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Abstract

In [[to24a], the author explained a relation between enhanced ind-sheaves and
enhanced subanalytic sheaves. In particular, a relation between [DK16, Thm. 9.5.3]
and [Kasl6, Thm. 6.3] had been explained. Moreover, in [It0o24b], 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
RHomp, (+,-) the right derived functor of the hom-functor Homp, (-,:). Moreover, we
denote by Db (Dx) the triangulated category of regular holonomic Dy-modules and by

*2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 18F10, 32C38, 35Q15, 32560
tDepartment of Mathematics, Faculty of Science Division II, Tokyo University of Science, 1-3, Kagu-
razaka, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo, 162-8601, Japan. E-mail: yitoh@rs.tus.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.17747v1

D? .(Cyx) 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: D];h(Dx)OP = D((b:_c<(C)(), M — R?—[omDX(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 [Bel, 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 [BBDJ. Note that the triangulated category D2 (Cx) has the perverse t-structure
(pDé_OC(CX),pD%_OC(CX)). Let us denote by

Perv(Cy) := PD2’(Cx) N*DZ’(Cx)

its heart and call an object of Perv(Cy) a perverse sheaf. Surprisingly, the functor Solx
induces an equivalence of categories between the abelian category Mod,,(Dx) of regular
holonomic Dx-modules and Perv(Cx):

Solx (1)[dx]: Mod,,(Dx)°®® — Perv(Cy).

Here, dx is the complex dimension of X. See [Kas75, Thm. 4.1] (also [Bj693, 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, MocI1], 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 [KSOI]. Let us denote by
D! (Dx) the triangulated category of holonomic Dy-modules and by Eb (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:



Theorem 1.2 ([DKI16, Thm. 9.5.3, Prop. 9.5.4]). There exists a fully faithful functor:
Solk: Dy (Dx)? — ER (ICx)

and the following diagram is commutative:

SolE
Dy, (Dx)” ———— Eg_(ICx)
U JEXOLX
Dll?h(DX)op SC:X DE—C(CX)

Here, ex otx: D?(Cx) — EP(ICy) is the natural embedding functor from the derived
category DP(Cyx) of sheaves of C-vector spaces on X to the triangulated category EP(IC)
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 Sol.

Furthermore, T. Mochizuki proved that the essential image of Sol% can be charac-
terized by the curve test [Moc22]. Remark that T. Kuwagaki [Kuwa2l, 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 [[£020], the author defined C-constructibility for enhanced ind-sheaves on X and proved
that they are nothing but objects of the essential image of Sols. Namely, we obtain an
equivalence of categories as below. We denote by E2 (ICx) the triangulated category
of C-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves on X. See [[to20), Def 3.19] for the definition of
C-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves.

Theorem 1.3 ([[to20, Thm. 3.26], [[to23, Prop. 3.1]). The functor Sol% induces an equiv-
alence of categories:
Solf : Dy, (Dx)” = Eg_(ICx)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Sol‘?}
DEOl (DX) or = E%—C(ICX)
U JEXOLX
D;,(Dx)” ——i— De.(Cx).

Moreover, the author showed that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated cate-
gory ER__(ICx) whose heart is equivalent to the abelian category Modye (Dx) of holonomic
Dx-modules as follows. We set

PEZ.(ICx) :== {K € Eg(ICx) | shx(K) € D3} (Cx)},
PEZ.(ICx) == {K € Eg (ICx) | shx(K) € "DZ\(Cx)}
= {K € E¢ (ICx) | D}(K) € PEE.(ICx)},



where shy: EP(ICx) — DP(Cy) is the sheafification functor and DY: EP(ICx)®P —
EP(ICy) is the duality functor for enhanced ind-sheaves. See [DK21] Def. 3.4] for the
definition of the functor sh, [DK16l Def. 4.8.1] for the definition of the functor DY. Then
we have:

Theorem 1.4 ([[to20, Thm. 4.5]). The pair (pEé?c(I(CX),pEE?C(ICX)) is a t-structure on
Eb (ICx) and its heart

Perv(ICy) := PEz(ICx) NPEZ"(ICx)
is equivalent to the abelian category Modye(Dx):
Sol% () [dx]: Modpe (Dx)?? = Perv(ICy).

Moreover, the following diagram is commutative:

Sol (1)[dx]
MOdhol (Dx)OP = PeI‘V(I(Cx)
U JGXOLX
op ~
Mod,,(Dx) SO Perv(Cx).

Remark that the author reproved the regular Riemann—Hilbert correspondence (Theo-
rem [LT]) by using the irregular Riemann—Hilbert correspondence (Theorem [[3) in [Tto23].

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

Moreover, the author proved an algebraic version of Theorem in [Tto21] as below.
Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over C and denote by X a smooth completion
of X (i.e., X is a smooth complete algebraic variety over C which contains X as an
open subvariety and X \ X is a normal crossing divisor of X ). Remark that thanks
to Nagata’s compactification theorem |[Naga, Thm. 4.3] and Hironaka’s desingularization
theorem [Hiro], such an X exists for any smooth algebraic variety X over C.

We denote by ER (ICx_) the triangulated category of algebraic C-constructible en-
hanced ind-sheaves on a bordered space X2 = (X" X an)  Here, X®" (resp. X an) ig the
underlying complex manifold of X (resp. X). See [DKI6, Def. 3.2.1] for the definition
of bordered spaces, [[to21] Defs. 3.1, 3.10] for the definition of algebraic C-constructible
enhanced ind-sheaves.

Theorem 1.5 ([[to21, Thm. 3.11, Prop. 3.14]). There exists an equivalence of categories
SOII)E(OO : DE01<DX)OP ;> EE—C<I(CXOO)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Sol%oo
Dy, (Dx ) = Eg . (ICx..)
U Jexgg OLng
D}, (Dx)” ol Dg_.(Cx),



where the second horizontal arrow s the algebraic regular Riemann—Hilbert correspon-
dence.

Here, exan 0 tyam: D?(Cx) — EP(ICxan) is the natural embedding functor from the
derived category DP(Cyx) of sheaves of C-vector spaces on X to the triangulated category
EP(ICxan) of enhanced ind-sheaves on X2". See [KS16, Def.2.19] and also [DK21, The
paragraph before Notation 2.3] for the details. See [[£021} §3.2] for the definition of Soly_.

Moreover, the author showed that there exists a t-structure on the triangulated cat-
egory E2 (ICx_ ) whose heart is equivalent to the abelian category Mody,(Dx) of al-
gebraic holonomic Dyx-modules as follows. Let us recall that the triangulated cate-
gory DR _(Cx) of algebraic C-constructible sheaves on X" has the perverse t-structure
(PDE%(Cx),”DZ%(Cx)) and denote by Perv(Cx) the heart of its t-structure, see [BBD]
(also [HT'T) Thm. 8.1.27]) for the details. We set

PEZY(ICx,.) :== {K € Eg (ICx.) | shxam(K) € PDZ%(Cx)},
PEE(ICx,.) = {K € ER (ICx..) | shxa(K) € PDZ"(Cx)}
= {K € E¢_.(ICx..) | DXu(K) € PEZ(ICx.)}

C
and we have:

Theorem 1.6 ([[to21, Thm. 3.20, Prop. 4.8)). The pair ("EZ"(ICx_.),?EZ°(ICx..)) is a
t-structure on ER_(ICx_ ) and its heart

Perv(ICy, ) :=PEZ.(ICx. ) NPEg"(ICx..)
is equivalent to the abelian category Modye(Dx) of holonomic Dx-modules:
Sol%_ (-)[dx]: Modpe(Dx)?” — Perv(ICx..).
Moreover, the following diagram is commutative:

Sol%  ()ldx]

Modye (Dx ) = Perv(ICx_.)
U JexggOLng
MOdrh(DX)OP W Perv((CX).

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[l.2] by using subanalytic sheaves instead of enhanced ind-
sheaves as below. We denote by D (C}JQROO) the derived category of subanalytic sheaves
on an analytic bordered space X X R.,. See [Kasl6l § 3.4] and also [[to24al § 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 [KS01l, § 6] and [Pre0g].



Theorem 1.7 ([Kasl6, §5.4]). Then there exists a fully faithful functor:
Solk : Dpy(Dx)? < D" (C¥g..)-

In [Tto24a], the author defined enhanced subanalytic sheaves, and explained a rela-
tion between enhanced ind-sheaves and enhanced subanalytic sheaves. Let us denote by
EP(C%") the triangulated category of enhanced subanalytic sheaves on X and denote
by E2 .(C5¢") the one of R-constructible enhanced ind-sheaves on X. See [[to24a §. 3.3,
Def. 3.19] for the definitions. Then we have:

Theorem 1.8 ([[to24al Thms. 3.15, 3.20, 3.38, 3.39]). There exist fully faithful functors:
I§: E°(CY") = E°(ICx),  RyY™: E"(CY") = D"(C{%x.)
and the functor 1% induces an equivalence of categories:
I3+ Ep(CX") — Ep_(ICx).
Moreover, there exists a fully faithful functor
Soly™": Dy (Dx)? —+ E.(CY")

and the following diagram is commutative:

D"(C¥%x..)
Sol ™ ()[1] J\ -
RX,su
Db D )op( Eb (Csub) C Eb((csub)
hol( X go Esub R-c X X
Olx
(k I;E(lz [15
olx
Eb (ICx) C E"(ICy).

Moreover, the author defined C-constructibility for enhanced subanalytic sheaves, and
prove that there exists an equivalence of categories between the triangulated category
E2_(C¢P) of C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves on X and that of holonomic
Dx-modules. See [[£024D), Def. 4.16] for the definition of E&_(C5P).

Theorem 1.9 ([[to24b] Thms. 4.19, 4.22, Prop. 4.21]). The functor I% induces an equiv-
alence of categories:

I+ B (CX") — Eg (ICx).

Esub . . :
Moreover, the functor Soly™ induces an equivalence of categories:

Soly™™: D (Dx)™” — Eg_(C%)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Solg’sub
Dy (Dx) ~ Ez.(CY")
U Jei?bopm
D}, (Dx)%” ol Dz (Cx).



See [[£024D, Prop. 4.21] for the detail of the functor e®opx,: D2 (Cx) — ER (C%P).
One can summarize the above results about the irregular Riemann—Hilbert correspon-
dence in the following commutative diagram:

D"(Clk..)
Sol L5 ()1 REm
DR(Dx)? — o BRCY)  C BRL(CY) B
so@; 1% 1% 2 1%
Eb (ICy) C E: (ICx) C E"(ICy).

1.8 Algebraic Irregular Riemann—Hilbert Correspondence and
Enhanced Subanalytic Sheaves
In [Ito24b], the author proved an algebraic version of Theorem Let X be a smooth

algebraic variety over C again, and denote by X a smooth completion of X. We denote by
E%_C(Ci}‘i) the triangulated category of algebraic C-constructible enhanced subanalytic

sheaves on a real analytic bordered space X2 = (X X™). See [[to24D, Defs. 5.5, 5.9]
for the definition of algebraic C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves.

Theorem 1.10 ([Ifo24b, Thm. 5.6, 5.10, Prop. 5.12]). The functor Ixum induces an equiv-
alence of categories:
[)]%gg: EE—C<(C§1(1}>)0> ;> Eg-c<ICXm>'

Moreover, there exists an equivalence of categories:
E,sub | b op ~ b sub
SOlXoo . Dhol(DX) 5 EC-C(C oo)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Soli’zb
DEOl (DX)OP = EE—C<C§?};)
U j\ei‘ggg Ongg*
D}, (Dx)%” ol D2 (Cx).

See [[to24b, Prop.4.21] for the detail of the functor ei‘ggg o pxan: DR (Cx) —
E2_(CsP). See [[to24bl Prop. 5.21] for the details.



One can summarize the above results about the algebraic irregular Riemann—Hilbert
correspondence in the following commutative diagram:

b op ~ b sub b sub
Dhol(DX) Go Essub EC—C(C oo) C E (CXgé‘)
Xoo
W E
Sol% Ing 2 I}E(gg
(oo}

EE—C(ICXoo) C Eb(ICX&?)

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.] for the analytic
case, Definition 2.IT] for the algebraic case, and main results are Theorems 2.4], for the
analytic case, Theorems [2.14] 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 [2.20] 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 .1 and main results of this section are
Theorems 2.4], 2.5l

Let X be a complex manifold and denote by E2 _(C5#) the triangulated category of C-
constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves. See [[to24al The paragraph before Lem. 3.10]
for the definition of enhanced subanalytic sheaves, [[to24bl Def. 4.16] for the definition of
C-constructible enhanced subanalytic sheaves. Let us recall that there exist functors

pxl: DY(CHY) = D(Cy), sy BY(CYY) — DY(CY)

and
p;(l o shi?b: Eb(Ciyb) — Db((CX).

See [Pre08| p.5] and also [[to24al, § 3.1] for the definition of py', [[to24al The paragraph
before Prop. 3.23] for the definition of shi".

Definition 2.1. Let us define full subcategories of E2_(C52®) by
PEcL(CRY) = {K € Eg(CY") | px' (sh¥"(K)) € "D (Cx)},
PEg.(C¥") = {K € E2(CY") | py' (shx"(K)) € "DL(Cx)}.

Here, the pair (pDéf)c((CX),pD%_OC(CX)) is the perverse t-structure on the triangulated
category D2 _(Cx) of C-constructible sheaves on X.

Then there exists a relation between the pair (pEé_Oc(Ciyb),pE%_OC(Ci}lb)) and the t-
structure (PEZY(ICx),?EZ%(ICx)) on ER_(ICy) which is defined in [[t020, Def. 4.2].

Proposition 2.2. For any K € E2_(C5*), we have
(1) K € "EE2(CE) = I8(K) € "B (ICx),
(2) K € PEELCRY) = [8(K) € "EZ)(ICx).
Proof. This follows from Lemma 23] below. O
Lemma 2.3. For any K € EP(CSP), there exists an isomorphism in D*(Cx):
px' (sh¥"(K)) ~shy (I¥(K)).
Namely, we have the following commutative diagram:

E

EP(C") — = EP(ICy)

shi‘;bl lsh X

Db (C) D"(Cx).

—1
Px



Proof. Let us recall that there exists a fully faithful functor
Ix: DP(C5) — DP(ICy)

from the triangulated category DP(C5¢") of subanalytic sheaves on X to the triangulated
category DP(ICy) of ind-sheaves on X which has the right adjoint functor

RJy: D*(ICx) — DP(C5).
See [[to24al, Prop. 3.6] for the details. We also recall that there exists a functor
Ishy : E°(ICy) — D(ICy)
such that shxy = ax o Ishy. Here,
ay: DP(ICx) — DP(Cy)
is an exact left adjoint of the fully faithful functor
tx: DP(Cy) < DP(ICx).

See [DK21| p.35] for the definition of Ishy, [KS01, Def. 3.3.18] for the definition of ax.
Let K € EP(CS*®). Then we have isomorphisms in DP(Cy):
shy (IX(K)) ~ ax (Ishx (I¥(K)))

~ py' (RJx (Ishx (I¥(K))))

~ px' (sh}” (J} (IX(K))))

~ le (Shsub )
where in the second isomorphism we used [[to24al, Prop.3.7(3)(ii)], in the third isomor-
phism we used [[to24al, Prop.3.26(3)] and in the forth isomorphism we used [Ito24al,

Thm.3.18(1)].
The proof is completed. O

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

Theorem 2.4. The pair (PEZ(C),PEZ%(C%P)) is a t-structure on E&_ (C®) and its
heart

Perv(C}") = "B (CX") NPEEL(CR")
is equivalent to the abelian category Perv(ICx) which is defined in [Tto20, Thm. 4.5/
1% : Perv(C5") = Perv(ICyx).

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 2221 [to20, Thm. 4.5] and [Ito24b
Thm. 4.19]. The second assertion follows from Proposition and [[to24b, Thm. 4.19].
U

Let us denote by (Dhol(DX) Dhol(DX)) the standard t-structure on DP (Dx) such
that MOdhd(Dx) = Dhol(DX> N Dhol<DX)
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Theorem 2.5. For any M € D} (Dx), we have
(1) M eD(Dyx) & Soly™™ (M) e PEZ (T3,
(2) M € Dii(Dx) & Soly™ (M) € PEZ(CR").
Moreover, the functor SOI%SUb induces an equivalence of categories:
Sol*™ ()[dx]: Modpe (Dx)% =+ Perv(C%P).

Proof. The assertions (1) and (2) follow from Proposition 2.2 [[to20, Thm. 4.5] and
[[to24al, Thm. 3.39]. The last assertion follows from (1), (2) and [[to24b, Thm. 4.19]. O

We shall call an object of Perv(CS%") an enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf. From
now on we prove some properties of enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaves.

Let us denote by D'Y™"": EP(C2P)P — EP(C5P) the duality functor for enhanced
subanalytic sheaves. See [[to24al The paragraph before Lem. 3.24] for the definition.

Proposition 2.6. The duality functor Di’sub induces an equivalence of categories:
DY Pery(C3) P 5 Perv(C3P).
Proof. This proposition follows from Lemma 2.7 below. O
Lemma 2.7. We have
PEZS(CY) = {K € B (CY") | D™ (K) € "ES2(C™)}.
Proof. Let K € E2_(C%¢"). Then we have
K € PEZ°(CY") <= IR(K) € PEZ°(ICx)
by Proposition (2) and we have
I8(K) € "EZ(ICx) <= DY (I¥(K)) € ES(ICx)

by [[£020, Lem. 4.1]. Here, D% : EP(ICy)°" — EP(ICy) is the duality functor for enhanced
ind-sheaves. See [DKI6, Def. 4.8.1] for the definition. Since there exists an isomorphism
in D°(CYP)

by [Ito24al, Prop. 3.25 (1)], we have 1somorph1sms in Eb(I(CX)

1 (D50 = 1% (75 (0§ (15(K)))) =~ D (15(5))
K) €

2 (ICx) and [[to24b]

where in the second isomorphism we used the fact D% (I
Thm. 3.19]. Therefore we have

DY (IX(K)) € "BE,(1Cx) «= 1§ (DY™(K)) € "Eg(ICx)

and hence

1% (DR™(K) ) € "EES(ICx) = DY™(K) € "B (CY")

by Proposition (1).
The proof is completed. 0

11



Recall that there exists the natural embedding functor:
X" 0 px.: DE.(Cx) — E2.(CY).
See [[to24b, Prop. 4.21] for the details.
Proposition 2.8. We have
(1) for any F € PDZ°(Cx), we have e (px.(F)) € PEZ2(C),
(2) for any F € PDZ°(Cx), we have e (px.(F)) € PEZ2(C).

Moreover, the functor e2° o px. induces a fully faithful embedding:

e 0 px.: Perv(Cx) «— Perv(C3P)

and the following diagram is commutative:

Sol'y™*P () [dx]

MOdhOl (DX ) op = Perv (Ci}lb)
U Jex OPX *
MOdrh<Dx)0p W PeI'V(Cx).

Proof. The first and second assertions follow from [Ito20, Prop.4.8 (1), (2)], [[to24al
Props. 3.4 (4)(i), 3.21] and Proposition 2.2 The last assertion follows from the first and
second assertions and [[to24b, Cor. 4.23]. O

Proposition 2.9. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of complex manifolds. We
assume that there exists a non-negative integer d € Zsq such that dim f~(y) < d for any
y € Y. Here, dim f~1(y) is the dimension of f~'(y) as an analytic space. Then we have

(1) for any K € PEZ"(C%P), we have EfyK € PEZ%(C3),
(2) for any K € PEZ°(C3), we have Efy K € PEZ4(C3P).

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition 22 (1), [[to20, Prop. 4.9 (1)] and [[to24al,
Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii)]. The assertion (2) follows from Proposition (2), [[to20, Prop.4.9
(2)] and [[to24al Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii)]. O

Proposition 2.10. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of compler manifolds. We assume
that there exists a non-negative integer d € Z>qo such that dim f~!(y) < d for anyy € Y.
Then we have

(1) for any L € PEZ%(C3*) we have Ef 'L € PEZ%(C%P),
(2) for any L € PEZ%(C3) we have Ef'L € PEZ_*(CE).

Proof. The assertion (1) follows from Proposition (1), [[to20, Prop.4.10 (1)] and
[[to24a, Prop.3.16 (2)(i)]. The assertion (2) follows from Proposition (2), [Ito20,
Prop. 4.10 (2)] and [Ito24al, Prop. 3.16 (2)(iii)]. O

12



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 X a smooth completion of
X. We shall recall that there exist functors

pxi: DP(C¥R) = D*(Cx),  shi: EP(Cxh) — DP(CY)

and
p}ég o shi}lc%: Eb(Ci‘i%.) — D"(Cy).

See [[to24al, § 3.1] for the definition of pyi., [[to24al, The paragraph before Prop. 3.23] for
the definition of shig.

Definition 2.11. We define full subcategories of ER_(C$ ) by
ES(CYY) = (K € BL(CY2) | pile (shss (K)) € "DEL(C)),
B20(C0) = {K € BY,(CE®) | pirky (shxes (K)) € PDZ%(Cx)}.

Here, the pair (pDéOC(CX) "DZ ((CX)) is the perverse t-structure on the triangulated
category D (Cxan) of algebralc C-constructible sheaves on X", See [HTT, Def. 4.5.6,
Thm. 8.1.27] for the details.

Then there exists a relation between the pair (pE<O (C2), "B (C¢)) and the t-

structure (PEZL(ICy, ),”?EZ%(ICx..)) on ER (ICx. ) which is defined in [[to21], Def. 3.18].
Let us recall that there exists an equivalence of categories:

IRt B2 (CR)) = B2 (ICx..).
See [[to24bl Thm. 5.10] and also [[to24al, Thm. 3.15] for the details.
Proposition 2.12. For any K € E_(C%>), we have
(1) K € "EZL(CRY) <= IXw(K) € "B (ICx,,),
(2) K € "EE(C) <= I%u(K) € PEE)(ICx,,).
Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.13] below. O

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

Lemma 2.13. For any K € E*(C), there exists an isomorphism in DP(Cx):

pxae (sh¥m (K)) =~ shyan (I¥an (K)) .

Then we obtain the following two theorems which are main theorems of this paper.
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Theorem 2.14. The pair (pEEOC((CSUb) PEZ. (C%2)) s a t-structure on ER_(C¢") and
its heat
Perv(CY) := PEZ5,(CY2) NPEZL(CRY)

is equivalent to the abelian category Perv(ICx_ ) which is defined in [[to21, Def. 3.20]:
[an : Perv(CYY) — Perv(ICx.,).

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 212, [[to21, Thm. 3.19] and [Ito24b,
Thm. 5.10]. The second assertion follows from Proposition 212 and [Ito24b, Thm. 5.10].
O

Let us denote by (D<0 (Dx), D;ﬂ(DX)) the standard t-structure on DP_(Dx) such
that MOdhOl(Dx) = Dhol(DX) N Dhol(DX)

Theorem 2.15. For any M € D} (Dx), we have
(1) M € D(Dx) & Soly™"(M) € PEZS(CRL),
(2) M € D(Dx) & Solyl"(M) € PEZ(CR2).

Moreover, the functor Solg’:oub induces an equivalence of categories:
Soly* ™ ()[dx]: Modye(Dx ) — Perv(C).

Proof. The assertions (1) and (2) follow from Proposition 212 [Ito21, Thm. 3.19] and
[[to24bl, Thm. 5.14]. The last assertion follows from (1), (2) and [Ito24b, Thm. 5.14]. O

We shall call an object of Perv(C3%") an algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic
sheaf. From now on we prove some properties of algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic
sheaves.

Let us denote by D5’ Eb(Ci‘g%)Op — Eb(Ci}‘%) the duality functor for enhanced
subanalytic sheaves. See TIt024a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.24] for the definition.

Proposition 2.16. The duality functor D?(’ggb induces an equivalence of categories:
Dg’;b : Perv(C3 ) — Perv(CYP).
Proof. This proposition follows from Lemma 217 below. O]

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
PEZS(CYY) = {K € R (CY") | DES"(K) € "BE%(C2)}.
Recall that there exists the natural embedding functor:
X © Pzt DE(Cx) — B (CX").

See [[to24bl Prop. 4.21] for the details.
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Proposition 2.18. We have
(1) for any F € "DZ°(Cx), we have eXin (Pxans(F)) € PEZS (C),
(2) for any F € PDE(Cx), we have e (pxan(F)) € PEZS(CE).
Moreover, the functor ei‘ggg o pxany induces a fully faithful embedding:
ei‘ggg o pxan,: Perv(Cx) < Perv(C{)
and the following diagram is commutative:

Sol’y™™ () [dx]

Mody(Dx)°P = Perv(Ci?i)
U Jei}‘&, opxan
op ~
Mod,,(Dx) SO Perv(Cx).

Proof. The first, second and third assertions follow from [Ito21l Prop.3.21], [Ito24al
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]. O

Let us recall that there exist a morphism jyan: X3 — X of bordered spaces and a

functor
Ejxan: E°(CY2) — EP(CYL)).

Xan
See [[to24al, §§2.4, 3.3] for the details. Then we have the following lemma. Remark

that a bordered space X2 is isomorphic to X an - where X2 is identified with a bordered
space (X X)), See [[to21, Lem. 2.3] for the details. Hence, we can define a t-structure

<pEé-0c<(C}lb)a P E%_Oc((j}lb)> on E%_C(C}‘b) by Definition 2111
Lemma 2.19. For any K € EX (ICx_ ), we have

(1) K € "EZ(CYY) <= Ejxzn(K) € PEg(C),

(2) K € "EZ,(ICx,.) <= Ejxan(K) € "EZ,(ICx).

Proof. Since the proof of (2) is similar, we shall only prove (1). Let K € E&_(ICy_). By
Proposition 2.12] we have

K € ’EZ’(CY) <= IXu(K) € PEE..(ICx,, ).
Moreover, by [Ito21, Lem. 3.23] we have
I3 (K) € PEZ\(ICx.,) <= Ejxanl¥u(K) € PEZ(ICk).
Since, we have an isomorphism in E°(IC )
Ejxann ¥ (K) = 1%, Ejxan (K)
by [[to24al, Lem. 3.19 (2)(ii)], we have
EjxunlYu(K) € PEZ.(ICg) <= Ejxan(K) € PEZL(CE")

by Proposition [2.12
The proof is completed. 0
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Let us recall that the triangulated category ER (C5") is the full triangulated subcat-
egory of E&_(CS2h,), see [[to24h), Cor. 5.7] for the details.

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

(1) PEZS(CYP) = PEZ)(Ch) NER_(CYP),
(2) pE%i(Cg}lb) = pE([ZZE)c(C?)?En) m E}():—c((c?)?b)

Proof. Since the proof of (2) is similar, we shall only prove (1).
Let K be an object of PEZ°(C%P). Then there exists an object M € Dpy(Dx) such
that
K ~ Sol?™"(M)[dx](= Sol'gse® (M)

by [[to24bl Thm. 5.14] and Theorem (2). Here,
() Mod(Dy) — Mod(Dxan)

is the analytification functor. Since the analytification functor is exact, we have M &
D; ) (Dxan), and hence we have

SOl (M) dx] € PEE)(CR)
by Theorem (2). Therefore we obtain
K € "EZ(C¥h) NER(CY").

Let K be an object of PEZ) (C3h) NER (C3P). Since K € EX (C3P) there exists an
object M € DP (D) such that

K =~ Sol'y®™ (M) [dx]( = Sol'gi®(M™)[dx])

by [[to24b, Thm.5.14]. Since K € PEz(ICxm) we have M* € D{(Dxa) by The-
orem (2), and hence we obtain M € Di(Dx) because the analytification functor
(1)*: Mod(Dx) — Mod(Dxan) is exact and faithful. Therefore we have

K =~ Sol§(M)[dx] € PEZ°(C3)
by Theorem (2). -

Let us recall that any morphism f: X — Y of smooth algebraic varieties induces a
morphism f2: X2 — Y2" of bordered spaces. See [[to21} § 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 € Zsq such that dim f~(y) < d for any

yeyY.
(1) For any K € pEéi(C%ﬂ) we have EfE,K € pEéi(Ci}f)'

a
ool!

2) For any K € pE%?c(Ci}li) we have Ef22 K € pngd(Cﬁfj).

-C

(2)
(3) For any L € pEéi(C?ﬁfj) we have E(f2)7'L € pEéi(Cil(li)'
(4)

For any L € PEZ°(C3) we have E(f2)'L € PEZ_(C%).
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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 PEZ° (C%”). Then we have Ejyun(K) € pEé_Oc((Cil;b) by Lemma
219 (1) and hence
EjxunK € PEZ2(CE ) NER (CE)

Xan

by Lemma (1). Let us denote by f: X 5 Ya morphism of complete algebraic
varieties such that f|xy = f and denote by f*: X?" — Y®" the morphism of complex
manifolds which is induced by f. Then we have

Efi" (Ejxan(K)) € PESL(CE)

Yan

by Proposition (1). Since the functor Eﬁ?nz Eb(C}‘fn) — Eb(C%l;) preserves the
algebraic C-constructibility, we have

Efi" (Ejxan(K)) € B (C2).
Hence by the fact that there exists an isomorphism of functors:
Ejyan 0 By = Bfi" o Ejxan,
we have
Ejyen (Bf2(K)) ~ Bfi" (Bjxen(K)) € "EEL(CE) NER,(C)

and hence
Ejyan (Ef2,(K)) € "BZL(CE")

by Lemma (1). Therefore, we have
EfiK € "EEL(CY)
by Lemma 2.19 (1). O

Corollary 2.22. Let Z be a locally closed smooth subvariety of X. We denote by
igan: 250 — XZ the morphism of bordered spaces induced by the natural embedding
Z — X.

(1) For any K € PEZ.(C$™) we have EizayK € PEZ%(CEP).
(2) For any K € PEg.(C$™) we have Eizm, K € PEZ°(C).
(3) For any L € PEZ’(C%®) we have Eiznl € PEZY (C3P).
(4) For any L € PEZ,(CY®) we have EiyuL € PEZ,(CHP).
In particular, if Z is open (resp. closed), then the functor
Ei}ég ~ EZ'ZSO (resp. Bigany ~ Eigan,)

18 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 Eiza, and Eizay induce exact
functors form Perv(C$P) to Perv(C):

Eizany, Eizany: Perv(C3Y) — Perv(CE).

These follow from Theorem 2.14] [Ito24al Prop.3.16 (2)(ii), (3)(i), (4)(ii)], and [[to21]
Rem. 3.28].

Notation 2.24. For a functor % : EX_(ICx_) — E&_(ICy..), we set
bF :=PH" 0 .F: Perv(ICx_) — Perv(ICy, ),

where PH 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(f2) =P HY o B(f2) 1 Perv(Ci}i) — PerV(Ci}l:;),
PE(f2) = PH" o E(f2)": Perv(Cy) — Perv(CP),
PEf2 :="H% o Ef,: Perv(C{) — Perv(CyP),
PEfY, :=P"H o Ef*): Perv(C%" ) — Perv(C™).
In this paper, for an object K € Eb((Ci‘g%), let us define the support of K by the

complement of the union of open subsets U*" of X*" such that K|y := Eif]égK ~ ( and
denote it by supp(K’). Namely, we set

C

supp(K) := U v C X
Uan C Xan, K‘Uggzo
open
Note that we have
U U — U Van
Uan C AX’an7 K‘Ugg:(] Van )(an7 K‘Vanzo
open open
Moreover, for a locally closed smooth subvariety Z of X, we set
Perv;(C¥) := {K € Perv(C¥") | supp(K) C Z*"}.

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

—1
pEZzgg

Perv(C%) ~ Perv(C3P).
Eizany

Furthermore for any K € Perv,(C") there exists an isomorphism in Perv(C3P)
PEijn K ~ "Eiyu K.

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14] [Ito24al, Prop. 3.16 (2)], and [Ito21]
Prop. 3.30] O
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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(C5) is called simple if it contains no subobjects in Perv(C" ) 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 [[to21]
§3.4] for the details.

Proposition 2.27. We have the following:

(1) For any K € Perv(C), K is simple if and only if IE&?(K) € Perv(ICx,) is
simple.

(2) For any K € Perv(ICx.,), K is simple if and only if Jyum(K) € Perv(C¥2) is
simple.

Proof. The assertion (2) follows from the assertion (1) and Theorem [Z14. We shall prove
the assertion (1).

Let K € Perv(C") be a simple algebraic enhanced subanalytic sheaf and L €
Perv(ICx,,) a subobject of I%uw(K) which is not isomorphic to Ia (K). Then Jiu(L)
is a subobject of J)]‘%gg(lggg(l()) ~ K in Perv(C¥") which is not isomorphic to K by
Theorem 2141 Since K is simple, we have J)E(gg (L) ~ 0 and hence L ~ 0 by Theorem
T4 Therefore, I%.(K) is simple.

Let K € Perv(C¥?) and assume that Y. (K) is simple. We take a subobject L of
K which is not isomorphic to K. Since I}w(L) is a subobject of I%.(K) which is not
isomorphic to I%,.(K) by Theorem 214 and I%,.(K) is simple, we have I%,.(L) ~ 0 and
hence L ~ 0 by b°°y Theorem [2.141 Therefore, K is simple. h

The proof is completed. 0

Let us recall that a non-zero perverse sheaf F € Perv(Cy) 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(Cy), the algebraic
enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf eXa (pxans(F)) € Perv(CYY) is also simple.

Proof. This follows from Proposition (1), [Tto24al, Props. 3.4 (4)(i), 3.21] and [[to21]
Prop. 3.35]. O

We denote by E°(C%2,) the heart with respect to the standard t-structure on EP(C2).
See [[to24al, Prop. 3.12] for the details. In this paper, we shall say that K" € E°(C¥2) 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 C X of z and a non-negative integer k such that K|ya ~ (Cpam™)®k . See

[[to24a, The paragraph before Lem. 3.17] for the definition of (C[E]fﬁl b Note that for any
enhanced local system K of subanalytic type on X, there exists an integrable connection
L on X such that K ~ Sol?g:o“b(ﬁ) € Eg (C"). In particular K[dx] is an algebraic
enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf on X,,. Note also that for any K € EO(C?{%), K is
an enhanced local system of subanalytic type if and only if I%..(K) is an enhanced local
system which is defined in [Ito21, The paragraph before Prop.§.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 s affine. Then for any simple
algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf K on X, the image of the canonical
morphism Eizan K — Eizan, K 1s also simple, and it is characterized as the unique
simple submodule (resp. unique simple quotient module) of Bigan, 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 (Eizgé\!!L[dz] — E’lzgg*[;[dz])

(3) Let (Z,L) be as in (1) and (Z', L") be another such pair. Then we have
Im (Bizasn Lldz] — Bizs.Lldz)) ~ Tm (Biza L [dz] — Figse, L' [dz))

if and only if Z = 7' and there exists an open dense subset U of Z N Z' such that

L|yan ~ L'\yan. Here, the symbol (-) is the closure in X.

Proof. This proposition follows from Proposition 227, [Ito24al, Prop. 3.16 (2)(ii), (3)(i),
(4)(i1)], [Tto24bl Prop. 3.4] and [Ito21), Prop. 3.36] O

From now on, we shall consider the image of the canonical morphism
pEizgg”K — pEizgg*K

for a locally closed smooth subvariety Z of X (not necessarily the natural embedding
iz: Z < X is affine) and K € Perv(C}"). Remark that the canonical morphism

pEizgg”K — pEizgg*K
is induced by the canonical morphism of functors Perv(C3}P) — Perv(C?)
PEigany — PEigzan,

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(C3"), we call the image of the canonical morphism
pEizgg”K — pEizgg*K

the minimal extension of K along Z, and denote it by PEizan, K.
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Since the category Perv(C%") is abelian, the minimal extension Eiza K of K €
Perv(C3®) along Z is also an algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic sheaf on Xo.
Moreover we have a functor

PEizann.: Perv(CyY) — Perv(CE).

REMARK 2.31. (1) If Z is open then we have Ez}éo (pEiZgg”*K) ~ K by the definition
of minimal extensions along 7.

(2) If Z is closed then we have PEizay K ~ Eizan, K ~ Eiza K € Peer(Cig’o) 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
pE’L.Zgg”*(') ~ Im (Elzggu() — Elzgg*())

by the fact that the functors Eiza, and Eigzay are t-exact with respect to the
perverse t-structures, see Remark 2.23] for the details.

Let us recall that for any K € Perv(ICy_ ), we call the image of the canonical morphism
pEizgg”K — pEizgg*K

the minimal extension of K along Z, and denote it by PEizan, K. See [[to21) Def. 3.37] for
the details. The following proposition means that the minimal extension functor PEi zan,
commutes with functors I and J*.

Proposition 2.32. The following diagrams are commutative:

PEizan)., PEizan),

Perv(ICy_) =— Perv(ICx_) Perv(IC,_) =— Perv(ICx_)
Perv(C3P) T Perv(C), Perv(C3P) T Perv(C3).

Namely, for any L € Perv(C3P) there exists an isomorphism in Perv(ICx_):
[Xan ("Eigani L) ~ "Ei gany. (I jan (L))
and for any K € Perv(ICyz_) there exists an isomorphism in Perv(CS ):
Jan (PEizann K) = PBizays (S (K)).
Proof. Let L € Perv(C%®). Then we have isomorphisms in Perv(ICx_,)

I)%gg (pEizgé\!!L) ~ I)%gg (pHO<EiZgé111L))
~ PHO(I%an (Biggni L))
~ pHO(E’iZgéx!![Egé] (L))

~ PEi zaon I un (L)
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where in the second isomorphism we used the fact that the functor 1 Egg is t-exact with
respect to the perverse t-structures by Proposition and in the third isomorphism
we used [[to24a, Prop.3.16 (2)(ii)]. In the similar way, we have an isomorphism in
Perv(ICx,.):

I ("Eigan, L) ~ PEizs, L7 (L).

Therefore we obtain isomorphisms in Perv(IC5 ):

IR ("Eigann L) ~ IXan (Im ("Eizgn L — "Eizan. L))
~ Im (I¥a ("EizanL) = [an("Eize, L))
~ Im ("Eizgn (17 (L)) = "Eiza.(I7u(L)))
~ PEi zany L an (L)
where in the second isomorphism we used fact that the functor I)E(gg is t-exact with
respect to the perverse t-structures by Proposition 212] 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. O

The following proposition means that the minimal extension functor PEizany, com-
mutes with the duality functor.

Proposition 2.33. The following diagram is commutative:

PEizan.

Perv(C3P)or Perv(C5> )or
Dggg lg ?lDEgg
Perv(C3™) T~ Perv(Cy).

Namely, for any K € Perv(CyP), there exists an isomorphism in Perv(C3):
DXan ("Eizann ) ~ PEizany. (D5 K).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem [Z14], Proposition 232 [[to24a, Prop. 3.25
(1), (2)], [lto24b, Thm. 4.19] and [Ito21l Prop. 3.39]. O

Let us recall that the minimal extension PRiyz.F of a perverse sheaf F' along 7 is
defined by the image of the canonical morphism

pRiZar\[F%pRizan*F,

where PRizan 1= PH? 0 Rigan), PRigon, := PH° 0 Rigan, and PH? 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.
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Proposition 2.34. The following diagram is commutative:

PEigani.

Perv(CyP) Perv(CgP)
ehonza JA Q Jei?ggoﬂxgg*
Perv(Cy) T~ Perv(Cx).

Namely, for any F € Perv(Cy), there exists an isomorphism in Perv(CigP ) :

e (P2 ("Riz, F)) = B 7 (e384 (pz (F))).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14] Proposition [232], [Tto24al Prop. 3.21]
and [[to21l Prop. 3.40]. O

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 PEiyan K of K €
PerV(C?}lo'z) along U 1is characterized as the unique algebraic enhanced perverse subanalytic
sheaf L on X, satisfying the conditions

(1) E’i[_]inL ~ K?
(2) EiywL € EZH(CRY),
(3) Eiya L € EZL(CHY).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem [ZT4] Propositions 212 232 [Ito24al
Prop. 3.16 (2)(i), (iii)] and [[to21l Prop. 3.42]. O

Furthermore the minimal extensions along U have following properties.
Proposition 2.36. In the situation as above, for any K € Perv(C?}fi)

(1) PEiyan K € Perv(C® ) has no non-trivial subobject in Perv(C ) whose support is
contained in W,

(2) PEiyannK € Perv(C®) has no non-trivial quotient object in Perv(C> ) whose sup-
port is contained in Wa".

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem .14, Propositions and [Ito21]
Prop. 3.43]. O

Corollary 2.37. In the situation as above, the minimal extension PEigan, K of K €
Perv(C?}‘o'Z) along U has neither non-trivial subobject nor non-trivial quotient object in
Perv(C5>) whose support is contained in W™,
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Proof. This corollary follows from Proposition 2.36 and fact that there exist the canonical
morphisms in Perv(C¢):

pE’iUan”K — pE’iUgé\!!*K — pE’iUgé\*K.
U

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 C X and a closed
subvariety W C X such that Z = UNW and the complement X \U of U is smooth. Then
we have:

(1) (i) For an ezact sequence 0 — K — L in Perv(C3P), the associated sequence
0 — PEizan K — PEizan, L in PerV(Ci}l:;) 18 also exact.

(ii) For an ezact sequence K — L — 0 in Perv(C$Y), the associated sequence
PEizan K — PEizany L — 0 in PerV(Ci}‘i) 18 also exact.

(2) For any simple object in Perv(C3P), its minimal extension along Z is also a simple
object in Perv(CEP).

Proof. This proposition follows from Theorem 2.14] Propositions 2.12], 2.32] and [Ito21],
Thm. 3.47]. 0
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