Riemannian metric
g, let φt

g be the geodesic flow, and define

e(x, ξ) = (φ−1
g (x, ξ), |ξ|2g/2, 1).

Then M ∪ Λ× R>0 ⊂ T ∗,∞(M × R) is a (singular) Legendrian.
Let U ⊂M be an open subset with subanalytic boundary ∂U . The outward conormal of

U is denoted by ν∗U,+M . Then the Lagrangian skeleton M ∪ ν∗U,+M is shown in Figure 5.

Definition 3.1. Let mU : U → [0,+∞) be the defining function of ∂U such that m−1
U (0) =

∂U . Let fU = − ln(mU ). Then the graph of the exact 1-form L = LU = LdfU ⊂ T ∗M is the
costandard Lagrangian brane associated to U .
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Figure 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 ∪ ν∗U,+M embedded

in J1(M), and the thick lines there are the two copies of Lagrangian fillings.
The blue lines are the family of cusps ∂Λ× ≺.

When L intersect the ideal contact boundary [29] of T ∗M at ν∗,∞U,+M such that it is

tangent to ν∗U,+M to infinite order (for example, when 0 is a regular value of mU ), it can

be viewed as a Lagrangian filling of ν∗,∞U,+M , equipped with a different primitive f ′U that is

bounded on L = LU . Via the embedding e, its image L̃ will be a Legendrian in T ∗,∞(M×R)
that coincides with ν∗U,+M at infinity.

Proof of Proposition 1.8. Consider a complex of local systems FL on L with stalk F . Note
that the projection πL : L ↪→ T ∗M → M defines a diffeomorphism L ∼= U . Write FU =
πL,∗FL. We will show that both functors send FL to FU .

(1) We first compute ΦL : Locb(L) → Shb(M). Let the vertical vector field ∂/∂t be the
Reeb vector field. Consider the skeleton M ∪ ν∗U,−M and its positive/negative Reeb pushoff

(M ∪ ν∗U,−M)±ϵ. Lift L to a Legendrian L̃ that coincides with M ∪ ν∗U,−M when the radius

coordinate r = ln |ξ| in T ∗M is sufficiently large. When r is large, we cut off the Legendrian

(ν∗,∞U,−M)±ϵ and connect them by a family of cusps ν∗,∞U,−M × ≺, and also cut off L̃±ϵ and

connect them by a family of cusps ν∗,∞U,−M × ≺. We consider

Locb(L)
∼−→ µShb

L̃
(L̃) ↪→ Shb

(L̃,∂L̃)≺ϵ
(M × R)0.

Here the subscript 0 means the subcategory of sheaves with 0 stalk outside a compact set.

Hence there is a sheaf Fdbl with singular support in (L̃, ∂L̃)≺ϵ whose microlocalization along

L̃−ϵ is given by FL, given by the antimicrolocalization functor Theorem 2.12 [46].

Running the Liouville flow φz
Z for z ∈ (−∞, 0] or ϕζZ for ζ ∈ (0, 1], we can get a sheaf on

M ×R× (0, 1]. Note that the end (ν∗,∞U,−M)±ϵ (which coincides with ∂L̃±ϵ) is preserved by

Liouville flow up to a Reeb translation (due to change of the primitive f ′U of LU ), and the
limit points

lim
z→−∞

φz
Z(L̃, ∂L̃)

≺
ϵ = lim

ζ→0
ϕζZ(L̃, ∂L̃)

≺
ϵ ⊂ T

∗,∞
τ>0 (M × R)× {0}

are exactly (U ∪ ν∗U,−M)≺ϵ . The resulting sheaf is therefore in Shb
(U∪ν∗U,−M)≺ϵ

(M × R).
Now we apply the microlocalization functor

Shb
(U∪ν∗U,−M)≺ϵ

(M × R)0 → µShb
(U∪ν∗U,−M)−ϵ

((U ∪ ν∗U,−M)−ϵ)
∼−→ Shbν∗U,−M (M)0.

The microstalks for points in U−ϵ are F , and those for points in M−ϵ\U−ϵ are 0. The
microlocal monodromy along U is determined by FU = πL,∗FL because topologically
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taking the limit limz→−∞ φz
Z(L) under the Liouville flow gives a homotopy equivalence

L ≃ limz→−∞ φz
Z(L) ≃ U ∪ ν∗U,−M ≃ U that is homotopic to the projection πL : L

∼−→ U .

(2) Then we consider ΨJT
L : Locb(L)→ Shb(M). In [34] they considered the Legendrian

lift L̃ of L whose front projection ontoM×R is the graph of the function fU . Then consider

the positive/negative Reeb pushoff L̃±ϵ, which are the graphs of the functions fU ± ϵ. We
have [34]

Locb(L)
∼−→ µShb

L̃
(L̃) ↪→ Shb

L̃±ϵ
(M × R)0.

Then there is a sheaf F ′
dbl with singular support in L̃−ϵ ∪ L̃ϵ, given by the antimicrolocal-

ization functor [34, Section 3.15], whose microlocalization along L̃−ϵ gives the local system
FL. Write D±ϵ = {(x, t)|t = fU (x)± ϵ}. Indeed the sheaf is supported in the region

D[−ϵ,ϵ) = {(x, t)|fU (x)− ϵ ≤ t < fU (x) + ϵ}

with stalk F . This is because the sheaf has zero stalk below D−ϵ = {(x, t)|t = fU (x) − ϵ}
and hence for sufficiently small ϵ′ > ϵ (as in Example 2.6)

FL = m
L̃−ϵ

(F ′
dbl) ≃ Tot(F ′

dbl|D−ϵ → F ′
dbl|D−ϵ′ ) ≃ F ′

dbl|D−ϵ .

In addition, the monodromy of the local system in the region D[−ϵ,ϵ) bounded by π(L̃−ϵ)

and π(L̃ϵ) is also determined by FL, since for πM :M × R→M ,

F ′
dbl|D[−ϵ,ϵ)

= π−1
M (F ′

dbl|D−ϵ)|D[−ϵ,ϵ)
.

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

Sh
L̃−ϵ∪L̃ϵ+S

(M × R)
j−1
M×(−∞,T )// Sh

L̃−ϵ
(M × (−∞, T )) Sh

L̃−ϵ
(M × R),∼oo

and hence one can get a sheaf F ′ in Sh
L̃−ϵ

(M × R) with stalk F supported in the region

D[−ϵ,+∞) = {(x, t)|t ≥ fU (x)−ϵ} above D−ϵ, and the monodromy in this region determined
by FL since

F ′|D[−ϵ,+∞)
= π−1

M (F ′|D−ϵ)|D[−ϵ,+∞)
.

Finally we push forward the sheaf to Shbν∗U,−M (M)0 via the projection πM : M × R →
M . Note that in the fiber of the projection {x} × R (x ∈ U), the sheaf is Fr≥fU (x), and
πx,∗(Fr≥fU (x)) = 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 FU = πL,∗FL on U

because the projection of L onto M via L̃ ↪→ T ∗,∞
τ>0 (M ×R)→M ×R→M coincides with

the projection πL : L ↪→ T ∗M →M which gives the diffeomorphism L ∼= U .
Hence ΦL ≃ ΨJT

L : Locb(L) → Shb(M) when L = LU is a standard Lagrangian brane
corresponding to the open subset U ⊂M . □

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 Λ−, and on the right is the
front projection of Λ+ 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 Λ−, and on the right is the
front projection of Λ+ 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 Rn+1 is shown in Figure 6 and 7.

The front projection of Λ± gives a stratification on Rn+1, 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 Λ±, denote by V± ⊂ Rn+1 the domain whose xn+1-
coordinate is bounded by the front projection of Λ± and U± ⊂ Rn+1 the domain whose
xn+1-coordinate is unbounded on each vertical slice {(x1, . . . , xn)} × R (see Figure 6 and
7). For a sheaf in ShbΛ−

(Rn+1), suppose the stalk in the region V− is B and the stalk in U−
is A (Figure 8). Suppose the microstalk of F 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 V+ using the fact that the cobordism functor is
identity outside a compact set in Rn+1 and hence the stalks are preserved;

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

(3) determine the local system in V+ using the fact that B ≃ A ⊕ F , and hence the
local system with stalk F on Λ+ determines a local system with stalk F on V+ and
a local system with stalk B on V+ (relative to boundary at infinity in Rn+1).

The information above will uniquely determine the sheaf.
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Before starting to determine the sheaf F+ ∈ ShbΛ+
(Rn+1), we first note that F− ∈

ShbΛ−
(Rn+1) has an image in ShbΛ+

(Rn+1) via the cobordism functor iff it can be lifted into

ShbΛ−(R
n+1)×Locb(Λ−) Loc

b(L).

Since Λ− ∼= Sk−1 × Dn−k+1 while L ∼= Dk × Dn−k+1, this is the same as saying that the
microlocalization mΛ−(F

−) can be trivialized over Sk−1.

Remark 4.1. Note that not all complexes of local systems in Locb(Sk) (k ≥ 2) are trivial.
For example for the Hopf fibration π : S3 → S2, Rπ∗kS3 is a nontrivial complex of local
system on S2. The reason is that although H1(Sk) = 0, Hk(Sk) ̸= 0 and that will give
extension classes in Ext1(kSk [1− k],kSk).

Here is how the sheaf F+ is determined. (1) Firstly, note that away from the cusps, the
Lagrangian cobordism is just a standard embedded cylinder Λ0 × R, and hence is fixed by
the Liouville flow. The functor

µShbRn+1∪Λ0×R∪L(R
n+1 ∪ Λ0 × R ∪ L)→ µShbRn+1∪Λ0×R(R

n+1 ∪ Λ0 × R)

is the identity. This shows that the sheaf should remain the same away from compact
subsets in Rn+1. Then one can see explicitly that the stalks of F+ are determined by F−,
where the stalk in the region V+ must be B and the stalk in U+ must be A.

(2) Secondly, note that the complex of local systems mΛ−(F−) on Λ− has stalk F . After
gluing with a local system LL on L, by restriction we can determine a complex of local
systems on Λ+×{+∞}. Note that the restriction of the local system along ∂L = ∂Λ±×R
is determined by the microlocalization on ∂Λ−.

Since Λ+ × {+∞} is preserved by the negative time Liouville flow φz
Z up to a Reeb

translation (due to the change of the primitive fL of L), the functor

µShbM∪Λ−×R>0∪L(M ∪ Λ− × R>0 ∪ L)

→ µShblimz→−∞ φz
Z(M∪Λ−×R>0∪L)(lim z→−∞φ

z
Z(M ∪ Λ− × R>0 ∪ L))

→ µShbM∪Λ+×R>0
(M ∪ Λ+ × R>0)

is an equivalence on Λ+×{+∞} induced by the Reeb translation (Theorem 2.10). Hence the
complex of local systems on Λ+×{+∞} is preserved by the nearby cycle functor. Therefore,
after applying ΦL, the microstalk on Λ+ is still F , where the microlocal monodromy is still
the same as the restriction of the local system LL onto Λ+.

Note that the restriction of the local system to boundary LL|∂Λ±×R is the pull back of
the given local system m∂Λ−(F−). Therefore, after applying the cobordism functor we get

the microlocalization in the fiber of Locb(Λ+)→ Locb(∂Λ+) at the point m∂Λ−(F−).
(3) Finally, we determine the local system in the region V+. Note that V+ is not con-

tractible relative to boundary at infinity ∂V+ = Sk−1 × Dn−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 Locb(V+)→ Locb(∂V+). 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 Λ+ has been determined by the local
system on L we chose, so is the monodromy of the sheaf in V+ if we identify F+|V+ with
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Figure 8. The microlocal sheaf on ShbΛ−
(Rn+1) (left) and ShbΛ+

(Rn+1)

(right) before and after the Lagrangian 1-handle attachment. Here we as-
sume Λ± ⊂ T ∗,∞

τ>0 (Rn × Rτ ).

AV+ ⊕LV+ , where AV+ is just the constant local system and LV+ is a local system on V+
with stalk F that extends LL|Λ+ .

In fact topologically (V+, ∂V+) ≃ (L,Λ−) ≃ (Dk×Dn−k+1, Sk−1×Dn−k+1) by considering
the projection map L ↪→ R2n+1×R→ R2n+1 → Rn+1. We claim that LV+

∼= LL relative to

the boundary ∂V+ ∼= Sk−1×Dn−k+1 ∼= Λ−, meaning that they live in the same fiber of the
restriction functor. Indeed, the restriction of LV+ and LL to Λ+ should both be LL|Λ+ , but

LL|Λ+ extends uniquely to L since the inclusion Λ+ ↪→ L is just Dk×Sn−k ↪→ Dk×Dn−k+1.
Therefore LV+ ≃ LL (respectively, the restriction of L∂V+ and LΛ− to ∂Λ+

∼= ∂Λ− agree,
but LL|∂Λ+ 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 Λ− (Figure 6 and 8). The sheaf F− ∈ ShbΛ−

(Rn+1) can be extended only when

the microlocal monodromy along S0 × Rn ⊂ Λ− can be extended to a local system along
D1×Rn ⊂ 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 Λ+ 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 Λ+ relative to the boundary at infinity ∂L = S0 ×Dn.

Namely, when gluing with a local system on L, we assign an extra quasi-isomorphism fF
bewteen the stalks F on both components of Λ−. After applying ΦL, the microstalk on Λ+

is still F , where the quasi-isomorphism from F on the left to F on the right is given by fF .
Then by the quasi-isomorphism

B ≃ A⊕ F,
the transition map of B from left to right will be given by fB = (idA, fF ).

In particular, if the microstalk F ≃ kr (F− is pure), then the choices are classified by
GLr(k). When F ≃ k (F− 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 F− is simple). (1) When the 1-handle L connects two different
components of Λ−, then

H1(Λ−; k×) ∼= H1(L; k×).
Consider the moduli space of rank 1 local systems on Λ (coming from the truncated derived
moduli stacks of local systems) given by Loc1(Λ) = [H1(Λ; k×)/H0(Λ; k×)], and consider the

framed moduli space of rank 1 local systems on a manifold Λ given by Locfr1 (Λ) = H1(Λ; k×)
with framing data, i.e. fixed trivializations of stalks, at each component. Then

Loc1(Λ−)× [k×/k×] ∼= Loc1(L), Loc
fr
1 (Λ−) ∼= Locfr1 (L).

Consider the truncated derived moduli stack of microlocal rank 1 sheaves t0RM1(Λ±).
Denote by M1(Λ±) the classical moduli stacks defined by the 1-rigid locus (the 1-rigid
locus of t0RM1(Λ±) consisting objects with no negative self-extensions is always an Artin
stack, but they may not coincide with the derived stack)4 [57, Section 2.4]. Assuming that
these classical moduli stacks coincide with the derived stacks, we have an embedding

M1(Λ−)× [k×/k×] =M1(Λ−)×Loc1(Λ−) Loc1(L) ↪→M1(Λ+).

ConsiderMfr
1 (Λ±) the classical moduli stacks defined by the 1-rigid locus with framing data

at each component of Λ±. Then we have an embedding

Mfr
1 (Λ−) =Mfr

1 (Λ−)×Locfr1 (Λ−;k×)
Locfr1 (L;k

×) ↪→Mfr
1 (Λ+).

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

H1(Λ−;k×)× k× ∼= H1(L;k×).

Therefore, for the moduli spaces of rank 1 local systems we know that

Loc1(Λ−)× [k×/k×] ∼= Loc1(L), Loc
fr
1 (Λ−)× k× ∼= Locfr1 (L).

Hence assuming that the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank 1 sheaves M1(Λ±)
coincide with the derived stacks, we have an embedding

M1(Λ−)× [k×/k×] =M1(Λ−)×Loc1(Λ−) Loc1(L) ↪→M1(Λ+).

For the moduli stacks of microlocal rank 1 sheaves with framing data at each component

Mfr
1 (Λ±), we have an embedding

Mfr
1 (Λ−)× k× =Mfr

1 (Λ−)×Locfr1 (Λ−;k×)
Locfr1 (L;k

×) ↪→Mfr
1 (Λ+).

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(Λ−)× k× ↪→ Aug(Λ+).

That is because when considering Aug(Λ) 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 PGLn(k) instead of GLn(k). The moduli spaces
they consider are equal to M1(Λ) 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 F− ∈ ShbΛ−
(Rn+1) can be

extended only when the microlocal monodromy along S1 ×Rn−1 ⊂ Λ− can be extended to
a local system along D2 × Rn−1 ⊂ L. As C∗(D2;k) ∼= k, this is equivalent to saying that
the microlocal monodromy is trivial along S1 × Rn−1 ⊂ Λ−.

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 S1 to the trivial one, and the choice of the
contracting homotopy will give different (higher) monodromies relative to the boundary
at infinity ∂L = S1 × Dn−1. Consider a triangulation of D2 = ∆2. Then this gives a
stratification D2. The 1-dimensional strata gives us quasi-isomorphisms

f01 : F → F, f12 : F → F, f02 : F → F.

For the 2-dimensional stratum, we need to assign an extra chain homotopy H012 from f02
to f12 ◦ f01, i.e. H012 : F → F [−1] such that

H012δF − δFH012 = f02 − f12 ◦ f01.
The (higher) monodromy along Λ+ is preserved by the functor ΦL and hence determines

the microlocal monodromy of F+ along Λ+. Using the quasi-isomorphism

B ≃ A⊕ F,
the monodromy data of F determines the monodromy data of the stalk B in F+.

When F ≃ kr (the sheaf is pure), then the contracting homotopy data is trivial, and
hence any such sheaf with trivial monodromy in ShpΛ−

(M) extends uniquely to a sheaf in

ShpΛ+
(M).

Suppose the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheavesMr(Λ±) coincide with

the derived stacks (with fixed framing data at a point). For [β] ∈ π1(Λ−), let M[β]
r (Λ−)

be the substack consisting of sheaves with trivial microlocal monodromy along β. Then for
L a Lagrangian 2-handle cobordism attached along β, we have an embedding of algebraic
stacks

M[β]
r (Λ−) ↪→Mr(Λ+).

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 Sk−1 × Dn−k+1 ⊂ Λ− can be extended to Dk × Dn−k+1 ⊂ L. The
monodromy along Λ+ is preserved by the functor ΦL and hence determines the monodromy
of F+ along Λ+. Using the quasi-isomorphism

B ≃ A⊕ F,
the (higher) monodromy data of F determines the (higher) monodromy data of B in F+.

However, in the special case when F ≃ kr, there will be no nontrivial higher homotopy
data, and since the attaching sphere is changed from S1 to Sk−1 (k ≥ 3), we know that any
local system is trivial, so any such pure sheaf in ShpΛ−

(M) extends uniquely to a pure sheaf

in ShpΛ+
(M).

Suppose the classical moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheavesMr(Λ±) 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

Mr(Λ−) ↪→Mr(Λ+).

For the moduli stacks of microlocal rank r sheaves with framing data at each component,
we get a similar embedding.
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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.
Λ+ are on the top while Λ− are on the bottom.

Figure 10. Taking connected sum with ΛCliff (left) and with ΛUnknot

(right). The cobordisms are from left to right in each picture. The la-
belling 0, 1,∞, z is a kP 1 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 Λg,k. 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 Λg,k to Λg+1,k. Then consider a Lagrangian
2-handle cobordism in the shadowed region (Figure 11 middle). This gives a cobordism from
Λg+1,k to Λg,k. For general Λg,k,Λg′,k′ , the cobordism can be constructed by concatenation.

(2) This is essentially proved by Dimitroglou Rizell [11]. First of all, notice that Λg,0

admits an exact Lagrangian filling by taking a sequence of Lagrangian 1-handle cobordisms
(Figure 12). Next, we claim that for any k ≥ 1, Λg′,k does not admit exact Lagrangian
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Figure 11. The cobordism from Λg,k to Λg+1,k to Λg,k (from left to right).
The grey regions are the places where we attach Lagrangian handles.

Figure 12. The Lagrangian filling of the Legendrian surface Λg,0 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 Λg,0 to Λg′,k.

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 PGL2(k)-actions are identified with the framed

moduli space of sheavesMfr
1 (Λ) with framing data at a single point since

M1(Λ) = [Mfr
1 (Λ)/k

×]

where the moduli stack M1(Λ) is equivalent to the space of flags modulo GL2(k)-action.
When k ≥ 1, one can consider locally a triangle in the graph. A microlocal rank 1 sheaf is
characterized by a kP 1 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 ∞ (Figure 10). Then the possible choices for colors in
the triangle region are k×\{1}, i.e.

Mfr
1 (Λg′,k) =Mfr

1 (Λg′−1,k−1)× (k×\{1}).

When k = Z/2Z, then there are no available choices and hence there are no microlocal rank
1 sheaves with Z/2Z-coefficients on Λg′,k. 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 L0 from ΛCliff to a loose Legendrian 2-sphere ΛS2,loose by a Lagrangian 2-handle
attachment (Figure 13), where the fact that ΛS2,loose is loose follows from [6, Proposition
4.24]. Hence there is a Lagrangian cobordism from Λg,k = Λg−1,k−1#ΛCliff to a genus g− 1
surface Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose, and Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose is also loose.
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Figure 13. A Lagrangian 2-handle cobordism from ΛS2,loose (right) to ΛCliff (left).

We now apply [22, Theorem 2.2]5. First we need to construct a formal Lagrangian
cobordism, that is, a smooth cobordism ψ : L1 ↪→ R6 from Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose to Λg,k′ , and

a family of bundle maps Ψs : TL1 → TR6|L1 such that Ψ0 = dψ, Ψs ≡ dψ near positive
and negative ends, and Ψ1 is a Lagrangian bundle map.

Note that Λg,k′ and Λg,k−1 are formally Legendrian isotopic for any k ≥ 1, k′ ≥ 0. This
means that there is a smooth isotopy ψ′

t : Λt ↪→ R5, t ∈ I, together with a family of bundle
maps Ψ′

s,t, s, t ∈ I, such that Ψ′
s,0 = dψ′

0, Ψ
′
s,1 = dψ′

1, Ψ
′
0,t = dψ′

t, and Ψ′
1,t are Lagrangian

bundle maps into the contact distribution. Given a formal Legendrian isotopy, we can
consider a smooth cobordism L = Λ× I from Λ0 to Λ1 being

ψ : L ↪→ R5 × I, ψ(x, t) = (ψ′
t(x), t),

and a family of bundle maps Ψs : TL → T (R5 × I)|L such that Ψ0 = dψ and Ψ1 is a
Lagrangian bundle map by considering the homotopy such that

Ψs|TΛt = Ψs,t, Ψs|⟨∂/∂t⟩ = (1− s)dψ(∂/∂t) + s ∂/∂r.

Therefore, we can get a formal Lagrangian concordance from Λg,k−1 to Λg,k′ . By part (1)
we know that there is a genuine Lagrangian cobordism from Λg−1,0 to Λg,k−1. Thus by con-
catenation, we will get a formal Lagrangian cobordism (L1, ψ,Ψs) from Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose

to Λg,k′ , and in fact

H1(L1)
∼−→ H1(Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose).

Then by [22, Theorem 2.2] there is a Lagrangian cobordism L1 from Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose

to Λg,k′ such that

H1(L1)
∼−→ H1(Λg−1,k−1#ΛS2,loose) = k2g−2.

Taking the concatenation of L0 and L1, we will get a Lagrangian cobordism such that

dim coker(H1(L0 ∪ L1)→ H1(Λg,k)) = 2.

(4) We show that there cannot be Lagrangian cobordisms L with vanishing Maslov class
from Λg,k to Λg,k′ for k < k′ such that H1(L) ↠ H1(Λg,k). Indeed consider a degree 3
vertex in the graph of Λg−1,k−1. Taking connected sum with ΛCliff and ΛUnknot will give
Λg,k and Λg,k−1. As explained in Part (2), a microlocal rank 1 sheaf is characterized by
the number kP 1 colorings of the graph (Figure 10). The possible choices for colors in the
triangle region are k×\{1},

Mfr
1 (Λg,k) =Mfr

1 (Λg−1,k−1)× (k×\{1}).
On the other hand, for Λg,k−1, assume the upper half region and lower half region are
colored 0,∞ (Figure 10). Then the possible choices for colors in the bi-gon region are k×,
i.e.

Mfr
1 (Λg,k−1) =Mfr

1 (Λg−1,k−1)× 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, |Mfr
1 (Λg,k)(Fq)| < |Mfr

1 (Λg,k−1)(Fq)|, and by induction |Mfr
1 (Λg,k′)(Fq)| <

|Mfr
1 (Λg,k)(Fq)|.
When H1(L) ↠ H1(Λg,k) is surjective, in the fiber product

Mfr
1 (Λg,k−1)×H1(Λg,k;k×) H

1(L; k×) r̂ //

��

Mfr
1 (Λg,k)

P
��

H1(L;k×) r // H1(Λg,k; k×),

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

|(Mfr
1 (Λg,k)×H1(Λg,k;k×) H

1(L;k×))(Fq)| ≥ |Mfr
1 (Λg,k)(Fq)| > |Mfr

1 (Λg,k′)(Fq)|.

However, a fully faithful Lagrangian cobordism functor ΦL should induce an embedding

Mfr
1 (Λg,k)×H1(Λg,k;k×) H

1(L; k×) ↪→Mfr
1 (Λg,k′).

That is a contradiction. □

Remark 4.4. For the Lagrangian cobordism from Λg,k to Λg+1,k and to Λg,k, 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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