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Parity and symmetry in intersection
and ordinary cohomology

Shenghao Sun and Weizhe Zheng

To the memory of Torsten Ekedahl

We show that the Galois representations provided by £-adic cohomology of
proper smooth varieties, and more generally by £-adic intersection cohomology
of proper varieties, over any field, are orthogonal or symplectic according to the
degree. We deduce this from a preservation result of orthogonal and symplectic
pure perverse sheaves by proper direct image. We show, moreover, that the
subgroup of the Grothendieck group generated by orthogonal pure perverse
sheaves of even weights and symplectic pure perverse sheaves of odd weights
are preserved by Grothendieck’s six operations. Over a finite field, we deduce
parity and symmetry results for Jordan blocks appearing in the Frobenius action
on intersection cohomology of proper varieties, and virtual parity results for the
Frobenius action on ordinary cohomology of arbitrary varieties.

1. Introduction

The n-th cohomology of a compact Kéhler manifold X is equipped with a pure
Hodge structure of weight n,

H"(X, @) ®e C= @D H",
ptq=n

where HPY ~ HY(X, Q;}) satisfies HP4 = H?. In particular, H" (X, Q) is even-
dimensional for » odd. Hodge decomposition and Hodge symmetry extend to proper
smooth schemes over C [Deligne 1968, Proposition 5.3] by Chow’s lemma and
resolution of singularities. Thus, in this case, H" (X (C), Q) is also even-dimensional
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for n odd. Moreover, the pure Hodge structure of weight n on H* (X (C), Q) is
polarizable, in the sense that there exists a morphism of Hodge structures

H'(X(C), @) @ H'(X(C), @) — Q(—n),

symmetric for n even and alternating for n odd, satisfying certain positivity condi-
tions, which implies that the pairing is perfect.

Now let k be a separably closed field of characteristic p > 0 and let £ # p be a
prime number. For a projective smooth scheme X of finite type over k, the hard
Lefschetz theorem [Deligne 1980, Théoréme 4.1.1] and Poincaré duality equip
the n-th ¢-adic cohomology H" (X, Q) of X with a nondegenerate bilinear form
that is symmetric for n even and alternating for n odd. In particular, H" (X, Q)
is even-dimensional for n odd. Deligne predicts, in a remark following [1980,
Corollaire 4.1.5], that the evenness of the odd-degree Betti numbers should hold
more generally for proper smooth schemes over k. This was recently shown by Suh
[2012, Corollary 2.2.3] using crystalline cohomology.

The goal of this article is to study problems of parity and symmetry in more gen-
eral settings, including symmetry of Galois actions on cohomology. Our approach
is different from that of Suh as we do not use p-adic cohomology.

For a general scheme X of finite type over &, the n-th cohomology H" (X, Q)
is not “pure” and not necessarily even-dimensional for n odd. Before going into
results for such mixed situations, let us first state our results in the pure case for
intersection cohomology.

Theorem 1.1. Let k be an arbitrary field of characteristic p > 0 and let k be
its separable closure. Let X be a proper, equidimensional scheme over k. Then,
for n even (resp. odd), the n-th £-adic intersection cohomology group admits a
Gal(k/ k)-equivariant symmetric (resp. alternating) perfect pairing

IH"(X,;, Q) ® IH" (Xz, Q) = Qe(—n).

Here Gal(k/k) denotes the Galois group of k, and X=X Qi k.

By definition, we have IH" (X}, Q) = H" 4 (X, ICx), where ICx = 1. (Q¢[d])
and d = dim(X), and where j : U — X is an open dense immersion such that
Ured is regular. For X proper smooth, we have IH" (X;, Q¢) = H" (X}, Q;), and the
theorem takes the following form. The statement was suggested to us by Takeshi
Saito. One may compare such pairings with polarizations of pure Hodge structures,
mentioned at the beginning of the Introduction.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a proper smooth scheme over k. Then, for n even (resp.
odd), the n-th £-adic cohomology group admits a Gal(k/ k)-equivariant symmetric
(resp. alternating) perfect pairing

H" (X, Q) @ H'(Xz, Q) — Q¢(—n).
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Ignoring Galois actions, we obtain the following corollary. For X proper smooth,
this gives another proof of Suh’s result mentioned earlier.

Corollary 1.3. Let X be a proper, equidimensional scheme over k. Then IH"(Xz,Q¢)
is even-dimensional for n odd.

To demonstrate the strength of Theorem 1.1, we give a reformulation in the
case where k = [, is a finite field. In this case, the Galois action is determined
by Frobenius action. We let Frob, € Gal(l]_:q /Fy) denote the geometric Frobenius
x > x'/4. The eigenvalues of Frob, acting on IH" (X F,» Qy) are g-Weil integers of
weight n, by which we mean algebraic integers A such that, for every embedding
o : Q1) — C, we have |a(A)|? = ¢". We let 1), € Z~( denote the multiplicity of
the eigenvalue A for the action of Frob, on IH" (X F, Qy). In other words, we set

det(1 — T Frob, | IH"(XE, Qy)) = 1_[(1 — AT, (1-3-1)

A
Fore>1, let u) ., € Z>( denote the number of e x e Jordan blocks with eigenvalue A
in the Jordan normal form of Frob, acting on IH" (XE , Q). Then u) = Zezl ey e

Corollary 1.4. Let X be a proper, equidimensional scheme over [F,. In the above
notation, Ly e = [Lqn/n,e- Moreover, | sz . and W g7 are even for n+e even. In
particular, (. = [Lqn . and, for n odd, p sgw and W jq are even.

The last statement of Corollary 1.4 implies that, for n odd,
det(Frob, | IHn(X[fq,@[)) = g"0n/?,
det(1 — T Frob, | TH"(Xg ,Q) = ¢"*/>T" det(1 — ¢ " T ' Frob, | IH" (X7 ,@0),
where b,, =dim IH"(XE, Qy). Ttalso implies that dim IH”(XE, Q) =), uxiseven.

Remark 1.5. Some special cases of the last statement of Corollary 1.4 were previ-
ously known.

(1) Gabber’s theorem on the independence of £ for intersection cohomology [Fuji-
wara 2002, Theorem 1] states that (1-3-1) belongs to Z[T'] and is independent
of £. The fact that (1-3-1) belongs to Q[7'] implies j; = w;/, for A and A’ in the
same Gal(Q/Q)-orbit. In particular, u; = tgn/n, and, if g is not a square and
nisodd, u sgm=p_ /g, so that dim IH" (XE , Q) =), m is even in this case.

(2) For X proper smooth, the fact that u 7= and p_ sz are even for n odd follows
from a theorem of Suh [2012, Theorem 3.3.1].

Remark 1.6. The first two statements of Corollary 1.4 are consistent with the con-
jectural semisimplicity of the Frobenius action on IH" (X E, Q) (namely, uy =0
for e > 2), which would follow from the standard conjectures. To see this implication,
let X’ — X be a surjective generically finite morphism such that X’ is projective
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smooth over [, which exists by de Jong’s alterations [1996, Theorem 4.1]. Then
IH" (XE,’ Q) as a Gal(ﬁq/[Fq)—module is a direct summand of Hn((X/)E’ Q).!
The semisimplicity of the Frobenius action on H" (X’ )E’ Q) would follow from
the Lefschetz type standard conjecture for X’ and the Hodge type standard conjecture
for X’ x X’ [Kleiman 1994, Theorem 5.6(2)].

To prove Theorem 1.1, we may assume that k is finitely generated over its prime
field. We will keep this assumption in the rest of the Introduction. This includes
notably the case of a number field. We deduce Theorem 1.1 from a relative result
with coefficients. In the case where k is a finite field, the coefficients are pure
perverse sheaves. In the general case, we apply the formalism of pure horizontal
perverse sheaves of Annette Huber [1997], as extended by Sophie Morel [2012].
Since the proofs are the same in the two cases, we recommend readers not familiar
with horizontal perverse sheaves to concentrate on the case of a finite field and to
ignore the word “horizontal”. Unless otherwise stated, we will only consider the
middle perversity. We let @, denote the algebraic closure of Q.

Definition 1.7. Let X be a scheme of finite type over k£ and let A € ch (X, Qy) be
a horizontal perverse sheaf on X, pure of weight w. We say that A is orthogonal
if there exists a symmetric perfect pairing A ® A — Kx(—w). We say that A is
symplectic if there exists an alternating perfect pairing A ® A — Ky (—w).

Here Ky = Ra;(@g is the dualizing complex on X, where ay : X — Spec(k) is
the structural morphism.

Theorem 1.8 (special case of Theorem 5.1.5). Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism
of schemes of finite type over k and let A € DCb(X, Q) be an orthogonal (resp.
symplectic) pure horizontal perverse sheaf on X. Then

RfA~EDUR LA -], (1-8-1)
n
and PR" f, A is orthogonal (resp. symplectic) for n even and symplectic (resp. or-
thogonal) for n odd.

Recall that the Beilinson—-Bernstein—Deligne—Gabber decomposition theorem
[Beilinson et al. 1982, Théoreme 5.4.5] implies that (1-8-1) holds after base change
to the algebraic closure k of k.

Theorem 1.1 follows from Theorem 1.8 applied to the morphism ay : X — Spec(k).
Even if one is only interested in Theorem 1.1, our proof leads one to consider the
relative situation of Theorem 1.8.

Next we state results for operations that do not necessarily preserve pure (hor-
izontal) complexes. For a scheme X of finite type over k, we let Ko (X, Q)

IThis argument is also used in Gabber’s proof of the integrality of (1-3-1).
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denote the subgroup of the Grothendieck group K(X, @) of DCb(X , @¢) generated
by orthogonal pure horizontal perverse sheaves of even weights and symplectic
pure horizontal perverse sheaves of odd weights.

Theorem 1.9 (special case of Theorem 5.2.2). Grothendieck’s six operations pre-
serve Koh.

Note that the preservation of Ko, by each of the six operations is nontrivial. The
crucial case turns out to be the preservation by the “extension by zero” functor j
for certain open immersions j (Proposition 4.3.1).

As Michel Gros points out, one may compare these theorems to Morihiko Saito’s
theory [1990] of mixed Hodge modules. By definition, a mixed Hodge module
admits a weight filtration for which the graded pieces are polarizable pure Hodge
modules. One may compare Definition 1.7 to polarizable pure Hodge modules.

Let us state a consequence of Theorem 1.9 on Galois action on cohomology in
the case where k = [, is a finite field. Let X be a scheme of finite type over [,. The
eigenvalues of Frob, acting on H* (X F,’ Q) are g-Weil integers” of integral weights.
We let m, € Z denote the multiplicity of the eigenvalue A. In other words, we set

[ [ det(1 — T Frob, | H" (X, @) " = [Ja-am)m. (1-9-1)
n A

Applying the theorem to (ax)., where ay : X — Spec([F,), we obtain the following.

Corollary 1.10. Let X be a scheme of finite type over [,. In the above notation,
my = mguwy; for every q-Weil integer 1 of weight w, and, for w odd, m jzw and
m_ jgw are even. In particular, for w odd, >, my (where A runs through q-Weil
integers of weight w), the dimension of the weight-w part of H* (XE,’ Qy), is even.

Theorem 1.9 also implies analogues of Corollary 1.10 for compactly supported
cohomology H (X, Qy), and, if X is equidimensional, intersection cohomology
IH*(X, Q) and compactly supported intersection cohomology IH? (X, Q;). In the
case of HX(X, Qy), the analogue of (1-9-1) is the inverse of the zeta function, and
the analogue of Corollary 1.10 was established by Suh [2012, Theorem 3.3.1] using
rigid cohomology.

Remark 1.11. Some special cases of Corollary 1.10 were previously known. By
Gabber’s theorem on the independence of ¢ [Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 2], (1-9-1)
belongs to (X(T) and is independent of £. The fact that (1-9-1) belongs to Q(T)
implies that mj; = m,/, for » and A’ in the same Gal(Q/Q)-orbit. In particular,
m), = mgyu ), for every g-Weil integer A of weight w, and, if g is not a square and
w is odd, m jzw =m_ jzw so that >, my (where X runs through ¢-Weil integers of
weight w) is even in this case.

2The integrality is a special case of [Zheng 2008, Variante 5.1].
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One ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.9 is de Jong’s alterations. Note that,
even for a finite étale cover f : X — Y, one cannot recover the parity of an object
on Y from the parity of its pullback to X. More precisely, for an element A
in the Grothendieck group of mixed horizontal perverse sheaves on Y such that
f*A € Korn, We do not have A € Ky in general. We use equivariant alterations to
compensate for this loss of information. In order to better deal with the equivariant
situation, we will work systematically with Deligne-Mumford stacks in the main
text. We note however that the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.8 (and the corollaries
to Theorem 1.1) do not depend on stacks, and readers only interested in these results
may, in the corresponding portions of the text (Sections 2, 3 and 5.1), assume every
stack to be a scheme.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study symmetry of complexes
and perverse sheaves over a general field. In Section 3, we study symmetry and
decomposition of pure complexes over a finite field and prove Theorem 1.8 in this
case. In Section 4, we study symmetry in Grothendieck groups over a finite field and
prove Theorem 1.9 in this case. In Section 5, we study symmetry of horizontal com-
plexes over a general field finitely generated over its prime field and finish the proof
of the theorems. In the Appendix, we collect some general symmetry properties in
categories with additional structures, which are used in the main body of the paper.

Conventions. Unless otherwise indicated, X, Y, etc., will denote Deligne-Mumford
stacks of finite presentation (i.e., of finite type and quasiseparated) over a base
field k; this rules out stacks such as BZ. We recall that, for schemes, being of finite
presentation over k is the same as being of finite type over k.

We let £ denote a prime number invertible in k, and we let Df.’ (X, Qp) denote the
derived category of @;-complexes on X. We refer the reader to [Zheng 2015b] for
the construction of ch (X, Qp) and of Grothendieck’s six operations. We denote by
ay : X — Spec(k) the structural morphism, by Ky := Ra;( @ the dualizing complex
on X, and by Dy the dualizing functor Dk, := Riom(—, Kx).

As mentioned above, we will only consider the middle perversity unless otherwise
stated. We let Perv(X, @@) - ch (X, @() denote the full subcategory of perverse
Q¢-sheaves on X. For a separated quasifinite morphism f : X — Y, the middle
extension functor fi, : Perv(X, Q) — Perv(Y, Qp) is the image of the support-
forgetting morphism 2#°f, — PR f,.

Throughout the article, we let o and o’ represent elements of {4-1}.

2. Symmetry of complexes and perverse sheaves

In this section, we study symmetry properties of Q,-complexes, namely objects
of DC” (X, Qp), over an arbitrary field k. In Section 2.1, we define o-self-dual com-
plexes and we study their behavior under operations that commute with duality. In
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Section 2.2, we analyze o-self-dual semisimple perverse sheaves. In this generality
none of the results is difficult, but they will be used quite often in the sequel.

2.1. Symmetry of complexes. The tensor product endows DLI.’ (X, Q) with the
structure of a closed symmetric monoidal structure. The definition below only
makes use of the symmetry constraint c4p : A ® B => B ® A and the internal
mapping object R Zom.

Definition 2.1.1 (o-self-dual complexes). Let A, C € DZ,’ (X, Q). We say that A is
1-self-dual with respect to C (resp. —1-self-dual with respect to C) if there exists a
pairing A ® A — C that is

o symmetric (resp. alternating), in the sense that the diagram

CAA

ARA ARA

N

C

commutes (resp. anticommutes), and
« perfect, in the sense that the pairing induces an isomorphism A = Dc A :=
Ro#tom(A, C).
We say that A is self-dual with respect to C if there exists an isomorphism A => D¢ A.

The symmetry of the pairing A ® A — C can also be expressed in terms of the
induced morphism f : A — DcA. In fact, the diagram (2-1-1) o-commutes if and
only if the diagram

A DcA

X -

DcDcA

o-commutes (Lemma A.4.2).

Remark 2.1.2. Similarly one can define self-dual and o-self-dual E;-complexes,
where FE, is any algebraic extension of ;. Note that, for A, C € Df.’ (X, E),
A is self-dual (resp. o-self-dual) with respect to C if and only if A ®, Q; satisfies
the same property with respect to C ®g, Q. Indeed, the “only if” part is obvious.
To see the “if” part, consider U = Isom(Aj, Dc Af) as in Lemma 2.1.3 below. Here
Ay denotes the pullback of A to Xj. Recall that rational points form a Zariski dense
subset of any affine space over an infinite field. If A ®p, Qy is self-dual (resp.
o-self-dual) with respect to C Qp, Qy, then U NV is nonempty, and hence has an
Ej-point. Here V € Hom(Ag, Dc Ay) is represented by the Ej-vector subspace,



242 Shenghao Sun and Weizhe Zheng

image of morphisms (resp. o-symmetric morphisms) A — DcA. For the above
reason, we will work almost exclusively with (Qg;-complexes.

Lemma 2.1.3. Let A, B € D?(X, E;) satisfy dimg, Hom(A, B) < co. Then there
exists a Zariski open subscheme U = Isom(A, B) of the affine space Hom(A, B)
over E, represented by the E,-vector space Hom(A, B) such that, for any algebraic
extension E; of E,, the subset U(E,) is the set of isomorphisms A Qf, E; =>
B ®EA E;L

Proof. Assume A, B € DI*?!, Choose a stratification of X by connected, geomet-
rically unibranch substacks such that the restrictions of .#"A and #"B to each
stratum are lisse sheaves. Choose a geometric point x in each stratum. Then a mor-
phism f: AQg, E; — BQg, E; is an isomorphism if and only if /#” f, is for every
n € [a, b] and every x in the finite collection. Then Isom(A, B) is the intersection of
the pullbacks of the open subsets Isom(#"A,, 7#"B,) C Hom(#"A,, #"B,). [J

We will mostly be interested only in duality with respect to Tate twists Ky (—w),
w € Z, of the dualizing complex Ky = Raé( @[. In this case, the evaluation morphism
A — Dgy (—w)Dky(—w)A is an isomorphism. The functor Dk, () preserves perverse
sheaves. We will sometimes write K for Kx when no confusion arises.

In the rest of this subsection, we study the behavior of o-self-dual complexes
under operations that commute with the dualizing functors (up to shift and twist).
The results are mostly formal, but for completeness we provide a proof for each
result, based on general facts on symmetry in categories collected in the Appendix.
Readers willing to accept these results may skip the proofs.

Most of the proofs consist of showing that the natural isomorphism representing
the commutation of the functor in question with duality is symmetric in the sense
of Definition A.3.3. It then follows from Lemma A.3.9 that the functor in question
preserves o-self-dual objects.

Remark 2.1.4 (preservation of o-self-dual complexes). Let f : X — Y be a mor-
phism. Let w, w’ € Z.

(1) For n € Z, Tate twist A — A(n) carries Q,-complexes o-self-dual with respect
to C to @g-complexes o-self-dual with respect to C (2n); the shift functor A — A[n]
carries Q-complexes o-self-dual with respect to C to @g-complexes (—1)"o-self-
dual with respect to C[2n].

This follows from Lemma A.5.6.

(2) Dy carries @g—complexes o-self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) to @g—complexes
o-self-dual with respect to Ky (w).

Since Dx A > (Dky(—w)A)(w), the assertion follows from (1).
(3) Assume that f is proper. Then R f;, : ch (X, @g) — Dch (Y, @g) preserves o-self-
dual objects with respect to K (—w). In other words, R f, carries Q¢-complexes
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o-self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) to @g-complexes o-self-dual with respect to
Ky (— w) .

Since R f; is a right-lax symmetric functor (Definition A.1.5), the morphism
R f«Dx — Dgy, kR fi 1s symmetric by Construction A.4.6. Composing with the
adjunction map R f, Kx >~ RfiKx — Ky, we obtain a symmetric isomorphism
Rf.Dx = DyR /..

(4) Assume that f is a closed immersion, and let A € ch (X, Q). Then A is
o-self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) if and only if f,A is o-self-dual with respect
to Ky (—w).

Since the functor f; is fully faithful in this case, the assertion follows from the
proof of (3) above and Lemma A.3.9.

(5) Assume that f is an open immersion and let A € Perv(X, Q) bea perverse sheaf.
Then A is o-self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) if and only if fi,A is o-self-dual
with respect to Ky (—w).

Since fi is a symmetric functor, the morphism fiDx — Dy, fi is symmetric by
Construction A.4.6. It follows that the composite map in the commutative square

fiDx —— R f,.Dx

|

Dyigy fr —— Dy fi

is symmetric. Here the lower horizontal map is given by the adjunction map
fiKx — Ky. Moreover, we have a commutative square

f!*DX +> DYf!*

I,

RPRY f,Dy —— Dy”R f;

By Lemma A.3.10, y is symmetric. Since the functor fi, is fully faithful by
Lemma 2.1.5 below, it suffices to apply Lemma A.3.9. The “if” part also follows
from (8) below.

(6) Let A eDP (X, Q) be o-self-dual with respect to Kx (—w) and let B e D’ (X', Q)
be o’-self-dual with respect to Kx/(—w"). Then the exterior tensor product A X B
in DC”(X x X', Qp) is oo -self-dual with respect to Ky x/(—w — w’).

Since — X — is a symmetric monoidal functor, the Kiinneth isomorphism (see
[Grothendieck 1977, Equation (1.7.6), Proposition 2.3])

Dx(—)X Dy/(—) => Dgywk,, (—X —) = Dyyx/ (=K —)
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is symmetric by Construction A.4.6.

(7) If f is smooth, purely of dimension d, then f*[d] carries @g-complexes o-self-
dual with respect to Ky (—w) to @g—complexes (—1)?o-self-dual with respect to
Kx(—d —w).

Since f* is a symmetric monoidal functor, the isomorphism

F*T4Dy = Dpgyppar f*T¢ = Diy—ay [T
is (—1)?-symmetric by Construction A.4.6 and Remark A.5.10.

(8) If X and Y are regular, purely of dimension d and ¢, respectively, then f*[d —e]:
Df’isse(Y , @g)_—) D{’isse(X , Q) carries Q,-complexes o-self-dual with respect to
Ky (—w) to Qg-complexes (—1)?¢o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—(d —e) —w).
Here Dﬁsse denotes the full subcategory of Df.’ consisting of complexes with lisse
cohomology sheaves.

Let r =d — e. As in (7), the natural transformation
f*T"Dy = Dpekypor f*T" = Diy(—ry f*T"
is (—1)"-symmetric. For A € ch (Y, @g), this natural transformation can be com-
puted as
F*T"DyA =~ f*T"Dg,_nA@Rf'Qp %> Rf' Dy, T"A = Dy () [¥T"A.
For A e D}

lisse> @ 18 an isomorphism.

Similar results hold for self-dual Q,-complexes.

Lemma 2.1.5. Let j:U— X be an immersion. Then the functor ji, :Perv(U, @g) —
Perv(X, Q) is fully faithful.

Proof. Let A and B be perverse @g—sheaves on U, and let @ : Hom(A, B) —
Hom(ji+ A, ji«B) be the map induced by ji.. As the composite map

Hom(A,B)-%>Hom(ji A, ji B)->Hom(#° jiA,»#°R j. B) ~Hom(jiA,R j. B)

is an isomorphism and g is an injection, ¢« is an isomorphism. U

Example 2.1.6. Assume that X is equidimensional. We define the intersection
complex of X by ICx = ji,.(Q¢[d]), where j : U — X is a dominant open immer-
sion such that Uyeq is regular and d equals dim X. Then by parts (5) and (7) of
Remark 2.1.4, ICx is (—1)“-self-dual with respect to Kx (—d).

Although we do not need it, let us mention the following stability of o-self-dual
complexes under nearby cycles.

Remark 2.1.7. Let S be the spectrum of a Henselian discrete valuation ring, of
generic point 1 and closed point s, on which £ is invertible. Let X be a Deligne—
Mumford stack of finite presentation over S. Then the nearby cycle functor
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RV : D’ (X, @) — D?(X; x; n, Q;) preserves o-self-dual objects with respect
to K(—w).

Indeed, RW is a right-lax symmetric monoidal functor. Hence, by Construction
A.4.6, the composite RlInggn — DRq,Kan\II — Dx RV, which is a natural iso-
morphism (see [Illusie 1994, Théoreme 4.2]), is symmetric.

Remark 2.1.4(6) can be applied to the exterior tensor power functor (—)%m .
D?(X, Q;) — D(X™, Qy), m > 0. We now discuss a refinement
C C
D’(X, Q) —> D([X"/S,]. Qp), A A¥", (2-1-2)

given by permutation. Readers not interested in this refinement may skip this part
as it will not be used in the proofs of the results mentioned in the Introduction.

We briefly recall one way to define the symmetric product stack [X™/G,,].
For every k-scheme S, the groupoid [X™/G,,](S) is the groupoid of pairs (7, x),
where T is a finite étale cover of S of degree m and x is an object of X (T'), with
isomorphisms of pairs defined in the obvious way.

Remark 2.1.8. The functor (2-1-2) carries complexes o-self-dual with respect to
Kx (—w) to complexes o"-self-dual with respect to Kixm /g, 1(—mw).
Indeed, (—)®" is a symmetric monoidal functor. Hence, the isomorphism

(Dx (=)™ => Dy (—)™") == Dyxon e, ((—)™")
X
is symmetric by Construction A.4.6.

2.2. Symmetry of perverse sheaves. In this subsection, we study o-self-dual per-
verse sheaves. We first prove a two-out-of-three property, which will play an
important role in later sections. We then discuss a trichotomy for indecomposable
perverse Q;-sheaves. From this we deduce a criterion for semisimple perverse
Q¢-sheaves to be o-self-dual in terms of multiplicities of simple factors.

Proposition 2.2.1 (two-out-of-three). Let A be a perverse Q-sheaf satisfying
A~A @ A" If Aand A’ are o-self-dual with respect to Kx (—w), then so is A”.

Proof. We write D for Dg, () and let f : A = DA and g’ : A” = DA’ be
o-symmetric isomorphisms. We let f': A” — DA’ denote the restriction of f to A,
namely the composite

A5 A-Ls pA DL pA

where i : A” — A is the inclusion. Let g : A — DA be the direct sum of g’
with the zero map A” — DA”. These are o-symmetric morphisms. Consider
linear combinations A, = af + bg and ht’l’b =af’ +bg', where a, b € Q;. By
Lemma 2.1.3, there are only finitely many values of (a : ) for which A, ; is not an
isomorphism. The same holds for h[’l’ »- Therefore, there exist a, b € @g such that
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ha and h , are isomorphisms. Consider the orthogonal complement of A’ in A
with respect to i, :

B = Ker(A L2t DA Diy DAYy,

Then A, induces a o-symmetric isomorphism B => DB. Moreover, A~ A’ @ B,
so that B ~ A”. Here we used the Krull-Schmidt theorem [Atiyah 1956, Theorem 1]
and the fact that perverse sheaves have finite lengths. ([

Remark 2.2.2. The two-out-of-three property also holds more trivially for self-dual
complexes. In fact, if we have decompositions of perverse Q;-sheaves A~ A’ @ A”
and B >~ B’ @ B” such that A ~ Dy B(—w) and A’ >~ Dy B’(—w), then we have
A" >~ Dx B"(—w) by the Krull-Schmidt theorem.

Proposition 2.2.3 (trichotomy). Let A be an indecomposable perverse Qq-sheaf
on X. Then exactly one of the following occurs:

o A is 1-self-dual with respect to Kx (—w);

o Ais —1-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w);

o A is not self-dual with respect to Kx (—w).

This follows from general facts (Lemma A.2.7 and Remark A.2.8) applied to the
category of perverse (J;-sheaves.

Remark 2.2.4. In the case of a simple perverse Q;-sheaf, the proof can be somewhat
simplified with the help of Schur’s lemma. This case is analogous to a standard result
on complex representations of finite or compact groups [Serre 1998, Section 13.2,
Proposition 38; Brocker and tom Dieck 1995, Proposition I1.6.5].

Remark 2.2.5. An indecomposable perverse E,-sheaf on X, self-dual with re-
spect to Ky(—w), is either 1-self-dual or —1-self-dual, by Lemma A.2.7 and
Remark A.2.8. Note that a simple perverse E,-sheaf can be 1-self-dual and —1-self-
dual with respect to Kx (—w) at the same time.

Corollary 2.2.6. Let A >~ Dy B" be a semisimple perverse Q¢-sheaf on X, where
B runs through isomorphism classes of simple perverse Q-sheaves on X. Then A
is o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) np = n(py B)(—w) for B not self-dual with respect to Kx(—w);
(2) np is even for B that are —o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w).
Moreover, A is self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) if and only if (1) holds.

In particular, if B and B’ are respectively 1-self-dual and — 1-self-dual simple per-
verse sheaves on X, then B@® B’ is self-dual but neither 1-self-dual nor — 1-self-dual.
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Proof. 1tis clear that (1) is equivalent to the condition that A is self-dual. If (1) and (2)
hold, then A is o-self-dual by Proposition 2.2.3 and the fact that B® (Dx B)(—w) is
o-self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) for all B (Remark A.2.6(2)). It remains to show
that if A is o-self-dual, then (2) holds. Let B be —o-self-dual. As B ~B® V
is o-self-dual, where V = @, the isomorphism

Hom(B® V, Dx(B® V)(—w))
~ Hom(B, (Dx B)(—w)) ® Hom(V, V*) ~ Hom(V, V*)

provides a skew-symmetric nz X ng matrix with entries in @, which implies that
ng is even. More formally, we can apply the second part of Lemma A.3.9 to the
fully faithful functor F : V +— B ® V from the category of finite-dimensional
@g-vector spaces to ch (X, @[). The natural isomorphism FD = Dg, () F is
—o-self-dual. (]

Remark 2.2.7. The semisimplification of a o-self-dual perverse sheaf is o-self-dual
by Lemma A.2.9. The converse does not hold. See Example 3.1.5 below.

We will need to consider more generally geometrically semisimple perverse
sheaves, namely perverse sheaves whose pullbacks to X; are semisimple. Part (1)
of the following lemma extends [Beilinson et al. 1982, Corollaire 5.3.11] for pure
perverse sheaves.

Lemma 2.2.8. Let A be a geometrically semisimple perverse Qg-sheaf on X.

(1) Leti : Y — X be a closed immersion with complementary open immersion
Jj:U — X. Then A admits a unique decomposition A = j, j*A @i, B, where
B is a perverse sheaf on Y. Moreover, we have B ~ P#%i* A ~ PROi* A.

(2) A admits a unique decomposition A >~ @, Ay, where V runs through irre-
ducible closed substacks of X, and the support of each indecomposable direct
summand of the perverse sheaf Ay is V.

Assume additionally that A is indecomposable. Then, by part (1) of the lemma,
we have ji, j*A >~ A if U intersects with the support of A (and j*A = 0 otherwise).
Moreover, the support of A is irreducible, and A is isomorphic to fi.(#[d]) for
some immersion f : W — X, with W regular irreducible of dimension d, and some
lisse @g—sheaf FonV.

Proof. (1) The proof is identical to that of [Beilinson et al. 1982, Corollaire 5.3.11].
The uniqueness of the decomposition is clear. For existence, it suffices to check that

« the adjunction map 2 jj*A — A factorizes through the quotient ji, j*A
of 270 ji j*A, and the adjunction map A — PR, j*A factorizes through the
subobject ji, j*A of PR j, j*A;
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o the composite of the adjunction maps i,’R%'A — A — i,2#"i*A is an
isomorphism;
and these maps provide a decomposition of A. These statements can be easily
checked over k.

(2) Again the uniqueness is clear. The existence follows from the fact that the
support of every indecomposable direct summand of A is irreducible. U

Remark 2.2.9. In Lemma 2.2.8, A is o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) if and
only if each direct summand Ay in the support decomposition is o-self-dual with
respect to Ky (—w).

As an application, we show that for geometrically semisimple perverse sheaves
the property of being o-self-dual is local for the Zariski topology. This Zariski local
nature will be useful in Section 4.

Proposition 2.2.10. Let (X, )qer be a Zariski open covering of X, and let A and B
be geometrically semisimple perverse Qg-sheaves on X. Then A ~ (Dx B)(—w) if
and only if A| Xy = (Dx,B | Xo)(—w) for every o € I. Moreover, A is o-self-dual
with respect to Kx(—w) if and only if A | X, is so with respect to Kx,(—w) for
everyo € 1.

Proof. We prove the second assertion, the proof of the first assertion being simpler. It
suffices to show the “if” part. Let j, : X, — X. By parts (5) and (8) of Remark 2.1.4,
JarsJja A is o-self-dual. Since jy1.jfA >~ @, Ay, where V satisfies V N X, # @,
we conclude that each Ay is o-self-dual.

Alternatively we may apply Lemma 2.2.11 below. Indeed, by quasicompactness,
we may assume that / is finite. For J C I nonempty, jjij; A is o-self-dual. Thus
the same holds for A >~ jz, j5 A by the two-out-of-three property. ]

Lemma 2.2.11. Let (Xy)qcs be a finite Zariski open covering of X, and let A be a
geometrically semisimple perverse Qg-sheaf on X. Then

@jJ!*j;A x~ @ Jrsij A,

J<I JCI
#J even #J odd

where jj :(\,esXa — X is the open immersion.

Proof. We may assume that A is indecomposable. Then both sides are direct sums
of copies of A and the multiplicities are equal:

> (1)=2(7)
i) i)
0<i<m 0<i<m
i even i odd

Here m > 1 is the number of indices o € I such that the support of A intersects
with X,. O
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3. Symmetry and decomposition of pure complexes

In this section, we study symmetry of pure perverse sheaves and, more generally, of
pure complexes that decompose into shifts of perverse sheaves. We first work over
a finite field. In Section 3.1, we analyze o-self-dual pure perverse sheaves and give
a criterion in terms of multiplicities of factors. In Section 3.2, we study the behavior
of such perverse sheaves under operations that preserve purity. The main result of
this section is the preservation of a certain class of complexes under derived proper
direct image (Theorem 3.2.3), which implies the finite field case of Theorem 1.8.
Such preservation results constitute the starting point of the analysis in Section 4 of
the effects of more general operations in the mixed case. In Section 3.3, we work
over a separably closed base field and we prove preservation results for certain
semisimple complexes, by reducing to the finite field case.

3.1. Symmetry of pure perverse sheaves over a finite field. In this subsection and
the next, we work over a finite field k = F,. Recall that X, Y, etc., denote Deligne—
Mumford stacks of finite presentation over [,. Let ¢ : @, — C be an embedding.

In this subsection, we study o-self-dual (-pure perverse sheaves. We give a crite-
rion for (-pure perverse sheaves to be o-self-dual in terms of multiplicities of factors.

For n > 1, let E, be the sheaf on Spec([F,) of stalk Q)" = @?:1(@[6,' on
which Frobenius F' = Frob, acts unipotently with one Jordan block: Fe; = e and
Fe; =e; +e¢;_; fori > 1. Recall that any indecomposable t-pure perverse sheaf A
on X is isomorphic to a perverse sheaf of the form B ® ay E,, where B is a simple
perverse sheaf on X, n > 1, and where ay : X — Spec([F,).

Proposition 3.1.1. Let w € Z, and let A be a perverse Qq-sheaf on X, isomorphic
to @y(B Qay E,)"s", where B runs over simple perverse Qg-sheaves on X. Then
A is o-self-dual with respect to Kx (—w) if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) mpn = mpy B)(—w),n for B not self-dual with respect to Kx(—w);

(2) mp, is even for B o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) and n even,;

(3) mp,p is even for B —o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) and n odd.
Moreover, A is self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) if and only if (1) holds.

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and the condition that A is self-dual follows
from the isomorphism Dy (B®ay E,) >~ Dx B®ay E,. For the “if” part of the o-self-
dual case, note that C® Dx C (—w) is o-self dual with respect to Kx (—w), so that, by
the trichotomy in Proposition 2.2.3, it suffices to show that B ® a} E, is o -self-dual
(resp. —o-self-dual) for B o’-self-dual and n odd (resp. even). For the “only if” part,
we reduce to the case where mp , = 0 for all B except for one o’-self-dual B. For
both parts, consider the functor F' = B®aj — : Perv(Spec([,), @g) — Perv(X, @g),
which is fully faithful by Lemma 3.1.2 below. The natural isomorphism F' Dspec(r,) =~
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Dgy(—u) F is o-symmetric. By Lemma A.3.8, we are then reduced to the case
where X = Spec([;) and B = (Q¢) x, which follows from Lemma 3.1.3 below. [

Lemma 3.1.2. Let B be a simple perverse Qq-sheaf on X. Then the functor
B @ a%— is fully faithful. In other words, for Qg-sheaves E and E' on Spec([F,),
the map o : Hom(E, E') - Hom(B ® ay E, B ® ay E’) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We have B =~ j,(%#[d]), where j : U — X is an immersion, with Uyq

connected regular, purely of dimension d, and where . is a simple lisse (Q;-sheaf

on U. We have B®ay E >~ ji.((# ®aj; E)[d]). The map « is the composite
Hom(E, E') £> Hom(Z ® a} E, F ® aj; E') > Hom(B ® L, E, B @ a, E"),

where y is an isomorphism by Lemma 2.1.5. The map B is obviously injective. To
show that $ is an isomorphism, we may assume that £ = E,, E’ = E,,. Since the
socle of # ® aj, Ey, is Z,

Hom(Z, #) ~Hom(Z, .7 ® a;, Ey,)
is one-dimensional. Dually, since the cosocle of .7 ® aj, E, is .7,
Hom(Z ®ap, E,, #) ~Hom(Z, 7)
is one-dimensional. Thus
dimHom(Z ®aj; E,, # ® aj; E,) < min{n, m} = dimnHom(E,, E,).

It follows that 8 is an isomorphism. ([

Lemma 3.1.3. Let L be a field of characteristic # 2, and let N, € My, «x, (L) be
the matrix defined by (N,); j = 1 fori = j — 1 and (N,); j = 0 otherwise. Let
my, ..., m; >0 be integers, and let

N:=N(m1,...,m,):=diag(N1,...,N1,...,N[,...,Nl),

where each N, is repeated m,, times. Then there exists an invertible symmetric (resp.
invertible skew-symmetric) matrix A such that AN = —NTA if and only if m, is
even for n even (resp. my, is even for n odd).

For L of characteristic 0, the equality is equivalent to exp(N)7A exp(N) = A.

n’,c',i’

Proof. We denote the entries of A by a, ., , where
l<nn'<l, l<c=m, 1=cd=my, 1<i<n, 1=<i'<n.
Y Y] .
€n we nave = — manaonly iira, .. = —a - or <1r=n
Th have AN = —NTA if and only if a/"; et for 1 < i <,

Y . .
1<i’<n’ and aZ’Cf’i’ =0 fori+i’ <max{n, n'}. Let A, be the n x n matrix given by

(Ap)ij = (—1)' for i +j=n+1and (A,);; =0 otherwise. For N = N,, n odd
(resp. even), we can take A = A,. For N = diag(N,, N,), n even (resp. odd), we
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can take A = (_%n ’?)”). The “if” part follows. The “only if” part follows from
the case 0 = —1 of Proposition A.6.8, because P;_, is (—1)!"-self-dual (resp.
(—1)"-self-dual) and dim P;_, equals m,,. Let us give a more elementary proof of
the “only if”” part by induction on /. For [ = 1, the assertion is void (resp. A defines a
nondegenerate alternating bilinear form on an m-dimensional vector space, which
implies that 1 is even). For [ > 2, consider the m; x m; submatrices B = (allg/ll )e o
C= (all:g:’ll )C ~ Of A. Let A’ be the matrix obtained from A by removing the rows and
columns in A that contain entries of B or C. Note that for i’ < [ we have af’/;,‘;/l’i/ =0,

. /1 . . .
and for i <[ we have ai"c’ ; = 0. Thus, up to reordering the indices, we have

A" 0 B

A=]10 0 B

C' CD
It follows that BT = o’'C = (—1)!"'¢’'B, where o’ = 1 (resp. 0’ = —1), and
that B is invertible, so that m; is even for [ even (resp. [ odd). Moreover, A’ is
invertible symmetric (resp. invertible skew-symmetric) and A’N' = —N'TA’, where
N =N@my,...,mi_3,mj_»+m;, m_1) (N = N(my) for [ =2). The assertion
then follows from the induction hypothesis. U

Example 3.1.4. Let A and A’ be sheaves on X = Spec([,) and let w € Z. For
n>1land A € @?, we let u; , and u&n denote the number of n x n Jordan blocks
of eigenvalue A in the Jordan normal forms of the Frobenius Frob, acting on Ag
and (A’)E, respectively. Then:

e A~ (DxA")(—w) if and only if u; , = M;W/A,n forall n > 1 and all A. In
particular, A is self-dual with respect to Q¢(—w) if and only if ;. , = g/ n
for all n > 1 and all 1. Note that the last condition trivially holds for A = +¢"/2.

o Ais I-self-dual (resp. —1-self-dual) with respect to @;(—w) if and only if it
is self-dual with respect to @g(—w) and fLgus2 ,, _gur2 , are even for n even
(resp. n odd).

Example 3.1.5. Let B be a simple perverse sheaf (-pure of weight w, not self-dual
with respect to Kx(—w). Then A = B®2 @ ((DxB)(—w) ® ay E») is not self-dual,
but the semisimplification of A is both 1-self-dual and —1-self-dual.

Remark 3.1.6. (1) An :-pure complex self-dual with respect to Ky (—w) is nec-
essarily of weight w.

(2) Every simple perverse Q;-sheaf is (-pure by a theorem of Lafforgue [2002,
Corollaire VIIL.8] (with a gap filled by Deligne [2012, Théoréme 1.6]; see [Sun
2012b, Remark 2.8.1] for the case of stacks).

(3) The two-out-of-three property (Proposition 2.2.1) in the case of (-pure perverse
sheaves also follows from the criterion of Proposition 3.1.1.
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(4) Since t-pure perverse sheaves are geometrically semisimple, for such perverse
sheaves the property of being self-dual (resp. o-self-dual) is local for the Zariski
topology by Proposition 2.2.10.

3.2. Symmetry and decomposition of pure complexes over a finite field. In this
subsection, we study the behavior of o-self-dual (-pure perverse sheaves under
operations that preserve purity. The main goal is to prove the finite field case of
Theorem 1.8 on derived proper direct image of o-self-dual (-pure perverse sheaves.
The behavior of o-self-dual complexes has already been described in Section 2.1.
The focus of this subsection is on decomposition and on the self-duality of individual
perverse cohomology sheaves. To state our results, it is convenient to introduce the
following terminology.

Definition 3.2.1 (split complexes). We say that a complex of Q,-sheaves A is
split if it is a direct sum of shifts of perverse sheaves, or, in other words, if
A~ @, (PA#A)—i].

Definition 3.2.2 (D”,). Let w € Z. Denote by DX, (X, @) € Ob(D?(X, Qy)) (resp.
DZ‘fsd(X , Q) C Ob(DCb(X , Qp))) the subset consisting of split (-pure complexes A
of weight w such that 22A is (—1)"* o-self-dual (resp. self-dual) with respect to
Kx (—w — i) for all i. Denote by D";(X, @) € Ob(D? (X, Q;) x D?(X, Qy)) the
subset consisting of pairs (A, B) of split (-pure complexes of weight w such that
P#'A is isomorphic to (Dx 27 B)(—w — i) for all i.

By definition, we have D", (X, @) = A~ (D (X, Q)), where A: DY (X, Q) —
D/(X, Q) x DP(X, Q) is the diagonal embedding.

Since in this subsection we will only consider operations that preserve purity,
the factor (—1)" in the definition above is fixed, hence not essential. We include
this factor here to make the definition compatible with the mixed case studied in
Section 4, where the factor is essential (see Definition 4.2.1).

The main result of this section is the following preservation result under proper
direct image, which clearly implies the finite field case of Theorem 1.8.

Theorem 3.2.3. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of Deligne—Mumford stacks
of finite presentation over F,, where Y has finite inertia. Then R f preserves D",
and D}'y. In other words, for A € D", (X, Q¢) we have Rf,A € D, (Y, Q), and

for (A, B) e Dy(X, Q) we have R f,A, R f,B) € D?,.

The preservation of D}’ has the following two consequences, obtained respec-
tively by considering the diagonal embedding and the first factor.

Corollary 3.2.4. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism, where Y has finite inertia.
Then R fy preserves D" ;.
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Corollary 3.2.5. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism, where Y has finite inertia.
Then R f, preserves split .-pure complexes of weight w. In other words, if A is
a split 1-pure complex of weight w on X, then R f, A is a split .-pure complex of
weight won'Y.

Corollary 3.2.5 clearly extends to the case where w € R. Recall that the
Beilinson—Bernstein—Deligne—Gabber decomposition theorem [Beilinson et al. 1982,
Théoréeme 5.4.5] ([Sun 2012a, Theorem 1.2] for the case of stacks) implies that the
pullback of R f,A (or any ¢-pure complex on Y) to ¥ ®g, [F is split.

Remark 3.2.6. For w € Z, let DZ"SPI(X , Q) C Df,’ (X, Qy) be the full subcategory
consisting of spht t-pure complexes of weight w. Consider the twisted dualizing
functor 5“’ tgpl(X Q)P — DY qpl(X Q) that carries each complex A to
b, (Dxpj‘f‘A)( w—1i)[—i]. Then DZ"d is the collection of pairs (A, D vA). Thus
the preservation of D; by R is equivalent to the preservation of D sl and
the existence of an 1som0rphlsm R f*D LxA X D“f R f,A for every object A of
Dj’fspl(X , @;). Our proof of Theorem 3.2.3 relies on the two-out-of-three property,
and the resulting isomorphism is not necessarily functorial in A. Thus our proof does

not provide a natural isomorphism between the functors R f*Dw x and D" UxR f

Let us first recall that the following operations preserve (-pure complexes [Beilin-
son et al. 1982, Stabilités 5.1.14, Corollaire 5.4.3] ([Sun 2012a] for the case of
stacks). The proof makes use of the fact that these operations commute with duality
(up to shift and twist).

Remark 3.2.7 (preservation of ¢-pure complexes). Let f : X — Y be a morphism,
and let w, w’ € R.

(1) For A € Dch (X, @g) t-pure of weight w, A(n) is t-pure of weight w —2n and
Aln] is t-pure of weight w +n forn € Z.

(2) AeDl(X, Qy) is t-pure of weight w if and only if Dy A is t-pure of weight —

(3) If f is an open immersion, the functor fi, preserves t-pure perverse sheaves
of weight w.

(4) Assume that f is smooth. Then f* preserves (-pure complexes of weight w.
Moreover, if f is surjective, then A € D?(Y, Q) is t-pure of weight w if and
only if f*A is so.

(5) Assume that X and Y are regular. Then f* preserves t- pure complexes of
weight w in Dlme Moreover, if f is surjective, then A € D%__ (Y, Q) is t-pure
of weight w if and only if f*A is so.

(6) For AeD’(X, Q) t-pure of weight w and A’ € DL’,’ (X', Q) t-pure of weight w’,
AR A e Db (X x X', Qy) is t-pure of weight w + w’.

lisse
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(7) A eD’(X, Q) is t-pure of weight w if and only if A™" € D?([X" /&1, Qp)
is t-pure of weight mw, where m > 1.

(8) If f is a proper morphism, R f, preserves (-pure complexes of weight w.

(9) Assume that f is a closed immersion and let A € DCb(X , @¢). Then A is (-pure
of weight w if and only if f,A is so.

Recall that these operations also preserve o-self-dual complexes (Remark 2.1.4).
With the exception of derived proper direct image, the operations also preserve per-
versity (up to shift). Hence, they also preserve D/, up to modification of w and o

The details are given below. The case of (—)*" requires some additional arguments
and will be given in Proposition 3.2.14 later.

Remark 3.2.8 (preservation of D)’ , easy part). Let f : X — Y be a morphism,
and let w, w’' € Z.

(1) If A € D” (X, Q), then A[n] € D’} (X, Q,) and A(n) € DY, > (X, Qy)
forneZ.

(2) Dy carries DY, (X, @) to D * (X, Q).

(3) Assume that X is regular and let .Z be a lisse Q;-sheaf on X, punctually
t-pure of weight w. Then there exists a nondegenerate o-symmetric pairing
F ® .F — Q(—w) if and only if .# belongs to DZ’(_I)",U(X, Q).

(4) It f is smooth, then f* preserves D)/, .
(5) If X and Y are regular, then f* preserves D}, N D?

Nej lisse*

(6) The functor —X — carries D, (X, Qy) x Df”;,(X/, Q) to DY (X x X', Q).

t,o0'
(7) Assume that f is a closed immersion and let A € DZ? (X, Q). Then we have
A e DY, (X, Q) if and only if f.A € D/, (Y, Q).

(8) Assume that f is an open immersion and let A € Perv(X, @g). Then we have
A eD/; (X, Q) if and only if fi.A € D, (Y, Q).

Similar properties hold for D)’;.

Next we transcribe the two-out-of-three property (Proposition 2.2.1) established
earlier in terms of D", .

Remark 3.2.9. If A, A’, A" € DL’? (X, Qp) satisfy A >~ A’@® A” and two of the three
complexes are in DY _, then so is the third one. A similar property holds for D, 4.

1,0

Note that the proper direct image R f; does not preserve perversity and in general
there seems to be no canonical way to produce pairings on the perverse cohomology
sheaves "R f, A from pairings on A. In the case of projective direct image, the
relative hard Lefschetz theorem provides such pairings. Let us first fix some
terminology on projective morphisms of Deligne—-Mumford stacks.
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Definition 3.2.10. Let f : X — Y be a quasicompact schematic morphism of
Deligne-Mumford stacks. We say that an invertible sheaf .# on X is f-ample if, for
one (or, equivalently, for every) étale surjective morphism g : Y' — Y where Y’ is a
scheme, h*¥ is f’-ample [Grothendieck 1961, Définition 4.6.1]. Here h and f’
are as shown in the following Cartesian square:

X " x

A
Y —Sy
We say that a morphism f : X — Y of Deligne—-Mumford stacks is quasiprojective

if it is schematic, of finite presentation, and if there exists an f-ample invertible
sheaf on X. We say that f is projective if it is quasiprojective and proper.

The following is an immediate extension of the case of schemes [Beilinson et al.
1982, Théoreme 5.4.10].

Proposition 3.2.11 (relative hard Lefschetz). Let f : X — Y be a projective mor-
phism of Deligne-Mumford stacks of finite presentation over [,. Letn eH2(X,Qq (1))
be the first Chern class of an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Let A be an t-pure
perverse sheaf on X. Then, fori > 0, the morphism

PR7f.(n ®ida) : PR fLA — PRI fLA(D)
is an isomorphism.

By Deligne’s decomposition theorem [1994], the proposition implies that R £, A
is split.

Proposition 3.2.12. Let f : X — Y be a projective morphism, and let w € Z. Then
R fi preserves D}, and D';.

Proof. We prove the case of D', the case of D' being simpler. It suffices to

show that, for every (—1)" o-self-dual ¢-pure perverse sheaf A of weight w, Rf,A
belongs to Dj‘fg. Given a (—1)¥o-symmetric isomorphism A => (DxA)(—w), the
isomorphism

PR7'fuA =5 PR™fo(Dx A) (—w) = PR fo (Dx A) (i —w) => (Dy 'R fu A) (i —w)
corresponding to the pairing obtained from

RfAI—iI] @R fLA[—i] > Rf(A® A)[—2i]
— RfKx (—w)[-2i] 2 R fuKx (i — w) — Ky(i — w)

is (—1)* g-symmetric by Lemma A.5.11. (]
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Proof of Theorem 3.2.3. We will prove the case of D)”;. The case of D}’ is similar.
Consider the diagram

XLYXY)_(—W

x—L oy
in which f is the morphism of coarse moduli spaces (they exist by the Keel-Mori
theorem [1997]) associated to f. Since f] is proper and quasifinite, R f1 is 7-exact
for the perverse ¢-structures, and by Remarks 3.2.7(8) and 2.1.4(3) we see that the
theorem holds for f;. Thus we may assume that f is representable. We proceed by
induction on the dimension of X. Let A € D", (X, Q(); we may assume that A is
perverse. Applying Chow’s lemma [Raynaud and Gruson 1971, Corollaire 1.5.7.13]
to the proper morphism f of algebraic spaces, we obtain a projective birational
morphism g : X’ — X such that fg: X’ — Y is projective. Let g : X’ — X be the
base change of g. Let U be a dense open substack of X such that g induces an
isomorphism g~'(U) => U. Let j and j’ be the open immersions, as shown in the
commutative diagram
X/
.
U—1-x
By [Beilinson et al. 1982, Corollaire 5.3.11] (see also Lemma 2.2.8), we have
A~ ]|*j*A ® B,

where B € Perv(X, Q) is supported on X\U. By parts (4) and (8) of Remark 3.2.8,
we have ji, j*A e D" (X, Q). By the two-out-of-three property, B € D/, (X, Q).

,0

Since g is projective, by Proposition 3.2.12 we have Rg, j;, j*A € D (X, @), so
Rg.ji,j*A = juj*A®C,

where C € D/, (X, Q;) is supported on X\U. Now by applying R f; to A @ C ~
Rg. ji,j*A @ B, we obtain

Rf,A®Rf.C ~Rf,Rg.j, j"A®RS.B.

By the induction hypothesis, R f, B and R f,.C belong to D", (Y, Q). As fgis
projective, by Proposition 3.2.12 we have R(fg).j/,j*A € D}, (Y, Q). It then
follows from the two-out-of-three property that R f, A belongs to D’ (Y, Q). U

Remark 3.2.13 (Gabber). In the case Y = Spec([F,), the proof of Theorem 3.2.3
still makes use of the relative hard Lefschetz theorem (applied to the morphism g).
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With the help of a refined Chow’s lemma, it is possible to prove this case of
Theorem 3.2.3 using only the absolute hard Lefschetz theorem, at least in the case
of schemes.

The following is a preservation result for the exterior tensor power functor (—)*".
Unlike the functors listed in Remark 3.2.8, (—)®" is not additive and the reduction
to the case of perverse sheaves is not trivial.

Proposition 3.2.14. Let A be an t-mixed Qq-complex of integral weights on X such
that, for all n,w € 7, gruu)/ P A is (—1)Yo-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w).
Then grl¥ " (AX™) is (—1)Vo™-self-dual with respect to K{xn e, (—w) for all
n,w € Z. Here W denotes the 1-weight filtrations. In particular, the functor (—)%"
carries D”_(X, Qp) to D™, ([X" /G, ], Qo).

Nz o™

Similar results hold for D, 4.

Proof. Let A"= 2"A. Then 1€ G, acts on X" by (x1, ..., Xp)=>(Xr(1), - -« s Xz (m))-
By the Kiinneth formula,

A (AM) > P AMR- A,
ni+--+ny=n

where 7 acts on the right-hand side by []
isomorphism

i<jr()=(j)(—D"" times the canonical

TH(ATOK. L RA) 2 AT KA
Note that W, 272" (A¥™) C 2" (A®™) is the perverse subsheaf given by

> Wy AN R R W, A

ni+-+ny=n
Wi+ Fw,=w

So
et P (AR ~ @ grxjv1 AN &grl‘f1 Al
ni+-+ny=n
Wit AWy =w
Thus the (—1)" o-symmetric isomorphisms
griy A" => (Dx gy A")(—wy)
induce a (—1)¥o™-symmetric isomorphism
gryy LA (AN =5 (Dyn gry) P (A (—w),
compatible with the actions of G,,. O

We conclude this subsection with a symmetry criterion in terms of traces of
squares of Frobenius, an analogue of the Frobenius—Schur indicator theorem in rep-
resentation theory (see [Serre 1998, Section 13.2, Proposition 39; Brocker and tom
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Dieck 1995, Proposition I1.6.8]). This criterion will be used to show a result on the
independence of £ of symmetry (Corollary 4.2.14). We refer the reader to [Katz 2005,
Theorem 1.9.6] for a related criterion on the symmetry of the geometric monodromy.
For a groupoid %, we let |¢’| denote the set of isomorphism classes of its objects.

Proposition 3.2.15. Let X be a Deligne—-Mumford stack of finite presentation over
[y, connected and geometrically unibranch of dimension d. Let % be a semisimple
lisse Qp-sheaf on X, punctually i-pure of weight w € Z. Consider the series

Frob? | #;) T
L(Z)(T)—exp<z Zttr(#fut(;/)m),

m>1 XElX(ﬂ: m)|

where X denotes a geometric point above x, and where Frob, = Frobym. Then the

—w—d

series L@ (T) converges absolutely for |T| < q and extends to a rational

function satisfying
- Ordeq—w—d L(Z)(T)
= dimH'(X, (Sym*(Z"))(—w)) — dimH*(X, (A*(F")) (—w)).
In particular, if % is simple and o-self-dual (resp. not self-dual) with respect to
Q¢(—w), then
—ordy_g-u-is LP(T) =0 (resp. =0).

Proof. For x € X (Fym),
tr(Frob? | .#;) = tr(Frob, | Sym>.%;) — tr(Frob, | A%.%;).

Thus L@ (T)=L,(X, Sym>.Z, T)/L,(X, N>.Z, T) (see [Sun 2012b, Definition 4.1]
for the definition of the L-series L, (X, —, T)). Note that # ® .# is lisse punc-
tually ¢-pure of weight 2w, and semisimple by a theorem of Chevalley [1955,
Chapitre IV, Proposition 5.2]. The same holds for Sym*.% and A2.Z. For ¢ lisse
punctually ¢-pure of weight 2w on X, the series L,(X, ¥, T') converges absolutely
for |T| < q_w_d and extends to a rational function

([T det(1 — T Frob, | Hi(xg , )™
i

by [Sun 2012b, Theorem 4.2]. Only the factor i = 2d may contribute to poles on the
circle |T| = ¢~*~¢, by [Sun 2012b, Theorem 1.4]. For every dense open substack
U of X such that U,y is regular, we have

HY (Xg ,4) =~ H(Ug ,9")" (=d) = H*(X , 9) " (=d).
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Here in the second assertion we used the hypothesis on X, which implies that the
homomorphism 77 (U) — 71 (X) is surjective. Therefore,

—ordy_,-v-a L(X, 9, T) = dimH*(X, 9" (—w))
for 4 semisimple. O

3.3. Variant: semisimple complexes over a separably closed field. In this subsec-
tion, let k be a separably closed field. We establish variants over k of results
of Section 3.2. The main result is a preservation result under proper direct im-
age (Theorem 3.3.7). We also include an example of Gabber (Remark 3.3.13)
showcasing the difference in parity of Betti numbers between zero and positive
characteristics.

One key point in Section 3.2 is the relative hard Lefschetz theorem for pure
perverse sheaves. If k has characteristic zero, a conjecture of Kashiwara states that all
semisimple perverse sheaves satisfy relative hard Lefschetz. Kashiwara’s conjecture
was proved by Drinfeld [2001] assuming de Jong’s conjecture for infinitely many
primes £, which was later proved by Gaitsgory [2007] for £ > 2.

Drinfeld’s proof uses the techniques of reduction from £ to finite fields in [Beilin-
son et al. 1982, Section 6]. The reduction holds, in fact, without restriction on the
characteristic of k and provides a class of semisimple perverse sheaves over k for
which the relative hard Lefschetz theorem holds. Let us briefly recall the reduction.
Let X be a Deligne-Mumford stack of finite presentation over k. There exist a
subring R C k of finite type over Z[1/¢] and a Deligne-Mumford stack X of finite
presentation over Spec(R) such that X >~ Xz ®p k. For extra data (7, %) on X,
we have an equivalence [Beilinson et al. 1982, 6.1.10]

D} (X, Qp) = DY ,(X,. Q) (3-3-1)

for every geometric point s above a closed point of Spec(R), provided that R is big
enough (relative to the data (7, .¥)). Here X denotes the base change of Xy by
s — Spec(R). Note that s is the spectrum of an algebraic closure of a finite field.
Each A € Df’(X, @g) is contained in szg(X, @g) for some (.7, .%).

Definition 3.3.1 (admissible semisimple complexes). Let A be a semisimple per-
verse Q;-sheaf on X. If k is an algebraic closure of a finite field, we say that A is
admissible if there exists a Deligne—-Mumford stack X of finite presentation over
a finite subfield ko of k, an isomorphism X >~ X( ®, k, and a perverse Qy-sheaf
Ap on X such that A is isomorphic to the pullback of Ag. More generally, if &
has characteristic > 0, we say that A is admissible if the images of A under the
equivalences (3-3-1), for all geometric points s over a closed point of Spec(R),
are admissible, for some R big enough. If k has characteristic zero, we adopt the
convention that every semisimple perverse @;-sheaf is admissible.
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We say that a complex B € ch (X, Qp) is admissible semisimple if we have
B~ P, (P#'B)[—i] and if, for each i, the i-th perverse cohomology sheaf 7.7’ B
is admissible semisimple.

Remark 3.3.2. In the case where £ is the algebraic closure of a finite field kg, for
Xy as above, the pullback of an (-pure complex on X to X is admissible semisimple
by the decomposition theorems [Beilinson et al. 1982, Théorémes 5.3.8, 5.4.5]
([Sun 2012a] for the case of stacks). Conversely, if a semisimple perverse @g—sheaf
A on X is the pullback of Ag on Xg as above, then we may take Ag to be pure (of
weight 0, for example) by Lafforgue’s theorem [2002, Corollaire VII.8], mentioned
in Remark 3.1.6(2).

Remark 3.3.3. Following [Beilinson et al. 1982, 6.2.4], we say that a simple
perverse Q;-sheaf on X is of geometric origin if it belongs to the class of simple
perverse Q;-sheaves generated from the constant sheaf @, on Spec(k) by taking
composition factors of perverse cohomology sheaves under the six operations.
By [Beilinson et al. 1982, Lemme 6.2.6] (suitably extended), simple perverse
Q¢-sheaves of geometric origin are admissible.

The operations that preserve purity also preserve admissible semisimple com-
plexes. The details are given below.

Remark 3.3.4 (preservation of admissible semisimple complexes). Let f : X — Y
be a morphism.

o The full subcategory of Df consisting of objects A such that the composition
factors of 27#"A are admissible for all i is stable under the operations R f;,
Rfi, f*, Rf', ®, Ritom,and (—)*".

e Dy: Df (X, Q)% — DLI? (X, Qp) preserves admissible semisimple complexes.

o If f is an open immersion, fi, preserves admissible semisimple perverse
sheaves.

e Assume that f is a closed immersion and let A € ch (X, Q). Then A is
admissible semisimple if and only if f,A is admissible semisimple.

o If f is smooth, f* preserves admissible semisimple complexes.
o If X and Y are regular, f* preserves admissible semisimple complexes in Dllsse
« The functors
— X —:D(X, Q) x DY (X', Qp) — DY (X x X', Qy),
()" :DY(X, Q) — D2([X" /6], Q). m =0,
preserve admissible semisimple complexes.

o If f is a proper morphism, R f, preserves admissible semisimple complexes.
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These properties reduce to the corresponding properties for pure complexes over
a finite field (Remark 3.2.7). Since the equivalences (3-3-1) are compatible with
these operations, this reduction is clear in positive characteristic. The reduction in
characteristic zero is more involved. The case of R f; is done in [Drinfeld 2001]
and the other cases can be done similarly.

Definition 3.3.5 (D). We let
D, (X, Q) € Ob(D (X, Q) (resp. Dsa(X, @¢) € Ob(DI(X, @y)))

be the subset consisting of admissible semisimple complexes A such that 2#'A
is (—1)?o-self-dual (resp. self-dual) with respect to Ky, for all i. We denote by
Da(X, @) € Ob(DCb(X, Q) x DC”(X, Q,)) the subset consisting of pairs (A, B)
such that both A and B are admissible semisimple, and such that 25#"A is isomorphic
to Dx?#'B.

By definition, we have Dyg(X, @) = A~ (Dy(X, Qy)), where A : D*(X, Q;) —
D’ (X, @) x D?(X, Qy) is the diagonal embedding.

Example 3.3.6. For X = Spec(k), every object A of D?(X, Q) is admissible
semisimple and belongs to Dgg(X, Q). Let d; = dim A (A). Then:

o A is 1-self-dual with respect to Qg if and only if it is self-dual with respect
to Q, namely if d; = d_; for all i. (Recall that in general self-dual objects are
not necessarily 1-self-dual.)

o A is —1-self-dual with respect to Qy if and only if d; equals d_; for all i and
dp is even.

e« AeD;(X, Q) if and only if d; is even for i odd.
e« AeD_ (X, Q) if and only if d; is even for i even.
o For A, B e D’(X, @), we have (A, B) € D4(X, Q) if and only if A >~ B.

The main result of this subsection is the following.

Theorem 3.3.7. Let f: X — Y be a proper morphism of Deligne—Mumford stacks of
finite presentation over k, where Y has finite inertia. Then R f, preserves D, and Dq.

Corollary 3.3.8. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism, where Y has finite inertia.
Then R f, preserves Dg.

The strategy for proving Theorem 3.3.7 is the same as for Theorem 3.2.3. Let us
recall that the operations listed in Remark 3.3.4 that preserve admissible semisimple
complexes also preserve o-self-dual complexes (Remark 2.1.4). With the exception
of proper direct image R f;, they also preserve perversity, hence they preserve D, .
The details are given below.
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Remark 3.3.9 (preservation of D, easy part). Let f : X — Y be a morphism, and
letneZ.

(1) If A € Dy (X, Qy), then A[n] € D(_1yr, (X, Qp).

(2) Dy preserves D, (X, Qy).

(3) Assume that X is regular and let .# be a lisse Q,-sheaf on X, admissi-
ble semisimple. Then there exists a nondegenerate o-symmetric pairing
F Q@ F — (D if and only if .Z belongs to D, (X, Q).

(4) If f is smooth, then f* preserves D,.

(5) If X and Y are regular, then f* preserves D, N DY

lisse*
(6) Assume that f is a closed immersion and let A € DC” (X, Q). Then we have
A € D, (X, Q) if and only if f, A € D, (Y, Q).

(7) The exterior tensor product functors induce functors
— X —: Dy (X, Q) x Dor(X', Qp) = Do (X x X', Qy),
(—)™" : Do (X, Q¢) = Don ([X" /Sy, Q). m > 0.

For (—)®", the reduction to perverse sheaves is nontrivial and is similar to
Proposition 3.2.14.

Similar properties hold for Dg.

By Proposition 2.2.1, the two-out-of-three property holds for D, and Dgy.
We state a relative hard Lefschetz theorem over an arbitrary field F in which £
is invertible.

Proposition 3.3.10 (relative hard Lefschetz). Let f : X — Y be a projective mor-
phism of Deligne—Mumford stacks of finite presentation over F. Let n e H*(X, Q(1))
be the first Chern class of an f-ample invertible sheaf on X. Let A be a perverse
Qg-sheaf on X whose pullback to X Qr F is admissible semisimple. Then, fori >0,
the morphism

P~ (n' ®ida) : PR fA — PRUfAG)

is an isomorphism.

That the morphism is an isomorphism can be checked on X ®f F. Thus we are
reduced to the case where F' = k is separably closed. As mentioned earlier, the
relative hard Lefschetz theorem in this case is obtained by reduction to the finite
field case (Proposition 3.2.11).

Combining Proposition 3.3.10 with Lemma A.5.11, we obtain the following
preservation result under projective direct image.

Proposition 3.3.11. Let f : X — Y be a projective morphism (over k). Then R f,
preserves D, and Dg.
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The proof of Theorem 3.2.3 can now be repeated verbatim to prove Theorem 3.3.7.

Over an arbitrary field F in which ¢ is invertible, we may exploit the relative
hard Lefschetz theorem to get analogues for split complexes that are geometrically
semisimple.

Proposition 3.3.12. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of separated Deligne—
Mumford stacks of finite type over F. Assume that X is regular. Let .F be a lisse
Qg-sheaf on X, whose pullback to Xp is admissible semisimple. Then we have
Rfi T =@, (PR [, F)[—i].

Proof. By [Laumon and Moret-Bailly 2000, Théoréme 16.6], there exists a finite
surjective morphism g1 : X’ — X where X’ is a scheme. Up to replacing X' by its
normalization, we may assume that X’ is normal. By de Jong’s alterations [1996,
Theorem 4.1], there exists a proper surjective morphism g, : X” — X', generically
finite, such that X” is regular and quasiprojective over k. Let g = g1g2 : X" — X.
By the relative hard Lefschetz theorem (Proposition 3.3.10) and Deligne’s decom-
position theorem [1994], we have

R(f2)8*F ~ PR (f2)g* F)—il.

Note that g*.Z ~ g*.Z ® Rg' Q; ~ Rg'.Z. Consider the composite
o:.F —> Rg.g*F ~RgRg'F — .7

of the adjunction morphisms. Since « is generically multiplication by the degree
of g, it is an isomorphism. It follows that .% is a direct summand of Rg,g*.%, so
that R f,.% is a direct summand of R(fg).g*Z. O

Remark 3.3.13 (Gabber). Let X be a proper smooth algebraic space over k and
let .Z be a lisse @;-sheaf on X with finite monodromy, — 1-self-dual with respect
to Q. Then .# is admissible semisimple (since each simple factor is of geometric
origin), and .# belongs to D_;. By Theorem 3.3.7, b,(#) := dimH" (X, %) is
even for n even.

If k has characteristic 0, then b, (%) is even for all n. To see this, we may assume
k =C, X connected, and .% simple. Let G be the monodromy group of .% and let
f 1Y — X be the corresponding Galois étale cover. Then

H'(X, Z) ~H'(Y, f*7)% ~ H"(Y, Q) ®g,V)°.

where V is the representation of G corresponding to .%#. Thus b, (%) is the multiplic-
ity of V'V in the representation H" (Y, Q) of G. Since the complex representation
H"(Y (C), C) of G has a real structure H” (Y (C), R), it admits a G-invariant non-
degenerate symmetric bilinear form. In other words, it is 1-self-dual. The same
holds for H" (Y, @g). Therefore, the multiplicity of V", which is —1-self-dual, is
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necessarily even (see [Serre 1998, Section 13.2, Theorem 31; Brocker and tom
Dieck 1995, Proposition 11.6.6 (i)—(iii)]).

By contrast, if k& has characteristic 2 or 3, then b, (%) may be odd for n odd,
as shown by the following counterexample. Let E be a supersingular elliptic
curve over k and let G be its automorphism group. Let X" — X be a finite étale
cover of connected projective smooth curves over k£ of Galois group G, which
exists by [Pacheco and Stevenson 2000, Theorem 7.4], as explained in [Partsch
2013, Section 3]. Let f : Y = (X' x E)/G — X be the projection, where G acts
diagonally on X’ x E. Then .# = R!f,Q; is a —1-self-dual simple lisse sheaf of
rank 2 on X, of monodromy G. Note that f*% is a —1-self-dual simple lisse sheaf
on Y of monodromy G, since 1(Y) maps onto 7 (X). We claim that b;(f*%)
and by (%) are not of the same parity. Indeed, consider the Leray spectral sequence

for (f, f*%):
EJ" =HP(X, RIf,, f*F) = H'TI(Y, f*7).
By the projection formula,
L7 = Q@ F=F, RAFFRLQOF=FQF,
so we have an exact sequence
0—H'(X, %) —H\(Y, f*#) - H'(X, Z ® #) - E3* =0.

Since dimH(X, .ZQ@.%)=1, we getb (f*F)=b1(F)+1. (That the Leray spectral
sequence degenerates at E, also follows from a general theorem of Deligne [1968].)
By the Grothendieck—Ogg—Shafarevich formula, b (#) = 2g —2)rk(¥#) =4g —4
is even, where g is the genus of X. It follows that by (f*%#) = 4g — 3 is odd.

4. Symmetry in Grothendieck groups

In Section 3, we studied the behavior of o-self-dual pure perverse sheaves under
operations that preserve purity. Mixed Hodge theory suggests that one may expect
results for more general operations in the mixed case. This section confirms such
expectations in a weak sense, by working in Grothendieck groups. We work over a
finite field kK = [,. In Section 4.1, we review operations on Grothendieck groups.
In Section 4.2, we define certain subgroups of the Grothendieck groups and state
the main result of this section (Theorem 4.2.5), which says that these subgroups
are preserved by Grothendieck’s six operations, and which contains the finite field
case of Theorem 1.9. The proof is a bit involved and is given in Section 4.3.

4.1. Operations on Grothendieck groups. In this subsection, we review Grothen-
dieck groups and operations on them. The six operations are easily defined. The
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action of the middle extension functor fi, on Grothendieck groups is more subtle,
and we justify our definition with the help of purity.

Construction 4.1.1 (six operations on Grothendieck groups). Let X be a Deligne—
Mumford stack of finite presentation over a field. We let K(X, Q,) denote the
Grothendieck group of ch (X, @), which is a free abelian group generated by the
isomorphism classes of simple perverse Q;-sheaves. For an object A of DCb(X , Qp),
we let [A] denote its class in K(X, Q). The usual operations on derived cate-
gories induce maps between Grothendieck groups. More precisely, for a morphism
f : X = Y of Deligne-Mumford stacks of finite presentation over a field, we have
Z-(bi)linear maps

—X—:K(X, Q) x K, Q) — KX x Y, Qp),
—® —, Hom(—, —) : K(X, Q) x K(X, Q) — K(X, Qp),
Dy : K(X, Q) — K(X, @),
f5FKY, Q) — K(X, Qy),
for i i K(X, @p) — K(Y, Qo).

The tensor product (— ® —) endows K(X, Q) with a ring structure. The map f*
is a ring homomorphism.

The Grothendieck ring is equipped with the structure of a A-ring as follows.
Readers not interested in this structure may skip this part as it is not used in the
proof of the theorems in the Introduction. For m > 0, we have a map

(=5 K(X, Qp) — K(X™/S,], Qp),

which preserves multiplication and satisfies (n[AD®" = n™[A]®" (with the con-
vention 0° = 1) for n > 0 and (—[A])™" = (—1)"[.7] ® [A]®", where .7 is the
lisse sheaf of rank 1 on [X"*/G&,,] given by the sign character G,, — @Z . The
maps " : K(X, Qp) — K(X, Qp) given by A (x) = (—1)" p, A*(—x)™", where A :
XxBG,, > [X™/G,,] is the diagonal morphism and p: X x BS,,, — X is the projec-
tion, endow K(X, @) with the structure of a special A-ring. The map f* is a A-ring
homomorphism. We refer the reader to [Grothendieck 1958, Section 4] and [Atiyah
and Tall 1969] for the definitions of special A-ring and A-ring homomorphism.

Remark 4.1.2. For a separated quasifinite morphism f : X — Y, the functor
fie : Perv(X, Q) — Perv(Y, Q) is not exact in general. There exists a unique
homomorphism f, : K(X, @g) — K(Y, @g) such that fi,[A]=[fi+A] for A perverse
semisimple. As we shall see in Lemma 4.1.8, over a finite field this identity also
holds for A pure perverse.

We note the following consequence of Lemma 2.2.11 (applied to semisimple
perverse sheaves).
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Lemma 4.1.3. Let (Xy)qc; be a finite Zariski open covering of X. Let A € K(X, Qy).

Then
Yo dmdiA= ) A
JCI JCI
#J even #J odd

where jj :(\,esXa — X is the open immersion.

In the rest of this section we work over a finite field kK = [,. We first recall the
following injectivity, which will be used in the proof of Corollary 4.2.10.

Lemma 4.1.4. The homomorphism K(X, Q) — Map(]_[mZl | X (Fgm)l, @z) sending
A to x — tr(Frob, | Ax) is injective.

As in [Laumon 1987, Théoréme 1.1.2], this injectivity follows from Chebotarev’s
density theorem [Serre 1965, Theorem 7], which extends to the case of Deligne—
Mumford stacks as follows.

Lemma 4.1.5. Let Y — X be a Galois étale cover of irreducible Deligne—Mumford
stacks of dimension d of finite presentation over T, and let G be the Galois group.
Let R C G be a subset stable under conjugation. Then

- ZZ#Aut(x) m / 08 7= = #R/H#G,

where x runs through isomorphism classes of X (Fyn) such that the image F of
Frob, in G (well-defined up to conjugation) lies in R.

Proof. For a character x : G — @y of a Q-representation of G, consider the L-series

x(F) ﬂ)

L(X,LX,T)=LL(X,%<»T)=6XP(Z Z #Aut(x) m

m>1 XEIX(U:qm)|

associated to the corresponding lisse Qy-sheaf #, on X [Sun 2012b, Definition 4.1].
The series L(X, tx, T) converges absolutely for |T| < ¢~¢ and extends, by [Sun
2012b, Theorem 4.2], to a rational function

[ det(1 — T Frob, | Hi(Xg . F)) 0
i
As HM(X[F s Fy) HO(U[F ,ﬁv)v( —d) for a dense open substack U of X such

that Ureq is regular ordT_qﬂz L(X,1x,T)=dimH(U, % v) is the multiplicity
of the identity character in x, so that

. x(F) T
lim Y Y F A lgWZZLX(g)/#G.

—d
UndUhvl m>1xe|X (Fym)| ¢eG
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This equality extends to an arbitrary class function x : G — Q. It then suffices
to take x to be the characteristic function of R. [l

Next we discuss purity.

Notation 4.1.6. For w € R, we let K" (X, Q) € K(X, Q) denote the subgroup
generated by perverse sheaves (-pure of weight w on X. We set KLZ(X , Q) =

Dz K (X, Qo).

The group K}’ (X, Qp) is a free abelian group generated by the isomorphism
classes of simple perverse sheaves t-pure of weight w on X. We also have
D, K" (X, Q) CK(X, Qy), and the A-subring KZ(X, Q) CK(X, Qy) is stable
under Grothendieck’s six operations and duality. For w € Z, the group K¥ (X, Q;) :=
NK"(X, @) is a free abelian group generated by the isomorphism classes of
perverse sheaves pure of weight w on X.

Remark 4.1.7. In fact, we have P, K (X, Q) =K(X, Qp), as every Q,-sheaf
on X is -mixed by Lafforgue’s theorem [2002, Corollaire VII.8], mentioned in
Remark 3.1.6(2).

For a subset I C R, we let Pervf (X, Q) € Perv(X, Q) denote the full sub-
category of perverse sheaves (-mixed of weights contained in /. Lemmas 4.1.8
and 4.1.9 below, which justify the definition of the map fi. in Remark 4.1.2, are
taken from [Zheng 2005, Lemme 2.9, Corollaire 2.10].

Lemma 4.1.8. Let f : X — Y be a separated quasifinite morphism. For w € R, the
functor
fis s Perv® WU (X @) — Perv® (v, Q)

is exact. In particular, fi,[A] =[fi+A]l for A € Pervfw’w“}(X, Q).

Proof. As the assertion is local for the étale topology on Y and trivial for f proper
quasifinite, we may assume that f is an open immersion. Leti : Z — Y be the closed
immersion complementary to f. We proceed by induction on the dimension d of Z.
Let0 — A; — A — Az — 0 be a short exact sequence in Pervl{w’w“}(X, @g). As
in Gabber’s proof of his theorem on the independence on ¢ for middle extensions
[Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 3], up to shrinking Z, we may assume that Z is smooth
equidimensional and that 7#""i*R f, A; is lisse for every j and every n. It follows
that the distinguished triangle

ixRi' fiuA; — fiuA; = Rf A —

induces isomorphisms fixA; => Pr="4"1R £, A; and Pr="9R f, A; => i,Ri' fi, A

for every j. Here P denotes the 7-structure obtained by gluing (ch (X, Qp), 0) and
the canonical z-structure on DC”(Z, @(). Thus PR_d_lf*Aj ~ i*,%”_d_li*fg*A

has punctual (-weights < w —d, while PR—d fxAj >~ L 4IRG! fi+A; has punctual
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t-weights > w — d + 1. Therefore, the morphism PR—d-1 fiAz — PR~ f«Aq is
zero. Applying Lemma 4.1.9 below, we get a distinguished triangle

Pr=—d-1R f, A} — Pr="9 1R £, Ay — Pr="97"IR £, A3 — .
Taking perverse cohomology sheaves, we get the exactness of the sequence
0— fixA1 = fisAo = fi,A3 — 0. [l

Lemma 4.1.9. Let P be a t-structure on a triangulated category 2 and let A -~
B 2> C <> A[1] be a distinguished triangle such that "Hc : PH'C — PH'A is
zero. Then there exists a unique nine-diagram of the form

P_<0 P. SOb C
Pp<0q T 9@ ,Pp<Op T 9 Pp<O0c__ 0 , (Pr=0gq]

u *)
A a B b C € A[1]
(%) v (4'1'1)

P >1 .
Prziy e pzip T pzip G Frz14)[1]

F=0%)[1) Pr=0p)[1]

(Pr=ay1] 8 (Pr=0gy 11 2 (Pr =00y 2L (Pr=0g)[2]

in which the columns are the canonical distinguished triangles.

By a nine-diagram in a triangulated category (see Proposition 1.1.11 of [Beilinson
et al. 1982]), we mean a diagram

A B C All]
|
|
R

A B’ c’ A'[1]
|
|

A// B// C// A/;L[l]
|
- |
4

A[l]- -+ B[1]- -~ C[1] - - =+ A[2]

in which the square marked with “—" is anticommutative and all other squares are
commutative, the dashed arrows are induced from the solid ones by translation, and
the rows and columns in solid arrows are distinguished triangles.
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Proof. First note that vcu is the image of PH ¢ under the isomorphism
Hom(PHC, PH'A) => Hom("z=0C, (*z=' A)[1]).

Hence vcu = 0. Moreover, Hom(P7=0C, Pr=!A) = 0. Thus by [Beilinson et al.
1982, Proposition 1.1.9], there exist a unique ¢y making (x) commutative and a
unique ¢; making (x*) commutative. This proves the uniqueness of (4-1-1). It
remains to show that (4-1-1) thus constructed is a nine-diagram. To do this, we
extend the upper left square of (4-1-1) into a nine-diagram

P_<0
Pr=0q — %, Pr=0p Co (Fr=04)[1]
a b c
A B c All]
(skk3k) (4'1'2)
P_>1
Przip — 2 Pr=ip C (Pr=14)[1]
< Ce=a)l] p _ <
(Pr=0A)[1] —= ("r="B)[1] Col1] (Pr=04)[2]

By the first and third rows of (4-1-2), Cy € ’2=% and C; € ’%=°. Taking PH® of
(% *), we obtain a commutative diagram

PHOC 0, PHIA

|

PHOC, -, PH'A

in which e is an epimorphism and d is a monomorphism. Thus PHOC, =0, so that
C; € ’2=!. Further applying [Beilinson et al. 1982, Proposition 1.1.9], we may
identify (4-1-2) with (4-1-1). O

4.2. Statement and consequences of main result. In this subsection, we define a
subgroup K, , of the Grothendieck group and state its preservation by Grothen-
dieck’s six operations, given in Theorem 4.2.5 which contains the finite field case of
Theorem 1.9. We then give a number of consequences and discuss the relationship
with the independence of ¢ and Laumon’s theorem on Euler characteristics.

Definition 4.2.1 (K, ;). We define K, (X, Q¢) SK¥ (X, Q) (resp. K" (X, Q) €
K (X, Qy)), for w € Z, to be the subgroup generated by [B], for B perverse, t-pure
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of weight w, and (—1)" o-self-dual (resp. self-dual) with respect to Kx (—w). We set
Koo (X, Q) = K, (X, Qo) (resp. Koa(X, @) = P Kla(X, Q).
weZ weZ

We define the twisted dualizing map
D, x : K/ (X, Qo) — K/ (X, Qo)

to be the direct sum of the group automorphisms l_)f"’X KPP (X, Q) — K" (X, Q)
sending [A] to [(Dx A)(—w)]. We let K:f’d(X, Q) CKF(X, Q¢)? denote the graph
of fox. We set

K a(X, Q) = @K (X, Qo).

weZ
Note that l_)L,X l_)L,X =1id, and that K, 4(X, @1) - K[Z(X, @g)z is the graph of DL,X'

Example 4.2.2. For X = Spec([,), an element A € K(X, Qy) is determined by the
determinant
P(A, T):=det(l — T Frob, | Ag ) € Qu(T).

Assume A € K(X, Q), weZ. For € Q satisfying [¢(L)| = qw/z, we let m;,
and m/ denote the order at T = 1/A of P(A, T) and P(D, x A, T), respectively.
We then have m; = m;w X in other words,

LP(A,T)=1P(D,xA,T). (4-2-1)

We also have K _ |\, (X, @) S K" ). (X, Q) = K (X, Q). The following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) A €KY, (X, Q) =K (X, Qp);

(2) my =mgyuw, forall A;

(3) tP(A, T) e R(T).
Furthermore, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) A€K (X, Qo)

2) Mgu/2, M_qu/2 Are even, and we have m; = mgu, for all &;

(3) the rank b = ), my € Z of A is even, and we have tP(A, T) € R(T) and

det(Frob, | A ) = g™

Remark 4.2.3. Let w € Z.

(1) By definition, K, » (X, Q¢) SK(X, Q¢) (resp. K, sa(X, Q) SK(X, Qy)) is gen-

erated by the image of D}"; (X, Q) (resp. D’ 4 (X, Qy)), from Definition 3.2.2.
Moreover, K, (X, Q¢) € K(X, Q)2 is generated by the image of Dy (X, Q).
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(2) By Remark 2.2.7, in the definition of K}’ , one may restrict to semisimple per-
verse sheaves. This also holds for KZ‘fS Thus K, (X, Q) (resp. Kffsd(X , Q)
is generated by [A]+[(Dx A)(—w)] for A simple perverse (-pure of weight w,
and [B] for B simple perverse (-pure of weight w and (—1)"* o-self-dual (resp.
self-dual) with respect to Kx(—w).

(3) By Proposition 2.2.3, we have K" (X, @¢) = K” (X, Q¢) +K”_, (X, Q).

“4) K, q(X, Q) is generated by ([B], (DXA)( w)]) for B simple perverse t-pure
of weight w. Thus K, (X, Q) =A"! (K.a(X, Qy)), where A : KZ(X Q) >
K[Z(X , G;Dg)2 is the diagonal embedding. In other words, for A € KlZ (X, @g),
A belongs to K, (X, Q) if and only if A = D, xA.

(5) For A € K/(X, Q) and n € Z, we have D, x(A(n)) = (D, xA)(n). For
A €K (X, Qp), we have A(n) € K7 2(X, Q).

(6) Let A be a perverse sheaf on X, t-pure of weight w. By Corollary 2.2.6,
[A] € K, (X, @g) if and only if the semisimplification of A is (—1)"o-self-
dual w1th respect to Kx (—w). Similar results hold for K, ¢q and K, 4.

Remark 4.2.4. Although we do not need it in the sequel, let us give two more
descriptions of K{;. In our definition of K";, we consider self-dual perverse
sheaves B only and do not take the bilinear form B ~ Dx B(—w) as part of the
data. Alternatively, we can also include the form and consider the Grothendieck
group GS of symmetric spaces in PervflU} (equipped with the duality Dy (—w) and
the evaluation map modified by a factor of (—1)" o). The Grothendieck—Witt group
GW is a quotient of GS, equipped with a homomorphism GW — K}”. We refer the
reader to [Quebbemann et al. 1979, page 280; Schlichting 2010, Section 2.2] for
the definition of the Grothendieck—Witt group of an abelian category with duality
(generalizing Quillen’s definition [1971, Section 5.1] for representations). In our

situation, the canonical maps
GS - GW — K,

are isomorphisms. In fact, by definition, K", is the image of GW. Moreover,
since we work over the algebraically closed field @y, symmetric spaces with isomor-
phic underlying objects are isometric [Quebbemann et al. 1979, Applications 3.4(3)].

We now consider preservation of K, , and K, 4 by cohomological operations.
The preservation of K, 4 is equivalent to the commutation with the twisted dual-
izing map D,. The main result of this section is the following generalization of
Theorem 1.9.

Theorem 4.2.5. Let f : X — Y be a morphism between Deligne—Mumford stacks
of finite inertia and finite presentation over [F,. Then Grothendieck’s six operations
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induce maps

—®—, Hom(—, =) : Ko (X, Q) x Ko (X, Q) = K, 50/ (X, Qy),
5 K (Y, Q) = Ko (X, @),
for fi: Ko (X, Qp) — K, (Y, Qp).

Moreover, Grothendieck’s six operations on K[Z commute with the twisted dualizing
map D,.

The proof will be given in the next section. We now make a list of pure cases in
which the preservation has already been established. Most items of the list below
follow from Remark 3.2.8.

Remark 4.2.6 (preservation of K, ,, pure cases). Let f : X — Y be a morphism,
and let w, w’ € Z.

(1) Dy carries K, (X, @) to K[ (X, Q).

(2) If f is smooth, then f* preserves K’ .

(3) If f is an open immersion, then fi, preserves Kl’; .

(4) The functor — X — carries K, (X, @¢) x K", (X', @) to K" (X x X', Qy),

o

and the functor (—)®”, m > 0, carries K5 (X, Q) to Ko ([X™ /Gl Q).
For the latter we use Proposition 3.2.14.

(5) Assume that f is a closed immersion and let A € K(X, Q,). Then we have
A e K (X, Q) if and only if f,A € K, (Y, Q).

(6) Assume that f is proper. If f is projective or Y has finite inertia, then f;
preserves K . by Proposition 3.2.12 and Theorem 3.2.3.

1,0°

Similar properties hold for K, 4.

The Zariski local nature of K}, will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.2.5. It fol-
lows from the Zariski local nature of o-self-dual perverse sheaves (Proposition 2.2.1).

It also follows from Remark 4.2.6(3) and Lemma 4.1.3.

Remark 4.2.7 (Zariski local nature). Let (X, )qcs be a Zariski open covering of X
and let A € K(X, Q). Then A € KI'; (X, Q) if and only if A | X, € K, (Xo, Q)
for every «. The same holds for K, 4.

We now turn to consequences of Theorem 4.2.5. The ring part of the next two
corollaries follows from the two assertions of Theorem 4.2.5 applied to aj (recall
ax : X — Spec(F,)) and — ® —. For the A-ring part, we apply Remark 4.2.6(4) to
the map (—)™" and Theorem 4.2.5 to the maps A* and p, in the definition of A in
Construction 4.1.1.
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Corollary 4.2.8. Assume that X has finite inertia. Then K, 1(X, @4) is a A-subring
of K(X, Qy). In particular, K, 1 (X, Q) contains the class [Q;] of the constant
sheaf Qg on X.

Corollary 4.2.9. Assume that X has finite inertia. Then D, x : KLZ(X , Q) —
KZ(X, Q) is a A-ring homomorphism. In particular, D, x[Q,] = [Q;].

Another consequence of Theorem 4.2.5 is the following pointwise character-
ization of K, 4 and K, ¢¢. We let K, ;(X, @g) C K(X, @g)z (resp. K, r(X, @g) -
K(X, Qp)) denote the subgroup consisting of elements (A, A”) (resp. A) such that,
for every morphism x : Spec([F,») — X and every geometric point x above x, we have

ttr(Frob,, Az) = t tr(Frob,, A;) (resp. ¢ tr(Froby, Az) € R).
The notation K, ; and K, g will only be used in Corollary 4.2.10 and Remark 4.2.11.

Corollary 4.2.10. Assume that X has finite inertia. Let A € KZ(X, Q). Then for
every m > 1, every morphism x : Spec(Fym) — X, and every geometric point x
above x, we have

ttr(Frob,, A;) =i tr(Frob,, (D, xA)z). (4-2-2)

Moreover, K, 4(X, @g) =K, (X, @g) N KLZ(X, @4)2. In particular, K, sq(X, @g) =
K, g NKZ(X, Qp).

Proof. By the second assertion of Theorem 4.2.5 applied to x*, we see that
D, $pec(F,m)x*A = x*D, x A. Therefore, (4-2-1) in Example 4.2.2 implies (4-2-2).
It follows that K, 4(X, @g) C K, (X, @4) N KLZ(X, @g)z. The inclusion in the
other direction follows from the injectivity of the homomorphism K(X, Q;) —
Map([ [, 1X (Fgn)], @¢) (Lemma 4.1.4). The last assertion of Corollary 4.2.10
follows from the second one. ([

Remark 4.2.11. Corollary 4.2.10 also follows from [Katz 2005, Parts (1) and (4) of
Lemma 1.8.1], which in turn follow from Gabber’s theorem on the independence of
¢ for middle extensions [Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 3]. By Gabber’s theorem on the
independence of ¢ for Grothendieck’s six operations [Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 2]
(see [Zheng 2009, 3.2] for a different proof and [Zheng 2009, Proposition 5.8]
for the case of stacks), K, ; and K, g in Corollary 4.2.10 are stable under the six
operations. Thus the second assertion of Theorem 4.2.5 follows from Gabber’s
theorems on the independence of £. We will not use Gabber’s theorems on the
independence of £ in our proof of Theorem 4.2.5.

Remark 4.2.12. The pointwise characterization of K, 44 in Corollary 4.2.10 does
not extend to K, . For instance, if X is regular and geometrically connected and
if f: E — X is a family of elliptic curves with nonconstant j-invariant, then
Z = R!'f,Qy is a geometrically simple lisse Q;-sheaf on X by [Deligne 1980,
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Lemme 3.5.5]. Thus we have [.Z] € K}’I(X, @z)\K}’_l(X, @), but, for every
closed point x of X, we have [.%] € K}’I(x, Q) < K}’_l(x, Qo).

Remark 4.2.13. Let f: X — Y be as in Theorem 4.2.5 and let I(Y, @g) CK(Y, @g)
be the ideal generated by [@4(1)] — [Q¢]. A theorem of Laumon [1981] ([Mlusie
and Zheng 2013, Theorem 3.2] for the case of Deligne-Mumford stacks) states that
f«» = fi modulo I(Y, @;). This is equivalent to the congruence Dy f, = f,Dx (and
to Dy fi = fiDx) modulo I(Y, @Qy). Thus the second assertion of Theorem 4.2.5
can be seen as a refinement of Laumon’s theorem.

In the case of K, ,, we have the following result on the independence of (¢, ¢).
Let ¢ # g be a prime number and let ¢’ : Qp — ¢ be an embedding.

Corollary 4.2.14. Assume that X has finite inertia. Let A € KLZ (X, Q) and let
A e KLZ,(X , Q). Assume that A and A’ are compatible in the sense that, for every
morphism x : Spec(Fyn) — X and every geometric point X above x, we have

ttr(Froby, Az) = (' tr(Frob,, A%).
Then A belongs to K, »(X, @g) if and only if A’ belongs to K, (X, @5/).

Proof. Let (Xq)aer be a stratification of X. Then we have A=), jutjs A and
A=) cijaiaA’, where j, : Xo — X is the immersion. Thus, by Theorem 4.2.5,
up to replacing X by a stratum, we may assume that X is regular and A belongs
to the subgroup generated by lisse Q,-sheaves, that is, A = > znz[.Z], where .7
runs over isomorphism classes of simple lisse Q;-sheaves. For each .# appearing in
the decomposition, let .#’ be the companion of .# [Drinfeld 2012] ([Zheng 2015a]
for the case of stacks), namely the simple lisse Weil @-sheaf such that

ttr(Froby, Z5) = ' tr(Frob,, Z7)

for all x and x as above. Since A’ = 27 nz[#'], each .’ is an honest @g/-sheaf.
By Corollary 4.2.10, we have (DZ) = D(Z'). Therefore, we may assume that
A =[Z]and A" = [#’]. In this case, the assertion follows from the symmetry
criterion in terms of squares of Frobenius (Proposition 3.2.15). (]

4.3. Proof of main result. The situation of Theorem 4.2.5 is quite different from
that of Gabber’s theorem on the independence of ¢ [Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 2]. In
Gabber’s theorem, the preservation by — ® — and f™ is trivial and the preservation
by fi follows from the Grothendieck trace formula. The key point of Gabber’s
theorem is thus the preservation by Dx. The preservation by middle extensions
[Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 3] follows from the preservation by the six operations. In
Theorem 4.2.5, the stability under each of the six operations is nontrivial, but the
preservation by Dy and middle extensions is easy. To prove Theorem 4.2.5, we
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will first deduce that fi preserves K, , and K, 4 in an important special case from
the preservation by middle extensions.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let X be a regular Deligne—Mumford stack of finite presentation
over by andlet D =7 ,_; Dy be a strict normal crossing divisor, with Dy regular.
Assume that there exists a finite étale morphism f : Y — X such that f~'(Dg)
is defined globally by t, € T'(Y, Oy) for all « € I. Let F be a lisse Qq-sheaf
on U=X-D, tamely ramified along D. Assume that [ ] € KLZ(U , @g). Then

D, x1jZ1= jiD,ylF]and, if (7] € K, (U, Qp), [ 1:F] belongs to K, o (X, Qp),
where j : U — X is the open immersion.

Proof. We will prove the case of K, ;. The case of K, g is similar.

We may assume that f is a Galois étale cover of group G. Note that, for g € G, we
have gt, = ut, for some root of unity u in k. We apply the construction of [Deligne
1980, 1.7.9] to our setting as follows. For J C I, let Uy = X — UﬁeI—JDﬂ and
let Dy = pesDp N Uj. For alocally constant constructible sheaf of sets ¢ on U,
tamely ramified along D, there exists an integer n invertible in k such that f~'%
extends to ¢’ on the cover (f~ U;)[tl/"]aej of f_lU]. We let (f_lfé)[f_lDJ*]
denote the restriction of ¢’ to Dj, which is locally constant constructible and
equipped with an action of a central extension G; of G by w), compatible with the
action of G on f~ lD* Extending this construction to @,-sheaves by taking limits,
we obtain a lisse Q- sheaf (f*AISf~ lD Jon f~ ID* endowed with an action of a
central extension of G by 2[(1), compatible with the action of G on f~! Dy. Here
L denotes the set of primes invertible in k.

Let us first show that, for all J/ C I, we have [ Rj..#] € K, 5 (Dj, Qy), where
J7 : D — X is the immersion. We proceed by induction on #J. The assertion
is trivial for J empty, as jz = j. For J nonempty, choose 8 € J. Consider the
diagram with Cartesian square

Dy
i
Jp
Digy —— Dp
,l Ji# l
lﬁ lﬁ
jﬂ
U Us X

in which Up = X — Uael—{ﬁ}Da’ Digy = DgNUg, and J' = J — {B}. By [Zheng
2008, Lemme 3.7] (or by direct computation using [Deligne 1980, 1.7.9]), the base
change morphism

i;Rj.F — Rjj,ifRjP 7
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is an isomorphism, so that

JIReZ ~ (i ;) ifRjuZ ~ (i ;) Rjpis RLF.

Since #J' < #J, by the induction hypothesis applied to jﬁ and J/, it suffices to
show that the class Ofl “Rj. F ~ j{ﬁ Rj,% isin K, G(D{ﬁ Q). For this, we may
assume .# t-pure of Welght weZ. Let Hg < 7 (O < G p) be an open subgroup
whose action on V = (f*Z)[f~ 1D* 5y is unipotent. Let N : V(1) — V be the
logarithm of this action and let M be the monodromy filtration on V. We have
J{*,s}RJ.* e DIO1,

JisJxF = (Ker(N) (= 1))/ s,
j{73}R1J'*? ~ (Coker(N))C#/Hs (1),

g%mﬂNNA»:r“wN)ifa
i>0,

grlM (Coker(N)) ~

P_i(V,N)(—=i) i>0,
0 i <0.

By [Deligne 1980, Corollaire 1.8.7, Remarque 1.8.8], P;(V, N) is pure of weight
w 4 i for i <0. Moreover, P;(V, N) is (—1)** o-self-dual by Proposition A.6.8.
It follows that [, jx-F1, [j{3RjsZ1 € K, .

Next we show that, if .# is ¢-pure of weight w € Z then, for aln>0and J C 1,
we have [j/R . ji,-Z] € K, (D7, @g) Here U - U, %> X are immersions,
where U, = X —Ugc; 4x>, Pg and ji, 7 := (ji, (F[d]))[—d], where d = dim(X)
(a function on (X )5. The proof is similar to Gabber’s proof of the independence
of ¢ for middle extensions [Fujiwara 2002, Theorem 3]. We proceed by induction
on n. For n = 0, we have Uy = U and the assertion is shown in the preceding
paragraph. For n > 1, consider the immersions

Up — Un- ]—> U, <— Un 1
and the distinguished triangle

ln*Rln]!* d J'* 7 — R(]n l)*-] T =

The second and third arrows induce isomorphisms j/,.7 = IR Jn_ 1)* Jie
and 7= ”R(]n 1)*]" 'z =~ zn*Rzn]!* Z[1]. By the induction hypothesis, the left—
hand side of

RGE Dj Z1 =ik it 71— [Riy jiL.F]

belongs to K, . The first term of the right-hand side belongs to EBw/Sw +n_1KLw/
and the second term belongs to B ,,~ ., HK}"/. It follows that both terms belong
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to K, . Thus, by the preceding paragraph, [j; R( jnin)*Ri,!l Ji71€K, s. Moreover,
by the induction hypothesis, [j;R(jn—1)x j!’i_lﬁ ] € K, ». Therefore, we have
LfR jue jie 1 = L RGnin)RE L1+ LRG0l F1 € Koo

Taking n = 1 + #I so that U, = X in the preceding paragraph, we get that
i jwZ] €K o (D], @g), for # -pure and J C I. Here ji,.% := (ji.(Z¥[d]))[—d].

Finally, we show the proposition by induction on #/. The assertion is trivial for
I empty. For I nonempty, we may assume .% t-pure. We have

LwZ1=[0Z1+ > Linif iwZ].
@#ICI

By the preceding paragraph and the induction hypothesis, for @ # J C I, we
have [ ;1 j} jiZ1€ Ko (X, Q). Moreover, [ji.Z] € K, 5(X, Q). It follows that
[j17] € K, o (X, Qo). U
Lemma 4.3.2. Let X be a Noetherian Deligne—Mumford stack with separated
diagonal. Then there exist a finite group G and a G-equivariant dominant open
immersion V. — W of schemes such that the induced morphism [V/G] — [W/G]
fits into a commutative diagram

[V/G] — [W/G]

A

X
in which j is an open immersion and f is quasifinite, proper, and surjective.

Proof. By [Laumon and Moret-Bailly 2000, 16.6.3], there exists a finite group G
acting on a scheme V that fits into a Cartesian square

V—Z

| L

[V/G]l —1— X

in which Z is a scheme, g is finite surjective, and j is a dense open immersion. It
then suffices to take W to be the schematic closure of V in (Z/X)¢ (fiber product
over X of copies of Z indexed by G) endowed with the action of G by permutation
of factors. ([l

Proof of Theorem 4.2.5. We will prove the preservation of K, ,. The commutation
with D, is similar.

(1) Let us first show the case of f; for an open immersion f. Since Y has finite
inertia, there exists a Zariski open covering (Y,) of Y with Y, separated. By the
Zariski local nature of K, , (Remark 4.2.7), we may assume Y separated. We may
assume f dominant.
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We proceed by induction on d = dim X. For d < 0 (i.e., X = &), the assertion is
trivial. Ford > 0, let A € K, (X, @g) Note that if A’ € K(X, @g) is such that the
support of A — A’ has dimension < d, then, by the induction hypothesis, to show
fA eK (Y, Qy), it suffices to show A’ € K, (X, Q) and fiA" € K, (Y, Q).
This applies in particular to A" = j;j*A, where j : U — X is a dominant open
immersion. In this case fiA" = (fj)j*A. This allows us to shrink X.

Applying Lemma 4.3.2 to Y, we obtain a finite group G, a G-equivariant domi-
nant open immersion of schemes V — W, and a commutative diagram

[V/G] — [W/G]

I

Y

in which p is proper quasifinite surjective, and the oblique arrow is an open im-
mersion. Let j : U — X, where U = X N[V/G] =[V’'/G]. By the remark above,
it suffices to show that j, and (fj) preserve K, .. In the case of jj, up to replacing
Y by X and p by its restriction to X, we are reduced to the case of (fj);. Since
(fjh = f/ p«, where f":U — [W/G], we are reduced to the case of f,'. Thus, chang-
ing notation, we are reduced to the case of fi, where f: X =[V/G] - [W/G]=

is given by a G-equivariant open immersion of schemes V — W.

The reduction of this case to the case where V is the complement of a G-strict
normal crossing divisor of W is similar to parts of [Zheng 2009, Section 3]. We may
assume V reduced. Shrinking V, we may assume V normal and A = [.#], where
F = Fy Q¢ Qq, where Fp is a lisse O-sheaf and ¢ is the ring of integers of a finite
extension of ;. Applying [Zheng 2009, Lemme 3.5], we obtain a G-stable dense
open subscheme U of V and an equivariant morphism (u, «) : (U’, G") — (U, G),
where « is surjective and u is a Galois étale cover of group Ker(«) trivializing
Fo /My, where m is the maximal ideal of ¢. By Nagata compactification, this
can be completed into a commutative diagram

w6y Y w6

(u,ool l(w,a)

W, G) —— (W, G)

in which w is proper and f’ is an open immersion. Since [u/«] is an isomorphism
and Remark 4.2.6(6) applies to [w/o]., shrinking X and changing notation, we are
reduced to the case where .%;/m.% is constant on every connected component. We
may assume W reduced. Let &’ be a finite extension of k such that the irreducible
components of W ®; k' are geometrically irreducible. Up to replacing W by
W ® k' and G by G x Gal(k’/ k), we may assume that the irreducible components
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of W are geometrically irreducible and that there exists a G-equivariant morphism
W — Spec(k’). Shrinking V, we may assume V regular. Moreover, we may
assume that G acts transitively on mo(V). Let V; be an irreducible component
of V and let Go be the decomposition group. Then f can be decomposed as
X >~ [Vy/Gol — [W/Gol 4> [W/G] =Y, where g is finite. Changing notation,
we may assume V irreducible. Up to replacing W by the closure of V, we may
assume W irreducible, thus geometrically irreducible.

Applying Gabber’s refinement [Zheng 2009, Lemme 3.8] (see also [Vidal 2004,
4.4]) of de Jong’s alterations [1997], we obtain a diagram with Cartesian square

u',G)—— (V,G") — (W, G

(v,a)l l(w,a)

V,G) —— (W, G)

in which (w, «) is a Galois alteration, W’ is regular quasiprojective over k, and U’
is the complement of a G'-strict normal crossing divisor of W'. As .Z is lisse and
[V/G], [V'/G'] are regular, A’ = [v/a]*A belongs to K, - ([V'/G'], Qy), so that
[v/a]«A belongs to K, »([V/G], @g). Moreover, the support of A — [v/a]A’ has
dimension < d. Thus it suffices to show that fi[v/a],A" = [w/a], f/ A" belongs
to K, o (Y, Q;), where f': [W'/G'] — [V'/G']. Let j' : [U'/G'] — [V'/G']. Tt
suffices to show that j/j*A" and (f”j")1j*A’ belong to K, ;. Changing notation,
we are reduced to showing fi[#] € K, - ([W/G], Qy) for f:[V/G] - [W/G],
where V is the complement of a G-strict normal crossing divisor D of a regular
quasiprojective scheme W over k and .# is a lisse sheaf on [V /G] tame along D
such that [Z] € K, , ([V/G], Qp).

Note that W admits a Zariski open covering by G-stable affine schemes. Thus,
by the Zariski local nature of K, , (Remark 4.2.7), we may assume W affine. In
this case, the assertion is a special case of Proposition 4.3.1. This finishes the proof
of the case of fi for f an open immersion.

(2) Next we establish the general case of fi. Let (Xq)qes be a Zariski open covering
of X with X, separated. For J €1, let jy : N pes Xp — X be the open immersion. Let
A €K, ,(X, Q). Then, by Lemma 4.1.3, A = > oercr(— D! jj¥A. Thus we
may assume X separated Applying Nagata compactification [Conrad et al. 2012] to
the morphism X — Y of coarse spaces, we obtain a diagram with Cartesian squares

bl )

- - f3
X — Xx3Y — Zx3Y ——

X
=i

82 g3

~—— <

N1
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in which f is proper and quasifinite, g is an open immersion, and g3 is proper.
Thus fi = f3« fa1 f1« preserves K, .
The case of f, = Dy fiDx follows immediately.

(3) Next we establish the case of f*. The argument is similar to the deduction
of the congruence f* = f ' modulo I(X, @g) [Zheng 2015b, Corollary 9.5] from
Laumon’s theorem, mentioned in Remark 4.2.13. Let B € K, (Y, @g). If fisa
closed immersion, then B = j,j*B + f, f*B, where j is the complementary open
immersion. It follows that f, f*B € K, (Y, @Qy), so that f*B €K, . In the general
case, let (Y,)qes be a stratification of Y such that each Y, is the quotient stack of
an affine scheme by a finite group action. For each «, form the Cartesian square

X, - x

fa lf

Y, .y

Then f*B =), ;¥ jatjsB=2 wcijifajsB. Thus we may assume Y =[Y'/H],
where Y’ is an affine scheme endowed with an action of a finite group H. Similarly,
we may assume X =[X’/G], where X' is an affine scheme endowed with an action of
a finite group G. Up to changing X’ and G, we may further assume that f =[f"/y],
for (f,y): (X', G) — (Y, H), by [Zheng 2009, Proposition 5.1]. In this case f’
can be decomposed into G-equivariant morphisms X’ —— Z’ > ¥’ where i is a
closed immersion and p is an affine space. Thus f* ~[i/id]*[p/y]* preserves K, 5.

The assertions for the other operations follow immediately: f' = Dy f* Dy,
—®@—=AY(—X-), Hom(—,—)=D(—® D). (]

5. Variant: horizontal complexes

In this section, let k be a field finitely generated over its prime field. This includes,
notably, the case of a number field. Many results in previous sections over finite
fields can be generalized to Annette Huber’s horizontal complexes [1997], as
extended by Sophie Morel [2012], over k. In Section 5.1, after briefly reviewing
horizontal complexes, we discuss symmetry and decomposition of pure horizontal
complexes and prove analogues of results of Section 3.2. In Section 5.2, we discuss
symmetry in Grothendieck groups of horizontal complexes and give analogues of
results of Section 4. This section stems from a suggestion of Takeshi Saito.

5.1. Symmetry and decomposition of pure horizontal complexes. Let X be a
Deligne-Mumford stack of finite presentation over k. Huber [1997] (see also [Morel
2012]) defines a triangulated category Dz (X, @g) of horizontal complexes. For a
finite extension A of Z,, D,f (X, A) is the 2-colimit of the categories ch (Xg, A),
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indexed by triples (R, Xg, u), where R C k is a subring of finite type over Z[1/¢]
such that k = Frac(R), Xg is a Deligne-Mumford stack of finite presentation over
Spec(R), and u : X — Xg ®p k is an isomorphism. We may restrict to R regular
and X flat over Spec(R). We have Grothendieck’s six operations on DZ (X, AN).

The triangulated category Dﬁ (X, Qy) is equipped with a canonical 7-structure
and a perverse t-structure. We let Shy (X, Q) and Pervy, (X, Q,) denote the re-
spective hearts. The pullback functors via X — X induce a conservative functor
n*: Db (X, @() — D” (X, @g) t-exact for the canonical ¢-structures and the perverse
t-structures, and compatible with the six operatlons Moreover, n* induces fully
faithful exact functors Shy, (X, @¢) — Sh(X, @;) and Pervy (X, Q;) — Perv(X, Q)
[Morel 2012, Propositions 2.3 and 2.5]. Every object of Pervy, (X, @g) has fi-
nite length.

Remark 5.1.1. The functor n* : Perv, (X, @z) — Perv(X, @z) preserves indecom-
posable objects. By the description of simple objects, the functor also preserves
simple objects. Thus, via the functor, Perv; (X, Q) can be identified with a full
subcategory of Perv(X, Q) stable under subquotients. The subcategory is not
stable under extensions in general.

By restricting to closed points of Spec(R[1/£]), we get a theory of weights for
horizontal complexes. Weight filtration does not always exist, but this will not be a
problem for us. The analogue of Remark 3.2.7 for the preservation of pure complexes
holds. Moreover, the analogues of [Beilinson et al. 1982, Théorémes 5.3.8 and
5.4.5] hold for the decomposition of the pullbacks of pure horizontal complexes
to k. In other words, the functor

7 : DY(X, Q) L5 DY (X, Q) — D (Xz., Qp)

obtained by composing n* with the pullback functor carries pure complexes to admis-
sible semisimple complexes (Definition 3.3.1). Indeed, both theorems follow from
[Beilinson et al. 1982, Proposition 5.1.15(iii)], which has the following analogue,
despite the fact that the analogue of [Beilinson et al. 1982, Proposition 5.1.15(ii)]
does not hold in general.

Proposition 5.1.2. Let K, L € Db (X, Qp), with K mixed of weights < w and L
mixed of weights > w. Then EXt’(n*K n*L)Gal(k/k) =0 fori > 0. In particular,
the map Ext' (*K, n*L) — Ext'(7*K, 7*L) is zero.

Proof The second assertion follows from the first one, as the map factors through

E' := Ext' (7*K, 7*L)S1®/ For the first assertion, consider the horizontal
complex & = Rax.Rs#om(K, L) on Spec(k), which has weight > 0. Therefore,
E' ~T'(Spec(k), #'¢) =0 for i > 0. O

As pure horizontal perverse sheaves are geometrically semisimple, Lemma 2.2.8
on the support decomposition applies (see [Beilinson et al. 1982, Corollaire 5.3.11]).
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The general preservation properties of o-self-dual complexes listed in Remark
2.1.4 still hold for DZ. The two-out-of-three property (Proposition 2.2.1) holds
for o-self-dual horizontal perverse sheaves. The trichotomy for indecomposable
horizontal perverse sheaves (Proposition 2.2.3) also holds.

We say that a horizontal complex of Q,-sheaves A is split if it is a direct sum
of shifts of horizontal perverse sheaves, or, in other words, if A >~ P, P A)[—i].
Definition 3.2.2 can be repeated as follows.

Definition 5.1.3 (D}’ ). Let w € Z. We denote by D}’ (X, Q) C Ob(Dz(X, Q)
(resp. szysd(X, Q) < Ob(Df? (X, Qy))) the subset consisting of split pure hori-
zontal complexes A of weight w such that 2#'A is (—1)"* o-self-dual (resp.
self-dual) with respect to Kx(—w — i) for all i. We denote by D;ﬁ a(X, Q) C
Ob(D? (X, @¢) x DY (X, Qy)) the subset consisting of pairs (A, B) of split pure hor-
izontal complexes of weight w such that 2#A is isomorphic to (Dx?#'B)(—w —i)
for all i.

The analogue of Remark 3.2.8 holds for the preservation of D}’ and D} .
The two-out-of-three property, an analogue of Remark 3.2.9, also holds for D/
and D; ;. We have the following analogue of Proposition 3.2.14, which holds with
the same proof as before, and a similar result for D}ﬁ 4

Proposition 5.1.4. Let m > 0. Let A be a mixed horizontal complex on X such
that, for all n € Z, P"A admits a weight filtration W, and such that grl¥ ?#"A
is (—D)%o-self-dual with respect to Kx(—w) for all w € Z. Then, for alln € 7,
P (AR admits a weight filtration W, and grEJV P (ARMY is (=1D)*o"™-self-dual
with respect to K xn g, 1(—mw) for all w € Z. Moreover, the functor (—)%m
Dy (X, Q) 10 D, ([X™ /Sy ], Qo).

We have the following analogues of Theorem 3.2.3 and Corollary 3.2.5, which
hold with the same proofs as before.

carries

Theorem 5.1.5. Let f : X — Y be a proper morphism of Deligne—Mumford stacks
of finite presentation over k. Assume that Y has finite inertia. Then R f, preserves
D;’, and D}/ ;.

Corollary 5.1.6. Assume that Y has finite inertia. Then Rf, preserves split pure
complexes of weight w.

The analogue of Corollary 3.2.4 also holds for DZ, o

Theorem 1.8 is a special case of Theorem 5.1.5. Applying it to ay, we obtain
Theorem 1.1. Indeed, as we remarked in the Introduction, in Theorem 1.1 we may
assume that £ is finitely generated over its prime field. The horizontal perverse sheaf
ICy, pure of weight d, is (—1)“-self-dual with respect to Kx(—d) by Example 2.1.6,
so ICx[—d] € D)) |, hence Ray, ICx[—d] € D} | by Theorem 1.8, which proves
Theorem 1.1.
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5.2. Symmetry in Grothendieck groups of horizontal complexes. We let X be a
Deligne-Mumford stack of finite presentation over k, and we let K, (X, @;) denote
the Grothendieck group of D,lj (X, @), which is a free abelian group generated by
the isomorphism classes of simple horizontal perverse @,-sheaves. The functor n*
induces an injection K, (X, Q;) — K(X, Q;), which identifies K (X, Q,) with a
A-subring of K(X, Q). The operations on Grothendieck groups in Construction 4.1.1
and Remark 4.1.2 induce operations on Kj,.

For w € Z, we let Kj'(X, Q) € Ku(X, Q) denote the subgroup generated
by pure horizontal perverse sheaves of weight w on X, and we let Kf(X , Q) =
D, Ky (X, @g) CK, (X, @g). The analogue of Lemma 4.1.8 holds, which further
justifies the definition of the map fi, in Remark 4.1.2.

We repeat Definition 4.2.1 as follows.

Definition 5.2.1 (K, ,). We let K}’ (X, Q) S K}'(X, Q) (resp. K}/ (X, Q) €
K} (X, Qy)), for w € Z, be the subgroup generated by [B], for B perverse, t-pure of
weight w, and (—1)%o-self-dual (resp. self-dual) with respect to Kx (—w). We set

Kio (X, Qo) =K}, (X, Q) <r€SP- K.sa(X, @) = P K} (X, @z))-

weZ weZ

We define the twisted dualizing map
Dy x : Kj (X, Qo) — Ky (X, Q)

to be the direct sum of the group automorphisms D;l‘f x - K (X, Q) — K (X, Q)
sending [A] to [(DxA)(—w)]. We let K}’ﬁd(X, Q) CKJ (X, @Q¢)? denote the graph
of D;l‘fx and set

Kn.a(X, Q) = @Ky o(X. Qo).

nezZ

The subgroup Ko (X, Q) in the Introduction is Ky, (X, Q). If k is a finite
field, Kj, (X, Q) is the intersection N Ko (X, Q) of the subgroups K, , of
Definition 4.2.1, where ¢ runs over embeddings @; <> C.

The analogue of Remark 4.2.3 holds for the definition of Kj , K, 54, and Kj, 4.
The analogues of Remarks 4.2.6 and 4.2.7 hold for the preservation and Zariski
local nature of K, , and K 4 with the same proofs.

The following analogue of Theorem 4.2.5 holds with the same proof. In particular,
the analogue of Proposition 4.3.1 holds.

Theorem 5.2.2. Let X and Y be Deligne—-Mumford stacks of finite inertia and finite
presentation over k and let f : X — Y be a morphism. Then Grothendieck’s six
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operations induce maps
—® —, Hom(—, =) Kpo (X, Q) x Kp o' (X, Q) = Ky o0 (X, Qp),
5 FiKnoe (Y, Q) — Ko (X, @),
fir i 1 Kno (X, @p) = Ko (Y, Q).

Moreover, Grothendieck’s six operations on Kf commute with the twisted dualizing
map Dy,.

The analogues of Corollaries 4.2.8 and 4.2.9 hold. The relationship with Lau-
mon’s theorem (Remark 4.2.13) also holds.
Theorem 1.9 is a special case of Theorem 5.2.2.

Appendix: Symmetry and duality in categories

In the appendix, we collect some general symmetry properties in categories with
additional structures. The tensor product equips the derived category of £-adic
sheaves with a symmetric structure. We discuss symmetry of pairings in symmetric
categories in Section A.1. The category of perverse sheaves is not stable under
tensor product, but is equipped with a duality functor. We study symmetry in
categories with duality in Sections A.2 and A.3. We discuss the relation of the two
points of view in Section A.4. We then study the effects of translation on symmetry
in Section A.5; these results are applied in the main text to the Lefschetz pairing.
In Section A.6, we study symmetry of primitive parts under a nilpotent operator;
these results are applied in the main text to the monodromy operator. The results
of the appendix are formal but are used in the main text. The presentation here is
influenced by [Quebbemann et al. 1979], [Riou 2014, Section 12], and [Schlichting
2010]. Recall that o, o’ € {£1}.

A.1. Symmetric categories. In this subsection, we discuss symmetry of pairings
in symmetric categories.

Definition A.1.1 (symmetric category). A symmetric category is a category €
endowed with a bifunctor — ® — : € x ¥ — % and a natural isomorphism (called
the symmetry constraint) cap: AQ B— B® A, for objects A and B of ¢, satisfying
c;}; = cpa. We say that the symmetric category ¥ is closed if for every object
A of 2, the functor — ® A : ¥ — ¥ admits a right adjoint, which we denote by
Hom(A, —).

In our applications, we mostly encounter symmetric monoidal categories (see, for
example, [Mac Lane 1998, Section VIIL.7] for the definition), but the associativity
and unital constraints are mostly irrelevant to the results of this article.

To deal with signs, we need the following additive variant of Definition A.1.1.
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Definition A.1.2. A symmetric additive category is a symmetric category (2, ®)
such that 7 is an additive category and —® — : ¥ X ¥ — Z is an additive bifunctor
(namely, a bifunctor additive in each variable). A closed symmetric additive category
is a closed symmetric category (2, ®) such that & is an additive category.

A closed symmetric additive category is necessarily a symmetric additive category
and the internal Hom functor s#om(—, —) : 2°° x 9 — 2 is an additive bifunctor.

Definition A.1.3. Let (%, ®, ¢) be a symmetric category. Assume that € is an
additive category if o = —1. Let A, B, K be objects of ¢

(1) We define the transpose of a pairing g : B® A — K to be the composite
¢ A®RB->B®A-SSK.
We call g’ the o-transpose of g.
(2) We say that a pairing f : A® A — K is o-symmetric if f =of'.
We have (g7)7 = g. We will often say “symmetric” instead of *“I-symmetric”.
Note that, for a pair of pairings f: AQB — Kand g: B® A — K in a

symmetric additive category, (2 f, 2g) is a sum of a pair of 1-transposes and a pair
of —1-transposes:

Qf2e)=(f+g".g+fH+f—g".g— 1.

Remark A.14. Let (¢, ®, ¢) be a symmetric category such that ¢ is an additive
category. Then (¢, ®, —c) is another symmetric category. The —1-transpose in
(¢, ®, c) of apairing g: A® B — K is the transpose in (¢, ®, —c) of g.

Next we consider effects of functors on symmetry.

Definition A.1.5. Let ¥ and 2 be symmetric categories. A right-lax symmetric
Junctor (resp. symmetric functor) from ¢ to Z is a functor G : ¥ — % endowed
with a natural transformation (resp. natural isomorphism) of functors € x ¢ — 2
given by morphisms G(A) ® G(B) - G(A® B) in Z for objects A, B of €, such
that the following diagram commutes:

G(A)®G(B) — G(A®B)

CGA,GBl IG(CA’B)

GB)®G(A) —— G(B® A)

Between symmetric monoidal categories, one has the notions of symmetric
monoidal functors and lax symmetric monoidal functors, which are compatible
with the associativity constraints and unital constraints. In our applications we will
need to consider symmetric functors between symmetric monoidal categories that
are not symmetric monoidal functors. For example, if f is an open immersion,
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then f) is a symmetric functor compatible with the associativity constraint, but not
compatible with the unital constraints except in trivial cases. Again we emphasize
that the compatibility with the associativity and unital constraints is irrelevant to
the results in this article.

Example A.1.6. Let ¥ and 2 be symmetric categories. Let F': € — & be a functor
admitting a right adjoint G : 2 — % . Then every symmetric structure on F induces
a right-lax symmetric structure on G, given by the morphism G(A) ® G(B) —
G (A ® B) adjoint to

F(G(A)®G(B)) = F(G(A)® F(G(B)) > A®B.

This construction extends to left-lax symmetric structures on F and provides a
bijection between left-lax symmetric structures on F and right-lax symmetric
structures on G. Since we do not need this extension, we omit the details.

Example A.1.7. Let ¥ be a symmetric monoidal category. Then ¥ x % is a
symmetric monoidal category and the functor — ® — : ¢ x € — ¥ is a symmetric
monoidal functor and, in particular, a symmetric functor. The symmetric structure of
the functor is given by the isomorphisms (AQ A")®(BRB') => (AQB)R(A'Q B')
for objects A, A’, B, B’ of €.

Construction A.1.8. Let ¢ and 2 be symmetric categories and let G : 4 — Z be
a right-lax symmetric functor. Let A, B, K be objects of €. A pairing AQ B — K
induces a pairing G(A)  G(B) > G(A® B) — G(K).

The following lemma follows immediately from the definitions.

Lemma A.1.9. Let € and 2 be symmetric categories and let G : € — 2 be a
right-lax symmetric functor. Let A, B, K be objects of €. Let AQ B — K and
B®A — K be transposes of each other. Then the induced pairings GAQGB — GK
and GB @ GA — GK are transposes of each other.

A.2. Categories with duality. In this subsection, we study symmetry in categories
with duality.

Definition A.2.1 (duality). Let ¥ be a category. A duality on ¥ is a functor
D : 2°°P — 9 endowed with a natural transformation ev : id¢; — DD such that the
composite D 25> DDD 2% D is isomorphic to idp. The duality (D, ev) is said
to be strong if ev is a natural isomorphism.

We are mostly interested in strong dualities in the main text. However, for the
proofs of many results on strong dualities, it is necessary to consider general dualities
(for example, the duality D, k, in the proof of Remark 2.1.4(3) is not strong in
general). Our terminology here is consistent with [Schlichting 2010, Definition 3.1].
Some authors refer to a strong duality simply as “duality” [Quebbemann et al. 1979].
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The underlying functor of a strong duality is an equivalence of categories. If € is
an additive category, we say that a duality on ¥ is additive if the underlying functor
is additive. By an additive category with duality, we mean an additive category
equipped with an additive duality.

A basic example of duality is provided by the internal Hom functor in a closed
symmetric category. We will discuss this in detail in Section A.4. By analogy with
this case, we sometimes refer to morphisms B — DA in a category with duality as
forms. We have the following notion of symmetry for forms.

Definition A.2.2 (symmetry of forms). Let (¢, D, ev) be a category with duality for
o =1 (resp. additive category with duality for 0 = —1) and let A, B be objects of 2.

(1) We define the transpose of a morphism g : B — DA to be the composite
A< DDA LS, DB.

We call g’ the o-transpose of g.
(2) We say that a morphism f : A — DA is o-symmetric if f =ofT.
Again we will often say “symmetric” instead of “1-symmetric”’. The terminology
above is justified by the following lemma.
Lemma A.2.3. We have (g7)" = g. The map Hom (B, DA) — Homy (A, DB)
carrying g to g" is a bijection.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the commutativity of the diagram

DA

e
Dev

d/ DDDA +— DDB
DDg

evD

DA(TB

For the second assertion, note that the map carrying 4 : A — DB to h” is the inverse
of the map g — g, by the first assertion. (]

Remark A.2.4. If (¢, D, ev) is an additive category with duality, then (¢, D, —ev)
is another additive category with duality. The —1-transpose in (¢, D, ev) of a
morphism g : B — DA is the transpose in (¢, D, —ev) of g. This allows us in the
sequel to omit the —1-symmetric case in many results without loss of generality.

We will be especially interested in objects A that admit isomorphisms A = DA.
Definition A.2.5. Let (¢, D, ev) be a category with duality and A an object of €.
(1) We say that A is self-dual if there exists an isomorphism A = DA.



288 Shenghao Sun and Weizhe Zheng

(2) Assume that (¥, D, ev) is an additive category with duality if 0 = —1. We
say that A is o-self-dual if there exists a o-symmetric isomorphism A = DA.

We warn the reader that being 1-self-dual is more restrictive than being self-dual.
If A is 1-self-dual or —1-self-dual, then ev: A — DDA is an isomorphism.

Remark A.2.6. Let (¢, D, ev) be an additive category with duality.

(1) The classes of self-dual objects and o-self-dual objects of & are stable under
finite products.

(2) If Ais an object of Z such thatev: A — DDA is an isomorphism, then A® DA
is 1-self-dual and —1-self-dual. In fact, the isomorphism A @ DA 2@,
DDA & DA >~ D(A @ DA) is o-symmetric.

(3) Some self-dual objects are neither 1-self-dual nor —1-self-dual (Corollary 2.2.6).

We close this subsection with a couple of lemmas on o-self-dual objects. They
are used in Section 2.2 but not in the rest of this appendix.

A o-symmetric isomorphism f : A => DA induces an involution on End(A)
carrying g € End(A) to f~!(Dg) f. If € is a k-linear category and D is a k-linear
functor, then the involution is k-linear.

Lemma A.2.7. Let (¢, D, ev) be an additive category with duality. Let A be an
object of 2 such that R = End(A) is a local ring and 2 is invertible in R.

(1) If A is self-dual with respect to D, then A is 1-self-dual or —1-self-dual with
respect to D.

(2) If A is both 1-self-dual and —1-self-dual with respect to D, then every sym-
metric (resp. —1-symmetric) isomorphism f : A — DA induces a nontrivial
involution on the residue division ring of R.

This is essentially [Quebbemann et al. 1979, Proposition 2.5]. We recall the proof
in our notation. It will be apparent from the proof that the additional assumption in
[Quebbemann et al. 1979] that D is a strong duality is not used.

Proof. (1) Since A >~ DA, we have End(A) >~ Hom(A, DA). The image M C
Hom(A, DA) of the maximal ideal of R = End(A) is the complement of the set of
isomorphisms. For any f € Hom(A, DA), wehave 2f = (f+ f1)+(f — 1),
where f + f7 is symmetric and f — fT is —1-symmetric. If f is an isomorphism,
then 2 f is an isomorphism, so that either f + f7 or f — f7 is an isomorphism.

(2) Let g: A — DA be a —1-symmetric (resp. symmetric) isomorphism. Then
h = f~'g is a unit of R whose image under the involution induced by f is —A.
Thus the involution is nontrivial on the residue field of R. U

Remark A.2.8. (1) If % is an abelian category and A is an indecomposable object
of finite length, then End(A) is a local ring [Atiyah 1956, Lemma 7].
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(2) Let k be a separably closed field of characteristic # 2. Assume that ¢ is a
k-linear category, D is a k-linear functor, and R = End(A) is a finite k-algebra.
Then any k-linear involution on R is trivial on the residue field. It follows then
from Lemma A.2.7 that exactly one of the following holds: A is 1-self-dual; A is
—1-self-dual; A is not self-dual.

Lemma A.2.9. Let (D, ev) be a strong duality on an abelian category €. Let A
be a o-self-dual object of finite length. Then the semisimplification A% of A is
o-self-dual.

Note that by assumption D is an equivalence of categories, hence an exact functor.

Proof. We fix a o-symmetric isomorphism f : A — DA. For any subobject N of A,
we let N1 denote the kernel of the morphism A %) DA — DN. Then we have
A/N+ ~ DN, so that N @ (A/N+)* is o-self-dual by Remark A.2.6. If N is
totally isotropic, namely N € N+, then f induces a o-symmetric isomorphism
N+/N = D(N*/N) (see [Quebbemann et al. 1979, Lemma 5.2]). Now let
N be a maximal totally isotropic subobject of A. By [Quebbemann et al. 1979,
Theorem 6.12], N+ /N is semisimple. Therefore, A% ~ N @ (A/N1)¥ @ N+ /N
is o-self-dual. U

A.3. Duality and functors. In this subsection, we study symmetry of functors
between categories with duality.

Given categories with duality (¢, D¢, ev) and (2, Dy, ev), and functors F, G :
¢ — 2, we sometimes refer to natural transformations GDy — Dy F as form
transformations. If € is the category with one object * and one morphism id, and
if we identify functors {x} — 2 with objects of 2, then a form transformation is
simply a form in 2. Form transformations are composed as follows.

Construction A.3.1. Let (8, Dy, ev), (¢, Dy, ev), and (2, Dy, ev) be categories
with duality. Let F, G: 4 — 2 and F’, G’ : 8— ¢ be functors. Leta : FDy — DyG
and o' : F'Dy — D4G’ be natural transformations. We define the composite of
o and o' to be

ao’ : FF' Dy £% FD,G' 2% D,GG'.

As the name suggests, form transformations act on forms. This can be seen as
the case # = {x} of the preceding construction, as follows.

Construction A.3.2. Let (¢, Dy, ev) and (2, Dy, ev) be categories with duality.
Let F, G : ¥ — 2 be functors and let « : FDy — DyG be a natural transformation.
Let A, B be objects of ¥ and let f : A — Dy B be a morphism in ¢. The action
of @ on f is the composite

af : FALL FDyB %5 D,GB.
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We have the following notion of symmetry for form transformations.

Definition A.3.3 (symmetry of form transformations). Let (¢, D¢, ev), (2, Dg,ev)
be categories with duality. Let F, G : ¥ — 2 be functors. Assume that (Z, Dy, ev)
is an additive category with duality if o0 = —1.

(1) We define the transpose of a natural transformation § : GDy — DgF to be
the composite

BT : FDy &£2% p,p,FD, 2282¢, p,GD, D, 225 D,G.

We call 087 the o-transpose of 8.

(2) We say that a natural transformation « : FDy — Dy F is o-symmetricif a =oa .

Again we will often say “symmetric” instead of “1-symmetric”. The terminology
above is justified by the following easy lemma.

Lemma A.3.4. We have (87)T = B. The map Nat(GDy, D, F) — Nat(FDy, Dy G)
carrying B to BT is a bijection.

The transpose a = B7 is uniquely characterized by the commutativity of the
diagram

F—'  FD,D,
evFJ/ Jan% (A-3-1)
Dgyp

If € = {*}, Definition A.3.3 reduces to Definition A.2.2.

Remark A.3.5. A more direct analogue of Definition A.2.2(1) for functors is as
follows. Let ¢ be a category and let (Z, Dy, ev) be a category with duality. Let
G:%¢— % and H: ¢ — 2° be functors. Then the map Nat(G, Dy H) —
Nat(H, D,G) carrying y : G — Dy H to y* : H =4 D, D, H 22% D,G is a
bijection. Indeed, y is a collection (y4 : GA — Dy HA)4 of forms in 2 and y* is
characterized by (y*)4 = (y4)” for all objects A of %, so that (y*)* =y. As one
of the referee points out, this operation does not lead to a notion of symmetry, since
G and H do not have the same variance.

Remark A.3.6. In the situation of Definition A.3.3, we have a bijection
Nat(GDy, Dy F) = Nat(F, DyGDy) (A-3-2)

carrying B to B*. Note that g* is the composite F £ FDy Dy LN Dy GDy,
and BT is the composite FDy £2%5 D, GDy Dy 225% D,,G.

If we equip the functor category Fun(%, 2) with the duality carrying G to
D4 G Dy and the evaluation transformation given by G evGev, Dy Dy GDy Dy, then
natural transformations ¥ — D4 G Dy are forms in this category with duality, and
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Definition A.3.3 of transposes of forms applies. Definition A.3.3 is compatible with
Definition A.2.2 via the bijection (A-3-2) in the sense that we have (8*)7 = (87)*.

Composition of form transformations is compatible with transposition.

Lemma A.3.7. Let (B, Dy, ev), (¢, D¢, ev), (2, Dy, ev) be categories with du-
ality. Let F, G : 6 — 2P and F', G' :  — € be functors. Let a : FDyx — D4 G and
o' . F'Dg — Dy G’ be natural transformations and let aa’ : FF' Dy — Dy GG’

/)T T,,/T

be the composite. Then (axa’)' =o' a'".

Proof. In the diagram

FF —= s FF' DyDy

CVJ/ \ X‘
T
DyDyFF' FDyDyF' —— FDyG' Dy
K J/ l
o o
1T
Dy,GDyF' —*— D,GG' Dy
all inner cells commute. It follows that the outer hexagon commutes. U

Taking 2 = {*}, we obtain the following compatibility of transposition with the
action of form transformations.

Lemma A.3.8. Let (¢, Dy, ev) and (2, Dy, ev) be categories with duality. Let
F, G : € — 2 be functors equipped with a natural transformation o : FDy — DgG.
Let f: A— DgB be a morphism in €. Then (af)! =a’f7.

The following consequence of Lemma A.3.8 is used many times in Section 2.

Lemma A.3.9. Let (¢, D¢, ev) and (2, Dy, ev) be categories with duality, and

let F: ¢ — 9 be a functor endowed with a symmetric natural isomorphism
o:FDy = DgF.

(1) F carries 1-self-dual objects of € to 1-self-dual objects of 2.

(2) If F is fully faithful, then the converse holds: any object A of € such that FA
is 1-self-dual is 1-self-dual.

Proof. For (1), let f : A = D4 A be a symmetric isomorphism. By Lemma A.3.8,
of is symmetric. The assertion follows from the fact that «f is an isomorphism.
For (2), let g: FA => Dy FA be a symmetric isomorphism. Since F is fully faithful,
there exists a unique morphism f : A — D¢ A such that «f = g. Note that f is an
isomorphism. Since af” = g, we have f7 = f. O

The following lemma is used in Section 2.1 to show the symmetry of the middle
extension functor.
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Lemma A.3.10. Let (¢, D¢, ev) and (2, Dy, ev) be categories with duality. As-
sume that 9 is an abelian category and that Dy carries epimorphisms in 9
to monomorphisms. Let E, G : € — 9 be functors endowed with natural tmns-
formatlons o:E— Gand B :GDy — DgE such that the composite E Dy oD,
GDy Ny ) 2 E is symmetric and such that the image functor F : € — 2 of « fits
into a commutative diagram

FDy —— D, F
[
GDy —— D@E

Then the natural transformation y : FDy — Dy F is symmetric.

Proof. In fact, in the diagram

E —> EDy Dy GDCJD‘K

~

F T) Fchch

ev evl V B
DgyDg F —) D@FDK

Dy Dy E —> D@GD%’ Dy EDy

the outer square commutes by the symmetry of Ba and all inner cells except the
inner square commute. It follows that the inner square commutes. ]

We conclude this subsection with another example of form transformation, which
will be used to handle the sign of the Lefschetz pairing (see Lemma A.5.11). We
refer to [Kashiwara and Schapira 2006, Remark 10.1.10(ii)] for the convention on
distinguished triangles in the opposite category of a triangulated category.

Lemma A.3.11. Let 9 be a triangulated category equipped with a t-structure P.
Let (D,ev) : 2°° — 9 be a duality on the underlying category of 2. Assume

that D underlies a right t-exact triangulated functor. We consider © = Y12 and
v = Pr="% as functors 2 — 2. Then the form transformations tD — Dt’ and
' D — Dt induced by the diagrams
tD — Dt <= D7/, (A-3-3)
D < "Dt - Dt (A-3-4)

are transposes of each other.
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The second arrow in (A-3-3) is an isomorphism by the assumption that D carries
Pr==ato Pr==¢ To see that the first arrow in (A-3-4) is an isomorphism, consider,
for any object A of 2, the distinguished triangle

DPrza A L5 pA — pPr=a—lg 5

By assumption, D7=¢"1A is in ’2=!=4  Thus, by Lemma 4.1.9, ’1=7% f is an

isomorphism.

Proof. The commutativity of (A-3-1) follows from the commutativity of the diagram

T———1tDD—— 5 1DUD+—— DT'D
|
DDt DDtDt'D +—— DDDt'D
| AN
Dt'DtD — Dt'DtDD — Dt'DtDt'D Dt'D
. B ™~
Dt'D —— Dt'DDD Dt'DDT'D o~
\‘ \
\ Dt'D - DD O

Remark A.3.12. For any truncation functor t = Pz1%-! with dual truncation functor
v/ = Prl=b:=41 combining the two form transformations in the lemma, we obtain a
form transformation y, : t D — D1’ whose transpose is y,. The form transformation
y; is an isomorphism if D is ¢-exact.

A.4. Duality in closed symmetric categories. In this subsection, we study dualities
given by internal Hom functors in closed symmetric categories. Let (%, ®, ¢) be a
closed symmetric category (Definition A.1.1).

Construction A.4.1. Let K be an object of ¢, and let Dg denote the functor
Ftom(—, K) : 2°°P — 2. For an object A, the composite

AQDxA > DxA® A K,

where adj denotes the adjunction morphism, corresponds by adjunction to a mor-
phism A — Dk Dg A. This defines a natural transformation ev :idy — Dg Dy, which
makes Dk a duality on 2. The latter follows by adjunction from the commutativity
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of the diagram

DxA® DxDg A —— DxDg A ® Dy A

id ®ev]\ ev®id]\

DkARA—— L AQDrA

adj
K

We defined transposes of pairings in symmetric categories (Definition A.2.2) and
in categories with duality (Definition A.1.3). The two definitions are compatible
via the above construction, by the following lemma.

Lemma A.4.2. Let A, B, K be objects of ¢, and set D = Dg. Then the following
diagram commutes:

ocC

Hom(B® A, K) — Hom(A ® B, K)

:l lz

—oev(A
Hom(B, DA) —2— Hom(DDA, DB) =" Hom(A, DB)

Proof. Let f € Hom(B, DA). The two images of f in Hom(A ® B, K) are the two
composite morphisms in the commutative diagram

AQB—-3B®A

id®fl lf@id
adj

AQDA—+DA®RA——K 0

Following Definition A.2.5, we say A is self-dual with respect to K if A >~ Dg A.
We say A is o-self-dual with respect to K if there exists a o-symmetric isomorphism
A = DgA, or, in other words, if there exists a o-symmetric pairing A®@ A — K
that is perfect in the sense that it induces an isomorphism A => Dg A.

Definition A.4.3. A dualizing object of € is an object K of € such that the evalua-
tion transformation ev : idy — Dk Dk is a natural isomorphism, or, in other words,
such that (Dg, ev) is a strong duality.

Remark A.4.4. Let & be a closed symmetric monoidal category and let K be an
object of . The associativity constraint induces an isomorphism #om(A, Dk B) ~
Dk (A ® B) for objects A, B of . In particular, if K is a dualizing object, then
Jtom(A, B) =~ s#om(A, Dg Dx B) >~ Dg (A ® Dk B).
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We close this subsection by constructing two symmetric form transformations.

Construction A.4.5. For a morphism f : K — L of ¢, the natural transformation
Dy :id¢ Dg — Dy id¢ is symmetric. This follows from the commutativity of the
diagram

p
AR DA — Dk A®A —5 K

id @D,l Df®idl J/f

d
ARDA—DARA—L

The action of Dy on forms (Construction A.3.2) carries AQ B — K to the composite

A®B—>K-L>L.

Construction A.4.6. Let % and 2 be closed symmetric categories and let G : 4 — 2
be a right-lax symmetric functor (Definition A.1.5). For objects A, K of &, consider
the morphism

G A#om(A, K) Y5 #om(GA, GA#om(A, K)® GA)
— Hom(GA, G(Hom(A, K)® A) Y #om(GA, GK).

This induces a symmetric natural transformation G Dx — Dgg G (see [Riou 2014,
Théoreme 12.2.5]), whose action on forms carries A ® B — K to the pairing
GA ® GB — GK of Construction A.1.8.

A.S. Symmetry and translation. The derived category of £-adic sheaves is equipped
with a shift functor A — A[1] and the Tate twist functor A — A(1). In this subsec-
tion, we study the effects of such translation functors on symmetry. Lemma A.5.11
is used in the main text to handle the symmetry of the Lefschetz pairing.

Recall that a category with translation [Kashiwara and Schapira 2006, Definition
10.1.1(1)] is a category 2 equipped with an equivalence of categories T : ¥ — 9.
We let T~ : 2 — 2 denote a quasi-inverse of T. For an integer n, we will often
write [n] for T". Recall that a functor of categories of translation [Kashiwara and
Schapira 2006, Definition 10.1.1(ii)] (2, T) — (2', T') is a functor F : 9 — 9’
endowed with a natural isomorphism 7 : FT => T'F. Recall that a morphism of
functors of categories with translation (F, n) — (G, &) is a natural transformation
o : F — G of functors such that the following diagram commutes:

FT — > T'F

A ]

GT — TG

~
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Our first goal is to define duality on categories with translation, a variant of
Definition A.2.1. We endow 2°P with the translation functor (7°P)~! : °P — P
We endow F°P : o7 — 7P with the isomorphism FOP(T°P)~! = (T/oP)~1 Fop
induced by

noP : T/°P FOP =, FOPTOP,

Definition A.5.1 (duality on a category with translation). Let (2, T') be a category
with translation. A duality on (2, T) is a functor of categories with translation
(D, n) : (2°,(T?)"!) — (2, T) endowed with a structure of duality on the
underlying functor D : 2°°P — 2 such that ev : idy — DD°®P is a morphism of
functors of categories with translation. This means that the diagram

T —= DDOPT
evl lD(T"P)‘ln"PT
nDP

TDD «— D(T°P)~1 pop

commutes. In other words, the isomorphisms n~!: TD = D(T°")~!and T~'5nT°P:
T—'D = DT°P are transposes of each other in the sense of Definition A.3.3.

The above definitions have obvious additive variants. An additive category with
translation is defined to be a category with translation whose underlying category
is additive. For additive categories with translation 2 and 2, a functor of additive
categories with translation 9 — %' is defined to be a functor of categories with
translation whose underlying functor is additive. An additive duality on an additive
category with translation is a duality on the category with translation such that the
underlying functor is additive.

As in the case without translation, a basic example of dualities on categories
with translation is provided by closed symmetric categories with translation (see
Construction A.5.9 below). Our next goal is to define symmetric categories with
translation, a variant of Definition A.1.1. Note that in the example of £-adic sheaves,
the shift and twist functors differ in signs with regard to tensor products. To deal
with the two cases simultaneously, we let e = £1. The case € = —1 of the following
definition corresponds to [Kashiwara and Schapira 2006, Definition 10.1.1(v)]. For
a more general notion, see [Verdier 1996, Définition 1.1.4.4].

Definition A.5.2. Let 9, 2', 2” be additive categories with translation. An
e-bifunctor of additive categories with translation F : 2 x 9" — 2" is an additive
bifunctor endowed with functorial isomorphisms F(A[l], B) >~ F(A, B)[1] and
F(A, B[1]) >~ F(A, B)[1] for objects A of 2 and B of 2’, such that the following
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diagram e-commutes:

F(A[1], B[1]) —— F(A, B[1D[1]

zl l:

F(A[], B)[1] —— F(A, B)[2]
Therefore, the following diagram €”"-commutes:

F(X[m], Y[n]) —— F(X, Y[n])[m]

Nl f

F(X[m), Y)[n] —— F(X, Y)[m +n]

Definition A.5.3 (symmetric category with translation). An e-symmetric additive
category with translation is an additive category with translation 2 endowed with
a symmetric structure ® and a structure of an additive e-bifunctor of categories
with translation on — ® — : 2 x 2 — 2, such that the symmetry constraint, when
restricted to each variable, is a morphism of functors of categories with translation
2 — 2. We say that an e-symmetric additive category with translation is closed if
its underlying symmetric category is closed.

For € =1, Definitions A.5.2 and A.5.3 make sense without assuming that the
categories in question are additive.

Example A.5.4. Let ¢ be a symmetric monoidal category and let X be a dualizable
object of ¢, that is, there exists an object B of ¢ such that A® B~1. Then —® A
endows ¢ with the structure of a 1-symmetric category with translation. This
applies in particular to the Tate twist functor on the abelian category of perverse
@g—sheaves.

Example A.5.5. The derived category of any commutatively ringed topos is a closed
—1-symmetric additive category with translation. Similarly, the derived category of
Q¢-sheaves is a closed —1-symmetric additive category with translation.

Let 2 be an e-symmetric additive category with translation.

Lemma A.5.6. The diagram

Alm]® B[n] —— (A® B[n])[m] —— (A® B)[m +n]

cl: zlc[nﬂ»n]

B[n]® A[m] —— (B ® A[m])[n] —— (B ® A)[m + n]

€™ -commutes for all objects A, B of 2 and all integers m, n. Here ¢ denotes the
symmetry constraint.
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Proof. In the diagram

Alm]® B[n] —— (A® B[n])[m] —— (A® B)[m +n]

cl J/c[m] Jc[m+n]

Binl® Alm] —— (Bn] ®A>[W}w® A)[m +n]
(B® Alm])in]

the upper squares commute by functoriality, and the lower triangle €”"-commutes
by the definition of e-bifunctor of additive categories with translation. U

Construction A.5.7. Let A, B, K be objects of 2. A pairing A® B — K induces
a pairing
(A[m]) ® (B[n]) = (A® B[n]D[m] =~ (A® B)[m+n] — K[m+n].
Lemma A.5.6 implies the following.

Lemma A.5.8. Let A, B, K be objects of 9. Let AQB — K and BQA — K
be two pairings that are o-transposes of each other. Then the induced pairings
(Alm])®(B[n]) — K[m+n] and (B[n]))Q(A[m]) — K[m-+n] are €™ o-transposes
of each other.

Let 2 be a closed e-symmetric additive category with translation.
Construction A.5.9. Consider the isomorphisms
o, Hom(A[—n], B) = #om(A, B)[n],
B, : #om(A, B[n]) = H#om(A, B)[n],
given by the isomorphisms
Hom(C, ##om(A[—n], B)) ~ Hom(C ® A[—n], B) ~ Hom((C ® A)[—n], B),
Hom(C, s#om(A, B[n])) ~ Hom(C ® A, B[n]) ~ Hom((C ® A)[—n], B),
and
Hom((C ® A)[—n], B) ~ Hom(C[—n]® A, B)
~ Hom(C[—n], #om(A, B)) >~ Hom(C, s#om(A, B)[n])

for objects A, B, C of 2. We have o, =€ 0tpytn1s B Brn= Bmn> U Bn==¢€""Bnti.
We endow s#om(—, —) : 2°P x 9 — 2 with the structure of an e-bifunctor of addi-
tive categories with translation given by e« and B 3 Leta, = (ea))" ="t/ 2,

3The sign convention is adopted only for concreteness. Our results do not depend on the convention.
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In particular, Dy : 2°° — 2 is endowed with the structure of a functor of
additive categories with translation, which, together with ev:idy — Dy DXP, defines
an additive duality on the additive category with translation (see [Calmes and
Hornbostel 2009, Proposition 3.2.1]).

Remark A.5.10. Construction A.5.7 corresponds to the construction that sends
f:A— DgB to " D/2 times the morphism

Alm] 220 (Dg B){m) < D (BInl)m +n] 22525 Dy (Bln).
where & and S are as in Construction A.5.9. In fact, the following diagram "~ 1/2.
commutes:

Hom(A[m]® B[n],K [m+n]) = Hom((A® B[n])[m],K [m +n])

zl lz

Hom(A[m], D m4n(B[n]) Hom((A® B)[m+n].K [m+n])—Hom(A® B,K)

:l&n l:
5m+n

Hom(A[m],Dg(B[n])[m +n]) —— Hom(A[m],DgB[m]) ——— Hom(A,DgB)

Thus, Construction A.5.7 corresponds to the form transformation y;, , : 7" Dx =
DimanmT", defined to be €"~1/2 times the isomorphism

TmD Ol—n Tm-H’lD TI’L ﬂm+n DK m+n]T

given by Construction A.5.9. By the above, the € -transpose of Yy, » 1S Vi -

We combine the above discussion on translation with our previous discus-
sion on truncation into the following lemma, which is applied in the proof of
Proposition 3.2.12 to the Lefschetz pairing.

Lemma A.5.11. Let 9 be a closed —1-symmetric additive category with translation.
Assume that the underlying category with translation is further equipped with a
triangulated structure and a t-structure P. Let K and L be objects of 2 such that
Dy is a right t-exact triangulated functor. For any o-symmetric pairing AQ A — K
and any morphism & : K[2n] — L, the pairing TH'A ® PH"A — L induced by

Aln1® Aln] = (A® A)[2n] — K[2n] <> L
is (—1)"o-symmetric.
In fact, the form transformation "H" Dx — Dy PH" given by
00y Yy 1001 0 De, L1001 pn _vey py 10.01pn

is (—1)"-symmetric. Here y, , and y; are as in Remarks A.5.10 and A.3.12.
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Remark A.5.12. Let us mention in passing that Lurie’s theory [2014, Chapter 1] of
stable co-categories provides a nicer framework for symmetric monoidal structures
in derived categories. If (Z, ®) is a closed symmetric monoidal co-category such
that the underlying oo-category & is stable, then — ® — and sZom(—, —) are
automatically exact in each variable and the homotopy category of & is a closed
—1-symmetric additive category with translation.

A.6. Duality and nilpotence. In this subsection, we study symmetry of primitive
parts under a (twisted) nilpotent operator. We formulate the problem in the language
of duality on a category with translation introduced in Definition A.5.1. The main
result of this subsection is Proposition A.6.8. This is applied in the main text to the
logarithm of the monodromy operator associated to a normal crossing divisor to show
that Grothendieck’s six operations preserve Koy, (see the proof of Proposition 4.3.1).

Let (&7, T) be an additive category with translation. In this subsection, we denote
T" A by A(n) instead of A[n]. Our first goal is to define a category of objects with
nilpotent operators and record its relation with duality.

Construction A.6.1. Consider the additive category Nil(<7, T') of pairs (A, N) of
an object A of & and a morphism N : A(1) — A which is nilpotent in the sense
that there exists an integer d > 0 such that

NY:=NoN()o---oN(d—1): Ad) = A

is the zero morphism. A morphism (A, N) — (A’, N') is a morphism f : A — A’
of & satisfying N'f(1) = fN.

There are two ways to identify Nil (., T)°P and Nil(«7°P, (T°P)~!), which differ
by a sign. We fix 0 = %1 and consider the isomorphism of categories

E, = E(y.1).0 : Nil(«Z, T)® — Nil(«°, (T°P)"")
sending (A, N : A(1) > A)to (A,oN(—1): A — A(—1)). The composite
op
Nil(«7, T) 225 Nil(or°P, (T°P) 1P L= Nil(a7, T)

equals the identity. The duality we put on Nil(«7, T') will depend on the choice
of o. In the main text we take o = —1.

Let F: («/,T) — (&, T') be a functor of additive categories with translation.
Then F induces an additive functor Nilg : Nil(«/, T) — Nil(«’, T') carrying
(A,N:TA — A) to (FA,T'FA~ FTAY FA) and f : (A,N) — (A, N')
to Ff. Let y : F — F’ be a morphism of functors of categories with translation.
Then y induces a natural transformation Nil,, : Nilz — Nilz, which is a natural
isomorphism if y is an isomorphism.



Parity and symmetry in intersection and ordinary cohomology 301

The following diagrams commute:

-10p

Nil
Nil(«/, T)® ——* 5 Nil(«7', T')*® EpNil% 2 E Nl

1 Nil 0P

Nil zo
Nil (7%, (T%) 1) % Nil(e7’°P, (T°")~1)  Nilgop Eoyr ——— Nilpop E..

Construction A.6.2. Let D : («/°P, (T°?)~!) — (&, T') be an additive duality on
the additive category with translation (see the comment following Definition A.5.1).
Consider the functor Dyii(,7), composite of

Nil (<, T)"p Nil (7P, (T°P)~ ) Nilp Nil(e, T),
and the natural transformation

ldNﬂ( o T) — 7> NllD NllDop = NllD NllDop Eﬂop E

= Nilp Ey Nil}} E;f = Drier.1) DXy 1)-

These define an additive duality on the additive category Nil(«7, T'), which is strong
if D is strong on <.

In the rest of this section, let (<7, T') be an abelian category with translation,
namely an additive category with translation whose underlying category <7 is
abelian. Our next goal is to review the decomposition into primitive parts. The
following is a variant of [Deligne 1980, Proposition 1.6.1, 1.6.14], with essentially
the same proof.

Lemma A.6.3. Let (A, N) be an object of Nil(«7, T). Then there exists a unique
finite increasing filtration M of A satisfying NM;(1) € M;_; and such that N k
induces an isomorphism gr; MA(k) = gr A, for k > 0.

Proof. Let d > 0 be an integer such that N%*! = 0. We proceed by induction on d.
We have M; = A and M_,_; = 0. For d > 0, we have My_; = Ker(N%)(—d)
and M_; = Im(N9). We have N¢ = 0 on Ker(N?)(—d)/Im(N¥). Let M’ be the
corresponding filtration given by the induction hypothesis. Then, for —d <i <d —1,
M; is the inverse image in Ker(N9)(—d) of Ml./ C Ker(Nd)(—d)/Im(Nd). O

The following is an immediate consequence of the construction of the filtration M.

Lemma A.6.4. Let f: (A, N) — (A’, N') be a morphism of Nil(</, T). Then f is
compatible with the corresponding filtrations. More precisely, if M and M' denote
the corresponding filtrations, then f(M;) C Mj/ .

Fori <0, let Pi(A, N) = Ker(N : grA(1) — gr¥, A)(—1). The inclusion
Ker(N)(—1) € A induces an isomorphism grlM(Ker(N)(—l)) = P;(A, N). We
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thus obtain functors
Pl' = P,‘“Q{ : NII(JZ{, T) — .

For all j, we have

erjfA= (P P N)(-55).
k>1j]|
k=j (mod 2)

We now proceed to define form transformations on the primitive part functors.
Let (A, N) be an object of Nil(«/, T). If M = M(A, N) and M* = M(E (A, N)),
then we have the following short exact sequence in <:

0—>M_j_1—>A—>Mj*—>O.

Thus gr . A can be identified with gr "A. Moreover, N~/ : grﬁ”i A(—i) = grlM A
induces an isomorphism in &/

ay (A, N) : Piyoo(Ees (A, N))(—i) = gr™, (Coker(N))(—i)
=5 oM (Ker(N)(—1)) =~ P; (A, N).

This defines a natural isomorphism of functors «,, : P p =5 (ToP)~! P; g0 Ey. By
definition, we have the following.

Lemma A.6.5. The isomorphism T~ Pof;op EOp awp —=—P; yEo Em =P yiso %{p

Let («7, T), (&', T') be abelian categories with translation and let F : («7, T) —
(7', T’) be a functor of categories with translation such that the underlying functor
o — o' is exact. Let (A, N) be an object of (&, T) and let M = M(A, N),
M’ = M(Nilg(A, N)). The exactness of F allows us to identify F(M;A) as a
subobject of FA, and under this identification we have F(M;A) = M '(FA). We
have an obvious natural isomorphism Br : P; o Nilp = FP; .. The following
functoriality of 8 is obvious.

Lemma A.6.6. Let F, F': (o7, T) — (o', T') be functors of categories with trans-
lation such that the underlying functors are exact, and let y : F — F’ be a morphism
of functors of categories with translation. Then the following diagram commutes:

Pl"_%/ NllF ﬁTF) FP,‘“Qy

Nﬂyl ly

. B
P,',(Qy/ NllF/ % F/Pl',py

By construction, the isomorphisms « and 8 have the following compatibility.
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Lemma A.6.7. The following diagram commutes:

(T"P) " FOP P, yon By 4——— FOP(T®) 7 Py yow By ——— FP P,

ﬁFopT: ZJV o

(T"°P) ™ P; oyop Nilpop Ey === (T"°P) ™ P; yrop Epr NilyY <a;i PP Nily

The following is the main result of this subsection.

Proposition A.6.8. Let (<7, T) be an abelian category with translation and let
D : (P, (T?)™YY — (&7, T) be a duality such that the underlying functor
P — o is exact. Then, fori <0, the composite isomorphism

1 .
P; s Dnii(r.1) = Pi.y Nilp Eoy 22 DP; o E,; 2> (D(T*")) P,

is o'-symmetric.

Note that T~/ D ~ D(T°P)! : &7°P — o endowed with the natural transformation
id,, =% DD ~ (D(T°P)")(T~' D) is a duality on /. By the proposition, P; .,
carries o-self-dual objects of Nil(«7, T) to o'c’-self-dual objects of 7.

Proof. In the diagram

Niley o P; 7 Nilp Nil pop P; s Nilp E
Pp—— P,"(Qy Nilp Nil pop x E,yop E;p - x Nll%) E;;P
~ | Bp ’—vlﬂD :lﬁD
. DP; o0 NilDop DP; s E,
ev . o op —/— > pr—— o
DP[,JZ{ P NllD P x EdOP E;)/p % Nll(g) EZ;P
DD P; =—— DD P, ,E;wE.¥
~ B ~
m J/Oldop Q{gg1
- DD®T~ P L EY
D(T°P)! D () D(TP) DP By D(T®)' P’
X T' P X P wEy - x Nilpy Ef

the triangle o/-commutes by Lemma A.6.5, the upper-left inner cell commutes by
Lemma A.6.6, the lower-right inner cell commutes by Lemma A.6.7, and the other
inner cells trivially commute. (]



304 Shenghao Sun and Weizhe Zheng

Acknowledgements

We thank Luc Illusie for encouragement and enlightening conversations. We thank
Ofer Gabber for many helpful suggestions, and we are grateful to him and Gérard
Laumon for pointing out a mistake in an earlier draft of this paper. We are indebted
to Takeshi Saito for fruitful suggestions on general base fields, to Pierre Deligne
for generously sharing his knowledge on A-rings, to Jiangxue Fang for bringing
our attention to Kashiwara’s conjecture, and to Matthew Young for suggesting a
connection to Grothendieck—Witt groups. Sun thanks Torsten Ekedahl, Bernd Ulrich,
and many others for helpful discussions on the MathOverflow website. Zheng thanks
Michel Brion, Zongbin Chen, Lei Fu, Michel Gros, Binyong Sun, Yichao Tian,
Claire Voisin, Liang Xiao, and Zhiwei Yun for useful discussions. Part of this work
was done during various stays of the authors at Université Paris-Sud, Institut des
Hautes Etudes Scientifiques, Korea Institute for Advanced Studies, Shanghai Jiao
Tong University, and Hong Kong University of Science and Technology. We thank
these institutions for hospitality and support. We thank the referees for

References

[Atiyah 1956] M. F. Atiyah, “On the Krull-Schmidt theorem with application to sheaves”, Bull. Soc.
Math. France 84 (1956), 307-317. MR 19,172b Zbl 0072.18101

[Atiyah and Tall 1969] M. F. Atiyah and D. O. Tall, “Group representations, A-rings and the J-
homomorphism”, Topology 8 (1969), 253-297. MR 39 #5702 Zbl 0159.53301

[Beilinson et al. 1982] A. A. Beilinson, J. Bernstein, and P. Deligne, “Faisceaux pervers”, pp. 5—
171 in Analyse et topologie sur les espaces singuliers, I (Luminy, 1981), Astérisque 100, Société
Mathématique de France, Paris, 1982. MR 86g:32015 Zbl 0536.14011

[Brocker and tom Dieck 1995] T. Brocker and T. tom Dieck, Representations of compact Lie groups,
Graduate Texts in Mathematics 98, Springer, New York, NY, 1995. MR 97i:22005 Zbl 0874.22001

[Calmes and Hornbostel 2009] B. Calmes and J. Hornbostel, “Tensor-triangulated categories and
dualities”, Theory Appl. Categ. 22:6 (2009), 136-200. MR 2010k:18008 Zbl 1178.18005

[Chevalley 1955] C. Chevalley, Théorie des groupes de Lie, IIl: Théoremes généraux sur les al-
gebres de Lie, Actualités Scientifiques et Industrielles 1226, Hermann, Paris, 1955. MR 16,901a
Zbl1 0186.33104

[Conrad et al. 2012] B. Conrad, M. Lieblich, and M. Olsson, “Nagata compactification for algebraic
spaces”, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 11:4 (2012), 747-814. MR 2979821 Zbl 1255.14003

[Deligne 1968] P. Deligne, “Théoreme de Lefschetz et criteres de dégénérescence de suites spectrales”,
Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 35 (1968), 107-126. MR 39 #5582 Zbl 0159.22501

[Deligne 1980] P. Deligne, “La conjecture de Weil, II”, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 52
(1980), 137-252. MR 83c:14017 Zbl 0456.14014

[Deligne 1994] P. Deligne, “Décompositions dans la catégorie dérivée”, pp. 115-128 in Motives
(Seattle, WA, 1991), edited by U. Jannsen et al., Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics 55,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1994. MR 95h:18013 Zbl 0809.18008

[Deligne 2012] P. Deligne, “Finitude de 1’extension de Q engendrée par des traces de Frobenius, en
caractéristique finie”, Mosc. Math. J. 12:3 (2012), 497-514. MR 3024820 Zbl 1260.14022


http://www.numdam.org/item?id=BSMF_1956__84__307_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/19,172b
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0072.18101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(69)90015-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(69)90015-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/39:5702
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0159.53301
http://msp.org/idx/mr/86g:32015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0536.14011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-12918-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/97i:22005
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0874.22001
http://www.emis.de/journals/TAC/volumes/22/6/22-06abs.html
http://www.emis.de/journals/TAC/volumes/22/6/22-06abs.html
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2010k:18008
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1178.18005
http://msp.org/idx/mr/16,901a
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0186.33104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1474748011000223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1474748011000223
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2979821
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1255.14003
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1968__35__107_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/39:5582
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0159.22501
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1980__52__137_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/83c:14017
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0456.14014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/pspum/055.1/1265526
http://msp.org/idx/mr/95h:18013
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0809.18008
http://ams.org/distribution/mmj/vol12-3-2012/abst12-3-2012.html
http://ams.org/distribution/mmj/vol12-3-2012/abst12-3-2012.html
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3024820
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1260.14022

Parity and symmetry in intersection and ordinary cohomology 305

[Drinfeld 2001] V. Drinfeld, “On a conjecture of Kashiwara”, Math. Res. Lett. 8:5-6 (2001), 713-728.
MR 2003c:14022 Zbl 1079.14509

[Drinfeld 2012] V. Drinfeld, “On a conjecture of Deligne”, Mosc. Math. J. 12:3 (2012), 515-542.
MR 3024821 Zbl 1271.14028

[Fujiwara 2002] K. Fujiwara, “Independence of / for intersection cohomology (after Gabber)”, pp.
145-151 in Algebraic geometry 2000, Azumino (Nagano, 2000), edited by S. Usui et al., Advanced
Studies in Pure Mathematics 36, Mathematical Society of Japan, Tokyo, 2002. MR 2004c:14038
Zbl 1057.14029

[Gaitsgory 2007] D. Gaitsgory, “On de Jong’s conjecture”, Israel J. Math. 157 (2007), 155-191.
MR 2008;j:14021 Zbl 1123.11020

[Grothendieck 1958] A. Grothendieck, “La théorie des classes de Chern”, Bull. Soc. Math. France 86
(1958), 137-154. MR 22 #6818 Zbl 0091.33201

[Grothendieck 1961] A. Grothendieck, “Eléments de géométrie algébrique, II: Etude globale élémen-
taire de quelques classes de morphismes”, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 8 (1961), 5-222.
MR 36 #177b Zbl 0118.36206

[Grothendieck 1977] A. Grothendieck, “Formule de Lefschetz”, exposé III, rédigé par L. Illusie,
pp. 73-137 in Séminaire de Géometrie Algébrique du Bois-Marie (SGA 5): cohomologie l-adique et
fonctions L (Bures-sur-Yvette, 1965-1966), edited by L. Illusie, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 589,
Springer, Berlin, 1977. MR 58 #10907 Zbl 0355.14004

[Huber 1997] A. Huber, “Mixed perverse sheaves for schemes over number fields”, Compos. Math.
108:1 (1997), 107-121. MR 98k:14024 Zbl 0882.14006

[Mlusie 1994] L. Illusie, “Autour du théoréme de monodromie locale”, pp. 9-57 in Périodes p-adiques
(Bures-sur-Yvette, 1988), edited by J.-M. Fontaine, Astérisque 223, Société Mathématique de France,
Paris, 1994. MR 95k:14032 Zbl 0837.14013

[[lusie and Zheng 2013] L. Illusie and W. Zheng, “Odds and ends on finite group actions and traces”,
Int. Math. Res. Not. 2013:1 (2013), 1-62. MR 3041694 Zbl 06132684

[de Jong 1996] A.J. de Jong, “Smoothness, semi-stability and alterations”, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci.
Publ. Math. 83 (1996), 51-93. MR 98e:14011 Zbl 0916.14005

[de Jong 1997] A.J. de Jong, “Families of curves and alterations”, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble)
47:2 (1997), 599-621. MR 98£:14019 Zbl 0868.14012

[Kashiwara and Schapira 2006] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Categories and sheaves, Grundlehren
der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 332, Springer, Berlin, 2006. MR 2006k:18001 Zbl 1118.18001

[Katz 2005] N. M. Katz, Moments, monodromy, and perversity: a Diophantine perspective, Annals
of Mathematics Studies 159, Princeton University Press, 2005. MR 2006j:14020 Zbl 1079.14025

[Keel and Mori 1997] S. Keel and S. Mori, “Quotients by groupoids”, Ann. of Math. (2) 145:1 (1997),
193-213. MR 97m:14014 Zbl 0881.14018

[Kleiman 1994] S. L. Kleiman, “The standard conjectures”, pp. 3—20 in Motives (Seattle, WA,

1991), edited by U. Jannsen et al., Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 55, American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 1994. MR 95k:14010 Zbl 0820.14006

[Lafforgue 2002] L. Lafforgue, “Chtoucas de Drinfeld et correspondance de Langlands”, Invent.
Math. 147:1 (2002), 1-241. MR 2002m:11039 Zbl 1038.11075

[Laumon 1981] G. Laumon, “Comparaison de caractéristiques d’Euler—Poincaré en cohomologie
l-adique”, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 292:3 (1981), 209-212. MR 82¢:14030 Zbl 0468.14005

[Laumon 1987] G. Laumon, “Transformation de Fourier, constantes d’équations fonctionnelles et
conjecture de Weil”, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 65 (1987), 131-210. MR 88g:14019
Zbl 0641.14009


http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2001.v8.n6.a3
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2003c:14022
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1079.14509
http://ams.org/distribution/mmj/vol12-3-2012/abst12-3-2012.html
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3024821
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1271.14028
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2004c:14038
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1057.14029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-006-0006-2
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2008j:14021
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1123.11020
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=BSMF_1958__86__137_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/22:6818
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0091.33201
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1961__8__5_0
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1961__8__5_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/36:177b
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0118.36206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BFb0096804
http://msp.org/idx/mr/58:10907
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0355.14004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1000273606373
http://msp.org/idx/mr/98k:14024
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0882.14006
http://msp.org/idx/mr/95k:14032
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0837.14013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnr226
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3041694
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06132684
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1996__83__51_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/98e:14011
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0916.14005
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=AIF_1997__47_2_599_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/98f:14019
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0868.14012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/3-540-27950-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2006k:18001
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1118.18001
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2006j:14020
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1079.14025
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2951828
http://msp.org/idx/mr/97m:14014
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0881.14018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/pspum/055.1/1265519
http://msp.org/idx/mr/95k:14010
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0820.14006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002220100174
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2002m:11039
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1038.11075
http://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/bpt6k6226873r/f223
http://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/bpt6k6226873r/f223
http://msp.org/idx/mr/82e:14030
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0468.14005
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1987__65__131_0
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=PMIHES_1987__65__131_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/88g:14019
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0641.14009

306 Shenghao Sun and Weizhe Zheng

[Laumon and Moret-Bailly 2000] G. Laumon and L. Moret-Bailly, Champs algébriques, Ergeb-
nisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) 39, Springer, Berlin, 2000. MR 2001f:14006
Zbl 0945.14005

[Lurie 2014] J. Lurie, “Higher algebra”, preprint, 2014, available at http://www.math.harvard.edu/
~lurie/papers/higheralgebra.pdf.

[Mac Lane 1998] S. Mac Lane, Categories for the working mathematician, 2nd ed., Graduate Texts
in Mathematics 5, Springer, New York, NY, 1998. MR 2001j:18001 Zbl 0906.18001

[Morel 2012] S. Morel, “Complexes mixtes sur un schéma de type fini sur Q”, preprint, 2012,
available at http://web.math.princeton.edu/~smorel/sur_Q.pdf.

[Pacheco and Stevenson 2000] A. Pacheco and K. F. Stevenson, “Finite quotients of the algebraic
fundamental group of projective curves in positive characteristic”, Pacific J. Math. 192:1 (2000),
143-158. MR 2000k:14023 Zbl 0951.14016

[Partsch 2013] H. Partsch, “Deformations of elliptic fiber bundles in positive characteristic”, Nagoya
Math. J. 211 (2013), 79-108. MR 3079280 Zbl 1274.14044

[Quebbemann et al. 1979] H.-G. Quebbemann, W. Scharlau, and M. Schulte, “Quadratic and Her-
mitian forms in additive and abelian categories”, J. Algebra 59:2 (1979), 264-289. MR 82d:18015
7Zbl 0412.18016

[Quillen 1971] D. Quillen, “The Adams conjecture”, Topology 10 (1971), 67-80. MR 43 #5525
Zbl 0219.55013

[Raynaud and Gruson 1971] M. Raynaud and L. Gruson, “Criteres de platitude et de projectivité:
techniques de «platification» d’un module”, Invent. Math. 13:1 (1971), 1-89. MR 46 #7219
Zbl 0227.14010

[Riou 2014] J. Riou, “Dualité”, exposé XVII, pp. 351-453 in Travaux de Gabber sur [’uniformisation
locale et la cohomologie étale des schémas quasi-excellents (Palaiseau, 2006-2008), edited by L.
Ilusie et al., Astérisque 363-364, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2014. MR 3329787
Zbl 1320.14032

[Saito 1990] M. Saito, “Mixed Hodge modules”, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 26:2 (1990), 221-333.
MR 91m:14014 Zbl 0727.14004

[Schlichting 2010] M. Schlichting, “Hermitian K -theory of exact categories”, J. K-Theory 5:1 (2010),
105-165. MR 2011b:19007 Zbl 05690542

[Serre 1965] J.-P. Serre, “Zeta and L functions”, pp. 82-92 in Arithmetical algebraic geometry
(Purdue, IN, 1963), edited by O. F. G. Schilling, Harper & Row, New York, NY, 1965. MR 33 #2606
Zbl 0171.19602

[Serre 1998] J.-P. Serre, Représentations linéaires des groupes finis, 5Sth ed., Hermann, Paris, 1998.
2nd ed., 1971, translated as Linear representations of finite groups, Graduate Texts in Mathematics
42, Springer, New York, 1977. MR 80f:20001 Zbl 0926.20003

[Suh 2012] J. Suh, “Symmetry and parity in Frobenius action on cohomology”, Compos. Math. 148:1
(2012), 295-303. MR 2881317 Zbl 1258.14023

[Sun 2012a] S. Sun, “Decomposition theorem for perverse sheaves on Artin stacks over finite fields”,
Duke Math. J. 161:12 (2012), 2297-2310. MR 2972459 Zbl 1312.14057

[Sun 2012b] S. Sun, “L-series of Artin stacks over finite fields”, Algebra Number Theory 6:1 (2012),
47-122. MR 2950161 Zbl 06064705

[Verdier 1996] J.-L. Verdier, Des catégories dérivées des catégories abéliennes, edited by G. Maltsin-
iotis, Astérisque 239, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 1996. MR 98c:18007 Zbl 0882.18010


http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001f:14006
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0945.14005
http://www.math.harvard.edu/~lurie/papers/higheralgebra.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-4721-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2001j:18001
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0906.18001
http://web.math.princeton.edu/~smorel/sur_Q.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2000.192.143
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2000.192.143
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2000k:14023
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0951.14016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/00277630-2141608
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3079280
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1274.14044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(79)90126-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-8693(79)90126-1
http://msp.org/idx/mr/82d:18015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0412.18016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(71)90018-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/43:5525
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0219.55013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01390094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01390094
http://msp.org/idx/mr/46:7219
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0227.14010
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3329787
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1320.14032
http://dx.doi.org/10.2977/prims/1195171082
http://msp.org/idx/mr/91m:14014
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0727.14004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/is009010017jkt075
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2011b:19007
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/05690542
http://msp.org/idx/mr/33:2606
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0171.19602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-9458-7
http://msp.org/idx/mr/80f:20001
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0926.20003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X11007056
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2881317
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1258.14023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/00127094-1723657
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2972459
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1312.14057
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2012.6.47
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2950161
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06064705
http://webusers.imj-prg.fr/~georges.maltsiniotis/jlv.html
http://msp.org/idx/mr/98c:18007
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0882.18010

Parity and symmetry in intersection and ordinary cohomology 307

[Vidal 2004] I. Vidal, “Théorie de Brauer et conducteur de Swan”, J. Algebraic Geom. 13:2 (2004),
349-391. MR 2005m:14030 Zbl 1070.14020

[Zheng 2005] W. Zheng, “Théoreme de Gabber d’indépendance de [, Master’s thesis, Université
Paris-Sud, Orsay, 2005, available at http://159.226.47.28/~zheng/memoire.pdf.

[Zheng 2008] W. Zheng, “Sur la cohomologie des faisceaux /-adiques entiers sur les corps locaux”,
Bull. Soc. Math. France 136:3 (2008), 465-503. MR 2009d:14015 Zbl 1216.14016

[Zheng 2009] W. Zheng, “Sur I'indépendance de / en cohomologie /-adique sur les corps locaux”,
Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 42:2 (2009), 291-334. MR 2010i:14032 Zbl 1203.14023

[Zheng 2015a] W. Zheng, “Companions on Artin stacks”, preprint, 2015. arXiv 1512.08929

[Zheng 2015b] W. Zheng, “Six operations and Lefschetz—Verdier formula for Deligne-Mumford
stacks”, Sci. China Math. 58:3 (2015), 565-632. MR 3319927 Zbl 06430227

Communicated by Brian Conrad
Received 2014-08-26 Revised 2015-10-02 Accepted 2015-12-31

shsun@math.tsinghua.edu.cn Yau Mathematical Sciences Center, Tsinghua University,
Jinchunyuan West Building, Beijing, 100084, China

wzheng@math.ac.cn Morningside Center of Mathematics, Academy of Mathematics
and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Zhongguancun Donglu 55, Beijing, 100190, China

mathematical sciences publishers :.msp


http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S1056-3911-03-00336-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2005m:14030
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1070.14020
http://159.226.47.28/~zheng/memoire.pdf
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=BSMF_2008__136_3_465_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2009d:14015
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1216.14016
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=ASENS_2009_4_42_2_291_0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2010i:14032
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1203.14023
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1512.08929
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11425-015-4970-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11425-015-4970-z
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3319927
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/06430227
mailto:shsun@math.tsinghua.edu.cn
mailto:wzheng@math.ac.cn
http://msp.org

Algebra & Number Theory

msp.org/ant

EDITORS

MANAGING EDITOR

Bjorn Poonen

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Georgia Benkart
Dave Benson
Richard E. Borcherds
John H. Coates

J-L. Colliot-Thélene
Brian D. Conrad
Hélene Esnault
Hubert Flenner
Sergey Fomin
Edward Frenkel
Andrew Granville
Joseph Gubeladze
Roger Heath-Brown
Craig Huneke

Kiran S. Kedlaya
Janos Kollar

Yuri Manin

Philippe Michel

Cambridge, USA

EDITORIAL BOARD CHAIR

David Eisenbud

University of California
Berkeley, USA

BOARD OF EDITORS

University of Wisconsin, Madison, USA
University of Aberdeen, Scotland
University of California, Berkeley, USA
University of Cambridge, UK

CNRS, Université Paris-Sud, France
Stanford University, USA

Freie Universitit Berlin, Germany
Ruhr-Universitit, Germany

University of Michigan, USA
University of California, Berkeley, USA
Université de Montréal, Canada

San Francisco State University, USA
Oxford University, UK

University of Virginia, USA

Univ. of California, San Diego, USA
Princeton University, USA

Northwestern University, USA

Susan Montgomery
Shigefumi Mori
Raman Parimala
Jonathan Pila
Anand Pillay

Victor Reiner

Peter Sarnak

Joseph H. Silverman
Michael Singer
Vasudevan Srinivas
J. Toby Stafford
Ravi Vakil

Michel van den Bergh

Marie-France Vignéras

Kei-Ichi Watanabe
Efim Zelmanov

Shou-Wu Zhang

Ecole Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne

PRODUCTION
production@msp.org

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor

University of Southern California, USA
RIMS, Kyoto University, Japan

Emory University, USA

University of Oxford, UK

University of Notre Dame, USA
University of Minnesota, USA
Princeton University, USA

Brown University, USA

North Carolina State University, USA
Tata Inst. of Fund. Research, India
University of Michigan, USA

Stanford University, USA

Hasselt University, Belgium

Université Paris VII, France

Nihon University, Japan

University of California, San Diego, USA
Princeton University, USA

See inside back cover or msp.org/ant for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2016 is US $290/year for the electronic version, and $485/year (+$55, if shipping outside the US)
for print and electronic. Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscribers address should be sent to MSP.

Algebra & Number Theory (ISSN 1944-7833 electronic, 1937-0652 printed) at Mathematical Sciences Publishers, 798 Evans
Hall #3840, c/o University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840 is published continuously online. Periodical rate postage
paid at Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional mailing offices.

ANT peer review and production are managed by EditF Low® from MSP.

PUBLISHED BY
:l mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing

http://msp.org/

© 2016 Mathematical Sciences Publishers


http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
mailto:production@msp.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/

Algebra & Number Theory

Volume 10 No. 2 2016

Kummer theory for Drinfeld modules
RICHARD PINK

Parity and symmetry in intersection and ordinary cohomology
SHENGHAO SUN and WEIZHE ZHENG

Generalized Heegner cycles at Eisenstein primes and the Katz p-adic L-function
DANIEL KR1Z

Squarefree polynomials and Mobius values in short intervals and arithmetic progressions
JONATHAN P. KEATING and ZEEV RUDNICK

Equidistribution of values of linear forms on a cubic hypersurface
SAM CHOW

215

235

309

375

421


http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2016.10.215
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2016.10.309
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2016.10.375
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2016.10.421

	1. Introduction
	2. Symmetry of complexes and perverse sheaves
	2.1. Symmetry of complexes
	2.2. Symmetry of perverse sheaves

	3. Symmetry and decomposition of pure complexes
	3.1. Symmetry of pure perverse sheaves over a finite field
	3.2. Symmetry and decomposition of pure complexes over a finite field
	3.3. Variant: semisimple complexes over a separably closed field

	4. Symmetry in Grothendieck groups
	4.1. Operations on Grothendieck groups
	4.2. Statement and consequences of main result
	4.3. Proof of main result

	5. Variant: horizontal complexes
	5.1. Symmetry and decomposition of pure horizontal complexes
	5.2. Symmetry in Grothendieck groups of horizontal complexes

	Appendix: Symmetry and duality in categories
	A.1. Symmetric categories
	A.2. Categories with duality
	A.3. Duality and functors
	A.4. Duality in closed symmetric categories
	A.5. Symmetry and translation
	A.6. Duality and nilpotence

	Acknowledgements
	References
	
	

