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1. INTRODUCTION

In [Vit92], a metric, denoted y, was introduced on the set £(T* N) of
Lagrangians Hamiltonianly isotopic to the zero section in T* N, where N
is a compact manifold and on ®$Ham.(T* N) the group of Hamiltonian
maps with compact support for N = R” or T” (and in [Vit06] it was ex-
tended to D Ham(T* N) for general compact N). The metric was gener-
alized by Schwartz and Oh to general symplectic manifolds (M, w) using
Floer cohomology for the Hamiltonian case (see [Sch00; (Oh05]), and by
[LecO8|] for the Lagrangian casﬂ The notion of y-coisotropic sets in a
symplectic manifold was defined in [Vit22]. A similar definition was due
to Usher [Ush19] in the setting of Hofer distance under the name of “lo-
cally rigid”. Notice that this yields a weaker notion : y-coisotropic implies
locally rigid in the sense of Usher.

In the context of sheaves on manifolds, there is a notion of coisotropic
sets in the sense of Kashiwara-Schapira (see [KS90], definition 6.5.1, p. 271
and Definition[8.2), that the authors call involutivity. To avoid any confu-
sion with other notions, we shall use the term cone-coisotropic for their
definition as it is defined using the contingent and paratingent cones (see
[Bou32] and Section. With this notion, Kashiwara and Schapira proved

Theorem 1.1 ([KS90], theorem 6.5.4, p. 272). Given a sheaf & € Db (),
its singular support SS(&) is cone-coisotropic.

The aim of this paper is to prove that

Theorem 1.2. Given a sheaf & € D”(N), its singular support SS(F) isy-
coisotropic.

Theorem [1.2]implies Theorem since we shall prove the following
connection between the two notions

1Assurning [wlma (M, L) =0, urma (M, L) = 0, where y is the Maslov class of L.
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Proposition 1.3. Let V be a closed subset in (M,w). If V is y-coisotropic
then it is cone-coisotropic.

Remark 1.4. This is related to questions asked by Vichery in section 4 of
[Vic13]. Our result, together with Proposition stating that a y-coiso-
tropic set is cone-coisotropic, gives a more natural proof of the Kashiwara-
Schapira theorem. Moreover, as opposed to the notion of cone-coiso-
tropic, which is only invariant by C! symplectic diffeomorphisms, the
notion of y-coisotropic set is invariant by homeomorphisms preserving
Y, in particular by symplectic homeomorphisms, i.e. homeomorphisms
which are C° limits of symplectic diffeomorphisms. Along the way we
prove a number of results relating the singular support and the spectral
normy.

2. NOTATION, COMMENTS AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Since our results are local, we shall assume from now on that N is a
compact manifold. The following definitions will turn out useful :

e The category D(N) is the unbounded derived category of sheaves
of k-vector spaces on N, for some given field k, but except in Ap-
pendix[B|the reader may assume we are dealing with its bounded
version. For the operations on sheaves associated to a continu-
ous map f: M — N thatis 71, f., f', fi and the two operations
®, #£om and their derived versions, f~1,Rf., Rfi, f' and ® R om
on D(N) we refer to [KS90].

e Choosing a real analytic structure on N we set D (N) to be the
category of constructible complexes &, i.e. complexes such that,
for some subanalytic stratification, the restriction of & to each
stratum is locally constant and of finite rank.

e For & € D(N), SS(&) is the singular support (also called micro-
support) defined by Kashiwara-Schapira in [KS90]. We set for
short S§° (%) = SS(F)N(T*N\0y).

» For an open set U in the symplectic manifold (M, w) we denote by
DHam,(U) the set of time one flows of Hamiltonian with compact
support contained in U.

We thank Pierre Schapira for useful conversations and Nicolas Vichery
for Remark While writing this paper, we realized that some of the
results in Subsection were independently discovered by Asano and
Ike in [AI22]. We thank Yuichi Ike for a careful reading of the manuscript.
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3. REMINDERS ON THE SINGULAR SUPPORT OF SHEAVES

Let N be a manifold, k a field and D(NV) the derived category of sheaves
of k-vector spaces on N. For & € D(N) we recall that SS(&) c T* N is the
closed conic subset defined by Kashiwara-Schapira as the closure of the
set of points (x;¢) such that (R['{r>0; &)« # 0 for some function f of class
C! such that f(x) = 0 and d f; = ¢. Itis called microsupport or singular
support of &.

The functor RI'{r>q; does not commute with infinite direct sums and
(—)x does not commute with infinite direct products. Here are two vari-
ations on the definition which have these commutation properties. For
the statement of the lemmas we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.1. LetQ c T* N\Oy be an open conic subset. We callQ)-lens a
locally closed subset X of N with the following properties: T is compact and
there exists an open neighbourhood U of = and a function g: Ux[0,1] — R
of class C' such that

(1) dg:(x)eQ forall (x,t) € U x [0,1], where g; = glux(s>
@) {g:<0tc{gy<Otift=t,

(3) the hypersurfaces{g; = 0} coincide on U\ Z,

(4 Z={g1<0}\{go <0}

We recall that SS* (kg, <o) = {(x; Ad g:(x)); g¢(x) =0, A > 0}. Using the

triangle kg <0} — kig,<0; — ks *L and the “triangle inequality” for the
singular support (see [KS90]) we obtain SS*(ks) < Q. The next lemma is

Q

FIGURE 1. Alens. The arrows represent Vg; and V gp.

essentially a reformulation of the definition of the singular support.

Lemma 3.2. Let % € D(N) and letQ c T* N\ Oy be an open conic subset.
Then SS(F)NQ = @ if and only ifRHom(ks, %) =0 for any Q-lens X.
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Proof. (i) We first assume SS(F) N Q = @. We recall that RHom(ky, %) =
RI'(V; %) for any open subset V of N. Using the notations in the defini-

tion of Q-lens we have a distinguished triangle k;g,<o; — kig,<0; — ks Ll
Applying RHom(—, %|y) to this triangle we obtain the result, using the
non-characteristic deformation lemma ([KS90, Prop. 2.7.2]) and the defi-
nition of the singular support.

(i) We assume that there exists (xp;&p) € SS(F) N Q. Hence we can find
(x1;¢1) € Q (close to (xp;¢p)) and a function f: N — R of class C! such
that f(x;) =0, d f(x1) =¢1 and (RT'f>0; F)x, # 0. Now we can find a basis
of open neighbourhoods of x;, say U, n€ N, such that X, :={f =0} n U,
is an Q-lens. Then there exists n such that RT'(Uy; R['r>0; &) # 0 and the
result follows from

RL(Up; RT (f20) &) = RT(N; R#om(ky,, RAom(k(f=o), F)))
~RI'(N;R#om(ks,, %)) ~ RHom(ks ,, &)
O

The functor RHom(ks, —) commutes with direct products but not with
direct sums. Here is a dual version of the previous lemma using the func-
tor RT'(IV; ks ® —) which commutes with direct sums.

Lemma 3.3. Let % € D(N) and let Q< T* N \ Oy be an open conic subset.
Then SS(F)NQ = @ if and only if RT(N; ky ® &) = 0 for any Q%-lens X,
where Q% is the antipodal set of Q, that is, its image by (x; &) — (x;—¢).

The first author thanks Pierre Schapira for a suggestion simplifying the
next proof.

Proof. Let X be an Q“-lens. We write it as the difference of the two closed
sets ~ and Z = £\ 2. We can find two families of open neighbourhoods of
3, say {Up}nen, and Z, say {V,}en, such that, for all n, we have: V,, c U,
and U, \ V,, is an Q-lens. For each n we have the commutative diagram
of restriction maps

Un

RI'(Uy; &) RI'(Vy; &)

| |

RT(N; F ® ks) —— RT(N; F ® k)

The cone of u is RI'(N; kx ® &), so we want to prove that u is an isomor-
phism, that is, u induces an isomorphism on all cohomology groups.
The cone of u, is RHom(ky,\v,, F) and the previous lemma says that
U, is an isomorphism. Now the result follows from H (N;ZF ® ks) =~
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lim H'(Uy; %) and H' (N; F @ kz) = lim H'(Vy; F), for all i (see [KS90,
Rem. 2.6.6]). U
The previous two lemmas give the following proposition (see [KS90,

Ex. 5.7]), away from the zero-section. To deal with the zero-section we
use SS(ZF) N0y = supp(F).

Proposition 3.4. Let %, € D(N), n € N, be given. Then SS(®, %) c
Un SS(&F1) and SS(Hngn) c U, SS(Fy).

4. QUANTIZATION OF HAMILTONIAN ISOTOPIES

Everything in the next subsection is from [GKS] or [KS90]. Given ¢,
a homogeneous Hamiltonian map from T*N\ Oy to T* N\ Oy, Guiller-
mou, Kashiwara and Schapira associate to ¢ a Kernel, that is an element
of DY(N x N), noted K, having the following propertie First K, is a
quantization of the homogeneous Lagrangian

Ap={(z,90(2) | ze T*"N\ON}c T*NxT*N

in the sense that SS°(K,) = A,, where we defined, for a sheaf & on a
manifold N,

SS8°(F)=8SS(F)N(T*N\0y)
Before we state the second property we recall the composition of sheaves:

Definition 4.1. Let % € D’(M) and K € D”(M x N). We define
K(F)=F oK = Rqn (K ® g3} F) € D(N),
where qy;, qN are the projections of M x N on M and N respectively.
The second property is then :

Proposition 4.2 (See Proposition 7.1.2 (ii) in [KS90] and |GKS], formula
(1.12) ). We have

$S" (Kp(F)) = p(SS" (F))

Now if ¢ is an exact non-homogeneous symplectic map from T*M to
T*N (i.e. PdQ— pdq is exact), we replace A, by the homogeneous lift of

the graph of ¢, say /A\(p cT*M x T*N x T*R, given by
Ap={(q,~Tp,Q(q, p), TP(q, ), F(q,p),7) | (g, p) = (Q,P),T > 0}

2In fact in [GKS] the authors associate to a Hamiltonian isotopy ¢° a Kernel % €
DY(N x N x [0,1]) such that HKo|NxNx{s} = Kps. Note that K(pl depends on @ not only (p1

and our notation is slightly abusive.
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where dF = PdQ — pdq. Note that considering /A\(p as a correspondence
in T*M x T*N x T*R, if L is an exact Lagrangian in 7* M and

L={(q,tp fi(q,p), D) |(q,p) € L,T>0}

we have /A\(p oL= (ﬁf)

From now on we assume M = N and ¢ is a Hamiltonian map with com-
pact support (which will always be the case in this paper), the existence
of a quantization %, for /A\(p follows from the homogeneous case by con-
sidering ./A\(p as a deformation of A;q. However we need to take care of two
points. The first one is that the natural map which realizes this deforma-

~

tion, ® =id =y x @, given by
o(q,p.q,p,t,1)=(q,p,Q(q,p' 11),TP(q,p'I7), t+ F(q, p'I71),7)

is not defined everywhere outside the zero section (for p’ # 0 and 7 =
0). The second point is that it is not enough to deform Ajq because the
singular support of ka  x[0,+o00f 1 slightly bigger than desired:

SS. (kANx[0,+oo[) = Kid U {(CI; p.q—-p, I, 0) | r= O}

(only its intersection with {7 > 0} is equal to A;q). Taking these points into
account, we can find a homogeneous map v acting on T* (N? x R) \ 02,
such that y is the identity map near {7 = 0} and y (Ajq) = A,. We set

Jl/(p = Kw(kANX[O,+oo[)
and we find
SS*(Hp) =Ny Ui(q, p,q,—p,1,0) | £ =0}

If we consider the whole isotopy ¢ and choose t, big enough so that
Ay, is contained in T*(N? x |1y, fo]) for all s € [0,1], then we see that
§§*(Hp,)NT* U isindependent of s, where U = N?x (R\[~1, to]). By [KS90,
Prop. 5.4.5] we deduce that

:],/fplN2><]—oo,—t0[ =0, ‘]J/<,0|N2x]toy+oo[ = kANX[0.+OO[|N2X]l‘0,+OO[

In other words £, = £jq = kayx[0,+o0[ OUtside of a compact set.

Remark 4.3. We could obtain the existence of £, when M = N and ¢ has
compact support without assuming that ¢ is Hamiltonian by adapting
the result of [Guil2}Vit19] (see Theorem[5.2). In loc. cit. the existence of a
quantization is proved for a Legendrian of J' N which is the lift of a com-
pact exact Lagrangian of T* N. Here the graph of ¢ is not compact but
coincides with the diagonal TXNN2 outside a compact set (if we choose
F = 0 at infinity) so it should not be too difficult to extend the result in
our situation.
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Since we use %, defined over N? x R, instead of sheaf defined over
(N x R)?, we change slightly the composition functor as follows, which
becomes a mixture of o and the convolution * (see Section[5]for the defi-
nition)

Definition 4.4. Let % € DY(M xR) and % € DY(M x N xR). We define
HO(F)=F ® X = RsiRqy(q1 3K ® g7 F) e DP(N xR),
where the maps
Gr2: Mx NxR>—MxNxR, qi: MxNxR*— MxR,
Go: Mx NxR>—> NxR?>,  s: NxR*— NxR

aregivenby q12(x,y, 11, 02) = (X, 3, 1), q1(x, ¥, 11, £2) = (X, 2), G2(X, ), b1, 1) =
(» t1, 1), s(y, t1, ) = (y, 11 + ).

Now we obtain a non homogeneous version of Proposition[4.2]

Proposition 4.5. For a compactly supported Hamiltonian map ¢ from
T*N to itself and any & € DP(N x R) with SS(F) c {1 = 0}, we have
SS* (K (F)) = P(SS° (F)).

In particular, for L € £(T*N) we have SS° (X, (F1)) = SS* (F 1)) and,
by uniqueness of the quantization (see Theorem ), Ji’ﬁa (F1) =
Fo()-

5. SPECTRAL INVARIANTS FOR SHEAVES AND LAGRANGIANS

For M a symplectic manifold, (here we only need M = T*N), if A(M)
is the bundle of Lagrangians subspaces of the tangent bundle to M, with
fibre the Lagrangian Grassmannian A(T,M) = A(n), we denote by A(M)
the bundle induced by the universal cover A(n) — A(n).

When using coefficients others than Z/2Z we assume we have a lifting
G, of the Gauss map Gy : L — A(T*N) givenby x — TyLto A(T*N). This
is called a grading. Given a graded L, the canonical deck transformation
of the covering induces a new grading and we denote it as L[1] (or L,
and its k-th iteration as L[k] (or L[k]). The grading yields an absolute
grading for the Floer homologyﬁ and hence for the complex of sheaves in
the Theorem stated below. We refer to [Sei00] and [Vit22] for more details
on this, but point out that we shall never mention explicitly the grading.

3without this extra piece of information, the Floer cohomology FH¥(L;, L,) is gen-
erally defined only up to a shift in grading. However, when L, = <,0}q(L1), there is an
absolute grading, a priori depending on the choice of H. However in our situation we
do not assume L; is Hamiltonianly isotopic to Ly, so the grading is required to have an
absolute grading of the Floer cohomology.
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An exact Lagrangian in T* N is a pair (L, f1) such that d f; = 1|, where
A = pdq is the Liouville form. For an exact Lagrangian in 7* N, a grading
always exists since the obstruction to its existence is given by the Maslov
class, and for exact Lagrangians in T* N the Maslov class vanishes, as was
proved by Kragh and Abouzaid (see [Kral3] and also the sheaf-theoretic
proof by [Guil2]). When f; is implicit we only write L, for example 0y
means (Oy,0). A Lagrangian brane is a triple L=(L, fr G;), where L is a
compact Lagrangian. For c a real constant, we write TCZ =(L, fr+c, éL).
We also use the notation L+ c or L+ c if the grading is irrelevant (as it will
be most of the time).

Definition 5.1. We set £ (T* N) to be the set of Lagrangian branes in T* N.
Let L be a Lagrangian brane in 7* N and

L={(q,tp fi(q,p), D) |(q,p) € L,T>0}

the homogenized Lagrangian in 7 (N x R).

Similarly for Hamiltonian maps in an exact manifold (M,w = dA) we
look for pairs (¢, F) such that p*A — A = dF on M.

To state the next result we recall the two adjoint functors, * and #om?,
on the category D(NN xR) introduced by Tamarkin in [TamO08]. First we set
$q1,q2 : N x (R)z — N xR given by s(x, 0, 0)=(x, 11+ 1), g1(x, 11, 82) =
(x, 1), g2 (x, 1y, t2) = (x, t) and we define

F+9G=Rs (g ' Feq,'9),
Aom*(F,4) = Rqy. RAom(q, ' F,5'9G)
Then #om™ is the adjoint of * in the sense that
Morpnxg) (F, Hom* (4, 7)) = Morp(nxg) (F * 4, H)

We recall some properties of ##om*. We denote by D;>¢(N x R) the
subcategory of D(IN x R) of objects with singular support containe in
{t = 0}. A base change formula gives, for any ce R, and %,% € DP(N x R)

(6.1 R Nx (g (N x R; #om”™ (F,%9)) = RHom(F, T¢« (9)),
with T.: NxR— N xR, (x, 1) — (x,  +¢). Note that T,L = T,L.
For # with singular support in {7 = 0}, we have a morphism
R nxipy (N x R; A8) — R Ny q,0) (N x B; A) <= Rl nxjay (IN X R; )
for any a < b. We remark that the cone of this morphism is R x4, b (N %
R; #). Using (5.1) we deduce a morphism, say u«, from RHom(%, T,.(¥))

4This category contains the “Tamarkin category” which is the left orthogonal of
D;<o(N xR). The sheaves &}, belongs to the Tamarkin category. The category D;>o(IN x
R) is stable by * and ##om™. The Tamarkin category is stable by * but not #om*: typi-
cally when N is a point we have A#om™ (k{g,c0(, k{p,00) = K)—c0,b—a([1]-
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to RHom (%, T;. (%)) for any ¢ < d. Taking & =¥, ¢ = 0 the image of idy
gives

(5.2) To,d: 9 — Tg«(¥9) foranyd =0

(we come back to this in §6). Then u is nothing but the composition with

Tesx(To,a-c)-
According to [Guil2] and [Vit19] we have

Theorem 5.2. To each L € L (T* N) we can associate &1 € DP’(N x R) such
that
(1) S8 (Z1) =L.
(2) Fy is simple (cf. |KS90, Def. 7.5.4]), 1 = 0 near N x {—oo} and
1 = knxp near N x {+o0}.
(3) We have an isomorphism
FH" (Lo, L1;a,b) = Hy, 1 p (N x R; Hom™ (FL, F1,))
(4) F1 is unique satisfying properties (1) and (2).
(5) There is a natural product map
Jfom* (ng,ng) ® Aom” (ng,ng) — Aom” (ng,ng)
inducing in cohomology a map

w400 (N X R; Aom* (FL,, F1,)) ® HX,X[”&OO[(N x R; Aom™ (F1,, F1,))

lu*

H]t]x[l+p,+oo[(N x R; Aom™ (F1,, F1,))

Hy

that coincides through the above identifications with the triangle
product in Floer cohomology.

Remarks5.3.
(1) Note that we have

I, = Teo(F))

(2) In case L has a Generating Function Quadratic at infinity, S(x,¢)
defined on the vector bundle E = N, we can take for & the
complex R(7 x idg) « (ky,) where Us = {(x,¢, 1) | S(x,¢) < t}.

5.1. Definition of spectral invariants. Now we can give a sheafy defini-
tion of the spectral invariants introduced in [Vit92]. The next formulation
appears in [Vicl3| (see also [Vit22]).

In fact the invariants can be defined for objects & of D;>¢(N x R) sat-
isfying:

(5.3)  FINxl-co—1ol =0,  FINxItg,+00l = kNxRINx119,+00/ fOI sOmME £
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We have seen that &, satisfies for any L € £L(T*N). For &1, %, €
D150 (N xR) satisfying (5.3), ##om™ (¥, %) is knyxr[1] near N x {—oo} and
0 near N x {+o0}. Using and HR]X{C} (N x R; knxgrl1]) = k, we deduce a
natural morphism % — T.. (%), for any ¢ big enough, which restricts to
id: knxr — knxr near N x {+oo}. More generally HJ’(,X{C}(NX R; knxprl[1]) =
H*(N; ky) and any class a € HY(N; ky) yields a morphism

ula, F1,%2,0): F1— T (F2)d],

for c large enough, which restricts to a: kyxg — knxrld] near N x {+oo}
(using Mor (ky, kn[d]) = H%(N; ky)). The cup product corresponds to the
composition, and for ¢ (and #y) large enough this is summarized by the
following diagram

H*(N, k) = RT(N, ky) - RHom (%1, Te, F2)

j= 1=

RHOmM (KN ) 9, +o0l» KN ] tg,+001) —= RHOM (15119, 4000» Te s F21Nx1 19, +o01)

Definition 5.4. For %1, %, € D;>o(N xR) satisfying (5.3) and a € HY(N; kn)
we set

cla, F1,%) = —inf{c; Ju: F1 — Te (F2)d], UlNx1y,+000 = @, foOr fH >0}

(Here ty is big enough so that both &, and T,.(%>) satisfy ). We also
set c_(F1,F2) = c(1,%1,F») and if N is oriented with fundamental class
UN, c+(F1,F) = c(un, F1,F2). Finally we set y(F1,F2) = ¢+ (F1,F) —
C_— (9/71,9/72).

For Ly, Ly, € £(T*N) we set c(a, Ly, L) = c(a,Fr,,F1,) and we define
¢+ (L1, Ly), y(Ly, L) in the same way. Finally we set c..(L) = ¢+ (On, L).

It is not difficult to see that
c_(F1,F,) =inflc(a, F1,F»); a € H (N; kn)}

and
c+(F1, %) =supicla, F1,F»); a € H (N; kn)}

Indeed, a class a induces by multiplication v: %, — Z,[d], VINx],+ool =
a; now if we have u: %1 — T¢. (F2)[0], Ulnxizy,+00f = 1, then vou: & —
Te«(F2)[d] satisfies v o ulnx)g,+00f = & SO ¢(1,F1,F) < c(a, F1,F2).

Using the construction of the sheaf & by using Floer cohomology as
in [Vit19] itis easy to see that the present definition of c¢(a, %1, %1,) coin-
cides with the definition of c¢(«, L1, L,) using Floer cohomology. In partic-
ular, we have that ¢, (%,,%1,) = —c-(%¥1,,%1,) and this can be extended
to the general case of %, %, using [Vit19].
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We have given the definition using the right hand side of (5.I). We
can also rewrite it with the left hand side as follows. Let us set A =
Rt. Aom*(F,4)), where t: N x R — R is the projection. Then # con-
tains all the information about the spectral invariants. More precisely
is isomorphic to RT'_ 4 (#) and 4 has its singular support in {7 = 0} so
we have the morphisms

(5.4)  RT(N; kn) = RU— 1y (R; #) = R[4, — ) B A) — R} (R; A)

for tp > 0 and any ¢ < fy. To find the spectral invariants we look for the in-
fimum on the c such that a given class is in the image of the composition
of this morphisms.

Remark 5.5. We can see that the infimum in Definition [5.4]is actually a
minimum, at least when % is of the form %;. Indeed, this follows either
by identifying the spectral invariants of the Definition to those obtained
by using Floer cohomology, or by appealing to the theory of persistence
modules and barcodes (see Appendix|A| Proposition[A.1).

We notice the following immediate consequence of the definitions.

Proposition 5.6. There exists a morphism u : %1, — 1, such that u =
Id at +oo if and only if c_(Ly, L) = 0. In particular there is a morphism
knx(0,+00] — Z ifand only ifc_(L) = 0.

5.2. The case of Hamiltonian maps. If ¢ is a Hamiltonian map of T*R"
with compact support, we define the spectral invariants of ¢ as those
of its graph, say I', T*R" x T*R", compactified in the following way:
we choose a symplectomorphism y: T*R” x T*R" = T*T}q such that
¥ (lig) = Or,; then w(I'y) coincides with the zero-section outside a com-
pact set and we can compactify it as I'y, in the cotangent bundle of the
sphere. In particular I';; = 052» and we set

Definition 5.7. The invariants of ¢, c+ (), c—(@) are defined as those of
(T%, 0g2n).

This is well-defined since another choice of ¢ would give a pair (TS, 0g2x)
symplectomorphic to (I'y,, 0gzn).

On the other hand we have seen in §4|that ¢ has an associated sheaf
Ky € D(R?"*1), In the next paragraph we explain how we can turn the
above definition of c. (¢), c_(¢p) into Deﬁnitionwhich uses Ky, Lid
and not the intermediate symplectomorphism .
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Support in a Darboux chart. Let now S,(q, P,¢) be a generating function
quadratic at infinity for I', over Agen, that is,

as
a—; (q,P;¢)
S,

a—g’(q, P;¢)=0

Since ¢ is compactly supported, so is S, in the g, P variables: for |g| +|P|
large enough, S, (g, P;¢) = B(¢) where B is a non-degenerate quadratic
form. We can then extend S, to a generating function quadratic at infin-
ity on a bundle over S27 (see [Vit92]), and c. (¢) are defined as

p-P=

cy (@) =inf{t | T U pgn # 0in H* (S', S},
c_(p) =inf{t | TU1#0in H*(S',S™™)},

where T is the Thom class associated to the negative bundle of B and S~
means S™°¢ for ¢ large enough. Note that these coincide with the spectral
invariants defined using Floer cohomology (see [Vit95]).

Now if ¢ is defined on T* N but has support in a Darboux chart, it can
be considered either as a compact supported Hamiltonian map on T* N
or on R?" and we can define the spectral invariants in two ways (using
Floer cohomology). By an easy argument (see Appendix [D) we can see
that these two definitions of c. (¢) do coincide.

Sheaf definition of spectral invariants for a Hamiltonian map. Now we
can give another formulation of the definition of c. (¢). Let N be a com-
pact manifold and let ¢ be a Hamiltonian map of T* N with compact
support. We consider its homogenized graph /A\(p cT*Nx T*N x T*R as
in §4, We have associated to ¢ its quantization £, with singular support
K(p, and it coincides with A&jq = kax(0,+00[ OUtside a compact subset of
N?xR. Now Aom* (Hq, K ) has similar properties as #om™ (¥, %1,),
namely, itis ka, xr[1] near N? x{—o0o} and 0 near N? x {+oo}. As in the case
of compact Lagrangians we have H; (N? x R; kayxrl1]) = H*(N; kn)

Zx{c}
and any class a € H(N; ky) yields a morphism

ula,p,c): Hid — Tex (Jlftp) [d],

for ¢ big enough, which restricts to @: kayxr — kayxrld] near N x {+oo}
(using Hom(ka , ka, [d]) = HY(N; ky).

Definition 5.8. For a compactly supported Hamiltonian map ¢ of T* N
and a € HA(N; ky) we set

cla, ) = —inf{c; Ju: Hig — Tex (Hp)ld], Ulnzy) 1y 100 = &, fOr o> 0}
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(Here ty is large enough so that over N°?x]ty,+oo[ we have Tew(Hyp) =

knxr.) We also set c_(g) = c(1,¢), c+ (@) = —c_(¢™ 1) and y(p) = ¢, (p) -
c_(p). If v is another compactly supported Hamiltonian map, we set

Y@, w) =y(py™).

We have c_(¢) = inf{c(p, @); @ € H* (N; ky)}. Since I'(¢) coincides with
the zero section outside a compact set, normalizing the primitive of A on
['(¢) to be zero outside a compact set, we have c_(¢) <0 < c;(¢) as in
[Vit92].

Equivalence between Definitions[5.7and[5.8 We first remark that we don't
really need to compactify I'yg into the sphere to obtain the invariants.
Let D; be the subcategory of D;>¢(I'iq x R) of complexes isomorphic to
kr.4x[c,+00l (for some c¢) and D, be the subcategory of D;0(8%" x R) of
complexes isomorphic to kg2n ¢ 100 DEAr {00} x [¢, +0o[. Then the com-
pactification and the restriction map induce functors a: D; — D, and
p: D, — D; such that foa =id, a(14,(F)) = 74p(@(F)). We deduce that
c_(a(F),a(F)) = c_(F1,F>») (we remark that c_ makes sense even in
the non compact case). In particular

(5.5) c-(p) = c-(Fre, Fog,) = - (Fr, Fop,)

s2n

Now the symplectomorphism 1 induces an equivalence of categories
between JKI;@ : Dyoo(R?1) = D,-0(Tig x R) which commutes with the

translation T, in the last variables. We have J,’f) (Hyp)) = Fr,, and we
obtain from that the spectral invariant c_(¢) we have defined above
coincides with the one in Definition below. To obtain c; we use
C+(F1,F2) = —c_(F2, F1).

The existence of %}, doesn’t really follows from §4| because ¥ is not
compactly supported. But the choice of y is irrelevant and we can choose
w: T*R"x T*R" — T* Apen given by w(q1, g2, p1, p2) = (q1, p2, P1+ P2, 1 —
g2) . In this case we can give a direct construction of £, as follows. Let
us define =+ c R*"*! by = = {(q1,42,Q1,Q2, ) | Q1 = q1, £ = (q1 — 42)Q2},
whose boundary is the projection of the lift Ay, of the graph of ¥ to the
base. Then we can check that £, = ks+ is the quantization of .

This justifies that both definitions coincide for a Hamiltonian map of
T*S" obtained from a compactly supported map of T*R"”. We saw in
a previous paragraph that the case of a Hamiltonian map of 7% N with
support in a Darboux chart is reduced to this case.

Note the following analogue of Proposition 5.6

Lemma 5.9. Let ¢ be a compact supported Hamiltonian map. Then there
is a morphism Xiq — K in DP(N x N xR) equal to1d at +oo ifand only
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ifc_(p) = 0. Analogously there is a morphism £, — Ziq in DY(Nx NxR)
ifand only if c, (¢) = 0.

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition For the second
one, we have by assumption a morphism £jqg — £,-1. Composing by
K we get a morphism %, — #j4. Analogously, if we have such a mor-
phism, composing by .#,-1 we get ¢, (¢) =0. U

5.3. Defining y-coisotropic subsets. For an open set U in the symplec-
tic manifold (M, w) we denote by ®HHam.(U) the set of time one flows of
Hamiltonian with compact support contained in U.

Definition 5.10 (see definition 6.1 in [Vit22]). Let V be a set in (M,w). We
say that V is y-coisotropic at x € V if there exists € > 0 such that, for all
n with 0 < n < g, there is a 6 > 0 such that, for all ¢ in DHam (B(x,&))
satisfying (V)N B(x,n) = @, we havey(p) > 6.

We shall say that V is y-coisotropic if it is closed, non-empty and vy -
coisotropic ateach xe V.

We refer to [Vit22], in particular section 6, for properties and examples
of y-coisotropic subsets. In particular we remind the reader of the follow-
ing result from [Vit22].

Proposition 5.11. Let ¢ be a homeomorphism preserving y, for exam-
ple a C°-limit of Hamiltonian maps (usually called Hamiltonian home-
omorphisms) and V a y-coisotropic set. Then, the image by ¢ of V is a
Y -coisotropic set.

Note that the completion of £ (T* N) for y is denoted by Z(T*N). In
[Vit22] the y-support of an element L in £ (T* N) was defined, and it was
proved that it must be a y-coisotropic subset.

6. THE Yg-METRIC ON SHEAVES

We shall define the analogue of the y distance between sheaves. It is
also a sheaf analogue of the barcode distance (see [KS18] or [AI20]) and
relies on the morphism 7 introduced by Tamarkin (see [TamO08] or [GKS,
Prop. 4.8]) that we have already encountered in (5.2).

To define 7 in general we recall that the subcategory D;>o(N x R) of
D(N x R) can be characterized as follows (see [KS90, Prop. 5.2.3, 3.5.4]).
Let P be the endofunctor of D(IV x R) defined by

P(F) = Rs.(F K kg, +00])

with s: NxR? — N xR, (x, f], t2) — (x, t; + t) (this is almost F kN 10,400l
up to replacing from Rs, to Rs,). Then the natural morphism kg +oo[ —
ky0; induces a morphism P(¥) — & and D;>o(NN x R) is the set of & such
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that P(¥) — & is an isomorphism. Now we have in general Rs, (¥ X
ki) = Te« (%), where T¢(x, t) = (x,t + ¢) and we obtain in the same way,
using the morphism kig +00f = Kki¢}, @ morphism P(F) — T,.(%) for any
¢ = 0. In particular we have a morphism of endofunctors defined on
D;>o(N xR) forany c =0

TO,c(g): F — Tex(F)

We shall call this morphism the Tamarkin morphism.

The case of D;>¢(N x R) is in fact sufficient for this paper but we can
consider a slightly more general case without modifying the proofs. Let
g: T*N\ Oy — R be a 1-homogeneous autonomous Hamiltonian func-
tion and let Dgxo(N) be the full subcategory of D(N) formed by the &
with S§°(F) c {g = 0}. We let ¢’ = (pé: T*N\Oy — T*N\Oy be the cor-
responding homogeneous flow. We set for short Ki(F) = F o Kya.

We consider the lifting of the graph of the whole isotopy ¢! to La-
grangian in T*(N x N x R) given by

{(q) prt(q) P),Pt(q; p)) t)g(q) p))})

where ¢’ (q, p) = (Q:(q, p), P+(q, p)) and the associated kernel K, € D(N?x
R). Then K, (&) € D(N x R) is such that K, (F)|nx(a = K(Z(g). Now, if
F € Dg>o(N), then Ky (F) € D;>o(N xR). Indeed a point of SS* (K, (F)) is
written (q, p, Q, P t,7) with (g, p) € SS°(¥) and 1 = g(q, p). We thus have
the Tamarkin morphism 7¢, ¢ (K (%)) : Ky (F) — Tex (Kp(F)) for ¢ = 0. Re-
stricting to N x {a} and setting b = a + ¢ we obtain

6.1) Tap(F): KG(F)— Ko(F),  fora<b.

The morphisms 7, are invariant by K(f,, for any ¢, and compatible with
composition:

Kp(Tap(F)) = Tarbs1(Ky(F)),

6.2
(6:2) TacF)=Tpc(F)ot,p(F), forasb=c

Examples 6.1.

(1) Let N = R and g be the norm given by the standard metric, so
g(t,7) = |7|. Then @%(¢t,7) = (t + a+,7). As a result Kopa(kix,y) =

Iz|”
Kix+a,y+al and SS(Kye) = {(r, £+ al—;,r,r)} c T*(R2).
(2) In the case of N x R and g = 7 we recover the case we introduced
in the first paragraph (and originally due to Tamarkin).
(3) If g is non negative we have Dg>o(N) = D(N). Typically g is the
norm given by a Riemannian metric and ¢y is the normalized ge-
odesic flow. In this case, denoting by B(x, r) the open ball at x of
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radius r, we find

a kB(x,r_‘_a) fOI‘—T<a< Tm]—r,
Ky (kp(x,r) = .
km[—dlmN] for—ripj—r<a<-r,
and
KOk ) km forr-ripj<a<r,
¢ Bl kp(x,a—r)[dim N] forr<a<r+ryj,

where r;,; is the injectivity radius.

6.1. The yg-topology. The following definition is the analogue of the
spectral metric (in the case g = 7) (and a sheaf analogue of the barcode
distance). Itis introduced in [KS18] or [AI20] (up to a small modification).

Definition 6.2. Let g: T* N\ Oy — R be a 1-homogeneous autonomous
Hamiltonian function and ¢ = (pfg its flow. For &%,% € Dg>o(N), we let
Yg(F,9) € [0,00] be the infimum of the ¢ = 0 for which there exist a,b = 0
such that a+ b = ¢ and such that there are morphisms

u: F—-Ki9), v:9—K)F)
satisfying Kg(v) o u = 7o,q+5(F) and K(,l?(u) oV ="Tgq+b(94).
The authors thank N. Vichery for the next remark.

Remark 6.3. The case Dg=((N) is not really more general than the case
D:>0(N x R). Indeed the functor K, (=): D(N) — D(N x R) is fully faith-
ful and we have T, (K, (-)) =~ K(p(Kq‘,’(—)). Hence, for &,%9 € Dg>o(N) we
have y¢(F,9) =y (Hp(F), £y (9)).

The definition of y in [KS18] imposes a = b which leads to a bigger
distance, say Yy, with yg <y, < 2yg. The definition in [AI20] only asks
Kq‘}(v) ou=T10q+p(F) and Kg(u’) oV =1 4+5(4), for two possibly differ-
ent morphisms u/, v’ (see the arXiv version for another definition). This
leads to a smaller distance but we don’'t know if it is equivalent to yg.
Lemmal6.8|below says that y, is equivalent to inf{y ¢ (€ (), 0); u: & — 4},
where ¥ (1) denotes the cone of u.

Lemma 6.4. For &,%4, /€ € Dg>o(N) we have

(1) y¢(F,9) =Yg(th,(£‘7),Kq€(‘5)) =vy¢(9,5F).
@) Yg(F,HO) < yg(F,4G) +7q(4, 7).

(3) y¢(0,%) =inf{r = 0, 7¢,;(F) = 0}.

4 IfZ satisfiesyg(F,0) =0, then & = 0.
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(5) For any distinguished triangle & — 4 - Jé’+—1>, we have
Yg(0,%4) <y4(0,%F) +7g(0,7)

(6) For composable morphisms u, v with cones € (u), € (v), €(vou),
we haveyg(0,€ (vou)) <yg(0,% (w) +vg(0,% (V).

Proof. (1) follows from and (3) follows from the definition of y,. The
triangular inequality (2) is proved in [AI20, Prop. 4.11].

Let us prove (4). By Remark[6.3|we can assume that N =M xRand g =
7. Let xo € M begivenandleti: {xo} xR — M xR be the inclusion. We have
Tayb(i_lg) = i_l(rayb(g)) and it follows that yg(i_lgf, i@ < Yeg(F,9).
If # # 0, there exists X, such that i "1 (%) # 0. Hence we can assume that
N =R. We can also take g = |7] (it is differentiable on T*R\ Og) instead
of g = 7. The corresponding T morphisms, say Ti » coincide with 7,45
on D;>¢(R) but they are defined on D(R). Up to éhifting & in degrees
and translating, we can assume that H%%, # 0. Hence there exists u €
H%(1—¢,e[; %) with ug # 0. Interpreting u as a morphism and choosing a
map v : %y — k non-vanishing on the germ defined by u, we get that the
composition of v and u; kj_¢¢[ — F — ki) is the canonical morphism.
Now the morphisms rg 5(—), for 0 <6 < ¢ give the commutative diagram

(using Example ) where the vertical arrows are given by Tg 5

u v

ki—¢,el F ko

L

kj—e+5,.e-61 — T+ (F) — kj_s 5[1]

We check that wo vou # 0; this then implies that Ti 6(@ ) # 0, as required.
Since w # 0, we have a distinguished triangle ks 51 — kj-5,0] ® k{0,651 —
ko LA k)—s 5([1] (in other words w gives a non trivial Yoneda extension).
If wo (vou) were 0, then vo u would factorize through kj_s o) ® kjg 5;. But
Hom(kj—¢ e[, kj—5,0) = Hom(kj—¢ ¢[, kjo,5) = 0 because € > 6 and we cannot
have such a factorization.

Let us prove (a similar but more detailed argument will be given
in the proof of Lemma(i)). If 79,4(%) =0, then 79 4(4) ou = Kq‘,’(u) o
70,4(F) = 0and 7 4(¥) factorizes through v. In the same way;, if 7 5 (A) =
0, then 7¢ ;,(¥) factorizes through K(fj (u). Hence 7 4+5(9) factorizes via
Kg(v) ) Kg(u) = 0. We conclude with .

We deduce @ from since, by the octaedron axiom, the three cones
appear in a distinguished triangle. U
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If N is real analytic and &, % are constructible and satisfy y¢(%,%) =0,
then & = ¥ (see [PSW] and also Proposition[B.8|for limits of constructible
sheaves). However y, is only a pseudo-metric as shown by Berkouk and
Ginot (see [BG18], proposition 6.9) and the following example.

Example 6.5. We define two sheaves on the real line & = @ ¢ k(x,co and
9 = @D req~ kix,00, Where Q* = Q\ {0}. We remark that K(f,(F/T) =~ Ty (F),
where T;(x) = x + t. For a given € > 0 we choose a bijection f: Q — Q~
such that x < f(x) < x +¢, for all x € Q, and we define u = @ cq ux: F —
G,V =Bxeqx Vx: G — TexF Where Uy : Kix ool = K(f(x),00 AN Vx: Kix,00 —
ki £-1(x) +¢,00[ are the natural morphisms. Using u, v we see thaty4(F,9) <
€. Hence yg(g,tg) =0.

Definition 6.6. We denote by y¢ the topology associated to the pseudo-
distanceyg. In other words a sequence (¥ ) j=1 in Dg=o(N) Y g-converges to
Z ifand only iflim;y¢(F;,F) = 0. We may write abusively yg —lim % =
Z although 'y —1lim % is not well-defined.

Remark 6.7. In view of the Lemma a sequence (F,),en converges
to & if and only if there exist a sequence of positive numbers (€,) en
converging to 0 and morphisms u,: &%, — K(f,” (&) such that y¢ (0,6 (1))
converges to 0.

Part (2) in the next lemma is analogue to [AI20, Lem. 4.14].

Lemma 6.8. Let u: & — &' be a morphism in D= (N) and let € be the
coneof u.
(1) If there exists v: F' — K (F) such that vou =T, and Kj(w)ov =
To,2¢, thenyg(€,0) < 2¢.
) Ifyg(€,0) < ¢, then there exists v: F' - K(ff (F) such that vou =
To,2¢ and K(ff(u) OV =T04e-

Proof. (1) We consider the morphism of triangles given by the functorial
morphism (6.1),

F o —— € P F(1]

A

K§(F) —= K5(F) — K§(€) — K§(F)1]

u

Here all small triangles commute (which defines f and g). We have f =
K (a)oTo,e(F") = Ky (@ou)ov = 0. In the same way g also vanishes. Since
T0,:(€) o a = f vanishes, 7 (¥) factorizes through f as 7¢(€¢) = ho .
Hence 7o ,2:(€) = K, (70,6 (€))0T0,6(€) = K, (W) o K, () 0T0,6(€) = K (R)og
vanishes, which means y¢ (%, 0) < 2¢.
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Since 7¢,(¥¢) = 0, both morphisms f and g vanish. Since K (a)o
7o, (F') = f vanishes, 1o . (F') factorizes as 79 . (F') = K, (w) o w for some
w.

In the same way, the vanishing of g gives a factorization 7 ¢ (%) = w'ou
but we cannot say that w = w'.

We set v = K(f,(w’) 0T (F): F' — Kff(g). In the following compu-
tation we omit abusively to write K(f, and write 7 for whatever 7_ _(-). A
diagram chase on the diagram below gives vou = w'otou=w'ouot =
tor=1and uov=uow'or = uow'ouow = uoTow =ToUOW =TOT =T,

as required.
u

gl

|

K5(F) —— K5(F)

v

2 2
K28(F) —= K25(F)

U

6.2. Link with spectral invariants. In this paragraph we work on N x R
and choose g = 7. So we work with the category D;>(IN x R) as in §5, We
prove Propositions[6.11]and[6.14|which explain the relations between the
Yr-distance and the spectral invariants.

We first give a useful variation on the Morse theorem for sheaves. The
following result is mentioned in [Nad16, §6.1].

Proposition 6.9. Let M be a manifold and I an open interval of R. Let
F e€D(M), %4 € D(M x I) and set4; =G| pxin for t € 1. We assume

(1) there exists a compact set C of M such that4|\c)x1 is of the form
94'X k; for some¥' € D(M\ C),
@) SS* (@) NOyxT*D =0
3) (SS*(F)xT*H)NSS*(¥) = .
Then RHom(%,%;) does not depend on t € I.

Proof. We let i;: M x {t} — M x I, t € I, be the inclusion. We set /# =
RAom(F K k1,4). By [KS90, Prop. 5.4.14], condition gives SS(A) c
A= (SS(F) x 0% + SS(¥). We can see moreover that A is also non-
characteristic for all i; (thatis, AN (0p x T*I) < 0pr«). Using condition
i719 ~i\9[1] and i; 17 = i\ 7¢[1] by [KS90, Prop. 5.4.13] and we de-
duce RAom(%,%;) = it_lif by the adjunction formula i!tRJfom(—, -) =
RAom(i; ! (-),i}(-)). Hence RHom(Z,%,) = R['(M;i; 7). By the con-
dition H)\no)x1 is of the form #' X k;, for some #' € D(M\ C),
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and we can use the base change formula and the bound for the singu-
lar support of a direct image. Hence RT'(M;i;'.#) = (Rq.(#)), where
g: M x I — I is the projection and it is enough to check that Rq. (#) is
constant. Since AN (0p; x T*I) < 0psx 7, we have SS(Rq. (A)) < 0; and the
result follows. U

Corollary 6.10. Let & € D;>o(N x R) and ty satisfy (5.3). We assume that
SS(F) N SS(Te+(F)) € Onxg for any c #0. Then the restriction map

RHom(ZF, T¢« (F)) — RHom(F |y, Te« (F)|y) = RHom(ky, ky) = RU'(N; kn)

is an isomorphism for any ¢ > 0, where U = Nx]c + ty, +oo[. In particular,
ifu: & — T.«(F) isid near +oo, then u=71¢ o(F).

When S§° (&) is the cone over a Legendrian, the hypothesis means that
there is no Reeb chord. In particular the hypothesis is satisfied for the
sheaves &;, Le £ (T*N).

Proof. We are going to apply Proposition[6.9|with M = N xR, I =]0, d] for
d>0and ¥ =6"1(%), where §: N x R> — N xR is the map

(x, 11, ) — (x, 11 — 1)

so that G| nxrx(c} = Tex (F).

For a < b, % is constant on N x|—oo, a— tp[ x [a, b] and N x| b+ ty, +oo[ x
[a, b]. Hence ¥ satisfies (1) in Proposition[6.9} It is not difficult to check
since its singular support is contained in the conormal of #; = £, that is
71+ 72 = 0. For (3) it follows from the hypothesis on SS(&). The proposi-
tion gives RHom (%, T, (¥)) = RHom(%, T;. (%)), forany0<c<d. U

Proposition 6.11. LetL,,L; € £ (T* N). Then

¢+ (L1, Ly) ifc_(Ly,L2) >0,
Y. (Fr,, F1,) =1 —c-(L1,Ly) ifcy(L1,L) <0,
¢+ (L1, L) —c-(Ly,Lp) else.

Proof. We recall that &, = kyxg near +oo and that —c_(L;, L) is the
infimum on the a such that there exists u: #;, — T,.(%L,) restricting
to idg,,, near +oo. Similarly ¢, (L;, L) is the infimum on the b such
that there exists v: %, — Tp.(F,) restricting to idy, , near +oco. We
then have T, (v) o u = T,4+5(F1,) and Tp. (W) o v = 7 445 (F1,) by Corol-
lary[6.10] Hence u, v satisfy Definition [6.2} except that here a, b may be
negative. Assuming moreover a,b = 0 we find that y, (%, %p,) is less
than the right hand side of the equality in the statement.

Conversely, if y;(%1,,%1,) < c, there exists a, b, u, v as above with a +
b =c, a,b =0 but u, v only satisfy the condition on the composition.
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Near +oo we only know that they are u = A,idg,, ., v = Ayidg,,, (in-
deed Hom(knxr, knxr) = k). Since Ty« (V) o u = Tg,4+p5(F1,), we have
AuAy = 1. Hence Ay, A, are not zero and, replacing u, v by a non zero
multiple, we can assume that u = v = idy,,, near +oo. We deduce a =
max{—c_ (L1, Ly),0}, b=max{c, (L1, L,),0}. O

Remark 6.12. Note that in [Vit22] the metric on £ (T* N) is defined by
c(L1, Lp) = max{0, c;+ (L1, Lp)} —min{0, c_(Ly, Lp)}. We thus get

Proposition 6.13. The map L — | is then an isometric embedding.

The proof of Proposition [6.11| works exactly the same way for Hamil-
tonian maps, replacing the condition “%;, = kyxg near +oo” by “#, =
kayx[0,+00 N€AT +00”". Since we know that c_(¢) < 0 < ¢, (¢) by [Vit92] we
obtain the following statement:

Proposition 6.14. Let @1, ¢» be compactly supported in a Darboux chart
Hamiltonian maps of T*N. Theny(Ky,, %yp,) = Y(@1,92).

We end this section by the useful result that ® is Lipschitz for the y;-
distance.

Lemma 6.15. Let M, N, P be manifolds and %\ € D;>o(M x N xR), A5 €
D:>o(N x P xR). Then, for any a € R, we have natural isomorphisms
Tas (K1 ® K2) = Tgu (K1) ® Ko = K1 ® Ty (K2) and, through these iso-
morphisms, we have the equalities, for any a < b,

Tap( K1 @ A2) =T p( A1) B A2 = K1 BT p(A2)

Remark 6.16. The notation 7, ,(#£7) ® £> means that we apply the func-
tor ®%> to the morphism 7, ;(£7). This means that (7, ,(%7) ® £>) is a
morphism

Ta,b(H1) @ A2 Ty (£1) @ A2 — T} (L)1) @ A2

Proof. In the proof the manifolds M, N, P play an auxiliary role and we
can consider that our sheaves live on R to simplify the notations. Hence
1 ® Ko = Rs|(#, X A>) where s: R?> — R is the sum. The isomorphisms
then follow from the equalities T,05 = so(T, xidg) = so(idr x T,). However
to prove the equalities of morphisms we need to be more precise.

Let (1, %,71,72) be the coordinates on T*R%. Then the singular sup-
port of £, X %> is contained in {r; = 0} x {r = 0} and, setting g, =
ut1+(1-u)t,, £1 X% belongs to Dguzo(Rz) forany u € [0,1]. Let us write
T Z , for the morphism 7, induced by g,. Then TZ' p 8iVes T4 (K1) ® A2

by applying Rs; and T‘;’ p 8ives &1 @ T4,p(A>2). It remains to see that ‘L'Zy b
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gives the same morphism for all u. We define £ = £ X £ X kjo,1) €
D(R? x [0,1]) and g = uty + (1 — u)7,. Then K € Dg>((R?* x [0,1]) (here we
are cheating a little bit because the singular support is not defined on
a manifold with boundary — however we can replace [0,1] by ]—¢,1 + €[
and u by a smooth function with values in [0,1] which is 0 on ]—¢,0]
and 1 on [1,1 + £[). We thus obtain a morphism 7% B T (&) — TI;* (X))

a,
where T.(t1, t, u) = (1 + uc, i + (1 — u)c,u). Let s': R? x [0,1] — R x [0,1]
be the sum of the first two variables. Then s’ o T/, = T, x idjo,;; and Ti b
induces 7/, 1 (Tau () ® #2)) R kjo,1) — (Th (1 ® H2)) K kio,1) which re-
stricts to 77 b along R x {s}. Now restricting along R x {s} always induces
the same isomorphism Hom (& X kjo.1),% X kjp,1})) = Hom(%,%9), for all
&, 4, namely, the inverse of the isomorphism induced by the pull-back

along the projection to [0, 1]. This concludes the proof. U
We deduce an analogue of [PS21], theorem 2.4.1, in our situation.

Lemma 6.17. Let A7, %5 € D;>0(M x N xR) and % € D;>o(M xR). Then
K ®F € Dr>o(N xR) and we have

Yo (K (F), 2 (F)) < v (FA, Ho)

Proof. We have y; (%3, %) < ¢, for a given c, if and only if there ex-
ist a,b = 0 with a+ b = ¢ and morphisms u: £, — T4 (X>), v: &> —
Ty« (X)) satisfying the conditions in Definition[6.2 The morphisms in-
duce uoidg, voidg which also satisfies the conditions of the definition
by Lemma|6.15 U

6.3. yg-limits and colimits. In this paragraph we shall prove that any se-
quence (F,)nen Which yg-converges to & can be turned into an induc-
tive system whose homotopy colimit is & . We recall the notion of homo-
topy colimit in D(N) (see [BN93, Def. 2.1])

Definition 6.18. Let (F,, f)nen, With fr,: F, — F,41, be an inductive
system in D(N); then hocolim,, &,, is the cone of the morphism
id-: PF.— P Fn
n=0 n=0

where f =@,,>0 fn-

We thus have a distinguished triangle

(6.3) @gn da-f, @9,1 LR hocolim, %, R

n=0 n=0
However, like any cone, hocolim,, %, is only defined up to (non unique)
isomorphism and the morphism p itself is not uniquely defined. For a
given triangle and for any ng € N, we have a morphism i,,: &,, —
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hocolim, %, defined as i,, = po j,, where j,, is the obvious morphism
to the sum. For another choice of triangle, with p’ instead of p, there
exists an automorphism v of hocolim, &%, such that p’ = wo p. Then
in, = P'© jn, is “conjugate” to i,, in the sense i, =y oip,.

We recall the “nine diagram” from [BBD82, Prop. 1.1.11] (see [KSO06,

Ex. 10.6] where it is stated precisely which arrows are given and which
ones are obtained), a variant of the octaedron axiom. We assume to be
given a commutative square as on the top left corner of the diagram be-
low and four distinguished triangles (two vertical and two horizontal)
given by the unmarked solid arrows. The arrows marked [1] are just trans-
lations of already defined solid arrows.
The proposition claims that the dotted arrows can be chosen to make all
squares commutative, except for the one with Z? at its top left corner,
which is anticommutative, and the new line and the new column are dis-
tinguished triangles.

XO Xl XZ Xo[l]
(1]
Y

YO Yl YZ YO[].]
V (1]

AL > 71 - ZZ .............. > ZO[1]
e

Remark 6.19. Using the nine diagram built on the square

id-f
@nzno Ty —— @nzno Fn
b,

Drnz0Fn —— Bn=0Fn
we can check that hocolim;,>¢ %, = hocolim;,, %, is indeed an iso-
morphism. With the above notations, we take X° = X! = @®,,2,, Fn, Y° =
Y'=@20Fn, Z2° = Z' = ®o<n<ny-1 Fn. The map from Z° to Z' is also
equal to id — f, but as is an upper triangular finite-dimensional matrix
with Id on the diagonal, so it is invertible. This implies Z2 = 0. As a result
the vertical arrow from X? to Y2 is an isomorphism (in D(N)).

A more general statement of the following Lemma can be found in
Lemma 13.33.4 of [Stacks, Section 0A5K]. It tells us, as we might expect,
that the limit of a subsequence coincides with the limit of the original
sequence.
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Lemma 6.20. Let (%, f1)nen be an inductive system in D(N) ando: N —
N an increasing map. Then the compositions of the f,,’s define an inductive
system (F ), f5,) and there exists an isomorphism j: hocolim, Fs, =
h;colimn Fp such that joil = igmn), wherei,, is the morphism i. for
( U’(I’l))~

A family of morphisms u,,: &, — % such that u, o f, = u, induces a
morphism u: hocolim, %; — % such that uoi, = u, for all n. Indeed we
have @,, u,, o (id - f) =0, hence &, u, factorizes as @,, u, = uo p. Again
this morphism u is not uniquely defined.

(

Lemma 6.21. Let (%, [n)nen, With fr,: F,, — Fpny1, be an inductive sys-
tem in D(N). We let 6(f,) be the cone of f,, and we assume that the
sumy_,Yg(€(fn),0) is finite. Then the sequence (Fy)nen Y g -converges to
hocolimy . More precisely, if we let i,,: &, — hocolimy & be the mor-
phism defined after (6.3), we havey ¢(€ (i5),0) <2372 vg(€(fi),0).

Proof. Let ng be given. We set for short & = @~ ,, #n, € = hocolim,, F,.
We checked that € is the cone of u =id~ @, , fn: & — . We also con-
sider the similar sum but associated to the constant sequence ¥, = %,
forall n = ng and 9= @, ,,,%,. We define w: 9 — J asid — s where s, :
9, — %91 is induced by Idgno. The cone of w is %,,. We let f,": F, —
Zm be the composition of the fi’s and we define F =@ ,,>p, [0 T — .
Then Fow = uoF and the nine diagram recalled above gives the commu-
tative (except for one anticommuting square) diagram of distinguished
triangles

g-Y.g_ 1. g A

F F Jng

P u P p & +1

P e P C ()
+1 +1 +1

where #' = @ .=, € (fi1), jn, is conjugate to iy, (unfortunately we can-
not say they are equal because of the ambiguity in the definition of the
cone) and € (jy,) is the cone of jy,.

We set r: %, — 9 be the inclusion of the first factor. The morphisms
r and w give a splitting 9 = %, ® J and it follows that g o r is an iso-
morphism. Since i,, is “conjugate” to po For (see after (6.3)), it is also
conjugate to j,, and € (j,) = € (ip,).
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Now we claim that y¢ (€(f,;"),0) < ka:_nl Y¢ (€ (f),0). We prove this by
induction on m—n. When m = n+1 this is clear. Since f*" = f,,0 f*, we
have, using Lemma(@), Yg(E(fI1),0) < yg(€(f™),0)+Y4(€ (fim),0).

In particular yg(€(f),0) < &g, = ,Oc‘lnng((g(fk),O), for all n = ny,
and then yg(y’ ,0) < £,,. By the triangle in the last row of the above dia-
gram and Lemma ( we deduce yg (€ (jn,),0) < 2€p,, asrequired. L[]

Proposition 6.22. Any Cauchy sequence in Dg>o(N) with respect to yg is
convergent.

Remark 6.23. The reader should be careful : the distance y is degenerate,
so the limit is by no means unique. However we shall see that the restric-
tion of y, to the set of limits of constructible sheaves (i.e. in D;:(NN)) the
distance is non-degenerate (see Appendix|[B).

Proof. Let (%#,),en be a Cauchy sequence. Up to taking a subsequence
we can assume that yg(F,, Fp,) < 27" for any n < m. In particular, by
Lemma there exist f,: &, — Kg”(gnu) such that y¢(€(fn),0) <
2771 We then set £, = ¥ j», 2 and &/ = K(;g”(F/Tn) so f induces a
map f,, : #, — &, and according to Lemma6.21} %, y, converges to
hocolim &,,. Since y¢(F,,Z,) < €, we have that (¥,),=1 has the same
limit. L]

We just proved that to a Cauchy sequence we can associate a limit
that is a homotopy colimit. In the next Proposition we prove that con-
versely any y¢-limit of a sequence (%) sen is a homotopy colimit of some
(slightly modified) subsequence. We first notice an easy consequence of

Lemmal6.21]

Lemma 6.24. Let % € D(N) and let €, > 0 be a sequence decreasing to 0.
Then we have an inductive system (K, UF), T, —e,,, (F)) and the maps
T_¢,,0(F) induce an isomorphism hocolim Kq—,g” (F) = ZF.

Proof. Let 1: hocolime”(g ) — & be the morphism induced by the
maps 7_g, o(%). With the notation i, of Lemma [6.21] we have 70, =
T_¢,,0(&). By the octaedron axiom there exists a distinguished triangle
relating the cones of these maps and Lemmaimplies thatyg(0,€ (1)) <
Yg(0, € (in)+Yg(0,€(T—¢,,0(F))). ByLemma.8y (0,6 (T—¢,,—¢,., (F)) <
2(e, — €p+1) and we can apply Lemma Hence y¢(0,€ (in)) goes to 0
and y¢(0,%(1)) is as small as desired. So €(r) ~ 0 and 7 is an isomor-
phism. U

Proposition 6.25. Let (%) ,en be a sequence in D(N) which y g-converges
to &. Then, up to taking a subsequence, there exist a sequence of pos-
itive numbers (€,) nen converging to 0 and morphisms f;: Kq_,‘g" (F,) —
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K, (Fps1), Un: K, (Fp) — F such that upy o fr = uy, for all n, and
the morphism hocolim K, “n(Fn) — F induced by the u,,’s (see after )

is an isomorphism.

Proof. We set a,, =27". Up to taking a subsequence we can assume that
Yg(Fn, F) < apy for each n. This implies the existence of 0 < §,, < @41
and morphisms v,: & — K£” (Fn), wy: K£” (F,) — K$n+1(g) such that
Wp 0 Vy = To,a,,, (%). Translating these morphisms by K(;,(—) and alter-
nating the &, and the K, %" () we obtain an inductive system

K, (vy) K, " (wy)
—Qap (" n —En (] n —ay,
- — K, " (F) K, (Fn) K, " (F)
K, " () K, (W)

K, (F 1) —

K(;“'HZ (F)—---

where ¢, = a, — f,. We define f;, = K(;“"“(vnﬂ) oK(;“”(wn) and u, =
T, 0(F) 0 K, " (wy). By Lem we have hocolim K,,“" (%) =
hocolim K, (%) and by Lemma we have hocolim K, (g = F,
which proves the result. 0

We now use the previous results to bound the microsupport of a yg-
limit. For a sequence (X}) j>o of subsets of a topological space Z, its topo-
logical upper and lower limits are defined as

limsupX; = U X;

J n j=np

= {xe Z|3(x})j>1, xj € X for infinitely many j, lim x; = x}
J

limjianj = {xE Z13(x)j=1, xj € Xj, li}nxj :x}

Obviously liminf; X; < limsup; X;. We have
Proposition 6.26. Let N be a manifold and let g: T*"N\Oy — R be a 1-

homogeneous autonomous Hamiltonian function. If (%) j=1 is a sequence
such thatyg —lim&; = & then we have

SS(Z) climinfSS(F))
J

Proof. By Proposition|6.25, up to taking a subsequence, we can find some
sequence (¢;) converging to 0, such that hocolim & ]' = %, where & ]’ =
K(f,é (#;). We have 85(37]’.) = (p? (88(&})) and ng tends to id in C° norm
over compact subsets. Hence liminf; SS(%;) = liminf; 88(3«’]’.). The ho-

motopy colimit is defined by a distinguished triangle where the other two
terms are @, ,, %, (we can indeed restrict to @, ,, by Remark[6.19). By
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the triangle inequality for singular supports and Proposition 3.4} this im-
plies that SS(¥) < limsup; 88(9]'.). Now let p = (x,¢{) ¢ liminf; 88(9]’.),
we can find a subsequence o(j) such that p ¢ limsup; SS(?J"(’I( j)); but
37(’7(].) has limit &, so p ¢ SS(&). As aresult SS(&) < liminf; SS(QZJ’.). U

7. PROOF OF THEOREM[L.2]

Let & € D(N). We want to prove that around a point zy € SS(&F)
there is no sequence (¢;) j>1 in DHam.(B(zp,€)) such that y-lim;¢;=1d
and ¢;(SS(F)) N B(zg,n) = @ for some € > n > 0. We argue by contra-
diction and assume the existence of such a sequence (¢;) ;=1 and open
ball B(zgp,n). Let Jf(pj be the sheaf in D?(N x N x R) inducing ¢; as re-
called in We denote by T, (N x R) the subset of T*(N x R) given
by 7 > 0 and we set p: T (N xR) — T*N, (x,t,¢,7) — (x,¢/7). Then
p(SS(LZfﬁ (FNNTE (N xR)) =¢;(SS(F)) does not intersect B(zg,n). We
want to prove that this implies that SS(&) N B(zgp,n) = @.

We will use the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let (¢;) j>1 be a sequence in D $am.(T* N) such thaty —
lime; =1d and J,/(p@? its quantization in D’(N x N x R). Then for all F €
DP(N) we have

Vi — lim%ﬁ (F) = X3 (F) = F Rkig 400, € DP(N xR)
Proof. This follows from Lemmal6.17]and Proposition[6.14 O

Remark 7.2. Note that ¢;(SS(&)) is not a homogeneous manifold, and
SS (J(p@‘? (#)) < T* (N = R) represents the homogenization of ¢ ; (SS(F)).

We now claim that SS(& X ki +00)) N {T > 0} = SS(F) x ({0} x {T > 0}).
Indeed we have the general bound SS(F X ko, +00[) © SS(F) x SS(k{0,400()
and a similar bound for & X kj_~,0;. Now we have the distinguished tri-

angle # X kg — F X (kj—00,0] ® k[0,+00) — F X ki *1, and the equalities
SS(F M ki) = SS(F) x (10} x R), SS(F K kg) = SS(F) x (R x {0}), by [KS90),
Prop. 5.4.4, 5.4.5]. The triangular inequality for the microsupport then
gives the claim.

We return to the sequence (¢ ) j>1 and the ball B(zp, 7). Proposition
and Proposition[6.26] (applied with N x R and g = 1) give

SS(F) x ({0} x {v > 0}) < SS(H; (F)) < liminf SS(H, (F))
J

Applying the map p we deduce SS(F) c liminf; ¢;(SS(&)). In particular
SS(F) N B(zp,n) = @ which contradicts zg € SS(F).
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8. y-COISOTROPIC VS CONE-COISOTROPIC

8.1. A y-coisotropic set is cone-coisotropic. Our goal in this section is
to prove Proposition|1.3

Following Bouligand (see [Bou32]), one may define for a point x of a
subset V in a smooth manifold, two cones :

Definition 8.1. Let V be a closed subset of the C' -manifold M and x € V.
We choose a C* chart of M at x and define

(1) Theparatingent cone of V at x is
C"(x,V)= {li}}l Cn(Xn=Yn) | Xn, yn € V, € € R, limx, =lim y, = x,
limc,, = +oo}
n
(2) The contingent cone of V at x is
C™(x, V) = {lim e,y = 1) | x, € V, 00 € R, lim x, = x,lim ¢,, = +00}

Clearly C~(x,V) < C*(x,V) c T, V. Note that C*(x, V) is invariant by
v — —v, while it is not necessarily the case for C™ (x, V).

We shall say that a cone C is closed (resp. open) if Cn S(x, 1) is closed
(resp. open). Note that a closed cone is closed in the usual sense, while
an open cone is not open (but becomes open if we remove x). Then the
contingent cone is closed. It is also easy to see that both cones are in-
dependent from the choice of the C! chart. We then have the following
definition, which appears under the name “involutivity” in the book of
Kashiwara and Schapira

Definition 8.2 (Cone-coisotropic, see [KS90], definition 6.5.1 p. 271). We
shall say that V is cone-coisotropic if whenever a hyperplane H is such
that C* (x, V) c H then the symplectic orthogonal of H, H” is contained in
C (x,V).

Proof of Proposition[1.3 We want to prove that if V is not cone-coisotropic
at z € V then it is not y-coisotropic at z. Using a chart, we may as-

sume V c R? and z = 0. For H a hyperplane we set ny to be the nor-

mal to H (for the usual scalar product). Let us assume that C*(0,V) c H

and H” ¢ C~(0,V). We must prove that for all € > 0 there exists a ball

B(0,m) such that for all § > 0 we can find ¢ € D$Ham,(B(x,¢€) such that

(V)N B(0,n) = ¢ and y(¢) < 6. We first prove

Lemma 8.3. Let V be a closed set in R containing 0 and H a hyper-
plane such that C*(0,V) ¢ H. Then there exists a continuous function
fu,v defined in a neighbourhood of 0 in H such that fyy(0) = 0 and
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H(U

FIGURE 2. Coisotropic cone on the left, non-coisotropic
on the right

dg fu,v(0) =0, where dg is the Gdteaux derivative, and for any open cone
C,0,V):={Ax; 1 =20,x€ $4=1 d(x,C™(0,V)) < p}, we have for § small
enough

VNBO,6)<{x+ fuyxnylxeC, 0,1}

Proof. For x € Hlet Vy =V n(x+Rnpg). We claim that for x close enough
to 0, Vi contains at most one point. Indeed, if this was not the case, we
would have sequences (y,) =1, (W,) =1 converging to 0 such that y, —
wy, = tyny with t, # 0. But then by definition of C* (0, V), we would have
ng € C*(0,V) a contradiction.

As aresult, on the closed set I' ¢ H defined as the set of x such that V,
is non empty, we have a function f such that

xele<=x+ f(x)ngeV

Let us prove f is continuous on I', at least in a neighbourhood of 0. If
this was not the case, there would be a sequence (z"),>1 converging
to 0 and for each n two sequences (x})k=1, (¥;)k=1 such that lim x;' =
limy,’z =z and limy f(xZ) # limy f(y,’Z). Setting uZ = x,’z + f(xZ)nH, UZ =
Vi + f(y)ng we have

ug— vy = =y +(fx) = flynu
which can be normalized so that, for any #, it has a limit (0,1) when k —

— 3 — n — n
+00. As a result for k = k(n) large enough, setting u,, = U Un = Vi
there is a 7, so that

T, (u,—v,)—(0,1)]<1/3

We can then find a subsequence of 7, (u, — v,;) converging to a vector w
which does not belong to H. Since w € C* (0, V) we have a contradiction.
From now on we replace I' by I' n B(0, r) with r small enough so that f is
now continuous onI'.
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To show thatT c C; (0, V) we first show that Illimo % = 0. Indeed, if
xxel" *
. . . flxe)
we had a sequence (xi) > inI' converging to 0 and such that hlrcn ol #
Xk

0, the sequence of vectors Ikal(xk + f(xx)ny) would have a subsequence
with a limit which does not belong to H, so C* (0, V) ¢ H, a contradiction.
To prove that I’ c Clj (0, V) we argue by contradiction, and assume we
have a sequence x, € I" such that lim, x, =0 and w =1lim,, |§—Z| ¢ C(0,V).
Then there exists a sequence x, + f (x,) ny converging to 0 and belonging

+
|l x|

to V. As aresult lirrln

tion.
We now will extend f to fy v such that

(D) favx) =f(x) forxel
(2) fm,v is continuous
3) dc(fu,v(0)=0

For this we can assume for simplicity that r = 1 and write x = p - with
0<p<1,0eS8% ! Wewrite g(s,0) = f(e*-0) with s € ]—00,0] and identify
I" with its image in ]—o0, 0] x S9-1 Now let gn(s,0) be a continuous func-
tiondefinedon C, =]-n-1,—-n+1[x Sl forneN, coinciding with g
onI'n C, and having the same bound, i.e.

sup{gn(s,0)1(s,0) € Cy} =sup{g(s,0) | (s,0) eT N Cy}

inf{g,(s,0) | (5,0) € Cp} =inf{g(s,0) 1 (s,0) eT N C,}

Such a function exists by Tietze’s extension theorem.
Now let y, be a partition of unity subordinated to the covering of
]-00,0] x S4~1 by the C,,. We set

G(s,0) =) xn($)gn(s,0)

n=0

Note that this is well defined since whenever g, (s,0) is not defined, we
have y,(s,0) = 0, so we set y,(5)gx(s,0) = 0 outside of C,,. And since
whenever g,(s,0) is defined and (s,0) € I’ we have g,(s,0) = g(s,0), we
see that G is an extension of g. We now set

fuv(e®-0)=G(s,0)
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Properties (1) and (2) are then obvious. As for the third one, we notice
that

sup{fuv(®) |1x|<e "} =sup{G(s,0)|(s,0) | s<—n} <

supsup {gi(s,0) | (s,0) € Cx} <sup{g(s,0) | (s,0) €T, s<—n} =

k=n
sup{f(x) |xeT,|x|<e "}
We see that since lim M =0 we have lim Juv ) =0.
Ix[—0 | x| =0 |x|
xel’
As aresult )
}i_r}}) ;(fH,V(th) —fuv(0)=0
and we may conclude that dg fp,v (2) = 0. ]

Lemma8.4. Let f be a continuous function on the hyperplane H such that
dg f(0) =0 and C a closed cone in H not containing H* . Set

6:{x+f(x)nH|x€C}

Then for n small enough and any positive 6, there is a Hamiltonian map
¢ supported in B(0,1), such thaty(¢) <6 and

@(C)NBO,n =9
Proof. We shall assume w.l.o.g. that H = {p,, = 0}, so that C= {(Gn. G, pnP) |
pn = f(gn, q, p) and H? is given by the direction %. First let us mention

that the case f = 0 is trivial: just take a Hamiltonian Ky(p,) such that
Ky(0) =0, K(’) 0) = % and Kj is C° small, 71 being chosen so that we have

B(0 )m(1 9
& 20q,

We may then truncate K outside the ball B(0, 1) so that we still have
B(0,7) N (9, (O) =9

+0)=9

This extends to the case where f is smooth. Indeed, let us consider a
hamiltonian K(qy, pn, 4, p) to be a truncation of

I | -
F(Qn» Pn;q,P) = E(Pn_f(chz» C];P))

K(qn, f(Gn, @, 9,3, ) = 0 and -, f(qn, G, p), G, p) = 3. So for any
(Gn PG P) € C, @ (Gnr Pis G5 P) = (G + %, pu(D), G (1), p(1)) and we get

PO NBON =9
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B(0,m)

D=

FIGURE 3. The cone C and its translation by % 6?7n

Since K is constant on C, we can truncate the flow so that it is unchanged
on the trajectory of points in (p%(C) NB(0,1) and y(¢k) < 0.
Note that if we replace C by the region

Co5={(@n, P, @ D) | (dn, @, P) € C, 8(qn, G, P) < Pn < §(qn, G, P) + 5}
we can choose K to be the truncation of a function F such that

(1) F(qn, §n, G, P), G, p) =0
2) F(Gn, 8(Gn, G, p)+6,G,p) = 36

B) F=(Pny G G, P) = 5 TOX §(Gn, G, P) < P < g(Gn, G, ) +0

As aresult the flow of K preserves Cvg,(s and on Cvg,(s isgiven by (g, pn, g, P) —
(Gn + %%, Pn G, ). Then ¢}(Cq5) N B(0,1) = @, since the projection of

(p}<(ég,5) on H does not intersect B(0,7). However now we cannot have
Y (@k) arbitrarily small because K has oscillation bounded from below by
0K _ 1

26. Indeed we must have ap, = 2 On a segment in the p, direction of

length 6. However we can assume y(¢k) < | K| < %6 +0 = %.

The general case is obtained as follows. We take a sequence g; such
that gx < f < g + % We can then displace égm hence C by a map with
Y(pr) < % This concludes our proof. U
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Let us now conclude the proof of the Proposition. According to Lemma
8.3 there is a ball B(0, ¢) such that V n B(0,¢) can be written as the graph
of fu,v over I C; (0, V) < H. By assumption C, (0, V) does not contain
H?, so according to Lemma where we replace B(0,1) by B(0,¢), we
have for any 6 > 0 a Hamiltonian map ¢ supported in B(0, ¢), such that
Y(p) <6 and ¢(V)N B(0,n) = @¢. This means that V is not y-coisotropic at
0. U

Remark 8.5. The proof actually shows that V is locally rigid in the sense
of Usher (see [Ush19]). So we have that y-coisotropic implies locally rigid
which implies cone-coisotropic.

8.2. A cone-coisotropic set that is not y-coisotropic. Let K, be the cen-
tral Cantor set of ratio a. In other words we set

F=[0aull-a,l]
F,=100,a’lulal-a),alull—a,1-a+d’lull-d>1]
andKa:ﬂka.

Proposition 8.6. For a < 272" the set X = Kfl” c R2" js cone-coisotropic
but noty-coisotropic.

Proof. We claim that C*(z, X) is not contained in any hyperplane. In-
deed for x € K = K, the cone C*(x, K) is never empty since any point in
K is a cluster point of K. In fact C™(x,K) is either R_,R; or R depend-
ing whether x is the limit of points of K less than x, the limit of points of
K greater than x or both, and C* (x, K) = R. Even though the paratingent
cone of a product does not necessarily contain the product of the paratin-
gent cones of the factors, in the present case C*(z, X) contains the rays
(0/~1 x C+(x]~,K) x {0"~J} where z = (x1,.., X25), and oF = (0,...,0) € R*.
Therefore C*(z, X) is not contained in any hyperplane and X is trivially
cone-coisotropic.

We now claim X is not y-coisotropic. Pick z € X and balls B(z,¢),
B(z,m), 0 <n < €. Let k big enough (to be made precise later). Since K
is contained in Fj which consists of 2K intervals of length ak, our X is
contained in a family .# of cubes of edge length a* with |.#| = 22", The
projection (g, p) — (g2,-..,qn, P1,--., Pn) Maps £ to a family .#' of cubes
of R>"~! (again these cubes have edge length a* and |.#'| = 2¢"~D¥) We
choose disjoints neighbourhoods U;, i € ./, of the cubes in .#’. For a
given iy € ', let Cj, j=1,...,N, be the cubes of .¥ contained in B(z,&) N
(R x Uj,), ordered according to the g; variable. Let N; be the maximal
index j such that C; meets B(z,n). We push all cubes C,...,Cy, to the
left (that is, decreasing their g; coordinates), close to Cj, in the space be-
tween B(z,¢€) and B(z,n) (if k is big enough), as follows. We move C, by
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a translation T, with direction —dy,, so that T>(C) is close to C;. Then
we move C3 by a similar translation T3, so that T3(Cs) is close to T>(Cy).
We go on until C,. We have thus accumulated at most 2% cubes of edge
length af near C,. Since a < 1/2, we have room to put all these cubes in
B(z,€)\ B(z,n) for k big enough.

Now the translation T; can be realized by a Hamiltonian function of the
form hj = h(p1)p;(q, p), where h' =1 and p; is a bump function vanish-
ing outside B(z,e)N(Rx U;)) and over CyU---UT;_1(Cj-1)UCj11U---UCn;
and equals to 1 over the path swept by C;. We have ||h;|| ~ a* and we ap-
ply the isotopy for a length of time less than € < 1. We have to do this
less than |.#| times. Since we chose a < 272", the composition of all these
isotopies has norm as small as required.

ch o o049 o oo o/ 0o/oo oo 00/on

FIGURE 4. Moving the cubes..

O

Remarks 8.7. (1) We can weaken the assumption a<22"to a< 1/4
at the expense of a more complicated proof.

(2) According to [AGHIV] where we prove that SS(Q(L)) = y—supp(L)
and [AHV22|, where we prove that the Birkhoff attractor is a y-
support, we may find a limit of constructibles sheaves such that
SS(F) = y—suppp(L) is an indecomposable continuum (i.e. a
compact connected set that cannot be the non-trivial union of
compact connected subsets).

Question 8.8. Find an example where the image of a smooth non-coiso-
tropic submanifold C by a symplectic homeomorphism, ¢, is such that
¢(C) is cone-coisotropic (but will not be y-coisotropic by [Vit22]).
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9. QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS

We gather in this section a number of questions that sprang up natu-
rally while writing this paper.

Question 9.1. What is the y¢-distance of kx and ky for two closed sets
X, Y.If X,Y donot have the same cohomology, the distance is infinite. So
we can focus on the case when Y = X, is an e-neighbourhood of X. When
is it true that y¢(kx, kx,) < Ce 2 Or when do we have yg —limky, = kx ?

For the next four questions we choose on N a real analytic structure.
We let D;.(N) be the category of limits of constructible sheaves consid-
ered in Appendix[B|

Question9.2. In Appendixwe describe the objects of D;.(R) with micro-
support contained in {7 = 0}. Is there a similar description in the general
case?

Question 9.3. Using Lemma and the proof of Lemma it is prob-
ably not hard to see that D; (V) is a triangulated category. If we have a
map f: N — M, can we find conditions so that Rf,(D;.(N)) € D;.(M),
[ De(M)) € Dyc(N)?

For example this is true for a map of the type f xidr: NxR— M xR,
if we consider the y,-distance, because R f, and f~! are Lipschitz for this
distance. In general f ~1 s not Lipschitz: take f: R — R2, x — (x,0), and
D; the closed disc with center (0, 1) and radius 1 —¢; then y¢(kp,, kp,) =
e but y4(f(kp,), f (kp,)) = +oo (here g(g, p) = |Ipll). Hence it is not
clear that f~1(D;.(M)) € D;.(N).

Question 9.4. Let Dg,,(N) be the subcategory of D(N) generated in the
triangulated sense by the k7, where U runs over the domains with smooth
boundary. It should not be difficult to prove that Dg,,,(N) < D;.(N) by
approximating domains with smooth boundary by domains with analytic
boundary. Is it true that, for any subanalytic open subset V of X and any
€ > 0, there exists a domain U with smooth boundary such that U c V
and K(f,g(kU) =~ ky, with U, open and V < U, ? In this case we can see
that D;.(N) coincides with the yg-closure of D ;,,(N), which would im-
ply that D;.(N) only depends on the smooth structure of N.

Question 9.5. Let D;,;(N) be the set of sheaves which are constructible
with respect to some (non-fixed !) triangulation of N. Do the y4-closures
of Dgom(N) and D;;(IN) coincide ? Are they equal to D;.(IN)?

We remind the reader of the following (see [KS18], theorem 2.11, and
[PS21], corollary 2.4.2)
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Proposition 9.6. We have for all 1-Lipschitz maps f : M — N the in-
equality
Yg(Rf(F),Rf(9)) <yg(F,9)

Question9.7. Can we give conditions on %,% (for example y¢(%,%) < 00)
such that the opposite inequality

Yo(F, 9 <C sup Yi(Rfs(F),Rf(D)
feLipi(X,R)

holds for some constant C?

Question9.8. Let f beacontinuous function on N. Then & ¢ = ky(x, ) f(x)<1}
is a sheaf on N x R, and Vichery (in [Vic13]) defined a subdifferential as

of = p(SS(FpniT =1} c T*N,

where p(x,t,¢,7) = (x,¢/7) is defined in Its intersection with T} N is
0f(x). On the other hand d f € £ (T* N), so we may ask whether

p(S§S(Fp)nit=1}) =0f =y —supp(df)
This leads to more general questions. First notice the following

Proposition 9.9. Thereis a functor Q: P(T*N) — D;(NxR) extending
the usual quantization from |Guil2; Vit19]. Moreover Q is an isometric
embedding from (£ (T*N),y) to (D;c(N xR),y;).

Proof. Let L, be a Cauchy sequence in Z(T*N). Then %, is a Cauchy
sequence in D;.(N x R). The map L — % is an isometric embedding
from the metric c to the (pseudo-) metric y;. As we saw in Proposition
where c is the metric defined on £(T*N) in [Vit22] by ¢(L;,L,) =
max{0, ¢4 (L1, L)} —min{0, c_(Ly, Ly)}. Since according to Proposition|B.8
the metric y; is a bona fide metric in D;.(N x R), limits are unique and
the limit of &7, is well-defined. O

Question 9.10. ﬁSet p(x,5;¢,17)=(x;¢/7). Given A € §(T*N), do we have
Y —supp(A) = p(SS°(Q(A))) ?

A positive answer would also imply a positive answer to Question
i.e. 0f =y —supp(df) by taking A, = d f,, for some sequence of differen-
tiable functions converging to f.

Question 9.11. Can one characterize the sheaves & such that there exists
an element SS(%) in Z(T*N) so that SS(F) = Y- supp(SS(F)) 2 In the
previous question we considered the & which are y-limits of sheaves
quantizing some exact Lagrangian.

SThis question is answered positively in [AGHIV]|
6This question is answered positively in [AGHIV]|
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Let us give an example of such a situation : let M, N be closed mani-
folds. For a map f € C*(M, N) set Ar be the correspondence in T*M x
T* N defined by

Ap={,po,yp) |y =fx),pyodf(x)=—py}

Now let f;, be a sequence of smooth maps C’-converging to f € C°(M, N).
For & € D?(M) the sequence (R(f,)+%)n=1 Y-converges to Rf.(F) and
SS(R(fn)+F) © Ay, 0 SS(ZF). Thus SS(R(f,)+F) ) should y-converge to a
subset of A roSS(). Of course since f is only Cc% A ris not defined as a
set, but it is well defined in :?(T*Nx T* M), hence AfoSS(F) € ,‘?(T*N).
Thus we expect §3(Rf* (F)) = ApoSS(F) and SS(Rf.F) cy —supp(Afo
SS(F)).

Question 9.12. Let &, be a sequence in D(N) yg-converging to F,. We
set A, = SS(&,) and we assume that A, Hausdorff converges to Ao.
We know that SS(%4) © As but when is it true that Ayg = SS(Fo)?
We can prove it if Ay is a smooth Lagrangian or more generally mini-
mally y-coisotropic. Indeed Proposition shows that S§(F ) © Axo
and the involutivity of the singular support gives the equality (by an ar-
gument similar to the one in the proof of Proposition [9.13). Assuming
N = M xR and the &, are quantizations of exact Lagrangian, Proposition
shows that this still hold when A, is the conification of some ¢(L)
for Ly smooth Lagrangian, ¢ a symplectic homeomorphism.

Note however that the answer cannot be positive in general: Let f(x)
be a smooth bounded function on R, such that max f' = 1, min f’' = —1.
Let fu(x) = f(nx)/n and ¥, = ky>f,(x)- Then &, converges to F, =
krx[0,00[ but SS(Z,) converges to a set A, bigger than SS(%). In fact
A is the cone over a “cross” C in T*R with C = 0g U ({0} x [-1,1]).

Proposition 9.13. Let L = ¢(Ly) where Ly is smooth Lagrangian and ¢ €
Hy (M, w) = DHam(M,w) n Homeo(M). Then any closed proper subset of
L is noty-coisotropic.

Proof. Let L' ¢ L. Since being y-coisotropic is invariant by m‘t(M ,0)N
Homeo(M) itis enough to prove the Proposition for Ly i.e. in the smooth
case. Now there is a ball B(z, r) in L such that B(z,r) N L' = {z'}. Moreover
we may choose r to be arbitrarily small. Let us consider a flow on L such
that p’(B(z,r) € B(Z/,r). In a chart containing B(z,2r) we may assume
that p’ is a translation. Then p! (L) n B(Z/,r) = @. Since if X; is the vector
field generating p’, the Hamiltonian written in action-angle coordinates
(i.e. Lis given locally by p = 0) can be chosen of the form y(Ipl){p, X;(x))
for some bump function y, and this can be made arbitrarily small. As a
result, L' is not Y-coisotropic.
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p(L) 2

)

FIGURE 5. Proof of Proposition|9.13

O

Question9.14. Let V be y-coisotropic of dimension 7. Then for z € V and
€ small enough we have V' \ B(z, ¢) is not coisotropic.

APPENDIX A. PERSISTENCE MODULES AND BARCODES

For this section we refer also to [Zha20]

We have already noticed after Definition that the spectral invari-
ants of Ly, L, € £(T*N) are encoded in the sheaf over R given by /# =
Rt. Afom*(ZF,4)), where t: N x R— R is the projection, because of the
isomorphism

R Ny (N x B ZLom™ (F,, F1,)) = RT3 (R; A)

We recall that /£ belongs to the category D;>o(R) of sheaves with singular
supportin {7 = 0}.

We remark that D;>¢(R) contains the derived category of persistence
modules, where by a persistence module, we mean a constructible sheaf
on (R, <). We refer to [Bar94; |Cha+09; ELZ02; KS18; [ZC05| for the theory
and applications. Such a persistence module is uniquely defined by the
finite-dimensional vector spaces V; = % (] — oo, t[) and the linear maps
rs:: Vi — V; defined for s < £, such that

(1) fors<t<uwehaver, orsg;=rsu,

(2) lims¢ V; = V; where the limit is that of the directed system given

by the rg ¢,

(3) i =1d.
It is a well-known result that persistence modules have a decomposition
as sum of barcodes : this is Gabriel’s theorem ([Gab72] on quivers in the
finite case and Crawley-Boevey’s theorem (|Cral5]) in the locally finite
case. More precisely, using Gabriel’s theorem and the fact that any com-
plex of objects in an Abelian category of homological dimension 1 is the
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sum of its cohomology, we find: any & € D;>o(R) which is constructible
for a finite stratification can be written & = @ je.s kiq;,p;([— 7], Where .¥
is a finite family, and this decomposition is unique up to isomorphism.
(The hypothesis that the singular supportis in {7 = 0} is useless here.) We
remark that the stratification consists only of a finite set of points in R and
the connected components of its complement, where & is constant. This
finite set is thus the projection to R of SS*(%). If L € £(T* N) is generic
in the sense that L meets Oy transversely, then Rt.(%}) is of the above
type, where the stratification is given by the set of actions of the points in
LNnOy.

In [KS18] it is explained how to go from the case of a finite stratification
to the case of alocally finite one (then .# is at most countable). By [Cral5]
the same result holds in fact (at least in D;>o(R)) under the more gen-
eral hypothesis that % is finite dimensional for all x € R. However the
sheaves we encounter in this paper are not necessarily of this type: if f is
the function f(x) = x%sin(1/x) and & = Rt, (k(z=f0y), then & is infinite
dimensional. But, by a small perturbation of L, we see that all sheaves
of the form Rt, (&) are in the closure of the set of constructible sheaves.
Using Corollary[B.12)we deduce:

PropositionA.1. Let Ly, L, € Z(T* N). Then there exists an at most count-
able family .# (which is finite in the case of transverse intersection) such
that

(Rt)« (AHom™ (FL,, FL,)) = GB kia;,b;1l—njl,

JjeS
where for each j € ¥ we have aj € Ru{—oo}, bj € R, nj € Z. Moreover
there is a unique j_ such that aj. = —oo and nj_ = —1 and then bj_ =

c-(Ly, Lp) and a unique j, such that aj, = +oco and nj, = n—1 and then
bj+ =c,(Ly,Ly).

More generally, with the notations of the proposition we let .#,, be
the set of j such that a; = —oo. Then H;((Rt)*(%om*(gh,gﬁz))) =
@Djecs, kl-n;l, for fp < 0, and we deduce that the spectral invariants
c(a, Ly, L) are the b;’s with j € 7.

Note that the filtered Floer cohomology, FH*(L;, Ly; —oo, t) defines a
persistence module equal to the one obtained from #om™* (%1,,%1,) as
follows from Theorem[5.2

It will be useful to remind the reader that

Lemma A.2 (see [KS18], (1.10)).
k for asc<b<d,
RHom (kg b, kjc,ap) =4 k[-11  for c<a<d<b,
0 otherwise.
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Proof. Theformula k. 4; = R#Zom(k, 4}, kr) and the adjunction between
® and R/2om give RHom (k{4 p[, kic,q) = RHom(ky, kg), where I = [a, b[N
lc,d]. If I is half closed or empty, the result is 0. The two other cases
correspond to I open or I closed. U

APPENDIX B. DECOMPOSITION IN THE COMPLETION OF D;.(R)

B.1. Limits of constructible sheaves. We assume in this section that the
yg-distance on Dg=((N) is given by a real analytic function g: T*N \
0n — R. We recall that we work with coefficients in a field k. We denote
by D.(N) the subcategory of D(IN) of constructible sheaves, that is, the
sheaves & for which there exists a locally finite subanalytic stratification
of N such that the restriction of & to each stratum is locally constant of
finite rank (see [KS90, Chap. VIII]). We let D;.(N) be the set of objects
which are limits of objects in D:(N) N Dg>o(N) with respect to the yg-
topology. Since g is analytic, ¢ = ¢ is also analytic and K, € D¢(N?).
Hence KJ,(—) preserves D.(N) N Dg=o(N). A sheaf & belongs to D;:(N)
if and only if, for any & > 0, there exists &' € D.(N) N Dg¢>o(N) and mor-
phisms K, ¢(#) - F' — F — K((F') — K, (F)) whose compositions are
the morphisms 7 (notice that K(f) (&) itself belongs to D(N)).

Our aim in this section is to prove that the distance y, is non degener-
ate on D;.(N). For #,%9 € D;:(N) with y¢(&,%9) = 0 we will prove the ex-
istence of an isomorphism between . and ¥ as follows: we first see that
Hom(%,¥) is almost linn Hom(&% ,qu)/ "(¥4)) and then we use the mor-

phisms in Hom(%, K(},/ "(¢9)) whose existence follows from the condition
Y¢(F,9) = 0. Actually we will prove

Hom(#,%) = limHom(Z|y,, K" (9)lu,)
n
where U, is an increasing family of open subsets with compact closures.
The reason for introducing these U,’s is that this enables us to check
the Mittag-Leffler criterion by approximating & and ¥ by constructible
sheaves. We often write Hom(% |y, ¥|y) for Hompy) (% |y, ¥4|y) when
the working category (here D(U)) is understood. We will also use the iso-
morphisms, for #,% € D(N) and U < N open,

Hom(%,¥) ~ H'RHom(%,¥), Hom(Z%|y,¥4|y) =~ Hom(%y,¥9),

where %y =% ® ky.
When cutting by the open sets U, we need to compare K;(Fy) and
K (Z). This is the object of the next lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let V c U be open subsets of N such that V is compact and
V c U. There exists ay > 0 such that, for any a € [—ay, ap] and % € D(N),



42 STEPHANE GUILLERMOU AND CLAUDE VITERBO

the morphisms
(Ky(FV)y — Ky (Fv), (Kp(F)v — (Ky (P,

are isomorphisms.

Proof. Set V= U0<b<a w(pp(m™ L(V))), where z: T* N\Oy — N is the pro-
jection. Since Vis compact, there exists ay > 0 such that Vao cU.

Let ¥ € D(N x [—ay,0]) be the sheaf obtained from %y by applying the
whole isotopy, that is, G|y« = Ky, (Fv). Since SS(Fy) c n “L(V), we
have SS(¥¢) c T*Vao x T*[—ayp, 0] outside the zero-section. Hence, for any
X€ N\I_/ao, 4 is locally constant near x x [-ag, 0], hence 0 near x x [—ay, 0]
since (9) x,0) = 0. It follows that the support of Kj(Fv) is contained in U
and this gives the first isomorphism.

We also see that the support of Kj(Fn\y) avoids V, which gives the
second isomorphism. 0

Lemma B.2. Let %,¥4 € Dic(N), let € > 0 and let V c U be two open

subsets of N. We assume that V is compact and V < U. Then the mor-
phism Homp) (F |y, 9|y) — Hompw) (F v, K; (D)lv) induced by 7¢,¢(9)
and the restriction from U to V has finite dimensional image.

Proof. Werecall that Homp ) (¥ |y, %|y) = Hompn) (Fy,9) and our mor-
phism is given by composing with #y — %y and 7¢ . (¥4). For 0 <n < e we

have Hom(f/TV,K;(Cﬁ)) = Hom(]((;”(gv),](;‘”(cg)), We choose a suban-

alytic open subset W such that W is compact and V. < W ¢ W < U. By

LemmaB.1]and the commutative diagram

T_n,0(FV)

(K, (Fv)w K, (Fv) Fv
(K, F)w R Fw

. _ T_n0(Fv)
the composition K(p" (Fy) —2

- (T-n,0(F))
(K, (FDw ———
there exist constructible sheaves %', ¢' and morphisms K, "L
F, 4L g 2 5)—"(‘5) such that uy o uy = T7_p o (F), V20 V1 = Toe—p(9).

Fy — Fw isfactorized as K, "Fy) —

Fw, for n small enough. Since %,% € D;.(N),

;U2
—
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We sum up these morphisms in the diagram

K(;n (gv) ﬁ- (K(;n(g))w g{/v — gW gU ......... a ........ > (Eg
— _ |
-------------- > g/
Y el l

K@)

We deduce that the morphism of the lemma, which we have rewritten as
Hom(Fy,¥4) — Hom(K,"(Fv), K, (4)) = Hom(Fv, K, (4))

and corresponds to a — Y in the diagram, factorizes asa — fand f—y
through Hom(%/,,,%¥") which is finite dimensional. O

We choose an increasing family of open subsets Uy, n €N, of N such
that N = Uyen Un, each Uy, is compact and Uy, € Uj,41. For &#,%9 € D;.(N)
we set

An(F,4) = Hom(ZFy,, K,'"(4))
The morphisms 71/,,1/(n-1)(94): K'"(94) — K(,l,/(n_l) (¢¥) and Fy,_, — Fy,

induce a,: A, (F,9) — Ap-1(F,%9). Lemma B.2)implies that the projec-
tive system (A, (F,%9), a,), satisfies the Mittag-Leffler criterion.

By Lemmawe have an isomorphism f: hocolim K, Ung) = .
The morphisms f;,_;: qu“("_l) (ZFu,_,) — K(;””(gl"un) give a similar in-
jective system (K, 1/ "(%u,), fu)n and the morphisms K, 1/ "Fuy,) - F
yield

f': hocolimK,''"*(Fy,) —» F

which is also an isomorphism: indeed this can be checked locally and we
can restrict to a relatively compact open subset V; for n big enough we
have (K(;l/”(g)) ly = (K(;””(gun)) |y by Lemma and f' coincides with
f. Applying RHom(—, %) we obtain

(B.1) RHom(#,%) = holim, RHom(%y,, qu,/”(fg))

We can deduce H: RHom(%,%) = lim H'RHom(Zy,, K,,/" (&) using the
Mittag-Leffler criterion. Since this criterion is not often stated in the
framework of homotopy limits, we recall it in the next lemma (which is
a variation on the usual Mittag-Leffler condition; see for example [KS90,
Prop. 1.12.4]). Here Ab denotes the category of Abelian groups and D(Ab)
its derived category.
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Lemma B.3. Let (A, ay), an: An — Au—1, be a projective system in D(ADb)
and defineholim,, A, by the distinguished triangleholim, A, — [],, An LA
11, Ax R where a =id—-1],, a,,. We assume that H'A, satisﬁes the Mitlfag-
Leffler criterion, for some i, that is, for each n the image of H' A, — H' Ap,
stabilizes when m — oco. Then H'*!(holim,, A,,) = lim H*1lA,.

Proof. In Ab the product [] is exact, hence H  and ] commute and we

have along exact sequence [, H A, Ha, 1, H' A, — H"*'(holim, A,) —
[, H A, — 1, H*' A,.. Hence the statement is equivalent to the sur-
jectivity of H!@. We write for short B, = H'A,, b, = H'a, and B =
im(B,, — By) for m > n. We let b7, b, be the maps induced by b, on
B}, B,/ B;°. We have H {q =id -] b, and the commutative diagram

0 [1B;° [1Bx [1B,/B;> —0
Lid—]‘[ b lid—]‘[bn lid—]‘[i)n
0 [1BY 11Bsn [1B./ByY 0

We see that id — [] b5y is surjective because the b$’’s are surjective. Let
us write ¢t =[] l_on. By the Mittag-Leffler criterion, for each n, there exists
m = n such that by, 11 0 by 20---0 by, is the zero map. It follows that ¢/ =

P t' is well-defined. Hence id — ¢ is an isomorphism, with inverse t'.
We deduce that id - [] b,, is also surjective, as required. O

We apply this result to the homotopy limit in (B.I). By Lemma |B.2
the maps H' RHom(§Un+l,K(},/(”+l)(£§)) — H RHom(?Un,K(},/”((ﬁ)) have
finite dimensional image (recall that H "RHom(X, Y) =~ Hom(X, Y[i]) in

any derived category). Hence we can indeed apply Lemma and we
obtain

Lemma B.4. Let #,%9 € D;.(N) and let U, n € N, be a sequence of open
subsets as above. We have a natural isomorphism

Hom(%,%) = limHom(%y,, K" ()

n
We recall that A,,(F,%) = Hom(Zy,, K(},/”(Cﬁ)). We set
B, (%,%) =Im(Hom(%F,¥9) — Ay(F,¥9))

which is a finite dimensional vector subspace of A, (¥,%) by Lemma|B.2
For u € Hom(%,%), we denote its image in B, (%,¥) by

(ul, € By(F,9)

Themap a,: A, (F,9) — Ay-1(F,9) induces b,,: B, (%,9) — B,-1(F,9).
Since A, (Z,%9) satisfies Mittag-Leffler, the images of the maps A, (%#,%) —
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An(F,9), for a given n and r = n, stabilize when r — oo; hence there ex-
ists r(n) such that

(B.2) Bu(F,9) =Im(Ar(n) (F,9) — An(F,9))

LemmaB.5. For %,%, 7 € D;.(N) the composition induces a well-defined
map, for any n,

on: Bn(F,9) x By(9, /) — Bn(F, H)

(W, 0) — Doy ti:=[vouly,

where u,v in Hom(%,9), Hom(¥Y, /) satisfy (ul, = u, [v], = 0. This
turns B, (%,%) into an algebra which is a finite dimensional quotient of
Hom(%#,%) and whose unit is 179,1/,(F) (assuming & # 0 and n is big
enough so that 1o1/,(¥) # 0 — see Lemma . This also turns B,,(%,%)
into a finite dimensional quotient of Hom(%,%9) which is a left B, (¥, %) -
module and right B,,(%¢,%)-module.

Proof. 1tis enough to see that if [u],, =0 or [v],, =0, then [vou], = 0. This
follows from the commutative diagram (displayed twice for readability)

! !

u v

Fu, Yu,
I
Toun(‘g)l To1/n(d"f’)
o ORI
where w = [vo u],. O

LemmaB.6. Let#,%9 € D;.(N) besuchthatyg¢(¥,%9) =0. Welet B, (¥, %)
be the subset of invertible elements in B,(%,%). We also define

Cn= {(u; V) € Bp(F,9)xBy(9,F); voyu=10,1/n(F), uoyv = TO,l/n((g)}

Then

(1) for any n the set C,, is non empty,
(2) for any n and any (u, v) € C,, the maps

au,v:B;(g,g)_’Cn» ﬁu,vzcn_’B;(g»g),
a— (uo,a,a ‘o, v) W, v)— vo, u

are mutually inverse bijections,
(3) for m = n the natural map C,, — C,, is surjective.
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Proof. Let r(n) be as in and define s(n) in the same way, with
Z and ¢ switched. We choose m = max{r(n),s(n)}. Since y¢(F,¥) =
0, we can find u;: & — K(},/Z’"((g) and v;: ¥ — K(},’Z’”(g) such that u; o
Kt},’zm(vl) and v, OK(},/Zm(ul) are the morphisms 7. We let u, € Ay, (F,9)
be the composition of &y, — & and u; and we let u be the image of uy
in A,(#,%9). Then u belongs to B,,(%,%). We define v in the same way.
Since vy ouy = 719,1/m(F) we have vo, u = 7¢,1/,(%). Similarly uo, v =
T0,1/n(¥). Hence (u, v) € Cy,.

We first remark that 8, , (¢, v') belongs to B,; (¥#,%): indeed the in-
verse of vo, u' is v’ o, u. Now we compute S, ,(ay (@) = vo,uo,a=a
and @y, (Bu,v (W', V")) = (uop vo, u',v' 0 uo, v) = (W, V).

We pick (u, v) € C,, and let (i1, 7) be its image by the natural map C,, —
Cy. We obtain a commutative diagram

BX(F, F) —% Cp

|l

BX(ZF,F) % ¢,

where the horizontal maps are bijections. The map B,,, (%, %) — B, (%, %)
is surjective by definition. Hence the map g is surjective by Lemma [B.7]
and the result follows. U

LemmaB.7. Let A, B be finite dimensional algebras over k and let f: A —
B be a surjective algebra morphism. Then the map induced on the sets of
invertible elements f*: A* — B* is also surjective.

Proof. We pick x € A and assume that f(x) is invertible. We have to prove
that there exists z € ker(f) such that x + z is invertible. We let A’ = (x) be
the subalgebra of A generated by x and define similarly B’ = (f(x)). The
maps u: k[X] — A, X — x, and f o u identify A’ and B’ with quotients
of k[X]. Since k[X] is principal, we can write A’ = k[X]/(PQ), with x =
[ X1, and B’ = k[X]/(Q), with f(x) = [X]p'.

Since f(x) is invertible in B, it is not a zero divisor and we have X 1 Q.
Let us write P = X" P’ with X t P'. We set R = X + P'Q. Then f([R]y) =
f(x). We claim that [R] 4 is invertible, which concludes the proof. We
have to check that (R, PQ) = k[X]. Let D be a generator of (R, PQ). Then
D| X"R-PQ = X"*!, Either X | D, but then X | R and finally X | P'Q
which is false, or D € k™ and we are done. O

Proposition B.8. We recall that we take coefficients in a field. Let &,9 be
elements in D;.(N). Assume that thaty¢(¥#,%9) =0. Then & = 4.
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Question B.9. Is the Proposition true if we replace the field by Z or a more
general ring ?

Proof. If # =0, then y4(0,%) = 0 and we obtain ¢ = 0 by Lemma We
assume & # 0, hence 7¢,1/,(&) # 0 for n big enough. We use the nota-
tion C, of Lemma B.6| By this lemma the inductive system --- — C, —
C,-1 — --- is made of surjective maps between non empty sets for n > 0.
Hence its limit is non empty and we deduce a pair (¢, v) € Hom(%,¥9) x
Hom(%#,%9) such that ([ul,, [v],) € Cy, for all n, thatis, [voul, =791/, (F)
and [uov], = 79,1/n(¥). Let € be the cone of u. We want to prove that
% = 0. This can be done locally and we can restrict to some open subset
V with compact closure. For any n big enough so that V c U,, we have the
following morphism of triangles given by the morphisms 7¢,1,,(-) (recall
that we work on V, so &y, = &, 9y, = 9):

u

F 9 € F 1]

| =] |

1/ 1/ 1/ 1/
K3/"(F) —= K3/"(9) —= K}/™(€) — K}/ ()11,

where both maps 7¢1,,(%) and 7¢,1/,(¥) factorize through [v],. Using
the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.8} (1) we can deduce that
To,2/n(€) = 0. Hence y¢(0,€) < 2/n, for any n. Thus the cone of u van-
ishes and u is an isomorphism. U

B.2. Decomposition in D;.(R). Let Mod(R) be the category of sheaves of
k-vector spaces on R. We consider it as usual as the full subcategory of
D(R) of complexes concentrated in degree 0. A sheaf % € Mod(R) which
is constructible with respect to a finite stratification of R is described by
a quiver representation of type A,. Hence Gabriel theorem implies that
& is decomposed as & = @ s k; where .# is a finite family of intervals.
In this section we extend this result to y-limits of constructible sheaves
under the assumption that the microsupport is contained in {7 = 0}.

Let Int™* be the set of intervals of the form [a, b[, a € R, b € RU {+00}.
We endow Int* with the order
(B.3) la,b[<[d’,b'[ ifandonlyif a<ad andb<b
By LemmalA.2} for I, I' € Int* we have Hom(ky, ky) = k canonically if and
onlyif InI’' # @ and I < I and in this case we denote by e}’ its generator.
Otherwise Hom(ky, k;/) = 0 and we set e}, =0. For I < I' < I" we have
ell oel' = el'. For two finite families .#, ' < Int* and 4 = @ ez kr,

I/
9’ = @ /ey kj, we obtain a natural morphism

E= Eﬁl : Mat;, (' x #) — Hom(¥,9"), (ar)regires— ), al’,le?’
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where Mat;; denotes the space of lower triangular matrices (ay ; # 0 im-
plies I < I'). The map E is surjective and, for three families .#, .¢', #", we
have EZ, (B) o E% (A) = EZ (BA).

Lemma B.10. Let .#, #'  Int™ be two finite families and 4 = @c. s ki,
9 = @jeg ky. Lete >0 be given and let u: ¢ — 4, v: 4" — T,.(94) be
such thatvou=1y.(9). We assume that each I € ¥ is of length > €. Then
there exist an isomorphism ¢: 4" = 4’ and an injective map o: . —
F'" such that I < a(I) for all I € # (for the order < defined in (B.3)) and
pou: 4 —4 isthe sum of the natural morphisms k; — kg (1.

Proof. We set #" = {T.(I); I € #}. In view of the discussion after
we can find lower triangular matrices A € Mat;;(.#' x .#), B € Mat; (%" x
#') representing u, v. Then BA € Mat;,(#" x .#) is lower triangular. We
identify .# and .#” through T, and we claim that BA € Mat;;(.# x %) is
still lower triangular. We take I3, I, € . and assume that 0 # (BA), 1, =
> je.9' Br.p),7 A1, 1,- There exists J such that By, (1,7, A1, # 0, hence I, <
J < T.(I;). If we assume moreover that I, £ I; we musthave T.(I1)Nl # @
because I; and I, are of length > ¢. Hence eIT;Ul) # 0 and we deduce that
the decomposition of v o u on the basis of the non zero e{u ’s has a non
zero coefficient on elj;s(h). Since vou = 7¢(%) this means that I; = D,
contradicting I» £ I. Hence I, < I, as claimed.

Finally B A is lower triangular (in Mat;;(.# x .#)) and has entries 1 along
the diagonal since it represents 7 (%). Hence BA is invertible. In partic-
ular |.¢| < |.#'|, Ahas rank |.#|, we can decompose .#' as .¢' = .# L1.# and
find an invertible matrix A’ € Mat;,(.#' x .#') such that the block . x . in
A’ Ais the identity matrix. Now we let ¢ be the map given by the partition
' = ¢ u#] and ¢ be the morphism induced by A’. O

Proposition B.11. Let. % € Mod(R) such that SS(F) c {(t;1) € T*R; T = 0}.
We assume that & is a y.-limit of constructible (for finite stratifications)
sheaves &,, € Mod(R) such that SS(F,) c {(t;1) € T*R; T = 0}. Then there
exists an at most countable set of intervals . such that F = @c 5 kj.

We notice that the singular support hypothesis in the proposition im-
plies that our intervals are of the type [a, b|, [a,oo[ or ]—o0, bI.

Proof. (i) Up to taking a subsequence we can assume y;(%,%,) < &, =
27", For each n there exists a finite family .#, < Int* such that &, :=
@1e.s, k1. By Proposition(6.25{we can assume, up to translating &, by less
than €,, that there exist compatible morphisms f,: &%, — %,+1 and that
hocolim%¥, = Z. Since &, € Mod(R), we have hocolim &, = lim .
We can also assume (maybe changing ¢, by 4¢,) that there exist mor-
phisms g, : F,11 — T, +(F,) such that g, 0 f, =70, (Fn).
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(ii) It remains to check thatlim &, is decomposed. For this we modify the
fn's using Lemma(B.10[ We Tet Fn < Iy be the set of intervals of length >
2¢, and we set 9,1 =D A k. We first put the f;,’s in “dlagonal form”, fn
(see the diagram (B.4)). Lemma [B.10|applied with fy| 7" Fo — F gives
an injective map o0¢: % — % and an isomorphism ¢, : &%; = % such
that ¢, o fol 3 has a “diagonal form” (that is, it is the sum of the natural
morphisms k;r — kg, (1)). We set ﬁ) =10 foand f| = fiop]'. Nowwe apply
the lemma with f{| 7,1 F1— Frand obtain ¢p: F, = Frand 01: S —
. We set fi = ¢ o fi and f, = fo0¢,'. We go on inductively and end
up with a sequence of 1n]ect1ve maps 0n: FIn = In+l and morphisms
fn F, — F,+1 such that fn restricted to J'n has a “diagonal form”.

Fo ki, — @ req ki, =—— Fo

Jo \ fo fo
_ ¢

1
kll @11&71 kh ~ 91

(B.4) I \ Z fi
¢2
= ki, — @nes ki, —— F

fo \ 2 i)
A/S_

¢3
kiy — @Oreg ki, — &3

N

(iii) With our definition of _#;, we have moreover o ,(_#,) c fn+1 Indeed,
modifying g, as g, = T¢, «(pn) © gn 0<pn+1, we see that g, 0 fn =To.e,(Fn).
It follows that, for any [a, b[ € _¢, and [a’,b'[ = 0,([a, b]), we must have
a<d <a+e,andb<b <b+¢,.Henceb —a' =b-a—-¢,=2¢e,—¢€, =
2€ 5,41, which shows that [a ble jnﬂ

We can then define fn = fnl 7, . Fp — Fn1 and fn has a “diagonal
form” with respect to the inclusion Onlg,: In— Fn+1. Foragiven I €
Fnwe write opoog_y0o---00,(I) = [ag, bi[; the sequences (ay), (by) are
non decreasing and have limits, say oo, boo. Then im kg, p,[ = Kjay, bool-
We set I, = [doo, bol. We let _# be the increasing union of the _#,’s.
Then each element of _# corresponds to an interval I, as above and we
have proved hi)nf@/n =~ EBIOOEJ ki . By Lemma 1{the maps gk — llmﬂ
and &y — lim %, have cones which go to 0 when k — oo. It follows by
Lemma that the natural map h_n)lgn — lim %, has a cone which is
arbitrarily close to 0, hence it is an isomorphism. O
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Corollary B.12. We recall that k is a field. Let & € D;.(R) N D;>o(R) be
a limit of constructible (for finite stratifications) objects of D;>o(R). Then
there exists an at most countable set of intervals % and integersdy, [ € &,
such that & = @ ¢y krld;].

Proof. As in the case of constructible sheaves the result follows from Pro-
position [B.11]and a decomposition of a complex as sum of its cohomol-
ogy. However we didn’t prove that limits of constructible sheaves have no
Ext? so we have to be careful to decompose the cohomology before we
take the limit, as follows.

There exists a sequence of constructible objects &, € D;>¢(R) which
Y-converges to %. Since Ext?(¥4,%9') = 0 for any two constructible ¢,%’ €
Mod(R), we have %, =~ @;., H %, [—i] (see [KS06, Cor. 13.1.20] for exam-
ple).

In D;>0(R) we have Kq‘f(—) = T,+« (=), where T, is as usual the trans-
lation by a, and this functor commutes with the cohomology, that is,
H (T34(9)) = Ty (H (99)). It follows that y, (H'9¢, H'9') < y,(4,%9"), for
any 9,9’ € D;>(R). Hence H'%, y,-converges to H' %.

It follows that &, =~ @; H'%,[-i] y,-converges to @; H'Z[-i]. By
uniqueness of the limit (Proposition we have # ~@; H i Z[-i]. Now
the result follows from Proposition|(B.11 U

APPENDIX C. COMPARING DIFFERENT INTERLEAVING METRICS ON
D(N xR).

To prove Theorem 1.2/ we have used the distance y; on sheaves over
N x R and the fact that its restriction to sheaves associated with Hamil-
tonian maps coincides with the spectral distance (see Proposition [6.14).
We can also consider the distance yg on sheaves, where g is some Rie-
mannian metric on N. For the sake of completeness we describe the dis-
tance y, from the point of view of spectral distance and we prove that
the distances y; and y induce equivalent topologies (when restricted to
sheaves associated with Hamiltonian maps).

In the following we let H: T* N — R be a function which coincides with
(g, p) — lIpllg outside a compact neighbourhood of Oy and ¢ = ¢y de-
notes its Hamiltonian flow. We will use spectral invariants and sheaves
for ¢° but in §4] and §5| we only defined them for compactly supported
isotopies. However we can extend them to a positive Hamiltonian H as
follows. Let H, be a truncation of H to the disc bundle of T* N of radius
r, so that H, is an increasing sequence of Hamiltonians converging to
H. Then the homogeneous lift of s — ¢ oy to T*(N x R) \ Onxgr
is a non negative Hamiltonian isotopy. Hence we have a natural map
Hid — ‘lftp;f oj,f(p;{ , or equivalently, Hps — Hyps . We define A&,

r r+l

Hr (pHr+1
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as the homotopy colimit of this inductive system (say r runs over the in-
tegers). In the same way c, (¢, *v) is a decreasing sequence, and we say
that ¢, (¢ *y) = 0if lim, ¢, (¢, *y) = 0. We shall prove that the sequence
is in fact stationary, so this means c. (¢, *y) = 0 for r large enough.

Now Lemma extends as follows: there exist morphisms £, —
Hps — Hy2soy if and only if c_(¢*y) = 0 and c_(pSw™1) = 0. Using
Corollary[6.10|we obtain

Lemma C.1. If c_(¢’w) = 0 and c_(¢*y™!) = 0, the composition of the
map of the map Ky — Kyps and Kys — Koy coincides with the
canonical map Ky — K sy

Now we may define the distance Y8 on Ham(7* N) as follows
Definition C.2. We set
cE(yp) =—inf{s=0]| c_(p°y) =0}
and
4 PN - roput) N - _
@) =-cEly ) =inf{s=0|c (¢ *y) =0}
Finally we set
Yo = S @) —cEw)
Proposition C.3. We have

(1) The functiony$ defines a metric by y8 (y1,w2) =y8 (W19, ).
(2) The topologies defined by y8 andy coincide.

Proof. (1) Apply section 3 of [PS21] to the Kernels .#,s (or the symplectic
flow ¢°).

(2) We shall first prove that c, (y) < Cyc$ () and y (i) < Cyy8 (w) for all
v such that supp(y) c K. We consider c, (¢ *y) and remember that ¢°*
is generated by a positive homogeneous Hamiltonian H. By a classical
argument (see e.g. [Vit92], lemma 4.7 p. 699) the map s — c; (¢ *y) is
piecewise C! and where it is C! we have

4 (o) = —-K;(2)
dSC+<P Vjs=sg = ~Ksl(2

where K; is the Hamiltonian associated to the map ¢~y and z is some
fixed point of ¢ ~*y having non-negative action. Indeed, if S; is a Gener-
ating function Quadratic at infinity for ¢~y we know that c, (¢ *v) isa
critical value of S and is non-negative. It thus corresponds to fixed points
of ¢~ with non-negative action and its derivative is %S s(&2) where &,
corresponds to z, one of the fixed points such that S;(¢;) = c; (@ ).

In our case, if z is outside the support of y, the fixed point is a fixed
point of ¢ ~* and these have action 0 since H is 1-homogeneous (as on an
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orbit pg—-H(q,p) = p%—g — H(q,p) =0). So we only need to estimate H
in the support of ¥ and we set W to be a neighbourhood of this support.
Then if Cy = sup{H(x, p) | (x, p) € W} we have

d )
e (@ "YP)is=50 2 —Cw
so that

cr (@) —cy (@) 2 —Cys
and if ¢} (¢~ *y) = 0 we have

Cws=zce(y)
hence
c: () < Cyc8(y)
Applying the same to 1, we get

y() < Cwy$ (y)

Note that we also proved that y (¢, *v) is stationary for r such that B(0, r)
contains the support of y.
Conversely, let us write ¢° = ¢; on} where ¢} (resp. n}) is the flow of
fr(H) (resp. (1 — f;)(H)) where f; is a function given by
(1) fr()=tfort=2r
2) fr:%for t<r
(3) frisnon-decreasing
Note that the flows {3,773 are autonomous, commute, and f; (H) is bounded
from below by %r and 7} is supported in a ball of radius K - r.
Then

3
C+ ((P_SU/) =C4 (f_sﬂ;SW) <c, (n;sw) — ?rs

as long as ¢, (¢~ *y) > 0 so we have
3r N
?cf(w) <c (n’y) < ak?-r*+ c+(y)

As aresultif ¢, (y ;) converges to zero, let rj = /¢, (yj) . Then

2 c+(yj)) 2
cf(wj) <—|nK-rj+ Y )s—(nK+ Dy/e+(yj)
3 Iy 3
and we deduce that lim Sy j)=0. U
Remark C.4. (1) We do not know if the metrics y and y$ are equiva-

lent, only that they define the same topology.
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I

|

FIGURE 6. The function f;

(2) Here is an analogy for the difference between y and y§. Consider
the following norm on C)(X,R) : we first define

m}gx(g) = inf{s > 0| max(g - sf) <0}

and

Infin(g) —mj?,x(—g) =inf{s >0 | min(g + sf) = 0}

Then we set || gl f = maxf(g) —ming(g). Provided

0 < inf f(x) <sup f(x) < 400
xeX xeX

itis obvious that || ¢ || r and | « || are equivalent.

APPENDIX D. LOCAL FLOER COHOMOLOGY

Our goal is to prove the following statement, which was used in Sub-
section[5.2]

Let ¢ be a Hamiltonian map generated by a Hamiltonian supported
in a sufficiently small Darboux chart, V. Since I'(¢) coincides with the
diagonal, I'(Id) outside W = V x V, we can consider two types of spectral
numbers.

Consider ¢! as a compact supported Hamiltonian isotopy defined on
R?" and denote by @’ this isotopy. Let S(q, P.¢) be a Generating Func-
tion Quadratic at Infinity for I'(¢) that we compactify as a Lagrangian in
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T*S?". In the sequel we will shorten Generating Function Quadratic at
Infinity to G.EQ.I. and refer to [Vit92] for their properties.

Let S: Ay x R¥ — R be a G.EQ.L for I'(¢) over Ay;. Then we want to
prove that

c(lgen, S) = c(14,S)

Since by [Vit95] c(14, S) corresponds to the c_(¢) obtained by using Floer
cohomology (note that this is also a consequence of Theorem @),
this will imply

e (@) = cgen,S) = c(1a,S) = c_(p")

We are thus in a special case of the more general situation where L is
Hamiltonianly isotopic to the zero section 0 by a Hamiltonian isotopy
supported in W

Definition D.1. Let S(q,P¢) be a G.EQ.IL for I'(¢p) over a bounded con-
nected codimension 0 submanifold W. We set cV (p) = c(lw,S) where
1w € HO(W). the spectral number c(ly, S) was defined in [Vit21], Defini-
tion 5.1 and c(uw, S) = ¢V (L) where uy € H"(W,0W) is the fundamental
class. They are obtained by setting

(1) Forae H*(W)
c(a, ) =inf{t| Toa#0inH* Sy, i)}
(2) Fora e H; (W) = H* (W,0W)
cla,$) =inf{t| Toa#0in H" (Sfy, i U Shy)}

Proposition D.2. Let W be a codimension zero connected submanifold of
the closed manifold N. Let @' be an isotopy supported in T*W < T*N.,
Let S(q;¢) be a G.EQ.L for L = ¢'(0x) normalized so that outside W the
critical points of S have critical value 0. Set ¢V (L) = c(lyw,S). Then we
have ¢ (L) = c¢_(L) and by duality ¢!V (L) = c, (L).

Proof. We prove the first equality. Since L coincides with the zero section
outside of W, we know that c_(L) < 0. Let ¢’ be flow of a fiber preserving
vector field on S~¢ where ¢ is some small positive real number. Let ¢! be
a flow on N x R¥ such that

(1) w'is the flow of — st(x,s)z outside of W x R¥

|VeS(x,0)]
2) S (x,&) < S(x,&) forr=0

This is easy to construct by noticing that in (N \ W) x R 0 S~¢ the vector

VeS8 . . . o .
field —ﬁ is well defined, since S has no fiberwise critical points
& )

in (N\ W) x R¥. Note that v’ is then obtained by multiplying this vector
field by a smooth function equal to 1 on (N \ W) x RN S~¢ and vanishing
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outside a neighbourhood of it. Remember that we denote by S™° the set
S~¢ for some large c. Then for ¢t < —e we have

H*(S',8™) = H* (y*(S),w*(§™))
but since for s large enough

1VS(SK) c S|th[ng us

we have by excision,
H* (y* (8,9 (S = H™ ' (S| i) W (S0 )
and applying the isotopy ¥ ~* we get that for r < —¢
*rQl Q— ~ *rQl -
H*(S',S)=~H (S|WX[R’<’ S|VIO/(Z<IR]C)
We therefore have the following diagram for ¢ < —¢

H*_d(N) H*—d(W)

H*(8%,5™®) — H*(S® .S

—oco )
|[WxR |W xRk

H*(S',§™®) —H (waxuzzk’swioxu%k)

Since the top horizontal map sends 1 to 1y, we have that (when < —¢)
the composition of the two vertical left-hand side maps sends 1 to zero
if and only if the composition of the two vertical left-hand side maps
sends 1y to zero. In other words if £t < —e and ¢t < ¢(1pn,S) then ¢ <
c(lw,S) so that min{c(1y,S), —€} < c(1w, S) and conversely if t < —€ and
t<c(lw,S) then t < c(1y,S) in other words min{c(1y,S), —€} < c(1n,S).
It is however well-known that c(1y/,S) < 0and c(1y,S) <0 and since e >0
is arbitrarily small, we get c(1y,S) = c(1n, S). U

From this it immediately follows

Corollary D.3. Let U be a codimension 0 submanifold of the closed man-
ifolds Ny, N> and Ly = ¢1(0n,), Ly = ¢3(0n,) where ¢} =1d and ¢} =1d
outside of T*U and ¢} = ¢ on T*U. Then

ci (L) = ¢ (Ly)
In other words c.. does not depend on the extension of (p} (Oy) = (p; (0y).

Applying this to I'(¢p) we get, provided the small Darboux chart is such
that V x V is contained in a Weinstein neighbourhood of the diagonal (i.e.
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a neighbourhood of the diagonal that is symplectomorphic to a neigh-
bourhood of the zero section in T*A). Using the remark at the beginning
of this Appendix, we get

Corollary D.4. Let ¢' be a Hamiltonian isotopy of (M,w) supported in
a small Darboux chart and consider ¢ as a compact supported Hamil-
tonian isotopy defined on R?™. Denote by ' this isotopy and S(q, P,¢)
be a G.EQ.L for T'(p) that we compactify as a Lagrangian in T*S*". Let
S: Ay xR¥ — R be a G.EQ.IL forT'(¢) over Ay. Then

C—(ﬁl) = C(lsZn,g) =c(Ip,,S) = C_((pl)

We similarly get
e+ (@) = cr(ph)

APPENDIX E. DUALITY FOR SHEAF SPECTRAL INVARIANTS AND
CONNECTION WITH FLOER’S SPECTRAL THEORY

Our goal in this Appendix is twofold. On one hand we look for a re-
placement of the duality yielding the equality c_(¢) = —c,(¢™!) in the
sheaf framework. As will be clear the duality involves spectral invariants
associated to compact supported cohomology classes. On the other hand
we shall prove in general that the Floer cohomology of a symplectic map
is isomorphic to the corresponding sheaf cohomology. In particular this
implies that the spectral invariants coincide, which we only proved for
symplectic maps supported in a Darboux ball in Subsection 5.2

Recall that the Tamarkin category 2(N) is the left orthogonal of D7 <} (knxR)
and the convolution knxjo,+cof * —: D(knxr) — D(knxr) i a projector
onto Z(N). We can define a duality in 2(INV) as follows. We first recall
the usual duality functors, for a manifold M, D'(F) = R#om(F, ky;) and
D(F) = RAom(F,wys), where wp; = orpsldy] is the dualizing sheaf. We
definei: NxR— N xRbyi(x,t) = (x,—t). For F e 2(N), we set

D'(F) = knx[o,+o00( * i~ D'(F)
For Le £(T*M) and F; = Q(L) we then have DT (F;) ~F_;.
E.1. Not really a duality. If we restrict to constructible objects, we also

have a biduality statement F = D? (D' (F)) and D’ (-) is a contravariant
equivalence of categories. We deduce, for F, G constructible

RHom(F, T, (G)) = RHom(D' (T, (G)), DT (F)) = RHom(D T (G), T... (DT (F)))

It follows that c(a, F,.G) = c(a,DT(G),DT(F)). In particular c(a,L,L) =
cla,-L,—L).
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E.2. Compact support. For ;G € 2(N) which coincide with ky«r near
N x {+o00} we recall that c(a, F, G) is obtained as follows. For ¢ < d and d
big enough we have

ug: RHom(F, T, (G)) — RHom(F, T4 (G)) = RT(NV; kn)

and, for @ € H'(N; ky), we can define c(a, F, G) as the infimum on the set
of ¢ such that a is in the image of H' (u}). To express a dual statement we
set for short

RHom(F,G) =RI':(N x R;R#om(F, G))[1]

Then RHom,(F, T,;:(G)) = RI'.(N; ky) for d < 0. For d < c and d small
enough we have

ul: RT¢(N; ky) = RHom,(F, Ty, (G)) — RHom,(F, T+ (G))

and we can define spectral invariants in this way, say ¢'(a, F,G), for a €
Hg(N; kn): we let ¢'(a, F,G) be the infimum on the set of ¢ such that
H'(u?)(@) = 0. If N is compact, we have c(a, F,G) = c(a,F,G): we can
check that there is a distinguished triangle

1 2

U ug +1
RHom(F, Tt (G)) — RT'(N; kn) — RHom( (F, T (G)) —

and, taking the long exact sequence, we see that a given a € H*(N) be-
longs to im( ug) exactly when u%(a) =0.

E.3. Duality. For F, G constructible and with disjoint microsupports we
also have D' R#om(F, G) =~ R#om(G, F). Tensoring with p_la)N and us-
ing the Poincaré-Verdier duality we get (RHom(F, G))* = RHom.(G,F ®
p_la) ~). Hence for F, G constructible, with microsupports in {7 > 0}, and
for a generic ¢ we have the commutative diagram

1

Uc

RHom(F, Te«(G))

RI(N; kn)

4 14
(u2)*

(RHom( (G, T—¢+(F) ® p~loop))* RT.(N;wpn)*

To find c(1, F,G) we look for the values ¢ such that H°(u}) is surjective

and, similarly, ¢’(uy, F, G) is related with the injectivity of H dn (u%).
If N is orientable, then wy = ky[dy] and we deduce ¢(1,F, G) = —¢'(un, G, F).
If N is compact and orientable, we obtain finally

¢(1,EG) =-c (un,G,F) = —c(un, G, F) = —c(un, D" (F),DT(G))
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E.4. Case of Hamiltonian maps. Now we work on N? and our sheaves
K ,... € D(N?) represent graphs of Hamiltonian maps. Hence the hy-
pothesis “F = kyxg near N x {+oo}” is changed into “# = ka, xg near
N? x {+o00}”. Most (iso)morphisms from the above paragraphs
have an analog in this framework. In particular we have, denoting by
wp N2 18 the relative dualizing sheaf, w2 = ory[—dn],

D' (Hyp) = Hp-1 ® Wy 2
cla, Ky, Hy) = c(a, D" (Hy), DT () = cla, K1, T y1)
ul: RHom (%, Tp. (")) — RHom(A , Ty, ("))
= RI(N%; kay) = RT(N; ky)
u%: RT(N% kay) = RT:(N; ky) = RHom (A, Tg. ("))
— RHom (A, Tex (K1)
But now we don’t have D'RAPom (%, #') =~ R#Aom (%', %), not even
up to shift by dy (the microsupports are not disjoint even after a small

translation). So we don’'t have duality; instead we get “new” invariants.
Let us set

RHom?” (%, #") = R[-(N? x R;DRAom (X', %))

Then RHomP (X, Ty, (£)) = RFC(NZ;wAN) ~RI'.(N;wp) for d < 0 and
we can use this do define ¢’ (a, #, %) for a € H} (N;wpn) = (H*(N; kn))*
(in the same way as c¢'(a, %, %")). So the complete set of invariants
for (#, %) is now c(a, %, %", (B, #,Xx"), for « € H*(N; ky) and
pe H;(N;wpn).

We have the diagram

—

RHom (%, Tou (Z)) te RT(N?; ka,)

l 1§
3y *

(u
RHom? (&, Tew (H)))* ————— RT(N%wa,)*

which says that ¢" (uy, £, ") = —c(1, #', &). In particular ¢ (i, £y, Ky) =
—c(1, Ky, £yp) = —c(1, Ky-1, £y-1).

E.5. Sheaf and Floer cohomology for Hamiltonian maps. Let ¢ be a
Hamiltonian map of T* N with compact support. Let us consider the co-
homology groups H*(N x N x [a,b|, #,, #y) by which we mean
H*(RT NxNx[a,b{(RHOM(E p, £y))).

Similarly we can consider the Floer cohomology FH*(I'(¢),An;a, b)
that is the Floer cohomology filtered between action values a and b with
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—oo < a< b<+oo. In [Vitl9] it is proved that for L a closed Lagrangian in
T* N and F its quantized sheaf, we have

H*(NX [ayb[rFLlyFLz) :FH*(LlyLZ;ayb)

The issue here is that the graph of ¢ is not closed (it is diffeomorphic to
the diagonal of T* N x T* N). So our goal is to prove

Theorem E.1. We have for ¢ e DHam(T* N) that
FH*(T(¢),An; a,b) = Hy, o0, p (RHOM(F, Hy))

Since the sheaf theoretic version of the spectral invariants cs(a, @1, @2)
is obtained by looking at the barcode associated to the persistence mod-
ule H* (RT N Nx[a,b{(RHOM(AZ)y,, £p,))), We obtain, denoting by c(a, ¢1, ¢2)
the Floer theoretic spectral invariants associated to the persistence mod-
ule FH* (['(¢1),T(¢p2); a, b)

Corollary E.2. We have for a € H* (N) \ {0}
Cs(ay ®1, (PZ) = C(ar @1, (PZ)

The proof of the theorem is based on the analogous result for closed
Lagrangians. Indeed, let M be a Riemannian manifold and let S be a sub-
manifold of M, and d(x, S) be the distance from x to S. Let y, : R — Rbe
a function such that

o xp(t)=tforr=<p
o VIER,0= (1)
« xp(t)=0fort=2p

Finally we set f; , = ¥ (d(x—s)z) and S, , = graph(d f¢ ;). Using that

£

1, (dx,S)?
Afup) =115

) d(x,S)vs(x)

where vg(x) is the normal to the level set of d(x, S) through x, i.e. vg(x) =
d(d(x,S)) € Ty M, we see that, for0< A< /p/¢,

o Sepnilx,p)|Ipl = A, d(x,S) < /€p} corresponds to {x | d(x,S) <

Ag}, and in this region 0 < f; ,(x) < A%¢
o Over Ae <d(x,S) < ,/pewehave S; ,n{(x,p) | Ipl< Al =9
e Over \/ep <d(x,S) we have f; ,(x) = p
As aresult for a fixed Lagrangian L contained in | p| < A/2 and such that

/1 is bounded by p/2, the intersection points LN S, , are

e over {x|d(x,S) < Aetand 0 < f; ,(x) < A%e
e /Ep=d(x,S)andthen f; ,(x) = p
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FIGURE 7. The function f; ,

Let us set V, = graph(dfe p) N {x | d(x,S) < Ae}. As a result, the intersec-
tion points of LN D¢, contributing to FH* (L, D¢ p; a, b) are, for £ small
enough, in one-to-one correspondence with the points (x,p) of LN V;
such that f7(x, p) € [a, b].

Proposition E.3. For a, b finite and p sufficiently large we have
].ln}) FH* (((p X id)Dg,pyDg’,p; a, b) = FH* (r((P);AT*N» a, b)
g—)

£—0

Proof. Note that lim;—( V; = v*S, the limit being understood as C 1_con-
vergence on compact subsets. Indeed d f; ,(x) = %d (x,8)vs(x) soif x =
expy(tv) where v L TS, and 1 < Ag, df; ,(x) = ﬁvs(x) where vg(x) =
dexp(tv)v.

In local coordinates y € V,v € (TyS)L we may consider the map

(x,v) — (exp,(eVv), V)

Set DAT*M ={(q,p) € T*M | |p|l < A}. The above map defines a smooth
diffeomorphism C' close to the identity sending v* SN DsT*M to S, N
DAT* M.

Now we set S = Ay and v*Ay = A7+ and D, = S, . We have to be
careful with the definition of FH* (I'(¢), Ar+n;a, b) since I'(¢) and Ar«py
coincide at infinity. Indeed we must then slightly perturb I'(¢) so that we
have transversality. Then we slightly change the action of the intersection
points at infinity. This action is zero, and we replace them with finitely
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many points with arbitrarily small action. We assume a,b # 0 and the
perturbation so small that no critical value crosses a or b.

It is now enough to prove that - after this perturbation- the holomor-
phic strips involved in the definition of FH* (I'(¢), A7+ N; a, b) must re-
main in D, T* M. Here a, b are fixed (and finite !), and we may increase
A. This follows from Lemmal(E.4 below.

Finally, since (¢ x id) D¢, C! converges to (¢ x id)Ar+y and Dy , cl-
converges to A+, we may conclude our proof.

0

Lemma E.4. Let N be a complete Riemannian manifold. Let L be a La-
grangian coinciding with Oy outside a compact set, and f a C' bounded
function without critical points at infinity (i.e. 1069 > |df(x)] > 69 > 0
for x large enough and some 6y > 0). We define F C;f (L,0n;a, b) to be the
limit as € goes to 0 of FC} (L, gr(ed f); a, b). Then the holomorphic curves
defining FC}‘ (L,gr(edf);a,b) for € small enough are contained in some
bounded set independent from €.

Proof. We shall choose an almost complex structure such that outside a
bounded set, J is analytic and in a neighbourhood

W=D, (T*"N)={(g,p)e T*N||pl<r}

of Oy, there is an antisymplectic involution such that 7*J = —J. This is
always possible by taking a complex structure that is a fixed point of J —
—1*(J) where 7(q, p) = (g, —p). Since the set of almost complex structures
is a convex set, such a fixed point for the above involution must exist.
We now claim that if C, is a holomorphic strip with boundaries in L
and egraph(d f), and containing a point x, going to infinity as € goes to 0,
then the area of C. N W is going to infinity. Indeed, the areas of the curves
is bounded by b - a, so in the limit € going to 0 we would get a curve Cy
with boundary in LUO0y. Then using the reflection principle (see [Sib85],
Theorem 3.5 and also [Chi83; |Chi79; [S10]) we get a closed curve in W
through a point x, and exiting from the ball of radius R, centered at x,.
Here lim,—( R; = +oo since we only need that in B(x¢, R;) L=0x and J is
analytic and invariant by —7*. Then the area of such a curve goes to oo,
by the standard monotonicity argumenlﬂ But then the area of C would
be infinite.
U

“see [Whil6], p- 8and 9. We have W isincreasing with r and greater than 1.
A similar statement holds in the general case for r less than the injectivity radius p. But
we may cover B(x;, R,) by balls of radius p, and C will intersect an increasing number of
these balls.
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Similarly setting U, = {(x, 1) | f¢,p(x) < #}, and noticing that SS(ky, ,) =
D¢, we prove

Proposition E.5. We have
lim lim H;lxNx[a’b[(RHom(K(pOkU&p, kUS’,p)) = HExNX[a,b[(RHom(Jﬁp,%d))

e—0e'—0
Proof. Indeed this follows from the fact that clearly

lim kg, ,(W) = kvx0,+00((W)

e—0
on bounded sets (i.e. bounded in the R component). But since the direct
limits of sheaves are sheafification of the direct limit of the presheaves,
we get

lim ky, , = kv (o, +ool
e—0
and in our case
li_n,l kDE,p = kANX[OH'OO[ = L;{“/l

e—0
Because direct limits is an exact functor, we get
. * *
51’1210 Hy s [a)b[(RHom(K(pOkUE,p, kUg',p)) = Hy vy [ayb[(RHom(LZ,’(pOkUE,p,J,’id))

and taking the limit as € goes to 0 we get the Proposition. U

Proof of Theorem[E.1, Now since the quantization of Dy, is kg, , and the
quantization of (¢ x id) Dg p is £, o ky, , the combination of Proposition

and|[E.5]yields Theorem
O
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