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Enhanced Perverse Subanalytic Sheaves∗

Yohei ITO †

Dedicated to Professor Toshiyuki Kobayashi,
with gratitude and respect

Abstract

In [Ito24a], the author explained a relation between enhanced ind-sheaves and
enhanced subanalytic sheaves. In particular, a relation between [DK16, Thm. 9.5.3]
and [Kas16, Thm. 6.3] had been explained. Moreover, in [Ito24b], the author defined
C-constructibility for enhanced subanalytic sheaves and proved that there exists an
equivalence of categories between the triangulated category of holonomic D-modules
and that of C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves. In this paper, we will
show that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated category of C-constructible
enhanced subanalytic sheaves whose heart is equivalent to the abelian category of
holonomic D-modules. Furthermore, we shall consider simple objects of its heart
and minimal extensions of objects of its heart.

1 Introduction

1.1 Riemann–Hilbert Problem

The original Riemann–Hilbert problem asks for the existence of a linear ordinary differ-
ential equation with regular singularities and a given monodromy on a curve.

In [Del], P. Deligne formulated it as a correspondence between meromorphic connec-
tions on a complex manifold X with regular singularities along a hypersurface Y and local
systems on X \ Y .

Moreover, M. Kashiwara extended Deligne’s correspondence as a correspondence be-
tween regular holonomic DX-modules and C-constructible sheaves on X as below.

1.2 Regular Riemann–Hilbert Correspondence

Let X be a complex manifold and DX the sheaf of rings of holomorphic differential
operators on X .

Let us denote by OX the sheaf of rings of holomorphic functions on X and denote by
RHomDX

(·, ·) the right derived functor of the hom-functor HomDX
(·, ·). Moreover, we

denote by Db
rh(DX) the triangulated category of regular holonomic DX-modules and by
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Db
C-c(CX) that of C-constructible sheaves on X . Then we have an equivalence of cate-

gories which is called the regular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence or Riemann–Hilbert
correspondence for regular holonomic D-modules.

Theorem 1.1 ([Kas84, Main Theorem]). There exists an equivalence of categories:

SolX : Db
rh(DX)

op ∼
−→ Db

C-c(CX), M 7→ RHomDX
(M,OX).

After the appearance of the regular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence, A. Beilinson
and J. Bernstein developed systematically a theory of regular holonomic D-modules on
smooth algebraic varieties over the complex number field C and obtained an algebraic ver-
sion of the regular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence which is called the algebraic regular
Riemann–Hilbert correspondence. See [Be, Bor] and also [Sai] for the details.

1.3 Perverse Sheaves

On the other hand, motivated by applications for arithmetic geometry, A. A. Beilinson,
J. Bernstein and P. Deligne introduced the notions of perverse t-structures and perverse
sheaves [BBD]. Note that the triangulated categoryDb

C-c(CX) has the perverse t-structure(
pD≤0

C-c(CX),
pD≥0

C-c(CX)
)
. Let us denote by

Perv(CX) :=
pD≤0

C-c(CX) ∩
pD≥0

C-c(CX)

its heart and call an object of Perv(CX) a perverse sheaf. Surprisingly, the functor SolX
induces an equivalence of categories between the abelian category Modrh(DX) of regular
holonomic DX-modules and Perv(CX):

SolX(·)[dX] : Modrh(DX)
op ∼

−→ Perv(CX).

Here, dX is the complex dimension of X . See [Kas75, Thm. 4.1] (also [Bjö93, Thm. 3.5.1])
for the details of the analytic case, [Bor, Thm. 22.4] for the details of the algebraic case.

By using this equivalence of categories, Brylinski–Kashiwara[BK] and Beilinson–
Bernstein[BB] independently solved the Kazhdan–Lusztig conjecture, which was a great
breakthrough in representation theory.

1.4 Irregular Riemann–Hilbert Correspondence and Enhanced
Ind-Sheaves

The problem of extending the Riemann–Hilbert correspondence to cover the case of holo-
nomic D-modules with irregular singularities had been open for 30 years. After a ground-
breaking development in the theory of irregular meromorphic connections by K. S. Kedlaya
[Ked10, Ked11] and T. Mochizuki [Moc09, Moc11], A. D’Agnolo and M. Kashiwara estab-
lished the Riemann–Hilbert correspondence for irregular holonomic D-modules in [DK16]
as follows.

For this purpose, they introduced enhanced ind-sheaves extending the notion of
ind-sheaves introduced by M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira in [KS01]. Let us denote by
Db

hol(DX) the triangulated category of holonomic DX-modules and by Eb
R-c(ICX) that of

R-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves on X . See [DK16, Def. 4.9.2] for the definition of
R-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves. Then we have:

2



Theorem 1.2 ([DK16, Thm. 9.5.3, Prop. 9.5.4]). There exists a fully faithful functor:

SolEX : Db
hol(DX)

op →֒ Eb
R-c(ICX)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db
hol(DX)

op � �
SolEX // Eb

R-c(ICX)

Db
rh(DX)

op

SolX

∼ //

⋃

Db
C-c(CX).

?�

eX◦ιX

OO

Here, eX ◦ ιX : Db(CX) → Eb(ICX) is the natural embedding functor from the derived
categoryDb(CX) of sheaves of C-vector spaces onX to the triangulated category Eb(ICX)
of enhanced ind-sheaves on X . See [DK16, Prop. 4.7.15] for the details. See also [DK16,
Def. 9.1.1] for the definition of SolEX .

Furthermore, T. Mochizuki proved that the essential image of SolEX can be charac-
terized by the curve test [Moc22]. Remark that T. Kuwagaki [Kuwa21, Thm. 8.6] intro-
duced another approach to the irregular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence via irregular
constructible sheaves which are defined by C-constructible sheaves with coefficients in a
finite version of the Novikov ring and special gradings.

1.5 C-Constructible Enhanced Ind-Sheaves

In [Ito20], the author defined C-constructibility for enhanced ind-sheaves on X and proved
that they are nothing but objects of the essential image of SolEX . Namely, we obtain an
equivalence of categories as below. We denote by Eb

C-c(ICX) the triangulated category
of C-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves on X . See [Ito20, Def 3.19] for the definition of
C-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves.

Theorem 1.3 ([Ito20, Thm. 3.26], [Ito23, Prop. 3.1]). The functor SolEX induces an equiv-
alence of categories:

SolEX : Db
hol(DX)

op ∼
−→ Eb

C-c(ICX)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db
hol(DX)

op ∼ //
SolEX

Eb
C-c(ICX)

Db
rh(DX)

op

SolX

∼ //

⋃

Db
C-c(CX).

?�

eX◦ιX

OO

Moreover, the author showed that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated cate-
gory Eb

C-c(ICX) whose heart is equivalent to the abelian category Modhol(DX) of holonomic
DX-modules as follows. We set

pE≤0
C-c(ICX) := {K ∈ Eb

C-c(ICX) | shX(K) ∈ pD≤0
C-c(CX)},

pE≥0
C-c(ICX) := {K ∈ Eb

C-c(ICX) | shX(K) ∈ pD≥0
C-c(CX)}

= {K ∈ Eb
C-c(ICX) | D

E
X(K) ∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX)},

3



where shX : Eb(ICX) → Db(CX) is the sheafification functor and DE
X : Eb(ICX)

op →
Eb(ICX) is the duality functor for enhanced ind-sheaves. See [DK21, Def. 3.4] for the
definition of the functor sh, [DK16, Def. 4.8.1] for the definition of the functor DE

X . Then
we have:

Theorem 1.4 ([Ito20, Thm. 4.5]). The pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(ICX),
pE≥0

C-c(ICX)
)
is a t-structure on

Eb
C-c(ICX) and its heart

Perv(ICX) :=
pE≤0

C-c(ICX) ∩
pE≥0

C-c(ICX)

is equivalent to the abelian category Modhol(DX):

SolEX(·)[dX ] : Modhol(DX)
op ∼

−→ Perv(ICX).

Moreover, the following diagram is commutative:

Modhol(DX)
op ∼ //

SolEX(·)[dX ]

Perv(ICX)

Modrh(DX)
op

SolX(·)[dX ]

∼ //

⋃

Perv(CX).
?�

eX◦ιX

OO

Remark that the author reproved the regular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence (Theo-
rem 1.1) by using the irregular Riemann–Hilbert correspondence (Theorem 1.3) in [Ito23].

1.6 Algebraic Irregular Riemann–Hilbert Correspondence and
Enhanced Ind-Sheaves

Moreover, the author proved an algebraic version of Theorem 1.3 in [Ito21] as below.

Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over C and denote by X̃ a smooth completion
of X (i.e., X̃ is a smooth complete algebraic variety over C which contains X as an

open subvariety and X̃ \ X is a normal crossing divisor of X̃). Remark that thanks
to Nagata’s compactification theorem [Naga, Thm. 4.3] and Hironaka’s desingularization

theorem [Hiro], such an X̃ exists for any smooth algebraic variety X over C.
We denote by Eb

C-c(ICX∞
) the triangulated category of algebraic C-constructible en-

hanced ind-sheaves on a bordered space Xan
∞ = (Xan, X̃an). Here, Xan (resp. X̃an) is the

underlying complex manifold of X (resp. X̃). See [DK16, Def. 3.2.1] for the definition
of bordered spaces, [Ito21, Defs. 3.1, 3.10] for the definition of algebraic C-constructible
enhanced ind-sheaves.

Theorem 1.5 ([Ito21, Thm. 3.11, Prop. 3.14]). There exists an equivalence of categories

SolEX∞
: Db

hol(DX)
op ∼

−→ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db
hol(DX)

op ∼ //
SolEX∞

Eb
C-c(ICX∞

)

Db
rh(DX)

op

SolX

∼ //

⋃

Db
C-c(CX),

?�

eXan
∞

◦ιXan
∞

OO
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where the second horizontal arrow is the algebraic regular Riemann–Hilbert correspon-
dence.

Here, eXan
∞

◦ ιXan
∞
: Db(CX) → Eb(ICXan

∞
) is the natural embedding functor from the

derived category Db(CX) of sheaves of C-vector spaces on X to the triangulated category
Eb(ICXan

∞
) of enhanced ind-sheaves on Xan

∞ . See [KS16, Def. 2.19] and also [DK21, The
paragraph before Notation 2.3] for the details. See [Ito21, §3.2] for the definition of SolEX∞

.
Moreover, the author showed that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated cat-

egory Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) whose heart is equivalent to the abelian category Modhol(DX) of al-
gebraic holonomic DX -modules as follows. Let us recall that the triangulated cate-
gory Db

C-c(CX) of algebraic C-constructible sheaves on Xan has the perverse t-structure(
pD≤0

C-c(CX),
pD≥0

C-c(CX)
)
and denote by Perv(CX) the heart of its t-structure, see [BBD]

(also [HTT, Thm. 8.1.27]) for the details. We set

pE≤0
C-c(ICX∞

) := {K ∈ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) | shXan
∞
(K) ∈ pD≤0

C-c(CX)},
pE≥0

C-c(ICX∞
) := {K ∈ Eb

C-c(ICX∞
) | shXan

∞
(K) ∈ pD≥0

C-c(CX)}

= {K ∈ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) | DE
Xan

∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX∞

)}

and we have:

Theorem 1.6 ([Ito21, Thm. 3.20, Prop. 4.8]). The pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(ICX∞
), pE≥0

C-c(ICX∞
)
)
is a

t-structure on Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) and its heart

Perv(ICX∞
) := pE≤0

C-c(ICX∞
) ∩ pE≥0

C-c(ICX∞
)

is equivalent to the abelian category Modhol(DX) of holonomic DX-modules:

SolEX∞
(·)[dX ] : Modhol(DX)

op ∼
−→ Perv(ICX∞

).

Moreover, the following diagram is commutative:

Modhol(DX)
op ∼ //

SolEX∞
(·)[dX ]

Perv(ICX∞
)

Modrh(DX)
op

SolX(·)[dX ]

∼ //

⋃

Perv(CX).
?�

eXan
∞

◦ιXan
∞

OO

1.7 Irregular Riemann–Hilbert Correspondence and Enhanced

Subanalytic Sheaves

Let X be a complex manifold again. At the 16th Takagi lecture, M. Kashiwara explained
a similar result of Theorem 1.2 by using subanalytic sheaves instead of enhanced ind-
sheaves as below. We denote by Db(Csub

X×R∞
) the derived category of subanalytic sheaves

on an analytic bordered space X × R∞. See [Kas16, § 3.4] and also [Ito24a, § 3.1] for the
definition of subanalytic sheaves on real analytic bordered spaces, [DK16, Def. 5.4.1] for
the definition of real analytic bordered spaces. See also [KS01, § 6] and [Pre08].
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Theorem 1.7 ([Kas16, §5.4]). Then there exists a fully faithful functor:

SolTX : Db
hol(DX)

op →֒ Db(Csub
X×R∞

).

In [Ito24a], the author defined enhanced subanalytic sheaves, and explained a rela-
tion between enhanced ind-sheaves and enhanced subanalytic sheaves. Let us denote by
Eb(Csub

X ) the triangulated category of enhanced subanalytic sheaves on X and denote
by Eb

R-c(C
sub
X ) the one of R-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves on X . See [Ito24a, §. 3.3,

Def. 3.19] for the definitions. Then we have:

Theorem 1.8 ([Ito24a, Thms. 3.15, 3.20, 3.38, 3.39]). There exist fully faithful functors:

IEX : Eb(Csub
X ) →֒ Eb(ICX), RE,sub

X : Eb(Csub
X ) →֒ Db(Csub

X×R∞
)

and the functor IEX induces an equivalence of categories:

IEX : Eb
R-c(C

sub
X )

∼
−→ Eb

R-c(ICX).

Moreover, there exists a fully faithful functor

SolE,subX : Db
hol(DX)

op →֒ Eb
R-c(C

sub
X )

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db(Csub
X×R∞

)

Db
hol(DX)

op � �

SolE,sub
X

//
$
�

22❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡❡

SolT,sub
X

(·)[1]

� v

SolEX ))❘❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘
❘

Eb
R-c(C

sub
X ) ⊂

IE
X

��
≀

Eb(Csub
X )

?�

R
E,sub
X

OO

� _

IE
X

��

Eb
R-c(ICX) ⊂ Eb(ICX).

Moreover, the author defined C-constructibility for enhanced subanalytic sheaves, and
prove that there exists an equivalence of categories between the triangulated category
Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) of C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves on X and that of holonomic

DX-modules. See [Ito24b, Def. 4.16] for the definition of Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ).

Theorem 1.9 ([Ito24b, Thms. 4.19, 4.22, Prop. 4.21]). The functor IEX induces an equiv-
alence of categories:

IEX : Eb
C-c(C

sub
X )

∼
−→ Eb

C-c(ICX).

Moreover, the functor SolE,subX induces an equivalence of categories:

SolE,subX : Db
hol(DX)

op ∼
−→ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X )

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db
hol(DX)

op ∼ //
SolE,sub

X

Eb
C-c(C

sub
X )

Db
rh(DX)

op

SolX

∼ //

⋃

Db
C-c(CX).

?�

esub
X

◦ρX∗

OO

6



See [Ito24b, Prop. 4.21] for the detail of the functor esubX ◦ρX∗ : D
b
C-c(CX) → Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ).

One can summarize the above results about the irregular Riemann–Hilbert correspon-
dence in the following commutative diagram:

Db(Csub
X×R∞

)

Db
hol(DX)

op

SolE,sub
X

//∼
%
�

SolT,sub
X

(·)[1]

33❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢❢

SolEX

$$❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏

∼

Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ) ⊂

IE
X

��

≀

Eb
R-c(C

sub
X ) ⊂

IE
X

��

≀

Eb(Csub
X )

?�

R
E,sub
X

OO

� _

IE
X

��

Eb
C-c(ICX) ⊂ Eb

R-c(ICX) ⊂ Eb(ICX).

1.8 Algebraic Irregular Riemann–Hilbert Correspondence and
Enhanced Subanalytic Sheaves

In [Ito24b], the author proved an algebraic version of Theorem 1.9. Let X be a smooth

algebraic variety over C again, and denote by X̃ a smooth completion of X . We denote by
Eb

C-c(C
sub
X∞

) the triangulated category of algebraic C-constructible enhanced subanalytic

sheaves on a real analytic bordered space Xan
∞ = (Xan, X̃an). See [Ito24b, Defs. 5.5, 5.9]

for the definition of algebraic C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves.

Theorem 1.10 ([Ito24b, Thm. 5.6, 5.10, Prop. 5.12]). The functor IEXan
∞

induces an equiv-
alence of categories:

IEXan
∞

: Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)
∼

−→ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

).

Moreover, there exists an equivalence of categories:

SolE,subX∞
: Db

hol(DX)
op ∼

−→ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Db
hol(DX)

op ∼ //
SolE,sub

X∞

Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)

Db
rh(DX)

op

SolX

∼ //

⋃

Db
C-c(CX).

?�

esub
Xan

∞

◦ρXan
∞∗

OO

See [Ito24b, Prop. 4.21] for the detail of the functor esubXan
∞

◦ ρXan
∞

∗ : D
b
C-c(CX) →

Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ). See [Ito24b, Prop. 5.21] for the details.
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One can summarize the above results about the algebraic irregular Riemann–Hilbert
correspondence in the following commutative diagram:

Db
hol(DX)

op

SolE,sub
X∞

//∼

SolEX∞

%%❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏
❏

∼

Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ⊂

IE
Xan

∞

��

≀

Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

)
� _

IE
Xan

∞

��

Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) ⊂ Eb(ICXan
∞
).

In this paper, we will show that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated category
of C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves whose heart is equivalent to the abelian
category of holonomic D-modules. Although it may be known by experts, it is not in
the literature to our knowledge. The main definitions are Definition 2.1 for the analytic
case, Definition 2.11 for the algebraic case, and main results are Theorems 2.4, 2.5 for the
analytic case, Theorems 2.14, 2.15 for the algebraic case. Furthermore, we shall consider
simple objects of its heart and minimal extensions of objects of its heart in Section 2.3.
The main definitions are Definition 2.26, 2.30 and the main results are Propositions 2.29,
2.38.
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2 Main Result

2.1 Analytic Case

The main definition of this section is Definition 2.1 and main results of this section are
Theorems 2.4, 2.5.

Let X be a complex manifold and denote by Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ) the triangulated category of C-

constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves. See [Ito24a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.10]
for the definition of enhanced subanalytic sheaves, [Ito24b, Def. 4.16] for the definition of
C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves. Let us recall that there exist functors

ρ−1
X : Db(Csub

X ) → Db(CX), shsub
X : Eb(Csub

X ) → Db(Csub
X )

and
ρ−1
X ◦ shsub

X : Eb(Csub
X ) → Db(CX).

See [Pre08, p.5] and also [Ito24a, § 3.1] for the definition of ρ−1
X , [Ito24a, The paragraph

before Prop. 3.23] for the definition of shsub
X .

Definition 2.1. Let us define full subcategories of Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ) by

pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X ) := {K ∈ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) | ρ−1

X

(
shsub

X (K)
)
∈ pD≤0

C-c(CX)},
pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X ) := {K ∈ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) | ρ−1

X

(
shsub

X (K)
)
∈ pD≥0

C-c(CX)}.

Here, the pair
(
pD≤0

C-c(CX),
pD≥0

C-c(CX)
)
is the perverse t-structure on the triangulated

category Db
C-c(CX) of C-constructible sheaves on X .

Then there exists a relation between the pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X ), pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X )

)
and the t-

structure
(
pE≤0

C-c(ICX),
pE≥0

C-c(ICX)
)
on Eb

C-c(ICX) which is defined in [Ito20, Def. 4.2].

Proposition 2.2. For any K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ), we have

(1) K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X ) ⇐⇒ IEX(K) ∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX),

(2) K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X ) ⇐⇒ IEX(K) ∈ pE≥0

C-c(ICX).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.3 below.

Lemma 2.3. For any K ∈ Eb(Csub
X ), there exists an isomorphism in Db(CX):

ρ−1
X

(
shsub

X (K)
)
≃ shX

(
IEX(K)

)
.

Namely, we have the following commutative diagram:

Eb(Csub
X )

IE
X //

shsubX

��

Eb(ICX)

shX
��

Db(Csub
X )

ρ−1
X

// Db(CX).

9



Proof. Let us recall that there exists a fully faithful functor

IX : Db(Csub
X ) →֒ Db(ICX)

from the triangulated category Db(Csub
X ) of subanalytic sheaves on X to the triangulated

category Db(ICX) of ind-sheaves on X which has the right adjoint functor

RJX : Db(ICX) → Db(Csub
X ).

See [Ito24a, Prop. 3.6] for the details. We also recall that there exists a functor

IshX : Eb(ICX) → Db(ICX)

such that shX = αX ◦ IshX . Here,

αX : Db(ICX) → Db(CX)

is an exact left adjoint of the fully faithful functor

ιX : Db(CX) →֒ Db(ICX).

See [DK21, p.35] for the definition of IshX , [KS01, Def. 3.3.18] for the definition of αX .
Let K ∈ Eb(Csub

X ). Then we have isomorphisms in Db(CX):

shX

(
IEX(K)

)
≃ αX

(
IshX

(
IEX(K)

))

≃ ρ−1
X

(
RJX

(
IshX

(
IEX(K)

)))

≃ ρ−1
X

(
shsub

X

(
JE
X

(
IEX(K)

)))

≃ ρ−1
X

(
shsub

X (K)
)
,

where in the second isomorphism we used [Ito24a, Prop.3.7(3)(ii)], in the third isomor-
phism we used [Ito24a, Prop.3.26(3)] and in the forth isomorphism we used [Ito24a,
Thm.3.18(1)].

The proof is completed.

Then we obtain the following two theorems which are the main theorems of this paper.

Theorem 2.4. The pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X ), pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X )

)
is a t-structure on Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) and its

heart
Perv(Csub

X ) := pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X ) ∩ pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X )

is equivalent to the abelian category Perv(ICX) which is defined in [Ito20, Thm. 4.5]:

IEX : Perv(Csub
X )

∼
−→ Perv(ICX).

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 2.2, [Ito20, Thm. 4.5] and [Ito24b,
Thm. 4.19]. The second assertion follows from Proposition 2.2 and [Ito24b, Thm. 4.19].

Let us denote by
(
D≤0

hol(DX),D
≤0
hol(DX)

)
the standard t-structure on Db

hol(DX) such

that Modhol(DX) = D≤0
hol(DX) ∩D≤0

hol(DX).

10



Theorem 2.5. For any M ∈ Db
hol(DX), we have

(1) M ∈ D≤0
hol(DX) ⇔ SolE,subX (M) ∈ pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X ),

(2) M ∈ D≤0
hol(DX) ⇔ SolE,subX (M) ∈ pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X ).

Moreover, the functor SolE,subX induces an equivalence of categories:

SolE,subX (·)[dX] : Modhol(DX)
op ∼

−→ Perv(Csub
X ).

Proof. The assertions (1) and (2) follow from Proposition 2.2, [Ito20, Thm. 4.5] and
[Ito24a, Thm. 3.39]. The last assertion follows from (1), (2) and [Ito24b, Thm. 4.19].

We shall call an object of Perv(Csub
X ) an enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf. From

now on we prove some properties of enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaves.
Let us denote by DE,sub

X : Eb(Csub
X )op → Eb(Csub

X ) the duality functor for enhanced
subanalytic sheaves. See [Ito24a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.24] for the definition.

Proposition 2.6. The duality functor DE,sub
X induces an equivalence of categories:

DE,sub
X : Perv(Csub

X )op
∼

−→ Perv(Csub
X ).

Proof. This proposition follows from Lemma 2.7 below.

Lemma 2.7. We have

pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X ) = {K ∈ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) | DE,sub

X (K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X )}.

Proof. Let K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ). Then we have

K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X ) ⇐⇒ IEX(K) ∈ pE≥0

C-c(ICX)

by Proposition 2.2 (2) and we have

IEX(K) ∈ pE≥0
C-c(ICX) ⇐⇒ DE

X

(
IEX(K)

)
∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX)

by [Ito20, Lem. 4.1]. Here, DE
X : Eb(ICX)

op → Eb(ICX) is the duality functor for enhanced
ind-sheaves. See [DK16, Def. 4.8.1] for the definition. Since there exists an isomorphism
in Db(Csub

X )
JE
X

(
DE

X

(
IEX(K)

))
≃ DE,sub

X (K)

by [Ito24a, Prop. 3.25 (1)], we have isomorphisms in Eb(ICX)

IEX

(
DE,sub

X (K)
)
≃ IEX

(
JE
X

(
DE

X

(
IEX(K)

)))
≃ DE

X

(
IEX(K)

)
,

where in the second isomorphism we used the fact DE
X

(
IEX(K)

)
∈ Eb

C-c(ICX) and [Ito24b,
Thm. 3.19]. Therefore we have

DE
X

(
IEX(K)

)
∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX) ⇐⇒ IEX

(
DE,sub

X (K)
)
∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX)

and hence
IEX

(
DE,sub

X (K)
)
∈ pE≤0

C-c(ICX) ⇐⇒ DE,sub
X (K) ∈ pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X )

by Proposition 2.2 (1).
The proof is completed.
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Recall that there exists the natural embedding functor:

esubX ◦ ρX∗ : D
b
C-c(CX) →֒ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ).

See [Ito24b, Prop. 4.21] for the details.

Proposition 2.8. We have

(1) for any F ∈ pD≤0
C-c(CX), we have esubX (ρX∗(F)) ∈ pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X ),

(2) for any F ∈ pD≥0
C-c(CX), we have esubX (ρX∗(F)) ∈ pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X ).

Moreover, the functor esubX ◦ ρX∗ induces a fully faithful embedding:

esubX ◦ ρX∗ : Perv(CX) →֒ Perv(Csub
X )

and the following diagram is commutative:

Modhol(DX)
op ∼ //

SolE,sub
X

(·)[dX ]

Perv(Csub
X )

Modrh(DX)
op

SolX(·)[dX ]

∼ //

⋃

Perv(CX).
?�

eX◦ρX∗

OO

Proof. The first and second assertions follow from [Ito20, Prop. 4.8 (1), (2)], [Ito24a,
Props. 3.4 (4)(i), 3.21] and Proposition 2.2. The last assertion follows from the first and
second assertions and [Ito24b, Cor. 4.23].

Proposition 2.9. Let f : X → Y be a proper morphism of complex manifolds. We
assume that there exists a non-negative integer d ∈ Z≥0 such that dim f−1(y) ≤ d for any
y ∈ Y . Here, dim f−1(y) is the dimension of f−1(y) as an analytic space. Then we have

(1) for any K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X ), we have Ef!!K ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Y ),

(2) for any K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X ), we have Ef!!K ∈ pE≥−d

C-c (Csub
Y ).

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 2.2 (1), [Ito20, Prop. 4.9 (1)] and [Ito24a,
Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii)]. The assertion (2) follows from Proposition 2.2 (2), [Ito20, Prop. 4.9
(2)] and [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii)].

Proposition 2.10. Let f : X → Y be a morphism of complex manifolds. We assume
that there exists a non-negative integer d ∈ Z≥0 such that dim f−1(y) ≤ d for any y ∈ Y .
Then we have

(1) for any L ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Y ) we have Ef−1L ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
X ),

(2) for any L ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
Y ) we have Ef !L ∈ pE≥−d

C-c (Csub
X ).

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 2.2 (1), [Ito20, Prop. 4.10 (1)] and
[Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(i)]. The assertion (2) follows from Proposition 2.2 (2), [Ito20,
Prop. 4.10 (2)] and [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(iii)].
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2.2 Algebraic Case

The main definition of this section is Definition 2.11 and main results of this section are
Theorems 2.14, 2.15.

Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over C and denote by X̃ a smooth completion of
X . We shall recall that there exist functors

ρ−1
Xan

∞

: Db(Csub
Xan

∞

) → Db(CX), shsub
Xan

∞

: Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

) → Db(Csub
Xan

∞

)

and
ρ−1
Xan

∞

◦ shsub
Xan

∞

: Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

) → Db(CX).

See [Ito24a, § 3.1] for the definition of ρ−1
Xan

∞

, [Ito24a, The paragraph before Prop. 3.23] for

the definition of shsub
Xan

∞

.

Definition 2.11. We define full subcategories of Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) by

pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) := {K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) | ρ−1
Xan

∞

(
shXan

∞
(K)

)
∈ pD≤0

C-c(CX)},

pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) := {K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) | ρ−1
Xan

∞

(
shXan

∞
(K)

)
∈ pD≥0

C-c(CX)}.

Here, the pair
(
pD≤0

C-c(CX),
pD≥0

C-c(CX)
)
is the perverse t-structure on the triangulated

category Db
C-c(CXan) of algebraic C-constructible sheaves on Xan. See [HTT, Def. 4.5.6,

Thm. 8.1.27] for the details.

Then there exists a relation between the pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X∞

), pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)
)
and the t-

structure
(
pE≤0

C-c(ICX∞
), pE≥0

C-c(ICX∞
)
)
on Eb

C-c(ICX∞
) which is defined in [Ito21, Def. 3.18].

Let us recall that there exists an equivalence of categories:

IEXan
∞

: Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) →֒ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

).

See [Ito24b, Thm. 5.10] and also [Ito24a, Thm. 3.15] for the details.

Proposition 2.12. For any K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

), we have

(1) K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ⇐⇒ IEXan
∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX∞

),

(2) K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ⇐⇒ IEXan
∞

(K) ∈ pE≥0
C-c(ICX∞

).

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.13 below.

The following lemma can be proved in a similar way to Lemma 2.3. We shall skip the
proof of this lemma.

Lemma 2.13. For any K ∈ Eb(Csub
X∞

), there exists an isomorphism in Db(CX):

ρ−1
Xan

∞

(
shsub

Xan
∞

(K)
)
≃ shXan

∞

(
IEXan

∞

(K)
)
.

Then we obtain the following two theorems which are main theorems of this paper.
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Theorem 2.14. The pair
(
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X∞

), pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)
)
is a t-structure on Eb

C-c(C
sub
X∞

) and
its heat

Perv(Csub
X∞

) := pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ∩ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)

is equivalent to the abelian category Perv(ICX∞
) which is defined in [Ito21, Def. 3.20]:

IEXan
∞

: Perv(Csub
X∞

)
∼

−→ Perv(ICX∞
).

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 2.12, [Ito21, Thm. 3.19] and [Ito24b,
Thm. 5.10]. The second assertion follows from Proposition 2.12 and [Ito24b, Thm. 5.10].

Let us denote by
(
D≤0

hol(DX),D
≤0
hol(DX)

)
the standard t-structure on Db

hol(DX) such

that Modhol(DX) = D≤0
hol(DX) ∩D≤0

hol(DX).

Theorem 2.15. For any M ∈ Db
hol(DX), we have

(1) M ∈ D≤0
hol(DX) ⇔ SolE,subX∞

(M) ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

),

(2) M ∈ D≤0
hol(DX) ⇔ SolE,subX∞

(M) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

).

Moreover, the functor SolE,subX∞
induces an equivalence of categories:

SolE,subX∞
(·)[dX ] : Modhol(DX)

op ∼
−→ Perv(Csub

X∞
).

Proof. The assertions (1) and (2) follow from Proposition 2.12, [Ito21, Thm. 3.19] and
[Ito24b, Thm. 5.14]. The last assertion follows from (1), (2) and [Ito24b, Thm. 5.14].

We shall call an object of Perv(Csub
X∞

) an algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic
sheaf. From now on we prove some properties of algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic
sheaves.

Let us denote by DE,sub
Xan

∞

: Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

)op → Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

) the duality functor for enhanced
subanalytic sheaves. See [Ito24a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.24] for the definition.

Proposition 2.16. The duality functor DE,sub
Xan

∞

induces an equivalence of categories:

DE,sub
Xan

∞

: Perv(Csub
X∞

)op
∼

−→ Perv(Csub
X∞

).

Proof. This proposition follows from Lemma 2.17 below.

The following lemma can be proved in a similar way to Lemma 2.7. We shall skip the
proof of this lemma.

Lemma 2.17. We have

pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) = {K ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) | DE,sub
Xan

∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

)}.

Recall that there exists the natural embedding functor:

esubXan
∞

◦ ρXan
∞

∗ : D
b
C-c(CX) →֒ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ).

See [Ito24b, Prop. 4.21] for the details.
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Proposition 2.18. We have

(1) for any F ∈ pD≤0
C-c(CX), we have esubXan

∞

(
ρXan

∞
∗(F)

)
∈ pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X∞

),

(2) for any F ∈ pD≥0
C-c(CX), we have esubXan

∞

(
ρXan

∞
∗(F)

)
∈ pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
X∞

).

Moreover, the functor esubXan
∞

◦ ρXan
∞

∗ induces a fully faithful embedding:

esubXan
∞

◦ ρXan
∞

∗ : Perv(CX) →֒ Perv(Csub
X∞

)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Modhol(DX)
op ∼ //

SolE,sub
X∞

(·)[dX ]

Perv(Csub
X∞

)

Modrh(DX)
op

SolX(·)[dX ]

∼ //

⋃

Perv(CX).
?�

esub
Xan

∞

◦ρXan
∞∗

OO

Proof. The first, second and third assertions follow from [Ito21, Prop. 3.21], [Ito24a,
Props. 3.4 (4)(i), 3.21] and Proposition 2.12. The last assertion follows from the first
and second assertions and [Ito24b, Thm. 5.14].

Let us recall that there exist a morphism jXan
∞
: Xan

∞ → X̃an of bordered spaces and a
functor

EjXan
∞

!! : E
b(Csub

Xan
∞

) → Eb(Csub
X̃an).

See [Ito24a, §§ 2.4, 3.3] for the details. Then we have the following lemma. Remark

that a bordered space X̃an
∞ is isomorphic to X̃an, where X̃an is identified with a bordered

space (X̃an, X̃an). See [Ito21, Lem. 2.3] for the details. Hence, we can define a t-structure(
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X̃

), pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X̃

)
)
on Eb

C-c(C
sub
X̃

) by Definition 2.11.

Lemma 2.19. For any K ∈ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

), we have

(1) K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ⇐⇒ EjXan
∞

!!(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X̃

),

(2) K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(ICX∞

) ⇐⇒ EjXan
∞

!!(K) ∈ pE≥0
C-c(ICX̃

).

Proof. Since the proof of (2) is similar, we shall only prove (1). Let K ∈ Eb
C-c(ICX∞

). By
Proposition 2.12, we have

K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) ⇐⇒ IEXan
∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX∞

).

Moreover, by [Ito21, Lem. 3.23] we have

IEXan
∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX∞

) ⇐⇒ EjXan
∞

!!I
E
Xan

∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX̃

).

Since, we have an isomorphism in Eb(ICX̃)

EjXan
∞

!!I
E
Xan

∞

(K) ≃ IE
X̃anEjXan

∞
!!(K)

by [Ito24a, Lem. 3.19 (2)(ii)], we have

EjXan
∞

!!I
E
Xan

∞

(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICX̃

) ⇐⇒ EjXan
∞

!!(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X̃

)

by Proposition 2.12.
The proof is completed.
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Let us recall that the triangulated category Eb
C-c(C

sub
X ) is the full triangulated subcat-

egory of Eb
C-c(C

sub
Xan), see [Ito24b, Cor. 5.7] for the details.

Lemma 2.20. Let X be a smooth complete algebraic variety over C. Then we have

(1) pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X ) = pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
Xan) ∩Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ),

(2) pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X ) = pE≥0

C-c(C
sub
Xan) ∩Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ).

Proof. Since the proof of (2) is similar, we shall only prove (1).
Let K be an object of pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X ). Then there exists an object M ∈ D≥0

hol(DX) such
that

K ≃ SolE,subX (M)[dX](= SolE,subXan (Man))

by [Ito24b, Thm. 5.14] and Theorem 2.15 (2). Here,

(·)an : Mod(DX) → Mod(DXan)

is the analytification functor. Since the analytification functor is exact, we have Man ∈
D≥0

hol(DXan), and hence we have

SolE,subXan (Man)[dX ] ∈
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
Xan)

by Theorem 2.5 (2). Therefore we obtain

K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Xan) ∩ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ).

Let K be an object of pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Xan) ∩Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ). Since K ∈ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X ) there exists an

object M ∈ Db
hol(DX) such that

K ≃ SolE,subX (M)[dX ]
(
= SolE,subXan (Man)[dX ]

)

by [Ito24b, Thm. 5.14]. Since K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(ICXan) we have Man ∈ D≥0

hol(DXan) by The-
orem 2.5 (2), and hence we obtain M ∈ D≥0

hol(DX) because the analytification functor
(·)an : Mod(DX) → Mod(DXan) is exact and faithful. Therefore we have

K ≃ SolEX(M)[dX ] ∈
pE≤0

C-c(C
sub
X )

by Theorem 2.5 (2).

Let us recall that any morphism f : X → Y of smooth algebraic varieties induces a
morphism f an

∞ : Xan
∞ → Y an

∞ of bordered spaces. See [Ito21, § 2.3] for the details.

Proposition 2.21. Let f : X → Y be a morphism of smooth algebraic varieties. We
assume that there exists a non-negative integer d ∈ Z≥0 such that dim f−1(y) ≤ d for any
y ∈ Y .

(1) For any K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) we have Ef an
∞!!K ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Y∞

).

(2) For any K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) we have Ef an
∞∗K ∈ pE≥−d

C-c (Csub
Y∞

).

(3) For any L ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Y∞

) we have E(f an
∞ )−1L ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
X∞

).

(4) For any L ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
Y∞

) we have E(f an
∞ )!L ∈ pE≥−d

C-c (Csub
X∞

).

16



Proof. Since the proofs of these assertions in the proposition are similar, we shall only
prove the assertion (1).

Let K be an object of pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

). Then we have EjXan
∞

!!(K) ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X̃

) by Lemma
2.19 (1) and hence

EjXan
∞

!!K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X̃an) ∩ Eb

C-c(C
sub
X̃

)

by Lemma 2.20 (1). Let us denote by f̃ : X̃ → Ỹ a morphism of complete algebraic

varieties such that f̃ |X = f and denote by f̃ an : X̃an → Ỹ an the morphism of complex

manifolds which is induced by f̃ . Then we have

Ef̃ an
!!

(
EjXan

∞
!!(K)

)
∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Ỹ an)

by Proposition 2.9 (1). Since the functor Ef̃ an
!! : Eb(Csub

X̃an
) → Eb(Csub

Ỹ an
) preserves the

algebraic C-constructibility, we have

Ef̃ an
!!

(
EjXan

∞
!!(K)

)
∈ Eb

C-c(C
sub
Ỹ

).

Hence by the fact that there exists an isomorphism of functors:

EjY an
∞

!! ◦ Ef
an
∞!! ≃ Ef̃ an

!! ◦ EjXan
∞

!!,

we have

EjY an
∞

!! (Ef
an
∞!!(K)) ≃ Ef̃ an

!!

(
EjXan

∞
!!(K)

)
∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Ỹ an) ∩Eb

C-c(C
sub
Ỹ

)

and hence
EjY an

∞
!! (Ef

an
∞!!(K)) ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Ỹ

)

by Lemma 2.20 (1). Therefore, we have

Ef an
∞!!K ∈ pE≤d

C-c(C
sub
Y∞

)

by Lemma 2.19 (1).

Corollary 2.22. Let Z be a locally closed smooth subvariety of X. We denote by
iZan

∞
: Zan

∞ → Xan
∞ the morphism of bordered spaces induced by the natural embedding

Z →֒ X.

(1) For any K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Z∞

) we have EiZan
∞

!!K ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

).

(2) For any K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
Z∞

) we have EiZan
∞

∗K ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

).

(3) For any L ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) we have Ei−1
Zan
∞

L ∈ pE≤0
C-c(C

sub
Z∞

).

(4) For any L ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
X∞

) we have Ei!Zan
∞

L ∈ pE≥0
C-c(C

sub
Z∞

).

In particular, if Z is open (resp. closed), then the functor

Ei−1
Zan
∞

≃ Ei!Zan
∞

(resp. EiZan
∞

!! ≃ EiZan
∞

∗)

is t-exact with respect to the perverse t-structures.
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Remark 2.23. Let Z be a locally closed smooth subvariety of X and assume that the
natural embedding iZ : Z →֒ X is affine. Then, functors EiZan

∞
∗ and EiZan

∞
!! induce exact

functors form Perv(Csub
Z∞

) to Perv(Csub
X∞

):

EiZan
∞

∗,EiZan
∞

!! : Perv(C
sub
Z∞

) → Perv(Csub
X∞

).

These follow from Theorem 2.14, [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii), (3)(i), (4)(ii)], and [Ito21,
Rem. 3.28].

Notation 2.24. For a functor F : Eb
C-c(ICX∞

) → Eb
C-c(ICY∞

), we set

p
F := pH0 ◦ F : Perv(ICX∞

) → Perv(ICY∞
),

where pH0 is the 0-th cohomology functor with respect to the perverse t-structure. For
example, for a morphism f : X → Y of smooth algebraic varieties, we set

pE(f an
∞ )−1 := pH0 ◦ E(f an

∞ )−1 : Perv(Csub
Y∞

) → Perv(Csub
X∞

),
pE(f an

∞ )! := pH0 ◦ E(f an
∞ )! : Perv(Csub

Y∞
) → Perv(Csub

X∞
),

pEf an
∞∗ :=

pH0 ◦ Ef an
∞∗ : Perv(C

sub
X∞

) → Perv(Csub
Y∞

),
pEf an

∞!! :=
pH0 ◦ Ef an

∞!! : Perv(C
sub
X∞

) → Perv(Csub
Y∞

).

In this paper, for an object K ∈ Eb(Csub
Xan

∞

), let us define the support of K by the

complement of the union of open subsets Uan of Xan such that K|Uan
∞

:= Ei−1
Uan
∞

K ≃ 0 and
denote it by supp(K). Namely, we set

supp(K) :=




⋃

Uan ⊂
open

Xan, K|Uan
∞

=0

Uan




c

⊂ Xan.

Note that we have
⋃

Uan ⊂
open

Xan, K|Uan
∞

=0

Uan =
⋃

V an ⊂
open

Xan, K|V an=0

V an.

Moreover, for a locally closed smooth subvariety Z of X , we set

PervZ(C
sub
X∞

) := {K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) | supp(K) ⊂ Zan}.

Proposition 2.25. Let Z be a closed smooth subvariety of X. Then we have an equiva-
lence of abelian categories:

PervZ(C
sub
X∞

)

pEi−1

Zan
∞ //

∼ Perv(Csub
Z∞

).
EiZan

∞ !!

oo

Furthermore for any K ∈ PervZ(C
sub
X∞

) there exists an isomorphism in Perv(Csub
Z∞

)

pEi−1
Zan
∞

K ≃ pEi!Zan
∞

K.

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)], and [Ito21,
Prop. 3.30]
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2.3 Minimal Extensions

In this subsection we shall consider simple enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaves on a
smooth algebraic variety, and a counterpart of minimal extensions of algebraic holonomic
D-modules. See e.g., [HTT, §3.4] for the details of the definition and properties of minimal
extensions of algebraic holonomic D-modules.

Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over C. We shall define a notion of simplicity for
algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaves as below.

Definition 2.26. A non-zero algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf K ∈
Perv(Csub

X∞
) is called simple if it contains no subobjects in Perv(Csub

X∞
) other than K or 0.

Let us recall that a non-zero algebraic enhanced perverse ind-sheaf K ∈ Perv(ICX∞
)

is called simple if it contains no subobjects in Perv(ICX∞
) other than K or 0. See [Ito21,

§3.4] for the details.

Proposition 2.27. We have the following:

(1) For any K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

), K is simple if and only if IEXan
∞

(K) ∈ Perv(ICX∞
) is

simple.

(2) For any K ∈ Perv(ICX∞
), K is simple if and only if JE

Xan
∞

(K) ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) is
simple.

Proof. The assertion (2) follows from the assertion (1) and Theorem 2.14. We shall prove
the assertion (1).

Let K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) be a simple algebraic enhanced subanalytic sheaf and L ∈
Perv(ICX∞

) a subobject of IEXan
∞

(K) which is not isomorphic to IEXan
∞

(K). Then JE
Xan

∞

(L)

is a subobject of JE
Xan

∞

(IEXan
∞

(K)) ≃ K in Perv(Csub
X∞

) which is not isomorphic to K by

Theorem 2.14. Since K is simple, we have JE
Xan

∞

(L) ≃ 0 and hence L ≃ 0 by Theorem

2.14. Therefore, IEXan
∞

(K) is simple.

Let K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) and assume that IEXan
∞

(K) is simple. We take a subobject L of

K which is not isomorphic to K. Since IEXan
∞

(L) is a subobject of IEXan
∞

(K) which is not

isomorphic to IEXan
∞

(K) by Theorem 2.14 and IEXan
∞

(K) is simple, we have IEXan
∞

(L) ≃ 0 and
hence L ≃ 0 by by Theorem 2.14. Therefore, K is simple.

The proof is completed.

Let us recall that a non-zero perverse sheaf F ∈ Perv(CX) is called simple if it contains
no subobjects in Perv(CX) other than F or 0. See [BBD] (also [HTT, §8.2.2]) for the
details.

Proposition 2.28. For any simple algebraic perverse sheaf F ∈ Perv(CX), the algebraic
enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf esubXan

∞

(ρXan
∞

∗(F)) ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) is also simple.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 2.27 (1), [Ito24a, Props. 3.4 (4)(i), 3.21] and [Ito21,
Prop. 3.35].

We denote by E0(Csub
Xan

∞

) the heart with respect to the standard t-structure onEb(Csub
Xan

∞

).

See [Ito24a, Prop. 3.12] for the details. In this paper, we shall say that K ∈ E0(Csub
Xan

∞

) is
an enhanced local system of subanalytic type on X∞ if for any x ∈ X there exist an open
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neighborhood U ⊂ X of x and a non-negative integer k such that K|Uan
∞

≃ (CE,sub
Uan
∞

)⊕k. See

[Ito24a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.17] for the definition of CE,sub
Uan
∞

. Note that for any
enhanced local system K of subanalytic type on X∞, there exists an integrable connection
L on X such that K ≃ SolE,subX∞

(L) ∈ Eb
C-c(C

sub
X∞

). In particular K[dX ] is an algebraic
enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf on X∞. Note also that for any K ∈ E0(Csub

Xan
∞

), K is

an enhanced local system of subanalytic type if and only if IEXan
∞

(K) is an enhanced local
system which is defined in [Ito21, The paragraph before Prop. 3.36].

Proposition 2.29. (1) Let Z be a locally closed smooth connected subvariety of X and
assume that the natural embedding iZ : Z →֒ X is affine. Then for any simple
algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf K on X∞, the image of the canonical
morphism EiZan

∞
!!K → EiZan

∞
∗K is also simple, and it is characterized as the unique

simple submodule (resp. unique simple quotient module) of EiZan
∞

∗K (resp. EiZan
∞

!!K).

(2) For any simple algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf K on X∞, there exist a
locally closed smooth connected subvariety Z of X whose natural embedding is affine
and a simple enhanced local system L of subanalytic type on Z∞ such that

K ≃ Im
(
EiZan

∞
!!L[dZ ] → EiZan

∞
∗L[dZ ]

)
.

(3) Let (Z, L) be as in (1) and (Z ′, L′) be another such pair. Then we have

Im
(
EiZan

∞
!!L[dZ ] → EiZan

∞
∗L[dZ ]

)
≃ Im

(
EiZan

∞
!!L

′[dZ′] → EiZan
∞

∗L
′[dZ′]

)

if and only if Z = Z ′ and there exists an open dense subset U of Z ∩ Z ′ such that
L|Uan

∞
≃ L′|Uan

∞
. Here, the symbol (·) is the closure in X.

Proof. This proposition follows from Proposition 2.27, [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii), (3)(i),
(4)(ii)], [Ito24b, Prop. 3.4] and [Ito21, Prop. 3.36]

From now on, we shall consider the image of the canonical morphism

pEiZan
∞

!!K → pEiZan
∞

∗K

for a locally closed smooth subvariety Z of X (not necessarily the natural embedding
iZ : Z →֒ X is affine) and K ∈ Perv(Csub

Z∞
). Remark that the canonical morphism

pEiZan
∞

!!K → pEiZan
∞

∗K

is induced by the canonical morphism of functors Perv(Csub
Z∞

) → Perv(Csub
X∞

)

pEiZan
∞

!! →
pEiZan

∞
∗

and it is an isomorphism if Z is closed. In this paper, we shall define minimal extensions
of algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaves as follows.

Definition 2.30. For any K ∈ Perv(Csub
Z∞

), we call the image of the canonical morphism

pEiZan
∞

!!K → pEiZan
∞

∗K

the minimal extension of K along Z, and denote it by pEiZan
∞

!!∗K.
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Since the category Perv(Csub
X∞

) is abelian, the minimal extension pEiZan
∞

!!∗K of K ∈
Perv(Csub

Z∞
) along Z is also an algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf on X∞.

Moreover we have a functor

pEiZan
∞

!!∗ : Perv(C
sub
Z∞

) → Perv(Csub
X∞

).

Remark 2.31. (1) If Z is open then we have Ei−1
Zan
∞

(
pEiZan

∞
!!∗K

)
≃ K by the definition

of minimal extensions along Z.

(2) If Z is closed then we have pEiZan
∞

!!∗K ≃ EiZan
∞

∗K ≃ EiZan
∞

!!K ∈ PervZ(C
sub
X∞

) by
Corollary 2.22 and Proposition 2.25. Namely, in the case when Z is closed, minimal
extensions along Z can be characterized by Proposition 2.25.

(3) If the natural embedding iZ : Z →֒ X is affine, then we have

pEiZan
∞

!!∗(·) ≃ Im
(
EiZan

∞
!!(·) → EiZan

∞
∗(·)

)

by the fact that the functors EiZan
∞

∗ and EiZan
∞

!! are t-exact with respect to the
perverse t-structures, see Remark 2.23 for the details.

Let us recall that for anyK ∈ Perv(ICZ∞
), we call the image of the canonical morphism

pEiZan
∞

!!K → pEiZan
∞

∗K

the minimal extension of K along Z, and denote it by pEiZan
∞

!!∗K. See [Ito21, Def. 3.37] for
the details. The following proposition means that the minimal extension functor pEiZan

∞
!!∗

commutes with functors IE and JE.

Proposition 2.32. The following diagrams are commutative:

Perv(ICZ∞
)

pEiZan
∞ !!∗ // Perv(ICX∞

)

Perv(Csub
Z∞

)
pEiZan

∞ !!∗

//

IE
Zan
∞

OO

Perv(Csub
X∞

),

IE
Xan

∞

OO
Perv(ICZ∞

)
pEiZan

∞ !!∗ //

JE
Zan
∞

��

Perv(ICX∞
)

JE
Xan

∞

��

Perv(Csub
Z∞

)
pEiZan

∞ !!∗

// Perv(Csub
X∞

).

Namely, for any L ∈ Perv(Csub
Z∞

) there exists an isomorphism in Perv(ICX∞
):

IEXan
∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!∗L) ≃
pEiZan

∞
!!∗(I

E
Zan
∞

(L))

and for any K ∈ Perv(ICZ∞
) there exists an isomorphism in Perv(Csub

X∞
):

JE
Xan

∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!∗K) ≃ pEiZan
∞

!!∗(J
E
Zan
∞

(K)).

Proof. Let L ∈ Perv(Csub
Z∞

). Then we have isomorphisms in Perv(ICX∞
)

IEXan
∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!L) ≃ IEXan
∞

(pH0(EiZan
∞

!!L))

≃ pH0(IEXan
∞

(EiZan
∞

!!L))

≃ pH0(EiZan
∞

!!I
E
Zan
∞

(L))

≃ pEiZan
∞

!!I
E
Zan
∞

(L)
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where in the second isomorphism we used the fact that the functor IEXan
∞

is t-exact with
respect to the perverse t-structures by Proposition 2.12 and in the third isomorphism
we used [Ito24a, Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii)]. In the similar way, we have an isomorphism in
Perv(ICX∞

):
IEXan

∞

(pEiZan
∞

∗L) ≃
pEiZan

∞
∗I

E
Zan
∞

(L).

Therefore we obtain isomorphisms in Perv(ICsub
X∞

):

IEXan
∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!∗L) ≃ IEXan
∞

(
Im

(
pEiZan

∞
!!L → pEiZan

∞
∗L

))

≃ Im
(
IEXan

∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!L) → IEXan
∞

(pEiZan
∞

∗L)
)

≃ Im
(
pEiZan

∞
!!(I

E
Zan
∞

(L)) → pEiZan
∞

∗(I
E
Zan
∞

(L))
)

≃ pEiZan
∞

!!∗I
E
Zan
∞

(L)

where in the second isomorphism we used fact that the functor IEXan
∞

is t-exact with
respect to the perverse t-structures by Proposition 2.12, see also [KS90, Rem. 10.1.15] for
the details.

The last assertion can be proved in the similar way. We shall skip the proof.

The following proposition means that the minimal extension functor pEiZan
∞

!!∗ com-
mutes with the duality functor.

Proposition 2.33. The following diagram is commutative:

Perv(Csub
Z∞

)op
p
EiZan

∞ !!∗ //

DE
Zan
∞

≀
��

Perv(Csub
X∞

)op

DE
Zan
∞

≀
��

Perv(Csub
Z∞

)
pEiZan

∞ !!∗

// Perv(Csub
X∞

).

Namely, for any K ∈ Perv(Csub
Z∞

), there exists an isomorphism in Perv(Csub
X∞

):

DE
Xan

∞

(pEiZan
∞

!!∗K) ≃ pEiZan
∞

!!∗(D
E
Zan
∞

K).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, Proposition 2.32, [Ito24a, Prop. 3.25
(1), (2)], [Ito24b, Thm. 4.19] and [Ito21, Prop. 3.39].

Let us recall that the minimal extension pRiZ!∗F of a perverse sheaf F along Z is
defined by the image of the canonical morphism

pRiZan!F → pRiZan∗F ,

where pRiZan! :=
pH0 ◦RiZan!,

pRiZan∗ := pH0 ◦RiZan∗ and pH0 is the 0-th cohomology
functor with respect to the perverse t-structures. See [BBD] (also [HTT, §8.2.2]) for the
details. The following proposition means that the natural embedding functor commutes
with the minimal extension functor.

22



Proposition 2.34. The following diagram is commutative:

Perv(Csub
Z∞

)
pEiZan

∞ !!∗ //

�

Perv(Csub
X∞

)

Perv(CZ)
?�

esub
Zan
∞

◦ρZan
∞∗

OO

pRiZan!∗

// Perv(CX).
?�

esub
Xan

∞

◦ρXan
∞∗

OO

Namely, for any F ∈ Perv(CZ), there exists an isomorphism in Perv(Csub
X∞

) :

esubXan
∞

(ρXan
∞

∗(
pRiZan!∗F)) ≃ pEiZan!!∗(e

sub
Zan
∞

(ρZan
∞

∗(F))).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, Proposition 2.32, [Ito24a, Prop. 3.21]
and [Ito21, Prop. 3.40].

Recall that in the case when Z is a closed smooth subvariety of X , minimal extensions
along Z can be characterized by Proposition 2.25, see also Remark 2.31 (2). On the other
hand, in the case when Z is open whose complement is a smooth subvariety, the minimal
extensions along Z can be characterized as follows. Let U be such an open subset of X
and set W := X \ U . Namely U is an open subset of X and W := X \ U is a closed
smooth subvariety of X .

Proposition 2.35. In the situation as above, the minimal extension pEiUan
∞

!!∗K of K ∈
Perv(Csub

U∞
) along U is characterized as the unique algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic

sheaf L on X∞ satisfying the conditions

(1) Ei−1
Uan
∞

L ≃ K,

(2) Ei−1
W an

∞

L ∈ E≤−1
C-c (Csub

W∞
),

(3) Ei!W an
∞

L ∈ E≥1
C-c(C

sub
W∞

).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, Propositions 2.12, 2.32, [Ito24a,
Prop. 3.16 (2)(i), (iii)] and [Ito21, Prop. 3.42].

Furthermore the minimal extensions along U have following properties.

Proposition 2.36. In the situation as above, for any K ∈ Perv(Csub
U∞

)

(1) pEiUan
∞

∗K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) has no non-trivial subobject in Perv(Csub
X∞

) whose support is
contained in W an.

(2) pEiUan
∞

!!K ∈ Perv(Csub
X∞

) has no non-trivial quotient object in Perv(Csub
X∞

) whose sup-
port is contained in W an.

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, Propositions 2.32 and [Ito21,
Prop. 3.43].

Corollary 2.37. In the situation as above, the minimal extension pEiUan
∞

!!∗K of K ∈
Perv(Csub

U∞
) along U has neither non-trivial subobject nor non-trivial quotient object in

Perv(Csub
X∞

) whose support is contained in W an.
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Proof. This corollary follows from Proposition 2.36 and fact that there exist the canonical
morphisms in Perv(Csub

X∞
):

pEiUan
∞

!!K ։
pEiUan

∞
!!∗K →֒ pEiUan

∞
∗K.

Let Z be a locally closed smooth subvariety of X (not necessarily the natural embed-
ding iZ : Z →֒ X is affine) again.

Proposition 2.38. We assume that there exist an open subset U ⊂ X and a closed
subvariety W ⊂ X such that Z = U ∩W and the complement X \U of U is smooth. Then
we have:

(1) (i) For an exact sequence 0 → K → L in Perv(Csub
Z∞

), the associated sequence
0 → pEiZan

∞
!!∗K → pEiZan

∞
!!∗L in Perv(Csub

X∞
) is also exact.

(ii) For an exact sequence K → L → 0 in Perv(Csub
Z∞

), the associated sequence
pEiZan

∞
!!∗K → pEiZan

∞
!!∗L → 0 in Perv(Csub

X∞
) is also exact.

(2) For any simple object in Perv(Csub
Z∞

), its minimal extension along Z is also a simple
object in Perv(Csub

X∞
).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14, Propositions 2.12, 2.32 and [Ito21,
Thm. 3.47].
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