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IDEMPOTENCE OF MICROLOCAL KERNELS AND S1-EQUIVARIANT

CHIU-TAMARKIN INVARIANT

BINGYU ZHANG

Abstract. In this article, we present algebraic constructions about the Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant motivated by the idempotence of microlocal kernels: (1) an S1-equivariant Chiu-
Tamarkin invariant; (2) a graded commutative product on the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant; and we also give a natural explanation for the definition of the Z/ℓ-equivariant
Chiu-Tamarkin invariant using the idempotence. As applications, we: (1) construct a se-
quence of symplectic capacities (ck)k∈N using the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant,
and prove that it coincides with the symplectic capacities (ck)k∈N we defined using the Z/ℓ-
equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant under certain conditions; and (2) prove a Viterbo iso-
morphism that relates the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant of disk bundles with string topology of
the base. In the appendix, we prove the existence of microlocal kernels for all open sets in a
cotangent bundle under the setup of triangulated categories.

0. Introduction

The microlocal theory of sheaves, introduced and developed by Kashiwara and Schapira
[KS90], has proven to be an important tool for studying symplectic and contact geometry, as
demonstrated in pioneering works [NZ09, Tam18].

To study quantitative symplectic geometry of T ∗X using sheaf theory, Tamarkin defines a
category D(X) as a Verdier quotient of the derived category of sheaves D(X × R) by a
microlocal condition in [Tam18]. We will call it the Tamarkin category. The Tamarkin
category admits the following natural transformations between endofunctors:

τc : IdD(X) → Tc∗, c ≥ 0,

where Tc∗ is induced by the direct image functor of the translation map Tc(q, t) = (q, t+ c)
on X ×R. We then define the numerical invariant (Definition 1.5)

e(F ) = inf{c ≥ 0 : τc(F ) = 0}, F ∈ D(X).

Tamarkin’s work and subsequent works (for example, [AI20, AI22, GV22a, GV22b]) show
that e(F ) and its variants are effective tools for quantitative symplectic geometry.

Chiu’s proof of the contact non-squeezing theorem [Chi17] is a highlight of the theory of

the Tamarkin category. He introduces Z/ℓ-equivariant homological invariants C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) for

T ≥ 0 and open sets U in cotangent bundles. We will call it Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant. The main ingredients of his construction are:

• For every open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we can associate an object PU ∈ D(X
2) that we call the

microlocal kernel of U . The microlocal kernel is idempotent in the sense PU ⋆PU ∼= PU , where
⋆ is the convolution in D(X2) (see Definition 1.2).

• A Z/ℓ-action of P⊠ℓ
U that is given by the cyclic permutation of factors.
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2 BINGYU ZHANG

One feature of Chiu’s proof for the contact non-squeezing theorem is that we do not care
specifically about the value of ℓ, only that it is sufficiently large. In [Zha21], motivated
by the idea that the Z/ℓ-actions approximate an S1-action, we constructed a sequence of
symplectic capacities (ck)k∈N using the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant that behaves
like S1-equivariant capacities constructed using the S1-equivariant symplectic (co)homology
(for example, the Gutt-Hutchings capacities [GH18]).

In this paper, we construct a genuine algebraic S1-action to study the similarities between the
Z/ℓ-equivariant capacities and the S1-equivariant capacities. The idempotence of PU plays
a key role in the construction. We will also introduce a graded commutative product on
the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant, as well as providing a natural explanation for
the definition of the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. Subsequently, we will explain
some geometric applications of our constructions concerning symplectic capacities and string
topology.

0.1. Algebraic structures of Chiu-Tamarkin invariants. The idempotence of the mi-
crolocal kernel, i.e. PU ⋆PU ∼= PU , implies that PU is a monoid object in the monoidal category
(D(X2), ⋆). Motivated by this observation, we construct two algebraic structures based on
the idempotence of the microlocal kernels: (1)An S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant;
(2)A graded commutative product on the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.

(1) In Section 3, we will define an object CS
1

T (U,K) in the derived category of mixed complexes
Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod), which we refer to as the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant, for a field
K, T ≥ 0, and an open set U in cotangent bundles. We prove the following:

Theorem A. The S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant CS
1

T (U,K) satisfies the following
properties:

(a) (Proposition 3.11) The map T → H∗CS
1

T (U,K) is a persistence K[u]-module.

(b) Under the forgetful functor For : Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod)→ Ddg(K−Mod), we have ( (3.17))

For(CS
1

T (U,K)) ∼= CT (U,K) ∈ Ddg(K−Mod),

where CT (U,K) denotes C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) with ℓ = 1.

(c) We have a Gysin sequence ( (3.18))

Hp−2CS
1

T (U,K)
·u
−→ HpCS

1

T (U,K)→ HpCT (U,K)
+1
−−→ .

And we have Theorem 3.13:

(d) Let U1
i
−֒→ U2 be an inclusion, there is a morphism CS

1

T (U2,K)
i∗
−→ CS

1

T (U1,K), which is
functorial with respect to inclusions of open sets.

(e) For a compactly supported Hamiltonian homeomorphism ϕ : T ∗X → T ∗X in the sense of

[MO07], there exists an isomorphism ΦS
1

T : CS
1

T (U,K)
∼=
−→ CS

1

T (ϕ(U),K).

Remark. The results (a) and (b) of Theorem A are also proven for C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) in Section 2

((d) and (e) for C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) are Theorem 2.5 of [Zha21]). In particular, the Z/ℓ-version of (b)

explains how Chiu’s construction ([Chi17, Definition 4.6]) is naturally obtained. However, the

Gysin sequence (c) is only proven for CS
1

T (U,K), and we don’t know if similar Gysin sequences

exist for C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K).
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Here, let me explain the idea of the construction. For an associative algebra (A,m), we
consider its Hoschchild chain complex

· · · A⊗ℓ · · · A⊗3 A⊗2 A.
m⊗Id

Id⊗m

m

We can moreover consider the cyclic permutation on A⊗ℓ to obtain the cyclic chain complex.
Then, the cyclic homology of A is defined as the homotopy fixed point of the cyclic chain
complex.

Now, since PU is an associative algebra object in the monoidal category (D(X2), ⋆), it is
straightforward to construct a similar “cyclic chain complex”

· · · P ⋆ℓU · · · P ⋆3U P ⋆2U PU .

However, the commutative relations are only true in the homotopy commutative sense since PU
is an associative algebra object in a triangulated Verdier quotient D(X2). Consequently, we
lack sufficient data to define an algebraic S1-action. The correction of this idea requires more
technical discussion, which we postpone to Subsection 3.1. Upon constructing the correct
algebraic S1-action, we define the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant as the (linear dual
of the) homotopy fixed point of the algebraic S1-action.

(2) Recall that CT (U,K) = C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) for ℓ = 1, which is the non-equivariant version

of the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. The idempotence helps us identify the non-equivariant
Chiu-Tamarkin with the (shifted) endomorphism algebra of the microlocal kernel PU (see
Proposition 2.3) when X is orientable. Then, we can define a (shifted) cup product on
HqCT (U,K) using the (shifted) Yoneda product for orientable X (Definition 2.10). The
following theorem follows by a version of the argument: the endomorphism algebra of an
associative object is commutative.

Theorem B (Theorem 2.9). The (shifted) cup product on HqCT (U,K) is unital, associative
and graded commutative.

0.2. Geometric applications. The first geometric application of the S1-equivariant Chiu-
Tamarkin invariant concerns symplectic capacities. Theorem A allows us to define a sequence
of functions (ck)k∈N using the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant (see Definition 3.27)
for orientable X:

Theorem C (Theorem 3.28 and Proposition 3.30). The functions ck : Open(T ∗X)→ [0,∞]
are symplectic capacities. For all open sets U , we have c1(U) = e(PU ).

The construction of (ck)k∈N is similar to the Z/ℓ-version (ck)k∈N that we defined [Zha21].
However, we can prove c1(U) = e(PU ) using the Gysin sequence, while we do not know if
c1(U) = e(PU ) is true in general due to the absence of Gysin sequences in the Z/ℓ-theory.

Therefore, it is worth comparing (ck)k∈N (constructed using the S1-theory) and (ck)k∈N (con-
structed using the Z/ℓ-theory). In Subsection 3.8, we consider a certain class of open sets,
which we call open set admitting well-behaved microlocal kernels (see Definition 3.16 for its
precise meaning), and then we demonstrate that

Theorem D (Theorem 3.31). For an open set U that admitting well-behaved microlocal ker-

nels, if HqCS
1

T (U,Z) is finitely generated for all T ≥ 0 and all q, then

ck(U) = ck(U).
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In particular, for a convex toric domain U = XΩ, the conditions here are satisfied, and the
combinatorial formula for ck(XΩ) ([Zha21, Theorem 3.7]) is valid for ck(XΩ).

Our second geometry application is a Viterbo isomorphism that relates the Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant of the disk bundle and the string topology of the base.

Theorem E (Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.5). For a compact manifold X and T ∈ [0,∞], we
have

HqCGT (D
∗X,K) ∼= HG

d−q(L≤TX,K)

for G = Z/ℓ, S1, where L≤TX = {γ ∈ LX : L(γ) ≤ T} is the free loop space of loops that have
length at most T . In particular, when ℓ = 1, the isomorphism intertwines the cup product
on the Chiu-Tamarkin cohomology and the filtered version of the loop product on the string
topology.

Consequently, we can compare the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant with the symplectic homology
in the case of disk bundles based on a filtered version of Viterbo isomorphism for symplectic
homology [CHO23, Theorem 5.3].

Corollary F. For a compact connected Spin manifold X, we have an isomorphism that
intertwines the cup product on the Chiu-Tamarkin cohomology and the pair-of-pants product
on symplectic homology

HqCT (D
∗X,Z) ∼= Hd−q(L≤TX,Z) ∼= SH

(−∞,T )
−q (D

∗
X,Z).

Noticed that the filtration on the free loop space in [CHO23] is given by the square root of
the energy functional. However, it follows a result of Anosov [Ano81], the free loop space
filtered by the length is homotopy equivalent to the free loop space filtered by the square root
of energy. Also, the degree shifting d comes from the triviality of a local system concentrated
in degree −d since X is Spin.

Remark. The Viterbo isomorphism between symplectic homology and string topology was
first proposed by Viterbo in [Vit99], and was proven using generating function homology in
[Vit18]. Later, Abbondandolo-Schwarz and Salamon-Weber proved the Viterbo isomorphism
using different methods (see [AS06, SW06]). Kragh emphasized the role of the Spin structure
of the base in [Kra18]. For a survey of the Viterbo isomorphism for symplectic cohomology, see
[Abo15]. Here, we abuse the term Viterbo isomorphism in Theorem E since we expect that
the Chiu-Tamarkin cohomology and symplectic homology are isomorphic in general cases.
Further discussion is provided below.

Lastly, we want to highlight that the proof of Theorem E relies on an explicit formula for the
microlocal kernel PD∗X (see Proposition 4.1), which would have independent interests.”

0.3. Related topics and further directions.

• The C0-naturality of Chiu-Tamarkin invariants: First, the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant can
be defined for all open sets in cotangent bundles. Second, the Chiu-Tamarkin invariants are
invariant under Hamiltonian homeomorphisms in the sense of [MO07]. A straightforward
application is that we can provide a conceptual proof for the Gromov non-squeezing theorem
for Hamiltonian homeomorphisms. We hope that the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant can play a
role in further studies of C0-symplectic geometry.
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• In many cases, it has been proven that the sheaf invariants and Floer invariants are equiva-
lent (for example, [NZ09, GPS18a, Vit19]). Therefore, it is natural to expect an isomorphism
between the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant and symplectic (co)homology.

We have two pieces of evidence: 1) Our capacity for convex toric domains is the same as the
Gutt-Hutchings capacities defined using S1-equivariant symplectic homology. 2) Corollary F
actually shows Chiu-Tamarkin cohomology is isomorphic to symplectic homology with respect
to filtration.

To construct such an isomorphism, we can consider the following two different approaches:
1)The work of [Kuo23] provides a wrapping formula for microlocal kernels using the GKS
sheaf quantization. If we establish a connection between the (global section of) GKS sheaf
quantization and the Hamiltonian Floer theory based on the same idea of [Vit19], we can relate
the cohomology of the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant and symplectic homology. 2)We will express
the Chiu-Tamarkin invariants as the Hochschild/Cyclic homology of the Tamarkin category
in a work in progress. Therefore, the isomorphism will follow from a filtered equivalence
between the Tamarkin category and the wrapped Fukaya category (i.e. a filtered version
of [GPS18a]), and a filtered version of [Gan19]. The second approach requires additional
ingredients: The definition of the filtered Fukaya category is not completely clear as well as a
filtered equivalence with Tamarkin categories (see [BCZ23, Amb23, IK23] for some attempts
and discussions). Furthermore, the filtered version of [Gan19] has not been explored in the
literature to date. However, the advantage of the second approach is its potential for easy
generalization to Weinstein manifolds, based on [NS22].”

0.4. Organization and Conventions of the Paper. This paper is structured as follows: In
Section 1, we present basic definitions and results for microsupport, Tamarkin category, and
microlocal kernels. In Section 2, we review the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant and
explain some new observations and constructions. The main part of the paper is Section 3,
where we begin with an algebraic preparation in the first two subsections, followed by the
definition of the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. The rest of Section 3 focuses on
proving the basic properties we need, with the capacities studied at the end of the section.
Finally, the last part focuses on computations for disk bundles, in particular the proof of our
Viterbo isomorphism. In Appendix A, we prove the existence of microlocal kernels for all
open sets in a cotangent bundle under the setup of triangulated categories.

Next, we introduce some notation: We take N = Z>0 and N0 = Z≥0.

We use subscripts to represent elements in sets. For example, to emphasize a ∈ A, we use the
notation Aa. For the Cartesian product An, we define ∆An : A → An as the diagonal map,
and its image is also denoted by ∆An . Projection maps are always denoted by π. Usually,
the subscript encodes the fiber of the projection. For example πY = πy : Xx × Yy → Xx. We
will use snt to denote the summation map Rn → R and its base change.

Acknowledgements. Most of the work is part of the author’s thesis, and I would like to
express my heartfelt gratitude to Stéphane Guillermou for his generous guidance and support.
I also thank Claude Viterbo for his consistent encouragement throughout the thesis. Special
thanks go to Alexandru Oancea for introducing the notion of pre-cyclic objects to me, which
proved to be crucial for this work. Thank for Bernhard Keller for the helpful discussion on
triangulated derivators. Thank for Vivek Shende for helpful suggestions for the exposition.
I am grateful for the interest and feedback of Zhen Gao, Yuichi Ike, Tatsuki Kuwagaki, and
Nicolas Vichery.
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1. Sheaves and Tamarkin category

In this section, we will review the concepts and tools of sheaves that we will use. Let K

be a commutative ring, such as fields or Z. For a manifold X, which is assumed to be
connected in this article, we use q ∈ X to represent both points and local coordinates of X.
Correspondingly, points and the canonical Darboux coordinate of T ∗X will be denoted by
(q,p). We denote D(X) as the derived category of complexes of sheaves of K-modules over
X. It is worth noting that we generally do not specify the boundedness of the complexes
that we use. However, in most of our applications, the complexes are locally bounded, which
means that their restrictions on relatively compact open sets are bounded.

1.1. Microsupport of Sheaves. For a locally closed inclusion i : Z ⊂ X and F ∈ D(X),
we set

FZ = i!i
−1F, RΓZF = i∗i

!F.

Definition 1.1 ([KS90, Definition 5.1.2]). For F ∈ D(X), the microsupport of F is defined
by

SS(F ) =

{
(q,p) ∈ T ∗X :

There is a C1-function f near q such that

f(q) = 0, df(q) = p and
(
RΓ{f≥0}F

)
q
6= 0.

}
.

By definition, SS(F ) is a closed subset of T ∗X, conic with respect to the R>0-action along

fibers. It is convenient to define Ṫ ∗X = T ∗X \ 0X and ˙SS(F ) = SS(F ) ∩ Ṫ ∗X.

There is a triangulated inequality for the microsupport: for a distinguished triangle A →

B → C
+1
−−→, we have SS(A) ⊂ SS(B) ∪ SS(C).

Regarding the necessary microsupport estimates under 6-operations, we refer to [KS90, The-
orem 5.4] and [Tam18, Corollary 3.4].

Let X1,X2,X3 be three manifolds. Recall that πX : X × Y → Y is a projection with the
fiber X for any arbitrary Y . We denote snt the summation map Rn → R, we also abuse the
notation snt to represent IdX × s

n
t for all X.

Definition 1.2. For F ∈ D(X1 ×X2 × Rt1) and G ∈ D(X2 ×X3 × Rt2), the convolution is
defined as

F ⋆ G := Rs2t!RπX2!(π
−1
(X3,t2)

F
L
⊗π−1

(X1,t1)
G) ∈ D(X1 ×X3 × Rt).

In particular, when X2 is a point, we use the notation F1 �⋆ F2 to emphasize.

For 0 ∈ R and F ∈ D(X × R), we have K0 ⋆ F ∼= F , where K0 := K{0}. So, the functor K0⋆
serves as the identity functor. Additionally, ⋆ satisfies the following monoidal identities:

(F1 ⋆ F2) ⋆ F3
∼= F1 ⋆ (F2 ⋆ F3), F1 ⋆ F2

∼= F2 ⋆ F1.(1.1)

Here, commutative identities are induced by the identification X1 × X3
∼= X3 × X1. Their

proof relies solely on the proper base change and the projection formula. Therefore, the
isomorphisms are natural with respect to all sheaves involved. Consequently, the category
D(X × X × R) forms a symmetric monoidal category under convolution, with the unit
K∆X2×{0}. It acts on D(X × Y × R) by convolution.
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1.2. Tamarkin category. To collect numerical information, we should lift exact Lagrangians
in the cotangent bundle to Legendrians in the 1-jet bundle. Therefore, instead of considering
sheaves over X, we should consider sheaves over X × R, since

T ∗(X × R) = R+J
1X ⊔ J1X × {0} ⊔R−J

1X.

Here, R±J
1X denotes the two copies of the symplectization of J1X in T ∗(X ×R), where we

consider the 1-jet space J1X = T ∗X × Rt as a contact manifold equipped with the contact
form α = dt + pdq. If we write T ∗(X × R) = T ∗X × Rt × Rτ , and the symplectic form is
ω = dp ∧ dq + dτ ∧ dt, then we can write R+J

1X = {τ > 0}. The symplectization map can
be represented by the following map q. The composition of q with the Lagrangian projection
is the symplectic reduction of T ∗X ×T ∗

τ>0Rt with respect to the hypersurface τ = 1, denoted
by ρ. Explicitly, we have

q :R+J
1X = {τ > 0} → J1X, (q,p, t, τ) 7→ (q,p/τ, t),

ρ :R+J
1X = {τ > 0} → T ∗X, (q,p, t, τ) 7→ (q,p/τ),

and the following commutative diagram

R+J
1X = {τ > 0} J1X T ∗X.

q

ρ

Recall that the microsupport is a closed conic subset of cotangent bundles. As q is a R>0-
invariant quotient map, we can address the conicity issue by introducing the following two
sets, which are not necessarily conic: For sheaves F ∈ D(X × Rt), we define

µsL(F ) = q (SS(F ) ∩ {τ > 0}) ⊂ J1X,

µs(F ) = ρ (SS(F ) ∩ {τ > 0}) ⊂ T ∗X.
(1.2)

We refer to µsL(F ) as the Legendre microsupport and µs(F ) as the sectional microsupport.

Meanwhile, the information for τ ≤ 0 will not be taken into account in µsL(F ) and µs(F ).
To address this, we have two options. First, we can categorically localize sheaves that are
microsupported in {τ ≤ 0}. Alternatively, we can utilize the concept of γ-sheaves and the
microlocal cut-off lemma ([KS90, Proposition 5.2.3]) to cut off the negative part of the mi-
crosupport. Using either of these methods, we can ensure SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≥ 0}. In this case,
the microlocal Morse lemma [KS90, Theorem 5.4.5(ii)(c)] guarantees that we do not lose
significant information. Now we will explain both approaches.

Consider the full subcategory C = {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}} of D(X × R). The triangulated
inequality of microsupport shows that C is a thick triangulated subcategory of D(X ×R).

Definition 1.3. We define the Tamarkin category as the following Verdier localization:

D(X) = D(X × R)/ {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}} .

As a Verdier localization, the Tamarkin category D(X) is itself a triangulated category.

By the definition of localization, if F and F ′ are two representatives in D(X2 × R) for an

object [F ] in D(X), there exists a distinguished triangle F → F ′ → G
+1
−−→ such that SS(G) ⊂

{τ ≤ 0}. Therefore, it makes sense to define

µsL([F ]) := µsL(F ), µs([F ]) := µs(F ).
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However, computing Hom in D(X) is not straightforward. To address this issue, Tamarkin
proved the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4 ([Tam18]). The functors F 7→ K[0,∞)⋆F and F 7→ K(0,∞)[1]⋆F on D(X×Rt),

along with the excision triangle K[0,∞) → K0 → K(0,∞)[1]
+1
−−→, provide a left semi-orthogonal

decomposition of D(X × Rt) associated with the subcategory {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}}.

In other words, for F ∈ D(X × Rt), we have a distinguished triangle

(1.3) K[0,∞) ⋆ F → F → K(0,∞)[1] ⋆ F
+1
−−→,

where K[0,∞) ⋆ F ∈
⊥ {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}}, K(0,∞)[1] ⋆ F ∈ {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}}.

Therefore, with the help of [KS06, Chapter 4 and Exercise 10.15], we establish that the functor

D(X)→ D(X2 × R), [F ]→ F ⋆K[0,∞)

is a well-defined fully faithful functor known as the Tamarkin projector. Here, F ⋆ K[0,∞)

serves as a canonical representative for [F ] ∈ D(X). The essential image of this functor is the
left orthogonal complement ⊥ {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}}.

In practice, it is often convenient to identify D(X) with ⊥ {F : SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≤ 0}} for com-
putational purposes and related constructions. This allows us to directly compute Hom in
D(X2 ×R) for objects in D(X) with their canonical representatives. Throughout this paper,
we will primarily focus on the left orthogonal complement model without explicitly mention-
ing it. Specifically, we can say a sheaf F ∈ D(X2 × R) is an object of D(X) if and only
if F ∼= F ⋆ K[0,∞). Consequently, the convolution functor K∆X2×[0,∞)⋆ induces the identity

functor of the Tamarkin category D(X).

For the canonical representative F ∼= F ⋆K[0,∞) of [F ] ∈ D(X), one can show SS(F ) ⊂ {τ ≥ 0}
using functorial estimates of microsupport, see [GS14, Proposition 3.17]. It is also proven by
[Tam18, Lemma 3.7] that if µs(F ) is compact, then SS(F ) ∩ {τ ≤ 0} = 0X×R.

On the other hand, we consider the product space X×Rγ, where Rγ denotes R equipped with
the γ-topology as defined in [KS90, Section 3.5] for γ = (−∞, 0]. According to the microlocal
cut-off lemma (Proposition 5.2.3 in loc.cit.), we have the equivalence between D(X×Rγ) and
the category {F ∈ D(X×R) : SS(F ) ⊂ τ ≥ 0} as well as {F ∈ D(X×R) : K[0,∞)⋆npF ∼= F},

where K[0,∞) ⋆np F := Rs2t∗(K[0,∞)⊠F ). Objects in these equivalent categories are referred to
as γ-sheaves. Consequently, D(X) is equivalent to a full subcategory of D(X ×Rγ).

Both approaches have advantages in applications. In this article, our main focus is on
Tamarkin’s approach. However, the microlocal cut-off approach is very useful when con-
sidering the quantization of the Reeb flow in the next subsection.

If X admits a G-action and we equip the trivial action on R, we can define the equivariant
Tamarkin category DG(X) ⊂ DG(X ×R), where DG represents the equivariant derived cate-
gory as defined in [BL94]. The construction follows the same principles since the microsupport
of an equivariant sheaf is defined as the microsupport of the corresponding non-equivariant
sheaf. We can also define the Tamarkin projector using the equivariant 6-operations, and the
previous discussion applies to equivariant γ-sheaves as well.

1.3. Quantization for the Reeb flow of the 1-jet. Consider, the translation map Tc :
X×R→ X×R, (x, t) 7→ (x, t+ c). Then the push forward map Tc∗ : D(X×R)→ D(X×R)
is a family of endfunctors.
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For F ∈ D(X × Rγ), we have Tc∗ ∼= − ⋆np Kc
∼= − ⋆np K[c,∞). Therefore, we obtain a

family of natural transformations τc : Id → Tc∗, for c ≥ 0, induced by the restriction map
K[0,∞) → K[c,∞) in D(X × Rγ). For a γ-open set U = U + γ, the natural morphism τc(F ) is
induced by

RΓ(U,F )→ RΓ(U + c, F ) ∼= RΓ(U,Tc∗F ).

Therefore, Tc∗ and τc commute with the 6-operations and adjunctions on D(X × Rγ). For
example, if f : X → Y , consider fR = f × IdR : X × R → Y × R. Then fR is a continuous
map on X × Rγ , and we have

τc(RfR∗F ) = RfR∗(τc(F )) : RfR∗F → Tc∗RfR∗ ∼= RfR∗Tc∗F.

For F ∈ D(X), we also have Tc∗ ∼= K{c} ⋆np − ∼= K{c} ⋆ − ∼= K[c,∞) ⋆ −. Then the natural
transformation τc restricts to D(X), and it also commutes with the 6-operations and adjunc-
tions. In particular, D(X) is a triangulated persistent category, as defined in [BCZ21]. The
same discussion applies if X possesses a group action and f is an equivariant map.

Geometrically, the functor Tc∗ quantizes the Reeb flow of the canonical contact form on J1X.
Moreover, it suggests that the additional variable Rt associated with objects in the Tamarkin
category D(X) represents a form of energy (or action), and the natural transformation τc
“moves” Reeb chords in a homological manner. With this perspective, we introduce our first
numerical invariant of sheaves.

Definition 1.5. For F ∈ D(X), the sheaf energy is defined to be:

e(F ) = inf{c ≥ 0 : τc(F ) = 0}.

1.4. Tamarkin categories of subsets and microlocal projectors. In this subsection, we
will study the categories of sheaves microsupported in an open set U ⊂ T ∗X. Subsequently,
we will construct the kernels of the projectors associated with these categories.

For the closed subset Z = T ∗X \U ⊂ T ∗X, we define DZ(X) as the full subcategory of D(X)
consisting of sheaves satisfying µs(F ) ⊂ Z. Additionally, we define DU (X) as the Verdier
localization DU (X) = D(X)/DZ(X).

Now we have a diagram of triangulated categories

(1.4) DZ(X) →֒ D(X)→ DU (X)

Definition 1.6. We say that U is K-admissible if there exists a distinguished triangle

PU → K∆X2×[0,∞) → QU
+1
−−→,

in D(X2) such that the convolution functor ⋆PU induces the left adjoint of the quotient functor
D(X)→ DU (X), and ⋆QU induces the left adjoint of the natural inclusion DZ(X) →֒ D(X).

The pair of sheaves (PU , QU ), together with the distinguished triangle, provides an orthog-
onal decomposition of D(X). In particular, we can identify DU (X) as the left orthogonal
complement of DZ(X) in D(X).

We call the pair (PU , QU ) as the microlocal kernels associated with U , and the distinguished
triangle as the defining triangle of U . We say that U is admissible if U is Z-admissible.

Remark 1.7. This definition differs slightly from the one given in [Zha21]. However, with the
aid of Theorem 1.8, we can demonstrate the equivalence of two definitions. Furthermore, the
existence of either PU or QU is sufficient to ensure the existence of the other.
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Chiu has proven that balls are admissible. This idea can be directly generalized to bounded
open sets ([Zha22, Subsection 2.3]). In Appendix A, we will prove the following result:

Theorem 1.8. All open sets in a cotangent bundle are admissible.

Remark 1.9. Actually, Kuo’s results in [Kuo23] are sufficient to provide a proof of this fact
within the framework of the stable ∞-category. This was missed in [Zha21] due to a gap in
the author’s knowledge. Therefore, the main point of the proof presented in Appendix A is
that we only rely on techniques from triangulated categories (and triangulated derivators).

Now, we state the basic properties of microlocal kernels that are crucial for our later discus-
sions.

Lemma 1.10 ([Zha21, Lemma 2.3]). Suppose U1 ⊂ U2 is a inclusion of two open subsets in
T ∗X, and their defining triangles are

PUi

ai−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)
bi−→ QUi

+1
−−→, i = 1, 2.

(1) We have QU2
⋆ PU1

∼= 0, and the natural morphism

a2 ⋆ PU1
= [PU2

⋆ PU1
→ PU1

],

is an isomorphism. In particular, we have PU ⋆ PU ∼= PU and PU ⋆ QU ∼= QU ⋆ PU ∼= 0 for all
open sets.

(2) For any open set U and for all F,G ∈ D(X2 × R), we have the isomorphism:

HomD(X2×R)(F ⋆ PU , G ⋆ PU )→ HomD(X2×R)(F ⋆ PU , G).

(3) For all c ≥ 0, we have RHom(PU1
,Tc∗(QU2

)) ∼= 0 and

(1.5) RHom(PU1
,Tc∗(a2)) : RHom(PU1

,Tc∗(PU2
)) ∼= RHom(PU1

,K∆X2×[c,∞)).

Corollary 1.11 (Idempotence of microlocal kernels). For an open subset U ⊂ T ∗X and all
ℓ ∈ N, we have isomorphisms

P ⋆ℓU
∼=
−→ PU , QU

∼=
−→ Q⋆ℓU .

Proposition 1.12 (Functorial of microlocal kernels, see [Zha21, Lemma 2.4]). For any in-
clusion U1 ⊂ U2 ⊂ T

∗X between open subsets and their defining triangles are

PUi

ai−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)
bi−→ QUi

+1
−−→,

then we have a morphism between the defining triangles:

PU1
K∆X2×[0,∞) QU1

PU2
K∆X2×[0,∞) QU2

.

a

a1 b1

Id b

+1

a2 b2 +1

These morphisms a, b are natural with respect to inclusions of open sets. In particular, when
U1 = U2 (but PU1

and PU2
are a priori not the same), the morphism of the defining triangles

is an isomorphism of distinguished triangles.
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2. Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant

In this section, we study the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant for open sets U ⊂ T ∗X.
We fix a defining triangle of U :

PU → K∆X2×[0,∞) → QU
+1
−−→ .

2.1. Non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. Consider the following maps:

R
πX←−− X × R

∆X2

−−−→ X2 × R.

We define

(2.1) F1(U,K) := RπX!∆
−1
X2PU , F out1 (U,K) := RπX!∆

−1
X2QU .

Definition 2.1. For an open set U and T ≥ 0, we define an object of D(K −Mod) that we
call the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant

CT (U,K) = RHom ((F1(U,K))T ,K[−d]) .

We define the positive Chiu-Tamarkin invariant, also in D(K−Mod),

CoutT (U,K) = RHom
(
(F out1 (U,K))T ,K[−d]

)
.

The definition also appears in [Zha20, Section 4.7].

Combining the defining triangle and the definition, we have the following tautological triangle

(2.2) CoutT (U,K)→ RΓ(X,ωX)→ CT (U,K)
+1
−−→,

where ωX is the dualizing sheaf of X.

As we have a colimit formula for microlocal kernels (Corollary A.5), and RπX!∆
−1
X2 is a co-

continuous functor, we obtain the following limit formula for the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant:

Proposition 2.2. For an exhaustion of open sets (Un)n∈N of U , i.e. Un ⊂ Un+1 and U =⋃
n Un, we have

CT (U,K) = holimnCT (Un,K), CoutT (U,K) = holimnC
out
T (Un,K).

Recall that symplectic homology is defined directly for Liouville domains [CFH95, CFHW96,
Vit99, Oan04] or Liouville sectors [GPS18b], and then the definition for general Liouville
manifolds is obtained as a limit of symplectic homology of domains that exhaust it [Sei06].
This property allows us to draw an analogy with sheaves.

Proposition 2.3. If X is orientable, we have

CT (U,K) ∼= RHom(PU ,TT∗(PU )).

Proof. Using adjunction, we have the isomorphism

N : CT (U,K) ∼= RHom
Ä
PU ,∆X2∗π

!
XK{T}[−d]

ä
.

However, when X is orientable, we have ∆X2∗π
!
XK{T}[−d] ∼= K∆X2×{T}. Then the result

follows from Lemma 1.10. �
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2.2. Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. Now, let me explain how to establish the
Z/ℓ-naturality of the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant([Chi17, Zha21]). We refer to [BL94] for the
definition of equivariant derived category and 6-functors formalism.

The manifold (X2 × Rt)
ℓ admits a Z/ℓ-action induced by the cyclic permutation of factors.

Applying the Steenrod’s construction [Lon21, Section 2.2], we can lift the object P
L
⊠ℓ
U from

D((X2×Rt)
ℓ) to an object StD(PU ) in the equivariant derived category DZ/ℓ((X

2×Rt)
ℓ). We

will still denote this lifting by P
L
⊠ℓ
U . Consequently, we have P�⋆ ℓ

U = Rsℓt!P
L
⊠ℓ
U ∈ DZ/ℓ((X

2)ℓ×Rt).

Consider the Z/ℓ-equivariant maps

πq : Xℓ × R→ R,

∆̃X : Xℓ × R→ X2ℓ × R,

∆̃X(q1, . . . ,qℓ, t) = (qℓ,q1,q1, . . . ,qℓ−1,qℓ−1,qℓ, t),

iT : pt→ R.

There exists an adjoint pair (αℓ,T,X , βℓ,T,X):

F ∈ DZ/ℓ((X
2 × Rt)

ℓ) DZ/ℓ(pt) ∋ G,
αℓ,T,X

βℓ,T,X

defined by:

(2.3) αℓ,T,X(F ) = i−1
T Rπq!∆̃

−1
X Rsℓt! (F ) , βℓ,T,X(G) = sℓ!t ∆̃X∗π

!
q
iT∗G.

Now, we define a functor

(2.4) Fℓ,X = Rπq!∆̃
−1
X Rsℓt! : DZ/ℓ((X

2 × Rt)
ℓ)→ DZ/ℓ(R).

Then αℓ,T,X = i−1
T Fℓ,X .

Similarly, we define another adjoint pair (α′
ℓ,T,X , β

′
ℓ,T,X):

F ∈ DZ/ℓ((X
2)ℓ × Rt) DZ/ℓ(pt) ∋ G,

α′

ℓ,T,X

β′

ℓ,T,X

(2.5) α′
ℓ,T,X(F ) = i−1

T Rπq!∆̃
−1
X (F ) β′ℓ,T,X(G) = ∆̃X∗π

!
q
iT∗G.

We also define a functor

(2.6) F ′
ℓ,X = Rπq!∆̃

−1
X : DZ/ℓ(X

2ℓ × Rt)→ DZ/ℓ(R).

Then α′
ℓ,T,X = i−1

T F ′
ℓ,X .

We denote (αℓ,T,X , βℓ,T,X) = (αT , βT ) and (α′
ℓ,T,X , β

′
ℓ,T,X) = (α′

T , β
′
T ) for simplicity. We will

frequently use αℓ,T,X , βℓ,T,X (α′
ℓ,T,X , β

′
ℓ,T,X), and Fℓ,X (F ′

ℓ,X) in the non-equivariant categories.
We denote them by the same notation later.

Definition 2.4. With the notation above, we define an object ofDZ/ℓ(pt) ≃ D(K[Z/ℓ]−Mod)
that we call the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant

C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) = RHomZ/ℓ

Å
αℓ,T,X(P

L
⊠ℓ
U ),K[−d]

ã

= RHomZ/ℓ ((Fℓ(U,K))T ,K[−d])
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∼= RHomZ/ℓ

Å
P

L
⊠ℓ
U , βℓ,T,XK[−d]

ã
,

where Fℓ(U,K) = Fℓ,X(P
L
⊠ℓ
U ) = F ′

ℓ,X(P
�⋆ ℓ
U ).

We define the positive Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant, also in DZ/ℓ(pt)

C
Z/ℓ,out
T (U,K) = RHomZ/ℓ

Å
αℓ,T,X(Q

L
⊠ℓ
U ),K[−d]

ã

= RHomZ/ℓ

(
(F outℓ (U,K))T ,K[−d]

)

∼= RHomZ/ℓ

Å
Q

L
⊠ℓ
U , βℓ,T,XK[−d]

ã
,

where F outℓ (U,K) = Fℓ,X(Q
L
⊠ℓ
U ) = F ′

ℓ,X(Q
�⋆ ℓ
U ).

When ℓ = 1, i.e. the non-equivariant case, we recover CT (U,K) = C
Z/1
T (U,K) and CoutT (U,K) =

C
Z/1,out
T (U,K).

The cohomology groups H∗C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K) and H∗C

Z/ℓ,out
T (U,K) are graded modules over the K-

algebra Ext∗Z/ℓ(K,K) ∼= H∗(BZ/ℓ,K) via the Yoneda product.

Now, we can explain the first application of the idempotence (Corollary 1.11):

Proposition 2.5. For an open set U , we have isomorphisms in the non-equivariant derived
category D(R):

Fℓ(U,K) ∼= F1(U,K) F out1 (U,K) ∼= F outℓ (U,K).

Proof. Only prove the first one, the second one is proven in the same way. As Corollary 1.11

proven, we have P ⋆ℓU
∼= PU . Then we only need to show that Fℓ,X(P

L
⊠ℓ
U )∼=F1,X(P

⋆ℓ
U ). Consider

d : Xℓ+1 × Rt → X2ℓ ×Rt, d(q0, . . . ,qℓ, t) = (q0,q1,q1, . . . ,qℓ−1,qℓ−1,qℓ, t).

We have

(2.7) H1 ⋆ H2 ⋆ · · ·Hℓ
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qℓ−1)!

d−1Rsℓt!(H1

L
⊠H2

L
⊠ · · ·

L
⊠Hℓ).

On the other hand, recall the proof of P ⋆ℓU
∼=
−→ PU , which is given by P ⋆ℓU

∼=
−→ K

⋆(ℓ−1)
∆X2×[0,∞) ⋆ PU .

Then the isomorphism is obtained by applying G = Rπ(q1,...,qℓ−1)!
d−1Rsℓt! to the following

morphism

P
L
⊠ℓ
U → K

L
⊠(ℓ−1)
∆X2×[0,∞)

L
⊠PU .

But the projection formula and the base change formula provide a natural isomorphism of
functors F1,X ◦G ∼= Fℓ,X . Then the desired isomorphism follows. �

Consequently, under the forget functor ForZ/ℓ : DZ/ℓ → D, we have

(2.8) ForZ/ℓ(C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K)) ∼= CT (U,K), ForZ/ℓ(C

Z/ℓ,out
T (U,K)) ∼= CoutT (U,K)).

This implies that, as expected, the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant is the equivariant
lifting of the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.
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We also anticipate an equivariant version of the tautological triangle (2.2). However, since
Steenrod’s construction is not a triangulated functor, this is not immediately apparent.

Proposition 2.6. For an open set U , we have a distinguished triangle in the equivariant
derived category:

(2.9) Fℓ(U,K)→ RΓc(X,K)→ F outℓ (U,K)
+1
−−→ .

Then a distinguished triangle for the Chiu-Tamarkin invariants follows:

(2.10) C
Z/ℓ,out
T (U,K)→ RΓ(X,ω

Z/ℓ
X )→ C

Z/ℓ
T (U,K)

+1
−−→ .

We call them the tautological exact triangles for the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.

Proof. Take the defining triangle of U , say:

PU
a
−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

b
−→ QU

+1
−−→,

then we have ba = 0.

By taking Steenrod operation and Rsℓt!, we have two morphisms in the equivariant derived
categories:

P�⋆ ℓ
U

a�⋆ ℓ

−−→ K�⋆ℓ
∆X2×[0,∞)

b�⋆ ℓ

−−→ Q�⋆ ℓ
U ,

and their composition is 0.

Let us take the cone of a�⋆ ℓ in the equivariant category, then we have a distinguished triangle
in the equivariant category:

(2.11) P�⋆ ℓ
U

a�⋆ ℓ

−−→ K�⋆ℓ
∆X2×[0,∞)

cℓ
−→ Cℓ

+1
−−→ .

Since b�⋆ℓa�⋆ ℓ = 0, by applying the cohomological functor HomZ/ℓ(−, Q
�⋆ ℓ
U ), we have a morphism

ψ : Cℓ → Q�⋆ ℓ
U that fits into the commutative diagram in the equivariant category:

P�⋆ ℓ
U K�⋆ℓ

∆X2×[0,∞) Cℓ

Q�⋆ ℓ
U .

a�⋆ ℓ cℓ

b�⋆ ℓ
ψ

+1

However, we do not know if ψ is an isomorphism. But we can show that F ′
ℓ(ψ) (see (2.6)) is

an isomorphism in the equivariant category. Then the distinguished triangle (2.9) follows.

We will argue that F ′
ℓ(ψ) is an isomorphism in the following steps. Let us consider the

forgetful functor ForZ/ℓ : DZ/ℓ → D. We will show that there exists an isomorphism φ :

ForZ/ℓ(F
′
ℓ(Cℓ)) → ForZ/ℓ(F

′
ℓ(Q

�⋆ℓ
U )) such that For(F ′

ℓ(ψ)) = φ in the non-equivariant derived
category D. However, one can prove that ForZ/ℓ is a conservative functor. Then F ′

ℓ(ψ) is an
isomorphism in the equivariant derived category DZ/ℓ.

Therefore, we will only consider the non-equivariant derived category and then we omit the
functor ForZ/ℓ in the following.
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Using the morphism P
L
⊠ℓ
U → K

L
⊠ℓ−1
∆X2×[0,∞)

L
⊠PU , we embed (2.11) into the following diagram:

P�⋆ ℓ
U K�⋆ ℓ

∆X2×[0,∞) Cℓ

K�⋆ ℓ−1
∆X2×[0,∞) �

⋆ PU K�⋆ ℓ
∆X2×[0,∞) K�⋆ ℓ−1

∆X2×[0,∞) �
⋆ QU

a�⋆ ℓ cℓ

=

+1

+1

Applying G′ = Rπ(q1,...,qℓ−1)!
d−1 (see (2.7)) to the diagram, we obtain a diagram below. To

be precise, we explicitly give the morphisms for distinguished triangles.

P ⋆ℓU K∆X2×[0,∞) G′(Cℓ) P ⋆ℓU [1]

PU K∆X2×[0,∞) QU PU [1]

a⋆ℓ

∼=

G′(cℓ)

=

e

∼=

a b d

So TR3 shows that there exists an isomorphism G′(Cℓ) → QU which fills the diagram into a
commutative diagram. Then we take ψ′ to be the composition:

G′(Cℓ)→ QU → Q⋆ℓU ,

which is an isomorphism. Now, we have the commutative diagram

K∆X2×[0,∞) G′(Cℓ)

QU Q⋆ℓU .

G′(cℓ)

b ψ′

So we obtain one factorization b⋆ℓ = ψ′G′(cℓ).

On the other hand, applying G′ to the factorization b�⋆ ℓ = ψcℓ, we obtain another factor-
ization b⋆ℓ = G′(ψ)G′(cℓ). Consequently, (ψ′ − G′(ψ))G′(cℓ) = 0 determines an element
u ∈ Hom(P ⋆ℓU [1], Q⋆ℓU ) such that

ψ′ −G′(ψ) = ue.

However, we have
Hom(P ⋆ℓU [1], Q⋆ℓU ) ∼= Hom(PU [1], QU ) ∼= 0.

Then we have
ψ′ = G′(ψ).

Consequently, we have
φ = F1(ψ

′) = F1(G
′(ψ)) = F ′

ℓ(ψ),

and φ = F1(ψ
′) is an isomorphism since ψ′ is an isomorphism. �

2.3. Persistence module. A persistence moduleM is a functor from (R,≤) to the category
of R-modules. Alternatively, we can describe it as a family of R-modules MT and a family of
morphisms M(T ≤ T ′) : MT → MT ′ satisfying M(T ≤ T ′′) = M(T ′ ≤ T ′′) ◦M(T ≤ T ′) and
the identity property M(T = T ) = IdMT

. For more information on persistence modules, we
refer to [PRSZ20].
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Here, we will study a family of morphisms {M(T, T ′)}T ′≥T (where we set c = T ′ − T ≥ 0) in
the equivariant derived category DZ/ℓ(pt):

M(T, T + c) : Cℓ,T (U,K)→ Cℓ,T+c(U,K)

functorially with respect to T . Subsequently, we take the cohomology Hq or H∗ to construct
persistence modules over R = K or R = Ext∗Z/ℓ(K,K).

We first focus on the case ℓ = 1. Since PU ∈ D(X
2), there exists τc(PU ) : PU → Tc∗PU for

c ≥ 0. Applying α1,X,T ◦ T−c∗, we have

F1(U,K)T+c ∼= α1,X,T (T−c∗PU )→ F1(U,K)T .

Then, we have a family of morphisms for c ≥ 0,

(2.12) CT (U,K)→ CT+c(U,K).

It is functorial with respect T since τc ◦ τd = τc+d for c, d ≥ 0.

For ℓ ≥ 2, we apply the same idea. Since PU ∈ D(X
2), we have that P�⋆ ℓ

U ∈ DZ/ℓ(X
2ℓ).

Therefore, for all c ≥ 0, we have τc(P
�⋆ ℓ
U ) : P�⋆ℓ

U → Tc∗P
�⋆ ℓ
U in DZ/ℓ(X

2ℓ) induced by τc/ℓ(PU ) :
PU → Tc/ℓ∗PU . So, we obtain an equivariant morphism

Fℓ(U,K)T+c = α′
ℓ,X,T+c(P

�⋆ℓ
U ) ∼= α′

ℓ,X,T (T−c∗P
�⋆ ℓ
U )→ α′

ℓ,X,T (P
�⋆ℓ
U ) ∼= Fℓ(U,K)T .

Then we have a family of morphisms functorial with respect T ≥ 0:

(2.13) Cℓ,T (U,K)→ Cℓ,T+c(U,K).

The parameter T indicates the action of Reeb orbits, and the translations Tc∗ quantize the
Reeb flow. Consequently, we can define various Chiu-Tamarkin invariants for different action
windows by employing different cut-offs of T .

Definition 2.7. When T =∞, we define

(2.14) H∗CZ/ℓ
∞ (U,K) := lim

−→
T≥0

H∗C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K).

When we have an action window (T, T ′], we define

C
Z/ℓ
(T,T ′](U,K) :=RHomZ/ℓ

(
Fℓ(U,K),K[T,T ′)[1− d]

)

∼=cone(C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K)→ C

Z/ℓ
T ′ (U,K))

(2.15)

Immediately, we have a distinguished triangle for 0 ≤ T < T ′, say:

(2.16) C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K)→ C

Z/ℓ
T ′ (U,K)→ C

Z/ℓ
(T,T ′](U,K)

+1
−−→ .

We refer to it as the action exact triangle of the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. The discussions
here also apply to positive versions of Chiu-Tamarkin invariants.

Let us compute an example when U = T ∗X. Recall PT ∗X = K∆X2×[0,∞). Therefore, we have

∆̃−1
(
P�⋆ℓ
T ∗X

)
= K∆

Xℓ×[0,∞), and

Fℓ(T
∗X,K) = Rπq!(K∆

Xℓ×[0,∞)) = E[0,∞),

where E = RΓc(∆Xℓ ,K) and Z/ℓ acts on E = RΓc(∆Xℓ ,K) ∼= RΓc(X,K) trivially.

Since Z/ℓ acts on E trivially, we have, for T ≥ 0,

(2.17) C
Z/ℓ
T (T ∗X,K) ∼= RHomZ/ℓ(K,K)

L
⊗RΓ(X, orX).
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Since QT ∗X
∼= 0, we have F outℓ (T ∗X,K) = 0 and C

Z/ℓ,out
T (T ∗X,K) = 0. Also, for 0 ≤ T < T ′,

we have C
Z/ℓ,out
(T,T ′] (T ∗X,K) = 0.

2.4. Product. In this subsection, we assume thatX is orientable. As we proved in Proposition 2.3,
we have that

CT (U,K) ∼= RHom(PU ,TT∗(PU )).

Using this formula, we observe that the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant is nothing
but the endomorphism of PU in the triangulated persistent category D(X2). Notably, there
exists a shifted Yoneda product on RHom(PU ,TT∗(PU )), which we will further elaborate on
in this subsection.

Definition 2.8. For α ∈ Exta(PU ,TA∗PU ), β ∈ Extb(PU ,TB∗PU ), we define the shifted
Yoneda product α • β ∈ Exta+b(PU ,T(A+B)∗PU ) to be the composition:

PU
β
−→ TB∗PU

TA∗α−−−→ T(A+B)∗PU .

The shifted Yoneda product is a shifted version of the usual Yoneda product on Exta(PU , PU ).
This product has also been discussed in [BCZ21, Lemma 6.4.4]. We will show that it is
unital and associative. Moreover, since PU is a bialgebra in the symmetric monoidal category
(D(X2), ⋆) by the idempotence (Corollary 1.11), we have:

Theorem 2.9. The shifted Yoneda product is unital, associative, and graded commutative.

Proof. The identity IdPU
is the unit of the shifted Yoneda product. The associativity follows

from the associativity of the usual Yoneda product and the functor isomorphism T(A+B+C)∗
∼=

TA∗ ◦TB∗ ◦ TC∗. Let us prove the graded commutativity.

We use Corollary 1.11 for ℓ = 2, and denote the isomorphism by ν : PU ⋆PU
∼=
−→ PU . Now, we

can define another product using ν.

The convolution ⋆ is a bifunctor, so we have

α ⋆ β : PU ⋆ PU → TA∗PU ⋆ TB∗PU ∼= T(A+B)∗(PU ⋆ PU )

for α ∈ Exta(PU ,TA∗PU ), β ∈ Extb(PU ,TB∗PU ). We define

α⋆β = T(A+B)∗(ν) ◦ (α ⋆ β) ◦ ν
−1.

We will apply the Eckmann-Hilton argument below to the shifted Yoneda product and the
convolution to prove that

(1): α⋆β = α • β, (2): α • β is graded commutative.

To apply the Eckmann-Hilton argument we first notice the following identities:

• IdPU
⋆α = α⋆IdPU

= α,

• For αi ∈ Extai(PU ,TAi∗PU ), i = 1, 2, 3, 4, we have

(α1 • α2)⋆(α3 • α4) = (−1)a2a3(α1⋆α3) • (α2⋆α4).

To prove them, let us notice that ⋆ is a bifunctor, and that the graded shifting [1] defines iso-
morphisms Ext∗(F,G[1]) ∼= Ext∗(F,G)[1] ∼= Ext∗(F [−1], G) such that the following diagram
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is anti-commutative for all F,G:

Ext∗(F [1], G[1]) Ext∗(F,G[1])[−1]

Ext∗(F [1], G)[1] Ext∗(F,G).

Next, the Eckmann-Hilton argument uses the two above identities to conclude as follows:

α⋆β = (α • IdPU
)⋆(IdPU

• β) = (α⋆IdPU
) • (IdPU

⋆β) = α • β

α • β = α⋆β = (IdPU
• α)⋆(β • IdPU

) = (−1)ab(IdPU
⋆β) • (α⋆IdPU

) = (−1)abβ • α. �

Now, since X is orientable, we set the cohomology of the isomorphism in Proposition 2.3 by:

Θ : Ext∗(PU ,TT∗PU )
∼=
−→ Ext∗(PU ,K∆X2×{T})∼=H

∗CT (U,K)

[PU
α
−→ TT∗PU ] 7→ α̃ = [PU

α
−→ TT∗PU → K∆X2×{T}] 7→ N(α̃).

(2.18)

We would like to expressflα • β =fiα⋆β in a different form in the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant.

Definition 2.10. For α ∈ HaCA(U,K) and β ∈ HbCB(U,K), we define the cup product α∪β
in such a way that the isomorphism of K-modules Θ in (2.18) becomes an isomorphism of
K-algebras.

The cup product we define here is closely related to the usual cup product on the cohomology
ring. In fact, we have H∗CT (U,K) ∼= Ext∗(KX ,KX) ∼= H∗(X,K) for T ≥ 0. Furthermore,
the shifted Yoneda product is given by the Yoneda product on Ext∗(KX ,KX), which in turn
corresponds to the cup product on H∗(X,K). Therefore, it is appropriate to refer to our
defined product as a cup product.

On the other hand, the usual cup product onH∗(X,K) can be defined by the diagonal pullback
of the cross product of classes. A similar idea can also be applied here, and we will provide
an alternative way to describe the cup product.

For classes α, β ∈ Ext∗(PU ,K∆X2×{T}), consider the external tensor

α
L
⊠β : P

L
⊠2
U → K∆X2×{A}×∆X2×{B}[a+ b].

We apply the functor ∆̃−1
X , where ∆̃X : X2×R2 → X4×R2 is the twisted diagonal for ℓ = 2,

to obtain

∆̃−1
X (α

L
⊠β) : ∆̃−1

X (P
L
⊠2
U )→ K∆X2×{(A,B)}[a+ b].

Next, we apply the Gysin morphism associated with the pair (X2,∆X2). In fact, the Gysin
morphism is given by composition with the Euler class, which is given by the following iso-
morphisms:

Extd(K∆X2×{(A,B)},KX2×{(A,B)}) ∼= Extd(K∆X2
,KX2) ∼= Hd

∆X2
(X2,K) ∼= H0(X,K).

The last isomorphism comes from the excision and the Thom isomorphism. Then 1 ∈
H0(X,K) corresponds to the Euler class e : K∆X2×{(A,B)} → KX2×{(A,B)}[d]. We compose
the Euler class to obtain

e ◦ ∆̃−1
X (α

L
⊠β) ∈ Exta+b+d(∆̃−1

X (P
L
⊠2
U ),KX2×{(A,B)}).
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Then we apply Rs2t! to e ◦ ∆̃
−1
X (α

L
⊠β) to obtain

Rs2t!(e ◦ ∆̃
−1
X (α

L
⊠β)) ∈ Exta+b+d(Rs2t!∆̃

−1
X P

L
⊠2
U ,KX2×{A+B}).

On the other hand, since X2 is orientable, we have KX2×{A+B}
∼= π!X2K{A+B}[−2d], so

Proposition 2.5 shows that

Exta+b+d(Rs2t!∆̃
−1
X P

L
⊠2
U ,KX2×{A+B}) ∼= Exta+b(F2(U,K)A+B ,K[−d]) ∼= Ha+bCA+B(U,K).

Then we have

Rs2t!(e ◦ ∆̃
−1
X (α

L
⊠β)) ∈ Ha+bCA+B(U,K),

and the process verifies that

(2.19) Rs2t!(e ◦ ∆̃
−1
X (α

L
⊠β)) = α ∪ β.

3. S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant

So far, we have defined the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant for all ℓ. It is natural
to know in what sense we have an S1-equivariant theory. In [Zha21], we construct a sequence
of symplectic capacities using a certain idea of “numerical approximation” of S1 through all
the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariants. However, we will now explain how to con-
struct a genuine algebraic S1-equivariant theory. To achieve this, we will utilize the structure
maps of microlocal kernels to establish an algebraic S1 action, i.e. a mixed complex [Kas87].
Subsequently, we define an S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.

Let us begin with a discussion of the motivations behind this construction. For a cyclic object
in a category C, we mean a simplicial object in C together with cyclic permutations on n-
simplex, subject to certain compatibility conditions. For pre-simplicial/cyclic objects, also
known as semi-simplicial/cyclic objects, we simply drop degeneracy maps from the definition
of simplicial/cyclic objects. For further details, we refer to [Jon87] and [Lod98, Chapter 6].
We set [n] = {1, . . . , n} for n ∈ N and [n]0 = {0, 1, . . . , n} for n ∈ N0.

The proof of Proposition 2.5 allows us to define a pre-cyclic object in D(R) using Fn(U,K)
for all n ∈ N. Precisely, the morphism

P
L
⊠n
U → K∆X2×[0,∞)

L
⊠P

L
⊠n−1
U ,

together with cyclic permutations, induce morphisms

di :Fn+1(U,K)→ Fn(U,K),

tn :Fn+1(U,K)→ Fn+1(U,K),

for i ∈ [n]. One can verify that (Fn+1(U,K), di, tn)n∈N0
forms a pre-cyclic object in D(R).

Similarly, we can define a pre-cocyclic object of D(R) using QU . Taking the stalk at T , we
will obtain a pre-(co)cyclic object of D(K−Mod).

However, a pre-(co)cyclic object is not enough to define an algebraic S1-action since commu-
tative diagrams in the triangulated derived category do not necessarily come from a homotopy
coherent diagram. So, our strategy is lifting microlocal kernels and structure maps to chain
level.

We will proceed in the following: In Subsection 3.1, we will functorially construct a pre-
cocyclic object from a chain map K∆X2×{0} → Q. In Subsection 3.3, we apply the functor
to microlocal kernels. To do so, it is necessary to use the kernel QU because of the direction
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of the arrows. Therefore, we first define the positive S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant

FS
1,out

• (U,K)T . Subsequently, motivated by the tautological triangle (2.10), we define the S1-

equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant FS
1

• (U,K)T by taking cocone for a certain morphism.

After introducing the definition, we will explain some constructions and prove some properties
in the remaining part of this section.

3.1. Cyclic complex associated with K∆X2×{0} → Q. Let us start with a discussion on
chain-level categories. In the following, we require some basic concepts of model categories.
We refer to [Cis19, Chapter 2] for a quick introduction.

Consider the Grothendieck abelian category C(X2×R) of complexes of sheaves on X2×R. We
can equip it with an injective model structure such that fibrant objects of the model structure
are K-injective and component-wise injective chain complexes of sheaves over X2 × R, and
all objects are cofibrant. Now, for K∆X2×{0}, which is treated as a chain complex of sheaves

concentrated at degree 0, we consider the slice category ⊲C(X2 × R) := K∆X2×{0}/C(X2×R).

It is known that ⊲C(X2 × R) also admits a model structure, in which a chain map K∆X2×{0} →

Q is fibrant if and only if Q is fibrant in C(X2 × R) [Cis19, Proposition 2.2.6].

Remark 3.1. Noticed that here the direction of arrows for the slice category is crucial because
we ONLY have an injective model structure on C(X2 × R). It forces us to consider the slice
category K∆X2×{0}/C(X2×R), nor the slice category C(X2×R)/K∆X2×{0}, since we do not
have meaningful model structure for the later. So far, we still do not know how to figure out
a chain-level construction if we start from C(X2 × R)/K∆X2×{0}.

Now, let us recall some morphisms and define something new: For n ∈ N, we set

πn = πq : Xn × R→ R,

∆̃n = ∆̃X : Xn × R→ (X2)n × R,

∆̃n(q1, . . . ,qn, t) = (qn,q1,q1, . . . ,qn−1,qn−1,qn, t).

Here, we will only emphasize the index n as usually X is fixed. Points in the i-th copy of X2

are denoted as (q1
i ,q

2
i ), and the definition of ‹∆n implies that q2

i = q1
i+1 = qi.

Besides, we define the partial diagonals δi : X
n ×R→ Xn+1 × R,

δi(q1, . . . ,qn, t) =(q1, . . . ,qi+1,qi+1, . . . ,qn, t), i ∈ [n− 1]0,

δn(q1, . . . ,qn, t) =(q1,q2, . . . ,qn,q1, t),

and the cyclic permutation

τn : Xn+1 × R→ Xn+1 × R, (q1,q2, . . . ,qn,qn+1, t) 7→ (q2,q3, . . . ,qn+1,q1, t).

Then one has δjδi = δiδj−1 for i < j, τnδi = δi−1τn−1 for i ∈ [n] and τnδ0 = δn. So
(Xn+1 × R, δi, τn) form a pre-cocyclic space, i.e. a pre-cocyclic object in the category of
topological spaces [Jon87, Example 1.2].

Lemma 3.2. For a field K, n ∈ N and Q ∈ C(X2 × R), with the above notation, we have
isomorphisms of complexes of sheaves over R:

πn!(∆̃
−1
n snt!(Q

⊠n)) ∼= π(n+1)!(∆̃
−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! ([i]Q⊠n+1))),

where [i]Q⊠n+1 = Q⊠i+1
⊠K∆X2×{0} ⊠Q⊠n−i−1 for i ∈ [n− 1]0 and [n]Q⊠n+1 = K∆X2×{0} ⊠

Q⊠n.
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Proof. At the beginning, we assume i = n. Recall that we are working over a field K, so
there is no need to derive the tensor product. Moreover, the projection formula holds in the
non-derived sense over fields. Additionally, the proper base change theorem is always true in
the non-derived sense. Therefore, we can utilize the Künneth isomorphism in the non-derived
sense over fields.

Take t′ = t0, t
′′ = t1 + · · · + tn, and t = t′ + t′′. Then we have a decomposition of sn+1

t =
s2t ◦ (Idt0 × s

n
t ). In this way, the Künneth isomorphism and the projection formula show that

sn+1
t! (K∆X2×{0} ⊠Q⊠n) ∼= s2t!(K∆X2×{0} ⊠ snt!Q

⊠n) ∼= K∆X2
⊠ snt!Q

⊠n.

Now, we have

∆̃−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! ([0]Q⊠n+1)) ∼= ∆̃−1

n+1(K∆X2
⊠ snt!Q

⊠n) ∼= ((d′)−1K∆X2
)⊗ (d−1snt!Q

⊠n),

where d(q1,q2, . . . ,qn+1, t) = (q1,q2,q2, . . . ,qn,qn,qn+1, t) and d
′(q1,q2, . . . ,qn+1, t) = (qn+1,q1).

Notice that the isomorphism (d′)−1K∆X2
= δn!KXn×R can be thought of as an isomorphism

of complexes. Then the projection formula for δn implies the isomorphism of complexes

δn!KXn×R ⊗ (d−1snt!Q
⊠n) ∼= δn!((dδn)

−1snt!Q
⊠n) ∼= δn!(∆̃

−1
n snt!Q

⊠n).

Therefore, we conclude by π(n+1)! = πn!δn! in the non-derived sense.

For i ∈ [n−1]0, we can apply τn several times and use the relations τnδi = δi−1τn−1 for i ∈ [n],

and τnδ0 = δn. Then we conclude using the isomorphisms τ−1
n ∆̃−1

n snt!Q
⊠n ∼= ∆̃−1

n snt!Q
⊠n, and

π(n+1)! = πn+1!τn! �

To simplify the notation, we set Fndn (Q) = πn!(∆̃
−1
n snt!(Q

⊠n)) ∈ C(R), where the superscript
nd indicates that the chain complex is not derived.

Now, we consider a further situation. We take an object in ⊲C(X2 × R), i.e., a chain map:
K∆X2×{0} → Q. Then for each i ∈ [n], we can define a morphism using Lemma 3.2:

di :F
nd
n (Q) ∼= π(n+1)!(∆̃

−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! ([i]Q⊠n+1)))

→ π(n+1)!(∆̃
−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! (Q⊠n+1))) = Fndn+1(Q).

We also set the following automorphism tn of Fndn (Q):

tn = (−1)nπ(n+1)!(∆̃
−1
n+1(τ

−1
n )) : Fndn+1(Q)→ Fndn+1(Q).

One can check the following identities

djdi = didj−1, i < j,

tndi = −di−1tn−1, i ∈ [n],

tnd0 = (−1)ndn.

Consequently, when K is a field, the data

(3.1) Fnd• (K∆X2×{0} → Q) := (Fndn+1(Q), di, tn)n∈N0

form a pre-cocyclic complex of sheaves over R. If we take stalk at T ≥ 0, we get a pre-cocyclic
complex of K-vector spaces:

(3.2) Fnd•,T (K∆X2×{0} → Q) := (Fndn+1(Q)T , di, tn)n∈N0
.

Moreover, if we denote the dg category of pre-cocyclic complexes of K-vector spaces by
∆C0,dg(K−Mod), we actually define a functor

Fnd•,T : ⊲C(X2 × R)→ ∆C0,dg(K−Mod).
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As ∆C0,dg(K−Mod) is dg, we can compose the functor with the dg-quotient functor:

⊲C(X2 × R)
Fnd
•,T
−−−→ ∆C0,dg(K−Mod)

Q
−→ Ddg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod))).

However, one can check that weak equivalences in ⊲C(X2 × R) induce isomorphisms inDdg(∆C0(K−

Mod)). Then one can define the derived functor F•,T of Fnd•,T as the left Kan extension of Q ◦

Fnd•,T along the localization functor γ : ⊲C(X2 × R)→ ho(⊲C(X2 × R)), where ho(⊲C(X2 × R))

is the homotopy category of the model category ⊲C(X2 × R). In particular, we have the fol-
lowing commutative diagram:

⊲C(X2 × R) ∆C0,dg(K −Mod)

ho(⊲C(X2 × R)) Ddg(∆C0,dg(K −Mod)).

Fnd
•,T

γ Q

F•,T

Notice that the functors Fnd•,T and F•,T are additive functors such that a morphism on the left
side is mapped to a degree 0 closed morphism.

Remark 3.3. Now, the functor Fnd•,T is defined over fields to ensure that we can use the projec-
tion formula in the non-derived sense. Therefore, our derived functor F•,T is also defined over
fields. However, notice that the chain-level construction still works if Q is flat, and we can
define the Kan extension locally. Therefore, it is possible to define Fnd•,T for special situations
directly.

3.2. Mixed complexes. In the previous subsection, we discussed pre-cocyclic complexes. In
this subsection, let us discuss mixed complexes. Here, we take R to be a commutative ring
without assuming that R is a field.

Consider the dg-algebra R[ǫ], where |ǫ| = −1 and ǫ2 = 0. A dg-module over R[ǫ], also called
a mixed complex [Kas87], is defined as a triple (M, b,B), where (M, b) is a cochain complex,
|b| = −|B| = 1, and b2 = B2 = Bb+ bB = 0. The derived category of dg-modules over R[ǫ]
is called the mixed derived category. In our subsequent applications, we will make use of the
dg derived category for dg algebras.

On the other hand, consider the dg-algebra R[u], where |u| = 2 and d = 0. We have the
following Koszul duality (see [GKM98]):

(3.3) Ddg(R[ǫ]−Mod) ∼= Ddg(R[u]−Mod), (M, b,B) 7→MhS1

= (MJuK, δ = b+ uB),

where MJuK denotes the (u)-adic completion of M ⊗R[u]. Using the following free resolution
of R:

· · ·
ǫ
−→ R[ǫ]

ǫ
−→ · · ·

ǫ
−→ R[ǫ]

ǫ
−→ R[ǫ]

ǫ=0
−−→ R,

we find that RHomR[ǫ](R,M) ∼= MhS1

= (MJuK, δ = b + uB) represents the homotopy fixed
points of the mixed complex (M, b,B).

The functor (M, b,B) 7→ (M, b) defines a forgetful functor

(3.4) Ddg(R[ǫ]−Mod)→ Ddg(R −Mod).

The forgetful functor is conservative in virtue of [Zha19, Corollary 2.4].

Remark 3.4. In the literature, A∞-modules over R[ǫ] are referred to as S1-complexes, multi-
complexes, or∞-mixed complexes (see [DSV15, BO16, Zha19, Gan19] and references therein).
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The mixed complex, as defined earlier, is known as the strict S1-complex. In terms of module
theory over R[ǫ], we primarily follow the exposition in [Gan19], although the author’s focus is
on A∞-modules. For additional variants involving the completion RJuK, we refer to [CV21].

We will explain how to construct a mixed complex from a pre-cocyclic chain complex. This
idea was first discovered by Tsygan in [Tsy83] and independently by Loday-Quillen in [LQ84].

Take a pre-cocyclic complex N = (Np, di, tp, ∂p) in ∆C0,dg(R−Mod), where di are face maps,
tp are cyclic permutations, and ∂p is the differential of the complex Np. First, we define

d =
n∑

i=0

(−1)idi, d′ =
n−1∑

i=0

(−1)idi.

They satisfies d2 = (d′)2 = 0, and d∂ = ∂d, d′∂ = ∂d′. So (N q
p , d, (−1)p+q+1∂) and

(N q
p , d′, (−1)p+q+1∂) are two bicomplexes. Next, consider the product totalization of these two

bicomplexes. Specifically, we set Tot(N)n =
∏
q+p=nN

q
p and the differential b = d+(−1)n+1∂.

Then the totalization is (Tot(N), b = d + (−1)n+1∂). Similarly, we have (Tot(N), b′ =
d′ + (−1)n+1∂).

On the other hand, the cyclic permutation satisfies the relations (1−t)d = d′(1−t). Therefore,
we have a chain map:

(Tot(N), b = d+ (−1)n+1∂)→ (Tot(N), b′ = d′ + (−1)n+1∂).

The mapping cone of the morphism is Cone(N) = (Tot(N)⊕ Tot(N)[−1], b). We also define
a degree −1 morphism B : Cone(N)→ Cone(N). Precisely, we have

b =

Å
b 0

1− t −b′

ã
, B =

Å
0 B
0 0

ã
,

where B = 1 + t+ · · ·+ tn. It is direct to see that B
2
= B b+ bB = 0. So, we have that

CC∗(N) := (Cone(N), b, B)

form a mixed complex.

If N comes from a cocyclic complex C = (Np, di, si, t, ∂) (satisfies some other relations about
si), then we have b′s + sb′ = Id where s = sn, and the following morphism is a homotopy
equivalence of mixed complexes

(
1 s(1− t)

)t
: (Tot(N), b, B)→ (Cone(N), b, B),

where B = Ns(1− t).

The mixed complex CC∗(N) = (Cone(N), b, B), which is called the cyclic cochain of N , is
functorial with respect to N . It is known that the functor descent to derived categories,
yielding the following functor:

(3.5) CC : Ddg(∆C0,dg(R−Mod))→ Ddg(R[ǫ]−Mod).

Remark 3.5. We also remark that the construction also works for pre-cyclic cochains and
(homological convention) chain complexes. We will use the same notation without explicit
emphasis.

3.3. S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant. Now, let us discuss microlocal kernels.
For an open set U , we have a morphism K∆X2×[0,∞) → QU in D(X2). We take a fibrant
resolution of QU , say QU → IQU . Then IQU is K-injective and component-wise injective. In
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particular, IQU is a complex of c-soft sheaves over X2 × R. To our later discussion, we also
take a flat and c-soft resolution of KX , say KX → I (for example, the Godement resolution),
where I ∈ C≥0(X). Then for ∆ = ∆X2 , we have K∆X2×[0,∞) = ∆!KX⊠K[0,∞) → ∆!I⊠K[0,∞)

is a flat and c-soft (relative to X2) resolution of K∆X2×[0,∞).

Since QU → IQU is a fibrant resolution, we have the following isomorphisms of functors,

(3.6) HomD(−, QU ) ∼= HomD(−, IQU ) ∼= HomK(−, IQU ),

where D = D(X2 × R) and K = K(X2 × R).

Now, we apply the isomorphisms (3.6) to the diagram

K∆X2×{0} ← K∆X2×[0,∞)
qis
−−→ ∆!I ⊠K[0,∞).

The resulting diagram is a commutative diagram of isomorphisms since IQU ∼= QU ∈ D(X2×
R). Consequently, we have

(3.7) HomD(K∆X2×[0,∞), QU ) ∼= HomK(K∆X2×{0}, IQU ) ∼= HomK(∆!I ⊠K[0,∞), IQU ).

Then we can take two chain maps

(3.8) K∆X2×{0} → IQU ← ∆!I ⊠K[0,∞),

representing K∆X2×[0,∞) → QU in D(X2 × R), using the isomorphisms (3.7). In particular,
we have the following commutative diagram of chain maps:

(3.9)

K∆X2×{0} IQU

K∆X2×[0,∞) ∆!I ⊠K[0,∞)

One can verify that two choices of chain representatives K∆X2×{0} → IQU define the same

object in ho(⊲C(X2 × R)). We denote this object by [K∆X2×{0} → QU ] ∈ ho(
⊲C(X2 × R)).

It should be noted that we abuse the notation K∆X2×{0} → QU here, which can represent
either a morphism in the triangulated derived category or an object in the homotopy category
of a model category. The latter represents a chain map that represents the former (which is
an equivalence class of roofs of homotopy classes of chain maps) in the triangulated derived
category. It will be clear how to distinguish between them in the following discussion.

We introduce the following proposition, which serves as a motivation for our construction.

Proposition 3.6. If K is a field, then for each n ∈ N, the n-th component of F•,T (K∆X2×{0} →

QU) is isomorphic to F outn (U,K)T in D(K −Mod), and the morphism di represents the iso-
morphism F outn (U,K)T ∼= F outn+1(U,K)T , of Proposition 2.5, in D(K−Mod).

Proof. We take a fibrant resolution of QU , say QU → IQU , for computation. Since IQU
is component-wise c-soft and K is a field, it follows that IQ⊠n

U is c-soft [Bre97, Exercise
II.14]. Therefore, IQ⊠n

U is both relative c-soft with respect to projection and summation.
By examining the proof of Lemma 3.2, one can observe that each step of the construction
descends to the derived category. Eventually, we obtain πn!(∆̃

−1
n snt!(IQ

⊠n
U )) ∼= F outn (U,K),

since all the functors involved have finite cohomological dimension.

The second statement follows that the object [K∆X2×{0} → QU ] in ho(
⊲C(X2 × R)) represents

the morphism K∆X2×[0,∞) → QU in D(X2 × R). �
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Therefore, for [K∆X2×{0} → QU ] ∈ ho(
⊲C(X2 × R)), we define

(3.10) F out• (U,K)T := F•,T (K∆X2×{0} → QU ) ∈ Ddg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod)).

On the other hand, let us define another pre-cocyclic K-module Fnd• (T ∗X,K)T as follows:

Recall that we took a resolution KX
qis
−−→ I, then we have a resolution K∆X2×[0,∞)

qis
−−→ ∆!I ⊠

K[0,∞).

We first set Fndn+1(T
∗X,K)T =

Ä
π(n+1)!(∆̃

−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! (∆!I ⊠K[0,∞))

⊠n+1))
ä
T
for n ∈ N0, which

is isomorphic to
Ä
π(n+1)!(∆̃

−1
n+1((∆!I)

⊠n+1
⊠K[0,∞)))

ä
T
as chain complexes. Next, the mor-

phism di is induced by K∆X2×[0,∞) → ∆!I ⊠ K[0,∞). In this case, it is by construction that

(∆!I ⊠ K[0,∞))
⊠n+1 is already sn+1

t! -acyclic and πn+1-c-soft. Therefore, we would like to use
K∆X2×[0,∞) rather than K∆X2×{0} to maintain the correct direction of the arrows. The def-

inition of tn is the same. We also have that Fndn+1(T
∗X,K)T represents Fn+1(T

∗X,K)T in
D(K−Mod). Notice that I is flat for all rings K regardless requiring K to be fields. However,
to be consistent with the definition of F out• (U,K)T , we continue to assume that K is a field
here.

We can also verify that if we take two different resolutions of KX → I, I ′, we will ob-
tain the same object in Ddg(∆C0,dg(K − Mod)). Therefore, we denote the resulting ob-
ject in Ddg(∆C0,dg(K − Mod)) by F•(T

∗X,K)T . By direct computation, we can find that

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T is isomorphic to RΓc(X,KX) with the trivial action for all T ≥ 0.

Next, we construct a morphism F•(T
∗X,K)T → F out• (U,K)T . At the chain level, we have

already constructed a morphism ∆!I ⊠ K[0,∞) → IQU along with the diagram (3.9). Using
this, we can directly construct a morphism of pre-cocyclic complexes of K-vector spaces:

Fnd• (T ∗X,K)T → Fnd•,T (K∆X2×{0} → IQU ).

It can be verified that this morphism is independent of the chosen resolutions, thereby defining
a degree 0 closed morphism

(3.11) F•(T
∗X,K)T → F out• (U,K)T ∈ Ddg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod)).

Now, we apply the cyclic cochain functor to (3.11), we have

Proposition 3.7. If K is a field, then for an open set U and T ≥ 0,

FS
1,out

• (U,K)T := CC∗(F out• (U,K)T ), FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T := CC∗(F•(T
∗X,K)T ),

define objects of Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod). The degree 0 closed morphism

(3.12) [FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ] := CC∗(F•(T
∗X,K)T → F out• (U,K)T )

defines an object inMor (Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod)).

Currently, although we cannot directly define FS
1

• (U,K)T from resolutions of PU for all open
sets U , the situation for U = T ∗X is quite straightforward as we have presented. The

tautological triangle (2.10) suggests that we should expect FS
1

• (U,K) to be the cocone of the
morphism (3.12). Therefore, we define

(3.13) FS
1

• (U,K)T := cocone(FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ).
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Definition 3.8. For a field K, T ≥ 0 and an open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we define the S1-equivariant
Chiu-Tamarkin invariant to be

CS
1,out

T (U,K) :=RHomK[ǫ](F
S1,out
• (U,K)T ,K[−d]),

CS
1

T (U,K) :=RHomK[ǫ](F
S1

• (U,K)T ,K[−d]),

where we equip K with the trivial mixed complex structure, and RHomK[ǫ] denotes the derived
hom in the dg mixed derived category.

Remark 3.9. In the dg derived category Ddg(K[ǫ] −Mod), the definition of FS
1

• (U,K)T and

CS
1

T (U,K) is canonical. If we work in the triangulated derived category, CS
1

T (U,K) is not
canonical, but its cohomology, what we really care about, is well defined.

It is worth mentioning that in previous works, our focus was on the linear dual C
Z/ℓ
T (U,K)

rather than Fℓ(U,K)T because we were unable to prove the invariance ([Chi17, Theorem 4.7])
for Fℓ(U,K)T directly. However, at present, we can directly establish the invariance for all

versions of FS
1

• (U,K)T without resorting to the linear dual CS
1

T (U,K). This also holds true
for the Z/ℓ versions.

Tautologically, the definition gives rise to the tautological exact triangles:

FS
1

• (U,K)T → RΓc(X,K
S1

X )→ FS
1,out

• (U,K)T
+1
−−→,

CS
1,out

T (U,K)→ RΓ(X,ωS
1

X )→ CS
1

T (U,K)
+1
−−→ .

(3.14)

By definition, we have thatH∗CS
1

T (U,K) andH∗CS
1,out

T (U,K) are left modules over Ext∗S1(K,K) ∼=

K[u]. As we pointed out before, one has H∗CS
1

T (T ∗X,K) ∼= HBM
d−∗ (X,K) ⊗ K[u] for all

T ∈ [0,∞], with the trivial K[u] action on HBM
d−∗ (X,K).

Lastly, it is worth noting that although we define our positive S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin
invariant in the mixed derived category, it can be computed in the derived category of pre-
cocyclic complexes. Precisely, we have

Proposition 3.10. For a field K, T ≥ 0 and an open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we have

CS
1,out

T (U,K) ∼= RHom(F out• (U,K)T ,K[−d]),

CS
1

T (T ∗X,K) ∼= RHom(F•(T
∗X,K)T ,K[−d]),

and

CS
1

T (U,K) ∼= cone(RHom(F out• (U,K)T ,K[−d])→ RHom(F•(T
∗X,K)T ,K[−d])).

where RHom here are computed in Ddg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod)).

Proof. For the first two isomorphisms, a similar statement is presented for the cyclic coho-
mology of cocyclic modules in [Lod98, 6.2.9] with the same proof for the cyclic homology in
Theorem 6.2.8 of loc. cit. The same method works for pre-cocyclic complex here since the
proof therein did not use degeneracy maps. For the second, we only need to notice that the
proof of the first two is functorial. �

3.4. Persistence module. The persistence module structure still exists in the S1-theory.

Recall that the translation Tc is a diffeomorphism, so Tc∗ defines an isomorphism of the
abelian categories of chain complexes for all c ∈ R. In particular, for the fibrant resolution
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QU → IQU of QU , we have that Tc∗QU → Tc∗IQU is a fibrant resolution of Tc∗QU for all
c ∈ R. When c ≥ 0, we have a morphism QU → Tc∗QU in the derived category. By the
functoriality of fibrant resolutions, we have a chain map IQU → Tc∗IQU that represents
QU → Tc∗QU .

Now, we can construct the following diagram using similar arguments as Lemma 3.2:

δn!∆̃
−1
n snt!(IQ

⊠n
U ) ∆̃−1

n+1(s
n+1
t! ([n]IQ⊠n+1

U )) ∆̃−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! (IQ⊠n+1

U ))

δn!∆̃
−1
n snt!(Tc/n∗IQ

⊠n
U ) ∆̃−1

n+1(s
n+1
t! ([n](Tc/n∗IQ

⊠n+1
U )) ∆̃−1

n+1(s
n+1
t! (IQU ⊠ Tc/n∗IQ

⊠n+1
U ))

Tc∗δn!∆̃
−1
n snt!(IQ

⊠n
U ) Tc∗∆̃

−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! ([n]IQ⊠n+1

U )) Tc∗∆̃
−1
n+1(s

n+1
t! (IQ⊠n+1

U )).

∼=

∼=

∼= ∼= ∼=

∼=

Now, after applying the direct image functor π(n+1)!, we construct a morphism of pre-
cosimplicial complexes of c-soft sheaves over R for c ≥ 0, say:

(3.15) (Fndn+1(IQU ), di)n∈N0
→ (Tc∗F

nd
n+1(IQU ), di)n∈N0

.

As we choose a particular morphism [n](Tc/n∗IQU )
⊠n+1 → IQU⊠(Tc/n∗IQU )

⊠n+1, we should
be careful that if it yields a morphism of pre-cocyclic complexes of sheaves. Fortunately, the
summation maps and projections πn+1 are invariant under cyclic permutations, and thus,
the morphism (3.15) does define a morphism of pre-cocyclic complexes of sheaves over R.
Subsequently, by taking stalks at T + c and T for T, c ≥ 0, (3.15) gives us a morphism of
pre-cocyclic complexes of K-vector spaces:

Fnd•,T+c(K∆X2×{0} → IQU )→ Fnd•,T (K∆X2×{0} → IQU ).

Therefore, we obtain a degree 0 closed morphism inDdg(∆C0,dg(K −Mod)), and then a degree
0 closed morphism in Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod) after applying the cyclic cochain functor:

FS
1,out

• (U,K)T+c → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T .

We can check that we have similar morphisms for FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T , and we have a commutative
diagram:

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T+c FS
1,out

• (U,K)T+c

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T FS
1,out

• (U,K)T .

Consequently, by utilizing the functoriality of the cone in dg categories, we obtain the following
morphism:

(3.16) FS
1

• (U,K)T+c → FS
1

• (U,K)T .

Subsequently, our construction can be summarized as:

Proposition 3.11. The maps T 7→ H∗CS
1

T (U,K) and T 7→ H∗CS
1,out

T (U,K) are two persis-
tence module over K[u] where |u| = 2.

We can take limits to define H∗CS
1

∞ (U,K) and H∗CS
1,out

∞ (U,K). Moreover, we can define

H∗CS
1

(T,T ′](U,K) and H∗CS
1,out

(T,T ′] (U,K) as in Subsection 2.3.
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3.5. Gysin sequence. An important ingredient in the theory of mixed complexes is the
Connes long exact sequence, also known as the Gysin long exact sequence.

Specifically, for a trivial mixed complex K, we have Ext∗K[ǫ](K,K) ∼= K[u], where K[u] is a

polynomial ring with |u| = 2. In this context, there exists a morphism u : K → K[2]. This
morphism can be embedded into the distinguished triangle:

K[ǫ]
ǫ=0
−−→ K

u
−→ K[2]

+1
−−→ .

For any mixed complex M = (M, b,B), applying the functor RHomK[ǫ](−,M), we obtain the
distinguished triangle:

MJuK/uMJuK→MJuK
u
−→MJuK

+1
−−→

of K[u]-modules. Then it induces long exact sequence of K-vector spaces:

Extp−2
K[u](MJuK,K)

·u
−→ Extp

K[u](MJuK,K)→ Extp
K[u](MJuK/uMJuK,K)

+1
−−→ .

Using the Koszul duality (3.3), we have the following long exact sequence

Extp−2
K[ǫ](M,K)

·u
−→ Extp

K[ǫ](M,K)→ ExtpK(M,K)
+1
−−→ .

The third term follows from Extp
K[u](MJuK/uMJuK,K) ∼= ExtpK(M,K), where we treat M =

(M, b) as a chain complex (rather than a mixed complex) on the right hand side.

Now, we can take M = FS
1,out

• (U,K) and M = FS
1

• (U,K) to establish the following long
exact sequences:

Hp−2CS
1,out

T (U,K)
·u
−→ HpCS

1,out
T (U,K)→ ExtpK(F

S1,out
• (U,K)T ,K)

+1
−−→,

Hp−2CS
1

T (U,K)
·u
−→ HpCS

1

T (U,K)→ ExtpK(F
S1

• (U,K)T ,K)
+1
−−→ .

Let us now proceed to compute ExtpK(F
S1,out
• (U,K)T ,K) and ExtpK(F

S1

• (U,K)T ,K). We begin
by taking a fibrant resolution of QU , denoted asQU → IQU . Consequently, F

out
• (U,K)T is rep-

resented by Fnd•,T (K∆X2×{0} → IQU ). By forgetting cyclic permutations in F•,T (K∆X2×{0} →

IQU ), we obtain a pre-cosimplicial complex ofK-vector spaces denoted as F = (Fndn+1(IQU )T , di)n∈N0
.

Therefore, FS
1,out

• (U,K)T is isomorphic to the non-normalized chain complex of F in the de-
rived category D(K−Mod).

Consider the pre-cosimplicial complex G = (Gn+1, 0)n∈N0
defined by G1 = Fnd1 (IQU )T and

Gn+1 = 0 for n > 0. In other words, G represents the 0-coskeleton of F . We have a
cosimplicial map F → G. Since we already know that all di represent isomorphisms in the
derived category of sheaves D(R) (as stated in Proposition Proposition 3.6), it follows that
di are quasi-isomorphisms of chain complexes. Hence, the non-normalized chain complex
functor yields a quasi-isomorphism (Tot(F ), b + ∂) → (Tot(G), 0 + ∂). However, since G
is concentrated in the level n = 0, we have (Tot(G), ∂) = Fnd1 (IQU ) as a chain complex.
Consequently, we obtain

FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ∼= (Tot(G), ∂) = Fnd1 (IQU ) ∼= F out1 (U,K) ∈ D(K−Mod).

For FS
1

• (U,K)T , upon applying the forgetful functor, we have a distinguished triangle in
D(K−Mod):

FS
1

• (U,K)T → RΓc(X,K)→ FS
1,out

• (U,K)T
+1
−−→ .
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However, we already know that FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ∼= F out1 (U,K)T in D(K −Mod). Therefore,

we can conclude that FS
1

• (U,K)T ∼= F1(U,K)T in D(K −Mod) by utilizing the tautological
triangle (2.9) of F1.

In particular, we prove that under the forgetful functor For : Ddg(K[ǫ] −Mod) → Ddg(K −
Mod), we have

(3.17) For(CS
1

T (U,K)) ∼= CT (U,K) ∈ Ddg(K−Mod).

And, we obtain the Gysin long exact sequence for the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin coho-
mology:

Hp−2CS
1,out

T (U,K)
·u
−→ HpCS

1,out
T (U,K)→ HpCoutT (U,K)

+1
−−→,

Hp−2CS
1

T (U,K)
·u
−→ HpCS

1

T (U,K)→ HpCT (U,K)
+1
−−→ .

(3.18)

3.6. Restrict to cyclic groups. For ℓ ≥ 1, we will construct a module morphism

HqCS
1

T (U,K)→ HqC
Z/ℓ
T (U,K).

When ℓ = 1, we can directly use the forgetful functor (3.4). Then combining the discussion
in Subsection 3.5, we have

HqCS
1

T (U,K)→ For(HqCS
1

T (U,K)) = HqCT (U,K).

Next, we assume ℓ ≥ 2. Given a pre-cocyclic complex (Cn+1, di, tn)n∈N0
, it is clear that

(Cℓ, tℓ−1) forms a chain complex of Z/ℓ-modules since tℓℓ−1 = 1. Therefore, we obtained a dg
functor

∆C0,dg(K −Mod)→ Cdg(K[Z/ℓ]−Mod), (Cn+1, di, tn)n∈N0
7→ (Cℓ, tℓ−1).

It is clear we can descent the dg functor to derived categories

Rℓ : Ddg(∆C0,dg(K −Mod))→ Ddg(K[Z/ℓ]−Mod) ∼= DZ/ℓ,dg(pt).

Now, we apply the dg functor Rℓ to F•(T
∗X,K)T , F

out
• (U,K)T and the morphism

F•(T
∗X,K)T → F out• (U,K)T .

By definition, we have the following isomorphisms and commutative diagram inDdg((K[Z/ℓ])−
Mod) ∼= DZ/ℓ,dg(pt):

Rℓ(F•(T
∗X,K)T ) ∼= Fℓ(T

∗X,K)T , Rℓ(F
out
• (U,K)T ) ∼= F outℓ (U,K)T ,

and

Rℓ(F•(T
∗X,K)T ) Rℓ(F

out
• (U,K)T )

Fℓ(T
∗X,K)T F outℓ (U,K)T .

∼= ∼=

Moreover, since Rℓ is a functor, we have a morphism

RHomDdg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod))(F
out
• (U,K)T ,K[−d])

→RHomDZ/ℓ,dg(pt)(Rℓ(F
out
• (U,K)T ), Rℓ(K[−d]))

∼=RHomDZ/ℓ,dg(pt)(F
out
ℓ (U,K)T ,K[−d]).
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Similarly, we can replace F out• (U,K)T with F •(T ∗X,K)T and consider the canonical morphism
between them. Then, in light of Proposition 3.10, we obtain the following morphism:

HqCS
1,out

T (U,K)→ HqC
Z/ℓ,out
T (U,K),

HqCS
1

T (U,K)→ HqC
Z/ℓ
T (U,K).

(3.19)

Remark 3.12. If we set ℓ = 1, the procedure still works, and we can observe that the resulting
morphism is the same as the morphism constructed by the forgetful functor approach we
explained at the beginning of this subsection.

3.7. Functoriality and invariance. In this subsection, we would like to prove the following
theorem:

Theorem 3.13. Let U,U1, U2 be open sets and let U1
i
−֒→ U2 be an inclusion. For T ≥ 0, we

have

(1) There exists a morphism CS
1

T (U2,K)
i∗
−→ CS

1

T (U1,K), which is functorial with respect to
inclusions of open sets.

(2) For a compactly supported Hamiltonian homeomorphism ϕ : T ∗X → T ∗X in the sense of

[MO07], there exists an isomorphism ΦS
1

T : CS
1

T (U,K)
∼=
−→ CS

1

T (ϕ(U),K) in the mixed derived

category. The isomorphism ΦS
1

T is functorial with respect to the restriction morphisms in (1).

When U = T ∗X, we have ΦS
1

T = Id.

Notably, we are able to prove the corresponding results for all versions of FS
1

(U,K)T , and the

results for CS
1

T (U,K) follow directly after a linear dual.

Remark 3.14. The theorem also holds for the Z/ℓ-theory [Chi17, Zha21]. However, in the
cited references, the invariance for Hamiltonian homeomorphisms was not explicitly stated,
although it is indeed true. In the following discussion, we will explain why our previous
argument extends to the case of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms.

On the other hand, due to the absence of S1-equivariant sheaves, we require a different
argument to establish corresponding results for the S1-theory. Actually, the present proof for
the S1-theory can also provide a new proof for the corresponding result in the Z/ℓ-theory.

Functoriality:

Proof of (1). In the derived category D(X2×R), we have a commutative diagram (Proposition 1.12)

(3.20) K∆X2×[0,∞) QU QV

Now, we take a fibrant resolution QU → IQU , a flat and c-soft resolution KX → I, and some
chain maps such that the diagram (3.9) is commutative.

On the other hand, we take a fibrant resolution QV → IQV . As IQV is fibrant, we have

HomD(QU , QV ) ∼= HomK(IQU , IQV ).

So, one can take a chain map IQU → IQV representing QU → QV in D(X2 × R).
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Therefore, the chain map IQU → IQV and the diagram (3.9) define the following commutative
diagram

(3.21)

K∆X2×{0} IQU IQV

K∆X2×[0,∞) δ!I ⊠K[0,∞) .

Arrows in the diagram (3.21) define a morphism

[K∆X2×{0} → QU ]→ [K∆X2×{0} → QV ]

in ho(⊲C(X2 × R)), which represent the diagram (3.20) in D(X2 × R). Therefore, we have a
morphism

FS
1,out

• (U,K)T → FS
1,out

• (V,K)T
since CC∗ ◦ F•,T is a functor. Moreover, the diagram (3.21) also verifies the following com-
mutative diagram:

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T FS
1,out

• (U,K)T

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T FS
1,out

• (V,K)T ,

Id

in the mixed derived category. Consequently, we have the morphism, by taking cocone,

FS
1

• (U,K)T → FS
1

• (V,K)T . �

Invariance The proof of invariance is more intricate since the adjunction argument used in
[Chi17, Zha21] does not apply here due to the lack of sufficient S1-equivariant sheaves to
apply the six operations. However, since the forgetful functor is conservative, it suffices to

construct a morphism FS
1,out

• (U,K)T and FS
1,out

• (ϕ(U),K)T in the mixed derived category
such that we obtain an isomorphism between the non-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariants
after forgetting the S1-action.

Lemma 3.15. For n ∈ N and complexes of sheaves K1, K2, · · · ,Kn on X2 × R, there exists
a natural isomorphism that is invariant under cyclic permutation such that

πXn!∆̃
−1
n snt!(K1 ⊠K2 ⊠ · · ·⊠Kn) ∼= πXn!∆̃

−1
n snt!(Kn ⊠K1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Kn−1),

where πXn : Xn × Rt → Rt is the projection map.

Proof. Let τ denote the cyclic permutation of n factors in a n-fold product space (such as
Xn, (X2)n, or (X2 ×R)n). We have the following isomorphism:

K1 ⊠K2 ⊠ · · · ⊠Kn
∼= τ!(Kn ⊠K1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Kn−1),

where the tensor factors commute according to the Koszul rule.

Now, observe that all πXn , ∆̃n, and s
n
t are equivariant with respect to cyclic permutations.

Therefore, we have a natural isomorphism of functors: πXn!∆̃
−1
n snt! = πXn!∆̃

−1
n snt!τ! which is

equivariant with respect to the cyclic permutation. The desired result follows. �
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To illustrate our idea and understand why the morphism we are going to construct is an
isomorphism in the non-equivariant case, let us provide a new proof of the invariance of
F1(U,K) under Hamiltonian homeomorphisms.

The crucial thing is that there exists a pair of sheaves, denoted as K and K, satisfying the
property K ⋆K ∼= K∆X2×{0}, which quantize the Hamiltonian homeomorphism ϕ, its inverse

ϕ−1, and the composition ϕ−1ϕ = Id.

In the smooth case, we assume that ϕ = ϕH1 for a compactly supported Hamiltonian function
H. In this scenario, we can choose K = K(ϕH )1 and K = K−1 = K(ϕH )−1, as we did in
[Zha21]. If ϕ is a Hamiltonian homeomorphism, we can utilize the quantization K and K
constructed by Asano-Ike using the homotopy colimit ([AI22, Section 5]).

Then we can apply [Chi17, Proposition 4.5] to conclude that Pϕ(U)
∼= K ⋆ PU ⋆K. It is worth

noting that the argument therein is applicable to Hamiltonian homeomorphisms constructed
in [AI22] as well. Therefore, we conclude that

F1(ϕ(U),K) ∼= RπX!∆
−1
X2(K ⋆ PU ⋆K) ∼= RπX3!∆̃

−1
3 Rs3t!(K

L
⊠PU

L
⊠K).

Now, the derived version of Lemma 3.15 shows that

RπX3!∆̃
−1
3 Rs3t!(K

L
⊠PU

L
⊠K) ∼= RπX3!∆̃

−1
3 Rs3t!(PU

L
⊠K

L
⊠K) ∼= RπX!∆

−1
X2(PU ⋆K ⋆K).

Recall that the quantizations K,K satisfy K ⋆K ∼= K∆X2×{0}. Then we have that

F1(ϕ(U),K) ∼= Rπ!∆
−1
X2(PU ⋆K ⋆K) ∼= Rπ!∆

−1
X2(PU ⋆K∆X2×{0}) ∼= Rπ!∆

−1
X2(PU ) = F1(U,K).

In general, we can extend the proof to the Z/ℓ-case and provide a new proof of the Hamil-
tonian invariance for the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant using the morphism Φℓ we
constructed in (3.26). Now, let us return to the S1 case.

Proof of (2). We consider the sheaf quantization K of ϕ as mentioned earlier. It follows from
[Chi17, Proposition 4.5] that Qϕ(U)

∼= K ⋆QU ⋆K. To complete the proof, we take resolutions
explicitly and work within the category of complexes.

We fix fibrant resolutions Qϕ(U) → IQ1 and QU → IQ0 along with the associated mor-
phisms, as discussed in Subsection 3.3. Additionally, we select fibrant resolutions K → K
and K → K. Throughout the following discussion, we will use the notation of convolution,
both in the derived and non-derived sense, interchangeably. We will explicitly mention the
derived situations when necessary. However, since we have chosen fibrant resolutions, we can
ensure that the chain maps we employ descend to the corresponding morphisms in the derived
category, as outlined in Proposition 3.6.

Step 1: Realize the isomorphism Qϕ(U)
∼= K ⋆ QU ⋆K, in D(X2 × R), as an isomorphism in

ho(⊲C(X2 × R)). Utilizing the chosen resolutions, we obtain the following morphism:

IQ1
∼= Qϕ(U)

∼= K ⋆ QU ⋆K ∼= K ⋆ IQ0 ⋆ K ∈ D(X2 × R).

Since IQ1 is fibrant, we can lift the aforementioned isomorphism to a chain map, which is in
fact a quasi-isomorphism:

IQ′
1 := K ⋆ IQ0 ⋆ K → IQ1.

As we have a chain map K∆X2×{0} → IQ0, we obtain the following chain maps:

K ⋆K ∼= K ⋆K∆X2×{0} ⋆ K → IQ′
1 = K ⋆ IQ0 ⋆ K → IQ1,

where the first isomorphism is an isomorphism of chain complexes.



IDEMPOTENCE OF MICROLOCAL KERNELS AND S1-EQUIVARIANT CHIU-TAMARKIN INVARIANT 33

However, due to the construction of the quantization, we have an isomorphism in the derived
category: K∆X2×{0}

∼= K ⋆ K. Although K ⋆ K is not fibrant, it is c-soft. Additionally,

K∆X2×{0} is a bounded complex. Therefore, we can also find a chain map (which is actually

a quasi-isomorphism) that represents this isomorphism. We denote the resulting chain map
as:

(3.22) f : K∆X2×{0} → K ⋆K.

Therefore, we obtain a sequence of chain maps:

K∆X2×{0} K ⋆K IQ′
1 IQ1,

f

where IQ′
1 → IQ1 is a quasi-isomorphism. In particular, we have

[K∆X2×{0} → IQ′
1]
∼= [K∆X2×{0} → IQ1] ∈ ho(

⊲C(X2 × R)),

and, consequently, we have

F out• (ϕ(U),K)T ∼= F out•,T (K∆X2×{0} → IQ′
1) ∈ Ddg(∆C0,dg(K−Mod)).

Step 2: We will construct a morphism of pre-cocyclic complexes

Φ• : F
nd
•,T ([K∆X2×{0} → IQ′

1])→ Fnd•,T ([K∆X2×{0} → IQ0])

such that
Φ1 : F

nd
1 (IQ′

1)T → Fnd1 (IQ0)

representing the isomorphism

F out1 (ϕ(U),K)T ∼= F out1 (U,K)T ∈ D(K−Mod).

Then the result follows from that the forgetful functor (3.4) is conservative, and we have an

isomorphism FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ∼= F out1 (U,K)T in D(K −Mod) for all open sets U .

The construction is based on a careful improvement of Lemma 3.15.

We start from an isomorphism of chain complexes:

IQ′
1 = K ⋆ IQ0 ⋆ K ∼= πin!s

3
u!d

−1(K ⊠ IQ0 ⊠K).

Let us carefully name coordinates for products of X and R:

d : X4 × R3
u → X6 × R3

u,

(y1, y2, y3, y4, u1, u2, u3) 7→ (w1, . . . , w6, u1, u2, u3) = (y1, y2, y2, y3, y3, y4, u1, u2, u3);

s3u : X4 × R3
u → X4 × Rt,

(y1, y2, y3, y4, u1, u2, u3) 7→ (y1, y2, y3, y4, t) = (y1, y2, y3, y4, u1 + u2 + u3);

πin : X4 × Rt → X2 × Rt,

(y1, y2, y3, y4, t) 7→ (x1, x2, t) = (y1, y4, t).

Under the coordinate convention, we require thatK is over (w1, w2, u1), IQ0 is over (w3, w4, u2),
and K is over (w5, w6, u3). Furthermore, under these identifications, we have x1 = y1 = w1

and x2 = y4 = w6.

When we have n copies of xa, yb, wc, etc., we use a superscript to distinguish them, such as
xia, y

i
b, w

i
c for i ∈ [n]. Therefore, we have an isomorphism of chain complexes

Fndn (IQ′
1) = πn!(∆̃

−1
n snt!((IQ

′
1)

⊠n))

∼=π3n!(∆̃
−1
3n s

3n
u! (K ⊠ IQ0 ⊠K ⊠ · · ·⊠K ⊠ IQ0 ⊠K)).

(3.23)
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Again, let us be careful with the coordinates. In the middle term, we use the coordinate
(qi; ti)i∈[n] as usual, while on the right-hand side, we use the coordinates (wic, u

i
d)c,d;i∈[n] for

c = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and d = 1, 2, 3. Here, we identify [n] with Z/n.

The map ∆̃n identifies qi = xi2 = xi+1
1 for all i ∈ Z/n, while the map ∆̃3n identifies wi2 = wi3,

wi4 = wi5 and wi6 = wi+1
1 . Under the identification xi1 = wi1 and xi2 = wi6, ∆̃n and ∆̃3n are

compatible. Notice that the Z/n-cyclic permutation operator on the right hand side of (3.23)
is given by

(wic, u
i
d)c,d;i∈[n] 7→ (wi+1

c , ui+1
d )c,d;i∈[n].

Then we have that (3.23) is an equivariant isomorphism of chain complexes with respect to
the Z/n-cyclic permutation.

Now, similar to Lemma 3.15, we have an Z/n-equivariant isomorphism of chain complexes:

π3n!(∆̃
−1
3n s

3n
t! (K ⊠ IQ0 ⊠K ⊠ · · ·⊠K ⊠ IQ0 ⊠K))

∼=π3n!(∆̃
−1
3n s

3n
t! (IQ0 ⊠K ⊠K ⊠ · · ·⊠ IQ0 ⊠K ⊠K)),

(3.24)

which is induced by the Z/n-equivariant map

(wi1, w
i
2, w

i
3, w

i
4, w

i
5, w

i
6, u

i
1, u

i
2, u

i
3)i∈[n] 7→ (wi3, w

i
4, w

i
5, w

i
6, w

i
1, w

i
2, u

i
2, u

i
3, u

i
1)i∈[n].

Again, similar to (3.23), we have an Z/n-equivariant isomorphism of chain complexes:

π3n!(∆̃
−1
3n s

3n
t! (IQ0 ⊠K ⊠K ⊠ · · ·⊠ IQ0 ⊠K ⊠K))

∼=πn!(∆̃
−1
n snt!((IQ0 ⋆ K ⋆ K)⊠n)) = Fndn (IQ0 ⋆ K ⋆ K).

(3.25)

To summarize, we constructed an Z/n-equivariant isomorphism of chain complexes by com-
posing (3.23), (3.24) and (3.25), say:

µn : Fndn (IQ0 ⋆ K ⋆ K) ∼= Fndn (IQ′
1).

On the other hand, we have the morphism of chain complexes:

(3.26) Φn : Fndn (IQ0) ∼= Fndn (IQ0 ⋆K∆X2×{0})
Fnd
n (IQ0⋆f)
−−−−−−−→ Fndn (IQ0 ⋆ K ⋆K)

µn
−→ Fndn (IQ′

1).

We already verify that the map Φn is Z/n-equivariant, so we only need to verify that Φ•

defines a map of pre-cosimplical map, which is a long exercise.

Then we apply the cyclic cochain functor and descent to the mixed derived category. Conse-
quently, we have a morphism

ΦS
1,out

T : FS
1,out

• (ϕ(U),K)T → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T .

One can also check that, after applying the forgetful functor, ΦS
1,out

T is conjugate to the
isomorphism

F out1 (ϕ(U),K)T ∼= F out1 (U,K)T ∈ D(K−Mod).

Then we have that ΦS
1,out

T defines an isomorphism in the mixed derived category.

Similarly, we obtain an isomorphism

ΦS
1

T : FS
1

• (ϕ(T ∗X),K)T → FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T ,

and one can check that it is the identity map in the mixed derived category.
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Finally, our construction also gives a commutative diagram, in the mixed derived category,

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T FS
1,out

• (ϕ(U),K)T

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T FS
1,out

• (U,K)T .

Id ΦS1,out
T

∼=

Then one obtains the isomorphism, in the mixed derived category,

ΦS
1

T : FS
1

• (ϕ(U),K)T → FS
1

• (U,K)T . �

3.8. Integral coefficient and computation. In this subsection, we will discuss some results
regarding the definition over integral coefficient, and some computation problems. Therefore,
we will not assume that K is a field in this subsection.

Consider the following assumptions and related consequences:

For a given open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we say that it satisfies the action cut-off condition if there
exists some t0 ≤ 0 such that (PU ){t<t0}

∼= 0 in D(X2 ×R). Alternatively, we can also require
(QU )t < t0 ∼= 0. If the condition holds over Z, it is valid for all coefficient rings.

In this case, it is evident that the morphism

[K∆X2×{0} → QU ]→ [K∆X2×{0} → (QU ){t0≤t≤N}] ∈ ho(
⊲C(X2 × R))

induced by the closed inclusion [t0, N ] ⊂ R gives an isomorphism

F out• (U,K)T = F•,T ([K∆X2×{0} → QU ]) ∼= F•,T ([K∆X2×{0} → (QU ){t0≤t≤N}])

for T ≥ 0 and a sufficiently large N ∈ N depending on T .

If U satisfies the action cut-off condition, we can compute F out• (U,K)T using (QU ){t0≤t≤N}.
The advantage of (QU ){t0≤t≤N} is that it is likely a bounded complex and has a special form
in the following sense.

We say that an object F in D(X2 × R) is of projective constant (PC) type if there exists a
continuous map of topological spaces π : Z → X2×R and a locally closed subsetW ⊂ Z such
that F ∼= Rπ!KW [i] for some i ∈ Z. If we replace KW [i] with some flat complex G ∈ Db(Z),
we will call F to be of projective flat (PF) type. For example, constant sheaves over X2 × R

are trivially PC type. If K is a field, then all sheaves are trivial of PF type. If F is of PC
type, it is a bounded complex.

When F is of PF type, a variant of the construction in Subsection 3.1 can be applied without
assuming that K is a field, as we do not need to derive tensor products for flat complexes.
Consequently, it becomes possible to define the S1-theory over Z. Furthermore, when mi-

crolocal kernels are of PC type, we will observe that the computation of FS
1

reduces to the
computation of the S1-equivariant cohomology of an S1-space. Therefore, we consider the
following definition.

Definition 3.16. For an open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we say U admits well-behaved microlocal kernels
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) (Action cut-off condition) There exists some t0 ≤ 0 such that (PU ){t<t0}
∼= 0 inD(X2×R).
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(2) For every N ∈ N, there exists a topological space ZN , a locally closed subset WN ⊂
X2 × ZN × [t0, N ] and a closed subset ∆ × [0, N ] ⊂ WN . Denote the projection map by
πZN

: X2 × ZN × R→ X2 × R, the following properties hold:

• WN is a Euclidean neighborhood retracts (ENR);

• ∆ = {(x, x, z(x)) : x ∈ X}, where z : X → ZN is a continuous map. In particular,
πZN
|∆×[0,N ] : ∆× [0, N ]→ X2 × [0, N ] induces a homeomorphism to ∆X2 × [0, N ].

• We have the following isomorphism of distinguished triangles:

RπZN !ZWN
RπZN !Z∆×[0,N ] RπZN !ZWN\∆×[0,N ][1]

PU |[t0,N ] Z∆X2×[0,N ] QU |[t0,N ] .

+1

+1

Remark 3.17. Confirming whether an open set U admits well-behaved microlocal kernels
can be challenging. However, it holds true for many interesting examples. For convex
toric domains, this can be established using the generating function description provided
in [Zha21, Subsection 3.1]. Regarding the unit disk bundle, we will demonstrate this fact
in Proposition 4.1. Generally, it is plausible to consider the well-behaved property as being
generic for microlocal kernels of bounded open sets. In fact, the PC-type property is preserved
by the convolution and composition operations of sheaves. Since the GKS quantization is
locally constructed by convolutions of constant sheaves, it is highly probable that, under suit-
able compactness conditions, we can construct a GKS quantization that yields well-behaved
microlocal kernels.

From here until the end of this subsection, we make the assumption that U admits well-

behaved microlocal kernels. We will now explain how to define and compute FS
1

• (U,Z)T and

FS
1,out • (U,Z)T in an ad-hoc manner. Typically, when T is fixed, we take a specific N , which

determines ZN and WN . Consequently, the notation Z = ZN , W =WN , and πZ! = πZN ! will
not cause much confusion.

For n ≥ 1, consider

Wn = snt ∆̃
−1
n,Z

(
W n ∩ {

∑

i

ti ≤ T}

)
⊂ Xn × Zn × R,

where
∆̃n,Z = ∆̃n × IdZn : Xn × Zn ×Rn → X2n × Zn × Rn.

It is direct to check that

Wn → sn+1
t ∆̃−1

n+1,Z

(
(∆× {0}) ×W n ∩ {

∑

i

ti ≤ T}

)
,

(x1, · · · , xn, w1, · · · , wn, t) 7→ (x1, x1, x2 · · · , xn, z(x1), w1, · · · , wn, t)

defines a homeomorphism. Therefore, we define the following closed embedding

dn :Wn → sn+1
t ∆̃−1

n+1,Z

(
(∆× {0}) ×W n ∩ {

∑

i

ti ≤ T}

)

→ sn+1
t ∆̃−1

n+1,Z

(
(∆ × [0, N ])×W n ∩ {

∑

i

ti ≤ T}

)
→Wn+1.
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Similarly, we can permute the positions of ∆ × [0, N ] to obtain some closed inclusions di for
i ∈ [n − 1]0. We also denote tn as the cyclic permutation on Wn. By doing so, we obtain a
pre-cocyclic space denoted as W• = (Wn+1, di, tn)n∈N0

.

Similarly, by replacing W with ∆ × [0, N ], we can define a pre-cocyclic space ∆• and a
pre-cyclic chain complex C∗

c (∆•,Z). The closed inclusion ∆ × [0, N ] ⊂ W induces a closed
embedding of pre-cocyclic spaces ∆• →W•. As a result, we obtain a chain map of pre-cyclic
complexes:

C∗
c (W•,Z)→ C∗

c (∆•,Z).

Remark 3.18. Here, we choose the Alexander-Spanier cochain complex, as it naturally com-
putes the hypercohomology of the Godement resolution of the constant sheaf, as explained in
[Dem12, Chapter 4, Section 14]. In particular, we have a commutative diagram that arises
tautologically:

(3.27)

C∗
c (W•,Z) C∗

c (∆•,Z)

RΓc(W•,ZW•
) RΓc(∆•,Z∆•

),

= =

where RΓc(W•,ZW•
) denotes the pre-cyclic complex (RΓ(Wn,ZWn))n computed using corre-

sponding the Godement resolutions.

Additionally, as all Wn is ENR, the Alexander-Spanier cohomology, and the singular coho-
mology are isomorphic with or without support conditions.

We have the following computational result for S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.

Proposition 3.19. If K is a field and T ≥ 0, then for an open set U admitting well-behaved
microlocal kernels, with the notations as above, we have

CC∗(C∗
c (W•,K)) ∼= FS

1

• (U,K)T , ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Proof. Recall that FS
1

• (U,K)T is defined as the cocone of

FS
1

• (T ∗X,K)T → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T .

It is direct to see that
FS

1

• (T ∗X,K)T ∼= CC∗(C∗
c (∆•,K)).

On the other hand, thanks to the well-behaved assumption, we can consider the Godement
resolution KX2×Z×[t0,N ] → A. This gives us a c-soft chain model:

QN

∣∣∣
[t0,N ]

= πZ!(A⊗ [KW → K∆×[0,N ]]),

where [KW → K∆×[0,N ]] means the chain complex that represents the cone of the natural
morphism. Consequently, we have

F outn (U,K)T ∼=πn!(∆̃
−1
n snt!(πZ!(A⊗ [KW → K∆×[0,N ]])

⊠n))T

∼=Γc
Ä
(X2 × Z)n × [0, N ], st!∆̃

−1
n,Z(K{

∑
i ti≤T}

⊗A⊠n ⊗ [KW → K∆×[0,N ]]
⊠n)
ä

∼=Γc
Ä
(X × Z)n × [0, N ], st!(K{

∑
i ti≤T}

⊗ ∆̃−1
n,ZA

⊠n ⊗ ∆̃−1
n,Z [KW → K∆×[0,N ]]

⊠n)
ä
.
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Notice that ∆n = st∆̃
−1
n,Z(∆ × [0, N ])n ∩ {

∑
i ti ≤ T}. Then we have the following natural

morphisms for each n,

(3.28) KWn → K∆n → st!∆̃
−1
n,Z(K{

∑
i ti≤T}

⊗ [KW → K∆×[0,N ]]
⊠n),

and their composition vanishes on the cohomology level. In particular, they induce two
morphisms in the mixed derived category, say:

CC∗(C
∗
c(W•,K))→ FS

1

• (T ∗X,K)T → FS
1,out

• (U,K)T ,

whereC
∗
c(W•,K) denotes the derived section computed using the resolution K(X2×ZN×[t0,N ])n →

A⊠n. Their composition vanishes 0 in Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Then there exists a unique morphism in Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod):

CC∗(C
∗
c(W•,K))→ FS

1

• (U,K)T .

To establish that this morphism is an isomorphism, we only need to verify that it is an
isomorphism in Ddg(K−Mod) since the forgetful functor (3.4) is conservative. We can follow
a similar discussion as in Subsection 3.5 and test two things: i) We can reduce the problem to

the 0-skeleton of C
∗
c(W•,K), which is proved using that PU is idempotent and PU ∼= πZ!(AW ).

ii) On the 0-skeletons, it is evident that FS
1

• (U,K)T is isomorphic to RΓc(W1,K), which is
also isomorphic to F1(U,K)T . Therefore, we have the isomorphism:

CC∗(C
∗
c(W•,K)) ∼= FS

1

• (U,K)T ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Lastly, we need to compare CC∗(C
∗
c(W•,K)) and CC∗(C∗

c (W•,K)). The proof of the Kunneth
formula for Alexander-Spanier cohomology (see [God58, Théorème 6.2.1]) shows that we can
find a suitable resolution A such that it is multiplicative. Moreover, for the Godement reso-
lution K(X2×ZN×[t0,N ])n → Bn, there exists a commutative diagram of quasi-isomorphisms:

K(X2×ZN×[0,N ])n

A⊠n Bn.

Then we only need to verify that the morphisms of resolutions are compatible with the
morphisms induced by closed inclusions, which is a straightforward task. �

Therefore, we can provide an ad-hoc definition of the S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant
over any commutative ring.

Definition 3.20. For a commutative ring K, T ≥ 0 and an open set U ⊂ T ∗X admitting
well-behaved microlocal kernels, we define

FS
1

• (U,K)T := CC∗(C∗
c (W•,K)) ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

We also define Chiu-Tamarkin invariants over K as follows:

CS
1

T (U,K) :=RHomK[ǫ](F
S1

• (U,K)T ,K[−d]) ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Proposition 3.21. For a commutative ring K, T ≥ 0, and an open set U that admitting

well-behaved microlocal kernels, the object FS
1

• (U,K)T computes the compactly supported S1-
equivariant cohomology of the fat geometric realization |W•| of the pre-cocyclic space W•.
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The S1-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant CS
1

T (U,K) computes the Borel-Moore S1-equivariant
homology of the fat geometric realization |W•| of the pre-cocyclic space W•.

Proof. The proof follows a similar approach as in [Jon87] or [Lod98, Theorem 7.2.3]. Although
those references consider cyclic spaces, the technical arguments can be adapted to pre-cocyclic
spaces without significant modifications. �

Regarding the restriction morphisms defined in Subsection 3.6, we obtain the following result:

Corollary 3.22. For an open set U admitting well-behaved microlocal kernels, we have the
following commutative diagram:

HqCS
1

T (U,K) HqC
Z/ℓ
T (U,K)

HS1

d−q(|W•|,K) H
Z/ℓ
d−q(Wℓ,K)

∼= ∼=

Based on the topological description, we can state the following proposition, which follows
from [Vit97, Appendix]:

Proposition 3.23. For an open set U admitting well-behaved microlocal kernels, ℓ ≥ 3, T ≥ 0

and any prime factor µ of ℓ, if H∗CS
1

T (U,Z) has no µ-torsion as an abelian group, then we
have

H∗C
Z/ℓ
T (U,Z/µ) ∼= H∗CS

1

T (U,Z)⊗H∗(S1,Z/µ),

H∗CS
1

T (U,Q) ∼= H∗CS
1

T (U,Z)⊗Q.

Example 3.24. By combining the results of Proposition 3.19 and Proposition 3.21, we can

compute H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,K) for a convex toric domain XΩ. For additional notations and more
details, we refer to [Zha22, Section 4.1].

In particular, we have the S1-version of the structure theorem for the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant.
Specifically, for T ≥ 0 we have

• For each Z ∈ Ω◦
T , the inclusion of the segment OZ ⊂ Ω◦

T induces a decomposition of the fun-

damental class ηS
1

T (XΩ,Q) = uI(Z)ΛS
1

Z for a non-torsion element ΛS
1

Z ∈ H
−2I(Z)CS

1

T (XΩ,Q).

In particular, ηS
1

T (XΩ,Q) is non-zero.

• The minimal cohomology degree of H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) is exactly −2I(Ω◦
T ), i.e.,

H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) ∼= H≥−2I(Ω◦

T )CS
1

T (XΩ,Q),

and
H−2I(Ω◦

T )CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) 6= 0.

• H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) is a finitely generated Q[u]-module. The free part is isomorphic to A = Q[u],

so H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) is of rank 1 over Q[u].

The torsion part is given byH∗CS
1,out

T (XΩ,Q), which is located in cohomology degree [−2I(Ω◦
T )+

1,−1]. H∗CS
1

T (XΩ,Q) is torsion free when XΩ is an open ellipsoid.
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3.9. Capacities. In this subsection, we will explore the applications of our S1-theory to
symplectic capacities, including the construction of a sequence of symplectic capacities and
comparisons with other numerical invariants that we have previously developed. Throughout
this subsection, we assume that the manifold X is orientable.

The basic constructions and proofs are similar to those in [Zha21], so we will omit most of the
proofs and only highlight the differences. In this subsection, we will only consider rational
coefficients, even though most of the results hold for all fields.

For an open set U ⊂ T ∗X, we have a morphism (Theorem 3.13-(1)) in the mixed derived
category:

CS
1

T (T ∗X,Q)
i∗U−→ CS

1

T (U,Q),

which induces a morphism of Ext∗S1(Q,Q) ∼= Q[u]-modules on cohomology:

HBM
d−∗ (X,Q)⊗Q[u] ∼= H∗CS

1

T (T ∗X,Q)
i∗U−→ H∗CS

1

T (U,Q).

Since X is connected and orientable, we have the fundamental class [X] of X in HBM
d (X,Q),

which is defined via 1 ∈ H0(X,Q) ∼= HBM
d (X,Q). We set [X]S

1

= [X]⊗ 1, where 1 ∈ Q[u] is
the identity element.

Definition 3.25. For an open set U
iU
−֒→ T ∗X and T ≥ 0, we define its fundamental class

ηS
1

T (U,Q) as the image of [X]S
1

under i∗U , i.e., η
S1

T (U,Q) := i∗U ([X]S
1

) ∈ H0CS
1

T (U,Q).

As a corollary of Theorem 3.13, we have

Proposition 3.26. (1) Let U ⊂ U ′ ⊂ T ∗X be an inclusion of open sets. Through the natural
morphism

H0CS
1

T (U ′,Q)→ H0CS
1

T (U,Q)

we have
ηS

1

T (U ′,Q) 7→ ηS
1

T (U,Q).

(2) Let ϕ : T ∗X → T ∗X be a compactly supported Hamiltonian homeomorphism and U be an
open set. For the isomorphism, defined in Theorem 3.13,

H∗(ΦS
1

T ) : H∗CS
1

T (U,Q)
∼=
−→ H∗CS

1

T (ϕ(U),Q),

we have H0(ΦS
1

T )(ηS
1

T (ϕ(U),Q)) = ηS
1

T (U,Q).

We have ηS
1

T (T ∗X,Q) = [X]S
1

for all T ≥ 0. So, if there exists an open set X ′ ⊂ X such that

U ⊂ T ∗X ′ ⊂ T ∗X, we have ηT (U,Q) = i∗U ([X]S
1

) = i∗U ([X
′]S

1

) by Proposition 3.26-(1).

Definition 3.27. For an open set U and k ∈ N we define

Spec(U, k) :=
¶
T ≥ 0 : ηS

1

T (U,Q) ∈ ukH∗CS
1

T (U,Q)
©
,

and

(3.29) ck(U) := inf Spec(U, k) ∈ [0,+∞].

Similar to [Zha21, Theorem 2.23], the functions ck define a sequence of non-trivial symplectic
capacities.
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Theorem 3.28. The functions ck : Open(T ∗X)→ [0,∞] satisfy the following:

(1) ck ≤ ck+1 for all k ∈ N.

(2) For two open sets U1 ⊂ U2, we have ck(U1) ≤ ck(U2).

(3) For a compactly supported Hamiltonian homeomorphism ϕ : T ∗X → T ∗X, we have
ck(U) = ck(ϕ(U)).

(4) If X = Rd, then ck(rU) = r2ck(U) for all k ∈ N and r > 0.

(5) If U = {H < 1} is bounded, and ∂U = {H = 1} is a non-degenerated hypersurface of
restricted contact type defined by a Hamiltonian function H. If ck(U) < ∞, then ck(U) is
represented by the action of a closed characteristic in the boundary ∂U .

(6) ck(U) > 0 for all open sets U .

The proof is the same as [Zha21, Theorem 2.23], except for point (5). Regardding on (5),
the proof of the corresponding proposition in [Zha21] relies on a microsupport estimate of
the sheaf Fℓ(U,K), which is not available in our case. However, we can replace the microsup-
port estimate with the following Lemma 3.29 based on the persistence structure. With this
replacement, the theorem follows.

Lemma 3.29. For a bounded open set U = {H < 1} defined by a Hamiltonian function H
such that ∂U = {H = 1} is a non-degenerated hypersurface of restricted contact type, and for
T ′ > T ≥ 0, ifß

t ∈ R : t =

∣∣∣∣
∫

c
pdq

∣∣∣∣ for a closed orbit c of ϕHz in ∂U

™
∩ (T, T ′] = ∅,

then the structural morphism (3.16) of the persistence modules FS
1

• (U,Q)T :

FS
1

• (U,Q)T ′ → FS
1

• (U,Q)T ,

is an isomorphism in Ddg(Q[ǫ]−Mod).

Proof. We still use the fact that the forgetful functor (3.4) is conservative. Then the structural
morphism (3.16) is an isomorphism if and only if it is an isomorphism in Ddg(Q − Mod).
However, in Ddg(Q−Mod), the structural morphism is the same as the structural morphism
of the persistence modules

F1(U,Q)T ′ → F1(U,Q)T ∈ Ddg(Q−Mod).

Then the result follows from [Zha21, Lemma 2.19]. �

The last part of this subsection presents two comparison results concerning various numerical
invariants defined using sheaves.

The first result concerns the comparison between c1 and the sheaf energy e (see Definition 1.5).
Precisely, we have

Proposition 3.30. For an open set U , we have

c1(U) = e(PU ),

where PU is over Q.
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Proof. Under the isomorphism in Proposition 2.3, we can identify the non-equivariant funda-
mental class ηT (U,Q) (see [Zha21, Definition 2.20]) with the natural morphism τT (PU ) that
we defined in Subsection 1.3. Therefore, we have the relation:

e(PU ) = inf{T ≥ 0 : ηT (U,Q) = 0}.

On the other hand, consider the forgetful map in Subsection 3.6:

(3.30) HpCS
1

T (U,Q)→ HpCT (U,Q).

It can be verified that
ηS

1

T (U,Q)→ ηT (U,Q)

under the map (3.30), and the class u ∈ Ext2S1(Q,Q) is mapped to 0.

Therefore, by the Gysin sequence (3.18), we conclude that ηT (U,Q) = 0 if and only if

ηS
1

T (U,Q) ∈ uH∗CS
1

T (U,Q). Consequently, we obtain the equality c1(U) = e(PU ). �

The second result concerns comparing the S1-equivariant capacities ck defined in this article
with the Z/ℓ-equivariant capacities ck defined in [Zha21]. Specifically, we aim to show that

Theorem 3.31. For an open set U admitting well-behaved microlocal kernels, if HqCS
1

T (U,Z)
is finitely generated as abelian groups for all T ≥ 0 and all q, then we have

ck(U) = ck(U).

Proof. Since U admits well-behaved microlocal kernels, we can defineHqCS
1

T (U,Z) and ηS
1

T (U,Z).
Although we will not verify all the properties it deserves at the moment, we can proceed with
these definitions.

If the conditions of Proposition 3.23 hold, it is straightforward to observe that the fundamental
class satisfies the following properties:

(3.31) η
Z/µ
T (U,Z/µ) = ηS

1

T (U,Z)⊗ 1Z/µ, ηS
1

T (U,Q) = ηS
1

T (U,Z)⊗ 1Q.

Then we only need to choose ℓ = µ to be a sufficiently large odd prime number to ensure

that HqCS
1

T (U,Z) has no µ-torsion. This is possible because we assume that HqCS
1

T (U,Z) is
a finitely generated abelian group. Consequently, the result follows from:

ηS
1

T (U,Z) ∈ ukH∗CS
1

T (U,Z)

⇐⇒ ηS
1

T (U,Q) ∈ ukH∗CS
1

T (U,Q)

⇐⇒ η
Z/ℓ
T (U,Z/ℓ) ∈ ukH∗C

Z/ℓ
T (U,Z/ℓ). �

For example, we know that convex toric domains admit well-behaved microlocal kernels, and

our computation in Example 3.24 shows that HqCS
1

T (XΩ,Z) is finitely generated. Therefore,
for a convex toric domain XΩ, we have ck(XΩ) = ck(XΩ).

We have already derived a combinatorial formula for ck(XΩ) in [Zha21, Theorem 3.7]. There-
fore, this formula is also valid for ck(XΩ) now. We would like to emphasize that the compu-
tation for ck(XΩ) can also be directly obtained from Example 3.24.

4. Viterbo isomorphism

Our goal in this section is to compute the Chiu-Tamarkin invariant of unit disk bundles.
We begin from a precise formula for the GKS sheaf quantization of the normalized geodesic
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flow. As a result, we show that unit disk bundles admit well-behaved microlocal kernels in
Proposition 4.1. This allows us to apply the results from Subsection 3.8. Furthermore, we
will also consider the product structure in our computations.

For a Riemannian manifold (X, g), the open unit (co)disk bundle is D∗X = {(q,p) : |p|g < 1}.
Let us take H(q,p) = |p|g, then D

∗X = {(q,p) : H < 1}. We denote d the distance induced
by g. Assume (X, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and the convex radius rconv(X, g) > 2,
then the injective radius rinj(X, g) > 4. Such a metric g always exists by introducing a suitable
conformal factor to an arbitrary metric.

4.1. Sheaf quantization of the geodesic flow. For the homogeneous Hamiltonian function
H(q,p) = |p|g, the associated R>0-equivariant Hamiltonian flow is the normalized geodesic
flow ϕgeo

z (where we identify T ∗X and TX using the metric g). It is known that there exists
a GKS sheaf quantization Kg ∈ D(Rz ×X

2) that quantizes the geodesic flow in the sense

˙SS(Kg) =
¶
(z,−Hz ◦ ϕ

geo
z (q,p), (q,−p), ϕgeo

z (q,p)) : (q,p) ∈ Ṫ ∗X, z ∈ I
©
.

Below, we provide an explicit formula for Kg, which is known among experts, but the author
was unable to locate a specific reference.

In[PS23], the authors show that if we restrict to I = (−2, 2) ⊂ Rz, we have

(4.1) K(z,q1,q2):{d(q1,q2)<z}

L
⊗q−1

2 ωX → Kg|(−2,2)z → K{(z,q1,q2):d(q1,q2)≤−z}
+1
−−→ .

In the following, we need to extend the formula to larger values of z. SinceH is autonomous, at
the flow level, we have ϕz1+z2 = ϕz1 ◦ϕz2 . This property also holds for the kernel Kg,z := Kg|z,
meaning that for z1, z2 ∈ R, we have Kg,z1 ◦Kg,z2

∼= Kg,z1+z2 , where ◦ is the sheaf composition
([GKS12, Subsection 1.6]). In particular, for N ∈ N, we have

Kg,Nz
∼=Kg,z ◦ · · · ◦Kg,z.

To obtain the family version of the slicewise formula, we need to use the relative composition
denoted as ◦I , which is defined in [GKS12, (1.13)]. Let us denote K1

g = Kg|(−2,2)z , and then
consider

(4.2) KN
g
∼= r−1

N (K1
g ◦I · · · ◦I K

1
g ),

where rN (z,q1,q2) = (z/N,q1,q2).

Then we have the following microsupport estimates using [GKS12, (1.15)]:

˙SS(KN
g ) ⊂ {(z,−|p|g,q,−p,q

′,p′) : (q′,p′) = ϕgeo
z (q,p), z ∈ (−2N, 2N)}.

Besides, it is direct to verify that KN
g |{z=0}

∼= K∆X2
. Then the uniqueness part of the GKS

quantization shows

(4.3) Kg|(−2N,2N)z
∼= KN

g .

In particular,

Kg|(−2N,0]
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

KMNX =: KN
g,−,(4.4)

where

(4.5) MNX = {(z,q0, . . . ,qN ) : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ −z/N, i ∈ [N − 1]0, −2N < z ≤ 0}

is the discrete Moore path space and [N − 1]0 = {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}.

4.2. Microlocal kernel of unit disk bundles. To compute PD∗X , we can use [Zha21,
Proposition 2.7]. To apply this proposition, we require a sheaf quantization of the normalized
geodesic flow in the sense of [Zha21, (2.3)]. A natural choice for this quantization is Kg =
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Kg ⊠ K[0,∞). However, the normalized geodesic flow cannot be extended to the zero-section
as a C∞-Hamiltonian flow. Luckily, the flow preserves the zero section and can be extended
to the zero-section as a C0-Hamiltonian flow, i.e. a Hamiltonian homeomorphism. The C0-
natural of microsupport makes sure that it makes sense to think of Kg as a sheaf quantization
of the normalized geodesic flow in the sense of [Zha21, (2.3)]. Furthermore, it has been
shown in [Chi21] that the completeness of the flow is sufficient to establish the proof of
[Zha21, Proposition 2.7]. In particular, the geodesic flow is tautologically complete due to
our assumption for the completeness of the Riemannian metric g. Therefore, we can proceed
with the computation of PD∗X using the aforementioned tools.

Therefore, for Ω = {ζ < 1} and ÈKΩ = K{(z,t):−t≤z≤0}, we have

PD∗X
∼= K̂g ◦K(−∞,1)

∼= Kg ⋆K{(z,t):−t≤z≤0}
∼= Kg ◦K{(z,t):−t≤z≤0}.

If we restrict PD∗X to t ≤ N for N ∈ N, we have

PD∗X |{t≤N}
∼= Kg ◦K{(z,t):−N≤−t≤z≤0}

∼= (Kg){−N≤z≤0} ◦K{(z,t):−N≤−t≤z≤0}.

Recall (4.4), we can take

Kg|(−2N,0]z
∼= KN

g,−
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

KMNX ,

where

MNX = {(z,q0, . . . ,qN ) : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ −z/N, i ∈ [N − 1]0, −2N < z ≤ 0}

is the discrete Moore path space and [N − 1]0 = {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}. Therefore, we have

PD∗X |{t≤N}
∼= Rπz!Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

K›MNX
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

Rπz!K›MNX
,

where

M̃NX = {(z,q0, . . . ,qN , t) : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ −z/N, i ∈ [N − 1]0, −N ≤ −t ≤ z ≤ 0}.

The restriction of the projection πz(z,q0, . . . ,qN , t) = (q0, . . . ,qN , t) on M̃
NX is proper, and

its fibers are closed intervals. This property allows us to apply the Vietoris-Begle theorem.
Therefore, we can conclude that

Rπz!K›MNX
∼= KMN

0
X ,

where

MN
0 X := πz(M̃

NX)

={(q0, . . . ,qN , t) : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ t/N, i ∈ [N − 1]0, 0 ≤ t ≤ N}

⊂{(q0, . . . ,qN , t) : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ 1, t ≥ 0}.

(4.6)

Therefore, we conclude that

Proposition 4.1. For a complete Riemannian manifold (X, g) and N ∈ N, the microlocal
kernel of its open unit disk bundle D∗X is given by

PD∗X |{t≤N}
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

KMN
0 X

.

Moreover, one can verify that

K∆X2×[0,N ]
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

K∆
XN×[0,N ],

QD∗X |{t≤N}
∼= Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!

KMN
0 X\(∆

XN×[0,N ])[1],

and the defining triangle is the image, under Rπ(q1,...,qN−1)!
, of the following excision triangle

KMN
0 X
→ K∆

XN×[0,N ] → KMN
0 X\(∆

XN×[0,N ])[1]
+1
−−→ .
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In other words, the unit disk bundle admits well-behaved microlocal kernels in the sense of
Subsection 3.8.

4.3. The Viterbo isomorphism.

Lemma 4.2. If f : X• → Y• a morphism between pre-cocyclic spaces such that f induces a
levelwise isomorphism on cohomology, then it also induces an isomorphism

CC∗(C∗(Y•,K))→ CC∗(C∗(X•,K)) ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Proof. We only need to prove the morphism is an isomorphism in Ddg(K−Mod) by virtue of
(3.4). Then the isomorphism follows from the comparison between the two spectral sequences
induced by the skeleton filtration of the pre(semi)-simplicial complexes C∗(Y•,K). �

Compare to notations in Subsection 3.8, we have

WN =MN
0 X, ∆× [0, N ] = ∆XN × [0, N ].

Then for T ≥ 0, T ≤ nN with N ≫ 1, we have

(4.7) Wn = LNn X :=




(qji , t)i,j :

d(qji ,q
j
i+1) ≤ 1,

n∑

j=1

d(qji ,q
j
i+1) ≤ t/N,

i ∈ [N − 1]0, j ∈ Z/n, 0 ≤ t ≤ T




,

where j indicates points in the jth-copy ofMN
0 X, and we require qj = q

j
N = q

j+1
0 . It forms

a pre-cocyclic space W• = L
N
• X.

Then, by Definition 3.20, we have

FS
1

• (D∗X,K)T = CC∗(C∗
c (L

N
• X,K)).

To simplify computation, we consider

(4.8) LNn,TX :=




(qji )i,j :

d(qji ,q
j
i+1) ≤ 1,

n∑

j=1

d(qji ,q
j
i+1) ≤ T/N,

i ∈ [N − 1]0, j ∈ Z/n




,

and corresponding pre-cocyclic space LN•,TX. Obviously, the pre-cocyclic closed inclusion

LN•,TX → L
N
• X, (qji )i,j 7→ (qji , T )i,j

is a levelwise deformation retraction of pre-cocyclic spaces. Then it induces a morphism

(4.9) FS
1

• (D∗X,K)T = CC∗(C∗
c (L

N
• X,K))→ CC∗(C∗

c (L
N
•,TX,K)) ∈ Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).

Therefore, we can apply Lemma 4.2 to show that (4.9) is an isomorphism in Ddg(K[ǫ]−Mod).
It is important to note that the argument used for cohomology in the lemma also holds for
compactly supported cohomology.

Now, let us consider the free loop space LX = C∞(S1,X). The free loop space equips an
S1-action given by (eiθ · c)(t) = c(t+ θ). We define the length function L : LX →, c 7→

∫
c |ċ|g,

which is S1-invariant. Then

L≤TX = {c ∈ LX : L(c) ≤ T}

is an S1-space by the invariance of the length function. In particular, L≤TX is restricted to
a Z/n-space, where the Z/n-action on L≤TX is defined by (σ · c)(t) = c(t + 1/n) (σ is the
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generator of Z/n). With this Z/n-action, we can regard L≤TX as a constant cocyclic space
denoted by L≤TX•. In this constant cocyclic space, the face and degeneracy maps are defined
as identity maps, and the cyclic permutations are induced by the restriction Z/n-action.

Now, we assume that X is compact. We observe that LNℓ,TX is also levelwise compact by

its definition. Following the discussion in [Mil63], we note that the closed subset L≤TX
is homeomorphic to a closed subset of the finite-dimensional compact manifold XN , where
N = ⌊T/2⌋. Consequently, L≤TX is compact, we can conclude that

Proposition 4.3. We have a levelwise homotopy equivalence of pre-cocyclic spaces

LN•,TX → L≤TX•.

Proof. For a fixed level n ∈ N0 and we set ℓ = n + 1. Since d(qji ,q
j
i+1) ≤ 1 for all i, j, there

exists a unique minimal geodesic cji : [0, 1/(Nℓ)] → X from q
j
i to q

j
i+1. In particular, we

have L(cji ) = d(qji ,q
j
i+1). Now, let cj : [0, 1/ℓ] → X be the concatenation of cji for all i, and

c : [0, 1]→ X be the concatenation of cj for all j. We have c( i+1
Nℓ + j−1

ℓ ) = q
j
i . The condition∑ℓ

j=1 d(q
j
i ,q

j
i+1) ≤ T/N ensures that L(c) =

∑
i,j L(c

j
i ) ≤

∑
i T/N = T . The construction

defines a piecewise geodesic map (qji ) 7→ c for each ℓ. Moreover, the cyclic permutation here

is given by (qji ) 7→ (qj+1
i ) and cj 7→ cj+1. Therefore, the piecewise geodesic map

LNℓ,TX → L≤TX

is Z/ℓ-equivariant. Moreover, it can be checked that piecewise geodesic maps commute with
face maps. Therefore, we have a map of pre-cocyclic spaces.

Finally, recall that the interpolation homotopy in [Mil63] can be taken piecewise on each cj .
Therefore, we can construct a Z/ℓ-equivariant homotopy equivalence between the identity map
and the piecewise geodesic map of each ℓ. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Now, since both LN•,TX and L≤TX• are levelwise compact, the piecewise geodesic map is
proper, and it induces a levelwise isomorphism on cohomology. Therefore, we can apply
Lemma 4.2 to conclude that

HqCT (D
∗X,K) ∼= Extq−d

K[ǫ](CC
∗(C∗(LN•,TX,K)),K) ∼= Extq−d

K[ǫ](CC
∗(C∗(L≤TX•,K)),K).

Now, let us focus on the righthand side of the isomorphism. Using a pre-cyclic version of
[Lod98, Theorem 7.2.3], we have that

Extq−d
K[ǫ](CC

∗(C∗(L≤TX•,K)),K) ∼= HS1

d−q(|L≤TX•|,K),

where | − | stands for the fat geometric realization of pre-cocyclic spaces.

Please note that the fat geometric realization of L≤TX• is NOT homeomorphic to L≤TX.
However, L≤TX• is actually a constant cocyclic space, and therefore, the geometric realization
of L≤TX• as a cocyclic space is homeomorphic to L≤TX. Moreover, L≤TX• is a good cocyclic
space, which means that all degenerate maps are closed inclusions. Then the fat geometric
realization and the geometric realization of the cocyclic space L≤TX• are weakly homotopy
equivalent as S1-spaces (refer to [Seg74, Proposition A.1] for the simplicial version; it is
sufficient for us to verify the equivariance of the maps). Therefore, we conclude that

Theorem 4.4. For a compact manifold X, T ∈ [0,∞], we have

HqCS
1

T (D∗X,K) ∼= HS1

d−q(L≤TX,K).



IDEMPOTENCE OF MICROLOCAL KERNELS AND S1-EQUIVARIANT CHIU-TAMARKIN INVARIANT 47

The parallel result for the Z/ℓ-equivariant Chiu-Tamarkin invariant is also true using similar
arguments, by considering LNℓ,TX directly.

4.4. Product structure. In this subsection, we will compute the product that we con-
structed in Subsection 2.4. Precisely, we will show that it is equivalent to the loop product,
also known as the Chas-Sullivan product, on the homology of the free loop space. For the
definition of the loop product, we use the Thom collapse approach given in [CJ02]. For further
discussions on string topology, we refer to [CHV06].

Let us review the notation of (4.8). In particular, let us denote

(4.10) LNT X = LN1,TX = {(qi)i : d(qi,qi+1) ≤ min{1, T/N}, i ∈ Z/N}.

Then, when X is orientable and 0 ≤ T ≤ N for N ∈ N, we have (similar to (2.3))

(4.11) HqCT (D
∗X,K) ∼= Extq(KLN

T X
,KXN [(N − 1)d]).

Now, take α ∈ HaCA(D
∗X,K) and β ∈ HbCB(D

∗X,K). Assume 0 ≤ A,B ≤ N , then the
identification (4.11) presents α and β as follow morphisms:

α : KLN
AX
→ KXN [a+ (N − 1)d], β : KLN

BX
→ KXN [b+ (N − 1)d],

and α
L
⊠β corresponds to

α
L
⊠β : KLN

AX×LN
BX
→ KX2N [a+ b+ 2[N − 1]d].

Apply the collapsing map, we have

KLN
AX×LN

BX
→ KX2N [a+ b+ 2(N − 1)d]

i
−→ KX2N∩{qN=q2N}[a+ b+ 2(N − 1)d].

It is a class i ◦ α
L
⊠β in

Exta+b+2(N−1)d(KLN
AX×LN

BX
,KX2N∩{qN=q2N})

∼=Exta+b+2(N−1)d(KLN
AX×LN

BX∩{qN=q2N },KX2N∩{qN=q2N}).

Notice that, if we apply the piecewise geodesic map, we will see that LNAX×L
N
BX∩{qN = q2N}

is homotopy equivalent to the space of free composable loops:

FA+BX = {(c1, c2) ∈ L≤AX × L≤BX : c1(0) = c2(0)}.

Next, we apply the Gysin map associated with the pair (X2N ,X2N ∩ {qN = q2N}), yielding

a class e ◦ i ◦ (α
L
⊠β):

KLN
AX×LN

BX∩{qN=q2N} → KX2N∩{qN=q2N}[a+ b+ 2(N − 1)d]
e
−→ KX2N [a+ b+ (2N − 1)d]

in
Exta+b+(2N−1)d(KLN

AX×LN
BX∩{qN=q2N},KX2N ).

Under the piecewise geodesic construction, it corresponds to applying the Gysin map associ-
ated with the pair (LA+BX,FA+BX).

On the other hand, we have the morphism induced by summation and restriction:

Exta+b+(2N−1)d(KLN
AX×LN

BX∩{qN=q2N},KX2N )
Rs2t!(j◦−)
−−−−−−→ Exta+b+(2N−1)d(KL2N

A+BX
,KX2N ),
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which is the tautological map that turns a figure 8 type curve in X into a closed curve by

forgetting the crossing point of 8. Under the morphism, e ◦ i ◦ (α
L
⊠β) is mapped to

Rs2t!(j ◦ e ◦ i ◦ (α
L
⊠β)) ∈ Exta+b+(2N−1)d(KL2N

A+BX
,KX2N ) ∼= Exta+b(F1(D

∗X,K)A+B ,K[−d]).

Consequently, we track all steps and apply the piecewise geodesic construction in all steps,

we see that Rs2t!(j ◦ e ◦ i ◦ (α
L
⊠β)) represents the loop product of α, β in Ha+b+d(L≤A+BX,K).

Let us remark here that to compare with string topology, we start with the identification
(4.11). However, in Subsection 2.4, we identify HqCT (D

∗X,K) with Extq(PD∗X ,K∆X2
). Let

us denote the corresponding classes of α, β ∈ Extq(KLN
T X

,KXN [(N − 1)d]) by α, β. Then, by

carefully comparing adjunction isomorphisms and using the naturality of the Euler class, we

can see that j◦e◦i◦α
L
⊠β = e◦∆̃−1

X (α
L
⊠β). Consequently, we have Rs2t!(j◦e◦i◦(α

L
⊠β)) = α∪β

up to natural identifications, and

Theorem 4.5. For a compact orientable manifold X, the Viterbo isomorphism

HqCT (D
∗X,K) ∼= Hd−q(L≤TX,K)

is an isomorphism of K-algebras that intertwines the cup product on the Chiu-Tamarkin co-
homology and the filtered version of the loop product on the string topology.

Appendix A. Admissibility

The main objective of this appendix is to establish the admissibility of all open sets (i.e.,
Theorem 1.8) within the framework of triangulated categories.

Theorem A.1. All open sets in a cotangent bundle are admissible.

Remark A.2. As we have mentioned in Remark 1.9, the result itself is not new. However, the
proof and the techniques employed here, especially those related to triangulated derivators, are
not widely known. Therefore, the proof presented here is new and provides a fresh perspective.
We are delighted to present this application of Grothendieck derivators.

First, let us recall the following microsupport estimate: If U is a bounded open set and
F ∈ D(X), then we have

(A.1) SS(F ⋆ QU ) ⊂ cone(Z) ∪ 0X×R.

This estimate can be directly found in the proof of [Zha21, Corollary 2.9].

Now, for an arbitrary open the U ⊂ T ∗X, we take a bounded exhaustion (Un)n∈N of U ,
i.e. a sequence of bounded open set such that Un ⊂ Un+1 and U =

⋃
n Un. We also define

Zn = T ∗X \ Un. It follows that Zn is a decreasing sequence of closed sets that converges to
Z. Since bounded open sets Un are admissible, we have a sequence of defining triangles

Pn
an−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

bn−→ Qn
+1
−−→ .
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Then, according to Proposition 1.12, we can construct an inductive system of distinguished
triangles in D(X2 × R), as D(X2) is a full triangulated subcategory of D(X2 × R):

Pn K∆X2×[0,∞) Qn

Pn+1 K∆X2×[0,∞) Qn+1 .

an

pn

bn

Id

+1

qn

an+1 bn+1 +1

Here, we expect that the homotopy colimit of the inductive system still forms a distinguished
triangle. However, this property does not generally hold for triangulated categories. At this
point, we only have two morphisms available:

P∞
a∞−−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

b∞−−→ Q∞,

where hocolim(Pn) = P∞, hocolim(Qn) = Q∞, hocolim(an) = a∞ and hocolim(bn) = b∞.
Notice that P∞ and Q∞ are unique upto (not necessarily unique) isomorphisms and a∞ and
b∞ are not unique.

Nevertheless, it has been shown in [GPS14, Example 5.17] that for the stable model category
C(X × R) = C(Sh(X × R)) (since Sh(X × R) is Grothendieck), there exists a triangulated
derivator DSh(X × R) such that DSh(X×R)(e) = D(Sh(X × R)) = D(X ×R), where e repre-
sents the 1-point category. Therefore, we can utilize [KN12, Corollary 11.4] twice to obtain
two distinguished triangles that relate to homotopy colimits. It should be noted that our
homotopy colimit is referred to as the Milnor colimit in loc. cit. Precisely, we have

Lemma A.3. There exists two inductive systems (P ′
n, P

′
n

p′n−→ P ′
n+1) and (Q′

n, Q
′
n

q′n−→ Q′
n+1)

such that Pn ∼= P ′
n, Qn

∼= Q′
n and we have following distinguished triangles:

P∞
a∞−−→ K∆X2×[0,∞) → hocolim(Q′

n)
+1
−−→,

hocolim(P ′
n)→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

b∞−−→ Q∞
+1
−−→ .

(A.2)

We set

a′∞ : P ′
∞ := hocolim(P ′

n)→ K∆X2×[0,∞), b′∞ : K∆X2×[0,∞) → hocolim(Q′
n) =: Q

′
∞.

Proposition A.4. The open set U is admissible according to both of the distinguished triangles
in (A.2).

Proof. We will prove the statement for the first distinguished triangle. The proof for the
second one is identical.

We only need to verify

µs(F ⋆ Q′
∞) ⊂ Z, and RHom(F ⋆ P∞, G) = 0, ∀G ∈ DZ(M).

The main observation is that for all F ∈ D(X × R), we also have an inductive system
(F ⋆Q′

n, F ⋆Q
′
n → F ⋆Q′

n+1). So, we have a well-defined homotopy colimit hocolim(F ⋆Q′
n).

Moreover, ⋆ is cocontinuous, then

hocolim(F ⋆ Q′
n)
∼= F ⋆ (hocolimQ′

n) = F ⋆ Q′
∞.

Similarly, we have that

hocolim(F ⋆ Pn) ∼= F ⋆ (hocolimPn) = F ⋆ P∞.
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For F ⋆ Q′
∞, we have the microsupport estimate (see [GV22b, Proposition 7.3] )

SS(F ⋆ Q′
∞) ⊂ SS(hocolim(F ⋆ Q′

n)) ⊂
⋂

N≥1

⋃

n≥N

SS(F ⋆ Q′
n).

However, since Qn ∼= Q′
n, we know from (A.1) that

SS(F ⋆ Q′
n) = SS(F ⋆ Qn) ⊂ cone(Zn) ∪ 0X×R.

As {Zn} is a decreasing sequence, we have
⋃

n≥N

SS(F ⋆ Q′
n) ⊂ cone(ZN ) ∪ 0X×R.

But one can check the right-hand side is already closed. Then we have

(A.3) SS(F ⋆ Q′
∞) ⊂

⋂

N≥1

(cone(ZN ) ∪ 0X×R) ⊂ cone(Z) ∪ 0X×R.

In particular, we have µs(F ⋆ Q′
∞) ⊂ Z.

Next, for all G ∈ D(M), we have

RHom(F ⋆ P∞, G) ∼= RHom(hocolim(F ⋆ Pn), G) ∼= holimRHom(F ⋆ Pn, G).

Now, if µs(G) ⊂ Z, we have µs(G) ⊂ Z ⊂ Zn for all n. Then we have RHom(F ⋆ Pn, G) = 0
for all n and all G ∈ DZ(M). So we have, for all G ∈ DZ(M),

RHom(F ⋆ P∞, G) = holimRHom(F ⋆ Pn, G) = 0. �

Moreover, the uniqueness part of Proposition 1.12 shows that we can choose a canonical
isomorphism of distinguished triangles in (A.2):

P∞ K∆X2×[0,∞) Q′
∞

P ′
∞ K∆X2×[0,∞) Q∞ .

p∼=

a∞ b′∞

Id q∼=

+1

a′∞ b∞ +1

Then we can conclude that

P∞
a∞−−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

b∞−−→ Q∞
+1
−−→

form a distinguished triangle, and U is admissible by this distinguished triangle.

Upon establishing the existence of microlocal kernels in general, the colimit construction still
works even if we do not assume that the exhaustion is given by bounded open sets (noting
that (A.3) provides the unbounded version of (A.1)).

Corollary A.5. For an exhaustion of open sets (Un)n∈N of U , i.e. Un ⊂ Un+1 and U =⋃
n Un, set

Pn
an−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

bn−→ Qn
+1
−−→

to be defining triangles for all Un, we have a defining triangle

P∞
a∞−−→ K∆X2×[0,∞)

b∞−−→ Q∞
+1
−−→

for U where hocolim(Pn) = P∞, hocolim(Qn) = Q∞.
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