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ABSTRACT. Kashiwara showed in 1996 that the categories of microlocalized D-modules can be
canonically glued to give a sheaf of categories over a complex contact manifold. Much more re-
cently, and by rather different considerations, we constructed a canonical notion of perverse mi-
crosheaves on the same class of spaces. Here we provide a Riemann-Hilbert correspondence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, originating in the question of the existence of Fuchsian
differential equations whose solutions have prescribed monodromy, takes as its modern form the
assertions that (1) the derived solution functor carries holonomic D-modules on an algebraic va-
riety to perverse sheaves [19] and (2) after restricting to regular holonomic D-modules, this is an
equivalence of categories [20, 32].

From the beginning, this correspondence was understood to have a microlocal character. In
particular, Kashiwara had previously introduced the characteristic variety of a D-module and gen-
eralized the Cauchy-Kowalevskya theorem: the characteristic variety of the D-module records the
obstructions to propagation of its solutions [23]. That is, in the later terminology of Kashiwara
and Schapira, the solution functor carries the characteristic variety of a holonomic D-module to
the microsupport of its sheaf of solutions [28, Theorem 11.3.3].

Both the notion of D-module and sheaf ‘microlocalize’ over the cotangent bundle.1 On the one
hand, for D-modules, there is a sheaf E of ‘microlocal differential operators’ over the cotangent
bundle, whose pushforward to the base recovers D. One can then introduce the sheaf of E-modules
[38, 25], whose pushforward to the base likewise recovers the sheaf of D-modules. Moreover,
the notions of support coincide: the support of an E-module is the characteristic variety of the
corresponding D-module [25, Theorem 7.27].

On the other hand, for sheaves, the notion of microsupport gives a formal microlocalization as
developed by Kashiwara and Schapira [28]. Namely, given the notion of microsupport ss(F ) ⊂
T ∗X for a sheaf F on a manifold X , one can form the sheaf of categories µsh over T ∗X by
sheafifying the presheaf of categories

µshpre(U) := sh(X)/{F | ss(F ) ∩ U = ∅}
It is not difficult to show that µsh(T ∗X) = sh(X), and more generally, the pushforward of the
sheaf of categories µsh recovers the sheaf of categories sh. Moreover, the notions of support
coincide: the support of a microsheaf matches the microsupport of the corresponding sheaf.

The work of Andronikov [1] and Waschkies [43] establishes a compatible microlocalization of
the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence: the derived solution functor induces an equivalence between
regular holonomic E-modules with perverse microsheaves [43, Theorem 3.6.5]. The new content
in this result occurs away from the zero-section, hence on the projectivized cotangent bundle P∗X
viewed as a complex contact manifold.

The main theorem of this paper is a globalization of this microlocal equivalence.

Theorem 1.1 (7.15). Let V be a complex contact manifold. There is a canonical equivalence

µRHV : PervV
∼−→ EV −Modrh

between perverse microsheaves on V (in the sense of [8]) and regular holonomic EV -modules (in
the sense of [24]) extending the microlocal Riemann–Hilbert correspondence.

Here the domain category PervV of perverse microsheaves on V was introduced in our prior
work [8]. It builds upon the works [41, 33] which construct a sheaf of microsheaves µshV,ξ on any
real contact manifold V equipped with ‘Maslov data’ ξ. (A couple of remarks: this construction did
not proceed via gluing, but rather via high-codimensional embeddings; as a major application, it
allows for the expression of Fukaya categories of Weinstein manifolds in terms of microlocal sheaf

1As a default, we will use D-module to mean an object of the abelian category, but use sheaf to mean an object of
the derived category.
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theory [12, 14, 13].) We subsequently showed in [8] that on a complex contact manifold V , there is
a canonical sheaf of perverse microsheaves PervV , locally agreeing with the perverse microsheaves
of Andronikov [3] and Waschkies [42]. This ultimately relies on the core observation: the simple-
connectedness of the complex symplectic group provides canonical Maslov data ξ for which we
can define a canonical abelian subsheaf PervV ⊂ µshV,ξ.

The target category EV −Modrh of of regular holonomic EV -modules was introduced by Kashi-
wara [24]. It is based on the key insight: while there are many possible choices for a global theory
of E-modules, requiring compatibility with Verdier duality leads to a canonical choice. Regu-
lar holonomic modules are characterized microlocally, so within all such EV -modules, there is a
canonical abelian subsheaf EV − modrh of regular holonomic EV -modules. Already, Kashiwara
asked for a description of the “stack of ‘perverse sheaves on Z’, which is equivalent to the stack
Reg(Z) of regular holonomic systems on Z” [24] (here Kashiwara’s Z is our complex contact
manifold V ). Our Theorem 1.1 provides an answer.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 bears directly on geometric representation theory. For symplectic res-
olutions and other complex exact symplectic manifolds, one can identify E-modules on their con-
tactizations with modules over their deformation quantization [26, 7, 6]. Thus Theorem 1.1 says
these categories are equivalent to microlocal sheaves, and hence amenable to topological argu-
ments. Conversely, since [40], there has been some interest in the Fukaya categories of such target
spaces. After [13], said categories admit microsheaf descriptions, and, after the present article,
comparisons to E-module categories.

In the rest of the introduction, we provide an overview of the strategy and steps of the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

To pursue gluing local categories of microsheaves and E-modules, recall for both sheaves and
D-modules, functors are given by integral transforms. For example, given manifolds M,N and a
sheafK ∈ sh(M×N), there is a functor sh(M) → sh(N) given by F 7→ K!F := πN !(K⊗π∗

MF ).
Moreover, microsupport is naturally compatible with such operations so they induce a functor on
microsheaves. In particular, whenK! is invertible, notably with ss(K) (away from the zero section)
the graph of a conic symplectomorphism ϕ, one obtains an equivalence K! : ϕ

∗ µsh ≃ µsh. In this
case, one says K is a sheaf quantization of ϕ. One similarly arrives at the notion of D-module
quantization.

The gluing data between local categories of microsheaves and E-modules are such sheaf and
D-module quantizations. Suppose (falsely) that there were unique such quantizations of any given
conic symplectomorphism.2 Then on any contact manifold V , one could obtain a canonical sheaf of
microsheaves µshV as follows: choose any cover of V by Darboux charts, identify these with balls
in cosphere bundles, pull back microsheaves from the cosphere bundles, and glue these together
via the putatively unique quantizations of the change-of-charts contactomorphisms. One could
similarly construct a canonical sheaf of E-modules.

But in fact, the quantization of a conic symplectomorphism ϕ is not unique. For sheaves, the
freedom was classified in [17]; and for D-modules, in [10]. In general, a quantization is given by
the choice of ‘brane structure’ on the graph of ϕ. As a first step in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we
explain in Section 3 how the global ‘Maslov data’ of of [33] translates into the local gluing data of
sheaf quantizations for overlaps of charts. This turns out to be a delicate exercise, and moreover,
must be done in the general setting of twisted sheaves as recalled in Section 2. This generality

2This generally false supposition does in fact hold for sheaves with coefficients in the 1-periodicization of Z/2Z-
mod.
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is necessary to match the canonical orientation datum in [8] with the corresponding twisting by
half-forms in [24].

After detailing the above global-to-local translation, we arrive at the key calculation which mo-
tivates the rest of the paper: the verification that the resulting microsheaf kernels for gluing PervV
commute appropriately with Verdier duality (Proposition 4.3). Once this is established, we are able
to proceed directly as follows. First, we apply the existing microlocal Riemann-Hilbert [1, 43] to
the kernels to obtain kernels for gluing E-modules, in particular regular holonomic E-modules.
Then we recall a characterization of Polesello [34, Theorem 3.3], recalled in Theorem 7.9 in the
text, that uniquely distinguishes Kashiwara’s quantization [24, Theorem 2] based on its self-duality.
Finally, we match this criterion with the Verdier duality we have established for the microsheaf ker-
nels, and thus conclude the gluing data coincide.

Acknowledgements. We thank David Ayala, Sam Gunningham, Mikhail Kapranov, Motohico
Mulase, Kevin Sackel, Pierre Schapira, and Filip Živanović for helpful conversations.

Part of this work was conducted while L.C. was supported by NSF grant DMS-2305257, and
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the SLMath during Spring 2024. D.N. was supported by NSF grant DMS-2101466. V.S. was
supported by Villum Fonden Villum Investigator grant 37814, Novo Nordisk Foundation grant
NNF20OC0066298, and Danish National Research Foundation grant DNRF157.

Notation and conventions. Throughout the paper, C shall denote a stable presentable symmetric
monoidal category and Pic(C) shall denote the subcategory of C consisting of invertible objects
with respect to the symmetric monoidal product. Whenever we discuss microlocal sheaf theory,
we always implicitly fix coefficients C, which will often be left unspecified. For Riemann-Hilbert,
the relevant choice is C = C−mod.

Given a manifold M , we let Ṫ ∗M := T ∗M − 0M .
Because the set theoretic product of two contact manifolds is not contact, when writing V × V ′

for two contact manifolds V , V ′, we will mean the contact manifold

V × V ′ := (V̂ × V̂ ′)/R+

obtained by quotienting the product of their symplectizations along the diagonal R+-action. A
similar notation will be used for morphisms in contact geometry.

2. TWISTED SHEAVES AND MICROLOCALIZATION

Here we recall (in somewhat updated language) the notion of ‘twisted sheaves’ from [22], and
the direct generalization to this context of the microlocal sheaf theory of [28].

Given a topological space X , we denote the category of sheaves on X by sh(X; C), or just
sh(X). The assignment X ⊇ U 7→ sh(U) is itself a sheaf of categories on X which we denote by
shX .

2.1. Linearity. Let (C,⊗, 1C) be a symmetric monoidal category and X a topological space ad-
mitting good covers (all opens and all non-empty intersections of finitely-many opens are con-
tractible). Consider the constant presheaf of categories which assigns to U ⊆ X the category C.
The sheafification of this presheaf is the sheaf LocX , which assigns to U ⊆ X the category Loc(U)
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of C-valued local systems on U . Explicitly, this is because the presheaf map which is defined by

C → Loc(U)

c 7→ cU ,

where cU is the constant local system on U with stalk c, is an isomorphism on an open cover by
the locally contractible assumption.

Assume further that C is presentable. One can form the category PrLst of C-linear presentable
categories with C-linear colimit-preserving functors (or equivalently functors which are left ad-
joints). The category PrLst admits a symmetric monoidal structure ⊗, sometimes referred as the
stable presentable product, and the unit object is given by C. We will suppress this notation and
stop emphasizing C-linearity when it is clear from the context.

We shall be interested in the category sh(X; PrLst) of PrLst-valued sheaves. An important object
in this category is shX , the sheaf of C-valued sheaves on X . The category sh(X; PrLst) inherits the
tensor product structure from PrLst. That is, for A,B ∈ sh(X; PrLst), there is a PrLst-valued sheaf
A⊗ B which is given by the sheafification of the presheaf

U 7→ A(U)⊗ B(U).

Example 2.1. The discussion from the above paragraph implies that there is an action, for any open
U ⊆ X ,

Loc(U)⊗A(U) → A(U)

induced by the composition

Loc(U)⊗A(U) → (LocX ⊗A)(U) = A(A).

Here the later identification is induced by the sheafifying the presheaf morphism which, on U , is
given by the C-linear structure C ⊗ A(U)

∼−→ A(U) and the fact that sheafification commutes with
tensor product.

Example 2.2. When A = shX , this recovers the usual action of local system on sheaves. That is,
for a local system L ∈ LocX(U) and section F ∈ A(U), we may form the sheaf L ⊗ F ∈ A(U).

2.2. Twisting.

Definition 2.3. A twisting Pη on X is a local system whose stalks are given by Pic(C), the sub-
category of invertible objects in C, which is particular is a(n) (∞-)group. Such local systems
correspond to maps of the form

(1) η : X → BPic(C)

and pulling back along ({∗} → BPic(C)) recovers Pη.

An alternative way to view Pη is that it is a (∞)-principal bundle. Recall the situation one
category level down: one can twist a rank k vector bundle E with a principal G-bundle after fixing
a representation ρ : G → GL(k;R) by forming E ×ρ G. In our case, the most natural category
acted by Pic(C) is C itself where the action is given by

i : Pic(C) → Aut(C)
c 7→ c⊗ (−)

as invertible objects.



6 LAURENT CÔTÉ, CHRISTOPHER KUO, DAVID NADLER, AND VIVEK SHENDE

Definition 2.4. The sheaf LocηX of η-twisted local systems is the sheafification of the presheaf
(U 7→ C ×i Pη(U)). Here the category C ×i Pη(U) is given by the colimit

colim
(
. . .→→→→ C × Pic(C)× Pic(C)× Pη(U)

→→→ C × Pic(C)× Pη(U)⇒ C × Pη(U)
)
.

Note that the assumption of local contractibility implies that for small open sets U , Pη(U) =
Pic(C), so, on such open sets, sheafification is not needed. As a result, one can compute LocηX by
choosing a cover {Uα} with trivializations fα : Pη|Uα = Pic(C)Uα , similarly to the computation
in differential geometry for principal G-bundles and associated vector bundles. Then LocηX can be
computed by the limit

(2) lim

(∏
α

LocUα ⇒
∏
αβ

LocUβα

→→→ · · ·

)
where the restriction maps are appropriately twisted by the chosen trivialization fα’s. This justifies
the name ‘twisted local systems’.

Analogously to how we can tensor a vector bundle by a line bundle, twisted local systems act on
sheaves of C-linear presentable categories.

Definition 2.5. For A ∈ sh(X; PrLst), we set Aη := A⊗ LocηX .

The following lemma will be used when studying twisted sheaves in the next Subsection 2.3

Lemma 2.6. Assume, for any open set U ⊆ X , the category A(U) is dualizable and, for any
inclusion U ⊆ V , the restriction map i∗U,V : A(V ) → A(U) is limit-preserving in addition to
colimit-preversing. Then, for any U ⊆ X , the category Aτ (U) is dualizable for all U ⊆ X .

Proof. For any cover {Uα} ofU , the category Aτ (U) is computed as the limit Aτ (U) = limAτ (Uα).
The limit-preserving assumption implies that the restriction map i∗U,V has a left adjoint iU,V ! and
Aτ (U) can be computed as a colimit

Aτ (U) = colimAτ (Uα)

where the transition maps are now given by the left adjoints i!’s. Here we use the equivalence
PrRst = PrLst

op
. Because of local contractibility, we can assume the Uα’s are contractible and thus

Aτ (Uα) = A(Uα). The proposition then follows from [11, Proposition 6.3.4]. □

Example 2.7. To recover the notion of twists in [22, 3.14], recall that if R is a (discrete) ring and
C = R−mod, then Pic(C) = Z×B(R×). Fix a cover {Uα} and a trivialization

fα : Pη|Uα

∼−→ Uα × Z×B(R×)

for each α. On the double overlaps Uβα, the composition gβα := fβf
−1
α corresponds to a map

which (by abuse of notation) we still denote by

gβα ∈ Map(Uβα, P ic(C)) = H0(Uβα;Z)×Map(Uβα, B(R×)).

Thus, upon linearization by Loc(X)η := Loc(X) ×C Pη, the gβα twists the local systems by the
identification Lβα[nβα]⊗ (−) on the double overlap where nβα ∈ Z and Lβα is a local system with
stalk R. The fact that gγβgβα = gγα gives the identification

Lγβ[nγβ]⊗ Lβα[nβα]
∼−→ Lγα[nγα]

and the required conditions in [22, 3.13] can be deduced similarly from the fact that Ω∗B(R×) =
R× is discrete.
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α β

δ γ

cγβα

cδγα

α β

δ γ

cδβα

cδγβ
=

FIGURE 1. Čech 3-cocycle condition

Even more concretely, the space Map(X,B(R×)) has its connected components given byH1(X,R),
and, when X =M is a manifold, by assuming {Uα} to be a good cover, one can canonically trivi-
alize the Lβα’s and the identifications on triple overlaps will be simply given by some usual Čech
3-cocycles {cγβα}, satisfying conditions cδγαcγβα = cδγβcδβα as illustrated in Figure 1.

In other words, over R, if we decompose A to the gluing data (A|Uα , idA, ididA), the sheaf
Aτ can be obtained simply by modifying the 2-morphisms to (C|Uα , id, cδγα). Thus an object in
Aτ (X) is a family {Aα}, for Aα ∈ A(Uα), with identifications gβα : Aα[nβα] = Aβ , on double
overlaps, so that gγβ ◦ gβα and gγα differ by cγβα, on triple overlaps.

Remark 2.8. In fact, the description in the above Example 2.7 holds more generally. For two
twisting η1, η2 : X → BPic(C), a homotopy h : j∗η1 = j∗η2 on some open set j : U ↪→ X ,
i.e., a path in Map(U,BPic(C)) induces an identification of the bundle h1 : Pη1|U = Pη2|U . Two
such homotopies h1, h2 differs necessarily by a loop g := h2#h

rev
1 ∈ Ωη1Map(U,BPic(C)) =

Map(U, P ic(C)). The discussion in Remark B.6 implies that the auto-equivalence

h2#h
rev
1 : Pη1 = Pη2 = Pη1

is exactly given by tensoring with g. The above example is the case when η2 = ∗ is the constant
map.

2.3. Twisted sheaves. We specialize to the case A = shX , the sheaf of sheaves on a locally
compact Hausdorff space X , and keep the locally contractible assumption. For such spaces X and
Y , colimit-preserving functors from sh(Y ) to sh(X) are given by sheaf kernels. More precisely,
there is an equivalence of categories

sh(X × Y )
∼−→ FunL(sh(X), sh(Y ))

K 7→ (F 7→ K ◦ F ) ,

through convolution K ◦ F := πY !(K ⊗ π∗
XF ), which follows tracing the computation

FunL(sh(X), sh(Y )) = sh(X)∨ ⊗ sh(Y ) = sh(X)⊗ sh(Y ) = sh(X × Y ).

Here the first equality follows from abstract properties of dualizable objects, the second equality
follows from the fact that sh(X) is self-dual, and the last equality is the Künneth formula. (See for
example [31, Corollary 1.3.1.8])

Lemma 2.9 (Twisted Künneth formula). Let X and Y be locally contractible and locally compact
Hausdorff spaces, and η ∈ Map(X,BPic(C)) and ξ ∈ Map(Y,BPic(C)) be twistings. Then
there is an equivalence shη(X)⊗ shξ(Y ) = shη⊡ξ(X×Y ) where η⊡ξ is given by the composition

X × Y
η×ξ−−→ BPic(C)×BPic(C) → BPic(C)

with the last map being the multiplication.



8 LAURENT CÔTÉ, CHRISTOPHER KUO, DAVID NADLER, AND VIVEK SHENDE

Proof. The proof is a very standard argument in the set up of PrLst and can be found in [11,
III.3.1.5]. That is, for any choose of over cover {Uα}, the category shτ (X) = lim shτ (Uα) =
colim shτ (Uα) is both a limit and a colimit, and thus commutes with ⊗. As a result,

shη(X)⊗ shξ(Y ) = lim
α,α′

(
shη(Uα)⊗ shξ(Vα′)

)
where {Vα′} is a open cover of Y . Assume the covers are given by contractible open sets and the
Künneth formula follows from the usual one. □

Corollary 2.10. For locally Hausdorff topological spaces X and Y , twists η : X → BPic(C) and
ξ : Y → BPic(C), there is an equivalence

FunL(sh(X)η, sh(Y )ξ) = sh(X × Y )η
−1⊡ξ

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.9, it remains to show (shη(X))∨ = shη−1

(X). To see this one
chase through the proof of [11, Proposition 6.3.4] and see that the unit and counit are both given
by the diagonal ∆ : X ↪→ X ×X . More precisely, one can twist the inclusion sh∆ ↪→ shX×X of
sheaves supported on the diagonal to sheaves on the product by η⊡η−1. Because ∆∗(η⊡η−1) = ∗
and thus (sh∆)

η⊡η−1
= sh∆, we obtain an adjunction

∆∗ : shη⊡η−1

(X ×X)⇌ sh(X) : ∆∗,

and the unit and counit exhibiting (shη(X))∨ = shη−1

(X) is given by the two compositions

C a∗−→ sh(X)
∆∗−→ shη⊡η−1

(X ×X), and shη⊡η−1

(X ×X)
∆∗
−→ sh(X)

a!−→ C

where a : X → {∗} is the projection to the point. □

Example 2.11. Following the notation of Example 2.7, the above identification in the case when
C = R − mod for a (discrete) ring R is simply given by convolution of the gluing data. That
is, for {Fα} ∈ sh(X)η and {Kα′α} ∈ sh(X × Y )η

−1⊡ξ, one can check directly that the family
{Kα′α ◦ Fα}α′ forms an object in sh(Y )ξ.

Example 2.12. Consider a map f : X → Y and a twisting ξ : Y → BPic(C). The kernel

1Γf
∈ sh(X × Y ) = shf∗ξ⊡ξ−1

(X × Y )

gives the adjunction f ∗ : shξ(Y )⇌ shf∗ξ(X) : f∗.

Note that the same argument as in the proof of corollary 2.10 provides us the notion of tensor
product and internal-Hom.

Definition 2.13. Let η1, η2 : X → BPic(C) be twistings. There is a tensor product

(−)⊗ (−) : shη1(X)⊗ shη2(X) → shη1·η2(X)

which is given by the composition shη1(X) ⊗ shη2(X)
∼−→ shη1⊡η2(X × X)

∆∗
−→ shη1·η2(X). By

passing to the right adjoint, there is an internal-Hom

Hom(−,−) : shη1(X)op ⊗ shη2(X) → shη−1
1 ·η2(X).

In particular, there is a Verdier dualDX : shη(X) → shη−1

(X) given by Hom-ing into the dualizing
sheaf Hom(−, ωX).
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2.4. Microlocalization for twisted sheaves. Let M be a manifold. Since local representatives of
a twisted sheaf F ∈ sh(M)η differ only by tensoring with a local system, they always have the
same microsupport.

Definition 2.14. For F ∈ sh(M)η, the microsupport of F is defined as the union

ss(F ) :=
⋃
U,FU

ss(FU),

where U runs over open sets where Pη is trivializable and FU ∈ sh(U) runs over local representa-
tives of F .

The notion of microsupport for twisted sheaf locally matches the ordinary notion of micro-
support of untwisted sheaves. Therefore, all properties of the microsupport of untwisted sheaves
which can be checked locally also hold for twisted sheaves. For example, ss(F ) is a closed conic
coisotropic subset of T ∗M .

For a closed conic subset X ⊆ T ∗M , we use the notation

(shη)X(M) := {F ∈ shη(M)|ss(F ) ⊆ X}
to denote the subcategory of twisted sheaves microsupported in X .

Definition-Lemma 2.15. There is an equivalence (shη)X(M) = (shX)
η(M). In other words,

twisting respects the notion of microsupport and there is an unambiguous meaning of the notation
shη

X(M).

Proof. As usual, choose a cover by open balls {Uα} and write (shX)
η(M) by the limit lim shX(Uα).

□

Example 2.16. By the above definition-lemma, twisted sheaves with microsupport contained in the
zero section shη

0M
(M) = Locτ (M) are given by twisted local systems.

For a manifold M and a twist η ∈Map (M,BPic(C)), we can consider a presheaf of categories

(3) µshη,pre(−) : Ω 7→ shη(M)/ shη
Ωc(M).

Definition 2.17. We let µshη
T ∗M be the sheafification of the presheaf (3). This is a sheaf of cat-

egories on T ∗M ; the objects of µshη
T ∗M(Ω), for an open set Ω ⊆ M , are called (η-)twisted mi-

crosheaves on Ω. The notion of microsupport descends to µshη
T ∗M so, for a conic closed subset

X ⊆ T ∗M , we denote by µshτ
X the subsheaf consisting of objects microsupported on X .

Since the microsupport ss(F ) of a sheaf F ∈ sh(M) is conic, the restriction of µshη
T ∗M to

Ṫ ∗M is a the pullback of a sheaf of categories on the cosphere bundle S∗M . We shall denote this
later sheaf by µshη

S∗M . We use a similar notation µshη
X for objects microsupported on a closed set

X ⊆ S∗M . Because T ∗M retracts to M , η extends to T ∗M uniquely so we abuse the notation to
denote the extension by η : T ∗M → Pic(C)

Lemma 2.18. There is an equivalence µshη
T ∗M = (µshT ∗M)η. That is, microlocalizing (η−)twisted

sheaves is the same as twisting (by η) the usual microsheaves.

Proof. Follows from Definition-Lemma 2.15. □

We note that by [28, Proposition 5.4.14], the Verdier dual DM : shη(M) → shη−1

(M)op mi-
crolocalizes to

(4) µDM : µshη
T ∗M → a∗ µshη−1

T ∗M
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where a : T ∗M → T ∗M is the antipodal map a(x, ξ) = (x,−ξ). Since Verdier duality restricts to
an equivalence DM : shR−c(M)b = shR−c(M)b,op on constructible sheaves with perfect stalks, by
[28, Remark 7.5.8], its microlocalization µDM restricts to an equivalence

µDM : (µshη
T ∗M ;R−c)

b = a∗(µshη−1

T ∗M ;R−c)
b,op

on microsheaves with Lagrangian microsupport and perfect microstalks.

2.5. Microlocalizing integral transforms. We collect and adapt material from [28, Section 7.1].

Definition 2.19 ([28, Definition 7.1.1]). For manifoldsM andN and conic open subsets U ⊆ T ∗M
and V ⊆ T ∗N one denotes by N(U ,V) the subcategory of µshpre(T ∗M ×V) consisting of objects
K satisfying:

(1) ss(K) ∩ (T ∗M × V) ⊆ Ua × V where (−)a means the image under the antipodal map
a : (x, ξ) 7→ (x,−ξ).

(2) The projection ss(K) ∩ (T ∗M × V) → V is proper.

Remark 2.20. When M = {∗}, the category N({∗},V) = µshpre(V).

Proposition 2.21 ([28, Proposition 7.1.2, Definition 7.1.3]). For i = 1, 2, 3, let Mi be a manifold
and Ui ⊆ T ∗Mi be a conic open set. Let K ∈ N(U2,U3). Then, K ◦ (−) : sh(M1 ×M2) →
sh(M1 ×M3) which is defined by

K ◦ L := p13!(p
∗
23K ⊗ p∗12L)

descends to a functor K ◦ (−) : µshpre(T ∗M1 × U2) → µshpre(T ∗M1 × U3) and the canonical
map K ◦ L→ p13∗(p

∗
23K ⊗ p∗12L) is an equivalence. Furthermore, this functor restricts to

K ◦ (−) : N(U1,U2) → N(U1,U3).

In particular, for K ∈ N(U ,V), there is a functor

K ◦ (−) : µshpre(U) → µshpre(V),

and the canonical morphism K ◦ F → p2∗(K ◦ π∗
1F ) is an isomorphism for F ∈ µshpre(U).

One might want to use the above proposition to define an action of general microsheaf kernels
on microsheaves. However, notice that for V1 ⊆ V2, the image of N(U ,V2) under the restriction
µshpre(T ∗M × V1) → µshpre(T ∗M × V2) is not necessarily contained in N(U ,V1), since the
intersection of a compact set with an open set is, in general, only closed and condition (2) of
Definition 2.19 cannot be guaranteed.

Luckily for us, we will be interested in actions given by microsheaf kernels microsupported on
graphs of homogeneous symplectomorphisms and Proposition 2.21 can be applied. Fix conic open
subsets U ↪→ Ṫ ∗M , V ↪→ Ṫ ∗N , and a homogenous symplectomorphism χ : U ∼−→ V . Denote by
Γa
χ := {(x,−ξ, χ(x, ξ)) |(x, ξ) ∈ U} the image of the graph of χ under (a × id). Consider the

subpresheaf µshpre
Γa
χ

of µshpre on Ua × V which is given by the assignment

(Ω ⊆ Ua × V) 7→ {F ∈ µshpre(Ω)|ssΩ(F ) ⊆ Γa
χ}.

Here, we use the notation ssΩ(F ) := ss(F ) ∩ Ω to denote the microsupport on Ω.
Denote by qi the projection of T ∗M × T ∗N to the corresponding component. For an open set

Ω ⊆ Ua × V , set U(Ω) := q1(Ω ∩ Γa
χ)

a and V(Ω) := χ (U(Ω)). Then observe that, because of the
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microsupport condition Γa
χ, µshpre

Γa
χ
(Ω) = µshpre

Γa
χ
(U(Ω)× V(Ω)) and so, combined with the fact

that q2 : Γa
χ → V is a diffeomorphism, Proposition 2.21 can be applied. Thus, we obtain an action

µshpre
Γa
χ
(Ω)⊗ µshpre (U(Ω)) → µshpre (V(Ω)) .

(5) µshΓa
χ
⊗q∗1 µshU → q∗2 µshV

Proposition 2.22. The morphism µshΓa
χ
⊗q∗1 µshU → q∗2 µshV from (5) is an equivalence.

Proof. We check at stalks in the sense of sheaves valued in stable categories. That is, for (x, ξ, y, η),
we need to check that µshΓa

χ,(x,−ξ,y,η) ⊗µsh(x,ξ) → µsh(y,η) is an equivalence. We recall that, over
stable categories, an objects of µsh(x,ξ) is given by germs of objects in µshpre(U0) for U0 ∋ (x, ξ).
See for example [36]. By [28, Corollary 7.2.2], on small open sets near (x,−ξ, y, η), there exists
K of microlocal rank 1, which induces an equivalence K ◦ (−) : µsh(x,ξ)

∼−→ µsh(y,η) by [28,
Proposition 7.1.10]. Thus, the identification of C = µshΓa

χ,(x,−ξ,y,η) through 1C 7→ K identify the
desired equivalence as

µshΓa
χ,(x,−ξ,y,η) ⊗µsh(x,ξ) = 1C ⊗ µsh(x,ξ) = µsh(y,η) .

□

Note that convolution of twisted sheaves from Corollary 2.10 can be microlocalized directly,
since microsupport is local in nature as discussed in Section 2.4. In particular, we have the follow-
ing proposition.

Proposition 2.23. Let η ∈ Map(M,Pic(C)) and ξ ∈ Map(N,Pic(C)) be twistings. Following
the same notation as above, there is an action of (η−1 ⊡ ξ)-twisted microsheaf kernel, sending
η-twisted microsheaves on U to ξ-twisted microsheaves on V ,

µshη−1⊡ξ
Γa
χ

⊗q∗1 µsh
η
U → q∗2 µsh

ξ
V

and it is an equivalence.

Lemma 2.24. Let Z ⊆M be a closed submanifolds and denote by N∗(Z) the conormal bundle of
Z in M . Then µshN∗(Z) = LocN∗(Z).

Proof. Denote by Cpre
N∗(Z) the constant presheaf, i.e., Cpre

N∗(Z)(Ω) = C for all Ω ⊆ N∗(Z). There is a
morphism between presheaves whose effect over Ω is given by

Cpre
N∗(Z)(Ω) = C → µshpre

N∗(∆)(Ω)

C 7→ CZ

where CZ is the constant sheaf supported on the submanifold Z with stalk C. By [28, Proposition
6.6.1], this map induces equivalences on stalks, and thus becomes an equivalence LocN∗(Z) =
µshN∗(Z) upon sheafification. □

Example 2.25. We note that Γa
idT∗M

= N∗(∆) ∼= T ∗M where ∆ ⊆M ×M is the diagonal and the
later diffeomorphism can be obtained by dualizing the short exact sequence

1 → TM
d∆−→ ∆∗T (M ×M) → N(∆) → 1.

By base change, for any sheaf F ∈ sh(M),

C∆ ◦ F = p2!(∆!CM ⊗ p∗1F ) = p2!∆!(CM ⊗∆∗p∗1F ) = CM ⊗ F.
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That is, the action of µshN∗(∆) on µshT ∗M under the equivalence LocT ∗M = µshT ∗M is canonically
the by local system discussed in Example 2.1.

Lemma 2.26. Assume U is contractible. Then the category µshΓa
χ
(−U × V) is non-empty and the

functor

µshη−1⊡ξ
Γa
χ

(−U × V) → Funex
(
µshη(U), µshξ(V)

)
K 7→ (F 7→ K ◦ F)

is conservative.

Proof. We refer to Theorem 3.8 for the non-emptiness of µshΓa
χ
(−U × V). We remark that we

will need the weaker version discussed in [28, Theorem 7.2.1] and only include this version for
completeness.

By symmetry, the category µshΓa
χ−1

(−V × U) is non-empty. In fact, the proof of [28, Theorem
7.2.1] implies that the convolution inverse of K is given by

K∗ := (dv∨)∗ µDM×N(K ⊗ p∗1ωM),

where v : N ×M =M ×N is the coordinates swapping map is the coordinate swapping map. If
two microkernel K1, K2, induces the same functor, then K∗

2 ◦ K1 will acts as the identity. But we
know from Example 2.25 that K∗

2 ◦ K1 = 1U , since U is contractible, and so K2 = K1. □

Corollary 2.27. Let K ∈ µshΓa
χ
(−U × V) be an invertible object. Then the morphism

LocU → (aM × χ)∗ µshΓa
χ
(−U × V)

L 7→ L⊗K

is an equivalence.

Proof. Since this is morphism between sheaves, it is sufficient to check on an open basis. That is,
we only need to evaluate at small enough open balls Ω ⊆ U . In this case, fully-faithfulness is [28,
(7.2.4) in Theorem 7.2.1.]. To see it’s an surjection, consider any other microkernel K′. The above
Lemma 2.26 implies that K∗ ◦ K′ = cU for some c ∈ Pic(C) and thus K′ = c⊗K. □

3. INTEGRAL TRANSFORMS AND MASLOV DATA

We have seen in Section 2.4, that to a manifold M and a twisting η : M → Pic(C), we
may associate a sheaf of categories µshη

S∗M . More generally, we could have allowed twistings
η : S∗M → Pic(C).

In fact, for any contact manifold U , subject to the vanishing of a certain topological obstruction,
the space of twistings has a natural torsor called the space of ‘Maslov data’, and for each Maslov
datum τ , there is a corresponding sheaf-of-categories µshU ,τ on U [33]. When U = S∗M , there is
a distinguished Maslov datum ϕ arising ultimately from the natural polarization of the cotangent
bundle, and an identification of µshS∗M,ϕ with µshS∗M in the previous sense [8].

In particular, given a contactomorphism χ : U ∼−→ U ′ along with some Maslov datum τ ′ on
U ′ and a homotopy h : τ ∼ χ∗τ ′, one obtains an equivalence h∗ : µshU ,τ

∼−→ χ∗ µshU ′,τ ′ . These
functors were originally constructed by an abstract argument. The purpose of this Section is explain
how to more explicitly describe such functors h∗ in local charts via integral transforms.
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3.1. Maslov data. We recall results from [33, Section 11]. Some homotopy theory background
can be found in Appendix B. The central construction is a group homomorphism [33, (28), Propo-
sition 11.11]

(6) M : U/O → BPic(C),
For any co-oriented contact manifold (V, ξ), we denote by BPic(C)(ξ) the principal BPic(C)-

bundle classified by the composition

(7) V
ξ−→ BU → B(U/O)

BM−−→ B2Pic(C).
Definition 3.1.

(1) Maslov data is a null-homotopy τ of the map V → B(U/O) → B2Pic(C) from (7).
(2) A polarization is a null-homotopy ϕ of the classifying map V → B(U/O).

Evidently a polarization induces Maslov data. If ϕ is a polarization, we will routinely abuse
notation by also denoting the induced Maslov datum by ϕ.

Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold. Then we can consider the (stable) Lagrangian Grassmannian
f : U/O(ξ) → V . Its relative cotangent bundle3 T ∗f → U/O(ξ) is naturally a contact manifold and
carries a canonical polarization. Using the large codimensional embedding trick (reviewed in Sec-
tion 3.2.1 below), one may define microlocal sheaves on T ∗f. The full subcategory of microlocal
sheaves supported on the zero section is then a sheaf of categories on U/O(ξ) which we denote by
µshU/O(ξ). As reviewed in Proposition 3.14, this descends to a sheaf of categories on BPic(C)(ξ)
which is denoted by µshBPic(C)(ξ).

Definition 3.2. Given Maslov data τ on V , we define µshV ;τ := τ ∗ µshBPic(C)(ξ).

The main feature of the sheaf µshBPic(C)(ξ) is that it is locally constant in the fiber direction. In
fact, locally on a Darboux chart U and along a section, the sheaf µshBPic(C)(ξ) is non-canonically
equivalent to µshS∗M for some M of the correct dimension. Such a local identification respects the
notion of microsupport and we can thus consider, for a closed subset X ⊆ V , the subsheaf µshX;τ

of objects microsupported on X .

Proposition 3.3 ([8, Corollary 4.13]). Denote by ϕM : S∗M → BO the (stable) fiber polarization.
There is a canonical equivalence

(8) µshS∗M ;ϕM
= µshS∗M

where the right hand side is defined as in Definition 2.17. Moreover, the notion of microsupport
defined in Definition 3.4 coincides with the usual notion.

We shall revisit the proof of Proposition 3.3 in the next subsection, after introducing some more
notation. For now we continue our discussion of Maslov data.

Let τ0, τ1 be two choices of Maslov data. A homotopy h : τ0 = τ1 between them is equivalent
to a homotopy between the corresponding sections, which we denote it by the same thing. Thus
Definition 3.2 implies that there exists an equivalence µshV ;τ0 = µshV ;τ1 induced by h.

We can now give a precise formulation of the problem we will solve in this section. Consider
open sets U ⊂ S∗M , V ⊂ S∗N , and a contactomorphism χ : U ∼−→ V . Proposition 3.3 implies that
there is a canonical equivalence µshU ;χ∗ϕN

= χ∗ µshV . In particular, a homotopy of Maslov data
h : ϕM ≃ χ∗ϕN induces an equivalence µshU = χ∗ µshV .

3If π : E → B is a smooth fiber bundle, then its relative cotangent bundle is the vector bundle T ∗π → E defined
by the exact sequence 0 → π∗T ∗B → T ∗E → T ∗π → 0.
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On the other hand, we may use the same homotopy of Maslov data to compare the fiber polar-
ization along the graph of χ to the fiber polarization along the graph of the diagonal. Again using
Proposition 3.3 along with Lemma 2.24, we find:

(9) µshΓa
χ
= µshΓa

idU
;ϕM⊡χ∗ϕN

h
= µshN∗(∆)∩(Ua×U) = LocU .

Let K ∈ µshΓa
χ
(Ua × V) be the image of 1U under the above equivalence. Then convolution

of microsheaf kernels from equation (5) induces another equivalence µshU = χ∗ µshV by [28,
Proposition 7.1.10].

The purpose of the present section is to show that these two equivalences agree. The result is
ultimately formulated as Theorem 3.17 below.

3.2. Polarization-to-kernel. In the present subsection, we shall consider open subsets U ↪→ S∗M
and V ↪→ S∗N and a contactomorphism χ : U → V . Let h : ϕM ≃ χ∗ϕN be a homotopy
of polarizations. Our goal is to prove that (under the identification (8)), the induced equivalence
µshU ;ϕM

= µshV;χN
is induced by convolution with a (twisted) microsheaf kernel, and to charac-

terize this kernel. In the next subsection, we will explain how to generalize this statement to the
case where h is merely a homotopy between the Maslov data induced by ϕM , χ

∗ϕN .

3.2.1. Large codimensional embeddings. The sheaf µshU/O(ξ) is constructed using the large codi-
mensional embedding method which first appeared in [41] and which we now briefly review. For
any co-oriented contact manifold (V 2n−1, ξ), Gromov’s h-principle provides contact embeddings

i : V ↪→ R2k+1

for k ≫ 0 and guarantees that the space of such embeddings can be made as connected as desired
by increasing k. Such embeddings realize the inverse of the image of ξ in Map(V,BU) as its
stable symplectic normal bundle νV .

Recall also that, because of the fiber sequence O → U → U/O, a null-homotopy of ξ : V →
BU → B(U/O) is equivalent to a map ρ : V → BO which factorizes ξ = (BO → BU)◦ρ. Since
(BO → BU) is a group, the inverse σ := ρ−1 composes with BO → BU to νV . Geometrically,
this is a Lagrangian sub-bundle σ ⊆ νV of the stable symplectic normal bundle (a “stable normal
polarization”). Given such a Lagrangian subbundle, one then defines

(10) µshV ;ρ := µshV σ |V .4

A priori, µshV ;ρ depends on the choice of embedding and thickening. To verify that it is
well-defined [33, Lemma 6.3] argues by local constancy. Namely, let h : ρ0 = ρ1 be a ho-
motopy between two polarizations. Up to stabilization, this consists of a family of Lagrangian
sub-bundles σt ⊆ νV , extending the isotopy of contact embedding it : V ↪→ R2k+1. The total
family µshV σt×[0,1] |V×[0,1] is constant along the t-direction and one thus obtains an equivalence
µshV ;ρ0 = µshV ;ρ1 .

Objects of µshV ;σ have a well-defined (micro)support which we typically denote by ss(−).

Definition 3.4. Choose any contact embedding i : V ↪→ S∗Rk, for an object

(11) F ∈ µshV ;ρ(V ) = µshV σ (i(V )) := colimU⊃i(V) µshV σ(U),
its (micro)support is the subset ss(F) := i(V ) ∩ ssRk(F) ⊂ V , where ssRk(−) refers to the usual
notion of microsupport for a microsheaf on S∗Rk.

4Here we once and for all fix an embedding R2N+1 ↪→ S∗(RN+1) to view µshV σ |V as the subsheaf of µshS∗(RN+1)

on objects microsupported in V σ .
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. Pick any embedding f : M ↪→ Rk for some k ≫ 0. By Lemma C.3
the choice of a section of f ∗ : T ∗Rn|M → T ∗M is contractible and any such section induces an
embedding of Liouville manifolds T ∗M ↪→ T ∗Rk.

Observe also that the complexification of the normal bundle ofM ⊂ Rk is naturally isomorphic,
as a symplectic vector bundle, to the normal bundle of of T ∗M ↪→ T ∗Rk; hence −ϕM = ν∗.
We let S∗M(ν∗) be the thickening of S∗M in the conormal direction. Then the desired map

µshS∗M ;ϕM
:= µshS∗Rk;S∗M(ν∗) |S∗M

f∗
−→ µshS∗M is obtained from microlocalizing the equivalence

i∗ : sh(Rk)supp(M) = sh(M).
Now to see the statement on microsupport, we choose a local coordinate (x, v) for Rk such that

M is given by {v = 0}. Then S∗Rk will be given by (x, v, [ξ, λ]) for ξ ∈ T ∗
xM and λ ∈ ν∗x. The

subset S∗M(ν∗)|S∗M is then given by v = 0 and, which is exactly the image of µshS∗M ;ϕM

∼−→
µshS∗Rk;S∗M(ν∗) |S∗M . □

U/O(ξ) admits a canonical stable normal polarization and µshU/O(ξ) is thus defined unambigu-
ously using (10). For a general contact manifold V equipped with a stable normal polarization ρ,
we may define µshV ;ρ equivalently either via (10) or by pullback ρ∗ µshU/O(ξ) [33].

3.2.2. GKS quantization. We begin by reviewing the GKS quantization method [18, Theorem
3.7]. For a contact isotopy Φ : S∗M × I → S∗M , there exists a unique sheaf kernel K(Φ) ∈
sh(M ×M × I) so that its restriction to the time 0-slice is K(Φ)|0 = 1∆ and its microsupport at
infinity ss∞(K(Φ)) ⊆ ΛΦ is contained in the contact movie. A standard microsupport estimate
implies that, for any F ∈ sh(M), the kernel K(Φ) moves the microsupport of F by the isotopy,
or, when setting Ft = K(Φ)|t ◦ F , we have ss∞(Ft) = φt(ss

∞(F )). A consequence is that, for
t ∈ I , convolving with K(Φ)|t induces an equivalence shX(M) = shφt(X)(M) for any closed
subset X ⊆ S∗M .

In particular, suppose that (ϕt)t∈[0,1] is a family of polarizations for the contact manifolds V .
Then [33, Lemma 6.3] furnishes a map

(12) µshV ;ϕ0

∼−→ µshV ;ϕ1

This existence of this map is deduced in loc. cit. by an abstract argument establishing that µshV ;ϕt

is a locally constant family of categories. In fact, this locally constant family can be described
concretely via GKS quantization.

To this end, pick a high-codimensional embedding V ↪→ R2k+1; then the homotopy ϕ0 ⇝ ϕ1

induces a family of thickenings V0 ⇝ V1, and we may assume that Vt = Φt(V0) for a global contact
isotopy Φ : [0, 1] × S∗R2k+1 → S∗R2k+1; see Corollary C.13. We now apply the GKS sheaf
quantization, which furnishes a ([0, 1]-family) sheaf kernel K(Φ) ∈ sh(Rk ×Rk × [0, 1]). Because
the equivalences induced by K(Φ) on sh(M) respect microsupport, we obtain an equivalence of
sheaves of categories:

(13) K(Φ) ◦ (−) : µshS∗RN+1 = Φ∗ µshΛΦ◦S∗M ,

where ΛΦ ◦ S∗Rk is the movie of S∗M under Φ in S∗(Rk × [0, 1]), and it restricts to

(14) K(Φ)1 ◦ (−) : µshV0
= φ∗

1 µshV1

where we use the notation φt := Φ(−, t), t ∈ [0, 1].

Lemma 3.5. The maps (12) and (14) agree.
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Proof. As discussed in [18, 3.4], for any t ∈ [0, 1], the restriction i∗t : shΛΦ◦T ∗M(M × [0, 1]) →
sh(M) is an equivalence with the inverse of i∗0 given by convolving with K(Φ) ◦ (−). In fact, [18,
Proposition 3.12] implies that this equivalence microlocalizes to an equivalence between sheaves
of categories

K(Φ) ◦ (−) : µshS∗Rk = Φ∗ µshΛΦ◦S∗Rk

and the same proposition shows that it restricts to equivalences on subsheaves

K(Φ) ◦ (−) : µshV0
= Φ∗ µshΛΦ◦V0

.

Here, the sheaf µshΛΦ◦V0
is exactly the constant family in which gives rise to the family of sheaves

{µshV ;ϕt}t∈[0,1] by restricting to the t-slice. Similarly, one can microlocalize i∗t and obtain

i∗t : Φ
∗ µshΛΦ◦V0

= µshVt
.

By composing the microlocalization of K(Φ) with that of i∗1, we see that the equivalence (12) is
realized by the equivalence (14). □

Remark 3.6. The proof of Lemma 3.5 shows that the action of K(Φ)|t on the sheaf of categories
µshV0 is independent of the extension Φ, and only depends on the family of thickenings V0 ⇝ V1,
and not on the extension to a global contact isotopy. (Indeed, a GKS kernel associated to a contact
isotopy which is the identity on V ⊂ R2n+1 acts by the identity on µshV ).

It will also be important to us to consider the case where V = −U × U and we have an isotopy
of polariations ϕ0 ⊡ ϕ0 ⇝ ϕ0 ⊡ ϕ1. In this setting, we again have abstractly by [33] an induced
equivalence

(15) µsh−U×U ;ϕ0⊡ϕ0

∼−→ µsh−U×U ;ϕ0⊡ϕ1

Meanwhile, there is another way to produce such an equivalence. Namely, consider the family
of equivalences

(16) K(Φ)|t ◦ (−) : µsh−U×U ;ϕ0⊡ϕ0
→ µsh−U×U ;ϕ0⊡ϕt

.

Lemma 3.7. (15) and (16) agree

Proof. Same argument as the proof of Lemma 3.5, replacing (the microlocalization of) convolution
on sheaves

K ◦ F := p2!(K ⊗ π∗
1F )

by (the microlocalization of) convolution between sheaf kernels

K ◦H := p13!(π
∗
23K ⊗ p∗12H).

□

We now come to the main result of this section. To set the stage, let U ↪→ S∗M , V ↪→ S∗N be
opens, and χ : U ∼−→ V be a contactomorphism. If h : ϕM |U = χ∗(ϕN |V) is a homotopy between
polarizations, then we have
(17)
LocS∗M = µshN∗(∆M ) = µshN∗(∆M );ϕM⊡ϕM

= µshN∗(∆M );ϕM⊡χ∗ϕN
= µshΓa

χ;ϕM⊠ϕN
= µshΓa

χ
.

Theorem 3.8. Under the identification (8), the induced equivalence µshU ;ϕM
= µshV:χ∗ϕN

is given
by microkernel convolution defined by (5)

K(h) ◦ (−) : µshU = χ∗ µshV

where K(h) is the image of 1U under (17).
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Proof. By Lemma 3.7, the third equality of (17) can be described via (16). So the image of 1U
under the first three equalities is K(Φ)|1 ◦ 1∆M

. Associativity of convolution implies that, for
F ∈ µsh(U),

K(h) ◦ F = (K(Φ)1 ◦ 1∆M
) ◦ F = K(Φ)1 ◦ (1∆M

◦ F) = K(Φ)1 ◦ F ,
and we thus see that the equivalence induced by homotopy of polarizations, µshU ;ϕM

= µshV:χ∗ϕN
,

is realized by convolving with K(h). □

Corollary 3.9. In the same setting as Theorem 3.8, denote by hrev : χ∗(ϕN |V) = ϕM |U , then

K(hrev) = v∗ µDM×N(K ⊗ p∗1ωM)

where v : N ×M =M ×N is the coordinates swapping map.

Proof. In the same setting of the proof above. We further notice that, if we write Φ−1 for the
isotopy such that Φ−1(−, t) = φ−1

t where φt := Φ(−, t), then

K(Φ−1) = (vRk × idI)
∗Hom(K(Φ), 1M ⊠ ωM ⊗ 1I),

where I = [0, 1], by [18, Proposition 3.2]. □

We end this section with a statement concerning the compatibility between Theorem 3.8 and
composition.

Lemma 3.10. In the same setting as Theorem 3.8, let h0, h1 : ϕM |U = χ∗(ϕN |V) be two homotopies
between the polarizations. Then, a 2-homotopy k : h0 = h1 induces an equivalence K(h0) =
K(h1) between microkernels.

Proof. Consider the same high codimensional embedding as in the proof of Theorem 3.8. The
2-homotopy k can be realized as a family of Lagrangian thickenings σt,s, t, s ∈ [0, 1], such that
σt,i is the homotopy between the thickening S∗M(ν∗M)|U and S∗N(ν∗N)|V given by hi, i = 0, 1,
and σ0,s = S∗M(ν∗M)|U and σ1,s = S∗N(ν∗N)|V for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Extend σt,s to an ambient
homotopy between isotopies Φ : S∗Rk × [0, 1]t × [0, 1]s → S∗Rk such that Φ0,s = idS∗Rk and
Φ1,s is a constant contactomorphism for all s ∈ [0, 1]. As explained in [18, Remark 3.9], the GKS
sheaf quantization applies for any contractible parameter space and we thus have a sheaf kernel
K(Φ) ∈ sh(M ×M × [0, 1]× [0, 1]). By construction and the uniqueness, one recovers K(hi) by
setting

K(hi) := K(Φ)|t=1,s=i ◦ 1∆M
.

However, the constancy condition at t = 1 implies that K(Φ)|t=1 ∈ sh(M ×M × {1} × [0, 1]s)
is constant on the s-direction. Thus K(Φ)|t=1,s=0 = K(Φ)|t=1,s=1 canonically and it induces the
identification K(h0) = K(h1). □

Corollary 3.11. Let Ui ↪→ S∗Mi, i = 0, 1, 2 be opens, χi : Ui
∼−→ Ui+1, i = 0, 1 be contacto-

morphisms, hi : ϕMi
= χ∗

iϕMi+1
, i = 0, 1 and h2 : ϕM0 = (χ1 ◦ χ0)

∗ϕM2 be homotopy between
polarizations. Then a 2-homotopy k : h2 = h1#h0 induces an identification

K(h2) = K(h1) ◦ K(h0)

between microkernels and the is identification is compatible with the identification of the corre-
sponding identifications between microsheaf categories induced from identifications between po-
larizations

k :
(
µshU0

h0= µshU1

h1= µshU2

)
=
(
µshU0

h2= µshU2

)
.
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Proof. Consider a similar high codimensional embedding as in the proof of the above Lemma 3.10
and one concludes that K(h2) = K(h1#h0). Call the ambient isotopies which give h0 and h1 by Φ
and Ψ. We note that up to a scaling, Ψ ◦ Φ and Ψ#Φ are homotopic to each other. Thus, a similar
constancy argument at end point implies that the GKS sheaf kernel K(Ψ#Φ) = K(Ψ ◦ Φ) =
K(Ψ) ◦ K(Φ) where we use the compatibility of GKS sheaf quantization between composition
of isotopies for the second quality. The equivalence between microkernels is then induced by
applying (−) ◦ 1∆M

. □

Remark 3.12. Higher compatibility, e.g., associativity for compositions hold as well since it fol-
lows from the same property for the GKS sheaf quantization. We leave the details to the reader.

3.3. Some remarks on principal bundles. Let G be a group object in spaces and A an abelian
group object, i.e., grouplike E1 and E∞-monoids. Consider a space X and a map f : X → BG,
i.e., a principal G-bundle G(f) → X . Assume D is a sheaf of categories on G(f) such that D is
locally constant on the fiber direction and, when restricting to any fiber G ↪→ G(f), D|G = L for
some fixed local system L with stalk category F . Furthermore, the monodromy of L comes from
some representation ρ : A → Aut(F ). In other words, there is an A-bundle A(α) → A, classified
by a map α : G→ BA, such that L = A(α)×ρ F .

Suppose in addition that the map α is in fact a group homomorphism. In other words, A(α), the
fiber of α, is a group, as explained in Example B.5, and we will denote it as K. One can apply
B(−) to α and obtain a map B(α) : BG→ B2A in spaces and obtain the following diagram:

G(f) {∗}

B(A)(f) BK {∗}

X BG B2A
f B(α)

fα
⌜

⌜ ⌜

Corollary 3.13. If the monodromy α : G → BA is a group homomorphism, then there is a
principal B(A)-bundle B(A)(f) → X such that the original principal G-bundle G(f) → X is a
principal K-bundle G(f) → B(A)(f) over it.

The main Theorem [33, Theorem 11.17] is that D is pullback from B(A)(f). We sketch the
proof since a similar discussion will be relevant.

Proposition 3.14. There is a sheaf of categories D on B(A)(f) such that D = f ∗
αD.

Proof. We take the argument from [33, Theorem 11.17], which concerned the special case (of
eventual interest to us) of α = M. Here we formulate it abstractly for clarity.

BecauseG(f) → B(A)(f) is a principalK-bundle, it is enough to show that D isK-equivariant.
That is, there is an identification p∗D = a∗D (with higher coherence data) where p, a : K ×
G(f) → G(f) are the trivial projection and the action.

To see this, we recall that the action a : K ×G(f) → G(f) is restricted from, ã : G×G(f) →
G(f), the action given by G. The pullback of ã∗D equals L⊠ρ D. By the definition, K = A(α) is
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the fiber of G α−→ BA, which classifies A(α), and thus the pull back a∗D = AK ⊠D is trivial.

K × A K {∗}

K G BA
f B(α)

⌜ ⌜

∗
⟲

□

We will also consider the situation when there are two such sheaves D0 and D1 and a morphism
T : D0 → D1 between them so that, on any fiber, the morphism between the local systems

(L1
T |G−−→ L2) = (A(α)×ρ F1

A(α)×ρ t−−−−−→ A(α)×ρ F2)

are induced from a functor t : F1 → F2 between the stalk categories. The same argument as the
above Proposition 3.14 implies that we can descend morphisms as well.

Proposition 3.15. There is a morphism between sheaves of categories T : D0 → D1 on B(A)(f)
such that T = f ∗

αT .

Now consider two sections s0, s1 of G(f) → X and a homotopy h : s0 = s1 between their
projection to G(f) → B(A)(f). Observe that there exists a unique map g : X → G such that
s1 = g · s0. The homotopy h : s0 = s1 = α(g) · s0 thus corresponds to a null-homotopy
k : α(g) = ∗. Because K = fib(α), this data k further corresponds to a lifting which we will, by
abusing of notation, denote by k : X → K.

Proposition 3.16. Let s0, s1 be two sections of G(f) → X . A homotopy h : s0 = s1 induces an
equivalence s∗0D = s∗1D. A similar statement for morphisms holds.

Proof. The above discussion implies that s1 : X → G(f) can be factored as

X
(k,s0)−−−→ K ×G(f)

a−→ G(f).

But, as mentioned in the proof of Proposition 3.14, the pullback a∗D = KA ⊠ρ D is constant on
the first factor and thus s∗1D = s∗0D. □

3.4. From polarization-to-kernel to Maslov-to-kernel. The goal of this section is to deduce the
following from Theorem 3.8.

Theorem 3.17. Let U ↪→ S∗M , V ↪→ S∗N be opens and let χ : U ∼−→ V be a contactomor-
phism. Suppose that h : ϕM |U = χ∗(ϕN |V) is a homotopy of Maslov data (i.e. of the Maslov
data induced by the polarizations). Then under the identification (8), the induced equivalence
µshU ;ϕM

= µshV:χ∗ϕN
is given by microkernel convolution defined by (5)

K(h) ◦ (−) : µshU = χ∗ µshV

where K(h) is the image of 1U under (17).

Proof. Note that the considerations of Section 3.3 apply to α = M : U/O → BPic(C), since this
is shown to be a group homomorphism by [33, Theorem 11.10, Proposition 11.11].
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The discussion before Proposition 3.16 implies that there is an equivalence h̃ : ϕM |U = k ·
χ∗(ϕN |V) for some k ∈ Map(U , K) where K is the fiber of the classifying map M : U/O →
BPic(C). We cannot apply Theorem 3.8 directly but, since the action of k depends only on its
composition to K → U/O, and the thickening k · χ∗(ϕN |V) differs from χ∗(ϕN |V) by a rotation
by some element in U(l), for some l ≫ 0, so the same proof still applies. That is, the equivalence
µshU = µshV;k·χ∗(ϕN |V ) is induced by microsheaf convolution and, by Proposition 3.16, the latter
equals χ∗ µshV trivially. □

Corollary 3.18. Let Ui ↪→ S∗Mi, i = 0, 1, 2 be opens, χi : Ui
∼−→ Ui+1, i = 0, 1 be contactomor-

phisms, hi : ϕMi
= χ∗

iϕMi+1
, i = 0, 1 and h2 : ϕM0 = (χ1 ◦χ0)

∗ϕM2 be homotopy between Maslov
data. Then a 2-homotopy k : h2 = h1#h0 induces an identification

K(h2) = K(h1) ◦ K(h0)

between microkernels and the is identification is compatible with the identification of the cor-
responding identifications between microsheaf categories induced from identifications between
Maslov data

k :
(
µshU0

h0= µshU1

h1= µshU2

)
=
(
µshU0

h2= µshU2

)
.

Proof. Similar to the discussion before 3.16, if there are sections si, i = 0, 1, 2 and homotopies
hi : si = si+1, i = 0, 1 and h2 : s0 = s2. Then a 2-homotopy h2 = h1#h0 induces an identification
between the liftings. The result then follows from Corollary 3.11 and the proof of Theorem 3.17.

□

Corollary 3.19. Let η ∈ Map(M,Pic(C)) and ξ ∈ Map(N,Pic(C)) be twistings. In the same
setting as Theorem 3.17, for a homotopy h : (η · ϕM)|U = χ∗((ξ · ϕN)|V), the induced equivalence
µshU ;η·ϕM

= µshV:χ∗(ξ·ϕN ) is realized by convolution

K(h) ◦ (−) : µshη
U = χ∗ µshξ

V

using Formula 5, where K(h) is given by an equivalence similar to (17). Furthermore, denoting
by hrev the reverse isotopy, then

K(hrev) = v∗ µDM×N(K ⊗ p∗1ωM)

where v : N ×M =M ×N is the coordinates swapping map.

Proof. The identification µshU ;η·ϕM
= µshη

U follows from [8, Corollary 4.13] and Lemma 2.18. To
apply Theorem 3.17, one choose a cover {Uα} of M and {Vβ} of N with trivializations of η and
ξ. For each S∗Uα ∩ U and S∗Vβ ∩ V , over their intersection through χ, there is an identification

ϕM = η · ϕM = χ∗(ξ · ϕN) = χ∗ϕN

and Theorem 3.17 provides a microsheaf kernel K(h)αβ which realizes the equivalence by con-
volution. But the same gluing description is used to for Corollary 2.10, which microlocalizes
to Formula 5. The statement for the reverse homotopy follows from Corollary 3.9 by a similar
argument. □

Corollary 3.20. Let ηi ∈ Map(M1, P ic(C)), for i = 0, 1, 2 be twistings. In the same setting as
Corollary 3.20. If hi : ηi · ϕMi

= χ∗
i (ηi+1 · ϕMi+1

), i = 0, 1 and h2 : ϕM0 = (χ1 ◦ χ0)
∗(η2ϕM2) are

homotopy between Malsov data. Then a 2-homotopy k : h2 = h1#h0 induces an identification

K(h2) = K(h1) ◦ K(h0)
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between microkernels and the is identification is compatible with the identification of the cor-
responding identifications between microsheaf categories induced from identifications between
Maslov data

k :
(
µshη0

U0

h0= µshη1
U1

h1= µshη2
U2

)
=
(
µshη0

U0

h2= µshη2
U2

)
.

Proof. By trivializing the twistings over the corresponding covers as in the proof of Corollary 3.19,
we obtain the identification K(h2) = K(h1) ◦K(h0) as (untwisted) microkernels locally by Corol-
lary 3.18. Now, the transition maps needed for gluing them back as twisted microkernels are given
by tensoring with local systems, which are compatible with convolutions and thus the identifica-
tions glue as well. □

Remark 3.21. As mentioned in Remark 3.12 that polarization-to-kernel satisfied higher compat-
ibility. A similar argument as the above Corollary 3.20 implies that it descends to the level of
Maslov-to-kernel as well.

4. VERDIER DUALITY ON CONTACT MANIFOLDS

In (4) we observed that Verdier duality microlocalizes to cotangent/cosphere bundles. We shall
now explain how to globalize Verdier duality to arbitrary (co-oriented) contact manifolds.

Let V be a co-oriented contact manifold and let V denote the same contact manifold with the co-
orientation reversed. For a Maslov datum τ , we will explain the existence of a Verdier dualization
functor

(18) µDV ;τ : µshV ;τ → µshop

V ;τ

which specializes to (4) on Darboux charts. In particular, (18) restricts to an equivalence on con-
structible microsheaves with perfect microstalks.

To set the stage, we recall the standard embedding (R2k+1,
∑k−1

i=0 pidqi+dqk)
ι
↪−→ S∗Rk+1 taking

(q0, . . . , qk, p0, . . . , pk−1) 7→ (q0, . . . , qk, p0, . . . , pk−1,−1). We will also consider the opposite

embedding R2k+1
= (R2k+1,−(

∑k−1
0 pidqi + dqk))

ι:=a◦ι
↪−−−→ S∗Rk+1, where a is the antipodal map.

In the forthcoming discussion, it will be important to remember that Gromov’s h-principle applies
to co-oriented contact manifolds; in particular, a high codimensional embedding V ↪→ R2k+1

naturally induces a high codimensional emebdding V ↪→ R2k+1
.

We begin by assuming that our Maslov datum is induced by a polarization. So let ρ be a polar-
ization of ξ : V → B(U/O) and σ := ρ−1 a polarization of the stable normal bundle. Fix a large
codimensional (co-oriented) contact embedding i : V ↪→ R2k+1 ι

↪−→ S∗(Rk+1). So σ is realized as a
thickening V σ of V , which is Lagrangian in the normal direction, and the sheaf µshV ;ρ is given by
µshS∗(Rk+1);V σ |V . The microlocal Verdier dual µDRk+1 : µshS∗(Rk+1) → µshop

S∗(Rk+1)
then restricts

to
µDRk+1 : µshS∗(Rk+1);V σ |V → a∗Rk+1 µshS∗(Rk+1);(V σ)a |V a .

But the target is exactly V with the same polarization ρ, so we obtain a Verdier dual

(19) µDV ;ρ : µshV ;ρ → µshop

V ;ρ
.

On a cosphere bundle equipped with its fiber polarization, we now have two Verdier duality
functors. They agree:

Proposition 4.1. The identification µshS∗M ;ϕM
= µshS∗M in (8) intertwines the Verdier duality

functors (19) and (4).
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Proof. As usual, choose a large codimensional embedding of the base manifold M ↪→ Rk and
choose, up to a contractible space of choices, a splitting of the projection map T ∗Rk|M → T ∗M to
obtain an inclusion i : S∗M ↪→ S∗Rk. One first sees that the antipodal map aRk on S∗Rk restricts
to that on M so µshS∗M ;ϕM

= a∗ µshS∗M . The statement, up to microlocalization, then follows
from the fact that, if ι : Z ↪→ X is a closed inclusion of manifolds, then ι∗DX(F ) = DZ(ι

∗F ) for
F ∈ sh(X). □

We now extend the construction of a Verdier duality functor to contact manifolds equipped
with a Maslov datum which does not necessarily come from a polarization. Tracing through the
stabilization argument in [33, Section 11.1], we see that the above construction defines a morphism
µDU/O(ξ) : µshU/O(ξ) → µshop

U/O(ξ)
. We elaborate the notation U/O(ξ). A Lagrangian submanifold

will remain Lagrangian when changing the symplectic form to its minus. Thus both V and V
shares the same Lagrangian Grassmannian bundle f : LGr(ξ) → V = V , viewed as fiber bundles.
However, the relative cotangent bundle T ∗f, for V , comes with a co-oriented contact structure λf
described in [33, Lemma 10.5]. For the co-orientation reversing contact manifold V , we will take
the reversed co-orientation −λf on T ∗f Now, the antipodal map a : T ∗f → T ∗f turn λf to −λf and
fixes the zero section LGr(ξ) ↪→ T ∗f. The discussion from the above paragraph thus produces a
morphism µDLGr(ξ) : µshLGr(ξ) → µshop

LGr(ξ)
where we use LGr(ξ) to emphasize that it is a set

inside the co-orientation reserving contact manifold. Stabilizing the construction as in [33, Section
11.1] and we obtain the morphism µDU/O(ξ) : µshU/O(ξ) → µshop

U/O(ξ)
.

Recall for a manifoldM , we have µDM(F⊗L) = µDM(F )⊗L∨, for any microsheaf F and local
system L on S∗M . Similar formulas holds in various situations, e.g. for the high codimensional
embedding construction or when considering the relative cotangent bundle T ∗f, we see that we are
in the situation to apply Proposition 3.15. That is, we will apply it to the case when the functor
between the stalk categories t : F1 → F2 is given by talking the naive dual (−)∨ : C → C which is
given by x∨ := Hom(x, 1C), and this allows us to descend the morphism µDU/O(ξ)

(20) µDBPic(C) : µshBPic(C)(ξ) → µshop

BPic(C)(ξ)

and thus, for any Maslov data τ on V , we obtain the morphism µDV ;τ in (18).
We end this section by discussing the compatibility of this global Verdier dual with the sheaf

kernels obtained from the process of Maslov-to-kernel. We first recall a lemma regarding the
compatibility of the usual Verdier dual with sheaf kernel convolution.

Lemma 4.2. Let M and N be manifolds and K ∈ sh(M × N) be a sheaf kernel. Assume K is
constructible with perfect stalks, ss(K)∩ T ∗M × 0N ⊆ 0M×N , and supp(K) ↪→M ×N → N is
proper. Then for any F ∈ sh(M), we have

DN(K ◦ (F )) = DM×N(K ⊗ p∗1ωM) ◦DM(F ).

Proof. Standard exercise using base change. □

Proposition 4.3. In the setting of Theorem 3.8, there is an equivalence of morphisms

µDN(K(h) ◦ (−)) = µDM×N(K(h)⊗ p∗1ωM) ◦ µDM(−) : µshU → χ∗a∗N µsh
op
V .

Proof. Choose a large codimensional contact embedding −U ×V ↪→ S∗(Rk ×Rk) obtained from
a large codimensional embedding of the form M ×N ↪→ Rk ×Rk as in the proof of Theorem 3.8.
Now apply Lemma 4.2 to the GKS sheaf kernel used in Theorem 3.8. Note that we implicitly use
the properness assumption when invoking [28, Proposition 6.3.3]. □
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Proposition 4.4. In the setting of Corollary 3.19, there is an equivalence of morphisms

µDN(K(h) ◦ (−)) = µDM×N(K(h)⊗ p∗1ωM) ◦ µDM(−) : µshη
U → χ∗a∗N µsh

ξ,op
V .

5. MICROSHEAVES ON COMPLEX CONTACT MANIFOLDS

From now on, we assume the coefficients C to be R − mod for some (discrete) ring R. We
write det2 : U → S1 = BZ for the colimit of det2n : U(n) → S1. We also consider the second
Stiefel-Whitney class w2 : BO → B(Z/2), induced from the exact sequence

1 → Z/2 → Pin → O → 1.

Consider the ring homomorphism Z → R, which restricts to a group homomorphism Z/2 =
Z× → R×. We shall abuse notation and use w2 to also denote the composition

w2 : BO → B(Z/2) → BR×.

As recalled in Section 3.1, for a real contact manifold V , there is a universal sheaf µshBPic(R)(ξ)

on BPic(R)(ξ), in the case when C = R−mod, the obstruction for µshBPic(R)(ξ) to descend to V
(here termed the Maslov obstruction) is given by

V
ξ−→ BU → B(U/O) → B2Pic(R) = B2Z×B3(R×)

where the last map is given by the mapB det2 : B(U/O) → B2Z and the compositionB(U/O) →
B2O

Bw2−−→ B3R×, and a null-homotopy of the first is referred as a grading and that of the second an
orientation. Here we notice that det2 vanishes on O and the map thus descends. Note that there is
always a canonical orientation ocan which is given by composing with the canonical null-homotopy
from the fiber sequence BU → B(U/O) → B2O.

Example 5.1. Let M be a (real) manifold. The fiber polarization ϕM provides both a grading grM
and an orientation oM . We’ve mentioned in Proposition 3.3 that µshS∗M ;grM×oM

= µshS∗M . By
comparing the difference between oM with the canonical orientation ocan, as detailed in Propo-
sition B.7, one can conclude that, when replacing the fiber orientation by the canonical one, the
associated microsheaves µshS∗M ;grM×ocan = µsh

w2(M)
S∗M is given by the usual microsheaves twisted

by the second Stiefel-Whitney class.
Thus, in the situation when there are open subsets U ↪→ S∗M and V ↪→ S∗N and a contacto-

morphism χ : U ∼−→ V , one needs only a homotopy h : oM |U = χ∗(oN |V) in order to obtain an
identification µshw2(M)

U = µsh
w2(N)
V .

Let (V, ξ) be a real contact manifold. The main observation in [8, Section 3] is that, if, up to
stabilization, ξ is the underlying real symplectic vector bundle of a complex symplectic bundle E
on V , then an identification ER = ξ provides ξ a grading. Now consider the setting when (V, ξ)

is a complex contact manifold and we use π : Ṽ
C×:1−−→ V to denote its complex symplectization,

which is a C×-bundle over it. In this case, the real contact manifold p : V0 := Ṽ /R+, as discussed
in [8, Section 2], admits a grading coming from the complex symplectic vector bundle ξ.

Definition 5.2 ([8, Definition 5.1, Remark 5.4.]). Let o be an orientation of V0. We denote by
µshV0,o the microsheaves induced by the grading from the complex symplectic structure of ξ and
the orientation o. When o = ocan is the canonical orientation, we write simply µshV0

. The sheaf
PµshV := p∗ µshV0

is defined to be the pushforward of µshV0
.
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As observed in [8, Lemma 5.6], a complex contactomorphism χ : V → U between two complex
contact manifold is, by definition, a biholomorphic map such that χ∗(ξV ) = ξU , so such a map
automatically preserves the complex grading, even before stabilization, and induces canonically
an identification χ∗ µshU = µshV .

In fact, as explained in [8, Remark 4.20], for a complex contact manifold V , the classifying
map V0 → B(U/O) → B2Pic(C) always factorizes to V0 → B2Pic(C)0 where we denote by
Pic(C)0 the connected component of Pic(C). The sheaf µshV0

is thus a pullback of a universal
sheaf µshBPic(C)0(ξ) on BPic(C)0(ξ) whose monodromy on fibers are given by Pic(C)0 instead of
general objects in Pic(C).

Example 5.3. Let X be a complex manifold. Its coprojective bundle P∗X is a complex contact
manifold, whose complex symplectization is the complex cotangent bundle T ∗X . The main obser-
vation in [8, Lemma 3.2] is that its canonical grading is the same as the fiber polarization grading
grXR , when viewing X as a real manifold XR. Concretely, both the complex symplectic vector
bundle T (T ∗X) and the real vector bundle TXR are obtained from the complex vector bundle
TX , one by forming the quaternion bundle (−) ⊗C H and the other by taking the underlying real
bundle (−)R, and both gives rise to the real symplectic vector bundle

T (T ∗XR) = (T (T ∗X))R = (TXR)⊗R C.

In summary, on the real contact manifold S∗XR, we have that the canonical microsheaves
µshS∗XR

= µsh
w2(X)
S∗XR

are given by w2 twisted microsheaves by Example 5.1, which we can
push to P∗X to obtain PµshP ∗X = π∗ µsh

w2(X)

Ṫ ∗X
. Furthermore, if there is a complex contacto-

morphism χ : U → V between U ⊆ P∗X and V ⊆ P∗Y , there is a canonical identification
µsh

w2(X)
U0

= χ∗ µsh
w2(Y )
V0

, which by Corollary 3.19, is induced by a twisted microsheaf kernel

(21) K(χ) ∈ Pµshw2(X×Y )
Γa
χ

(U × V).

The next lemma shows that K(h) admits extra symmetry.

Lemma 5.4. We have a canonical identification K(χ−1) = v∗K(χ) where v : X × Y = Y ×X is
the coordinates swapping map. In particular, K(χ)[n] is Verdier self-dual (where n = dimCX).

Remark 5.5. The case where U is a ball is used implicitly in the proof of [28, Thm. 11.4.9].

Proof. The second statement is a direct consequence of the first statement and Corollary 3.19. To
see the first statement, we apply [8, Lem. 5.6] to the induced map

(dv∨) : P ∗(Y ×X) → P ∗(X × Y )

on the coprojective bundles. This implies that PµshP ∗(X×Y ) = (dv∨)∗PµshP ∗(Y×X) canonically
and it restricts to the subsheaves

PµshP ∗(X×Y );Γa
χ
= (dv∨)∗PµshP ∗(Y×X);Γa

χ−1
,

and K(χ) is sent to K(χ−1) under this identification. However, realizing the equivalence under the
identification PµshP ∗X = π∗ µsh

w2(X)
T ∗X implies that the equivalence is given by

(22) v∗ : Pµshw2(X×Y )
P ∗(X×Y ) = Pµshw2(Y×X)

P ∗(Y×X),

microlocalized from v∗ : sh(X × Y ) = sh(Y ×X). □
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When there is another χ′ : V → W for some W ↪→ P∗Z, the strict identification (χ′ ◦ χ)∗ξU =
χ′
∗(χ∗ξU) = χ′

∗ξV implies that there is a canonical identification

(23) cχ′,χ : K(χ′) ◦ K(χ) = K(χ′ ◦ χ) ∈ Pµshw2(X×Z)
Γa
χ′◦χ

(U ×W).

A similar statement holds for 2-morphisms between such identification, in that the Čech 3-cocycle
condition exhibited in Figure 1 holds automatically. That is, assume there is a further contactomor-
phism χ′′ : W → Q, we will need to show that the two different compositions of identifications
between microkernels,

K(χ′′) ◦ K(χ′) ◦ K(χ)
K(χ′′)⃝ cχ′,χ−−−−−−−−→ K(χ′′) ◦ K(χ′ ◦ χ)

cχ′′,χ′◦χ−−−−→ K(χ′′ ◦ χ′ ◦ χ),
and

K(χ′′) ◦ K(χ′) ◦ K(χ)
cχ′′,χ′ ⃝K(χ)
−−−−−−−−→ K(χ′′ ◦ χ′) ◦ K(χ)

cχ′′◦χ′,χ−−−−→ K(χ′′ ◦ χ′ ◦ χ)
are the same. Per Remark 3.21, it will be implied by the same equality between Maslov data. But,
in this case, it is just the associativity for the identification χ′′

∗χ
′
∗χ∗ξU = ξQ.

We end this section with a gluing description for PµshV . First, take a cover of V by complex
Darboux charts {Uα} with complex contact embeddings fα : Uα ↪→ P∗Xα for some complex
manifold Xα. The above Example 5.3 implies that PµshV |Uα = f ∗

α µsh
w2(α)
P ∗Xα

where we use the
notation w2(α) := w2(Xα), and we will further simplify the notation by µshw2

α := f ∗
α µsh

w2(α)
P ∗Xα

.
The complex contactomorphism, χβα : fα(Uαβ)

∼−→ fβ(Uαβ) produces a w2-microkernel and we
denote its pullback on V by Kβα.

On triple overlaps, by Corollary 3.20, there is a canonical isomorphism between microkernels

cγβα : Kγβ ◦ Kβα = Kγα.

Theorem 5.6. Once fixed a Darboux chart {(Uα, fα)}, the sheaf PµshV can be obtained by the
gluing data

(24) ({µshα}, {Kβα}, {cγβα})
where Kβα are w2-microsheaf kernel satisfying µDβα(Kβα[2n]) = Kβα compatible with the iden-
tifications cγβα. where dimC V = 2n − 1 and µDβα is the corresponding Verdier dual defined in
(18).

Remark 5.7. A priori, there is an infinite layer of compatible identifications when gluing a sheaf of
categories. However, our identifications comes from the homotopical structure of Pic(R), which
has πk(Pic(R)) = 0 for k > 1, so all k-morphisms for k > 2 are automatically trivial.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, the sheaf µshV0
is glued by µDβα(Kβα[2n]). However, reversing the

co-orientation is invisible on the complex contact level and so p∗ µshV0
= PµshV as well. □

Remark 5.8. Because the null-homotopy on the R×-component already happen before composing
with Z× → R×. The above data can in fact be obtained from tensoring the same data over Z with
(−)⊗Z R.

6. MODULES OVER TWISTED DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

In Section 2, we discussed twisting sheaves of categories. In the special case when the sheaf is
formed by taking modules of an algebroid, we can instead twist the algebroid and consider ordinary
modules. We will not try to pursue the general theory in this section but restrict ourselves to the
case of the ring of differential operators DX .
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6.1. Algebroids. Given a sheaf of categories A on a space X , we denote by π0(A) the sheafifi-
cation of the presheaf of sets X ⊇ U 7→ π0(A(U)). (Recall that π0(−) of a category is the set of
isomorphism classes of objects).

Recall that a C−algebroid A is a sheaf of C−linear 1-categories such that locally π0(A) = {∗},
i.e., A is locally non-empty and all sections are isomorphic to each other. If A is a sheaf of
C-algebras, then one can consider the presheaf of categories A+,pre which assigns an open set
U to the category with one object {∗U} whose endomorphism is A(U). Its sheafification A+ is
a C-algebroid. Although A+ does not contain more data than A, there can be more algebroid
morphisms than algebra morphisms.

A leisurely account of algebroids and their use in D-module theory can be found in [29, Sec.
2.1].

6.2. Line bundles. LetX be a complex manifold. We let Pic(OX) be the algebroid whose objects
are the (holomorphic) line bundles on X , whose morphisms are isomorphisms of line bundles, and
whose multiplication is tensor product. More generally, we consider the “Picard stack” of C-
algebroids PicX(−), which assigns to U ⊆ X the algebroid Pic(OU).

Lemma 6.1. PicX(−) = O+
X . Furthermore, under this identification, the canonical ring anti-

isomorphism OX
∼−→ Oop

X is identified with taking the dual line bundle

PicX
(−)∨−−−→ PicX

L 7→ L∨ (= L−1
)
.

Proof. For U ⊆ X , the category O+
X(U) is given by Pic(OU), the category of (holomorphic) line

bundles on U . Indeed there is a morphism O+,pre
X (U) → Pic(OU) which send the point {∗U} to

the trivial line bundle OU with its effect on morphisms is the identity on O(U). This morphism is
an equivalence by ∂̄-Poincaré lemma. For the second statement, we notice that when reversing the
order of multiplication, a transition map gβα ∈ O× of L will be seen as going the reverse direction.
To have the correct direction, one turns gβα to g−1

βα but the later is a cocycle of L−1. □

Remark 6.2. Let us recall the C̆ech description of line bundles, i.e. elements of π0(Pic(OX)) ≃
H1(X,O×

X). It will be useful later to spell this out explicitly. Let Uα be a cover ofX such that L|Uα

admits a section sα and, on the overlap Uβα, there exists a holomorphic function gβα : Uβα → C×

such that sβ = gβαsα. Note that L is a (holomorphic) line bundle implies that gγβgβα = gγα. In
addition, the natural equivalence L ⊗O L−1 = OX picks out sections s∗α such that ⟨s∗α, sα⟩ = 1.
This later equality implies that s∗β = g−1

βαsα. In more concise term, the there is an isomorphism of
groups

π0(Pic(X))
∼−→ H1(X;O×

X)

L 7→ [(Uα, gβα)]

between holomorphic line bundles and equivalence classes of Čech cocycles.

We now discuss “fractional” line bundles. Let G be a closed subgroup of C∗ and fix η : X →
B2G. Then we can consider the stack

PicηX(−) := PicX(−)⊗BG Pη.

HereBG acts on Pic(U) for anyU ⊂ X byG→ Ω∗BG→ Ω∗Aut(Pic(U)) = EndOU−mod(OU) =
OX(U), which is the inclusion of G as constant functions into the ring of holomorphic function on
U .
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A (η-)twisted line bundle is a global section of PicηX(−). Note that we have maps PicηX(−) ⊗
PicµX(−) → Picη+µ

X (−). In particular, if G = Z/k, we have PicηX(X)⊗k → PicX(X).

Example 6.3. If L is a line bundle on X , a k-th root of L is a line bundle L1/k along with an
isomorphism (L1/k)⊗k ≃ L. Such a k-th root need not exist in general as a line bundle. However,
we can always construct a k-th root as a twisted line bundle.

To do this, consider the exact sequence 0 → Z/k → O∗
X

z 7→zk−−−→ O∗
X → 1. Let η : X →

B2(Z/k) be image of L ∈ H1(X,O∗
X) → H2(X,Z/k) under the connecting map.

Then we can define a twisted sheaf L1/k ∈ Picη(X) concretely as follows: choose a cover {Uα}
and choose a k-th root of the transition functions f 1/k

αβ . On triple overlaps, the cocycle condition is
satisfied up to a Z/k ambiguity, which (tracing through the definitions) is exactly what is needed
to define an object L1/k ∈ Picη(X). By construction, (L1/k)⊗k ≃ L.

Note that a sufficient condition for L to admit a k-th root as a genuine line bundle is for the
image of L ∈ H1(X,O∗

X) → H2(X,Z/k) to vanish. This condition is evidently also necessary
since H2(X,Z/k) is k-torsion.

Example 6.4. The case k = 2 shows that a line bundle L admits a square root iff w2(L) = 0. In
particular, the canonical bundle ΩX admits a square root iff w2(ΩX) = 0 iff w2(TX) = 0 iff X is
spin.

6.3. Twisted differential operators. Let X be a complex manifold and let DX be the sheaf of
differential operators ofX . This is a sheaf of non-commutative unital rings, and we have inclusions

OX ⊂ DX ⊂ EndC(OX).

The sheaf DX can be defined in multiple equivalent ways. Most concretely a section D ∈
DX(U) is defined to be a section D ∈ HomC(OX(U),OX(U)) which is locally of the form

D(x) =
∑
α

aα(x)∂
α.

Here α = (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ Nk ranges over all multi-indices of length k ≥ 0, and we write
∂α = ∂α1 . . . ∂αn . We also mention the coordinate-free description, which goes back to Sato,
as Γ[∆](OX ⊠O ΩX)[−n] where for complex variety V ⊆ X , the functor Γ[V ] is the temperate
support in V [5, II.5].

Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on X . We denote by DL
X := L ⊗O DX ⊗O ⊗L−1 the

OX-algebra of differential operators twisted by L, whose multiplication is given by,

(L⊗ODX⊗O⊗L−1)⊗O (L⊗ODX⊗O⊗L−1) = L⊗ODX⊗ODX⊗O⊗L−1 → L⊗ODX⊗O⊗L−1

where we use L⊗O L
−1 = OX for the first equality.

Equivalently and more concretely, DL
X can be described by gluing data. Following the notation

of Remark 6.2, let Uα be a cover of X such that L|Uα admits a section sα and, on the overlap Uβα,
there exists a holomorphic function gβα : Uβα → C× such that sβ = gβαsα. Then on Uβ , a section
of DL

X has the form sβ ⊗ P ⊗ s∗β , which when restricting to Uβα, becomes the same as

gβαsα ⊗ P ⊗ g−1
βαs

∗
α = sα ⊗ gβαPg

−1
βα ⊗ s∗α = sα ⊗ Ad(gβα)(P )⊗ s∗α.

In short, DL
X is glued from (DUα ,Ad(gβα)) as an algebra.

We can also twist the sheaf of rings DX by a fractional line bundle.

Definition 6.5. We denote by D
√
L

X the sheaf of O-algebras L1/2 ⊗O DX ⊗O L
−1/2.
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The expression L1/2 ⊗O DX ⊗O L
−1/2 is a sheaf since L1/2 and L−1/2 have twistings inverse to

each other. More concretely, by shrinking the open cover, we may assume that gβα admits a square
root √gβα : Uα → C×. Then the sheaf D

√
L

X is glued by the data
(
DUα ,Ad(

√
gβα)

)
. We note that

since Ad(±1) = 1, the expression does not depend on the choice of the square root √gβα.

6.4. Twisted D-modules. A left/right DX-module is simply a left/right module over the sheaf of
non-commutative rings DX . Similarly one defines left/right DL

X-module for any possibly twisted
line bundle L. When we refer to DX-modules without any further adjective, we always mean left
DX-modules.

Example 6.6 ([5, 2.5.17]). Tautologically, the structure ring OX is a left DX-module. Let T ⊆ X be
an analytic hypersurface. Then O(∗T ), the sheaf of meromorphic functions with poles contained
in T , is a left DX-module which contains OX as a submodule.

Example 6.7. Recall that a vector field v acts on top forms ΩX by the Lie derivative Lv. By Cartan’s
formula, for v ∈ Θ and ω ∈ ΩX , it is simply given by

Lv(ω) = (dιv + ιvd)ω

where ιv is the natural contraction of forms by vector fields (at the first component). One can check
that

ωv := −Lvω

equips ΩX with the structure of a right DX-module. See for example [5, Thm. 1.2.14] or [25, Lem.
1.8].

In general, the ring DX is different from DL
X . But one categorical level up, the twisting is trivial.

Lemma 6.8 ([25, Prop. 1.9] ). There is an equivalence of sheaves DL
X −mod = DX −mod.

Proof. The equivalence is simply given by

DX −mod
∼−→ DL

X −mod

M 7→ L⊗O M
However, for the purpose of Proposition 6.9, we give a more involved proof from the point of

view of gluing. We recall that, for sheaves of sets G, F , the limit

Hom(G,F ) = lim

(∏
α∈I

Hom(Gα, Fα)⇒
∏
α,β∈I

Hom(Gβα, Fβα)

)
,

where the subscript indicates restrictions, states that, in order to define a morphism from G to F ,
it suffices to define them on each Uα and check that they agree on the overlap Uβα. When C and
D are sheaves of abelian categories, the existence of non-trivial 2-morphisms increase the length
of the limit by one to

Hom(C,D) = lim

(∏
α∈I

Hom(Cα, Dα)⇒
∏
α,β∈I

Hom(Cβα, Dβα)
→→→

∏
α,β,γ∈I

Hom(Cγβα, Dγβα)

)
.

That is, equality between two functors are now a structure, a natural equivalence, so we have to
check whether they are compatible on triple overlap. (Since there is no nontrivial 3-morphism,
equality on that level is again a property.)
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By Corollary A.2, we have Lgβα : idD−mod
∼−→ Ad(gβα)

(−), and we can define a isomorphism
from DL −mod to D −mod by the following diagram:

D −mod D −mod

D −mod D −mod

id

id

Ad(gβα)
(−) id

Lgβα

To check that this functor is well-defined, we need to show that Lgγβ ◦Lgβα = Lgγα , which follows
from the fact that {gβα} is a Čech cocycle.

□

Proposition 6.9. There is an equivalence of sheaves D
√
L

X −mod = (DX −mod)w2(L)

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 6.8, we would like to untwist D
√
L−mod by the following

diagram:

D −mod D −mod

D −mod D −mod

id

id

Ad(
√
gβα)

(−) id

L√
gβα

On the left side, the natural transformations over the triple overlaps are given by id, since Ad(±1) =
1. To absorb the twisting coming from the L√

gβα’s, those for the right hand side have to be the
cγβα’s. □

6.5. The star anti-involution. The right module structure of ΩX discussed in Example 6.7 pro-
vides an equivalence

ΩX ⊗OṪ∗X
(−) : DX −Mod

∼−→ Dop
X −Mod

M 7→ ΩX ⊗OX
M.

This follows from the general fact that the tensor product of a left and a rightD-module over O has
a right module structure as explained in [5, (4), 1.3.1 Theorem]. In our case, for M ∈ DX −mod,
the right module structure on ΩX ⊗OX

M is given by

(ω ⊗m)v := (−Lvω)⊗m+ ω ⊗ (−vm)

for v ∈ Θ, ω ∈ Ω, and m ∈ M. One can also view the equivalence as giving by the tautological
left Dop

X and right DX-module ΩX ⊗OX
DX where the ‘interesting’ left Dop

X -module structure is
the one described above and the right DX-module structure coming from simply multiplying on
the right. General Morita theory discussed in Lemma A.3, or rather its sheaf version studied in [9,
Section 3], thus produces an OX-algebra isomorphism

(25) ∗ : DX
∼−→ DΩX ,op

X .

Proposition 6.10. The anti-involution ∗ : DX
∼−→ DΩX ,op

X is the usual star anti-involution (or formal
adjoint). That is, in local coordinates (x1, . . . , xn), we have a natural section dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn of
ΩX , and (25) is then just the map P =

∑
α a

α∂α 7→ ∗(P ) := P ∗ :=
∑

α(−1)|α|∂αa
α.
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Proof. Set dx = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn. Then dx⊗ 1 ∈ ΩX ⊗OX
DX forms a common generator of the

two module structures. To see its effect, according to Lemma A.3, we have to apply P on dx⊗1 by
the interesting Dop

X action. But for any k, ∂k(dx⊗1) := (−L∂kdx⊗1)− (dx⊗1 ·∂k) = −dx⊗∂k.
Thus, for any monomial a(x)∂α, we have

(a(x)∂α) · (dx⊗ 1) := (a(x) · (∂α · (dx⊗ 1)) = a(x) · (dx⊗ ((−1)|α|∂α))

= dx⊗ ((−1)|α|∂α) · a(x)).

□

Lemma 6.11. There is an identification (DX − Mod)w2(X) = D
√
ΩX

X − Mod where D
√
ΩX

X is
the ring of differential operators twisted by any square root of ΩX . Under this identification, the
equivalence ΩX ⊗OX

(−) : (DX −Mod)w2(X) = Dop
X −Modw2(X) is identified with

D
√
ΩX

X −Mod = D
√
ΩX ,op

X −Mod

M 7→ M.

Here we use the fact that any left D
√
ΩX

X -module automatically admits right D
√
ΩX

X -module struc-
ture to define the map.

Proof. By Proposition 6.9, the equivalence D
√
ΩX

X −mod = (DX−mod)w2(L) is given by Ω
−1/2
X ⊗O

(−). Since (DL
X)

op = (Dop
X )L

−1 , the same equivalence for the ‘op’ version is given by Ω
1/2
X ⊗O (−).

But then the composition

D
√
ΩX

X −mod = (DX −mod)w2(L) = (Dop
X −mod)w2(L) = D

√
ΩX ,op

X −mod

is given by Ω
−1/2
X ⊗OX

ΩX ⊗OX
Ω−1/2 ⊗OX

(−) = OX ⊗OX
(−), which does nothing on the

underlying OX-module. Said differently, the bimodule which induces the equivalence D
√
ΩX

X −
mod = D

√
ΩX ,op

X −mod is obtained from the bimodule ΩX ⊗OX
DX by averaging the twisting

Ω
−1/2
X ⊗OX

ΩX ⊗OX
DX ⊗OX

Ω1/2 = D
√
ΩX

X

and thus is invisible on the O-module level. □

7. THE CANONICAL SHEAF OF MICRODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

7.1. Microlocal operators. Let X be a complex manifold. There is a sheaf of algebras ER
X on

T ∗X whose sections are sometimes called microlocal operators. It was originally introduced in
the foundational paper of Sato, Kawai, and Kashiwara [38, II.1.1, II.1.2].

In this subsection, we summarize the construction and some key properties of ER
X following [28,

Sec. 11.4]. We will ultimately be interested in a “tempered” variant ER,f
X which will be introduced

in the next subsection. However, since both versions enjoy the same formal properties, it seems
pedagogically preferable to begin our discussion with ER

X .
LetX1, X2, X3 be manifolds. Following the notation of [28, Section 7.1], we let qij : X1×X2×

Xj → Xi×Xj be the projection. Similarly we let pij := T ∗X1×T ∗X2×T ∗Xj → T ∗Xi×T ∗Xj

be the projection on cotangent bundles, and write paij for the composition of pij with the antipodal
map on the j-th component. For sheaf kernels K1 ∈ sh(X1 × X2), and K2 ∈ sh(X2 × X3) we
have the convolution

(26) K1 ◦K2 := q13!(q
∗
23K1 ⊗ q∗12K2)
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The functor µhom(−,−) intertwines convolution with tensor product [28, Proposition 4.4.11].
More precisely, given sheaf kernels K1, F1 ∈ sh(X1 ×X2) and K2, F2 ∈ sh(X×X3), we have

(27) pa13!(p
a
23

∗ µhom(K1, F1)⊗ pa12
∗ µhom(K2, F2)) → µhom(K1 ◦K2, F1 ◦ F2).

Let us now identify N∗
∆X

(X×X) = T ∗X by projecting onto the first component. We shall also
write ΩX ⊠O OY := q∗1ΩX ⊗q∗1OX

OX×Y

We now consider the sheaf of abelian groups

(28) ER
X := µhom(C∆X

[−n],ΩX ⊠O OX) ∈ sh(T ∗X)♡

It can be shown [28, Prop. 11.4.1, 11.4.4] that ER
X has a ring structure. This is ultimately because

of the fact that C∆X
◦ C∆X

= C∆X
. The ‘multiplication’ comes from the ‘integration’ morphism

[28, Theorem 11.1.4]

(29) f!ΩY [dimC Y ] → ΩZ [dimC Z],

which exists for any holomorphic map f : Y → Z, specializing to the case of q2 : X ×X → X .
Similarly, for any microsheaf F , the sheaf Hk µhom(F,OX) (resp. Hk µhom(F,ΩX)) has left
(resp. right) ER

X-module structure. In particular, when taking F = 1X , we see that OX (resp. ΩX)
is a left (resp.) ER

X-module. See also [27, Proposition 9.3.1].

7.2. From microsheaf kernels to E kernels. Let U ⊆ Ṫ ∗X , V ⊆ Ṫ ∗Y and let χ : U ∼−→ V be
a complex homogeneous symplectomorphism. As discussed in Example 5.3, there is a canonical
(twisted)-microkernel

K(χ) ∈ µshw2(X×Y )(−U × V)
such that convolution with K(χ) induces an equivalence

K(χ) : µshw2(X)(U) ∼−→ µshw2(Y )(V)
between microsheaves. Define

(30) H(χ) := µhom(K(χ)[−n],ΩX ⊠O OY ) ∈ shw2(X×Y )(−U × V)♡

For the next proposition, we will use the notation ER
X −Mod to denote the sheaf of categories

whose sections on U is ER
X −Mod(U) := ER

X |U −mod.

Proposition 7.1. H(χ) is a right r∗1ER
X and a left r∗2ER

Y -module where r1 : Γa
χ

∼−→ U is the projection
and similarly for r2. Furthermore, tensoring with the bimodule H(h) induces an equivalence

H(χ)⊗ER
X
(−) : (ER

X −Mod)w2(X)|U
∼−→ (ER

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V ,

where H(χ)⊗ER
X
M := r2∗(H(χ)⊗r∗1ER

X |U r
∗
1M), between the (twisted) module categories.

Proof. The bimodule structure is explained in [28, Lemma 11.4.3], and is the same structure used
to define the ring structure of ER

X . To show the equivalence, it is enough by Morita theory to find
an inverse (ER

X , ER
Y )-bimodule. We claim that this bimodule is

H(χ−1) := µhom(K(χ−1)[n],ΩY ⊠O OX).

Indeed, the tensor product

H(χ−1)⊗ER
Y
H(χ) → µhom

(
K(χ−1)[−n] ◦ K(χ)[−n], (ΩY ⊠O OX) ◦ (ΩX ⊠O OY )

)
→ µhom (1∆X

[−n],ΩX ⊠O OX) = ER
X .

admits a canonical map to ER
X and similarly to ER

Y . To define the second arrow, we are using (i) the
fact that K(χ−1) ◦ K(χ) = 1∆X

canonically and (ii) the integration map (ΩY ⊠O OX) ◦ (ΩX ⊠O
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OY ) → ΩX ⊠O OX [−n]; see [28, Lem. 11.4.3]. Thus it is sufficient to check on stalks that this
map is an equivalence. But this is [28, Theorem 11.4.9] once we restrict to smaller open sets. □

Similarly to the discussion in Section 6.5, there is an anti-involution on ER
X . The slight compli-

cation, as explained in [39, 5.2] or [25, Theorem 7.7], is that the map ∗ : ER
X → a∗ER,ΩX ,op

X now
reverses the cotangent direction, due to the fact that ξ is sent to −ξ. Similarly to Lemma 6.8, the
twisting is invisible at the module level and is given by tensoring with the line bundle ΩX .

Lemma 7.2. There is an equivalence of sheaves of categories

ΩX ⊗OT∗X (−) : ER
X −Mod

∼−→ a∗ER,op
X −Mod

whose inverse is given by Ω−1
X ⊗OT∗X (−). □

Proposition 7.3. We have the following commuting diagram:

(ER
X −Mod)w2(X)|U (ER

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V

(a∗XE
R,op
X −Mod)w2(X)|U (a∗Y E

R,op
Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V

H(χ)⊗ER
X
(−)

H(χ−1)op ⊗ER,op
X

(−)

ΩX ⊗OT∗X (−) ΩY ⊗OT∗Y (−)⟲

Here, for the bottom row, we identify (a∗XE
R,op
X − Mod)w2(X)|U with (ER,op

X − Mod)w2(X)|Ua and
similarly for Y .

Proof. We see in the proof of Proposition 7.1 that H(χ−1) ∈ sh(V × U)♡ is a sheaf viewed as
an (ER

X , ER
Y )-bimodule using χ. Since the bimodule structure is given by [28, Lemma 11.4.3], a

microlocal version of convolution, in order to consider its opposite bimodule, we have to swap its
coordinate in a way similar to Lemma A.4. That is,

H(χ−1)op = v∗ µhom(K(χ−1)[−n],ΩY ⊠O OX) ∈ sh(U × V)♡.

We thus begin in the bottom left corner of the diagram; we shall argue that traveling around the
left, top, and right arrows is the same as traveling along the bottom arrow and we would like to see
H(χ−1)op.

The first itinerary is realized by the composition of bimodules

ΩY ⊗H(χ)⊗ER
X
Ω−1

X ≃ µhom(1Y ,ΩY )⊗H(χ)⊗ER
X
µhom(1X ,Ω

−1
X )

≃ µhom(K(χ)[−n],OX ⊠O ΩY ) ∈ sh(U × V)♡(31)

Applying v∗ (see 22) transforms (31) into

(32) µhom(v∗K(χ)[−n],ΩY ⊠O OX) ∈ sh(V × U)♡.

But by Lemma 5.4, (32) may be rewritten as

(33) µhom(K(χ−1)[−n],ΩY ⊠O OX) ∈ sh(V × U)♡.

As explained in the proof of Proposition 7.1, (33) is the bimodule

H(χ−1)⊗ER
Y
(−) : (ER

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V
∼−→ (ER

X −Mod)w2(X)|U .
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Finally, we apply v∗ (undoing our previous application of v∗) to obtain

(34) H(χ−1)op ⊗ER,op
X

(−) : (ER,op
X −Mod)w2(X)|Ua → (ER,op

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|Va

as desired. □

Remark 7.4. The only non-formal step in the proof of Proposition 7.3 is the appeal to Lemma 5.4.
This relies on our assumption that χ is a complex homogeneous symplectomorphism, and can be
understood as a manifestation of Verdier duality. Proposition 7.3 would be false if we only assumed
that χ was a real homogeneous symplectomorphism.

Corollary 7.5. In the situation of Proposition 7.3, if there is another χ′ : V → W for some
W ↪→ P∗Z, then the commuting diagrams for χ and χ′ composes to the same diagram for χ′ ◦ χ.

Proof. Because Ω−1
Y ⊗ΩT∗Y ΩY = OT ∗Y canonically, the composition of the diagram of χ and χ′

can thus be identified as the diagram

(ER
X −Mod)w2(X)|U (ER

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V (ER
Z −Mod)w2(Z)|W

(a∗XE
R,op
X −Mod)w2(X)|U (a∗Y E

R,op
Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V (a∗ZE

R,op
Z −Mod)w2(Z)|W

H(χ)⊗ER
X
(−) H(χ′)⊗ER

Y
(−)

ΩX ⊗OT∗X (−) ΩZ ⊗OT∗Y (−)⟲

where the bottom arrows are similarly given by the ‘op’ version of the top arrows. But similar
to the proof of Proposition 7.1, there is a morphism H(χ′) ⊗ER

Y
H(χ) → H(χ′ ◦ χ) given by the

morphism

pa13!(p
a
23

∗ µhom(K(χ′),ΩY ⊠O OZ)⊗ pa12
∗ µhom(K(h),ΩX ⊠O OY ))

→ µhom (K(χ′) ◦ K(χ), (ΩY ⊠O OZ) ◦ (ΩX ⊠O OY ))

→ µhom (K(χ′) ◦ K(χ),ΩX ⊠O OZ) = µhom (K(χ′ ◦ χ),ΩX ⊠O OZ)

where we use the (23) for the last equality. But [28, Proposition 11.4.7] then implies that this map
is an equivalences. A similar computation holds for the ‘op’ version as well. □

7.3. E-modules and microlocal Riemann-Hilbert. For the purpose of microlocal Riemann-Hilbert,
the sheaf ER

X is too large. In particular, this sheaf is only real conic, i.e., conic with respect to R+,
but not complex conic, i.e., conic with respect to C×. This is reflected in the fact that ER

X can
contain functions of the form log(ξ).

A naive way to enforce respect for C× is the following. Let γ : Ṫ ∗X → P∗X be the quotient
map by C×, and consider

E∞
X := γ∗γ∗ER

X .

Sections of this were called “microdifferential operators of infinite order” in [5, 8.2.15], and
“pseudo-differential operators” in [38].

Remark 7.6. As mentioned at the beginning of [38, 2.1] or [28, Remark 11.4.5], the sheaf of
(infinite order) differential operator can be obtained by

D∞
X = Γ∆X

(ΩX ⊠O OX)[−n].
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In fact, certain important ‘finite degree’ properties are lost in E∞
X . This is a microlocal version

of the following issue in the theory of D-modules: for a closed analytic set Z ⊆ X , there is an
important difference between sections with support in Z and sections with ‘temperate’ support in
Z (see e.g. [5, II.5]).

There is a better version, denoted by EX 5, whose sections are called (finite-order) microdifferen-
tial operators. In [25, 5, 39], this sheaf of rings is introduced by taking formal series of differential
operators, adjoining ‘∂−1

x ’, to obtain what is commonly denoted as ÊX6, and imposing convergence
conditions. More convenient to us is a variant of the original approach to EX in [38], developed
further by Andronikof [2], where the ring structure is functorially extracted from µhom. Some
discussions from a modern point of view can be found in [16, 35].

The key ingredient is the tempered microlocal hom [2, Def. 2.3.1]:

t-µhom(−,OX) : shR,c(X) → sh(T ∗X),

where shR,c(X) is the category of R-constructible sheaves.
The construction of EX is completely parallel to that of ER in the previous subsection, except

that all occurrences of µhom are replaced with t-µhom. Namely, one first defines

ER,f
X := t-µhom(C∆X

[−1],ΩX ⊠O OX) ∈ sh(T ∗X)♡.

Then one sets
EX := γ∗γ∗ER,f

X ↪→ ER,f
X ,

where we recall that γ : Ṫ ∗X → P∗X is the quotient map. Andronikof checks that this agrees with
other definitions [2, Cor. 5.5.2, Cor. 5.6.1].

Since t-µhom and µhom enjoy the same formal properties, the algebras ER,f
X and EX correspond-

ingly satisfy all the properties enjoyed by ER which were discussed in the previous subsection ([2,
Cor. 5.5.2, Cor. 5.6.1]). For example, Hj t-µhom(F,OX) (resp. Hjγ∗γ∗ t-µhom(F,OX) ) is a left
ER,f
X (resp. EX) module. Similarly, quantized contact transforms exist both for ER,f -modules and

E-modules.
The works of Andronikov and Waschkies [1, 43] microlocalized the usual Riemann-Hilbert

correspondence to projectivized cotangent bundles:

Theorem 7.7 (Local microlocal Riemann–Hilbert; Andronikov [1] Waschkies [43]). Let X be a
complex manifold. There is an equivalence

µRHX : PervP∗X
∼−→ EX −Modrh

between perverse microsheaves on P∗X and regular holonomic EX-modules. Furthermore, the
equivalence respects contact transform [43, Corollary 3.4.3]. That is, in the setting of Section 7.2,
we have the following commuting diagram:

Pervw2(X)
U Pervw2(Y )

V

(ER
X −Modrh)

w2(X)|U (ER
Y −Modrh)

w2(Y )|V

K(χ) ◦ (−)

H(χ)⊗ER
X
(−)

µRHX |U µRHY |V⟲

5Originally denoted by Pf
X in [38, Definition1.5.6]

6This is the ring of ‘formal’ microdifferential operators, which [25] mostly works with.



THE MICROLOCAL RIEMANN-HILBERT CORRESPONDENCE FOR COMPLEX CONTACT MANIFOLDS 35

Lastly, we mention that the algebra EX has the nice Morita-theoretical property of being Picard
good. See Definition A.5 for the definition.

Theorem 7.8 ([9, Theorem 4.3.6]). The C-algebra EX is Picard good.

7.4. The microlocal Riemann–Hilbert correspondence for complex contact manifolds. We
recall Kashiwara’s quantization of contact manifolds and Polsello’s uniqueness criterion.

Theorem 7.9 ([24, Theorem 2], [34, Theorem 3.3]). Let (V,H) be a complex contact manifold.
There exists a unique C-algebroid EV admitting the following structures

(i) EV is filtered. (This means that for any U ⊂ V and an objects K,L ∈ EV (U), the C-
module HomEV (U)(K,L) is filtered, the filtrations are compatible with composition, etc.
see [34, Sec. 2]).

(ii) there is an isomorphism of commutative algebroid stacks

σ : Gr(EV ) ≃

(⊕
m∈Z

Lm

)+

where L is the line bundle (TV/H)∨, and its zeroth degree associated graded is given by
taking dual line bundle (−)∨, and on each local Darboux chart (EV , ∗) is equivalent to the
canonical filtered algebroid EY on (P∗Y, ∗).

(iii) EV is equipped with an anti-involution ∗ (by definition: an equivalence of stacks ∗ : EV →
Eop
V along with an invertible natural transformation ϵ : ∗2 ⇒ id such that ϵ ◦ id∗ : ∗3 ⇒ ∗

and id∗ ◦ ϵ : ∗ ⇒ 3 are inverse).
These structures must be compatible; this means that ∗ is a filtered functor, ϵ is a filtered natural
transformation, and there exists an invertible natural transformation

(35) δ0 : σ0 ◦Gr0(∗) ⇒ D ◦ σ0
such that the following diagram commutes:

(36)

σ0 ◦Gr0(∗2) D ◦ σ0 ◦Gr0(∗)

σ0 D2 ◦ σ2
0

δ0◦idGr0(∗)

idσ0◦Gr0(ϵ)

≃

idD◦δ0

Here D : PicV → PicopV is the functor sending a line bundle to its dual.

We note that the notion of holonomic and regular holonomic is well-defined microlocally ([25,
Chapter 8], [5, Chapter VIII]) and the work of Andronikov [2, Chapter 5] and Waschkies [43,
Section 3] shows that they are invariant under quantized contact transform. Similarly on the mi-
crosheaf side, we show in our previous paper [8, Section 6], the notion of perverse t-structure
exists on the canonical microsheaf category µshV and, on Darboux charts, it coincides with the
usual notion.

Definition 7.10. We denote by Pµshb
V ;C−c the subsheaf of PµshV consisting of complex con-

structible microsheaves with perfect microstalks, PervV ⊆ Pµshb
V ;C−c the subsheaf (of abelian

categories) given by the heart of the perverse t-structure. Similarly, we denote by EV − Modh

(resp. EV −Modrh) the subsheaf of EV −Mod consisting of holonomic (resp. regular holonomic)
EV -modules.
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We turn now to our main task, of globalizing the Andronikov-Waschkies results to a comparison
of PervV and EV −Modrh on an arbitrary complex contact manifold V .

Let U ↪→ P∗X , V ↪→ P∗Y be open subsets and χ : U → V be a complex contactomorphism.
Then we define the following “tempered” analog of (30):

(37) H(χ) := γ∗γ∗ t-µhom(K(χ̃)[−n],ΩX ⊠O OY ) ∈ shw2(X×Y )(U × V)♡.

Proposition 7.11. Tensoring with the bimodule H(χ) (resp. H(χ−1)op ) induces an equivalence

H(χ)⊗EX (−) : (EX −Mod)w2(X)|U
∼−→ (EY −Mod)w2(Y )|V

(resp.H(χ−1)op ⊗Eop
X
(−) : (Eop

X −Mod)w2(X)|U
∼−→ (Eop

Y −Mod)w2(Y )|V .)

Furthermore, the obvious tempered analog of Proposition 7.3 and Corollary 7.5 hold.

Proof. As in Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.3, replacing everywhere when appropriate µhom
by t-µhom. □

This proposition gives us (what we will eventually show to be) an alternative construction of
Kashiwara’s algebroid EV : Choose a Darboux cover {(Uα, fα)} as in Theorem 5.6; this provise
gluing data for PervV . Apply the construction of (37) to said gluing data to obtain the H and c of(

{(Eα −Mod)w2(α)}, {Hβα}, {cγβα}
)

We have applied a functor to gluing data, hence obtain gluing data for some sheaf of categories
which is locally isomorphic to EV −Modrh. We denote the resulting sheaf of categories by CV .

Definition 7.12 ([9, Definition 5.2.1]). Let V be a contact manifold.
(1) An E-algebroid A on V is a C-algebroid with the property that for any Darboux ball V ⊃

U
f
↪−→ P∗X , there is an equivalence A|U ∼= (f ∗EX)+.

(2) A sheaf of C-linear categories C on V is called a sheaf of twisted E-modules if for any

Darboux ball V ⊃ U
f
↪−→ P∗X , there is an equivalence C|U ∼= f ∗(EX −mod).

The Picard good property of EX , recalled in Theorem 7.8, implies that there is a simple descrip-
tion of sheaves of twisted E-modules.

Theorem 7.13 ([9, Theorem 5.2.3]).
(1) Any sheaf of twisted E-modules C is equivalent to A−mod for some E-algebra.
(2) Two E-algebroids A and B are equivalent if and only if the associated sheaves of twisted

E-modules A−mod and B −mod are equivalent.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorem 7.8 and Proposition A.6. □

The above Theorem 7.13 implies that CV is of the form E ′
V −mod for some E-algebroid E ′

V .

Theorem 7.14. The algebroid E ′
V is equivalent to the canonical algebroid EV .

Proof. We will eventually use Polsello’s criterion, for which we will need a ∗ : E ′
V

∼−→ E ′,op
V . Let us

construct it.
First note that appealing to the statement about right modules in Proposition 7.11, the same

choice of Darboux charts {(Uα, fα)}, gives us the gluing data(
{(a∗αEop

α −Mod)w2(α)}, {Hop
αβ}, {cγβα}

)



THE MICROLOCAL RIEMANN-HILBERT CORRESPONDENCE FOR COMPLEX CONTACT MANIFOLDS 37

where Hop
αβ = H(fα ◦ f−1

β )op and, by the proof of Theorem 7.13, it glues to E ′,op
V − mod. Fur-

thermore, the tempered version of Proposition 7.3 and Corollary 7.5 implies that there exists an
equivalence

∗ : E ′
V

∼−→ E ′,op
V ,

which can be recovered from its corresponding twisted E-module equivalence, glued from

ΩX ⊗OṪ∗X
(−) : EX −Modw2(X) ∼−→ a∗Eop

X −Modw2(X)

on Darboux charts. Indeed, in order to glue, we have to check that the diagram of Proposition 7.3 is
functorial with respect to horizontal compositions; since we are gluing morphisms between (2, 1)-
sheaves, we need to check only that, for triple intersections indexed by α, β, and γ, the commuting
diagram compose in the way illustrated below:

α β

α β

⟲

∼

∼

⃝

β γ

β γ

⟲

∼

∼

=

α γ

α γ

⟲

∼

∼

But this is Corollary 7.5.
Up until now, our strategy is to define the relevant functors by first defining them as functors

between module categories using bimodules, and turn them into algebroid morphisms by appealing
to (the proof of) Theorem 7.13. However, as explained in Proposition A.6, on small open sets where
the algebroid admits a section so there exists a common generator for the invertible bimodules, the
passage from bimodules to ring homomorphisms is given by Lemma A.3. In fact, this process is
exactly how the quantized contact transform, as ring isomorphisms, are classically obtained in for
example [28, Theorem 11.4.9].

Thus, refining the Darboux cover if needed, we can assume the transition maps comes from
genuine ring isomorphisms Φ(χ) : EX |U

∼−→ Eop
Y |V . By [21, Theorem 7.2.2], this isomorphism is

filtered and compatible with the symbols, i.e., there is a commuting diagram

EX(m) χ∗Eop
Y (m)

OT ∗X(m) χ∗Oop
T ∗Y (m)

Φ(χ)

(χ−1)∗

σm σm

Now (i) is automatic since the filtration is defined locally and is preserved by Φ(χ).
For (ii), the above commuting diagram implies that the identification σX : Gr(EX)

∼−→ SOX
(ΘX)

can be glued to a global identification σ : Gr(E ′
V ) ≃

(⊕
m∈Z Lm

)+. In fact, the object Gr(E ′
V ) is

well-defined as an algebra (not merely as an algebroid) and σ comes from an algebra isomorphism
σ : Gr(E ′

V ) ≃
⊕

m∈Z Lm. This is because, on any triple overlap indexed by α, β, γ, the compo-
sition ΦαγΦγβΦβα is a filtered and symbol-preserving ring isomorphism on Eα and so it becomes
the identity when taking Gr. (In particular, the ambiguity Pijk in [24, (0.1)], which leads to the
necessity of working with algebroids, disappear when passing to graded algebras.)

Passing now to (iii): on local charts, we have natural transformation of bimodules

Ω−1
X ⊗O ΩX → OX
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which clearly glue to a natural transformation of bimodules on V . This in turn induces the natural
tarnsformation ∗2 → id by Proposition A.6. The fact that this natural transformation is a natural
isomorphism can be checked on Darboux charts, where it is obvious.

Finally, we exhibit the natural transformation δ0: in a Darboux chart V ⊃ U ↪→ P ∗X , δ0 is just
given by the diagram

(38)

Gr0(EX)+ Gr0(Eop
X )+

PicP∗X PicopP∗X

Gr0(∗)

σ0 σ0

D

That this diagram commutes is a restatement of Lemma 6.1. It follows from (ii) that these locally
defined natural transformations induce a globally defined natural transformation. (We remark that
a more intrinsic way to see this is to use Lemma 6.11 and trade (EX −mod)w2(X) for E

√
ΩX

X −mod;
under this identification, Gr0(∗) is exactly D.) This completes the proof. □

Theorem 7.15 (Global microlocal Riemann–Hilbert correspondence). Let V be a complex mani-
fold. There is an equivalence

µRHV : PervV
∼−→ EV −Modrh

between perverse microsheaves on V and regular holonomic EV -modules.

Proof. The sheaves PervV ⊆ µshV and EV − Modrh ⊆ EV − Mod can be reconstructed by the
gluing data

({Pervw2
α }, {Kβα}, {cγβα}) and

(
{(Eα −Modrh)

w2(α)}, {Hβα}, {cγβα}
)

where we use Theorem 7.14 to conclude for the latter. But the compatibility statement in Theo-
rem 7.7 implies that the local equivalence µRHα glues to an equivalence on V . □

Remark 7.16. To get a feel for Polesello’s criterion Theorem 7.9, it is instructive to consider the
example of a complex manifold X . Let L = ΩX be the canonical bundle. Then Kashiwara’s stack
is (DL/2

X )+ which is generally different from D+
X . So let us understand where Polesello’s criterion

fails for D+
X .

Although DX ̸= DL
X in general, combining Lemma 6.8 and Morita theory in the sheaf setting,

e.g. [9, Corollary 3.3.8], we see that the algebroids D+
X and DL,+

X are equivalent. (The bimodule
is L ⊗O DX). As explained in Section 6.5, ∗ gives an algebroid isomorphism D+

X − Mod →
DL,op

X −Mod. And by Morita theory (applied to the sheaf of categories D+
X −mod), we know that

D+
X −mod and (DL

X)
+ −mod are isomorphic. This allows us to construct an anti-involution on

D+
X −Mod, which verifies (iii) in Theorem 7.9.
Consider further the fact that the associated graded Gr(DX) = SO(Θ) is given by symmetric

products of holomorphic vector fields, i.e., functions of the cotangent bundle which are polyno-
mials in the fiber direction. In particular, Gr0 is simply OX . Because SO(Θ) is commutative,
Gr(DX) = Gr(DL

X) as algebras. This verifies (i) and (ii) in Theorem 7.9.
What breaks is the compatibility condition (35) . Namely, the equivalence D+

X = DL,+
X after

applying Gr0 is not the identity, since on the level of modules, it is given by

OX −mod
∼−→ OX −mod

M 7→ L⊗O M.
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APPENDIX A. RECOLLECTIONS FROM MORITA THEORY

To study the untwisting procedure in Lemma 6.8 and Proposition 6.9, we consider the following
situation: Let R and S be rings and f : R → S be a ring homomorphism. Viewing S as a right
R-module and a left S-module, we obtain a tensor-forgetful adjunction

S ⊗R (−) : R−mod⇌ S −mod : f (−)

where for a S-module N , we use fN to denote the R-module whose structure is given by r ·f n :=
f(r)n for r ∈ R and n ∈ N . We note that, if α : N1 → N2 is a S-module homomorphism, the
functions fα andgα are both set-theoretically the same as α.

Lemma A.1. Let f, g : R → S be two ring homomorphisms. Any natural transformation T :

f (−) → g(−) has the form Ls, for s ∈ S such that sf(r) = g(r)s for all r ∈ R, where Ls is the
family of function which is defined by left multiplication

Ls(N) : N → N

n 7→ sn.

In particular, the functors f (−) and g(−) are equivalent if and if only there is s ∈ S× such that
g = Ad(s) ◦ f .

Proof. The natural transformation T : f (−) → g(−) is determined by T (N)(n) for any N ∈
S −mod and n ∈ N . Fix such an n ∈ N , the function

ϕn : S → N

s 7→ sn

is an S-module homomorphism. Thus, we have he equality T (N) ◦ fϕn = gϕn ◦ T (S). In other
words, for any s ∈ S, we have T (N)(sn) = (T (S)(s))n. Taking s = 1, we see that T (N)(n) =
(T (S)(1))n is determined by the element sT := T (S)(1) ∈ S, or T = LsT . To see that sT satisfies
the desired property, we take N = S and n = f(r) for r ∈ R. Then we see that

sTf(r) = T (S) (f(r)) = T (S) (r ·f 1) = r ·g T (S)(1) = g(r)sT .

One can similarly show that T is a natural equivalence if sT ∈ S× and in this case g(r) =
s−1
T f(r)sT , or g = Ad(sT ) ◦ f . □

Corollary A.2. For a ring R, a ring automorphism f : R → R induces a functor f (−) equivalent
to the identity idR−mod if and only if f = Ad(r) for some r ∈ R×. In this case, we have

Lr : idR−mod
∼−→ Ad(r)(−).

Another fact which we will use is that a (R, S)-bimodule with a common left R-module and
right S-module generator t gives rise to a anti-ring homomorphsm. The fact is well-known but
we spell out the details since we will need it in Section 6.5. We also remark that this is the same
procedure in[28, Theorem 11.4.9] to obtain the quantized contact transform.

Lemma A.3. Let M be a (R, S)-bimodule with a common generator t. That is the left R-module
morphism R → M, r 7→ r · t and the right S-module homomorphism S → M, s 7→ t · s are both
an isomorphism. Then, M defines an ring homomorphism fM : R → S.

Proof. For any r ∈ R, by the assumption on t, there exists a unique fM(r) ∈ S such that r · t =
t · fM(r), which one can check satisfies fM(1R) = 1S and fM(r1r2) = fM(r1) · fM(r2). □
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We also need to consider passing to ‘op’ modules. That is, a (R, S)-bimodule M can be viewed
tautologically as an (Sop, Rop)-bimodule, which we denote it by M op. For the sheaf-theoretical
situation, since convolution has a prefer direction, the coordinates have to be swapped. That is, we
let f : X → Y be a homeomorphism between topological spaces and we denote by v : X × Y

∼−→
Y ×X the coordinate swapping map v(x, y) = (y, x). Let S ∈ sh(X), R ∈ sh(Y ) be ring-valued
sheaves and M ∈ sh(X × Y ) be a (p∗2R, p

∗
1S)-bimodule supported on the graph Γf so v∗M is

supported in Γf−1 ⊂ Y ×X .

Lemma A.4. Convolution defines functors

M ◦S (−) : S −mod→ R−mod

and
v∗M op ◦Rop (−) : Rop −mod→ Sop −mod.

Finally, we mention that Morita theory generalizes mostly naturally in the algebroid set up. Our
main reference for this discussion will be [9]. For an algebroid A on X (over C), the category of
modules is defined by

(39) A−mod := FunC(A,CX −mod).

Note that such an assignment naturally organizes to a sheaf A − Mod. Similarly to the case of
algebras, for two algebroids A, B, one can form their tensor algebroid A ⊗C B and a (A,B)-
bimodule is an object P ∈ A ⊗C Bop. A (A,B)-bimodule is said to be invertible if there exists a
(B,A)-bimodule Q such that

P ⊗B Q ∼= ∆A andQ⊗A P ∼= ∆B

where ∆A is the diagonal bimodule which is given by ((x, y) 7→ A(x, y)). An equivalence of
bimodules f : A ∼−→ B naturally induces an equivalence f ◦ (−) : B −mod

∼−→ A−mod. In fact,
this assignment organizes to a 2-functor

(40) EquivC(A,B) → EquivC(B −mod,A−mod).

Definition A.5 ([9, Definition 3.4.1]). An algebroid A is said to be Picard good if all invertible
A⊗C Aop bimodules are locally free of rank one over A (or, equivalently, over Aop).

Proposition A.6 ([9, Proposition 3.4.3]). When A is Picard good and B is locally equivalent to A,
the (40) is an equivalence.

Proof. D’Agnolo and Polesello prove the more general statement, in [9, Proposition 3.3.7], that
for linear stacks the image of (40) consists of bimodules locally free of rank one over A. In our
case, the classification of the image is implied by the discussion at the beginning of this Appendix
section, and Lemma A.3 gives the explicit way to reconstruct the algebroid map from the bimodule
on small open set when there is a section. □

APPENDIX B. RECOLLECTIONS FROM ALGEBRAIC TOPOLOGY

Here we trace through some relationships classifying certain null-homotopies and homotopies
of null-homotopies etc. which we have needed in the text. Let us first recall the basic result on
(de-)looping and commutativity. It is due to Boardman-Vogt and May; we give references to the
treatment in Lurie’s books.
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Theorem B.1 ([30, Theorem 5.2.6.10]). For ∞ > k ≥ 0, the functor of taking k-fold loop space

Spck≥∗
∼−→Mongp

Ek
(Spc)

(X, ∗) 7→ Ωk
∗(X)

is an equivalence between k-connective space and group-like Ek-monoid in spaces.

As a corollary, one obtain a similar statement for group-like E∞-monoid in spaces; they are the
abelian group objects in this setting:

Corollary B.2 ([30, Corollary 5.2.6.27]). There exists an equivalence

Ω∞ : Spcn ∼−→Mongp
E∞

(Spc)

between connective spectra, spectra with no non-trivial negative homotopy group, and group-like
E∞-monoid in spaces.

Example B.3. Any abelian group A can be seen as a discrete topological group and hence an
abelian group object in spaces. The theorem above thus implies that there exists a k-connective
space Bk(A) such that Ωl

∗B
k(A) = Bk−l(A), for l ≤ k where we use the notation B0A = A. In

particular, Ω∗B(A) = A as a group in spaces.

Example B.4. By Bott periodicity, O, U , and U/O can be regarded as an object in Mongp
E∞

(Spc)
and thus in Spcn. However, taking Spcn ↪→ Sp is invariant undertaking cofibers and we thus have
fiber sequences U → U/O → BO, U/O → BO → B2U , etc..

Example B.5. Let G ∈ Egp
1 (Spc) and A ∈ Egp

2 (Spc). We mention in the last example that
Mongp

E∞
(Spc) in general is only closed under taking cofibers. However, in case when there is

a group homomorphism α : G → BA, its fiber K := fib(α) in fact admits a group struc-
ture. Indeed, passing to connective spaces by Theorem B.1, we need to argue that the fiber
F := fib(BG → B2A) has a vanishing π0. But this follows from the homotopy long exact se-
quence

· · · → π1(B
2A) → π0(F ) → π0(BG) → · · ·

and the fact that π1(B2A) = π0(BA) = {∗}.

Remark B.6. Let G ∈ Mongp
E1
(Spc) be a group in spaces. Consider a nice topological space X ,

e.g., a CW complex, and a classifying map η : X → BG, classifying the principal G-bundle Pη.
We know that a null-homotopy τ of η : X → BG, i.e., an equivalence τ : η

∼−→ ∗ to the constant
map, corresponds to a section, which we will abuse the notation and denote it by τ : X → Pτ .
For two of such sections τ1 and τ2, if we denote by τ rev1 : ∗ ∼−→ η the reverse equivalence, then the
concatenation τ2#τ rev1 will be a loop at the constant map ∗. Thus,

τ2#τ
rev
1 ∈ Ω∗Map(X,BG) =Map(X,Ω∗BG) =Map(X,G)

is given by a “G-valued function” g : X → G. Now, the k = 1 case of Theorem B.1 implies that
Ω∗BG = G as groups, i.e., concatenation of loops in BG is given the group multiplication of G.
This implies that, as sections, τ2 = g · τ1 where · comes from the G-action on Pτ .

Now let (N, ξ) be a manifold N with a symplectic/complex vector bundle ξ, or equivalently, a
map ξ :M → BU(n). Abuse the notation and denote again by ξ the composition

M
ξ−→ BU(n) → BU → BU/O → BO2 Bw2−−→ B3(Z/2).
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Here, we note that the universal second Stiefel-Whitney, w2 : BO → B2Z/2, is induced by the
exact sequence 1 → Z/2 → Pin → O → 1. We note that since BU → BU/O → BO2 is a fiber
sequence, it is canonically null-homotopic, and we will use the notation γcan to denote the induced
null-homotopy for ξ.

Assume now that there exists an open cover {Uα} with an open embedding fα : Uα ↪→ T ∗Mα,
for some manifold Mα of dimension n, so that the vector bundle ϕα : T ∗Mα → BO(n) given by
the fiber ϕα(xα, ξα) = T ∗

xα
Mα is a polarization of ξ on Uα, ie., the following diagram commutes:

T ∗Mα BO(n)

Uα M BU(n)

ϕα

ξ

Passing to stabilization, this fiber polarization provides another null-homotopy for ξ|Uα since
BO → BU → BU/O is a fiber sequence and we abuse the notation and still use ϕα to denote it.
Denote by τ revcan the reverse homotopy from the constant map to ξUα .

Proposition B.7. The concatenation ϕα#τ
rev
can ∈ Ω∗Map (Uα, B

3(Z/2)) = Map (Uα, B
2(Z/2)) is

given by ϕα#τ
rev
can = f ∗

αw2(Mα).

Proof. We note that both null-homotopies are from composing with null-homotopies which hap-
pens in the sequence

BO → BU → BU/O → B2O

and hence the following lemma implies that the corresponding point in Map (Uα, B
2(Z/2)) is

given by the composition

Uα
fα−→ T ∗Mα

ϕα−→ BO
w2−→ B2(Z/2),

i.e., w2(Mα). □

Lemma B.8. Let C be a stable category, A α−→ B
β−→ C be a fiber sequence and choose, up

to a contractible ambiguity, a homotopy h : β ◦ α = 0. Extend the sequence and get B → β−→
C

γ−→ A[1] with a similar choice of homotopy g. Then under the identification Ω0Map(A,A[1]) =
Map(A,A), the point (grev ⃝ α)#(γ ⃝ h) corresponds to idA. Here ‘⃝′ denotes the horizontal
composition between a 1-morphism and a 2-morphism.

Proof. The follows from tracing through universal properties and the fact that composition of pull-
backs is a pullback, i.e., Ω0A[1] = A is given by both of the following diagrams:

A 0

0 A[1]

⌜
=

A B 0

0 C A[1]

⌜ ⌜

□
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Denote byB2(Z/2)(ξ) the (∞-)principalB2(Z/2)-bundle overM classify by ξ :M → B3(Z/2).
Recall that null-homotopies of ξ : M → B3(Z/2) corresponds to sections of B2(Z/2)(ξ) → M .
More precisely, since we have the pullback diagram

M ×B2(Z/2) B2(Z/2) ∗

M ∗ B3(Z/2)

⌜ ⌜

,

where we use Ω∗B
3(Z/2) = B2(Z/2) for the right square, a null-homotopy identifies B2(Z/2)(ξ)

with M ×B2(Z/2), which admits an obvious section given by M =M × {∗} ↪→M ×B2(Z/2).
In our case, denote by τcan and ϕα, the sections which corresponds to the homotopies hcan and hα.
Since Ω∗B

3(Z/2) = B2(Z/2) as groups by Theorem B.1, the previous Proposition B.7 implies
that

(41) ϕα = (f ∗
αw2(Mα)) · τcan

where we view f ∗
αw2(Mα) ∈ Map (Uα, B

2(Z/2)) and the multiplication · is induced from the
principal bundle structure a : B2(Z/2)×B2(Z/2)(ξ) → B2(Z/2)(ξ).

APPENDIX C. RECOLLECTIONS FROM SYMPLECTIC AND CONTACT GEOMETRY

Definition C.1. A contact manifold V = (V, ξ) is the data of a manifold V of dimension 2n + 1
along with a codimension-1 sub-bundle ξ ⊂ TV which is maximally non-integrable. Concretely,
this means that we can locally write ξ = kerα, for some 1-form α having the property that α ∧
(dα)n ̸= 0.

If (V, ξ) is a contact manifold, then ξ → V has the structure of a conformally symplectic vector
bundle. (Indeed, if fα = α′, then dα′ = df ∧ α + fdα, so dα′|ξ = fdα|ξ.)

Definition C.2. Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold. A submanifold W ⊂ V is said to be:
• a contact submanifold if ξ ∩ TW ⊂ TV is a contact structure on W
• isotropic if TW ⊂ ξ ⊂ TV
• coisotropic if (TW ∩ ξ) is an coisotropic subspace of (ξ, dα) at all points in W , for some

(equivalently any) locally defined 1-form ξ = kerα.
There are obvious notions of contact/isotropic/coisotropic embeddings.

The above definitions are equally valid in the category of real manifold with smooth maps and
the category of complex manifolds with holomorphic maps. However, for the remainder of this
appendix, we will exclusively work in the category of real contact manifolds. We refer to [8,
Section 2] for background on the complex case.

Given a contact manifold (Y, ξ), its symplectization is the manifold SY := {α ∈ T ∗Y | kerα =
ξ} which is symplectic with respect to the restriction of the canonical 1-form on T ∗Y . We say
that Y is co-orientable iff SY is disconnected; a co-orientation amounts to labeling one of the two
components as positive.

An exact symplectic manifold (M,λ) is said to be Liouville if it admits a proper embedding
S+Y ↪→ (M,λ) of the positive symplectization of a closed contact manifold. If (M,λ) is Liou-
ville, then [0, 1]×M,dt+ λ is a contact manifold which is often called the contactization.
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Lemma C.3. Let ι : N ↪→ M be an embedding and consider the exact sequence of bundle maps
0 → ker ι∗ → T ∗M |N

ι∗−→ T ∗N → 0. The space of sections of ι∗ is contractible. Any section σ
induces an inclusion of Liouville manifolds T ∗N ↪→ T ∗M .

Definition C.4. Let (W, ξ) be a co-orientable contact manifold. A (possibly time-dependent) vec-
tor field Z is called a contact vector field it its flow preserves the contact structure.

Lemma C.5. [15, Thm. 2.3.1] Let (W, ξ) be a co-orientable contact manifold. A choice of contact
form ξ = kerα induces a bijection of sets

(42) {contact vector fields on W} ↔ C∞(W )

This bijection takes Z 7→ α(Z). The inverse sends a Hamiltonian H to a contact vector field Z
uniquely defined by the equations α(ZH) = H and iZH

dα = dH(Rα)α− dH , where Rα the Reeb
vector field.

Corollary C.6. Let (W, ξ) be a co-orientable contact manifold and let ϕt : (V, ζ) ↪→ (W, ξ), t ∈
[0, 1] be a 1-parameter family of codimension zero contact embeddings. Then, after possibly
shrinking W , ϕt extends to a family of contactomorphisms of (V, ξ). More precisely, there ex-
ists a family of contactomorphisms ϕ̃t : (W, ξ) → (W, ξ), t ∈ [0, 1] such that ϕ̃t ◦ ϕ0 = ϕt holds on
any compact subset of W .

Proof. Fix a contact form ξ = kerα and consider the contact vector field Zt :=
d
dt
ϕt defined on

ϕt(W ). Let Ht := α(Zt) be the corresponding family of Hamiltonians and let H̃t be an extension
of Ht to all of W . Now define ϕ̃t to be the flow of H̃t. □

Proposition C.7. Let (V, ξ) be a co-orientable contact manifold and let (E,ω) → V be a sym-
plectic vector bundle.

(i) a neighborhood of the zero section admits a contact structure ξ̂ whose restriction to the
tangent space of the zero section agrees with ξ, and such that the conformal symplectic
normal bundle of the zero section is precisely E.

(ii) the space of (germs of) such structures is weakly contractible.

Proof. Fix a contact form ξ = kerα. It is explained by Avdek [4, Thm. 5.4] how to construct a
contact form α̂ on Op(0E) ⊂ E such that (a) the restriction of α̂ to the tangent space of the zero
section agrees with α and (b) dα = ω on ξ|0V ⊂ TE|0V . For the sake of checking Lemma C.9,
here is a summary of the construction: Fix a complex structure on E compatible with ω, thus
making E into a unitary vector bundle. Fix unitary bundle trivializations π−1(Ui) ≃ Ui × R2n

corresponding to a covering {Ui} of V , and where we denote the fiber coordinates by (q, p). Let
{hi} be a partition of unity subordinate to the covering {Ui} and define λi = hi

2
(
∑

j p
jdqj−qjdpj).

Finally, set λ =
∑

i λi and set α̂ = π∗α + λ.
To prove (ii), suppose that ξ̂0 and ξ̂1 both satisfy (i). Choose corresponding contact forms α̂0

and α̂1 and observe that the linear interpolation ker((1 − t)α0 + tα1) is contact in some possibly
smaller neighborhood of 0V . A similar argument works in higher dimensions. □

Lemma C.8. Let (V, ξ = TV ∩ η) ↪→ (W, η) be a contact embedding. Let (Op(0V ), ξ̂) → V
be a neighborhood of the zero section in the symplectic normal bundle with the contact structure
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furnished by Proposition C.7. The space of extensions to a codimension zero contact embedding

(43)
(Op(0V ), ξ̂)

(V, ξ) (W, η)

is (weakly-)contractible.

Proof. Follows from the parametric relative neighborhood theorem in [37, Thm. 2.10]. □

Lemma C.9. Fix a polarization τ : V → LGr(E) and let Lτ ⊂ E be the associated bundle of
Lagrangian subspaces. Then Lτ ⊂ (E, α̂) is coisotropic; its characteristic foliation is the natural
foliation by the fibers of Lτ → V . □

Proof. It is enough to check, for arbitrary x ∈ V , that any element in the tangent space of (Lτ )x ⊂
Ex pairs to zero with any vector in TLτ ∩ ξ with respect to dα̂ (indeed, for dimension reasons, the
tangent space of the fibers (Lτ )x must then be the whole orthogonal complement of (TLτ ∩ξ, dα̂)).

We follow the notation of Proposition C.7. Suppose v is tangent to (Lτ )x; then dα̂(v,−) =
dπ∗α(v,−)+dλ(v,−) = dλ(v,−). Now dλ =

∑
d(hiλi) =

∑
dhi∧λi+

∑
hidλi. To verify that

dλ(v,−) = 0 on Lτ , it is enough to check for each i that dhi ∧ λi(v,−) = 0 and hidλi(v,−) = 0.
We may check this in the local chart Ui × R2n ≃ π−1(Ui).

We first argue that λi(v) = 0. Indeed, (Lτ )x ⊂ Ex is a linear Lagrangian subspace. (Lτ )x is
therefore preserved by the radial Liouville vector field

∑
j(qj∂qj+pj∂pj); it follows that

∑
j p

jdqj−
qjdpj vanishes identically on (Lτ )x. (Note that this assertion holds at all points in the vector space
(Lτ )x – not merely at the origin.)

We also have
∑
hidλi(v,−) = 0: indeed, for any vector w tangent to (Lτ )x, dλi(v, w) = 0

because (Lτ )x is Lagrangian, while for any w tangent to the base, dλi(v, w) = 0 trivially (because
λi only involves fiber coordinates). □

Lemma C.10. Let (E, ξ) be a contact manifold and let (V, TV ∩ξ) ⊂ E be a contact submanifold.
Suppose that V is contained in some coisotropic submanifold C ⊂ E.

Let (ϕt)t∈[0,1] be a diffeotopy enjoying the following properties:
• ϕt fixes C pointwise
• Ct = ϕt(C) ⊂ E is coisotropic for all t (where C := C0)
• ϕt : C → Ct carries the characteristic foliation of C to that of Ct

Then there is a contact diffeotopy Φt : Op(V ) → Op(V ) such that (after possibly replacing C with
C ∩Op(V )), we have Φt(C) = ψt(C).

Proof. Fix any contact form α on E. As explained in [37, Sec. 2.4], the contact structure in a
neighborhood of a coisotropic is entirely determined by the restriction of the contact form to the
leaf space of the characteristic foliation. By assumption, ϕt preserves the characteristic foliation,
and the leaf space is canonically identified with (V, TV ∩ ξ). But since ϕt preserves V pointwise,
it also preserves the contact form α|V . □

Definition C.11. Let (V 2n+1, ξ ∩ TV ) ↪→ (W 2N+1, ξ) be a contact embedding. A thickening is a
(germ of a) co-isotropic submanifold of dimension (dimW − dimV )/2 + dimV which contains
V and whose characteristic foliation is non-singular and transverse to V .

Lemma C.10 and Corollary C.6 together imply
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Corollary C.12. Any isotopy of thickenings is induced by a global contact isotopy.

Given a contact embedding ι : (V 2n+1, ξ ∩ TV ) ↪→ (W 2N+1, ξ) and a normal polarization
τ ∈ LGr(NV ), its image under the (contractible choice of) extension furnished by Lemma C.8 is
a thickening. In other words, there is a natural map from the space of pairs (ι, τ) to the space of
pairs (ι, C) where C is a thickening. Since all choices involved in the construction of this map are
contractible:

Corollary C.13. This map is a homotopy equivalence.
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