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Abstract

We develop sheaf-theoretic methods to deal with non-smooth objects in symplectic
geometry. We show the completeness of a derived category of sheaves with respect to
the interleaving distance and construct a sheaf quantization of a Hamiltonian homeo-
morphism. We also develop Lusternik—Schnirelmann theory in the microlocal theory
of sheaves. With these new sheaf-theoretic methods, we prove an Arnold-type theo-
rem for the image of a compact exact Lagrangian submanifold under a Hamiltonian
homeomorphism.

1 Introduction

The microlocal theory of sheaves due to Kashiwara and Schapira [KS90] has been effec-
tively applied to symplectic and contact geometry after the pioneering work by Nadler—
Zaslow [NZ09; INad09] and Tamarkin |Taml1&]. In this paper, we apply the theory to
symplectic geometry for non-smooth objects, in particular, limits of smooth objects.

1.1 Owur results

In this work, we use the Tamarkin category, which was introduced by Tamarkin [Tam18|
to prove his non-displaceability theorem. Let X be a connected C*°-manifold without
boundary and let w: T*X — X denote its cotangent bundle equipped with the canonical
symplectic structure. We also let (¢; 7) denote the homogeneous coordinate system on T*R;
and fix a field k. The Tamarkin category D(X) is defined to be the left orthogonal of the
triangulated subcategory consisting of objects microsupported in {7 < 0} C T*(X x Ry)
in D(kxxR,), the derived category of sheaves on X x R;. To generalize Tamarkin’s non-
displaceability theorem to a quantitative version, the authors introduced the interleaving-
like pseudo-distance on D(X) in |AI20], motivated by the convolution distance on D(kgn)
due to Kashiwara—Schapira |[KS18]. In this paper, we introduce a modified pseudo-distance
dp(xy on D(X) that is possibly larger than the previous one. See Subsection for the
details of the Tamarkin category and the pseudo-distance dpx).

In this paper, we first establish the completeness of the Tamarkin category D(X) with
respect to dp(x) in Section [

Theorem 1.1 (see Corollary [5]). The Tamarkin category D(X) is complete with respect
to the pseudo-distance dp(x).
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In fact, we prove the completeness result for a wider class of distances associated with
thickening kernels, which was introduced by Petit—Schapira [PS23]. See the body of the
paper for a precise statement.

In Section 5] we revisit sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian isotopies [GKS12] and Hamil-
tonian stability [AI20]. Let M be a C*°-manifold and I be an open interval containing the
closed interval [0,1]. With the Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ : T*M x I — T*M associated with
a timewise compactly supported function H: T*M x I — R, one can associate a canonical
object K ¢ D(kp2xg,x1), called the sheaf quantization or the Guillermou-Kashiwara—
Schapira (GKS) kernel. We prove that the restriction K|y, g, (1} depends only on the
time-1 map of ¢i/. This allows us to define the sheaf quantization K% € D(kps2xg,) of
a compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ € Ham.(T*M). The sheaf quanti-
zation K¥ defines an object K¥ of the Tamarkin category D(M?). For these objects, we
prove the following.

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem [5.11)). For compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
o, ¢' € Ham (T*M), one has

d'D(M2)(,C<p7K:SO,) < dH(SO7 (p/)a (11)
where the right-hand side denotes the Hofer distance between ¢ and ¢’.

Theorem is stronger than the previous Hamiltonian stability result in [AI20] in
the following two points: (1) it is about the distance between GKS kernels and (2) the
distance dpx) is possibly larger than that in [AI20].

By the completeness result and the stability result, we can associate a sheaf with an
element of the completion of Ham.(T*M) with respect to the Hofer metric. Indeed, a
Cauchy sequence (¢, )neny C Ham.(T*M) with respect to the Hofer metric dy defines a
Cauchy sequence (K#"),en C D(M?) with respect to dp(n2) by Theorem Hence,
by applying Theorem [, we obtain a limit object Kl(#n)nl ¢ D(M?). In particular,
we can define the sheaf quantization K¥> of a Hamiltonian homeomorphism ¢ (see
Definition (.18 for the definition). One of the advantages of this approach is that we may
directly use the limit object without explicitly dealing with a limit of some sequence to
study C?-symplectic geometry.

Next, in Section [6] we develop Lusternik—Schnirelmann theory in the microlocal theory
of sheaves. More precisely, for an object F' € D(M), we define the set of spectral invariants
Spec(F') C R and prove the following. Here, cl(M) denotes the cup-length of M over k.

Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem for a more precise statement). Let t: M x Ry — R, and
mar TH(M x Ry) — M be the projections. Let F' € D(M) and assume that M is compact
and R pfy[—e,00) (M X Ry; F) = RI (M3 kpr) and Fppy (e,00) 18 locally constant for ¢ > 0. If
# Spec(F) < cl(M), then there exists c € Spec(F) such that 7y (SS(F)NT g N7~ 1t~ (—c))
is cohomologically non-trivial in M, where T'gy C T*(M x Ry) is the graph of the 1-form
dt. That is, for any open neighborhood U of mpr(SS(F)NTgNa~1t~1(—c)), the restriction
map @,,~, H"(M; k) — @,,~; H"(U; k) is non-zero.

The theorem above was announced to appear in Humiliere-Vichery [HV], which moti-
vated our work.

Finally, in Section [7 by combining the machinery we have developed, we give a purely
sheaf-theoretic proof of the following Arnold-type theorem for non-smooth objects (cf.
Buhovsky-Humiliere-Seyfaddini [BHS22]). We let 0j; denote the zero-section of 7M.



Theorem 1.4 (see Theorem[T.1). Assume that M is compact and let L be a compact exact
Lagrangian submanifold of T*M. Let oo be a Hamiltonian homeomorphism of T*M. If
the number of spectral invariants of oo (L) is smaller than cl(M) + 1, then Opr N poo(L)
is cohomologically non-trivial in M, hence it is infinite.

This theorem is proved with the sheaf quantization of L due to Guillermou |Guil2;
Gui23] and Viterbo [Vit19], the sheaf quantization of ¢y, and Theorem [[3 By com-
bining our machinery with the C°-continuity of the spectral norm, which is obtained
in the field of symplectic geometry, we can also construct a sheaf quantization of the
image of the zero-section 0p; under a C°-limit of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. Note
that CY-limits of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is a more general notion than Hamiltonian
homeomorphisms. With the sheaf quantization, we can recover an Arnold-type theorem
for a CO-limit of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms, which is exactly a result by Buhovsky—
Humiliere-Seyfaddini [BHS22| (see Proposition [7.2)).

We also give a sheaf-theoretic proof of a Legendrian analogue of Theorem [L4l More
precisely, we give an Arnold-type theorem for Hausdorff limits of Legendrian submanifolds
in a 1-jet bundle (cf. [BHS22, Thm. 1.5]).

In Appendix[Al we give a Hamiltonian stability result with support conditions, which
may be of independent interest.

1.2 Related work

The completeness of a persistence category was studied by Cruz [Crul9] and Scoccola [Sco2()].
They showed that if the category admits any sequential (co)limit, then there is a limit
object for any Cauchy sequence with respect to the interleaving distance. In this paper, we
work with derived categories and need a different argument. Our completeness result (The-
orem [[T]) also holds in a triangulated category endowed with a persistence structure. See
also Biran-Cornea—Zhang [BCZ21] for persistence structures for triangulated categories.
Recently Fukaya [Fuk21] introduced the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between filtered A
categories, whose idea is based on the interleaving distance, and proved a completeness re-
sult. During the preparation of this paper, the authors learned from Stéphane Guillermou
that he and Claude Viterbo had independently obtained a similar completeness result in
a derived category of sheaves |[GV22].

The persistence method has been widely applied to symplectic and contact geometry.
After the pioneering work by Polterovich—-Shelukhin [PS16], persistence modules have been
used to study barcodes of Floer cohomology complexes in Usher—Zhang [UZ16] and the
study of spectral norms in Kislev—Shelukhin [KS22], to name a few. In this paper, we
also investigate the relation between the interleaving-like distance dp(ys) and the spectral
norm (see Proposition [6.9]). Similar results are independently discovered by Guillermou
and Viterbo |GV22].

Kashiwara—Schapira [KS18&] studied persistence modules from the point of view of the
microlocal theory of sheaves. Motivated by the work, Asano-Ike [AI20] introduced the
interleaving-like distance dp(yr) and showed that the distance between an object and its
Hamiltonian deformation is upper bounded by the Hofer norm. The result was effectively
used in Chiu [Chi23] and Li [Li21]. See also Zhang [Zha20)] for the interleaving-like distance
in the Tamarkin category.

Buhovsky-Humiliere-Seyfaddini [BHS18] constructed a counterexample of Arnold’s
conjecture for a Hamiltonian homeomorphism of a closed symplectic manifold M with
dim M > 4. However, one still obtains an Arnold-type theorem for a Hamiltonian homeo-
morphism if one reformulates the conjecture with the notion of spectral invariants, as



in [BHS21; Kaw?22; BHS22]. In these studies, the C°-continuity of persistence mod-
ules associated with Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms was effectively used (see also [LSV21]).
Guillermou [Guil3] (see also |[Gui23, Part VII]) applied the microlocal theory of sheaves to
C-symplectic geometry. He gave a purely sheaf-theoretic proof of the Gromov-Eliashberg
theorem, using the involutivity of microsupports.

1.3 Organization

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we recall some basics of the microlo-
cal theory of sheaves. In Section [3 we first recall the interleaving distance for sheaves
associated with a thickening kernel. We then briefly review the Tamarkin category and
sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian isotopies. In Section Ml we prove the completeness of
the derived category of sheaves with respect to the distance associated with a thickening
kernel. This completeness in particular implies Theorem [[LTl In Section Bl we first prove
a Hamiltonian stability theorem in terms of GKS kernels and the modified distance. We
then show that the restriction of the sheaf quantization of a Hamiltonian isotopy to time
1 depends only on the time-1 map, which allows us to define the sheaf quantization of a
Hamiltonian diffeomorphism. We also prove Theorem and construct a sheaf quantiza-
tion of a Hamiltonian homeomorphism. In Section [6] we develop Lusternik—Schnirelmann
theory for the Tamarkin category and prove Theorem [[L3I We prove Theorem [[.4] in
Section [T and its Legendrian analogue in Section 8l In Appendix[Al we prove a Hamilto-
nian stability result with support conditions, by using sheaf quantization of 2-parameter
Hamiltonian isotopies.
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2 Microlocal theory of sheaves

Throughout this paper, let k be a field. We mainly follow the notation of [KS90]. In this
section, let X be a C°°-manifold without boundary.

2.1 Geometric notions

For a locally closed subset Z of X, we denote by Z its closure and by Int(Z) its interior.
We also denote by dx: X — X x X,z — (z,x) the diagonal map and by Ax = dx(X)
the diagonal of X x X. We often write A for Ax for simplicity. We denote by T'X the
tangent bundle and by 7*X the cotangent bundle of X. We write m: T*X — X for the
projection. For a closed submanifold M of X, we denote by T}, X the conormal bundle



to M in X. In particular, 7% X denotes the zero-section of 7% X, which we often simply
write Ox. We set T*X = T*X \Ox.

With a morphism of manifolds f: X — Y, we associate the following commutative
diagram of morphisms of manifolds:

X Xy Y LTy

| | "

X:Xf}}/’

where f; is the projection and fy is induced by the transpose of the tangent map f': TX —
X xyTY.

We denote by (x;€) a local homogeneous coordinate system on 7% X. The cotangent
bundle T*X is an exact symplectic manifold with the Liouville 1-form ar-x = (£, dx).
Thus the symplectic form on T*X is defined to be w = dar~x. We denote by a: T*X —
T*X, (2;€) — (z;—¢) the antipodal map. For a subset A of T*X, A denotes its image
under the antipodal map a. A subset A of T*M is said to be conic if it is invariant under
the action of Ryg on T*M, that is, the scaling of the fibers.

2.2 Microsupports of sheaves

We write kx for the constant sheaf with stalk k and Mod(kx) for the abelian category of
sheaves of k-vector spaces on X. Moreover, we denote by D(kx) the unbounded derived
category of k-vector spaces on X. Although all the results are stated for bounded derived
categories in [KS90], we can apply most of them for unbounded categories, which we shall
state in this subsection. We refer to [Spa88; [KS06; RS18]. One can define Grothendieck’s
six operations RHom, @, Rf,, f~1,Rfi, f' for a continuous map f: X — Y with suitable
conditions. For a locally closed subset Z of X, we denote by kz the zero extension of the
constant sheaf with stalk k on Z to X, whose stalk is 0 on X \ Z. Moreover, for a locally
closed subset Z of X and F € D(kx), we define Fz, RI'z(F') € D(kx) by

F; =F®ky, RIz(F)=RHom(kg,F). (2.2)
Let us recall the definition of the microsupport SS(F') of an object F' € D(kx).

Definition 2.1 ([KS90, Def. 5.1.2]). Let F' € D(kyx) and p € T*X. One says that
p & SS(F) if there is a neighborhood U of p in T*X such that for any zo € X and any
C*>-function ¢ on X (defined on a neighborhood of z() satisfying dy(xo) € U, one has
RT {ze X|p(2)>p(z0)} (F )z = 0. One also sets SS(F) :== SS(F)NT*X.

For a closed subset A of T*X, we denote by D4(kx) the full triangulated subcategory
of D(kx) consisting of objects whose microsupports are contained in A.
The following is called the microlocal Morse lemma.

Proposition 2.2 (|[KS90, Prop. 5.4.17] and [RS18, Thm. 4.1]). Let F € D(kx) and
@: X = R be a C*®°-function. Let moreover a,b € R with a < b. Assume

(1) ¢ is proper on Supp(F),
(2) dp(z) & SS(F) for any x € ¢~ ([a,b)).



Then the canonical morphism
RI (¢! ((—00,0)); F) = RI (¢~ ((—00,a)); F) (2.3)
is an isomorphism.

We consider the behavior of the microsupports with respect to functorial operations.

Proposition 2.3 ([KS90, Prop. 5.4.4, Prop. 5.4.13, and Prop. 5.4.5]). Let f: X — Y be
a morphism of manifolds, F' € D(kx), and G € D(ky).

(i) Assume that f is proper on Supp(F). Then SS(Rf.F) C fof; (SS(F)). Moreover,

if f is a closed embedding, the inclusion is an equality.

(ii) Assume that f is non-characteristic for SS(G) (see [KS90, Def. 5.4.12] for the defi-
nition). Then SS(f~1G) USS(f'G) C faf1(SS(Q@)).

For closed conic subsets A and B of T*X, let us denote by A + B the fiberwise sum of
A and B, that is,

A+ B = {(:c;a+b) (2.4)

z e n(A)Nn(B),
cCT*X.
ac Ana Yz),be Bnr(z)
Proposition 2.4 ([KS90, Prop. 5.4.14]). Let F,G € D(kx).

(i) If SS(F') N'SS(G)* C 0x, then SS(F ® G) C SS(F') + SS(G).

(ii) If SS(F) N SS(G) C Ox, then SS(RHom(F,G)) C SS(F)* 4+ SS(G).

We need an estimate for the microsupport of a kind of limit object in D(kx ). For that
purpose, we use the following estimates.

Lemma 2.5 (cf. [KS90, Exe. V.7]). Let I be an index set and F; € D(kx) for i € I.
Then, one has

sS (H F) , S8 (@ F) c | Jss(F). (2.5)

i€l i€l i€l
2.3 Composition and convolution

We recall the operation called the composition of sheaves.

For i =1,2,3, let X; be a manifold. We write X;; := X; x X; and Xy23 := X7 x X3 x X3
for short. We denote by ¢;; the projection X193 — Xj;;. Similarly, we denote by p;; the
projection T* X293 — T X;;. We also denote by p12. the composite of p12 and the antipodal
map on 1% X5.

Let A CT*X19 and B C T*X93. We set

Ao B = pi3(pisn AN py B) C T*X13. (2.6)
We define a composition operation of sheaves by

)?2: D(kX12) X D(kX23) — D(kXIS)’

B B (2.7)
(K12, K23) — K2 2 Ko3 = Rq13(q15 K12 @ go3 Ko3).
2

If there is no risk of confusion, we simply write o instead of 2 By Propositions 2.3
2

and [Z4] we have the following.



Proposition 2.6. Let K;; € D(kx,;) and set Aj; == SS(K;;) C T*X;; (ij = 12,23).
Assume

(1) qi3 is proper on qyy Supp(Ki2) N gay' Supp(Kas),
(2) pl_zlal\u ﬂpz_glAgg N (T;;v X1 X T*XQ X T)*( Xg) C OX123.
1 3
Then

SS(K12 )(2 Kgg) C A12 ¢} Agg. (28)
2

In this work, we often use sheaves on X xR. We introduce the operation of convolution
for objects of D(kxxr). Define the maps

gi;g2,m: X xRxR = X xR, (2.9)
qi(z,t1,t2) = (v, t1), G2(z,t1,t2) = (w,t2), m(z,t1,t2) = (v,t1 +t2).

We define a convolution operation by

* D(kXXR) X D(kXXR) — D(kXXR),

2.10
(F,G) — F %G =Rm(§;'F ®q,'G). (2.10)

We also introduce a right adjoint to the convolution functor. Set i: X xR — X xR, (z,t) —
(1’, _t)'

Definition 2.7. For F,G € D(kxxr), one sets
Hom*(F,G) = R« RHom(G, ' F,m'G) (2.11)
~ Rm, RHom(q, i ' F, ¢, Q). (2.12)

Lemma 2.8. Let F,G € D(kxxr) and assume that there exist two closed cones A, B C R
such that SS(F) C T*X x R x A and SS(G) C T*X x R x B. Then, one has

SS(FxG) CT*X xR x (AN B),

(2.13)
SS(Hom™*(F,G)) C T*X xR x (AN B).

It is useful to define a more general operation, which combines composition and con-
volution. Set

Gi2: X123 x R? — X719 x R, (21,29, 73,1, 12) = (21, 72, 11), (2.14)
Goz: X123 X R? — Xo3 x R, (1,29, 73,11, 12) + (22,3, t2), (2.15)
mig: Xioz x R? = Xi3 x R, (21,2, 23, t1,2) = (v1,23,t1 + t2) (2.16)

and define

0X,: D(kX12><R) X D(kX23><R) — D(kX13><R)7

— — 2.17
(K12, K23) — K2 2 Koz = Rmys (G5 K12 ® Gy Ko3). (2.17)
2

If there is no risk of confusion, we simply write e instead of 2.
2



2.4 Homotopy colimits

Here, we recall the definition of homotopy colimits (cf. [BN93] and [KS06]) and estimate
their microsupports.

Let (F,)nen be a sequence of objects of D(kx) together with morphisms f,: F,, —
Fot1 (n € N = Zxg), that is, (Fy, fn)nen is an inductive system in D(kx). Define a
morphism s: @, cy Frn = B,,cn Fn as the composite

vy B Jn, Pra~ P F—Pr. (2.18)

neN neN n€l>1 neN

Then one can define the homotopy colimit of the inductive system (F,,, f,)nen as the cone
of the morphism

id—s: @ F, —» P Fn, (2.19)
neN neN

which we write hocolim(F,,) € D(kx). We have a canonical morphism p,,: F,, — hocolim(F},).
Given a sequence of morphisms g, : F,, = G (n € N) such that g,41 0 f, = g, for any n,
we get a morphism g: hocolim(F,,) — G satisfying g, = g o py,.

Lemma 2.9. Let (F),, fn)nen be an inductive system in D(kx). Then

SS(hocolim(F,)) € () | SS(Fn). (2.20)
NeNn>N

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, SS(,,cn Fn) € U,, SS(#,). Note that we have hocolim,, (F,) ~
hocolim,, (G,,) with G,, = F,,;n for any N € N. Hence, the result follows from the triangle
inequality for microsupports and the definition of homotopy colimits. O

3 Interleaving distance for sheaves and sheaf quantization

In this section, we review the interleaving distance for sheaves following Petit—Schapira [PS23].
We also briefly review the Tamarkin category |[Taml8] and sheaf quantization of Hamil-
tonian isotopies |[GKS12]. See also Guillermou-Schapira [GS14] and Zhang |Zha20)] for
details of the Tamarkin category.

3.1 Interleaving distance for sheaves

We recall some notions from Petit—Schapira [PS23]. A topological space is said to be good
if it is Hausdorff, locally compact, countable at infinity, and finite flabby dimension.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a good topological space. A thickening kernel on X is a
monoidal presheaf & on (R>g, +) with values in the monoidal category D(kxxx). In other
words, it is a family of kernels 8, € D(kxxx) with a morphism p,4: R, — R, for a < b
together with isomorphisms

ﬁa o ﬁb ~ ﬁaer, ﬁo ~ kAX (3.1)
satisfying the compatibility conditions (see [PS23, Def. 1.2.2] for details).

For a thickening kernel £ on X and F' € D(kx), we write ppo(F) for the morphism
Pbaoidp: Rpo FF — Reo F (a < D).



Definition 3.2. Let £ be a thickening kernel on X, F,G € D(kx), and a,b € R>q.

(i) The pair (F, Q) is said to be (a, b)-isomorphic if there exist morphisms a: R,0F — G
and 8: K, o G — F such that

(1) the composite Ry1p0 F EILLN RpoG 5 Fis equal to pgyb0(F),
(2) the composite K140 G M R0 F % G is equal to Patb0(G).
In this case, the pair of morphisms («, 3) is called an (a, b)-isomorphism.

If (F,G) is (a,a)-isomorphic then F' and G are called a-isomorphic.

(ii) One sets

dﬁ(F, G) = inf {a +be€ RZO (32)

a,be Rzo,
(F, @) is (a,b)-isomorphic | ’

which defines a pseudo-distance on the category D(kx).

(iii) The pair (F,G) is said to be weakly (a,b)-isomorphic if there exist morphisms
a,0: RgoF— G and B,v: K o G — F such that

(1) the composite Ry1p0 F EILLN RpoG 5 Fis equal to pgyb,0(F),
(2) the composite Ry1p0 G oo, RoF S Gis equal to payb,0(G),
(3) aopra(F) =00 paaa(F) and B o payp(G) =70 papp(G).
(iv) One says that F'is a-torsion or a-trivial if p,o(F): 8,0F — F is the zero morphism.
Remark 3.3. (i) One can see that
(a, b)-isomorphic = weakly (a, b)-isomorphic (3.3)
and

weakly (a, b)-isomorphic = (2a, 2b)-isomorphic (3.4)
= 2max(a, b)-isomorphic. '

(ii) In [PS23], the authors define
distg(F,G) :=inf{a € R>¢ | F' and G are a-isomorphic} (3.5)

and call it the interleaving distance associated with K. By (i), the pseudo-distances
dg and distg are equivalent. Indeed,

dﬁ(F, G) < 2distg(F,G) < 2dg(F,G). (3.6)

(iii) The interleaving distance above is a generalization of the convolution distance d¢ on
D(kg) introduced by Kashiwara—Schapira [KS1&| and later investigated by [KS21;
BG21; BP21; BGO19] and others. Indeed, when X = R and &, = ka,, where
A, = {(z,y) € R? | ||z — y|| < a} C R? is the thickened diagonal, we find that
dc = diStﬁ.



In what follows, let K be a thickening kernel on X. The statement of the following
lemma is slightly stronger than [AI2(0, Lem. 4.14], but the proof itself is almost the same.
We need the stronger result in this paper, so we reproduce the proof for the convenience
of the reader.

Lemma 3.4 (cf. [AI20, Lem. 4.14]). Let F - G - H - F[1] be an exact triangle in
D(kx) and assume that F' is c-torsion. Then (G, H) is weakly (0, c)-isomorphic.

Proof. By assumption, we have w o peo(H) = peo(F[1]) o (Re ox w) = 0. Hence, we get a
morphism v: 8 o H — G satisfying p.o(H) =voy:

ReoF 2% g 0G 2% g0 H 2 g0 F[1]

N N @

F G H F[1].

u v w

On the other hand, since p.o(G) o (Rec ox u) = u o peo(F) = 0, there exists a morphism
B: Reo H — G satisfying p.o(G) = o (Reox v):

Reo F 2 g 0G 2 g0 H M g, 0 F[1]

N P o

F———G* H F[1).

Moreover, we obtain

Bo P2c,c(H) =fo (Rc oXx pc,O(H))
:IBO(RCOX v)o(ﬁcoxfy) (3.9)
= pe,0(G) o (Re ox )
=70 (ﬁc ox pc,O(H)) =70 p2c,c(H)7
which proves the lemma. O

In particular, if F - G — H *L is an exact triangle, F'is a-torsion, and G is b-torsion,
then H is (a + b)-torsion.

In our later applications, we mainly focus on the interleaving distance on the derived
category D(kxxr,). For ¢ € R>q, define

ﬁc = kAXXAc S D(k(XXR)2)7 (310)

where A, = {(t1,t2) | ||[t1 — t2]| < ¢} C R? is the thickened diagonal of Ag C R2?. Then
the assignment ¢ — R, defines a thickening kernel on X x R;. Hence, we can consider the
pseudo-distance dg on D(kxxg,) associated with &, which we denote by dxxg,. This is a
slight modification of the relative distance disty«p,/x studied in [PS23]. Note also that
Reo F = kxy[—cq* F. With the notation in Subsection 2.3} for F, F’ € D(kx,,xr,) and
G, G' e D(kX23><Rt)’

dX13 xR¢ (F hd G’ F'e G/) < dX12 xR¢ (F’ FI) + dX23 XRt(G’ G/) (3'11)

10



3.2 Tamarkin category

Let X be a manifold without boundary. We let (#;7) denote the homogeneous coordinate
system on T*R;. It is proved by Tamarkin [Taml§] that the functor P = kx o cc) *
(*): D(kxxr,) — D(kxxg,) defines a projector onto lD{Tgo}(kXx]Rt), where {7 < 0} =
{(z,t;&,7) | 7 <0} C T*(X x Ry) and *(x) denotes the left orthogonal.

Definition 3.5. One defines
D(X) = "Dir<o}(kxxr,), (3.12)

and call it the Tamarkin category of X.

For an object F' € D(kx«xr,), F' € D(X) if and only if P(F) ~ F. Note also that
D(X) C D{TEO}(kXXRt) by Lemma 2.8

Definition 3.6. One defines dp(x) as the restriction of the pseudo-distance dxxg, on
D(kXXRt) to D(X)

We will describe the pseudo-distance using the translation to the R;-direction. For
ceR,let T.: X xRy = X X Ry, (z,t) — (z,t + ¢) be the translation map by ¢ to the
R-direction. In what follows, we write T, instead of T, for simplicity. Recall that we have
set R, == kAXXAc S D(k(XX]R)Q)'

Lemma 3.7. Let I € Di;>01(kxxr,). Then Reo F =T _ F.

Proof. First we recall that & o F' =~ kx| .q * F. Since there exist an exact triangle

Kxu(—e ] = Kxx[—e] = Kxx{-c} *L and an isomorphism T_ F ~ kx, (o * F, it
suffices to show that kx, (¢ q* F' =~ 0. By Lemma[5.3] there exists H € D(kx) such that
Kx x(—o0,00 * F' = H W kg,. Thus, we obtain

Kxx(—e * F 2 Kxx(—e,d *Kxx(—oo,0) ¥ F
~ kXX(fc,c} * (H X th) (313)
~HKX (k(—c,c] *th) ~ O,

which completes the proof. O
Let F' € Dg;>0y(kxxg,). Then, we have an isomorphism
R (47 K xo,00) @ @5 F) = Rma (@) 'kxxjoy ® @ 'F) ~ F. (3.14)

Hence, for ¢,d € R>o with ¢ < d, the canonical morphism Ky [¢,00) = Kx x[d,00) induces a
canonical morphism

Tea(F): T.F ~ Rm. (67 'Ky [o00) ® G5 F)

. 1 (3.15)
— Rm*(ql kXX[d,oo) X gy F) ~ TyF.
By Lemma 3.7, the morphism is identified with
Tc+dpd,c(F) : Tc+d(ﬁd o F) — Tc+d(ﬁc o F) (3.16)

Hence, a pair (F,G) of objects of D(X) is (a,b)-isomorphic if and only if there exist
morphisms «,d: F — T,G and 3,v: G — T, F such that
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(1) F 5 T,G ELLN TotpF' is equal to 7o q4p(F): F' — ToqpF and

(2) G s, T,F ELLN TotsG is equal to 70 445(G): G — T, 1G.

In this form, we can see that dpx, is similar to the pseudo-distance introduced in [AI20]
(see Remark 3.8 below).

Remark 3.8. The terminology has been changed from that in [AI20]. In that paper,
“weakly (a,b)-isomorphic” in this paper was called “(a,b)-isomorphic”. Moreover, we
defined the notion of “(a,b)-interleaved” as follows: a pair (F,G) of objects of D(X) is
said to be (a,b)-interleaved if there exist morphisms «,d: F' — T,G and B,v: G — T,F
satisfying

(1) F 5 T,G ELLN TotsF' is equal to 7o q4p(F): F — ToqpF and

(2) G LT F ELLN TotsG is equal to 70445(G): G — To1G.
One can see that
(@, b)-isomorphic = weakly (a, b)-isomorphic = (a, b)-interleaved.

We also remark that the distance dp(xy) in [AI20] is defined by the relation “(a,b)-
interleaved” instead of “(a,b)-isomorphic”, and hence it is different from that in Defi-
nition Later we will prove the main result in [AI20] also holds for the modified dp(x)
(see Theorem [B.T]).

The following proposition is slightly stronger than the similar results in the published
version of [AI20)].

Proposition 3.9 (cf. [AI20, Prop. 4.15]). Let I be an open interval containing the closed
interval [0,1] and H € Dyr>0)(kxxr,x1). Assume that there exist continuous functions
frg: I — R>q satisfying

SS(H) Cc T*X x {(t,s;7,0) | —f(s) -7 <o <g(s) 7} (3.17)
Then (H|X><Rt><{0},H|X><Rt><{1}) is weakly (fol g(s)ds + ¢, fol f(s)ds + 6) -isomorphic for
any € € Ryo.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [AI20, Prop. 4.15]. We only need to replace |AI20,
Lem. 4.14] with Lemma [3.4 U

3.3 Sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian isotopies

In this subsection, we first recall the existence and uniqueness result of a sheaf quantization
of a Hamiltonian isotopy due to Guillermou-Kashiwara—Schapira [GKS12].

Let M be a connected manifold without boundary and I an open interval of R con-
taining the closed interval [0,1]. We say that a C*°-function H = (Hg)ser: T*M x I — R
is timewise compactly supported if supp(Hy) is compact for any s € I. A compactly sup-
ported Hamiltonian isotopy is a flow of the Hamiltonian vector field of a timewise com-
pactly supported C'*°-function H. In this paper, the isotopy associated with H is denoted
by ¢! = (¢H)ser: T*M x I — T*M. Note that (¢X)~! = ¢ with Hy(p) == —Hs(oH (p)).
Moreover, for two timewise compactly supported functions H, H': T*M x I — R, we have

ot o ' = Mt (3.18)
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where (HtH')s(p) == Hy(p) + H.((¢X)~1(p)). In particular, for two timewise compactly
supported functions H, H': T*M x I — R,

(05) o0 = o, (3.19)
where (HtH')s(p) = (H' — H)s(62 (p)).

Definition 3.10. Let ¢/ = (¢f),er: T*M x I — T*M be the compactly supported
Hamiltonian isotopy associated with a timewise compactly supported function H: T* M x
I —R.

(i) One defines H: T*(M x R;) x I — R by

H((z,t;€,7),5) = {gH((m;g/T),s) E; i 8; (3.20)

and ¢ :/\(53)361: T*(M xRy) x I — T*(M x R;) to be the homogeneous Hamiltonian
flow of H.

(ii) One defines a conic Lagrangian submanifold Aj of T*(M x R)? x T*I by

A = { (0@, t:6,7).9), (0.t =€ 7). (s —H (B((2. 6. 7),9), ) ) |

: (3.21)
(z,8:6,7) € T*(M x Ry), s € I} .

For a timewise compactly supported function H: T*M x I — R, we also define u =
(us)ser: T*M x I — R by us(p) = fOS(HS/ — a(XS/))(qsg(p))ds’, where (Xg)ser is the
Hamiltonian vector field for H. Then ¢ can be written as

Gs(x,1;6,7) = (2',t + ug(a; £/7); €, 7), (3.22)

where (2/;¢'/7) = ¢s(x;&/7) for 7 # 0, and as(x,t;f, 0) = (z,t;&,0). Hereafter, we use the
convention that 7Hg(¢s(z;£/7)) = 0 and ug(x;&/7) = 0 when 7 = 0. Moreover, we write
(a';& /1) = ¢s(x;€/7) also for 7 = 0, in which case it is understood that (z;¢&') = (;&).
We have dus = a — (¢5)*«, which gives the following properties.

Lemma 3.11. If ¢1 = idp+ps, then up = 0.
The main theorem of [GKS12] is the following.

Theorem 3.12 ([GKS12, Thm. 3.7]). Let ¢: T*M x I — T*M be a compactly supported
Hamiltonian isotopy and H: T*M x I — R be a C*°-function with Hamiltonian flow ¢.
Then there exists a unique simple object K™ € D(k(nrxry2x1) such that SS(KH) = Aq; and

IN{H|(M><]R)2><{O} >~ KApm-

Set KH = [?H‘(MXRPX{S} € D(k(arxr)2)- Note that SS(KH) AgoTyI. We also
have

KMo KH' ~ gHHH (3.23)

It is also proved by Guillermou-Schapira [GS14, Prop. 4.29] that the composition with
K defines a functor

KMo (x): D(M) — D(M). (3.24)
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Define q: (M x R)? x I — M? x Ry x I, (w1,t1,29,t2,8) = (w1, 22,11 — t2,5) and set
Ny = qﬂqJI(Aa)
= { (&5 &), (a5 =€), (us (25 €/7);7), (55 =T Hs (95(5€/7)))) |
(5:6) € T"M,s € I, 7 € R, (o €/7) = 6s(w5€/7) }
CT*(M? xRy x I).

(3.25)

Then the inverse image functor ¢! gives an equivalence (see |Gui23, Cor. 2.3.2])
{K € D(kp2umr,x1) | SQS(K) = Ay} = {f( € D(k(arxry2x1) | Sos(f() = Ag}- (3.26)

Recall that we have a projector P: D(Kys2xg,) = TDir<oy(Kps2xg,) = P(M?) and simi-
larly for D(M? x I).

Definition 3.13. Let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function.

(i) One defines K# € D(kp2xp,xs) to be the object such that SS(KH) :NA}{ and
KH|M2xRtx{0} ~ KA, x{0}, that is, the object KM satisfying ¢ 'K ~ K", One
also sets KT .= KH\szRtX{S} for simplicity.

(ii) One defines K = P(K1) € D(M?) and K := P(KH) € D(M? x I).

Note that K o F ~ KH o F for any F € D(M) and s € I. By the associativity, for
any F' € D(M) and s € I, we have

KMo F 2 KMo (kprjo,00) * F)
~ (K epr Kprxjo,0) @ F (3.27)

~ (KSI{*kMXMX[O,oo)) o [~ Kf o I

4 Completeness of derived category of sheaves

In this section, we prove the completeness of the derived category D(kx) with respect
to the pseudo-distance dg associated with a thickening kernel K. If a category with a
persistence structure admits any sequential colimit, then the category is complete with
respect to the interleaving distance (Cruz [Crul9] and Scoccola [Sco2(]). However, the
derived category does not admit sequential colimits. Hence, we construct a limit object
by using a homotopy colimit instead. Let X be a manifold throughout this section.

In Lemma B4, we saw that for an exact triangle FF — G — H Jr—1>, if H is c-torsion,
then (F,G) is weakly (0, c)-isomorphic. Conversely, we obtain Proposition below,
which is a key to our construction of limit objects.

Lemma 4.1. Let F € D(kx) and a € R>¢ and consider the exact triangle

Rao F LU b Cone(pao(F)) 5 . (4.1)

Then Cone(pqo(F)) is 2a-torsion.
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Proof. Set C' := Cone(pq) and consider the following commutative diagram:

Ry 0 F —— Ryg 0 F—— B9y 0 C —— Rz, 0 F[1] —— Ryy 0 F[1]

[ | ~—

RoaoF —— R, 0C —— Ry, 0 F1] (4.2)
1 1
ReoF F C R, 0 F[1].

The composite morphism Rg,0C — R3,0F[1] — Koq0F[1] is zero since RK3,0F — K90 F —

RoqoC T is an exact triangle. By the commutativity, the composite Ko,0C — K,0C —
Roq 0 F[1] is also zero. Hence, there exists a morphism R, o C' — &, o F' that makes the
lower triangle commutative. Therefore, the morphism £y, o C — C factors the composite
Re o F — F — C and hence it is zero. O

Proposition 4.2. Let F,G € D(kx) and assume that the pair (F,G) is (a,b)-isomorphic.
Let (a: R0 F — G, B: Ryo G — F) be an (a,b)-isomorphism for (F,G) and consider the
exact triangle

Rq o F — G — Cone(a) RANY (4.3)

Then Cone(a) is 3(a + b)-torsion.

Proof. Consider the three exact triangles:

Roypo F oo, £y o G ——— Ry o Cone(a) —— Ryyp 0 F[1],

atb0(F
Rapo F PatboF) F Cone(pg1p,0(F)) —— Raqp 0 F[1], (4.4)

fpoG—L2 o F Cone(8) ——— Ry 0 G[1].

Note that 3 o (R, ox &) = pa+b0(F). By the octahedral axiom, we have the following
commutative diagram, where the bottom row is also an exact triangle:

ﬁbOCM

Respo F £ 0 G ———— &y 0 Cone(a) ——— Ryyp 0 F[1]

k I
0(F)

Cone(pa+b,0(F)) - ﬁa—f—b © F[l]

F
S N
F

Cone(8) ————— & o G[1]
| l

|

R o Cone(a) —— Cone(pg1po(F)) —— Cone(3) ——— R o Cone(a)[1].

In particular, the morphism u: K,0Cone(a) — R4450F'[1] factors through Cone(pg4p,0(F))-
Then the commutative diagram

p2a+3b,b(Cone(a))

Raoa+3p 0 Cone(a) £y o Cone(a) ————— Ryyp 0 F[1]
Raa+2p © Cone(parp,0(F)) ———F—— Cone(pa+b,0(F))
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proves that the composite morphism in the first row is zero by LemmalZ.Il Thus, we obtain
a morphism R3,435 0 Cone(a) — Ruyp © G that makes the following diagram commute,
where the vertical arrows are the corresponding p’s:

34430 © Cone(a)

—
—
-
—
—

hY ou
Ratp 0 G ——— Ry p 0 Cone(a) _ T, Roarp 0 F[1] (4.7)
2T
Reo F = G Cone(a) —— R, o F[1].

Hence, the morphism ps,y3p.0(Cone(a)) factors the composite morphism K, o F' — G —
Cone(a) and thus it is zero. O

Theorem 4.3. Let (F,)nen be a sequence of objects in D(kx) and assume that F,, and
Fo 11 are an-isomorphic with ) a, < co. Set a>p = Y i, 0. Then there exists an
object Fo, € D(kyx) such that (F,, Fy) is (2a>p, 24asy)-isomorphic for any n € N. In
particular, dg(F,, Fso) — 0 (n — 00).

Proof. Set G, := R4., o F,,. Then we have a morphism oy, 1, : G, = Gp, for n < m and
get an inductive system (G,)nen. Let Fi = hocolim,, G,, € D(kx).

We fix n and consider the cone C,, ,, of the morphism oy, . : Gy, — G- By composing
Bm’s, we obtain By, : G — Gp. Since (o m, Bm,n) gives an a>p-isomorphism between
Gy and Gy, the cone C),,, is 6a>,-torsion by Proposition Consider the following
commutative diagram with solid arrows:

GgN — @mzn G —— @mzn Cn,m - GgN[l]

<~

GN — Don Gm —— D Crm ——— GIN[1]

m>n

| (4.8)

hocolimm Gn ........... > hocolimmzn Gm .......................... > H .......................... > hocolimm Gn [1]

~

GN] ——— @mzn Gp[l] —— @mzn Cpm[1] ——— GIN[2].

Then by [KS06, Exercise 10.6], the dotted arrows can be completed so that the right
bottom square is anti-commutative, all the other squares are commutative, and all the rows
and all the columns are exact triangles. Since ,,~,, Cn.m is 6a>p-torsion, H is 12a>,-
torsion. Noticing that hocolim,, G,, ~ G, and hoEolimmzn Gy ~ Fy, by Lemma B4
(Gn, Fso) is weakly (0,12a>,)-isomorphic. Since we set G,, = R,., o Fy,, we find that
(F,, Fao) is weakly (a>p, 12a>,)-isomorphic, which implies that (F},, Fi) is (2a5n, 24a>y)-
isomorphic (see Remark [3.3]). O

Remark 4.4. One can prove a similar completeness result in a more general setting,
i.e., for a triangulated category with a persistence structure (cf. persistence triangulated
category by Biran—Cornea—Zhang |[BCZ21]). Here we do not go into details.
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Corollary 4.5. The derived category of sheaves D(kx) is complete with respect to the
pseudo-distance dg. In particular, the Tamarkin category D(X) is complete with respect
to the pseudo-distance dp(x).

Proof. For the latter claim, it suffices to show that for a Cauchy sequence (Fj,)pen in
the Tamarkin category D(X), the limit object Fy constructed in Theorem .3 is also
in D(X). By construction and Lemma [B.7], after taking a subsequence, we have Fy, =
hocolim,, T, Fy,, where (a>y)nen is as in Theorem 3l Set G,, =T, F,. Since the
functor kXX[OToo) x (¥) is defined as the composite of left adjoint functors, it commutes
with direct sums. Since each G, is an object of the left orthogonal J_D{Tgo}(kXx]Rt) =
D(X), in the following commutative diagram the first and the second vertical arrows are
isomorphisms:

41
Kx x[0,00) * D Gn — kxx[0,00) * Dy, Gn — Kxx[0,00) * Foo —

| lz [ e

@, Gn P, Gn Fpo —H

Thus, we have an isomorphism Kk x , [0,o0) * Foo = F and find that F,, € D(X). O

Remark 4.6. As mentioned in Remark B3] dg and distg are equivalent. Hence D(kx) is
also complete with respect to distg.

5 Sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms and
homeomorphisms

In this section, we give a refined Hamiltonian stability result, which state the distance
between sheaf quantizations of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is at most the Hofer distance.
By using the stability result, we also construct a sheaf quantization of a Hamiltonian
homeomorphism.

5.1 Hamiltonian stability theorem

In this subsection, we give a generalization of our previous result |[AI20, Thm. 4.16].
For a timewise compactly supported function H: T*M x I — R, we define

1 1

Ey(H) = H E_(H) = - in H
+(H) = | max Hy(p)ds, (H) o, Hs(p)ds, o

1
Hllwe = Ey(H) + E_(H) = H(p) — min H.(p)) ds.
[l = B ()4 B () = [ (g ) = i, 1.0 ) ds

When M = pt, we need to modify E;(H) and E_(H) so that they are non-negative.

Theorem 5.1. Let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function. Then
(K, K is (E_(H) + ¢, By (H) + €)-isomorphic for any ¢ € R~g, where 0 denotes the
zero function on T*M x 1. In particular, dpp2y (K9, K{) < |H losc-

Proof. Let € > 0 be an arbitrary positive number. We apply Proposition B9 to 7. Then
by 3.25)), we find that (K9, KI) = (K, KI) is weakly (E_(H)+e¢, E4 (H)+e¢)-isomorphic.
It is enough to show that (K9,K!) is (E_(H) +¢, E, (H) + ¢)-isomorphic.

Weset a .= E_(H)+e and b := E,(H)+e. Then, by definition, there exist morphisms
a,6: K9 — T,k and 8,v: KT — T,K9 such that
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(1) ICO =T, ICH ELLN Tu 1KY is equal to 70.445(KY): K — T, 1KY,

(2) ICH — TbICO ELLN T, K is equal to 1o a—l—b(’cl ): KT — T,y KH | and
(3) Ta,Qa(’C{{) oq = Ta,Qa(Kl ) o d and Tb72b(’C?) o= Tb72b(lC?) 0.

Now we let Tor be the full triangulated subcategory of D(M?) consisting of torsion
objects {F' | dp(p2)(F,0) < oo}. Then, by [GS14, Prop. 6.7], the Hom set of the localized
category D(M?)/ Tor is computed as

Homp(pr2) ) 1or (Fy G) =~ lim Homppp2) (F, T.G). (5.2)

Cc— 00

For the objects K¢, K and d € R, we have

k (d>0)

0 (d<0). (5:3)

Homp 2y (Kf, Takt") =~ Homp 2 (K7, T4KY) =~ {

Hence, HomD(Mz)/Tor(lC?,lC?) ~ HomD(Mz)/Tor(lC{{,lC{{) ~ k and the canonical mor-
phism

Homp 2y (KT, Tyk{T) — Hompaszy) mor (K1, K1), 0 5 o (5.4)

is injective for d > 0.
By the condition (3), we have

@ = 6 € Homppr2), 1or (K7, K1T) (5.5)
B =7 € Homp(ps2)) 1or (K1, KY). (5.6)

Hence, through the isomorphism Homp,2) /Tor(IC{{ K ~ k, we get
1 =305 =ao0f € Homp(us2), 1o (KT, K1), (5.7)

by the condition (2). Since T o 8 € HomD(M2)(IC{{,Ta+bIC{{) is sent to @ o B and
7’07a+b(’C{{) is sent to 1, by the injectivity we obtain TpaofS = 79 a+b(l€{{) Thus, combining
this with the condition (1), we find that the pair («, 8) gives an (a, b)-isomorphism for the
pair (K9, ), which completes the proof. O

For two timewise compactly supported functions H, H': T*M x I — R, by (8.11]) and

B323), we have
dD(MQ)(IC{{aK{{I) = dD(MQ)(’C(l)JC{{ﬁHI) <||H - H,HOSC- (5.8)

5.2 Sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms

In this subsection, we investigate sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. We
keep the symbols M for a connected manifold without boundary and I for an open interval
containing [0, 1]. First, we prove the following, an analogue of Theorem [5.1]in the derived
category D(kjs2xg,) not in the Tamarkin category D(M?).

Proposition 5.2. Let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function.
Then, one has an inequality

1
dpgoer, (K9, K < 4 / | Heloods < 4] H ose. (5.9)
0
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Similarly to (B.8]), for two timewise compactly supported functions H, H : T*M x I —
R, we have

dM2xRt(K{{=K1HI) < 4HH - H/HOSC- (5-10)

To prove the proposition, we prepare some lemmas. Let X be a manifold and let
q: X X Ry — R; denote the projection.

Lemma 5.3. Let F € Di;<gy(kxxr,) and G € D>01(kxxr,). Then there exist H, H' €
D(kx) such that F x G ~ H X kg, and Hom*(F,G) ~ H' K kg, .

Proof. By Lemma [2.8] we find that SS(F'xG) C {r = 0} and SS(Hom*(F,G)) C {T = 0},
which imply the result. O

For a,b € R>, we set

D(a,b) = U {(r,0) eR?* | g =c-1}. (5.11)

—a<c<b

Note that D(a,b) is a closed cone in R?, which is not necessarily convex. See Figure 5.1
We set Dt (a,b) := D(a,b) N{(1,0) | 7 >0} and D~ (a,b) = D(a,b) N {(r,0) | 7 < 0}.

oc=b-71

Figure 5.1: D(a,b)

Lemma 5.4. Let F' — G — H % be an ezact triangle in D(kxxgr,) and a,b € R>y.
Assume

(1) F' € Dgr<oy(kxxr,) and F is a-torsion,
(2) G € D0y (kxxr,) and G is b-torsion.
Then, RHom(F,G) ~ 0. In particular, H ~ G @ F[1] is max(a, b)-torsion.

Proof. By Lemma [£.3] there exists H' € D(ky) such that Hom*(F,G) ~ H' K kg,.

Moreover by the isomorphism T, Hom*(F, G) ~ Hom*(F,T,G), we find that Hom™(F,G)

is b-torsion. Hence we have Hom*(F,G) ~ 0 and
RHom(F,G) ~ RHom(kx (o} * F, G)

(5.12)
~ RHom(kx 03, Hom™(F, G)) ~ 0,

which proves the result. O

Next, we give a microlocal cut-off result, which we use to reduce the problem to
Proposition B.91

19



Lemma 5.5. Let H € D(kx«gr,xr) and assume that there exist a,b € R>o such that
SS(H) C T*X x (Ry x R) x D(a,b). (5.13)

Then there exists an exact triangle H~ — HT — H RN D(kxxRr,xr) such that

SS(H™) C T*X x (R x R) x D™ (a,b) and SS(HT) C T*X x (Ry x R) x D" (a,b).

Proof. Let A = {(t,s) |t > 0,s =0}. Then we get an exact triangle

kKxxonfop *H — kxsa*H — H BN (5.14)

with SS(kxxa*xH) C T*X X (R xR) x D(a,b)N{(r,0) | 7 > 0}. Moreover kxx*F — F
is an isomorphism on 7*X x (R; x R) x Int(A°), where A\° denotes the polar cone of
A. Thus, we conclude that SS(ky oy * H) C T*X x (R; x R) x (D(a,b) \ Int()\°)) =
T*X x (R x R) x D™ (a,b). O

The following is a variant of [AI2(, Prop. 4.3].

Proposition 5.6. Let H € D(kxxr,x1) and s1 < so € I. Assume that there exist
a,b e R>g and r € Ry such that

SS(H) N N (X x Ry x (51 — 1,89 + 7)) C T*X x (Ry x I) x D(a,b). (5.15)

(i) Let ¢: X x Ry x I — X x Ry be the projection. Then RqHxwr,x(s,s,] a1
Rq:H x xR, x[s1,50) @T€ (max(a,b)(s2 — s1) + ¢&)-torsion for any ¢ € Ryo.

(ii) One has dxxr,(H|x xR, x{s1}> Hx xRex{s2}) < 4max(a, b)(s2 — 51).

Proof. (i) Choose a diffeomorphism ¢: (s; — 7,82 + 1) — R satisfying Plist,sa) = 1d[s; 5]
and d(s) > 1 for any s € (s1 —7,52+7). Set ® :=idxxr, Xp: X xRy x (81 —7,80+7) —

X xRy x Rand H' == &, H € D(kx«gr,xr).- Then by the assumption on ¢, we have
SS(H') ¢ T*X x (R; x R) x D(a,b) (5.16)

and M| x xr, x[s1,50] = H|x xR, x[s1,50]- Hence, we may assume I = R from the beginning.

Applying Lemma [5.5] we have an exact triangle H~ — HT — H i D(kxxRr,xR)
with SS(H™) € T*X x (R; x R) x D™ (a,b) and SS(HT) C T*X x (R; x R) x D*(a,b).

By |AI20, Prop. 4.3], Rq*H}XRM(ShSQ] is (b(s2 — s1) + ¢)-torsion. Similarly we find that

Rq*%;(xRtX(sl 52] is (a(sg — s1) + €)-torsion. Here we have an exact triangle
— + +1
Rg X xRy % (51,52] — Rq*HXXRtX(Sl,SQ] — Rq*%XXRtX(ShSQ} — (5'17)

with Rq*Hj{xRtx(sh@] € Dgr>0y(kxxr,) and Ra:H o my (51,50 € Dir<oy(kxxr,). Hence,
by Lemma B4l we find that Rg«H x xR, x (s,,s0] 15 (max(a, b)(s2 — s1) +¢)-torsion. The proof
for the other case is similar.

(ii) We have the following two exact triangles

+1
Rq*HXXRtX(SI,SQ] — R’q*HXXRtX[Sl7SQ} — H‘XXRtX{Sl} —>7 (518)

+1
Rq*HXXRtX[SLSg) — R’q*HXXRtX[81782} — H‘XXRtX{SQ} — . (519)

Hence, by the result of (i) and Lemma 3.4} the two pairs (Rg«H x xR, x [s1,50]s H| X xR, x{51})
and (Rg«H x xR, x[s1,s0]s HIx xR, x{s2}) are weakly (0, (max(a,b)(s2 — s1) + ¢))-isomorphic.
Hence, the result follows from the triangle inequality. O
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The following proposition is a variant of Proposition

Proposition 5.7. Let I be an open interval containing the closed interval [0,1] and H €
D(kxxr,xr1). Assume that there exist continuous functions f,g: I — Rx>q satisfying

SS(H) c T*X x {(t,s;7,0) | (1,0) € D(f(s),9(s))}. (5.20)

Then dx xw, (H‘XXRtX{O}7H‘X><Rt><{1}) < 4f01 max(f, g)(s)ds.

Proof. We can apply an argument similar to [AI20, Prop. 4.15]. We only need to replace

[AI20, Prop. 4.3] with Proposition O
Proof of Proposition [1.2. The result follows from (3.25]) and Proposition (.71 O

Remark 5.8. One could prove an inequality

1
dage e, (KO, K1) < 2 / | H, loods, (5.21)
0

which is stronger than Proposition Indeed, by the proof of Proposition (.6, we have
proved that under the assumption of Proposition B.17 (M| x xr, x {0} H|x xr,x{1}) is weakly

(fol max(f,g)(s)ds + ¢, fol max(f, g)(s)ds + ¢)-isomorphic for any ¢ € R-(. Hence, we find
that (K, K1) is weakly (fol |Hsllcods + €, fol ||Hs||cods + €)-isomorphic for any € € Rs.
It remains to apply an argument similar to the proof of Theorem (.1l However, we do not
need this stronger inequality in this paper.

It is proved in [Zha2(, Prop. 4.3] that the restriction of the sheaf quantization K to
5 = 1 depends only on the relative homotopy class of the path [s — ¢]. Now we prove
the following stronger result, which claims that the restriction depends only on the time-1
map.

Proposition 5.9. Let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function.
Then the objects K1, KT ICIT are determined by the time-1 map ¢i.

Proof. We shall prove K =g " assuming that oL ' = . By [@.23), it suffices to show
that KlHﬁH/ ~ K, x{0}- Hence, we may assume that H' =0 and ¢{{ = idp«ps.

Since u; = 0 by Lemma B.I1], we find that SS(K{7) = TZMX{O}(M2 x R;) and K{! is
simple along the subset. Moreover, since K7 ~ k wx{0} and u is compactly supported and
hence bounded, K|z, (Ryx1 and K H ey {—Rryx1 are 0 for sufficiently large R. Hence,

there exists a rank one local system £ on M such that KT ~ §y;, L X kioy[m], where m
is some integer. By Proposition [5.2] we have

dar2m, (Kay (o) O£ B kpoy [m]) = dagz s, (K7, K{') < Al H lose < o0. (5.22)

By restricting to {(z, )} xR C M? xR for some 2 € M, we obtain dg, (k{o}, k{oy[m]) < oo
and find that m = 0. Then, we have

RI'(M; L) ~ RI'(M? x Ry; K1) ~ RD(M? x Ry; KY) ~ RI(M:; kyy). (5.23)
In particular, HY(M; L) ~ H°(M;ky), which implies that £ is trivial. O

The proposition above shows the well-definedness in the following definition.
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Definition 5.10. (i) A diffeomorphism ¢: T*M — T*M is said to be a compactly
supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphism if it is the time-1 map of some compactly
supported Hamiltonian isotopy ¢, that is ¢ = (ﬁ{{ . The set of compactly supported
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is denoted by Ham.(7T* M, w).

(ii) The Hofer metric between Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is defined by

drr(p,¢') = inf {||Hllosc | 61" = 97’} (5.24)
for p,¢' € Ham.(T*M,w).

(iii) For ¢ € Ham.(T*M,w), one sets K¢ = I~(1H,K<P = K{, and K% := K| where H
is any timewise compactly supported function with ¢ = .

By (£8) and (5.I0), we have the following.

Theorem 5.11. For ¢, ¢’ € Ham.(T*M,w), one has

dp(n2y (K7, K#) < du(p, @),

, (5.25)
darexr, (K7, K?) < 4dp(p, ¢').

5.3 Sheaf quantization of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms

In this subsection, we construct a sheaf quantization of a limit of Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phisms with respect to the Hofer metric.

Proposition 5.12. Let (¢p)neny C Ham (T*M,w) be a sequence of compactly supported
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms and K, = K% € D(kp2«g,) the sheaf quantization of ¢p.
Assume that it is a Cauchy sequence with respect to the Hofer metric dg. Then there
ezists an object Koo € D(kpp2yg,) such that dpp2 g, (Kn, Koo) — 0 (n — 00). Moreover,
such an object is unique up to isomorphism, and the endofunctor K, e (x) on D(kyxr,)
gives an equivalence of categories.

Proof. By (5.10), we have

which proves that (K,)nen is a Cauchy sequence in D(kjs24g,) with respect to dp2«g,-
Hence, Corollary shows the existence of a limit object.

Let K/, be another limit object that satisfies dys2yg, (Koo, KL,) = 0. There exists
K, € D(kp2«g,) such that K,e K, ~K,eK, ~ kA, xfoy for each n. Then we find
that the sequence (K,)nen is also Cauchy, and we can take a limit object K. The
Cauchy sequence (K, K, )nen converges to both K, e K, and kA, x {01 Hence we have
drr2xr, (Koo ® Koo, ka,, xfoy) = 0. Similarly, we have dp2 g, (KL, ® Koo, K, x(0}) = 0.

By Lemma [5.16] below, we have Ko, @ Ko, ~ KAy x {0y = K!_ e K. Hence, we conclude
that K/, ~ K/ e Ko, @ Ky =~ K, and K ® (*) gives the inverse. O

Note that we have an inequality similar to (B.I1]) for dx xg,-

Lemma 5.13. Let F,G € Dy, >0y (kr,). If dg,(F,G) = 0, then SS(F) = SS(G).
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Proof. We prove SS(F) C SS(G) by contradiction. Choose (to; 1) € SS(F)\ SS(G). There
exists a neighborhood (a,b) of ty in Ry such that (a,b) N 7(SS(G)) = 0. There also
exist t1,t2 € R such that a < t; < ty < b and the restriction map RI'((—oo,t2); F) —
RI'((—o0,t1); F) is not an isomorphism. We may choose ¢; and ¢ arbitrarily close to tg. On
the other hand, RI'((—o0,t”); G) — RI'((—o0,t'); G) is an isomorphism for any a < t' <
t” < b by the microlocal Morse lemma. Thus, an interleaving between (RI'((—o0,t); F') )er
and (RI'((—o0,t); G))icr leads to a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.14. Let F,G € D(kg,) and assume that dg,(F,G) = 0. Then SS(F) = SS(G)
and hence Supp(F') = Supp(G).

Proof. Since dg, (F * K[g o), G * K[g o)) = 0, we have

SS(F) N {7 > 0} = SS(F x ki o)) = SS(G % kjg o)) = SS(G) N {7 > 0} (5.27)
by Lemma B3l Similarly, we obtain

SS(F) N {1 < 0} = SS(F x k(g,00)) = SS(G % k(g.00)) = SS(G) N {7 < 0} (5.28)

and hence SS(F) = SS(G). Note that U = Ry \ 7(SS(F)) = R, \ 7(SS(G)) is an open
subset of Ry, and both F|y and G|y are locally constant. Thus dx g, (F,G) = 0 implies
F‘U ~ G‘U Il

Lemma 5.15. For F,G € D(kxxr,), dxxr,(F,G) = 0 implies Supp(F') = Supp(G).

Proof. Let (z,t) € X x Ry \ Supp(G). Take an open neighborhood x € U in X and
e > 0sothat U x (t —e,t +e) C X x Ry \ Supp(G). Note that for any y € X, 0 <
d]Rt(F|{y}><RtaG|{y}><]Rt) < dXXRt(F’ G) =0 and Supp(G|{y}><]Rt) - Supp(G) N ({y} X Rt)
By LemmaB.14, F|gy)x (t—c t42) = 0 for any y € U. Hence, we obtain F'|y7y ;¢ ¢+e) =~ 0 and
Supp(F') C Supp(G). We obtain the converse inclusion Supp(F') D Supp(G) similarly. O

Lemma 5.16. Let F,G € D(kxxgr,) and assume that dx«r,(F,G) = 0 and Supp(G) C
X x {0}. Then F ~G.

Proof. By Lemma BI85l we have Supp(F) = Supp(G) € X x {0}. We may write F' ~
F' Mk and G ~ G’ Mk with some F',G’ € D(ky). Take ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. Note
that Re o FF ~ F' W k. and & o G ~ G' K k_. . Hence, there exist morphisms
a: 'R k. — G'Rkgy and 8: G' Rk — F' Rk such that (a,f) is a e-
isomorphism of (F,G). Restricting o and § on X x {0}, we obtain isomorphisms between
F’' and G'. O

Note that Petit-Schapira-Waas [PSW21] proved that dist(F,G) = 0 if and only if
F ~ G when F and G are constructible sheaves up to infinity on a real analytic manifold.
This result, as well as its proof, is different from ours and is not related to the Tamarkin
category.

Proposition shows that we can associate a sheaf with an element of the metric
completion of Ham,.(7T*M,w) with respect to the Hofer metric dy as follows. Let (¢n)nen
be a Cauchy sequence of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms and K, = K% for n € N. By
Proposition [0.12] we obtain a limit object K of the sequence (K,),en. The argument
in the proof of the proposition also shows that another Cauchy sequence equivalent to
(¢n)nen gives the same limit object Ko, up to isomorphism.
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Definition 5.17. Let [(¢n)nen] be an element of the completion of Ham (7% M,w) with
respect to dg. The limit sheaf K defined as above is denoted by Kl(¢»)»] and called the
sheaf quantization of [(¢n )nen].

We use the above construction to obtain a sheaf quantization of a Hamiltonian home-
omorphism of T*M.

Definition 5.18 (Oh-Miiller [OMO0T7]). Let ¢ = (¢s)s: T*M x I — T*M be an isotopy
of homeomorphisms of T*M. The isotopy ¢ is said to be a continuous Hamiltonian
isotopy if there exist a compact subset C' C T*M and a sequence of smooth functions
H,: T*M x I — R timewisely supported in C satisfying the following two conditions.

(1) The sequence of flows (¢/"),cn C%-converges to ¢, uniformly in s € I.

(2) The sequence (Hj,)nen converges uniformly to a continuous function H: T*M x I —
R. That is, ||[Hp — H||os — 0.

In this case, H is said to generate ¢. A homeomorphism of T*M is called a Hamiltonian
homeomorphism if it is the time-1 map of a continuous Hamiltonian isotopy.

The following uniqueness theorems hold.

(i) A continuous Hamiltonian function generates a unique continuous Hamiltonian iso-

topy (Oh—Miiller JOMOT]).

(ii) A continuous Hamiltonian isotopy can be generated by a unique continuous Hamil-
tonian function up to addition of a function of time (Viterbo [Vit06]).

A continuous Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ defines an element of the metric completion of
Ham (T*M,w) with respect to dg. Indeed, for a sequence (Hp)nen satisfying the condi-
tion (2) in Definition I8, (¢ ),en forms a Cauchy sequence with respect to the Hofer
metric dg. Moreover, the element in the metric completion is independent of the choice of
a sequence (Hp)nen. Thus we obtain a sheaf K as in Definition 5171 We give a bound of
the microsupport of K.,. Set ¢, = (ﬁ{{” and K, := K¥". By construction, after taking a
subsequence of (K, )nen if necessary, Ko, ~ hocolim,, Kk * K, where (a>p)nen
is as in Theorem [£3l Hence, we have

—0>n 7a2n}

(5.29)

s"S(Koo)c{((:c’;s’),(:n;—@,(t;f)) Ei?/i)T :Ai’ ( 5/7)}

by the condition (1) and Lemma 2.9

Remark 5.19. For the microsupport estimate above, we do not need the full convergence
of flows, but only the convergence of the time-1 maps, that is, ¢, = Yoo (1 — 00).

Definition 5.20. Let ¢ be a continuous Hamiltonian isotopy associated with a continuous
function H: T*M x I — R and ¢ = ¢1 a Hamiltonian homeomorphism. The limit sheaf
K defined as above is denoted by K{! = K*%> and called the sheaf quantization of the
Hamiltonian homeomorphism ... One also sets K¢= = P(K¥>=) € D(M?).

We can also prove the following, which justifies the notation K%,
Proposition 5.21. In the situation of Definition [5.20, the object K1 depends only on
the time-1 map ¢1.
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that if ¢, = idp+ps then K ~ kA, x{oy- We first prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.22. Let G € D(kg,) with dgr,(G,kqy) < 0o. Assume that there exists € > 0
such that for any a < b with b —a < €, one has G xkjqp) = kg p) and G x ki35 >~ k(a3
Then, G ~ k(.

Proof. First, we prove SS(G *K[0,00)) € {(0;7) | 7 > 0} by contradiction. Note that we
already know that SS(G * kjg o)) C {7 > 0} by Lemma 2.8 Assume that there exists
(to; 1) € SS(G * K[0,00)) With tg # 0. Then, there exist ¢1,f2 € R such that ¢; < t2 and the
restriction map RI'((—00,t2); GxK[p «)) — RI'((—00,%1); G¥K[g )) is not an isomorphism.
We may choose ¢; and to arbitrary close to tp and hence may assume to — ¢t; < min{ty,e}
if to > 0 and ty < 0,12 —t; < € if typ < 0. Applying G x (x) to the exact triangle
k k k L weh iang]

[0,t2—t1) — K[0,00) = K[ty—t;,00) =, We have an exact triangle

Kot 1) = G %Ki o) = Tzt G % Kg.o0) — - (5.30)

Since RI'((—00,t2); Kjo,4,—¢,)) = 0, we get an isomorphism
RP((—OO, tg); G * k[O,oo)) l) RF((—OO, tl); G * k[O,oo))- (5.31)

The morphism coincides with the restriction map by the construction, which is a contra-
diction.

Similarly, we obtain SOS(G*k(O,OO)) c {(0;7) | T < 0}.

We get SOS(G) C TyR; by applying G % (*) to the exact triangle k(o) — Kjo,00) —

ko) +L. Hence, we obtain the desired isomorphism from dr, (G, ko) < oo. O

Now let ¢ be a continuous Hamiltonian isotopy generated by a continuous function
H:T*M x I — R and assume that ¢; = idp«ps. By the microsupport estimate (5.29),
we get m(SS(KH)) € Ap x R. By construction, dpr2 s, (Kay, xqoy, Ki7) < 0o. Restricting
to (M2 \ Ay) x Ry, we find that d(MQ\AM)XRt(OyK1H’(M2\AM)><Rt) < 00, which implies
K{{|(M2\AM)><Rt ~ 0. Hence, we can write K1 ~ (6); x idg,)«K’ with K’ € D(ky/xg, )-
Again by the estimate (5.29) and Proposition [2.3[i), we find that SS(K’) C 0p; x T*R;.

Let us keep the notation of a compact set C C T*M and K, = K#" as above (see also
Definition [5.18)). For F' € D(kaysxr,) such that

o

SS(F) N {(a,:6,7) | 7 # 0, (w:6/7) € C} = 0, (5.32)

we have K, ¢ ' ~ F for any n € N, which implies dy/xr, (K @ F,F) = 0. For each
xog € M and a < b € R with sufficiently small b — a, there exists F' € D(kyxr,) such
that (1) its microsupport does not intersect the cone {(z,¢;&,7) | 7 # 0, (x;&/7) € C} of
C and (2) Fl{zo}xr, = K[qp). For example, such F' is obtained as the sheaf quantization
of an exact Lagrangian immersion of a sphere. Therefore, dr, (K'|{2,} xR, * K[a,t)> K[a,)) <
dyxr, (KT @ F, F) = 0 if b — a is sufficiently small. Applying Lemma [5.14] to K'|{zoyxr, *
k(o) and kiqp), we get K'| 0y xr, *Kja,p) = K[ap)- Similarly, we obtain K'|r,yxr, * K45 =
k(4 for any xg € M and sufficiently small b — a.

Hence, for any z9 € M, K'|(z,1xr, € D(kr,) satisfies the condition of Lemma
Combining this with the estimate of SS(K’), we may write K/ = L X k{oy, where L is a
rank one local system. Again by the fact that dM2xRt(kAMx{0},K{{) < 00, we conclude
that L = kjs, which proves Ki ~ KA x{0}- U
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6 Spectral invariants in Tamarkin category

In this section, we define spectral invariants for an object of the Tamarkin category and
develop Lusternik—Schnirelmann theory. Most of the definitions and the results were
announced to appear in Humiliere—Vichery [HV].

Definition 6.1. Let F' € D(M).

(i) For n € Z, one defines

Q¢ (F) = Hom(Knrxo,00), Te F'[n]) (6.1)
~ H" RHom(kMX[—c,oo)’ F),
Qo (F) = lim Q¢(F). (6.2)

Set Qi(F) == P,z Q2 (F) and similarly for Q% (F). Denote the canonical map by
ie: Qu(F) — Q. (F).

(ii) For a € Q} (F'), one defines
c(a; F) =inf{ce R|a € Imi.} (6.3)
and calls it the spectral invariant of F for a.

(iii) Ome defines
Spec(F) = {c(;F) e R|a € Q% (F)} CR. (6.4)
Remark 6.2. In our definition, ¢(0; F') = —oo. In general, ¢(a; F') can be —oo for non-
zero a € Q5 (F). We give such an example when M = pt. Let G =[],z Kj_pnn) (1]
and define g: Kjg o) — G to be the product [[,c7. gn, Where gn: Ko oo) — I{[_n,n)[l] is
a non-trivial morphism. Set F' := P;(G), the projection to D(pt). Then the projector

Py induces a morphism §: kg ) — F' in D(pt), which satisfies [§] # 0 in Q% (F) and
c([g]; F) = —o0.

Let t: M x R; — R; be the projection and let I'y; denote the graph of the 1-form dt:
Ty = {(x,t;0,1) | (z,t) € M x R;}. (6.5)

Note that
Spec(F) C{—c€Ry|cetn(SS(F)NTy)}. (6.6)

In order to state Lusternik—Schnirelmann theory for sheaves, we recall the algebraic
counterpart of cup-length, which is studied in [AI23].

Definition 6.3. Let R be an associative (not necessarily commutative) non-unital ring
over k. For a right R-module A, one defines

keNyag-ri---r, =0

€ Z>_1U{o0}. 6.7
foranyaoeAand(Tl,...,rk)eRk} >-1U{oo} (6.7)

clr(A) == inf {k -1

We note that clp(A) = —1 if and only if A = 0. If there is no risk of confusion, we
simply write cl(A) for clr(A). By definition, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.4. For an exact sequence of right R-modules 0 - A — B — C — 0, one has
cl(B) <cl(A) +cl(C) + 1. (6.8)

Let F' € D(M). Then, we have a right action of End(kps[o,o0)) = H*(M;k) on Q7 (F),
which induces an action on Q% (F). Hereafter we set R := P, H"(M;k) and consider
the cup-length over R. Note that the cup-length over R is always finite.

Theorem 6.5. Let F' € D(M). Assume that t is proper on Supp(F') and there exists
¢ < 0 satisfying i. = 0. Let wpr: T*(M x Ry) — M denote the projection. If # Spec(F) <
cl(Q* (F)), then there exists ¢ € Spec(F) such that mp(SS(F) N Ty Na—tt=(—e)) is
cohomologically non-trivial in M. That is, for any open neighborhood U of 7y (SS(F) N
Ly N~ 1t7(—c)), the restriction map @, H"(M;k) = ,,-; H"(U;k) is non-zero.

For F' € D(M), if F|prx(c,00) 18 locally constant for ¢ > 0, then i, = 0 for ¢ < 0. If
the conclusion holds, then 73/ (SS(F) NT'g) is also cohomologically non-trivial in M.
For the proof of the theorem, we prepare some notation. For d € R, we define

Qoo,a(F) =Tm(ig: Qa(F) — Q5 (F)) C Q5 (F). (6.9)
Then we get the following properties:
(1) Tid < d, then Q% ,(F) C Q% ,(F).
(2) If [d,d'] N Spec(F) = 0, then Q% 4(F) ~ Q% 4#(F).
(3) For d < d', there exists an exact sequence of right H*(M;k)-modules

0= Q% q(F) = Q% o (F) = Q5 o (F)/ Q% 4(F) — 0. (6.10)
Moreover, we have
A(H o e —a) (M X R F)) = cl(Q% o (F)/ Q2 a(F))- (6.11)

Proof of Theorem [6A. If Q% (F') ~ 0, then cl(Q%, (F)) = —1 and there is nothing to prove.

Suppose that Q% (F') # 0. Since cl(Q% (F)) is finite, we may assume that Spec(F') is
finite and set Spec(F) = {c1,...,cn} with ¢ < ¢ < -+- < en. Let do,dy,...,dy € R
such that dy < ¢4 < di < --- < dy-1 < ¢y < dy. Note that on,do(F) = 0 by the
assumption and Q7 ;. (F) = Q% (F). Applying Lemma to the exact sequence (6.10)
with d = d;_1,d = d;, by induction we get

N
Q5 (F) SN =1+ cl(Qb q,(F)/Qboa,,(F)). (6.12)
i=1
Hence if # Spec(F) = N < cl(Q% (F)), there exists i € {1,..., N} such that
M Qq,(F)/ Q.0 (F)) = 1. (6.13)

For such i above, we claim that 7/ (SS(F) N Ty N 7 '~ !(—¢;)) is cohomologically
non-trivial in M. For ¢ € R and I C R, set

K, =7my(SS(F)NTy Nr 1t (—c)), K= U K. c M. (6.14)
cel

Let U be any open neighborhood of K., in M. We take K,, C Uy € U; € U and a
C*>-function p: M — R such that
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(1) p(x) € [-1,1] for any x € M,
(2) p’Uo =1,
3) phne, = -1

Then there exists € > 0 such that K., .4 C Up. Taking 0 < ¢/ < e and setting
o =¢p: M — R, we may assume

(z,t;8p'(2),1) & SS(F) (6.15)

for x € Uy \ Uy, t € [—¢; — €', —¢; + €'], and s € [0, 1]. Hence, we can apply the microlocal
Morse lemma to I and (Vs)gejo,1, where

Vi={(z,t) e M xRy |t < —c; + (s — 1)’ — sp' ()}, (6.16)
and obtain an isomorphism
RI(M x (—o0,—c; —€'); F) = R['(Up; F) = RL(Uy; F). (6.17)
We set X = M x R and
Z =M x (=00, —c; + )\ Uy = {(z,t) € M xRy | —¢c; — p/(x) <t < —¢; +€'}. (6.18)
By the above isomorphism, we get a morphism of exact triangles
RFMx[—ciJre',oo) (X; F) - RFMX[fciJre’,oo)UZ(X; F) ——— RI'z(X; F) E—
[ ; J
RT pf s (—eitet,00) (X5 F) — RE pps(—ei—et 00) (X5 F) — RT pps(eymet —cipeny (XG F) =
(6.19)

where the middle vertical morphism is an isomorphism by the above argument. Hence, by
the five lemma, we have an isomorphism

RE 0o eser,—ertery(M X Ry; F) < RTz(M x Ry; F) ~ RHom(kz, F). (6.20)

Since Supp(kz) = Z C Uy x [—¢; — €', —¢; +¢€'], the action of H*(M;k) on Hj(M x Ry; F)
factors through H*(U;). Hence, we have

cl(H*(U1)) = cl(Hy(M x Ry; F)
cl( ]T/[x[—ci—e’,—ci-i—e’)(M X Ry; F)) (6.21)
2 Cl(on,cqts/(F)/Q;o,cfe’(F)) > 1.

Thus, we conclude that U; is cohomologically non-trivial in M, which implies that U is
also cohomologically non-trivial in M. O

We consider the spectral invariants for the sheaf associated with a Hamiltonian diffeo-
morphism/homeomorphism and a compact exact Lagrangian submanifold.

Let L be a compact exact Lagrangian submanifold of T*M. Take a function f: L — R
satisfying ap«p7|p = df and define

L= {(z,t;6,7) | 7> 0,(2;¢/7) € L,t = — f(2;¢/7)}. (6.22)
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In this setting, Guillermou [Guil2| (see also [Gui23; [Vit19]) proved the existence and the
uniqueness of an object F, € D(M) that satisfies SOS(FL) = L and FrlMx(e,00) = Karx(e,00)
for a sufficiently large ¢ > 0. We call F}, the canonical simple sheaf quantization of L.
When L =0y and f =0, we have Fp), >~ Kprx[0,00)-

Moreover, let ¢ € Ham.(T*M,w) be a compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phism. We define the set of spectral invariants of Spec(p, L) of the Lagrangian submanifold

(L) by
Spec(p, L) == Spec(K¥ o F1), (6.23)

where K? € D(M?) is the sheaf quantization of ¢. This set is well-defined up to shift. By
a result of Viterbo |Vit19], Spec(y, L) is equal to the set of the Floer-theoretic spectral
invariants associated with 0p; and (L). If two Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms ¢, ¢’ €
Ham,(T*M,w) satisfy o(L) = ¢'(L), then there exists some constant C' € R such that

Spec(K? o F1) = Spec(K? o F) + C. (6.24)

Indeed, since both of K¥ e F and K#" e Fy, are canonical simple sheaf quantizations of
©(L), by the uniqueness result, we have K o F, ~ T.(K¥ o F) for some ¢ € R.

Let ¢ be a Hamiltonian homeomorphism and (H,,),en a sequence of smooth functions
that satisfies the condition in Definition (I8 For any n € N, we set ¢, = {{" and
consider the sheaf quantization K% of ¢,,. Then, the sequence (K¥"),cn forms a Cauchy
sequence with respect to dp()s2) and gives an object #>. In this situation, we define the

set of spectral invariants Spec(yso, L) by
Spec(¢poo, L) = Spec(K¥> o IT). (6.25)
This is well-defined up to shift.

Lemma 6.6. One has

Spec(¢oc, L) = ILm Spec(en, L). (6.26)
Proof. Since dp(pp2)(K#", K<) — 0 (n — o0), we have dpp) (K" e Fp, K> e F) —
0 (n — o0). Hence, we get the result. O

The spectral norm for Lagrangian submanifolds is defined as follows.

Definition 6.7. Let ¢: T*M — T*M be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism. One defines
-1
Y(¢(0ar)) = max Spec(K¥ @ ks [0,00)) + max Spec(K¥ ~ @ Kyry(0,00)) (6.27)
and calls it the spectral norm of ¢(0pr).

Note that the spectral norm v(¢(0y)) depends only on the image ¢(0as). This follows
from Proposition below and the fact that if ¢, ¢’ € Ham (T*M,w) satisfy ¢(0pr) =
©'(0ar) then K? @K/ (0,00) = TC(IC‘P/ e K/ [0,00)) for some constant ¢ € R. We also remark
that v(¢(0ar)) in Definition is the same as that in [Vit92; IOh97; IOh99] by the above
argument.

We describe this spectral norm in terms of the distance on the Tamarkin category. For
that purpose, we introduce an interleaving distance up to shift.

Definition 6.8. For F,G € D(M), one defines
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Proposition 6.9. For a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism o: T*M — T*M, one has

Y(@(0ar)) = dpar) (Karx[o,00)s P @ Karxjo,00))- (6.29)

Proof. We will argue similarly to the proof of Theorem Bl Again let Tor be the full
triangulated subcategory of D(M) consisting of torsion objects {F' | dp(ap)(F,0) < oo}.
Then, the Hom set of the localized category D(M )/ Tor is computed as

Hom'D(M)/Tor(F7 G) ~ llgl HOD’ID(M) (F, TCG) (630)
Cc— 00
Hence, Q% (F') is isomorphic to @, Homp sy, tor (Karx 0,00, F[1])-

For an object F' € D(M) with d(kysx[0,00), F') < 00, I and Kj/x[0,0c) are isomorphic
in D(M)/Tor. On the other hand, any isomorphism & € Homp sy, ror (Karx[o,00), F) =
Q3 (F) gives an isomorphism Q% (F) ~ @, Homp () Tor (Kazx[o,00)» Karx[o,00) [7]) = H* (M)
of right H*(M)-modules that sends & € QY (F) to 1 € H°(M) ~ k. Note that

_Jk (¢ > c(a, F))
&AF)—{O (e < ola F) (6.31)

by definition. Since Q% .(F) C Q% (F) is an H*(M)-submodule for any ¢, Q3 .(F) # 0
if and only if Q% .(F) = Q5 (F). Hence we obtain

max Spec(F') = ¢(a, F). (6.32)

(i) Let a,b € R and
[ kMX[0,00) — Ta’C<p ° kMX[0,00)? (633)
B: K? e kyrxo,00) = Thkarx(o,0) (6.34)

such that o descends to an isomorphism & € HomD(M)/Tor(kMX[O,OO), K% e kMX[O,oo)) and
B descends to its inverse 8. Since & € QgO@(IC‘p *K )/ x[0,00)) 18 nON-ZETO, @ > max Spec(K¥ e

Karx[0,00))- On the other hand, 3 gives a non-zero element of C‘ng,b(lC“‘f1 e k)/[0,00)) Since

K#™' e (%) is the inverse functor of K¥ e (). Hence, we obtain b > maxSpec(K? ' o

Kprx[0,00))- This shows v(0(0ar)) < dpary(Karx(o,00), K7 @ Karx[o,00))-

(ii) For any a > max Spec(K? @ ky/y(0,)), there exists a: kyrxo,00) = TaK? @ Kpry(0,00)
that descends to an isomorphism & € HomD(M)/Tor(kMX[0700),lC‘fJ ° kMX[O,oo))' For any
b > max Spec(K¢ ' o Karx[0,00)); there also exists 3: K¥ @ kyry(0.00) = ToKarx(o,00) that
descends to an isomorphism 5. Since HomD(M)/Tor(kMX[O,OO),kMX[O,OO)) ~ k, we may
assume that g is the inverse of & after multiplying a non-zero element of k to 5. The
composite Boa = idk,;, 0..) Can be regarded as a non-zero element of Q&’a+b(kMX[0,w)).
Noting that

o)

k (¢>0)

0 (c<0), (6.35)

QU(Karx[0,00) = Q% c(Krx[o,00)) = {

we obtain a@ + b > 0 and the preimage T,f o a € Q2+b(kMx[0,oo)) of idky;, .00) = Boais
Tatb(Karx[0,00))- Similarly, we obtain Tpa o 8 = 7444(K? @ Kjry[0,00)) Using

Hom”D(M)(,Cp b kMx[O,oo)a T.K? o kMx[O,oo)) = Qg(kMX[O,oo)) (6'36)

and (6.35). This proves v(0(0n)) > dpary(Karx[0,00), K7 @ Karx[o,00))- O
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Remark 6.10. One can define Hamiltonian spectral invariants in a sheaf-theoretic way
as follows. Let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function and
K" € D(kp2yp, ) the associated sheaf quantization. Then, we define

Spec(H ) := Spec(P(Hom™(Ka,, x[0,00)5 Kiy)). (6.37)

The Hamiltonian spectral norm is also defined by

~v(H) = max Spec(H ) + max Spec(H) (6.38)
and we obtain

Y(H) = dp(arzy(Kay x[0,00) KT1)- (6.39)

We conjecture that v(H) coincides with the Hamiltonian spectral norm of H defined by
Frauenfelder—Schlenk [FS07] for a compact manifold M.

7 Arnold-type principle for Hamiltonian homeomorphisms

In this section, we use the previous results to prove an Arnold-type theorem for a Hamilto-
nian homeomorphism of a cotangent bundle in a purely sheaf-theoretic way. Throughout
this section, we assume that M is compact.

Let L be a compact exact Lagrangian submanifold of T*M and Ff, be the canonical
simple sheaf quantization of L. Let ¢, be a Hamiltonian homeomorphism and K¥> be
the sheaf quantization of po,. We set Fo, := K¥> o F.. Then, by (5.29) we have

SS(Foo) {7 > 0} C{(2,4,,7) [ 7> 0, (2:£/7) € poo(L)}- (7.1)

Moreover, by construction and the property of Fp, we get Q% (Fx) ~ H*(M;k).

Combining the previous results, we obtain the following result by a purely sheaf-
theoretic method. In the case L is the zero-section 0Oy, it was proved by |[BHS22| in
a more general setting (see below). We set cl(M) = cl(H*(M;k)), which is called the
cup-length of M over k.

Theorem 7.1. Let L be a compact exact Lagrangian submanifold of T*M and o be a
Hamiltonian homeomorphism of T*M. If # Spec(poo, L) < cl(M), then Opr N poo(L) is
cohomologically non-trivial in M, in particular it is infinite.

Proof. Let t: M xRy — Ry and mpy: T*(M x Ry) — M be the projections. Let I'g; denote
the graph of the 1-form dt. Then, by (ZII), we have 7/ (SS(Foo) NTat) C Oar N oo (0nr).
Thus we obtain the result by applying Theorem and Lemma t0 Fao. O

By using the spectral norm + and its C%-continuity, we can construct a sheaf quanti-
zation the image of the zero-section 037 under a C°-limit of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms.
With the sheaf quantization, we can also recover [BHS22, Thm. 1.1]. Note that the proof
is not purely sheaf-theoretic.

Proposition 7.2. Let ¢oo: T"M — T*M be a compactly supported homeomorphism.
Assume that there exist a compact subset C C T*M and a sequence of Hamiltonian diffeo-
morphisms (on)nen C Ham (T*M,w) supported in C that C°-converges to ps for some
Riemannian metric.
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(i) There exists an object Foo € D(M) such that dp(nry(Karx[o,00), Foo) < 00 and
SS(Fae) N {7 > 0} C {(,1:6,8) | 7> 0, (5:6/7) € pmo(Oa)}. (7:2)

(ii) There ezists a sequence of real numbers (cp)nen C R such that Spec(poc,O0pr) =
limy, 00 T, Spec(pn, Onr) is well-defined up to shift. Moreover, if # Spec(voo, 0pr) <
cl(M), then Opr N woo(Onr) is cohomologically non-trivial in M, in particular it is
infinite.

Proof. (i) Our v(1(0a)) coincides with v(¢0(0ar)) in [BHS22] for any compactly supported

Hamiltonian diffeomorphism . By [BHS22, Thm. 4.1}, for any ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0

such that deo(1),id«ps) < § implies v(¢0(0p)) < €. By the CP-convergence of (¢, )nen,

for any § > 0, there exists N € N such that if n,m > N, then dco (@, '@m,idr=n) < 0.

Hence, for any ¢ > 0, there exists N € N such that if n,m > N, then v(¢; 19 (0n)) < €.
We define F, == K% @ kyr (9 o0) € D(M). By Proposition 6.9

- 1
Y(n om(0ar)) = dpary (Karx(o,00), K" 0 K™ @ Kprijo.00)) = dpary(Frs Fi). (7.3)

Hence, the sequence (F),)nen is a Cauchy sequence with respect to dp(ar)- This implies
that there exists a sequence (¢, )nen of real numbers such that (T, F},)nen is Cauchy with
respect to dp(y). Thus, there exists a limit object Fio of (1t Fy)nen by Corollary LAl By
construction, we obtain dp(yr) (k Mx[0,00)> F) < oo and the desired microsupport estimate.
(ii) By construction, we find that

Spec(Fs) = lim Spec(T,, F,) = lim T_., Spec(¢n,0ar). (7.4)
n—oo n—o0
Thus, applying Theorem to F, we obtain the result. O

Note that the number of Spec(¢uo,0as) is the same as that of [BHS22].

8 Arnold-type principle for Hausdorff limits of Legendrians

In this section, we briefly discuss how to prove a Legendrian analogue of Theorem [7.1] (cf.
[BHS22, Thm. 1.5]) by a sheaf-theoretic method. Again, we assume that M is compact.

Denote by J'M = T*M x R the 1-jet bundle. For a compact Legendrian submanifold
L of J'M, we define a conic Lagrangian submanifold ¢(L) of T*(M x R;) by

(L) ={(z,t;¢,7) | 7> 0,(x,&/7,t) € L}. (8.1)

Let L be a Legendrian submanifold without Reeb chords. Then by the results in |Gui23,
Part X1II], we can construct F, € D(Knrxr,) such that SS(FL) = ¢(L).

Consider a sequence (Ly, )nen of compact Legendrian submanifolds without Reeb chords
of JLM. Assume that (L,)nen converges to a compact subset Lo, of J'M with respect to
the Hausdorff distance. For each L,,, we can construct F,, := Fr, € D(kyr«gr,) as above.
Following |Guil3] (see also |Gui23, Part VII]), we define Fi\, € D(kaxr,) by the exact
triangle

PDE— [[F— Fx . (8.2)
neN neN
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Then we find Fiy € D(M) and get Q% (Foo) ~ C®H*(M; k), where C := Coker(D,, .y k —
[I.en k). Applying Lemma and arguing as in the proof of Lemma [2.9] we have
SS(Fiso) C ¢(Log) = lim ¢(Ly) C T*(M x Ry). (8.3)

n—oo

Let t: M x R, = R, and ¢qr: J'M = T*M x R; — R; be the projections. Then we find
that

SS(Fso) NTyr C {(x,¢;0,1) | (2,0,t) € Loo} = (Loo N (0ar x Ry)) x {1} (8.4)
and hence
— Spec(Fuo) Ctm(SS(Foo) NT ) C qr(Loo N (0ar X Ry)). (8.5)

Proposition 8.1. In the situation as above, if Spec(Fs) < cl(M), then Lo N (0pr X Ry)
is cohomologically non-trivial in M x Ry. In particular, if #qr(Loo N (0ar X Ry)) < cl(M),
then Lo N (0pr X Ry) is cohomologically non-trivial in M x Ry, hence it is infinite.

Proof. By applying Theorem [G.5] to the object Fi, € D(M), we obtain the result by (83])
and Q5 (Fx) ~ C ® H*(M;k). O

A Hamiltonian stability with support conditions

In this appendix, we prove an estimate by the oscillation norm || H||osc,a of H restricted
to a non-empty closed subset A, in the context of the sheaf-theoretic energy estimate.

A.1 Sheaf quantization of 2-parameter Hamiltonian isotopies

We will use the sheaf quantization of a 2-parameter Hamiltonian isotopy. For that pur-
pose, we first state the main result of [GKS12] in a general form. Let N be a connected
non-empty manifold and W a contractible open subset of R™ with the coordinate sys-
tem (wy, ..., wy) containing 0. Let us consider ¥ = (¢u)wew: T*N x W — T*N be a
homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy, that is, a C*°-map satisfying (1) v, is homogeneous
symplectic isomorphism for each w € W and (2) ¥ = idj.,. We can define a vector-
valued homogeneous function h: T*N x W — R™ by h = (h1,...,hy) with

Iw
8?1}2‘

othy' = Xpjew)> (A1)

where X, (e.4) is the Hamiltonian vector field of the function h;(e,w): T*N — R. By
using the function h, we define a conic Lagrangian submanifold A, of T* (N? x W) by

Ay = { Wi, (5 =), (s —h(Wu (g5 m),0) | (i) €T N,w e W} (A2)
The main theorem of [GKS12] is the following.

Theorem A.1 (|GKS12, Thm. 3.7 and Rem. 3.9]). Let ¢: T*N x W — T*N be a ho-
mogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy and set Ay as above. Then there exists a unique simple

object K € D(Kyz2yyy) such that SS(K) = Ay and IN{|N2x{0} ~ka, -
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For a non-homogeneous compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy, we can associate a
sheaf by homogenizing the isotopy. In the 1-parameter case, it is done as in Definition B.10l
Below we will explain how to homogenize a 2-parameter Hamiltonian isotopy.

Let (G8/78)(8/78)6 72 be a 2-parameter family of compactly supported smooth functions
on T*M. A 2-parameter family of diffeomorphisms (¢ ) (s s)er2 is determined by ¢y o =

0 _ . . . .
%S;’S Y0 s,}s = XGS/,S’ where XGS/,S is the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding

to the function Gy ;. We set ésl,s(az,t;g,ﬂ = 7Gy s(x;§/7) and define a 2-parameter

homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ = (¢4 s)s' s by

ldT*M and

¢i/’0 = idi“*(Mx]Rt)’
8¢S/78 1 —XA (A?))
s ° gbs’,s € .

s!,s

Then, we have

A5 = { (Bos Wi (w3 =), (s = Fur s Bors 3 (53 G (Do (im)) |

D (A1)
(y;m) € T*(M x R),s',s € I},
. . ey . . 8A /
where the 2-parameter family of homogeneous functions (Fy ;) s is determined by (gss,’s
gb;ls =X 7, - By the construction of ¢, there exists a 2-parameter family of timewise

compactly supported functions (Fy s) (s 5)er2 satisfying F\sgs(x, t;6,7) = TFy s(x;&/7) and

3258//,5 op, =X F, .- A calculation in [Pol12] or [Oh05] (see also [Ban78]) shows that
an/,s aGs’,s
Os = O’ - {Fs’,sa Gs’,s}, (AS)

where {—, —} is the Poisson bracket. In this case, we can apply Theorem [A.]] to the
homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy (Z and obtain a simple object K satisfying SOS(I? ) = Aa.
By using the map q: (M x R)? x I? — M? x Ry x I?, (21,11, 22, t2,5",5) > (w1, 22,11 —
to,s’,s), we also obtain an equivalence similar to ([3.26]). Hence, we can define K €
D(Kp2xgrx2) by the condition SS(K) = qdq;l(Aa) and K = P(K) € D(M? x I?), which
we call the sheaf quantization of (¢s s)(s s)er2-

A.2 Statement and proof
For a closed subset A of T*M, we define a full subcategory Da(M) of D(M) by
Da(M) = {F € D(M) | SS(F) N {r > 0} C p; 1 (A)}, (A.6)
where py: T*M x T Ry — T*M, (x,t;£,7) = (2;§/7).
Let K € D(M? x I) be the sheaf quantization associated with a timewise compactly

supported function H: T*M x I — R and F' € D4(M) with A being a closed subset of
T*M. Then we get K @ F € D(M x I) and find that

KH o F~ (K ® )| arxqsyxr, € Dyr(ay(M) for any s € 1. (A.7)

We shall estimate the distance between F' € Dy (M) and KT o F € Dy 4)(M) up to
translation. See also Remark [A.4] for a more straightforward but weaker case.
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Theorem A.2. Let A be a non-empty closed subset of T*M and F € Da(M). Moreover,
let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function. Then for a continuous
function f: I — R, one has

d’D(M) (F, T_CIC{{ [ ] F)

< [, (ool g 0 50} min i i s s

where ¢ = fol f(s)ds.

Remark A.3. If we take f = 0, we obtain

d’D(M)(Fa K{{ o [)

1 (A.9)
< / (max{ max Hs(p),O} —min{ min Hs(p),0}> ds.
0 pedi(A) pedi(A)

Let ¢ € R be a real number satisfying

1 1

min Hg(p)ds <c < max Hg(p)ds. A.10
0 Pt (A) (®) 0 PESH(A) ®) ( )

Then we can take f such that ¢ = fol f(s)ds and

min H(p) < f(s) < max Hg(p A1l
pEDE (A) #) < fle) pEDE (A) ®) ( )

for any s € I. Hence, by Theorem [A.2, we get

1
d FT K eF g/ ( max Hg(p) — min Hg(p ) ds. A12
D(M)( ! ) 0 \peoll(4) 2 pEP(A) ®) ( )

For simplicity, we introduce a symbol for the right-hand side of ([A.8]). For a function
H:T*M x I — R, a function f: I — R, and a non-empty closed subset A of T*M, we set

B(H, f,A) = /0 1 <max{ max H,(p), f(s)}—min{ min  H,(p), f(s)}) ds. (A.13)

pePH (A) pePH (A)

Proof of Theorem[A.2 Let ¢ > 0. We can take a smooth family (pg,: R — R)gy of
smooth functions parametrized by a,b € R with a < b such that

(1) pap(y) =y on a neighborhood of [a, b],

(2) a—e <infy pap(y) < supy pap(y) < b+e.

Recall that I denotes an open interval containing the closed interval [0, 1]. We take smooth
functions M, m: I — R satisfying

€
max Hg(p)+ = < M(s) < max Hy(p)+e¢ Al4
pESH (A) w)+5 (=) pESH (A) ®) (A.14)
and
€
min Hy(p) —e <m(s) < min Hg(p) — —. A.15
peall (A) ®) ®) pedli (A) ¥ =3 (A.15)
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Fix R > 0 sufficiently large so that R > max,, s Hs(p) —min, s Hs(p)+2¢. Define a(s’, s) =

m(s) — Rs',b(s',s) .= M(s) + Rs' for (s, s) € I?. We may assume that I C (—55,+00)
by taking I smaller if necessary, and hence that

a < min Hy(p) < max Hy(p) <b(s',s A.16

(L€ min H)< max () <Hs) (A.16)

for all (s',s) € I?. Take a smooth function f: I — R such that ||f — f[lco < e. By

shrinking I, we may assume that |J, supp(H,) is relatively compact. Then we can also

take a compactly supported smooth cut-off function x: T*M — [0,1] such that y = 1

on a neighborhood of |J,supp(Hs). Using these functions, we define a function G =
(Gys)srserz: T*M x I? — R by

Gs’,s = (pa(s’,s),b(s/,s) oH, — (1 - Sl)f(s)) X- (A17)
A 2-parameter family (¢g ) s)er2 of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is determined by
<15 Is

¢g 0 = idp«pr and o gb; s = = Xg,, ., where Xg, . is the Hamiltonian vector field
corresponding to the function GS 5 Noté that Gis = H and ¢y 4 is independent of s” on
a neighborhood U of A. Moreover, we have

/01 < max Gos(p) — min Gos(p )) ds

peT*M peT*M
1 ~
< [ (s, (mioari o o) = 7)) )~ min, (pm<s>M<>oH<> ) X)) ds

( 7
< [ oo, (1) )i (121 o
(

01 max { max Hy(p ),f(s)}—min{ min Hs(p),f(s)}> ds + 2

pESH (A) pESH (A)
< B(H, f,A) + 4e.
(A.18)

For s’ € I, we set Gy = Gy o: T*M x I — R. Then, by Theorem [£.I] and the natural
inequality for the distance with respect to functorial operations (see (3.I1])), we obtain

dD(M) (F,K° o F) = dp(y)(KY @ F,K{ o F) < B(H, f, A) + 4e. (A.19)

We set ¢(s fo t)dt and claim that ICG0 o[~ T C(l)IC e I'. By the result
recalled in appendlxm we can construct the sheaf quantization K € D(M? x I?) of the
2-parameter family of diffeomorphisms (¢ s)ss. We shall use the same notation as in

appendix [A.Jl Then, Fyo =0 and F, s|¢1s UyxI: 91, s(U) x I = R,(p,s") — Fy s(p) is

locally constant for each s. By (A.H), we find that an/ 2 = 805' > = f(s) on U, ¢1.+(U) x

I x{s} and that Fy , = [ f(t)dt = &(s) there. We deﬁne H = IC.F € D(M x I?). Then,
by the microsupport estimate, we have

SS(H) € { (Bv.o@, 156, 7), (s =78(5)), (5 =7G o 6 5(2:6/7))) |

) (A.20)
(1’, t, g, T) S SS(F), SI, s € I} @] OMXRXIQ'
Hence, M x R x I x {1} is non-characteristic for H and we get
SS(H|arxmrxrxf1y) C { (@Z?s/,l(l“,t;ﬁﬁ), (s'; —5(1)7')> ‘
(A.21)

(2,t:¢,7) € SS(F),s € I} UOxir.
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Define a diffeomorphism p: M xR x T = M xR x I, (x,t,8') + (x,t—¢(1)s',s'). Then we
have SS(¢.H|prxrxrx{1}) C T*(M xR) x 07, which shows p.H|yrxrx1x {1} is the pull-back
of a sheaf on M x R by [KS90, Prop. 5.4.5]. In particular,

KT o F = H|yrxmxopx {1}
~ *H s'=
(¢ |M><R><I><{1})|{ 0} (A.22)
= (SD*H|M><R><I><{1})|{S’:1}
~ T sy Hlsrx 1y (13 = Tayk* o F.
Since |¢ — &(1)] < &, we have dp(y)(T-cK{' @ F,T_z1)K{! @ F) < . Combining the
result above and noticing G; = H, we obtain
dp(ar)(F, T Ko F) < dp(ary (F, T—é(l)’C{{ e F)+e
= dpuy(FK° o F) + ¢ (A.23)
< B(H, f,A) + 5e.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this completes the proof. O

Remark A.4. Under the same assumption as in Theorem [A.2] we can prove the weaker
result

dw—isom(F7 T_CK{{ L4 F) < B(H7 f7 A) (A24)

more straightforwardly, without the 2-parameter family, as follows. Here dy-_isom denotes
the pseudo-distance on D(M) defined by

dw-isom (F, G) == inf {a + b | (F, Q) is weakly (a, b)-isomorphic} . (A.25)

We set H := K « F € D(M x I). Then we have Hnrxrox oy = F and H|prxr < {1} =
KCiT e F'. Moreover, by the microsupport estimate, we find that

SS(H) C T*M x {(t,s;T,J)
pEPE (A) pEPL (A)

— max Hy(p)-7<o<— min Hs(p)-T}. (A.26)

Let € > 0 and take a smooth function f: 1 — R such that ||f — f||co < e. We define a
function ¢: I — R by &(s) == [5 f(s')ds" and a function ¢: M x Ry x T — M x Ry x T
by ¢(x,t,8) = (x,t — &(s),s). Then we have p.H|prxr,x{oy = Fy @sH|prxr x{1} =~
T_e(l)IC{{ L] F, and

SS(p«H)

CcT*M x {(t,s;T,a)

_ (p max H,(p) — f(8)> ‘TSoO (A.27)

€9t (A)

<= (i, m0)- 1))

pePH (A)

Note that we may have max,c,n 4y Hs(p) — f(s) < 0and ming,e4u 4y Hs(p) — f(s) > 0in
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general. By applying Proposition B9 we obtain
dw—isom(F7 T—E(l)lc{{ i F)
= dw-isom(SD*/H|M><Rt><{0}, SD*/H|M><Rt><{1})

< (ol e, (= ) 0} < min i, (500 00) o}

= [ (e s, 100 70} = in {100 0 )
< /01 (max{ max Hs(p),f(s)} - min{ min Hs(p),f(s)}> ds + 2¢.

pESH (A) pESH (A)
(A.28)

Hence, we have

dw—isom(Fa chlc{{ b F) < dW—isom(F, Tfé(l)’c{{ d F) +e
1 (A.29)
< / (max{ max Hs(p),f(s)} - min{ min Hs(p),f(s)}> ds + 3¢,
0

pES (A) pES (A)
which completes the proof.

For a timewise compactly supported function H: T"M x I — R and a non-empty
closed subset A of T* M, we set

1
1 llosen = / (mast(p) —mian(p)> ds. (A.30)
0 peEA peEA

Proposition A.5. Let A be a non-empty closed subset of T*M and F € Dy(M). More-
over, let H: T*M x I — R be a timewise compactly supported function. Then there exists
c € R such that

dpur) (F, T-cKi @ F) < ||Hllosc,a- (A.31)

Proof. Using the technique in the proof of [Ushlf, Theorem 1.3], one can construct a
function H' such that ¢ = ¢ and

/o1 (maXHS(p) - mi;gﬂs(p)> ds

pEA PE
1 (A.32)
= / max H.(p) — min H.(p) | ds.
0 \peot’(A) pell’ (A)
By Proposition 5.9, ¢ = ¢ implies K ~ KH'. Hence, the result follows from Theo-
rem (see also Remark [A3)). O
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