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FILTRATIONS OF THE PERVERSE SHEAF OF
NEARBY CYCLES IN THE SEMI STABLE SITUATION

by

Pascal Boyer

Abstract. — In the strict semi stable reduction situation, we describe the various
filtrations of the perverse sheaf of nearby cycles coming from the stratification of the
special fiber and determine which extensions given by these filtrations, are split or not.
Considering the similarity with the results of [Boy23], it could be a good introduction
before reading loc. cit.
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1. Introduction

Throughout the paper A will denote either @, Z; or F; where [ is some prime
number distinct from another prime number p equal to the residue characteristic s
of some discrete henselian valuation ring R.
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The computation of nearby cycles R*W(A) for a scheme X — spec R with semi-
stable reduction, is well understood, see [I1194] theorem 3.2 for example. It is also
well known that the complex W(A) := RU(A)[d — 1](%2) of nearby cycles, where
d = dim X, is perverse and autodual relative to the Grothendleck Verdier duality. The
first goal of this work is to describe, when A = Q, or [, its irreducible constituants
in the category of perverse sheaves on Y the geometric special fiber of X.

In [Boy14] we explain, for A = Q;,Z; or F;, given a stratification of Y, how to
construct various filtrations of W(A). The second goal of this work is then to describe
these filtrations and understand which extensions are split or unsplit. We finally
explain how one can define the nilpotent monodromy operator from our computations.

The results are illustrated in figure [Il as explained after using the notations of the
next sections

— Each circle represents a graded part isomorphic to some i{Mp j!(f )A(h)(h_%(k_l))

for 1< h<rand1<k<h, cf notation 3.4l

— The first diagonal line is the first graded part gr/(¥(A)) of the filtration
Fil} (U (A)) of stratification of W(A), cf. definition 4.7, constructed using the
adjunction morphisms j,(h) §™ — Id. Tt also admits a filtration Fill ™" (gr} (¥(A))
for 1 < k < r, where the last graded part grr_,(gr{ (¥(A)), i.e. the top quotient,

corresponds to the circle on the left of this line and corresponds to igl)pj,(j )A(l),
the previous one corresponds to il p](2 A®) (2) and so on until the first one
grr—"(gri (¥(A)), the socle subspace, is isomorphic to i pj, A(T)(” L), of. §

— The second diagonal represents gri(¥(A)) having a filtration Fill™*(gr?(¥(A))

for 2 < k < r, where the last graded parts grr?(gr?(¥(A)) appears on the left of

this line and corresponds to i )pj DA (5 1), the previous one corresponding to

P2 AB) and so on until the first one grr" (grZ(W(A)) = il 7j AN (153),

— The graded parts have to be read from the top to the bottom, in particular the
socle (resp. top) appears in the top (resp. bottom) of the figure and corresponds
t0 it/ PjDAM(251) (resp. it PjIAN (= 151)),

— The nilpotent monodromy operator, defined whatever are the coefficients ring,
is represented by the arcs of circle starting from bottom to top, cf. §1

— Each segment represents some non trivial extensions in the sense that for a
segment with slope 1 (resp. —1) and for I C J C {1,---,r} with 4J \ [ = 1,
G770 (2) (vesp. ir.PiruAr(2)) being an irreducible constituant of the circle
in the top of this segment and ir .27 1. A7(52) (resp. i7.PjsuAs(%552)) being an
irreducible constituant of the circle of the bottom of this segment, then the first
have to appears before the second one as a graded parts of any filtration of W(A):
cf. lemmas [5.] and [6.2] and their dual version.

— The adjunction morphisms gives natural epimorphisms i ) (k A®) ( By —
grf(U(A)) where, when A = 7Z;, we never need to saturate in the sense of
definition 1.9 cf. the discussion after the proof of lemma [6.21
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— Dually we also have monomorphisms cogr, ;. (¥(A)) — iy_kﬂ)jir_k“)/\(“k“)(%)

induced by adjunction morphisms, where for A = Z;, the cokernel are torsion
free.

— For every 1 < h < r and for every h < k < r, the adjunction morphism gives a
epimorphism, cf. B, without taking saturation when A = 7,

k—1-2h—1 L
i) 5B A ) ( 2( )) — Fill % (gri(W(A)).

— Dually the adjunction morphism gives monomorphisms with torsion free coker-
nels, cf.

1—k+2h-1)
5 )

cogr, ,(U(A))/ Fill* (cogr, 5, (¥ (A)) — il +D jETIAETD(
for1<h<randr—h<k<r-—1.

Combining compatibly the symbols 47, i1, jr, j7, the duality symbol D and the
versions (h), on can compute their Ph° either in the Grothendieck group of perverse
sheaves on Y but also their filtrations and decide if the various extensions are split
or not. One example is given in the proposition where we give a new proof of
[Dat12] theorem 2.2 in the strict semi stable case, cf. proposition [6.4L in loc. cit.
the author explains how to reduce from the general semi stable case to the strict one.

In a much more ramified situation given by the special fiber of Kottwitz-Harris-
Taylor Shimura varieties at a split prime p, in [Boy23] we are also able to obtain the
same results which at the end looks very similar to the semi stable reduction case but
the arguments are much more complicated because first, contrary to the semi stable
case, we do not know a priori the sheaf cohomology groups R‘W(A) and secondly
the local systems which appears are not constant sheaves so that their intermediate
extensions for p and p+ do not generally coincide.

2. Nearby cycles in the semi-stable case

Let denote by K a finite extension of Q,, with ring of integers Ok and residue
field k. Recall that a scheme X — spec Ok of finite type is said strictly semi-
stable purely of relative dimension d — 1 if it is, Zariski locally on X, etale over
spec O[T, -+, Tq|/(T1 -+ T, — wgk) for a prime element wy in Ok and an integer
1 <r <d. Note that in particular

— X is regular and flat over spec Ok,
— its generic fiber X, is smooth of relative dimension d — 1,
— its special fiber Y := X is a divisor of X with simple normal crossings.

We now moreover suppose that Y is globally the sum of smooth divisors Y; for i =
1,7
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FiGure 1. Filtrations of ¥(A) when r = 4.

If K is a algebraic closure of K, and X5 := Xy Xspec xspec K with geometric special
fiber X5, we have a diagram of cartesian squares

Xﬁg X (5;))(?

]

e S 5

where (S,7,3) is the strict henselian triple attached to (S, 7, s) and the choice of K.

Let F be a Z-locally constant free sheaf on X, where [ # p. The complexe of
nearby cycles of F
RY(F):=1i Rj,Fy
is an object of the triangulated category of Z;-sheaves on X5 with a continuous action
of Gal(7/n) compatible with its action on X3 moreover this action factors through
the tame quotient Gal(n;/n).

Let Y7, --- Y, be the irreducible components of Y := X5. For a non-empty subset
I'C{L,---,r}, weput Yr :=(),c; Yiand let i; : Y7 — Y be the associated immersion.
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The scheme Y7 is smooth of dimension d — k if kK = 1. We then put

y k) .— U Y7,
IC{1, 1}
=k
and let i*) : Y®) < Y be the associated immersion. For every I C {1,---,r}, we

put

YP =Y\ |JYiug
il

and j; : Y < Y7 the open immersion. We also denote by

k) 0 H Y}Oa

1C{1,--
tI=k

and j®) : Y(#R0 <y y(B),

Theorem 2.1. — (cf. [I1194] theorem 3.2 (c))

Let A be the constant sheaf Zy (or Q, or F;). We then have

— ROU(A) XA,
- R'U(A) & (@Z L Ay,) /A (=1) where A injects diagonally in the sum,
- RIU(A) = ATRYT(A).

3. Image of VU(A) in the Grothendieck group

We now denote by W(A) := R¥(A)[d — 1](%}) which is then a perverse sheaf of
weight 0. If D denote the Grothendieck-Verdier duahty functor then DW(A) = W(A).
In particular when A = Z;, then W(A) is a torsion free perverse sheaf.

The basic tool to determine the perverse irreducible constituants of some perverse

sheaf whose you only know its sheaf cohomology groups is given by the following
classical statements.
Proposition 3.1. — Let D’(X,K) be the derived category of Q,-constructible com-
plexes on a F,-scheme X equipped with the autodual perversity t-structure (resp.
the trivial t-structure) with core the category Perv(X) (resp. Const(X)) of perverse
sheaves (resp. constructible sheaves) on X. For any object F of D(X,Q,), its image
in Groth(Perv(X)) is determined by its image in Groth(Const(X)).

Proof. — Given a locally small triangulated category A, we consider its Grothendieck
group K (A) defined as the free group generated by the isomorphism classes of objects
in A quotiented by the relations: A = B + C' for every distinguished triangle B —

A —s C 2% The result then follows from the following classical lemma. O
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Lemma 3.2. — Let (D=°,D=%) be a derived category equipped with a non-degenerate
t-structure: we denote by C its core, which is then an abelian category of Grothendieck
group Groth(C). The map that associates to an object F of D

> (=1)'[Ph' F] € Groth(C)
induces an isomorphism of the Grothendieck group K(D) of the triangulated category
D onto Groth(C).

Proof. — For any object G of D and for any n € Z, we have a distinguished triangle
TenG — G — Ton G-

such that if G is an object of D=" we have [G] = (—1)"[Ph"G] + [1.+1G] because
T<nG = T<n™>nG = (Ph"G)[n]. Let a and b be such that F is an object of DY,
Applying the above to 7>,F for n varying from a to b, we obtain the equality [F] =
> (=1){[Ph'F], so that the mapping Y., ;[P;] € Groth(C) — >, ;[P;] € K(D) is
the inverse of that in the statement. O

Proposition 3.3. — For A =Q, or F;, and Y a scheme equipped with a stratifica-
tion
y ™) C y (r—1<r) C...C y(asr) — Y,

let P be a perverse A-sheaf on Y. Then the image of P in the Grothendieck group
of perverse A-sheaves on Y is determined by those of Y7, (=1)'["(P)ywm] in the

Grothendieck group of locally constant sheaves on YW = Y((hzhtl) _ X (t1) f5p
alll < h<r.
Proof. — Tt suffices to consider the case of an open immersion j : U — Y of the

complement ¢ : Z — Y. From the distinguished triangle
G F — F — id*F *5,

we deduce that the image of an object F of D’(Y,A) in Groth(Const(Y)) is deter-
mined by that of j*F in Groth(Const(U)) and that of i*F in Groth(Const(Z)). O

We then want to describe the irreducible constituants of W(A) and its various
filtrations by perverse sheaves.
Notation 3.4. — For every [ C {1,--- 7}, we put
—tl
Ar = Aygla—1)(CSH).
For 1 < h < d, we put
d—h
2 )
All these shifted local systems are then perverse sheaves of weight 0 on their support.

A(h) = Ay(h),o [d - h](
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Lemma 3.5. — For A = Q, or Fy, and for I C {1,---,7}, we have the following
equality in the Grothendieck group of perverse shecwes onY:

r—tI

(1) iredrihr =YY g il

k=0 JDI
fI\I=k

4 — 41

).

Remark. note that as the j; are affine, then j;, preserve the perverse t-structure.
When A = 7, it preserves both t-structures p and p+ so that j;,;A; are free perverse
sheaves. Note also that, as Y7 is smooth then ?j; . A; is equal to Ay,[d — 1] and,
when A = 7, also equal to P¥jr.A;.

Proof. — We start from Pj;.A; = Ay,[d — £I] which by proposition B.3] gives us the
equality in the Grothendieck group

r—gl

, . o g — 41
i i =Y Y (=il 5 Jj ).
k=0 JoI
§\I=k
and so
=y 8] —tI
(2) irpJr)Ar = 1P + ; DZ (=1 iy g( 5 )-
T g\I=k

We then argue by induction on §/ by assuming the result true for every J such that
#J > t1: note that the case ]jJ = r is obvious as Y{O1 .y = Y{1,- 13 We then count the

multiplicity of 37,771, A (22 ﬁI) in the right hand side of [2)) with J = I [[{d1, -+ ,is}.

The contribution for a fixed k£ in (2]), by the induction hypothesis, is (g) (—=1)*1 and
the result follows from the classical equality

)

1= Z(—1)’H(Z).

k=1
[
Considering all I C {1,---,r} with the same order, the previous lemma become

r—h
(3) iOrIA = (-1 (h , k) iR () A<h+k>(§>

k=0
(4) iAW = Z (h ;: k) (etkp (rtk) p (et g ).

k=0

Lemma 3.6. — Let s € {1,---,r} be fized and put for every 1 <h C<r

JW YN (YP Y)Y YW ny,i®
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For P := @ué:h Pirwlr, we have the following short exact sequence
s&1

(h),

1
0 — (D jihjl)Agh“)(é) —s )jiés),j# P— P —0,
where A" s the sheaf A supported on | Jiu=n+1 Y. Moreover the extension does not
sel

split.

Proof. — By construction of intermediate extensions, note first that ? j;s | ];(le) P=P
so that Ph%{" P = 0. As moreover the Ph%i" P = 0 for every § < 0 to compute the
last one, i.e. when 0 = —1. we can simply first look at 25(—1)5ph52'§h)P in the

Grothendieck group of perverse sheaves on Y. We start with the following equality

P = Z Z (h+k)w* Py (= +Z Z (h+k1 )i],*ij,!AJ<g>7

k= Oﬁé h+k k= lﬁJ h-Hc

so that

—iP RN P = (1P RSP = S e (1R (i P (5),
sE
o —i£h+1)pjs(ﬁ:1)Agh+l)<%).

Put 5" : Ju—n+1 YP and note that
sel

o) e

so that the image of the adjunction morphism

j§h*+1)9§h+1 ( Bt ) N ph71igh)
has p]ih,jl ALY (5) as a quotient: the previous equality in the Grothendieck group
then tells us that it is an isomorphism. O

Proposition 3.7. — The image of V(A) in the Grothendieck group of perverse
sheaves on X 1is equal to

r—1 r

I B Sl SO Tl

h=1 k=0 =0 k=i+1

Proof. — We fix I C {1,---,r} and, for a closed geometric point z of Y}, we look at
the stalk (h‘W), of h'WU at z. The answer is given by the previous description of the
R'U(A) recalled above:

— for i = 0,we obtain Ald — 1](%),

— for i = 1, we have A¥~1[d — 2]( )(_%)v

— and for ¢ > 2, the isomorphism RZ (A) = A" R'"W(A), gives
d—1—1 1

(=),

ACT) g — 1 — )



NEARBY CYCLES IN THE SEMI STABLE CASE 9

Now using (3]), for a fixed 0 < i < r — 1, the multiplicity of i&h)j!(h)/\(h)(%) in
D kit iﬁk)pj!(f)/\(k)(%) is equal to

(- (1)

k=i+1

Indeed starting with (lf) — (g) = (hgl), by an easy inductive argument we have

M (Y (MY (Y (Y (e
k k—1 0) \k k—2) \k—-1)
We then deduce that for every 1 < h < 7, the restriction to Y0 of 3~ (—1)¢A' P for

P = W(A) coincides with those for P equals to the formula given by the proposition.
The result then follows from the proposition 3.3 O

4. Filtrations of stratification from [Boy14]: generalities

Let S be the spectrum of a finite field and Y a finite-type scheme over S, then the
usual t-structure on D(Y, A) := DY, A) is

AePDY,A) & Vr €Y, hhizA=0, Vk > —dim {z}
AePD(Y,A) & Vr €Y, hbLA=0, Vk < —dim {z}

where i, : spec k(x) — Y and h*(K) is the k-th sheaf of cohomology of K.
Notation 4.1. — We denote by PC(Y, A) the heart pf these t-structure: the coho-
mological functors are then denoted by Phé. For a functor T, we put ?T := Phi® o T..

Remark. PC(Y,A) is a Noetherian abelian category and A-linear. For A a field, this
t-structure is autodual for Verdier duality. For A = 7Z;, we can equip the Z;-linear
abelian category PC(Y,Z;) with a torsion theory (7, F) where T (resp. F) is the full
subcategory of objects of [*-torsion T (resp. I-free F') , i.e. such that N1z is zero

for N sufficiently large (resp. [.1r is a monomorphism).
Definition 4.2. — As in [Jut09], we define the dual ¢-structure

PIDE0(Y, Z) := {A € PDSN(Y, Zy) : *h'(A) € T}
PD0(Y, 7)) = {A € PD2(Y, Zy) : Ph(A) € F}

with heart P*C(Y, 7;) equipped with its torsion theory (F,7[—1]) dual of those of
(Y, 7).
Notation 4.3. — (cf. [Boy14] §1.3) Let

F(Y,A) == PC(Y,A) N P*C(Y, A) = PD=0(Y, A) N P*D>°(Y, A)

be the quasi-abelian category of free perverse sheaves on X with coefficients in A.



10 PASCAL BOYER

Let j : U < Y an affine open immersion and i : F':=Y \ U — Y. Then j is t-
exact and, cf. [Boy14] proposition 1.3.14, 5, = 7j; = P, with ji(F(U,A)) C F(Y, A).
Starting from the distinguished triangle

3L — L — i, 0" L ~>,
and using the perversity of L and j,5*L, the long exact sequence associated to it gives
0 —i,’Ph 4" L — Pjj*L — L — i,?h%*L — 0,

where i,Ph~1i*L is free as P§j*L = 55*L is free.

Definition 4.4. — A monomorphism f : L < L' in PC(Y, A) between free perverse
sheaves, is said strict if, and only if, its cokernel in PC(Y, A) is free. This is equivalent
to ask f to be a monomorphism of PTC(Y, A).

Definition 4.5. — A bimorphism of F(Y,A) is a monomorphism which is also a
epimorphism, and we will denote by L <» L’ such a bimorphism between L and L'.

If moreover the kernel in P7C(Y, A) has its support of dimension strictly less that the
dimension of the support of L, we will denote by L <, L'

For L € F(Y,A), we consider the following diagram
L

e N e Y e T

where the bottom line is, cf. the remark following 1.3.12 in [Boy14], is the canonical
factorization of P*jj*L — Pj,j*L and where the maps can ;, and can, j, are given
by adjunction.

Notation 4.6. — We put P, := i,Ph;;}

libre

"L = kery <p+j!j*L s P, j*L). With

the notations of the above diagram, we put

FilOUJ(L) =Img(can; ;) et Fil(}’l!(L) = Im;((can!,L)‘pL).

We now suppose that Y is equipped with a stratification
y () C y (=1 C..-C y 1.
For 1 < h <r, we put Y= .= Y1) _ y(h+1) apq jO<h) .y (=h) oy y ()
Definition 4.7. — For P € F(Y,A) we define
Fill (L) = T (75705 P — P).

Proposition 4.8. — (cf. [Boy14] §2.2) The previous definition functionally equips
every L € F(Y,\) with a filtration of stratification.

0 = Fil}(L) C Fil{ (L) C Fil}(L)--- C Fil;'(L) C Filj (L) = L.

Definition 4.9. — For L, L' € F(Y,Z;) and f : L — L' a morphism the usual
cokernel L/Im¢ f where Ime f is the image of f in the category PC(Y, A), might have
non trivial torsion. However if we consider L/Ime+ f where Ime+ f is the image of
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[ in PTC(Y, A), then it is necessary free. We call this modification the saturation
process.

Remark. When Y is a point and f : L := Z;, — L = Z; is the multiplication by [,
then L/Ime f = Z;/lZ; while L/Ime+ f = Z;/7Z;. In other words Ime+ f = 7Z; is the
usual saturation of {Z; C Z,.

The above filtrations of stratification are generally not fine enough. In [Boy14]
proposition 2.3.3, using Fil&ll, we construct in a functorial manner the exhaustive
filtration of stratification of any object L of F(Y,A),

(5) 0=Fil,; > (L) CFil > *YL)C--- CFill(L) C--- CFillY ~Y(L) =1L,
(h)

such that all graduates grr* are free and are, on Q;, simple, i.e. verify P T J (h)*grrk s

grr®, where Y is the support of grr¥.
Dually using can, ; with

COFﬂ*JL(L) = (onm]_-(L - j(h)j(h)’*L)7

*

we also define a cofiltration
L = coFil, (L) — coFil,,_1(L) = - -+ — coFil, 1 (L) — coFil,o(L) =0,
and a filtration
0 =Fil,"(L) — Fil," ™ (L) < -+ — Fil;'(L) — Fil’(L) = L
where Fil;"(L) := kerz(L — coFiL. ;(L)).

5. Filtrations of j; A

For A = Q,, the weight filtration of Jr1Az, thanks to the equality (II), can be written,
up to a shift of f1:

(0) =Fil",_,(1,)) CFil"(1,!) C --- CFilly (1,1) = jriA;
gJ—47
2
similar filtration. Moreover as the intermediate extensions for the two i¢-structures

p and p+ are the same for the local systems AYIO so that for A = F; we also have a

J—4I
tiQﬁ )

). For A = Z;, we also have a

with graded parts gr' (I,1) = > sor i7.P55A(
fI=k

filtration as above with graduate parts the > scr 77,27 .A s (
g I\I=Fk

Lemma 5.1. — For A = Q, or F; and for every 41 < k < r — 1, the extension
0 — g™ (1, 1) — Fil¥, (1) Fil%,_, (1,1) — &', (1,1) = 0,

does not split.
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Proof. — Note first that this is obvious for k =4I + 1 because i .?jr 1 Ayo[d — £1] is
the top of ’il,*jL!Aon [d — #I]. We now suppose k > #I + 1 and we look at the spectral
sequence

EPT = g (1,1) = P9, Ay [d — 1],
computing the sheaf cohomology groups of the extension by zero of AYIO [d — #I].

Consider any J D I with §J = —k and a generic point z of Y?. Concerning the stalks
at z:

— (EZ)., is zero,

— (WTa g%, (1,!)), is non zero if and only p+ ¢ =d — #J,

— (RPt2 g%, . (1,1)), is non zero if and only p+¢=d — §J — 1,

— for every § & {—k,—k+ 1}, (WT9grl¥V (I,!)), =0forp+q € {d—tJ —1,d —
tJ,d—tJ + 1}.

Thus for any filtration of jl,!AYIO [d — #1], the index of the graded part containing

gr'.(1,")). should be less than those containing gr', . (I,!)),, which proves the state-
ment. U

Remark. otherwise stated, up to obvious modifications such as refinement or forgetting
some terms, this weigh filtration of j; A is unique. As a consequence we deduce that
the adjunction morphism

N T U |
(6) S YINE Qh ) = M0 FY (1) — FiY(1),

JDoI
tJ=k

is surjective for A = Q, and F;. In particular it is also surjective for A = Z; without

saturating the image. Dually the weight filtration of 77 .j; .A; up to a shift of £/ is
(0) = FilY, (1, *) CFil) (1,%) C - C Filly (I, %) = ji. A,

with graded parts gry (I, ) = > o1 . iJ7*ij7!*AJ(%). Moreover the adjunction

gI\I=r—
morphism

(7)
jI,*AI/ Fﬂll?ff—l(la *) N j!(rkarﬁI)j(r—k-‘rtiIL* (jf,*AI/ Fﬂl%_l(], *)) >~ @ ij*AJ(

JoI
fI\I=r—k

61— #J
2

),

is injective with, for A = Z;, a torsion free cokernel.
Notation 5.2. — Let Pr = i17*ph’1i’}j17*A1) be the kernel of the canonical morphism

Pr = ker <j1,!/\1 — pj[,!*/\1>-
We denote by Y+ :=J,-; Yy its support and as before j+ : Y < Y+

From the previous lemma, we deduce that, for A € {Q,,7Z;,F,;}, the adjunction
morphism
Jrdi+Pr— P,
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is surjective. Indeed the cokernel has support in Y7\ Y} and the previous lemma tells
us that, over Q; and F;, the top of P; is Pj; .57 Pr so that the cokernel is zero. In
particular, for A = 7Z;, there is no need to use a saturation process as in definition

4.9
Lemma 5.3. — For Jy D I with §Jy \ I = 1, we have a short exact sequence

0= Jrevnsirnat — Pr— "jnuda(5) = 0,

and a epimorphism
j[+,!j;+P[ — Pr
without taking saturation.

Proof. — By construction Py (resp. jr+\ . J1+\Jo Py) is the constant sheaf A[d — #I —

1)(55E) on Yi+ (vesp. on Y7+\Yy,) while 5, 1.A is the constant sheaf A[d—4.Jy](&22)
on Yy, with 8Jo =1 + 1.

The second statement is proved in the same way. O

Dually we obtain we obtain a cofiltration of L := j; . A;:
,L.I,*jf7*AI = COFﬂ*ﬂn_M_i_l(L) - COFil*ﬂ»_ﬁ[(L) el g COFﬂ*J(L) — COFﬂ*p(L) =0

with graded parts cogr, ;. (L) := ker(coFil, x(L) —» coFil, x_1(L)) having image in the
Grothendieck group of perverse sheaves on X equal to

. ) I—1J
ZZJ,*p]JJ*AJ(Jj Jj ),

2
JoI

the extension between two consecutive graded parts being moreover unsplit.

Proposition 5.4. — For every I C J we have
1

Z.J’*phol.ik] (j[,*A[) = 'l.I,*jI,*AJ(_i)'

Proof. — By an obvious induction, we only need to deal with the case §J\ I = 1. Put
jj\J : Y7\ Yy — Y; and recall that iJ,*phOif, (jl,*AI) is the cokernel of the adjunction
morphism

Jnaip s — Jrar,
so that, considering the constituant of j;,A; having support in Y}, its image in the
Grothendieck group of perverse sheaves on YI is less or equal to

—tH
Z ]H'*AH u —).
HDJ
This is in fact an equality as, (I]) tells us that any of the ij,!*AH(%) is not a
subquotient of jT\JJj;\JjL*A[.
In particular the cofiltration of stratification of L := i,.Ph%% (j.Af)
coFil, ,_4y41(L) = coFil, ,_4;(L) = -+ — coFil, ; (L) = coFil,o(L) =0
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is such that its graded parts cogr, (L) have image in the Grothendieck group of
perverse sheaves on X equal to

Z ij,!*AH(ﬂ[ — jo)’

2
HDJ

where moreover the extension between two consecutive graded parts are unsplit. The
same being true for the cofiltration of stratification of j;.A J(_%) we then deduce
that the adjunction morphism

L — jJ,*j:;L

is a isomorphism. O

6. Filtrations of U(A)

Let
Filf(W(A)) = I (<7090 (A) — w(A)),
be the filtration of stratification of W(A)
(0) = Fily(¥) C Filj (¥) C --- C Filj (¥) = ¥(A).
Proposition 6.1. — For 1 < k < r, the image of grf(V(A)) ®4 Q, in the
Grothendieck group of perverse @l-sheaves on X 1s equal to that on::k ’i,(f)pj!(:)/\(i)(%).
Moreover grf(U(A)) has a filtration
(0) = Fill™" (g (¥(A))) € Fill " (grf (¥ (A))) C - Fill*(gry (¥ (A))) = gy’ (¥ (A))

with grr®(grf(U(A))) = Z’Sgh)pj!(f)A(h)(hf%(kfl))‘

Remark. Note first that, considering the weight in the equality of proposition B.7, the
image of grf (W(A))®,Q, is necessary less than >/ _, ig)pj,(f)A(k)(%). Moreover
as explained in the previous section, lemma [B.Jlimplies that the filtration Fill, of each
gri(U(A)) is essentially unique.

Proof. — We argue as in the proof of lemma [5.1] by proving the following observation.
Consider I with #/ = i + 1 then there does not exists a filtration of W(A) such
that there exists two graduate parts respectively isomorphic to Pj 1,!*1\(1‘3)(#)

and pj,(f)A(i)(%) with respective index r; < ro.

Indeed otherwise for z a generic point of Y} the stalks at z with weight 2(k—1)—i+1
appears

— in degree #I — d for ij!*A(k)(#)’

— in degree I —d — 1 for pj!(f)A(i)<%)

— in degree < §I — d — 1 otherwise.
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So if r; < 7y, we then see that A=W (A) would have a non zero stalks at z with
weight 2(k — 1) — i+ 1 which is not the case. We then deduce that every irreducible

constituant of > ., if)pj,(,f)A(i)(%) has to be a constituant of Filf(¥) which
gives the result. O

As the p and p+ intermediate extensions of our local systems are isomorphic,
we then obtain for A = [F,, a filtration like in the previous proposition with

graded parts the pj!(f )A(h)(h_%(k_l)). Consider then two consecutive graded parts
in the filtration Fill*(grf(F;)), say for example P; := pjl,!*AI(M_l_Qﬂ) and
P = ij’!*AJ(W) with #/ = §J + 1. We choose s € I \ J and consider the
extension X inside grf(IF;):

0P —X—PFP_—0.

Lemma 6.2. — The above extension X does not split.

Proof. — We first start by proving the following statement which the analog of the

lemma [5.3] for W(A).
Lemma 6.3. — For h € {1,--- ,r}, we put jz, : Y \'Y), — Y. Then the cokernel
L :=1i,.Ph%; U (A) of the adjunction morphism

G Jen W (A) — W(A)
is isomorphic to jn AM.

Proof. — Recall the short exact sequence
- d—1 - d—1
0= W(A) — Gl — 1)) — LAl - 1(5 ) =0,
with U(A) = Ph74 j,A[d — 1)(452). Note also that for every § # —1, we have
PR g, A[d — 1] = (0). As Jun + X5 \ Y = Xj is affine, for i, : Y}, — Xj, the long
exact sequence associated to the distinguished triangle
j;éh,!j;h/\[d — 1] —Ald-1] — Eh,*{,’;/\[d —1] ~*

as the first two terms are perverse, then PR, A[d — 1] = (0) for § # —1. Writting
ip, = 1 o 1y and considering the spectral sequence

Ey® =Ph"iPhei Ald — 1) = PA" 0, A[d — 1],
we then deduce that if W(A) is perverse and that
0 = jnjon U (A) — W(A) — i, PRi; W (A) — 0.

We then observe that the stalks at geometric points of W(A) and that of

‘ r—k
EB Py (= 5 ),

J>{h}
fJ=r—k+1
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are the same, so that the image of i, ,Ph%} ¥ (A) in the Grothendieck group of perverse
sheaves on Y is equal to that of this direct sum. Moreover W(A) has a quotient @
with the following cofiltration of stratification

Q) = coFil, . (Q) — coFil, ,_1(Q) — - - - — coFil, ;(Q) — coFil, o(Q) =0,
with graded parts cogr,, (@) having image in the Grothendieck group of perverse

sheaves on X equal to
- r—k
Z iyl 0N (= B ),

JD>{h}
fI=r—k+1

where the extensions are unsplit. We then deduce that @ is isomorphic with L and
that the adjunction morphism

L — jh,*j;;L

is an isomorphism. O

We now go back to the extension X and we consider the short exact sequence
0 = Jrstfig U(A) — W(A) — iy PRYEW(A) — 0,

so that our extension X lives inside the first term j.1j%,W(A) By t-exactness of
J#s1Jzs and using lemma we see that j;,,gs,gj;s\lf(/\) can be written, up to a twist
of weights, as successive unsplit extensions of the form

1 ,
0—7? éh,*ﬂ A+ (2) —U# ,j#s @ ) — @ JrAr — 0,
gI=h tI=h
sgI sgl

in which X appears. 0

In other words the adjunction morphism giving rise to

3B (=) = e (W(A)

is surjective when A = Z;, i.e. without using the saturation process of definition F9l
As a consequence, using ([0)), the adjunction morphisms give epimorphism

k—1-2(h—
2

without using saturation when A = 7Z,.

®) JOA) D) L Fill* (gl ((A)),

Dually the cofiltration of stratification
U(A) = coFil, (¥ (A)) — coFil.,—1 (U(A)) — - -+ — coFilig(¥(A)) =0,
with graded parts cogr, ,(¥(A)) having a filtration

0= Fillrfk(cogr*’k(\II(A))) — Fill"*kﬂ(cogr*’k(\I!(A))) e
< Fill”(cogr, , (B(A))) = cogr. ,(¥(A))
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with graded parts grr™(cogr, ,(¥(A))) =7 ‘!(f)A(h)(%(r_k))). Moreover the adjunc-
tion morphisms give monomorphism with torsion free cokernels

SAr— r— T - k
cogry,.(V(A)) = ji"TIACTHY (=),
As above, using (7)), the extensions inside Fill*(cogr, ,(¥(A))) do not split so that we
have monomorphisms with torsion free cokernels

1—k+2(h—1)

(9)  cogr, ,(T(A))/ Fill*(cogr, 5, (¥ (A)) = i+ jEFDAETLY 5

*

).

Note finally that we never need to use the saturation process of definition .9 for
A = Z;, when constructing the filtrations of stratification.

Combining lemma with proposition (£.4] we then deduce the following result
which was proved in [Dat12] theorem 2.2 or [Zhe08| lemma 5.6 using different tools.
Proposition 6.4. — (cf. [Datl2] theorem 2.2 or [Zhe08| lemma 5.6)

For every I C{1,---,r}, the adjunction morphism

i 17V (A) — Jrgr¥(A)
s an isomorphism.

Remark. j; being affine so that j;.j;U(A) is perverse, the map of the proposition
factorizes through PR3 (A).
Remark. as
iOPRO O (A) = T(A)/ Fil'(T(A))
we can obtain an explicit filtration of it with graded parts the perverse sheaves
i . Similarly
iOPR O W (A) 2 kerz (51750 W(A) — Fill(U(A))),
can also be described explicitly. Dually we can also give a filtration of
iOPRY O (A) = 505 O*W(A)/ coFil, ,(T(A))

and

iOPRO DN (A) = kerz(T(A) — coFil, (U(A))).

7. The nilpotent monodromy operator

First start with the knowledge of the existence of a non zero nilpotent monodromy
operator over A =
N :U(A) — T(A)(1).
Note that the kernel of N contains necessary Fil} (U(A)): indeed for any of its graded
parts grr¥(gri (U(A)) then grr*(gr! (¥(A))(1) is not a constituant of W(A).
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= Fil'(¥(A))

FIGURE 2. Filtration of stratification of ¥(A).

As the socle of W(A) is i" )pJ(T)A(T)( 1), then i7" A" )(%52) does not belong to
the kernel of N: note that it appears Wlth multiplicity one in W(A) as all the other
constituants.

Lemma 7.1. — The socle of iV PRY%W*W(A) is equal to i7" A(T)(T:S).
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_ -2 .
i ®\®; iP AL
j[(l)Al >> -1 -1

Ficure 3. Filtration (fig. on the left) and cofiltration (fig. on the right)
of stratification of W(A) with » = 3: the number correspond to the weights.

Proof. — We have already seen that the socle of the grr®(grf(¥(A)) are equal to
i,(kr)pj!(:)/\(r)(%%m). Dually we already remarked that the socle of the

oy k—1
grr” (cogr. (W (A)) /il975P AW (= =),

is ’igﬁkﬂ)pj!(fﬂ)/\(k“)(%). Then the only possibility for being a subspace of
iMPRY MG (A) = W(A)/ Fill (U(A))

is i\Pj A (153 O

Finally we then obtain that

ker N = Fﬂ!1<\II<A))7
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and N induces an isomorphism

N iMPROM* g (A) - iMPRO N (A) (1)

- 5

T(A) = U(A)/Fill(T(A))  ker(T(A) — coFil,_y.(T(A))(1).

As the socle of ’ig)phoi(l)’*llf(@l) and ’ig)phoi(l)’!\ll(@l)(l) are irreducible isomorphic

(")p '(T)_(T)(”;l), this isomorphism is unique up to a scalar so that we can find an

to Z* Jix l 2
(p; (N7 (=1

Z; version of N inducing a Z;-isomorphism on i, 73, Z, 5~ ). By reducing modulo

[, we obtain a F;-version

N W(F) — w(F)(1)
factorizing through

(10) N = iWrp0Wx g (F)) — iMPRO W W (F))(1).

As the socle of iil)phoi(l)’*\I/(E) and iil)phoi(l)’!\II(E)(l) are irreducible both isomor-
phic to i,(kr)pj,(:)E(r)(%) and as we choose N so that it induces an isomorphism on

this socle, then (I0) is an isomorphism.

Finally we obtain version of N over A € {Q,,Z;, F;} which are nilpotent with order
of nilpotency equal to r.

Remark. Tt is also possible to prove directly that i PRO(0*W(A) and iV PO (DN (A)(1)
are isomorphic using the filtration of stratification. One can argue by induction
starting from the fact that Fil{ of these two perverse sheaves are isomorphic obtained

as a quotient of j,(2)A(2)(%). Then one can define N directly

N : U(A) T(A)/Fil (T(A) = iIPR0 Mg (A)

/

{DPRO DN (A) (1) —>T<er(\I/(A) = Cogr*ﬂn_l(llf(/\))) (1)

|

w(A)(1)
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