arXiv:2012.14671v2 [math.AG] 28 Jan 2022

A description of monodromic mixed Hodge modules

Takahiro Saito

Abstract

For a smooth algebraic variety X, a monodromic D-module on X × C is decomposed into a direct sum of some D-modules on X. We show that the Hodge filtration of a mixed Hodge module on X × C whose underlying D-module is monodromic is also decomposed. Moreover, we show that there is an equivalence of categories between the category of monodromic mixed Hodge modules on X × C and the category of “gluing data”. As an application, we endow the Fourier-Laplace transformation of the underlying D-module of a monodromic mixed Hodge module with a mixed Hodge module structure.

Contents

0 Introduction 2

1 Monodromic D-modules 5 1.1 Monodromic D-modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 1.2 The Kashiwara-Malgrange filtrations of monodromic D-modules . . . . . . . . 10 1.3 Duality of monodromic D-modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 1.4 Regular holonomic monodromic D-modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

2 The Hodge filtrations of monodromic mixed Hodge modules 13 2.1 The decompositions of Hodge filtrations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.2 The pure case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 2.3 The mixed case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

3 A construction of monodromic mixed Hodge modules 26 3.1 Some properties of monodromic mixed Hodge modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 3.2 The equivalence of categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 3.3 The D_C ∗ -modules S_{m,1}, S_{1,λ} and L_r . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 3.4 The mixed Hodge modules S^H_{m,1}[1] and L^H_r [1] . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 3.5 A construction of monodromic mixed Hodge modules on X × C^∗ . . . . . . . . 34 3.6 The proof of Theorem 3.5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41 3.7 The Fourier-Laplace transformations of mixed Hodge modules . . . . . . . . . . 44

2010 Mathematics subject classification. 14F10, 32S35, 32S40 Key words and phrases. Mixed Hodge modules, D-modules, Perverse sheaves, Irregular Hodge filtrations.

0 Introduction

Let X be a smooth algebraic variety of finite type over C and C_t the affine line with the coordinate t. We consider a graded polarizable mixed Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) on X ×C_t , where M is the underlying D-module, F_•M is the Hodge filtration, K is the underlying Q-perverse sheaf and W_•K is the weight filtration. Here, in this paper, “D-module” means “left D-module”. Since the underlying D-module of a mixed Hodge module is always regular holonomic, so is M. Brylinski [4] defined the Fourier-Laplace transformation^FM of M, whose underlying constructible sheaf is the Fourier-Sato transformation of K.^FM is a D-module on X ×C_τ , where C_τ is the dual vector space of C . While^FM is holonomic, it may not be regular in general. If^FM is not regular, it can not be the underlying D-module of a mixed Hodge module. Brylinski showed that if M is monodromic (see Definition 1.1),^FM is regular (see loc. cit.). Therefore, it is natural to ask whether there is a natural mixed Hodge module structure on the Fourier-Laplace transformation^FM of a monodromic D-module M. Reichelt [13] gave a definition of a mixed Hodge module structures on the homogeneous A-hypergeometric D-modules (GKZ-systems), which are expressed as the Fourier-Laplace transforms of certain D-modules. Moreover, Reichelt-Walther [14] defined a mixed Hodge module structures of the Fourier-Laplace transforms of mixed Hodge modules whose underlying D-modules are monodromic. To treat the Hodge filtration on^FM more clearly, we take a different approach from their one.

In order to answer the question above, we should observe the structures of mixed Hodge modules whose underlying D-modules are monodromic (we call them monodromic mixed Hodge modules) in detail. As explained in Lemma 1.6, we will identify quasi-coherent D_{X×C} - modules (resp. O_{X×C} -modules) with quasi-coherent D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩(:= D_X ⊗_C C [t]⟨∂_t ⟩)-modules (resp. O_X [t](:= O_X ⊗_C C [t])-modules) by using the pushforward and the pullback by the projection p: X × C → X, where C [t]⟨∂_t ⟩ is the ring of differential operators on C_t . Assume that M is monodromic. For β ∈ Q, we define a D_X -submodule M^β of M (we regard M as a D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩-module) as M^β := ⋃ l≥0 Ker((t∂_t − β)^l : M → M).

Since M is monodromic, we have a decomposition M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β, (1)

where we endow the right hand side with a D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩-structure by using the morphisms t: M^β → M^{β+1} and ∂_t : M^β → M^{β−1}. Then, our first result is the following:

Theorem 0.1 (see Theorem 2.2). For p ∈ Z, F_pM ⊂ M is decomposed as F_pM = ⨁ β∈Q F_pM^β,

where we set F_pM^β := F_pM ∩ M^β and the O_X [t]-module structure of the right hand side is defined by the morphism t: F_pM^β → F_pM^{β+1}.

In other words, the Hodge filtration F_•M is decomposed with respect to the decomposition (1). Let us explain what this theorem means in terms of the nearby and vanishing cycles.

Note that we have (see Proposition 1.10) ğ t: M^β → M^{β+1} is an isomorphism if β ≠ −1. ∂_t : M^β → M^{β−1} is an isomorphism if β ≠ 0.

Therefore, we can reconstruct the D-module M from the data:

(i) The D-modules M^α on X for α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q.

(ii) The nilpotent endomorphisms t∂_t − α: M^α → M^α for α ∈ (−1, 0) ∩ Q. (iii) The morphisms ∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1} and t: M^{−1} → M^0

such that t∂_t and ∂_tt are nilpotent.

On the other hand, by the definitions of the nearby cycle (resp. the e(α)(:= exp(−2π √ −1α))- nearby cycle, the unipotent vanishing cycle) ψ_tM (resp. ψ_{t,e(α)}M, ϕ_{t,1}M) of the D-module M along t = 0 (note that they are D-module on X), we have (see Corollary 1.17) ψ_tM = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α, ψ_{t,e(α)}M = M^α, and ϕ_{t,1}M = M^{−1}. (2)

Moreover, through the identifications,^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part of the monodromy automorphism of the nearby and vanishing cycles are corresponding to t∂_t − α on M^α for α ∈ [−1, 0], the can morphism can : ψ_{t,1}M → ϕ_{t,1}M (resp. the var morphism var: ϕ_{t,1}M → ψ_{t,1}M) corresponds to −∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1} (resp. t: M^{−1} → M^0) (see Corollary 1.17). Therefore, we can say that the monodromic D-module is determined by the nearby and vanishing cycles of it along t = 0 with some morphisms between them. Moreover, under the identifications (2) the Hodge filtrations of ψ_tM, ψ_{t,e(α)}M and ϕ_{t,1}M are F_•ψ_tM = ⨁ α∈(−1,0] F•M α, F_•ψ_{t,e(α)}M = F_•M^α, and F_•ϕ_{t,1}M = F_{•+1}M^{−1},

where F_•M^α is F_•M ∩M^α (see Remark 2.5). By the strict specializability (see Definition 2.3), we have ğ t: F_pM^β → F_pM^{β+1} is an isomorphism if β > −1. ∂_t : F_pM^β → F_{p+1}M^{β−1} is an isomorphism if β < 0.

Therefore, Theorem 0.1 means that the Hodge filtration of the monodromic mixed Hodge module is determined from the ones of the nearby and vanishing cycles of it (up to shift). The natural question arises whether it is possible to reconstruct a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C from its nearby and vanishing cycles. Our second main result gives an affirmative answer to this question.

We consider a tuple ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v), where M_{(−1,0]} and M_{−1} are mixed Hodge modules on X and T_s : M_{(−1,0]}^∼→ M_{(−1,0]}, N : M_{(−1,0]} → M_{(−1,0]}(−1), c: M_0(:= Ker(T_s −1) ⊂ M_{(−1,0]}) → M_{−1} and v : M_{−1} → M_0(−1) are morphisms between mixed Hodge modules with the following properties:

(⋆-i) T_s commutes with N.

(⋆-ii) The underlying D-module M_{(−1,0]} of M_{(−1,0]} is decomposed as

M_{(−1,0]} = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M_α, where M_α := Ker(T_s − e(α)) ⊂ M_{(−1,0]}.

(⋆-iii) vc: M_0 → M_0(−1) is −N.

Since the weight filtration of M_{(−1,0]} is a finite filtration, N is a nilpotent operator. Moreover, by (⋆-ii), F_pM_{(−1,0]} (p ∈ Z) is decomposed as

F_pM_{(−1,0]} = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_pM_α, where F_pM_{(−1,0],α} = F_pM_{(−1,0]} ∩ M_α. Let G (X) be the category of such tuples. For a monodromic mixed Hodge module M on X × C , we obtain an object in G (X) by setting M_{(−1,0]} = ψ_tM and M_{−1} = ϕ_{t,1}M. In this way, we can define a functor from the category MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) of monodromic graded polarizable mixed Hodge modules on X × C to the category G (X). Our second main result is the following.

Theorem 0.2 (see Theorem 3.5). There is an equivalence of categories

MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) ≃ G (X).

In fact, we can naturally construct a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C from an object in G (X).

We go back to the original question. Let M be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C . The Fourier-Laplace transformation^FM of the underlying D-module M (for the definition, see Subsection 3.7) is again monodromic. Therefore, as explained above, its Dmodule structure is determined by (^FM)^α(:= ⋃ l≥0 Ker(t∂_t − α)^l ⊂^FM) for α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q with some morphisms. By the definition of the Fourier-Laplace transformation, we have (^FM)^β ≃ M^{−β−1} as D-modules on X and we thus obtain FM(= ⨁ β∈Q (^FM)^β ) = ⨁ β∈Q M^{−β−1}. By setting M_{(−1,0]} := ϕ_{t,1}M ⊕ ψ_{t,≠1}M and M_{−1} := ψ_{t,1}M(−1), we can naturally define an object in G (X). By Theorem 0.2, we can construct a monodromic mixed Hodge module^FM on X × C_τ whose underlying D-module is^FM. Through the identification^FM^α = M^{−α−1}, we have F_p^FM^α := ğ F_{p+1}M^{−1} (α = 0) F_pM^{−α−1} (α ∈ [−1, 0)), for α ∈ [−1, 0] and p ∈ Z (see Lemma 3.25). Note that the Hodge filtration F_•^FM is decomposed by Theorem 0.1 and determined only by F_•^FM^α for α ∈ [−1, 0].

The author expects these results to be linked with the irregular Hodge theory. More precisely, he hopes there are some relationships between the filtrations on^FM: the Hodge filtration defined above, the irregular Hodge filtration defined in Esnault-Sabbah-Yu [6], Sabbah- Yu [18] and Sabbah [16], and the one defined in [14]. This is left for future work.

Acknowledgments

A part of this study was done while the author was visiting CMLS, École polytechnique from April to October 2018, whose hospitality is gratefully acknowledged. Another part was fruitfully conducted while he went to University of Tsukuba until March 2020. The author would like to express his sincere gratitude to Professor Claude Sabbah for suggesting the problem treated in this paper, having stimulating discussions and answering many questions. Moreover, the author would like to thank him for a careful reading of the manuscript and valuable suggestions. He would like to express appreciation to Professor Takuro Mochizuki for inspiring discussions and helpful advice. He wishes to thank Tatsuki Kuwagaki for fruitful conversations. His thanks go also to Yuichi Ike for answering his questions. He would like to thank Professor Kiyoshi Takeuchi for his constant encouragement. He also thanks the referee for useful comments. This work is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20J00922.

1 Monodromic D-modules

1.1 Monodromic D-modules

We first recall some definitions and facts about monodromic D-modules. Almost all the results in this section are basic, but we will provide some proofs for the convenience. We refer to [4] for the details. We also refer to Section 10 of [7] for some results on monodromic D-modules, especially, an index formula for monodromic D-modules.

Throughout this paper, we use left D-modules. Accordingly, there are some differences in the conventions compared to [19] and [20]. For example, the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtrations (see Subsection 1.2) are decreasing filtrations in this paper, while in [19] and [20] they are increasing filtrations.

Let X be a smooth algebraic variety of finite type over C , O_X the structure sheaf on X and D_X the sheaf of differential operators on X. In this paper, we will basically consider only algebraic (quasi-coherent) D-modules (nevertheless, we use analytic D-modules in the proof). Moreover, all the D-modules and O-modules are quasi-coherent. Let t be the coordinate of C . We sometimes write C_t to emphasize it.

Definition 1.1. Let M be a D-module on X ×C_t (resp. X ×C^∗_t ). If for any affine open subset U ⊂ X and any section m of M on U × C_t (resp. U × C^∗_t ) there exists a non-zero polynomial b(s) ∈ C [s] such that b(t∂_t)m = 0, we say that M is a monodromic D-module. Moreover, if we can take such b(s) whose roots are contained in K , we say that M is K -monodromic, where K is R or Q.

Lemma 1.2. For a D-module M on X × C_t , M is monodromic if and only if M|_{X×C} ∗_t is monodromic.

Proof. Let m be a section (on an affine open subset of the form U ×C_t ) of M and assume that M|_{X×C} ∗_t is monodromic. Then, there exists a polynomial b(s) ∈ C [s] such that b(t∂_t)m|_{X×C} ∗_t = 0. Therefore, the support of b(t∂_t)m is contained in X × {0}, and hence for sufficiently large l ∈ Z_{≥0}, t^lb(t∂_t)m is zero. This implies that there is a polynomial b^′(s) ∈ C [s] such that b^′(t∂_t)m = 0.

Remark 1.3. When M is regular holonomic, we can define “monodromic” as a property of the corresponding perverse sheaf as follows. Let K be a perverse sheaf on X ×C_t such that we have DR_{X×C} (M) ≃ K, where DR_{X×C} is the de Rham functor. Then, by Proposition 7.12 of [4], M is monodromic if and only if all the cohomology sheaves H^j(K) (j ∈ Z) of the complex of sheaves K are locally constant on any C^∗ -orbit of X × C_t , i.e. {x} × C^∗ and {(x, 0)} for x ∈ X. We can write this condition in terms of the micro support (the singular support) SS(K) of K. Let p: X × C^∗ → X be the projection and^tp^′ : (X × C^∗ ) ×_X T^∗X → T^∗(X × C^∗ ) the transposed map of the differential map of p. Then, by Proposition 5.4.5 of [10], the the above condition is equivalent to the condition:

SS(K|_{X×C} ∗ ) ⊂^tp^′((X × C^∗ ) ×_X T^∗X) = T^∗X × T^∗_C ∗ C^∗ ,

where T^∗_C ∗ C^∗ is the bundle of zero sections of the cotangent bundle T^∗C^∗ . Assume that M is regular. Then, since the micro support of K coincides the characteristic variety Char(M) of M, we can say that M is monodromic if and only if it satisfies that Char(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) ⊂ T^∗X × T^∗_C ∗ C^∗ . Remark 1.4. Assume that M is coherent. In the situation of Definition 1.1, for a section m ∈ M the set of all polynomials satisfying b(t∂_t)m = 0 forms an non-zero ideal in C [s]. Take a monic generator b_0(s) of it. Then, by Proposition 1.15 below, we can see that any root β ∈ C of b_0(s) is a root of the Bernstein polynomial of the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration of M along t = 0 up to Z. Therefore, M is K (= Q or R)-monodromic if and only if M is monodromic and K -specializable along t = 0 (see subsection 1.2).

Remark 1.5. Since we only deal with Q-monodromic D-modules in this paper, we will simply say “monodromic” as “Q-monodromic”.

We denote by p: X × C → X the projection of X × C to X. Then, we get a p_∗D_{X×C} - module p_∗M and we can also endow it with a D_X -module structure by the adjunction D_X → p_∗p^{−1}D_X → p_∗D_{X×C} . Moreover, t and ∂_t define D_X -module endomorphisms of p_∗M, and hence p_∗M is a D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩(:= D_X ⊗_C C [t]⟨∂_t ⟩)-module, where C [t]⟨∂_t ⟩ is the ring of differential operators on C_t . Conversely, for a D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩-module N, we define a D_{X×C t} -module p^∗N as p^∗N := D_{X×C t} ⊗_p−1_{DX [t]⟨∂t⟩} p^{−1}N. Similarly, for an O_{X×C t} -module M, p_∗M is an O_X [t](:= O_X ⊗_C C [t])-module and for an O_X [t]-module N, we can define an O_{X×C t} -module p^∗N as p^∗N := O_{X×C t} ⊗_p−1_{OX [t]} p^{−1}N. Since C_t is affine and our D-modules and O-modules are quasi-coherent, we can easily check the following.

Lemma 1.6. The operators p_∗ and p^∗ define an equivalence of categories between the category of quasi-coherent D_{X×C t} -modules (resp. O_{X×C t} -modules) and the one of quasi-coherent D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩-modules (resp. O_X [t]-modules). The same statements hold also for the categories of D_{X×C} ∗_t , D_X [t^±]⟨∂_t⟩, O_{X×C} ∗_t and O_X [t^±]-modules.

In the following, we identify D_{X×C t} -modules (resp. D_{X×C} ∗_t -modules, O_{X×C t} -modules, O_{X×C} ∗_t -modules) with D_X [t]⟨∂_t⟩-modules (resp. D_X [t^±]⟨∂_t⟩-modules, O_X [t]-modules, O_X [t^±]- modules) through the functors p_∗ and p^∗.

For a D_{X×C t} or D_{X×C} ∗ -module M and β ∈ Q, we define a D_X -submodule M^β of M by

M^β := ⋃ l≥0 Ker((t∂_t − β)^l : M → M).

Proposition 1.7. A D_{X×C t} or D_{X×C} ∗_t -module M is monodromic if and only if M is a direct sum of the family of D_X -modules {M^β }_{β∈Q} , i.e. we have a decomposition: M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β. (3)

Proof. For any β_1 ≠ β_2, take a germ of a local section m ∈ M^{β1} ∩ M^{β2} . By the definition of M^β, for sufficiently large l ≥ 0 we have (t∂_t − β_1)^lm = 0 and (t∂_t − β_2)^lm = 0. Since polynomials (s − β_1)^l and (s − β_2)^l are coprime, there exist polynomials u(s), v(s) ∈ C [s] such that u(s)(s − β_1)^l + v(s)(s − β_2)^l = 1. Therefore, we have m = 0. This implies that ⨁ β∈Q M^β is an O_X -submodule of M.

We assume that M is monodromic. Let m be a germ of a local section of M. Then, there exists a monic polynomial b(s) ∈ C [s] such that b(t∂_t)m = 0. Let b(s) = ∏_r i=1(s − β_i)^{ki} be its factorization. To show m is in ⨁ β∈Q M^β, we use induction on r. If r = 1, m is in M^{β1} (⊂ ⨁ β∈Q M^β). If r ≥ 2, since (s − β_1)^{l1} and ∏_r i=2(s − β_i)^{li} are coprime, there exist polynomials u(s), v(s) ∈ C [s] such that u(s)(s − β_1)^{l1} + v(s) ∏_r i=2(s − β_i)^{li} = 1. Then, we have

m = u(t∂_t)(t∂_t − β_1)^{l1} m + (v(t∂_t) r∏ i=2 (t∂_t − β_i)^{li} )m.

It is clear that (v(t∂_t) ∏_r i=2(t∂_t − β_i)^{li} )m is in M^{β1} . Moreover, u(t∂_t)(t∂_t − β_1)^{l1} m is killed by the operation ∏_r i=2(t∂_t − β_i)^{li} . By the induction hypothesis, u(t∂_t)(t∂_t − β_1)^{l1} m is in ⨁ β∈Q M^β, and hence m is also in ⨁ β∈Q M^β. This completes the proof.

Remark 1.8. The category of monodromic D_{X×C t} -modules is closed under taking submodules, quotient modules and extensions in the category of D_{X×C t} -modules. Consequently, the category of monodromic D_{X×C t} -modules is abelian. Moreover, let M^′ be a submodule of a monodromic D_{X×C t} -module M. Then, we have

(M^′)^β = M^′ ∩ M^β (β ∈ Q),

and by Lemma 1.7 we obtain a decomposition

M^′ = ⨁ β∈Q M^′ ∩ M^β.

Similar statements hold for quotient modules of M and extensions of monodromic D-modules.

Remark 1.9. We identify a quasi-coherent O_Z -module F on an affine variety Z with the O(Z)-module Γ(Z, F ) : the global sections of F . Then, if X is affine, M is monodromic if and only if we have a decomposition M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β, (4)

as a Γ(X × C , D_{X×C t} ) = Γ(X, D_X ) ⊗ C [t]⟨∂_t ⟩-module, where M^β = {m ∈ M | (t∂_t − β)^lm = 0 for some l ≥ 0}.

Proposition 1.10. Let M be a monodromic D_{X×C t} -module. Then, for β ∈ Q we have the morphisms:

t: M^β → M^{β+1} and ∂_t : M^β → M^{β−1}.

Moreover, the above morphisms except for

t: M^{−1} → M^0 and ∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1}

are isomorphism.

Proof. The first statement is clear by the definition of M^β. We show the second statement. Since the problem is local, we may assume that X is affine. So we use the notation of Remark 1.9. For β ∈ Q, we have

(t∂_t − β)^l = P t + (−β − 1)^l,

for some operator P of the form ∑ i−j=−1 ai,jt i∂^j_t (a_{i,j} ∈ C ). Therefore, on the set Ker((t∂_t − β)^l : M^β → M^β), we have P t = −(−β − 1)^l. Hence, if β ≠ −1, the morphism t: M^β → M^{β+1} is injective. Similarly, on the set Ker((t∂_t − β − 1)^l : M^β → M^β), we have ∂_tQ = −(−β − 1)^l for some operator Q of the form ∑ i−j=−1 ai,j t i∂^j_t (a_{i,j} ∈ C ). Since the operator Q sends M^{β+1} to M^β, this implies that the morphism t: M^β → M^{β+1} is surjective if β ≠ −1. We can check a similar statement for ∂_t : M^β → M^{β−1} in the same way.

Remark 1.11. By Proposition 1.10, we can reconstruct the monodromic D-module M on X × C from the data:

(i) The D-modules M^α on X for α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q.

(ii) The nilpotent endomorphisms t∂_t − α: M^α → M^α for α ∈ (−1, 0) ∩ Q. (iii) The morphisms ∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1} and t: M^{−1} → M^0

such that t∂_t and ∂_tt are nilpotent.

Proposition 1.12. Let M be a monodromic D-module on X × C_t . Then, M is a coherent D_{X×C t} -module if and only if the following two properties hold: ğ (i) there exists a finite subset A ⊂ [−1, 0] ∩ Q s.t. M^β = 0 (β ∈ [−1, 0] \ A), (ii) all M^α (α ∈ A) are coherent D_X -modules .

Proof. Since the problem is local, we may assume that X is affine.

Assume that M is a coherent D_{X×C t} -module. We take generators m_1, . . . , m_r of M as a D_{X×C t} -module. We may assume that m_i are homogeneous, i.e. m_i ∈ M^{βi} for some β_i ∈ Q. Then, the submodule of M generated by m_i is contained in ⨁ l∈Z M^{βi+l}. Therefore, the condition (i) above must be satisfied. For any β ∈ Q, take an element m ∈ M^β . Then, consider the union of the two subsets of M^β: {∂^{βi−β}_t (t∂_t)^lm_i ∈ M | l ≥ 0, β_i ∈ β + Z_{≥0}}, and {t^{β−βi} (t∂_t)^lm_i ∈ M | l ≥ 0, β_i ∈ β + Z_{≤0}}. Since (t∂_t − β_i)^lm_i = 0 for some l ≥ 0, the subset of M^β is finite. We can see that M^β is generated by this finite subset as D_X -module, i.e. the condition (ii) is satisfied.

Conversely, assume that we have the condition (i) and (ii). We consider the union of finite generators of all M^β for β ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q as D_X -module. By the condition (i), this set is finite. Moreover, by Proposition 1.10, this set generates M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β as D_{X×C t} -module.

Remark 1.13. Assume that X is affine and M^β is coherent. Let m_1, . . . , m_r be generators of M^β . Since each m_i is killed by (t∂_t − β)^{li} for some l_i ≥ 0, for a sufficiently large l ≥ 0 we have M^β = Ker((t∂_t − β)^l : M → M).

Since our X is of finite type over C , this formula is valid for a sufficiently large l ≥ 0 even if X is not affine.

Proposition 1.14. Let M be a coherent and monodromic D_{X×C t} -module. Then, M|_{X×C} ∗ is a locally free O_{X×C} ∗ -module of finite rank if and only if all the coherent D_X -modules M^α for α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q are locally free O_X -modules of finite rank.

Proof. Assume that M^α are locally free of finite rank for every α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q. Since there are finitely many non-zero M^α (α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q) by Proposition 1.12, we can take a neighborhood U of a point in X such that all M^α|_U are locally free of finite rank. Since we have M|_{U×C} ∗ = ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α|_U ) ⊗ C [t^± ] by Proposition 1.10, this is also a locally free O_{X×C} ∗ -module of finite rank.

Conversely, assume that M|_{X×C} ∗ is a locally free O_{X×C} ∗ -module of finite rank. On a sufficiently small neighborhood of a point in X × C^∗ , we take finite generators (as an O_{X×C} ∗ - module) σ_1, . . . , σ_l of M|_{X×C} ∗ . By Proposition 1.10, we may assume that σ_i is in M^{αi} for some α_i ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q for i = 1, . . . , l. Then, we can see that for any α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, M^α is generated (as an O_X -module) by {σ_i | α_i = α} ⊂ M^α. Since any D-module which is coherent over O is a locally free O-module of finite rank (see Theorem 1.4.10 of [8]), M^α is a locally free O_X -module of finite rank.

1.2 The Kashiwara-Malgrange filtrations of monodromic D-modules

We consider the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration of a monodromic D-module. We refer to [20], [17], [24], [11], [15], [23], [1], [9] for the definition and results for the V -filtration and Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration. For a coherent D_{X×C} -module M, we denote by {V^β_t M}_{β∈R} the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration of M along t = 0 when it exists. Recall that V^β_t M is a coherent V^0_t D_{X×C} (= D_X [t, t∂_t])-module and gr^β_V M = V^β_t M/V^{>β}_t M is killed by (t∂_t − β)^l for some l ∈ Z_{≥0}. We can express the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration of a monodromic D-module as follows.

Proposition 1.15. Let M be a monodromic coherent D_{X×C t} -module. Then, the Kashiwara- Malgrange filtration of M along t = 0 exists and we have

V^γ_t M = ⨁ β≥γ M^β. Therefore,

gr^γ_V M(:= V^γ_t M/V^{>γ}_t M) ≃ M^γ .

Proof. By the uniqueness of the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration, the problem is local, and hence we may assume that X is affine. We set U^γ M := ⨁ β≥γ M^β for γ ∈ R. By Proposition 1.12, all M^β are coherent. Since M^β is killed by (t∂_t − β)^l for sufficiently large l ≥ 0, by Proposition 1.10 we can see that U^γ M is a coherent D_X [t]⟨t∂_t⟩-module. Moreover, U^γ M/U^{>γ} M is isomorphic to M^γ and killed by (t∂_t − γ)^l for some l ≥ 0. Furthermore, it is clear that ⋃ γ∈R U^γ M = M, tU^γ M ⊂ U^γ M and ∂_tU^γ M ⊂ U^{γ−1}M. By Proposition 1.10, tU^γ M = U^{γ+1}M for γ > −1. Because the Kahiwara-Malgrange filtration is characterized by these properties, {U^γ M}_{γ∈R} is the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration.

Remark 1.16. Since our monodromic D-module M is Q-monodromic (Remark 1.5), the filtration V^•_t M jumps only at rational numbers. Therefore, we can say that M is Q-specializable along t = 0.

For α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, we set e(α) := exp(−2π √ −1α). Then, we define the e(α)-nearby cycle ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) of M as V^α_t M/V^{>α}_t M and the unipotent vanishing cycle ϕ_{t,1}(M) of M as V^{−1}_t M/V^{>−1}_t M (ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) and ϕ_{t,1}(M) are D-modules on X). Moreover, we have a natural morphism ψ_{t,1}(M) → ϕ_{t,1}(M) defined by −∂_t and ϕ_{t,1}(M) → ψ_{t,1}(M) defined by t. The former (resp. latter) one is written by can (resp. var). We also define the automorphisms of ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) and ϕ_{t,1}(M) by T := exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t). When M is regular holonomic, these notions correspond to the ones in the category of perverse sheaves respectively. For example, we have

DR_X(ψ_{t,e(α)}(M)) ≃^pψ_{t,e(α)}(DR_{X×C} (M)), and DR_X(ϕ_{t,1}(M)) ≃^pϕ_{t,1}(DR_{X×C} (M)),

where^pψ_{t,e(α)} (resp.^pϕ_{t,1}) is the nearby (resp. vanishing) cycle functor between the category of perverse sheaves and DR_X is the de Rham functor.

As a corollary of Proposition 1.15, we can express the nearby and vanishing cycles as follows.

Corollary 1.17. Let M be a monodromic coherent D_{X×C t} -module. Then, for α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q we have

ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) = M^α, and

ϕ_{t,1}(M) = M^{−1}.

Moreover, can: ψ_{t,1}(M) → ϕ_{t,1}(M) is −∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1}, var: ϕ_{t,1}(M) → ψ_{t,1}(M) is t: M^{−1} → M^0, and^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part of the monodromy automorphism T = exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t) on ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) = M^α (resp. ϕ_{t,1}M = M^{−1}) is t∂_t − α (resp. t∂_t + 1).

We also use the nearby cycle ψ_t(M) := V^{>−1}_t M/V^{>0}_t M = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q ψt,e(α)(M) of M along t = 0. Then, we have ψ_t(M) = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α and^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part of the monodromy automorphism T can be expressed as ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q (t∂t − α). 1.3 Duality of monodromic D-modules We consider the dual of a monodromic D-module. Our proof in this section is inspired by [11].

Lemma 1.18. Let M be a monodromic coherent D-module on X × C_t . Then, locally, there exists a resolution of M: · · · → E_2 → E_1 → E_0 → M → 0, where E_i is a direct sum of finitely many monodromic D-modules of the form: D_{X×C t} /D_{X×C t} (t∂_t− α)^l for some α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q and l ∈ Z_{≥1}.

Proof. We may assume that X is affine. Take generators m_1, . . . , m_r of M as D-module such that m_i is in M^{αi} for some α_i ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q. Then, for a sufficiently large l_i ∈ Z_{≥1}, we have (t∂_t − α_i)^{li} m_i = 0. We thus obtain a surjection

E_0 := r⨁ i=1 D_{X×C t} /D_{X×C t} (t∂_t − α_i)^{li} ↠ M → 0. (5) By the definition, E_0 is coherent and monodromic and so is the kernel of (5). Therefore, we can repeat this procedure and obtain a desired resolution.

We remark that E_i in Lemma 1.18 is not holonomic (unless X is one point). Moreover, the D-module D_{X×C t} /D_{X×C t} (t∂_t − α)^l has a resolution 0 → D_{X×C t} → D_{X×C t} → D_{X×C t} /D_{X×C t} (t∂_t − α)^l → 0. Recall that for a D_{X×C} -module M its dual is defined as D M = RHom_{DX×C} (M, D_{X×C} ) ⊗_{OX×C} ω^{⊗−1}_{X×C} [dim X + 1]. Lemma 1.19. Each cohomology of the dual D M of a monodromic coherent D-module M is also monodromic.

Proof. We may assume that X is affine. We write D for D_{X×C} in this proof. Take a resolution E_• → M → 0 of M as in Lemma 1.18. Then, we have RHom_D(M, D) ≃ RHom_D(E_•, D) in D^−(D_{X×C} ). For each E_i, we can take a resolution 0 → D^{li} → D^{li} → E_i → 0. Then, we can consider the following diagram (we can define horizontal arrows):

0 0 0

. . . // E_2

OO

// E_1

OO

// E_0

OO

// M // 0

. . . // D^{l2} OO

// D^l1

OO

// D^l0

OO

. . . // D^{l2}

OO

// D^l1

OO

// D^l0

OO

0

OO

0

OO

0

OO

. Since the vertical sequences are exact and Hom_D(D, D) is isomorphic to D, RHom_D(E_•, D) is the single complex of a double complex of the form: . . . D^{l2} fflffl oo D^l1 fflffl oo D^l0 oo fflffl . . . D^{l2} oo D^l1 oo D^l0 , oo where the degree of D^{l0} at the top right is 0 and the vertical arrows D^{li} → D^{li} are the multiplications by ⨁_{li} j=1(t∂_t − α_j)^{sj} for some α_j ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q and s_j ∈ Z_{≥1}. The cohomology of its single complex is clearly monodromic.

Remark 1.20. The characteristic variety of D M is the same as the one of M. Therefore, if M is regular holonomic, Lemma 1.19 is a direct consequence of Remark 1.3.

Remark 1.21. For a monodromic coherent D-module on X × C_t and j ∈ Z we have a decomposition of the j-th cohomology of its dual: H^jD M = ⨁ β∈Q (H^j D M )^β .

By Proposition 4.6-2 of [11], we have

(H^j D M )^α ≃ H^jD (M^{−1−α} ) (α ∈ (−1, 0)), H^jD (M^0 ) (α = 0), H^jD (M^{−1} ) (α = −1).

Moreover, for α ∈ (−1, 0) the nilpotent endomorphism t∂_t − α on (H^jD M)^α is the transpose of t∂_t + 1 + α on M^{−1−α} and t: (H^j D M)^{−1} → (H^j D M)^0 (resp. ∂_t : (H^j D M )^0 → (H^j D M)^{−1} ) is the transpose of −∂_t : M^0 → M^{−1} (resp. t: M^{−1} → M^0) (see loc. cit.). In this way, we can describe the D-module structure on H^j D M concretely in terms of M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0]) and the morphisms between them.

1.4 Regular holonomic monodromic D-modules

We consider the holonomicity and the regularity of monodromic D-modules.

Proposition 1.22. Let M be a coherent monodromic D_{X×C t} -module. Then, M is holonomic if and only if all the coherent D_X -modules M^β (β ∈ Q) are holonomic.

Remark 1.23. By Proposition 1.10, we can also state that M is holonomic if and only if all the coherent D_X -modules M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q) are holonomic.

Proof of Proposition 1.22. Recall that a coherent D-module is holonomic if and only if the cohomologies of its dual vanish except for the 0-th one (see Corollary 2.6.8 of [8]). Therefore, the assertion follows from Remark 1.21.

Proposition 1.24. Let M be a holonomic and monodromic D_{X×C t} -module. Then, M is regular if and only if all the holonomic D_X -modules M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q) are regular.

Proof. Assume first that M is regular. Since the functors ψ_{t,e(α)} and ϕ_{t,1} preserves the regularity (see Théorème 4.3.2 of [12]), M^α = ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) for α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q and M^{−1} = ϕ_{t,1}(M) (see Corollary 1.17) are also regular.

Conversely, assume that all M^α are regular. Take sufficiently large k ∈ Z_{≥1} such that (t∂_t − α)^k is zero on M^α for all α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q. Then, we have a morphism of D_{X×C} -modules M^α ⊠ D_C /D_C (t∂_t − α)^k → M, which sends m ⊠ [P ] to P m for m ∈ M^α and P ∈ D_C . Let α_1, . . . , α_l be rational numbers in [−1, 0] such that M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0]∩Q) is zero if α is not α_1, . . . , α_l. Then, by Proposition 1.10, the direct sum of the above morphisms l⨁ i=1 (M^{αi} ⊠ D_C /D_C (t∂_t − α_i)^k) → M

is a surjection. Since any D_C /D_C (t∂_t − α_i)^k is regular and any quotient object of a regular D-module is also regular, M is regular.

2 The Hodge filtrations of monodromic mixed Hodge modules

2.1 The decompositions of Hodge filtrations

In this section, we consider algebraic mixed Hodge modules whose underlying D-modules are monodromic. For the definition and the properties of mixed Hodge module, see [20], [19], [17], [21], [23], [15]. In this paper, mixed Hodge modules are always graded polarizable. Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over C . Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be an algebraic mixed Hodge module on X × C_t , where M is its underlying D_{X×C t} -module, F_•M is its Hodge filtration (note that each F_pM (p ∈ Z) is a coherent O_{X×C} -module), K is a Q-perverse sheaf on X × C_t with an isomorphisms DR_{X×C} (M) ≃ K_C (:= K ⊗_Q C ), and its filtration W_•K.

Definition 2.1. We say that M is a monodromic mixed Hodge module if the underlying D-module M is monodromic.

In the same way, we also define monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ . If (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) is monodromic, by Proposition 1.7 the D-module M is of the form: M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β. Since M is the underlying D-module of a mixed Hodge module, M is a regular holonomic D-module on X × C . Therefore, by Propositions 1.12, 1.22, 1.24 and 1.10, each M^β (β ∈ Q) is a regular holonomic D-module on X. We remark that each W_kM (k ∈ Z) is itself D_{X×C} - module. Since any D_{X×C t} -submodule of a monodromic D_{X×C t} -module is monodromic, W_kM is also monodromic and has a decomposition W_kM = ⨁ β∈Q W_kM^β ,

where we set W_kM^β = W_kM ∩ M^β. Similarly, gr^W_k M is also monodromic and we have

gr^W_k M(= W_kM/W_{k−1}M) = ⨁ β∈Q gr^W_k M^β.

In this section, we will prove the following.

Theorem 2.2. Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X×C_t . Then, we have F_pM = ⨁ β∈Q F_pM^β, (6)

where we set F_pM^β := F_pM ∩ M^β for β ∈ Q.

Before we prove this theorem, we recall some facts for mixed Hodge modules. One of the most important properties (or constraints) of mixed Hodge modules is the strict specializability. We set F_pgr^β_V M = F_pV^β_t M/F_pV^{>β}M.

Definition 2.3. (loc. cit.) Let (M, F_•M) be a holonomic D-module M with its good filtration on X × C_t . Then, we say that (M, F_•M) is strictly K (= Q or R)-specializable along t = 0 if M is K -specializable and for p ∈ Z

(i) for any β > −1, t: F_pgr^β_V M → F_pgr^{β+1}_V M is onto, and

(ii) for any β < 0, ∂_t : F_pgr^β_V M → F_{p+1}gr^{β−1}_V M is onto.

For the “meaning” of this condition, see Section 3.2 of [19] and Section 11 of [23]. Any mixed Hodge module has such a property. Therefore, if F_•M is decomposed as (6), the filtrations F_•M^β for β /∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q are determined by F_•M^α for α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q as follows.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that Theorem 2.2 holds, i.e. we have a decomposition (6). Then, for any l ∈ Z_{≥0} and p ∈ Z we have

F_pM^{α+l} = t^lF_pM^α (α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q), and (7) F_pM^{α−l} = ∂^l_tF_{p−l}M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0) ∩ Q). (8) Proof. Since the problem is local, we may assume that X is affine.

Assume that we have the decomposition (6). By Proposition 1.15, for γ ∈ Q we have

F_pV^γ_t M = ⨁ β≥γ F_pM^β.

Therefore, we have F_pgr^γ_V M = F_pM^γ .

The desired assertion follows from the conditions (i) and (ii) in the definition of the strict specializability (Definition 2.3).

Remark 2.5. Let us consider the nearby (resp. vanishing) cycle ψ_t(M) (resp. ϕ_{t,1}(M)) of a mixed Hodge module M, whose underlying perverse sheaf is^pψ_tK (resp.^pϕ_{t,1}K) (see loc. cit.). The Hodge filtration of ψ_tM (resp. ϕ_{t,1}M) is F_•ψ_tM = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•ψ_{t,e(α)}M = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•gr^α_V M

(resp. F_•ϕ_{t,1}M = F_{•+1}gr^{−1}_V M).

The weight filtration of^pψ_tK (resp.^pϕ_{t,1}K) is the monodromy weight filtration relative to^pψ_tW_{•+1}K (resp.^pϕ_{t,1}W_•K). See Subsection 3.1 for more details on these filtrations. Assume that X is affine and M is monodromic. Then, for α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, since we have ψ_{t,e(α)}M ≃ M^α, we can regard F_•M^α as the Hodge filtration of the nearby cycle. Similarly, F_{•+1}M^{−1} is the Hodge filtration of the vanishing cycle. In general, these data do not recover the original filtration of M. However, Theorem 2.2 implies that the Hodge filtration of M is determined by the Hodge filtration of nearby and vanishing cycle of M if M is monodromic.

2.2 The pure case

We show Theorem 2.2 in the pure case. First, we give a summary of the proof. We will show that an analytic variation of pure Hodge structure on X × C^∗ has a simple form by using Deligne [5] (Lemma 2.8). Taking a compactification of the base space, we will deduce a similar fact for an algebraic variation of pure Hodge structure (Lemma 2.9). By using it and the strict specializability, we show Theorem 2.2 for a smooth monodromic pure Hodge module (Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.11). After that, by using the strict support decomposition of a pure Hodge module, we will prove Theorem 2.2 for a monodromic pure Hodge module (Proposition 2.12).

Remark 2.6. In this section, we only focus on the underlying D-module with its filtrations, not consider its Q-structure. Therefore, we can obtain similar results in this section for C - Hodge modules. Here, in this paper, a pure C -Hodge module means a pair (M, F_•M) of a D-module M and its good filtration F_•M which is a direct summand of the underlying D-module with the Hodge filtration of a pure Hodge module. For a pure Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K), we call the pair M^C := (M, F_•M) the underlying C -Hodge module of it. Note that in [17] (unpublished), “C -Hodge module” is defined in more sophisticated way without Q-structures. But, for our purposes, the above definition is enough.

Remark 2.7. Let (V, F_•V, L) be a polarizable variation of pure Hodge structure on a smooth algebraic variety Z, where V is the underlying integrable connection, F_•V is its Hodge filtration and L is the underlying local system. Recall that (V, F_•V, L[dim Z]) is a pure Hodge module. The converse is true; if a pure Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K) on Z is smooth, i.e. M is a locally free O_Z -module of finite rank, (M, F_•M, H^{− dim Z} K) is a polarizable variation of pure Hodge structure. In this way, we will identify smooth pure Hodge modules with polarizable variations of pure Hodge structure.

Let M = (M, F_•M, K) be a monodromic pure Hodge module on X × C . To show Theorem 2.2, we may assume that X is affine. First, we assume the following condition:

SS(M) ⊂ (T^∗X × T^∗_0 C ) ∪ (T^∗_X X × T^∗_C C ). (9)

In particular, M|_{X×C} ∗ is smooth. We denote by p_1 (resp. p_2) the first (resp. second) projection of X × C^∗ . Moreover, for a Hodge module M, we denote by M^{an} the analytification of it.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that M is pure and satisfies (9). Then, (M|^{an}_{X×C} ∗ )^C is a direct sum of some polarizable variations of pure C -Hodge structure of the form: V_1 ⊠ V_2(= p^∗_1V_1 ⊗ p^∗_2V_2), where V_1 is a polarizable variation of pure C -Hodge structure on X and V_2 is a polarizable variation of pure C -Hodge structure on C^∗ of rank 1.

Proof. By Proposition 1.13 of Deligne [5], a polarizable pure variation of C -Hodge structure on smooth quasi-projective variety is of the form ⨁ l N_l ⊗ H_l, where N_l is a polarizable variation of C -Hodge structure whose underlying local system is simple, and H_l is a pure C -Hodge structure (we regard it as a constant variation of Hodge structure). We consider such a decomposition of (M^{an}|_{X×C} ∗ )^C . Recall that a local system is a finite dimensional representation of the fundamental group. Therefore, since we have π_1(X × C^∗ ) = π_1(X) × π_1(C^∗ ), the underlying local system of N_l is of the form: L_1 ⊠ L_2, where L_1 (resp. L_2) is a local system on X (resp. C^∗ ). Since the underlying local system of N_l is simple, L_2 is of rank 1. Let A_l be the rank 1 pure variation of C -Hodge structure of the weight 0 whose underlying local system is L_2. Let i: X → X × C^∗ (x → (x, 1)) be the inclusion map. Then, the underlying local system of the polarizable variation of pure Hodge structure i^∗N_l ⊠ A_l is L_1 ⊠ L_2. Moreover, its restriction to a point (x, 1) ∈ X × C^∗ is the same as the restriction of N_l to the point (x, 1) (as a polarizable pure Hodge structure). By the rigidity property of variation of Hodge structure (see Proposition 7.12 on p.124 of [3]), N_l is isomorphic to i^∗N_l ⊠ A_l. Moreover, it is clear that (i^∗N_l ⊠ A_l) ⊗ H_l = (i^∗N_l ⊗ H_l) ⊠ A_l. This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.8 holds for not only (M^{an}|_{X×C} ∗ )^C but also (M|_{X×C} ∗ )^C , as follows.

Lemma 2.9. In the situation as above, (M|_{X×C} ∗ )^C is isomorphic (as an algebraic C -Hodge module) to a direct sum of some Hodge modules of the form ((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ , where V_1 is a polarizable variation of pure C -Hodge structure on X and V_2 is a polarizable variation of pure C -Hodge structure on C^∗ of rank 1.

Proof. Let V_1 (resp. V_2) be a polarizable variation of pure C -Hodge structure on X (resp. C^∗ ). We regard them as pure Hodge modules. Let V_i be the underlying D-module of V_i. Take a smooth compactification X of X such that X \ X is a normal crossing divisor. We denote by j_X (resp. j_C ∗ ) the inclusion X → X (resp. C^∗ → P). We consider the minimal extensions (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 and (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2 and the exterior product of them: (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2. Since X × P is a projective variety, we can regard them as algebraic Hodge modules. Then, the analytification of ((j_X )_{!∗}V_i)|_X is V_i for i = 1, 2. By the exactness of ⊠ in the category of Hodge modules, the image of the morphism

(j_X × 1_C )_!(V_1 ⊠ V_2)(≃ (j_X )_!V_1 ⊠ V_2) → (j_X × 1_C )_∗(V_1 ⊠ V_2)(≃ (j_X )_∗V_1 ⊠ V_2)

is (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ V_2. Therefore, we have

(j_X × 1_C )_{!∗}(V_1 ⊠ V_2) ≃ (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ V_2.

In the same way, we obtain

(1_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗}((j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ V_2) ≃ (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2.

Since (j_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗} ≃ (1_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗} ∘ (j_X × 1_C ∗ )_{!∗}, we have a natural isomorphism

(j_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗}(V_1 ⊠ V_2) ≃ (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2.

Note that the analytification of an algebraic Hodge module (j_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗}(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) is (j_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗}(M|^{an}_{X×C} ∗ ). Therefore, by Lemma 2.8, (j_X × j_C ∗ )_{!∗}(M|_{X×C} ∗ )^C is isomorphic to a direct sum of Hodge modules of the form: (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2, where V_1 (resp. V_2) is a polarizable variation of C -Hodge structure on X (resp. C^∗ ) and V_2 is of rank 1. This implies the desired result.

Corollary 2.10. For a monodromic pure Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K) with the condition (9), for each α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q there exists a filtration F_•M^α (in fact, F_pM^α = F_pM ∩ M^α) of M^α such that we have F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•M^α ⊗ C [t^± ].

Moreover, M^α (α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q) is killed by t∂_t − α, i.e. we have

M^α = Ker(t∂_t − α) ⊂ M.

Proof. We remark again that the analytification of the algebraic C -Hodge module ((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X (resp. ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ ) is V_1 (resp. V_2). Since V_2 is of rank 1, the Hodge filtration of (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2 has only one jump, say r ∈ Z. Therefore, the Hodge filtration of (j_X )_{!∗}V_1 ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2 is of the form: (F_{•−r}(j_X )_{!∗}V_1) ⊠ (j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2. Moreover, let α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q be the integer such that the monodromy of the underlying local system of V_2 is exp(−2π √ −1α). Then, we have a decomposition ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ = ⨁ l∈Z(((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l}, where (((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l} is a vector space defined as (((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l} := ⋃ s≥0 Ker((t∂_t − α − l)^s : ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ → ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ ). Note that since V_2 is of rank 1, we have

(((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l} = Ker((t∂_t − α − l): ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ → ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ ). (10)

We define (((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l} ⊂ ((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ similarly. Then, we have

(((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l} = p^∗_1(((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ) ⊗ p^∗_2(((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l}.

Then, we obtain

((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ = ⨁ l∈Z p^∗_1(((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ) ⊗_C (((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l}.

In this expression, we have

F_•(((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ ) =(F_{•+r}((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ) ⊠ ((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ = ⨁ l∈Z (F_{•+r}((j_X )_{!∗}V_1)|_X ) ⊗_C (((j_C ∗ )_{!∗}V_2)|_C ∗ )^{α+l}.

This implies the first statement. The second assertion follows from (10)).

Furthermore, we can show the following.

Corollary 2.11. For an monodromic algebraic pure Hodge module on X×C with the condition (9), we have a decomposition F_•M = ⨁ β∈Q F_•M^β, (11)

where F_•M^β = F_•M ∩ M^β. Moreover, any M^β (β ∈ Q) is killed by t∂_t − β, i.e. we have

M^β = Ker(t∂_t − β) ⊂ M.

Proof. We denote by j the inclusion X × C^∗ → X × C . Then, by the strict specializability of M (see Proposition 3.2.2 of [19] or Exercise 11.1 of [23]), we have F_•M ∩ V^{>−1}_t M = j_∗(F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ ) ∩ V^{>−1}_t M, where V^•_t M is the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration along X × {0} of M. Therefore, by Lemma 2.10: F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F•M α ⊗ C [t^± ], we have F_•M ∩ V^{>−1}_t M = ⨁ l∈Z_{≥0} ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•M^{α+l}. (12)

For a section m ∈ F_pM on X × C let m = ∑ β∈Q m^β (m^β ∈ M^β) be its decomposition with respect to the decomposition M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β. Assume that m is in F_pM ∩ V^{≥−1}_t M. Then, tm = ∑ β tm^β is in F_pM ∩ V^{>−1}_t M. By (12), each component tm^β is also in F_pM. Since t: F_pM ∩V^{>−1}_t M → F_pM ∩V^{>0}_t M is isomorphism by the strict specializability, for β > −1 we have m^β ∈ F_pM. Hence, m^{−1} = m − ∑ β∈Q m^β is also in F_pM.

To show in the general case, we use induction. We remark that for any β ∈ R and sufficiently small ϵ > 0 we have V^{≥β}M = V^{>β−ϵ}M. Assume that for fixed β_0 ∈ R_{>1} , for a section in F_pM ∩ V^{>−β0} M each component of it is also in F_pM. Let m be a section in F_pM ∩ V^{≥−β0} M. By the strict specializability, ∂_t : F_{p−1}gr^{−β0+1}_V M → F_pgr^{−β0}_V M is surjective. Therefore, there exists a section m^′ ∈ F_{p−1}M ∩ V^{≥−β0+1}_t M such that m − ∂_tm^′ is in F_pM ∩ V^{>−β0} t M. By the inductive assumption, all the components of m^′ and m − ∂_tm^′ are also in F_pM. Hence, each component of m is also in F_pM. This completes the proof of the decomposition (11).

It remains to show the second assertion for β = −1. For a section m ∈ M^{−1}, we have (t∂_t + 1)m = ∂_ttm. Since tm is in M^0, t∂_t(tm) = 0 by Corollary 2.10. Because t: M^0 → M^1 is an isomorphism, ∂_ttm is also zero. This implies the second assertion.

Next, we consider a monodromic pure Hodge module without the condition (9). We will show the following.

Proposition 2.12. For a monodromic pure Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K) on X × C , we have a decomposition F_•M = ⨁ β∈Q F_•M^β, where we set F_•M^β := F_•M ∩ M^β . Moreover, any section in M^β is killed by t∂_t − β, i.e. we have M^β = Ker(t∂_t − β) ⊂ M.

We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. Let Y be a smooth closed subvariety of X and N = (N, F_•N, K_N , W_•K_N ) a monodromic mixed Hodge module on Y ×C . We denote by i: Y → X (resp. ~i: Y ×C → X×C ) the inclusion of Y (resp. Y × C ). Then, the pushforward_D~i_∗N of N as D-module by ~i is mondoromic and we obtain a decomposition D~i_∗N = ⨁ β∈Q (_D~i_∗N)^β. (13)

Moreover, for β ∈ Q we have (_D~i_∗N)^{β ∼}→_Di_∗(N^β).

If the Hodge filtration of N is decomposed with respect to the decomposition N = ⨁ β∈Q N^β, then so is the filtration of_D~i_∗N. Conversely, if the Hodge filtration of_D~i_∗N is decomposed, so is the filtration of N.

Proof. Set l := codim_X Y . Take a local (étale) chart (x_1, . . . , x_n) of X such that Y is defined by x_1 = · · · = x_l = 0. We write ∂_i := ∂_{xi} . Then,_D~i_∗N is expressed as D~i_∗N = ~i_∗N ⊗_C C [∂_1 , . . . , ∂_l], and its section is expressed as a sum of some sections of the form s ⊗ ∂^{k1}_1 . . . ∂^{kl}_l δ (s ∈ N and k_1, . . . , k_l ∈ Z_{≥0}). Since t∂_t(s ⊗ ∂^{k1}_1 . . . ∂^{kl}_l δ) = (t∂_ts) ⊗ ∂^{k1}_1 . . . ∂^{kl}_l δ,_D~i_∗N is monodromic and we have (_D~i_∗N)^β =_Di_∗N^β.

We assume that F_•N is decomposed as F_•N = ⨁ β∈Q F_•N^β. By the definition of the Hodge filtration of_D~i_∗N, we have

F_p(_D~i_∗N) = ∑ k_1+···+k_l+q=p i_∗(F_{q−l}N) ⊗ ∂^{k1}_1 . . . ∂^{kl}_l δ = ⨁ β∈Q ∑ k_1+···+k_l+q=p i_∗(F_{q−l}N^β) ⊗ ∂^{k1}_1 . . . ∂^{kl}_l δ (by the assumption).

Moreover, for β ∈ Q we have

F_p(_Di_∗N^β) = ∑ k_1+···+k_l+q=p i_∗(F_{q−l}N^β) ⊗ ∂^{k1}_t . . . ∂^{kl}_t δ.

Therefore, we have

F_p(_D~i_∗N) = ⨁ β∈Q F_p(_Di_∗N^β).

This implies that if we set F_p(_D~i_∗N)^β := F_p(_D~i_∗N) ∩ (_D~i_∗N)^β , we have

F_p(_D~i_∗N) = ⨁ β∈Q F_p(_D~i_∗N)^β. (14)

Conversely, assume the decomposition (14). For simplicity, we assume codim_X (Y ) = 1. We can show it similarly in the general case. Then we have_D~i_∗N = ~i_∗N[∂_1]. We denote by V^•_Y (_D~i_∗N) the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration of_D~i_∗N along Y . For α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, since (_D~i_∗N)^α ≃ ψ_{t,e(α)}(_D~i_∗N) and (_D~i_∗N)^{−1} ≃ ϕ_{t,1}(_D~i_∗N) are again strictly R-specializable by the definition of mixed Hodge module, any (_D~i_∗N)^β is also strictly R-specializable. So, we can also consider the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration V^•_Y ((_D~i_∗N)^β ) of (_D~i_∗N)^β along Y . In this situation, we have V^•_Y (_D~i_∗N) = ⨁ β∈Q V^•_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β.

By the assumption, we have

F_pV^•_Y (_D~i_∗N) = ⨁ β∈Q F_pV^•_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β, (15)

where we set F_pV^•_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β := F_p(_D~i_∗N)^β ∩ V^•_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β . We can recover the filtration of F_•N by the formula:

F_pN = (F_pgr^0_{VY D}~i_∗N)|_Y . Therefore, we have F_pN = ⨁ β∈Q (F_pV^0_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β /F_pV^{>0}_Y (_D~i_∗N)^β)|_Y .

This implies that F_pN is decomposed with respect to the decomposition N = ⨁ β∈Q N^β.

Proof of Proposition 2.12. We consider a monodromic pure Hodge module M := (M, F_•M, K) on X × C (without any other condition). Since a pure Hodge module is a direct sum of some pure Hodge modules with strict supports, we may assume that M has strict support. Then, since M is monodromic, the strict support of M is of the form that Z × {0} or Z × C for some irreducible closed subvariety Z ⊂ X. In the former case, M satisfies (9), and hence the assertion has been proved in Corollary 2.11. So, we assume that the support of M is Z × C . By Proposition 1.14, there is a smooth open (in Z) subvariety Z^′ ⊂ Z of Z such that M|_Z′_{×C} ∗ is a integrable connection. By Corollary 2.11, we have F_•M|_Z′_{×C} = ⨁ β∈Q F_•M^β|_Z′_{×C} . (16)

Take a (local) regular function g such that Z \ Z ∩ g^{−1}(0) = Z^′. Set X^′ := X \ g^{−1}(0). We denote by i: Z^′ × C → X^′ × C the closed embedding of Z^′ × C to X^′ × C . Note that we have M|_X′_{×C} = i_∗(M|_Z′_{×C} ) as a Hodge module. By (16) and Lemma 2.13, the Hodge filtration of M_X′_{×C} is decomposed, i.e. we have F_pM|_X′_{×C} = ⨁ β∈Q F_pM^β|_X′_{×C} . (17)

We will extend it to the equality on X × C . Let ι_g (resp. ~ι_g) be the graph embedding X → X × C_s (x → (x, g(x))) (resp. X × C_t → X × C_s × C_t ((x, t) → (x, g(x), t))), where we denote by s the coordinate of the first C in X × C × C . We consider the pushforward (~ι_g)_∗M of M by Üι_g (as a Hodge module), whose underlying D-module is_D(~ι_g)_∗M(= (~ι_g)_∗M[∂_s]). By Lemma 2.13, (~ι_g)_∗M is a monodromic pure Hodge module on (X × C_s ) × C_t and we have (as D_{X×C s} -modules) (_D (~ι_g)_∗M)^β =_D(ι_g)_∗(M^β ), i.e. we can describe_D(~ι_g)_∗M as

D(~ι_g)_∗M = ⨁ β∈Q D(ι_g)_∗(M^β). (18)

Recall that we have F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M) = ∑ q+l=p (~ι_g)_∗F_{q−1}M ⊗ ∂^l_sδ. Therefore, by (17), we have

F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M)|_{X×C} ∗_{s ×C t} = ⨁ β∈Q ∑ q+l=p (ι^′_g)_∗(F_{q−1}M^β|_X′_{×C} ∗_s ) ⊗ ∂^l_sδ,

under the identification (18). This means that the Hodge filtration of_D(~ι_g)_∗M is decomposed as F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M)|_{X×C} ∗_{s ×C t} = ⨁ β∈Q F_p(_D (ι_g)_∗M^β)|_{X×C} ∗_s ,

where we set F_p(_D(ι_g)_∗M^β ) = F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M) ∩ (_D(ι_g)_∗M^β). Since_D(~ι_g)_∗M (resp._D(ι_g)_∗M^β) is strictly R-specializable, we can consider the Kashiwara-Malgrange filtration V^•_s (_D(~ι_g)_∗M) (resp. V^•_s (_D(ι_g)_∗M^β )) of_D(~ι_g)_∗M (resp._D(ι_g)_∗M^β) along s = 0. Then, we have

V^•_s (_D(~ι_g)_∗M) = ⨁ β∈Q V^•_s (_D(ι_g)_∗M^β).

We denote by ~j (resp. j) the inclusion X × C^∗_s × C_t → X × C_s × C_t (resp. X × C^∗_s → X × C_s ). By the strict specializability, we have

F_pV^{>−1}_s (_D(~ι_g)_∗M) = ~j_∗(F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M)|_{X×C} ∗_{s ×C t} ) ∩ V^{>−1}_s (_D(~ι_g)_∗M).

Therefore, we have

F_pV^{>−1}_s (_D(~ι_g)_∗M) = ⨁ β∈Q j_∗(F_p(_D(ι_g)_∗M^β)|_{X×C} ∗_s ) ∩ V^{>−1}_s (_D(ι_g)_∗M^β).

Since_D(~ι_g)_∗M has strict support ~ι_g(Z), we have

F_p(_D(~ι_g)_∗M) = ∑ q+l=p ∂^l_sF_qV^{>−1}_{s D}(~ι_g)_∗M = ⨁ β∈Q ∑ q+l=p ∂^l_s(j_∗(F_q(_D(ι_g)_∗M^β)|_{X×C} ∗_s ) ∩ V^{>−1}_s (_D(ι_g)_∗M^β )).

This means that the Hodge filtration of_D(~ι_g)_∗M is decomposed with respect to the decomposition (18). By Lemma 2.13, we conclude that so is the Hodge filtration of M.

Since the section of M^β|_X′_{×C} ∗ is killed by t∂_t − β by Corollary 2.11 and M^β has strict support Z × C , we have M^β = Ker(t∂_t − β). This completes the proof.

Remark 2.14. Assume that M is pure of weight w. Then, the weight filtration of M is defined as W_kK = ğ K (k ≥ w) 0 (k < w). Recall that the weight filtration of^pψ_tK is the monodromy weight filtration relative to pψ_tW_{•+1}K. The second assertion of Proposition 2.12 implies that the monodromy automorphism of^pψ_tK is semisimple. Hence, the weight filtration of^pψ_tK is just^pψ_tW_{•+1}K, i.e. ψ_tM is pure of weight w − 1 (see Lemma 3.1).

2.3 The mixed case

Next, we consider mixed Hodge modules and show Theorem 2.2. We give a summary of the proof. First, for a smooth monodromic mixed Hodge module, we define a variation of mixed Hodge structure on X × C^∗ so that its underlying D-module is the original one and the Hodge filtration is decomposed like the formula in Theorem 2.2 (Lemma 2.17). Here, to define it, we will use the result in the previous section, i.e. Proposition 2.12. Then, by the rigidity property of a graded polarizable admissible variation of mixed Hodge structure, we can see the new one is equal to the original one (Lemma 2.19). This leads to Theorem 2.2 for a monodromic mixed Hodge module satisfying the condition (9) (Lemma 2.16). Finally, we will prove Theorem 2.2 by induction on the dimension of the support and the strict specializability of a mixed Hodge module.

Remark 2.15. Let (V, F_•V, L, W_•L) be an admissible graded polarizable variation of mixed Hodge structure on a smooth algebraic variety Z. Then, (V, F_•V, L[dim Z], W_{•−dim Z} L[dim Z]) is a mixed Hodge module. If a mixed Hodge module M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) on Z is smooth, i.e. M is a locally free O_Z -module of finite rank, (M, F_•M, H^{− dim Z} K, W_{•+dim Z} H^{− dim Z} K) is an admissible graded polarizable variation of mixed Hodge structure. In this way, we will identify smooth mixed Hodge modules with admissible graded polarizable variations of mixed Hodge structure.

Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C . We remark that a sub mixed Hodge module W_kM = (W_kM, F_•W_kM, W_kK, W_•K ∩ W_kK) is again monodromic and gr^W_k M is also.

We will prove the following.

Lemma 2.16. If M satisfies the condition (9), F_•M is decomposed with respect to the decomposition M = ⨁ β∈Q M^β . For a section m ∈ M^{α+l} (l ∈ Z, α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q), we set σ(m) := t^{−l}m ∈ M^α. We thus obtain a map σ : M → ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α. We define a filtration F^′_•M on M^α as F^′_pM^α := σ(F_pM) ∩ M^α.

Moreover, we define a filtration F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ on M|_{X×C} ∗ = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α ⊗ C [t^± ] as F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ := ⨁ k∈Z ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q t^kF^′_•M^α.

Lemma 2.17. In this setting, the tuple (M|_{X×C} ∗ , F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ , H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ , W_{•+dim X+1}H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ ) defines a graded polarizable admissible variation of mixed Hodge structure on X × C^∗ .

To show it, since (M|_{X×C} ∗ , F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ , H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ , W_{•+dim X+1}H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ ) is a graded polarizable admissible variation of mixed Hodge structure on X × C^∗ , it suffices to show F_pgr^W_k M|_{X×C} ∗ = F^′_pgr^W_k M|_{X×C} ∗ . (19) Since gr^W_k M is a monodromic pure Hodge module on X ×C , by Proposition 2.12 the filtration F_•gr^W_k M is decomposed as F_pgr^W_k M = ⨁ β∈Q F_pgr^W_k M ∩ gr^W_k M^β.

Therefore, to show (19), it suffices to show F_pgr^W_k M|_{X×C} ∗ ∩ ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr^W_k M^α) = F^′_pgr^W_k M|_{X×C} ∗ ∩ ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr^W_k M^α), (20)

in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α.

Lemma 2.18. In the setting of Lemma 2.16, for x ∈ F_pM, if σ(x) ∈ W_kM, there exists y ∈ F_pM ∩ W_kM such that [σ(x)] = [σ(y)] in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α and any β(∈ Q \ (−1, 0])- component of y is in W_{k−1}M.

Proof. Let x be a section in F_pM such that σ(x) ∈ W_kM. We may assume that x is in V^{>−1}_t M since we have σ(t^lx) = σ(x) for any l ∈ Z. Assume that x is in W_k′ M for some k^′ ≥ k. Let x = ∑ β>−1 x β (x^β ∈ M^β) be the decomposition. Since any component of any element in F_pgr^W_k′ M is also in F_pgr^W_k′ M by Proposition 2.12, there exists y_β ∈ F_pM ∩ W_k′ M such that x^β − y_β ∈ W_k′_{−1}M (we remark that y_β may not be in M^β in general). We take a positive integer l such that β = α + l for some α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q. Note that [y_β](∈ gr^W_k′ M) is in V^{l−1}_t gr^W_k′ M. Then, by the strict specializability, there exist y^′_β ∈ F_pM ∩ W_k′ M such that [t^ly^′_β] = [y_β] in gr^W_k′ M. We set y := ∑ β y_β and y^′ := ∑ β y^′_β. Then, x − y(:= z) is in F_pM ∩ W_k′_{−1}M and y^′ is in F_pM ∩ W_k′ M. Note that since x^β − y_β is in W_k′_{−1}M, any γ(≠ β)-component of y_β is in W_k′_{−1}M. Therefore, any γ(/∈ (−1, 0])-component of y^′_β is in W_k′_{−1}M and hence any γ(/∈ (−1, 0])-component of y^′ is in W_k′_{−1}M. Then, if k^′ = k, we obtain the desired assertion since we have [σ(x)] = [σ(y^′)] in gr^W_k M. If k^′ > k, we have σ(x) ∈ W_kM ⊂ W_k′_{−1}M and hence σ(y^′)(= σ(y) = σ(x) − σ(z)) is in W_k′_{−1}M. Therefore, since any β(∈ Q \ (−1, 0])-component of y^′ is in W_k′_{−1}M, each α(∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q)-component of y^′ is also in W_k′_{−1}M. Hence, y^′ is in W_k′_{−1}M and in particular y^′ + z is in W_k′_{−1}M such that σ(y^′ + z) = σ(x). Thus, we can use induction on k^′ and we get the desired assertion.

Proof of Lemma 2.17. We first consider a section [x] in the left hand side of (20), where x is a section of F_pM ∩ W_kM|_{X×C} ∗ . Let x = ∑ β x^β be its decomposition with respect to the decomposition M|_{X×C} ∗ = ⨁ β∈Q (M|_{X×C} ∗ )^β (= ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α ⊗ C [t^± ]). Since [x] is in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α, the section x^β is in W_{k−1}M|_{X×C} ∗ for any β ∈ Q \ (−1, 0]. Since we have (M|_{X×C} ∗ )^β = M^β for β > −1, t^lx is in F_pM ∩ W_kM (not only in F_pM ∩ W_kM|_{X×C} ∗ ) for a sufficiently large integer l ≥ 0. Note that t^lx^β is in W_{k−1}M for β ∈ Q \ (−1, 0]. Therefore, by the definition of σ, we have [σ(t^lx)] = [x^β] = [x] in gr^W_k M. Hence, [x] is in the right hand side of (20).

Next, we consider a section [x] of the right hand side of (20), where x is a section of F^′_pM ∩ W_kM|_{X×C} ∗ . By the definition of F^′_pM, there are sections x_1, . . . , x_j ∈ F_pM and integers l_1, . . . , l_j ∈ Z such that σ(x_i) ∈ M^{αi} for some α_i ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q and x = ∑_j i=1 t^{li} σ(x_i). Since [x] is in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α, by putting y = ∑ l_i=0 xi we have [x] =

[σ(y)] in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α. Note that y is in F_pM and σ(y) is in W_kM (the problem is that we do not know if y is in W_kM or not). Then, by Lemma 2.18, there exists z ∈ F_pM ∩ W_kM such that [σ(y)] = [σ(z)] in ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr W k M^α and any β(∈ Q \ (−1, 0])-component of z is in W_{k−1}M. By using the latter property of z, we have [σ(z)] = [z] in gr^W_k M and hence [x] = [z]. Therefore, [x] is in the left hand side of (20).

Lemma 2.19. In the setting of 2.16, we have F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ = F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ . Proof. We can express the restriction of M to X × {1} as M|_{X×{1}} = V^{>−1}_t M/(t − 1)V^{>−1}_t M ≃ ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M^α.

Under this identification, by the definition of F^′_pM^α we have F_pM|_{X×{1}} = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F^′_pM^α.

Hence, we have F_pM|_{X×{1}} = F^′_pM|_{X×{1}}. By the rigidity property of a graded polarizable admissible variation of mixed Hodge structure (see Proposition 7.12 on p.124 of [3]), we conclude that two variations: (M, F_•M, H^{− dim X−1}K, W_{•+dim X+1}H^{− dim X−1}K)|_{X×C} ∗ , and (M|_{X×C} ∗ , F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ , H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ , W_{•+dim X+1}H^{− dim X−1}K|_{X×C} ∗ ) are the same. In particular, the Hodge filtrations F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ and F^′_•M|_{X×C} ∗ are the same.

Proof of Lemma 2.16. Let j : X × C^∗ → X × C is the inclusion. By the strict specializability, we have F_pV^{>−1}_t M = j_∗(F_pM|_{X×C} ∗ ) ∩ V^{>−1}_t M. Therefore, by Lemma 2.19, F_pV^{>−1}_t M is decomposed with respect to the decomposition V^{>−1}_t M = ⨁ β>−1 M β. Then, in exactly the same way as in the proof of Corollary 2.11 (use the strict specializability again), we conclude that F_pM is decomposed with respect to the decomposition of M.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C (without any other assumption). Since M is monodromic, the support of M|_{X×C} ∗ is of the form: supp(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) = Z × C^∗ for some closed subvariety Z of X. We use induction on the dimension of Z.

Step 1. Assume that dim Z = 0. Then, F_•M|_{Z×C} ∗ are decomposed with respect to the decomposition of M by Lemma 2.16, and hence so are F_•M|_{X×C} ∗ . We can show that F_•M are decomposed in the same way as in the proof of Corollary 2.11.

Step 2. For a fixed positive integer l ∈ Z_{≥1}, assume that Theorem 2.2 holds if dim(Z) is less than l. We take a smooth open subvariety Z^′ ⊂ Z of Z such that Ch(M|_Z′_{×C} ∗ ) is contained in T^∗_Z′_{×C} ∗ (Z^′ × C^∗ ). Let g be a (local) regular function on X which defines Z \ Z^′. Set X^′ := X \ g^{−1}(0). By Lemma 2.16, F_•M|_Z′_{×C t} are decomposed with respect to the decomposition M|_Z′_{×C t} = ⨁ β∈Q M^β|_Z′ and hence so are F_•M|_X′_{×C t} . We denote by ι_g (resp.

Üι_g) be a graph embedding X → X × C_s (x → (x, g(x))) (resp. X × C_t → X × C_s × C_t ((x, t) → (x, g(x), t))) of g, where we denote by s the coordinate of the first C of X × C_s × C_t . We set N :=_D(Üι_g)_∗M and N^β :=_D(ι_g)_∗M^β. We denote by V^•_s N (resp. V^•_s N^β) the Kashiwara- Malgrange filtration of N (resp. N^β) along s = 0. Note that we have

V^•_s N = ⨁ β∈Q V^•_s N^β. (21)

Since F_•M|_X′_{×C t} are decomposed, F_•N|_{X×C} ∗_{s ×C t} are also decomposed with respect to the decomposition N = ⨁ β∈Q N^β by Lemma 2.13.

Step 3. Let j be the open embedding X ×C^∗_s ×C_t → X ×C_s ×C_t . By the strict specializability, we have F_•V^{>−1}_s N(= F_•N ∩ V^{>−1}_s N) = j_∗(F_•N|_{X×C} ∗_{s ×C t} ) ∩ V^{>−1}_s N. Therefore, by Step 2, F_•V^{>−1}_s N are decomposed with respect to the decomposition (21). Step 4. We will show that F_•V^{≥1}_s N is decomposed (completed in Step 7). Take a section x ∈ F_pV^{≥1}_s N. Let x = ∑ β x^β (x^β ∈ N^β) be the decomposition of x. Then, since sx is in F_pV^{>−1}_s N, all the components sx^β (β ∈ Q) of sx are also in F_pN by Step 3. Step 5. Consider the vanishing cycle ϕ_{s,1}N of N along s = 0. Then, we have

ϕ_{s,1}N(= gr^{−1}_{Vs} N) = ⨁ β∈Q gr^{−1}_{Vs} N^β. (22)

Therefore, ϕ_{s,1}N is also a monodromic mixed Hodge module. Note that the support of ϕ_{s,1}N|_{X×C s ×C} ∗_t is contained in (Z \ Z^′) × {0} × C^∗_t . Therefore, by the inductive assumption (in Step 2), the Hodge filtration of ϕ_{s,1}N is decomposed with respect to the decomposition (22).

Step 6. By Step 5, all the components [x^β](∈ gr^{−1}_{Vs} N^β) of [x] ∈ ϕ_{s,1}N are in F_pϕ_{s,1}N. This implies that there exists z_β ∈ F_pV^{≥−1}_s N (remark that z_β may not be in N^β) such that [x^β] = [z_β ] in ϕ_{s,1}N, i.e.

x^β − z_β ∈ V^{>−1}_s N. (23)

Let z_β = ∑ γ∈Q z^γ_β (z^γ_β ∈ N^γ ) be the decomposition of z_β . Then, by (23), we have z^γ_β ∈ V^{>−1}_s N for any γ ≠ β. On the other hand, since sx^β is in F_pN by Step 4, sx^β − sz_β is in F_pV^{>−1}_s N. By Step 3, all the components of sx^β − sz_β are in F_pN. Therefore, sz^γ_β is in F_pN for any γ ≠ β. Since z^γ_β is in V^{>−1}_s N and sz^γ_β is in F_pN for γ ≠ β, z^γ_β is also in F_pN by the strict specializability. Hence, z^β = z_β − ∑ γ≠β z γ β is also in F_pN.

Step 7. Note that x − ∑ β z_β is in F_pV^{>−1}_s N and hence all the components of it is also in F_pN by Step 3. Therefore, by Step 6, all the components of x is also in F_pN. This means that F_pV^{≥−1}_s N is decomposed with respect to the decomposition (21). Step 8. Since we have F_pN = ∑ i≥0 ∂^i_sF_{p−i}V^{≥−1}_s N by the strict specializability and F_{p−i}V^{≥−1}_s N are decomposed by the previous step, we conclude that F_pN is decomposed. By Lemma 2.13, so is F_pM. This completes the proof.

3 A construction of monodromic mixed Hodge modules

3.1 Some properties of monodromic mixed Hodge modules

In the previous section, we saw that the Hodge filtration of a monodromic mixed Hodge module is decomposed. As we saw in Remark 2.5, the data of the Hodge filtration of M is the same as the data of the Hodge filtrations of the nearby and vanishing cycles, i.e. F_•M^α (α ∈ [−1, 0] ∩ Q). Based on this observation, we will construct a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C_t from a mixed Hodge module on X with a “gluing data”. As a preparation, we show some properties of the nearby and vanishing cycles of a monodromic mixed Hodge module in this subsection.

Let us recall the nearby and vanishing cycle functors (we have already explained them briefly in Remark 2.5). Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C_t . Then, gr^W_k M(= (gr^W_k M, F_•gr^W_k M, gr^W_k K)) be a monodromic pure Hodge module of weight k. By Corollary 2.11, for any β ∈ Q, (gr^W_k M)^β = gr^W_k M^β is killed by t∂_t − β, where we set W_kM^β = W_kM ∩ M^β. Consider the nearby (resp. unipotent vanishing) cycle ψ_t(M) (resp. ϕ_{t,1}(M)) of M. Recall that we have ψ_t(M) = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q gr α V M(= ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M α) and ϕ_{t,1}(M) = gr^{−1}_V M(= M^{−1}). For p ∈ Z and α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, we set F_pψ_{t,e(α)}(M) := F_pgr^α_V M, F_pψ_t(M) := ⨁ α∈(−1,0] F_pgr^α_V M, and

F_pϕ_{t,1}(M) := F_{p+1}gr^{−1}_V M.

We remark that F_pψ_t(M) is not F_pM ∩ V^{>−1}_t M/F_pM ∩ V^{>0}_t M in general.^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part of the monodromy automorphism exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t) of ψ_t(M) or ϕ_{t,1}(M) is denoted by N. Then, the nilpotent morphism N is t∂_t − α (resp. t∂_t + 1) on ψ_{t,e(α)}(M) = M^α (resp. ϕ_{t,1}(M) = M^{−1}) (see Corollary 1.17). Moreover, N defines a morphism in the category of mixed Hodge modules: ψ_t(M) →ψ_t(M)(−1), and ϕ_{t,1}(M) →ϕ_{t,1}(M)(−1).

We define a filtration L_•ψ_t(M) (resp. L_•ϕ_{t,1}(M)) of ψ_t(M) (resp. ϕ_{t,1}(M)) by L_kψ_t(M) := ψ_t(W_{k+1}M) (resp. L_kϕ_{t,1}(M) := ϕ_{t,1}(W_kM)), for k ∈ Z. Then, there exists the monodromy filtration W_•ψ_t(M) of N relative to L_•ψ_t(M), and the monodromy filtration W_•ϕ_{t,1}(M) of N relative to L_•ϕ_{t,1}(M) (this is one of the conditions for M to be a mixed Hodge module). Recall that the monodromy filtration W_•A of N relative to L_•A (A = ψ_t(M) or ϕ_{t,1}(M)) is caracterized by the two properties:

(i) N(W_kA) is contained in W_{k−2}A for k ∈ Z.

(ii) N^l : gr^W_{k+l}gr^L_k A → gr^W_{k−l}gr^L_k A is isomorphism for k ∈ Z and l ∈ Z_{≥0}. Corresponding to it, we can also define a filtration L_•^pψ_t(K) (resp. L_•^pϕ_{t,1}(K)) and the relative monodromy filtration W_•^pψ_t(K) (resp. W_•^pϕ_{t,1}(K)) of N. Then, the 4-tuples (ψ_t(M),F_•ψ_t(M),^pψ_t(K), W_•^pψ_t(K)), and (24) (ϕ_{t,1}(M),F_•ϕ_{t,1}(M),^pϕ_t(K), W_•^pϕ_t(K)) (25) define mixed Hodge modules. Note that this is also one of the conditions for (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) to be a mixed Hodge module.

Lemma 3.1. For a monodromic mixed Hodge module (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) on X × C_t , for k ∈ Z we have W_kψ_t(M) = L_kψ_t(M)(= ψ_t(W_{k+1}M)), and W_kϕ_{t,1}(M) = L_kϕ_{t,1}(M)(= ϕ_{t,1}(W_kM)).

Similarly to them, we have W_k^pψ_t(K) = L_k^pψ_t(K)(=^pψ_t(W_{k+1}K)), and W_k^pϕ_{t,1}(K) = L_k^pϕ_{t,1}(K)(=^pϕ_{t,1}(W_kK)).

Proof. Since the problem is local, we may assume that X is affine. Then, we have L_kψ_t(M) = ⨁ α∈(−1,0] W_{k+1}M^α, and

L_kϕ_t(M) = W_kM^{−1}. Moreover, we have gr^L_k ψ_t(M) = ⨁ α∈(−1,0] gr^W_{k+1}M^α, and (26)

gr^L_k ϕ_t(M) = gr^W_k M^{−1}.

By the definition of the monodromy filtration, for l ≥ 0 and k ∈ Z we have the isomorphism N^l : gr^W_{k+l}gr^L_k ψ_t(M) → gr^W_{k−l}gr^L_k ψ_t(M). (27) Note that by Corollary 2.11 and (26), N is zero on gr^L_k ψ_t(M). Therefore, if l > 0, the isomorphism (27) is zero. Hence, gr^W_s gr^L_k ψ_t(M) = 0, for s ≠ k. Therefore, we have W_kψ_t(M) = L_kψ_t(M).

By the same argument, we also have W_kϕ_{t,1}(M) = L_kϕ_{t,1}(M). In the exactly same way, we can also show the assertion for the perverse sheaves^pψ_t(K) and^pϕ_t(K).

Corollary 3.2. In the situation of Lemma 3.1, for α ∈ [−1, 0] and k ∈ Z we have (t∂_t − α)(W_kM^α) ⊂ W_{k−2}M^α. (28) Proof. By the definition of the relative monodromy filtration, we have N(W_kψ_t(M)) ⊂ W_{k−2}ψ_t(M), and N(W_kϕ_{t,1}(M)) ⊂ W_{k−2}ϕ_{t,1}(M). Hence, the assertion follows from Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 3.3. In the situation of Lemma 3.1, for α ∈ (−1, 0] the nearby cycle (resp. unipotent vanishing cycle) of M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) is the tuple ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0] M^α, ⨁ α∈(−1,0] F_•M^α,^pψ_t(K),^pψ_t(W_{•+1}K)) (resp. (M^{−1}, F_{•+1}M^{−1},^pϕ_{t,1}(K),^pϕ_{t,1}(W_•K))).

Finally, we observe a smooth monodromic mixed Hodge module, i.e. the monodromic mixed Hodge module whose underlying D-module is locally free on X × C^∗ . Note that this condition is equivalent to all M^α (α ∈ (−1, 0]) being locally free O_X -module by Proposition 1.14. Under this assumption, as D-modules (resp. perverse sheaves), the nearby cycle ψ_t(M) (resp.^pψ_tK) and the restriction of M (resp. K) to X × {1} are isomorphic. In this case, these are isomorphic in the category of mixed Hodge modules as follows.

Corollary 3.4. We assume that M|_{X×C} ∗ is locally free O_{X×C} ∗ -module. Then, the restriction of M|_{X×C} ∗ to X × {1} (as a mixed Hodge module) is isomorphic to the nearby cycle ψ_t(M)

Proof. Let i: X × {1} → X × C^∗ be the inclusion. Since M|_{X×C} ∗ is locally free O_{X×C} ∗ - module, the pullback of M|_{X×C} ∗ by i as a mixed Hodge module is isomorphic to the nearby cycle ψ_{t−1}(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) of it along t = 1. By the definition, ψ_{t−1}(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) is equal to (M/(t − 1)M, F_•M/(t − 1)F_•M, i^{−1}K, i^{−1}W_{•+1}K). This is isomorphic to the nearby cycle ψ_t(M) by Corollary 3.3.

3.2 The equivalence of categories We state the main result of this section. We consider a tuple ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v), where M_{(−1,0]} = (M_{(−1,0]}, F_•M_{(−1,0]}, K_{(−1,0]}, W_•K_{(−1,0]}) and M_{−1} are graded polarizable mixed Hodge modules on X and T_s : M_{(−1,0]}^∼→ M_{(−1,0]}, N : M_{(−1,0]} → M_{(−1,0]}(−1), c: M_0(:= Ker(T_s − 1) ⊂ M_{(−1,0]}) → M_{−1} and v : M_{−1} → M_0(−1) are morphisms between mixed Hodge modules. Let ((M^′_{(−1,0]}, T^′_s, N^′), M^′_{−1}, c^′, v^′) be another tuple. The morphism between them is a pair (φ_{(−1,0]}, φ_{−1}) of morphisms φ_{(−1,0]} : M_{(−1,0]} → M^′_{(−1,0]} and φ_{−1} : M_{−1} → M^′_{−1} which are compatible with the morphisms T_s, T^′_s, N, N^′, c, c^′, v and v^′. For a tuple ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v), we consider the following three conditions:

(⋆-i) T_s commutes with N.

(⋆-ii) The D-module M_{(−1,0]} is decomposed as

M_{(−1,0]} = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M_α, (29)

where M_α := Ker(T_s − e(α)) ⊂ M (e(α) = exp(−2π √ −1α)). (⋆-iii) vc: M_0 → M_0(−1) is (the restriction of) −N.

We denote by G (X) the category of tuples ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) with the conditions (⋆- i), (⋆-ii) and (⋆-iii). Let MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) be the category of monodromic graded polarizable mixed Hodge modules on X × C . For an object M ∈ MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ), we get a tuple

((ψ_tM, T_s, N), ϕ_{t,1}M, can, var), where T_s (resp. N) is the semisimple part (resp.^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part) of the monodromy automorphism of the nearby cycle functor and can and var is the can morphism ψ_{t,1}M → ϕ_{t,1}M and the var morphism ϕ_{t,1}M → ψ_{t,1}M(−1). Then, ((ψ_tM, T_s, N), ϕ_{t,1}M, can, var) is an object in G (X). In this way, we obtain a functor

F : MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) → G (X).

The following theorem is our second main result.

Theorem 3.5. There is a quasi-inverse functor G: G (X) → MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) of F , i.e. F and G induce an equivalence of categories:

MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) ≃ G (X).

We will construct the functor G and prove this theorem in Subsection 3.6.

3.3 The D_C ∗ -modules S_{m,1}, S_{1,λ} and L_r To construct a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C from an object ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) ∈ G (X) and define the functor G, we take the following way. First, we define monodromic D-modules S_{m,1}, S_{1,λ} and L_r for m, r ∈ Z_{≥1} and λ ∈ C on C^∗ (in this subsection). The monodromy action of the underlying local system of S_{m,1} (resp. S_{1,λ}) is semisimple, and its eigenvalues are the m-th roots of unity (resp. λ). The one of L_r is unipotent, and its Jordan normal form is a single Jordan cell of eignenvalue 1 with size r. Next, we define monodromic mixed Hodge modules S^H_{m,1}[1] and L^H_r [1] whose underlying D-modules are S_{m,1} and L_r (in Subsection 3.4). Then, we define the mixed Hodge module áM̀_{(−1,0]} on X × C^∗ as a quotient of a mixed Hodge module M ⊠ (S^H_{m,1} ⊗ L^H_r )[1] on X × C^∗ for some m, r ∈ Z_{≥1} (in Subsection 3.5). Finally, by gluing the tuple (áM̀_{(−1,0]}, M_{−1}, c, v), we will get the desired mixed Hodge module SSM_{(−1,0]} on X × C (in Subsection 3.6), and define the functor G so that G(((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v)) = SSM_{(−1,0]}.

In this subsection, we introduce a D-modules S_{m,1}, S_{1,λ} and L_r. For m ∈ Z_{≥1}, K = C or Q and λ ∈ C , let V^{se,K}_{m,1} (resp. V^{se,C}_{1,λ} ) be the K (resp. C )-vector space of dimension m with the automorphism T whose eigenvalues are {μ ∈ C | μ^m = 1} (resp. λ). Note that we have V^{se,C}_{m,1} ≃ ⨁ λ^m=1

V^{se,C}_{1,λ} . (30)

For r ∈ Z_{≥1}, let V^{ni,K}_r be the K (= C or Q)-vector space of dimension r with the nilpotent morphism N of V^{ni,K}_r to V^{ni,K}_r (−1) such that N^r = 0 and N^{r−1} ≠ 0, where we set V^{ni,Q}_r (−1) := 1 2π √ −1 V^{ni,Q}_r (⊂ V^{ni,C}_r ) and V^{ni,C}_r (−1) = V^{ni,C}_r . The Jordan normal form of 2π √ −1N(: V^{ni,K}_r → V^{ni,K}_r ) is the single Jordan cell J_{0,r} of the eigenvalue 0 with size r. We will fix the basis e_1, . . . , e_r of V^{ni,K}_r so that we have 2π √ −1Ne_i = e_{i−1} (e_0 := 0). We define the automorphism T of V^{ni,K}_r as T := exp(−2π √ −1N). For m, r ∈ Z_{≥1}, λ ∈ C and K = C or Q, let S^K_{m,1} (resp. S^C_{1,λ}, L^K_r ) be the local system on C^∗ corresponding to the vector space with automorphism (V^{se,K}_{m,1} , T ) (resp. (V^{se,C}_{1,λ} , T ),

(V^{ni,K}_r , T )). We use the same symbol T for the monodromy automorphism of S^K_{m,1}, S^C_{1,λ} and L^K_r . Moreover, we define N : L^Q_r → L^Q_r (−1) as^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent part of the monodromy automorphism T : L^Q_r^∼→ L^Q_r . By (30), note that we have

S^C_{m,1} ≃ ⨁ λ^m=1

S^C_{1,λ} (31)

We define the D-module (an integrable connection) S_{m,1} (resp. S_{1,λ}, L_r) on C^∗ as

S_{m,1} := S^C_{m,1} ⊗_C O_C ∗ Ć resp.

S_{1,λ} := S^C_{1,λ} ⊗_C O_C ∗ , L_r := L^C_r ⊗_C O_C ∗ . Ň

whose underlying local system is S^C_{m,1} (resp. S^C_{1,λ}, L^C_r ). By (31), we have

S_{m,1} = ⨁ λ^m=1 S_{1,λ}. We can describe the structure of S_{1,λ} and L_r as follows.

Lemma 3.6. For λ = exp(−2π √ −1α) ∈ C (α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q) (resp. r ∈ Z_{≥1}), S_{1,λ} (resp.

L_r) is a free O_C ∗ -module of rank 1 (resp. r) and there is a basis of S_{1,λ} (resp. L_r) whose connection matrix is α t (resp. 1 2π √ −1 J_{0,r} t ), where J_{0,r} is the Jordan cell of the eigenvalue 0 with size r. In particular, we can regard S_{1,λ} and L_r as algebraic D-modules (or an algebraic integrable connections), S_{1,λ} and L_r are monodromic and we have

S_{1,λ} = S^α_{1,λ} ⊗ C [t^± ], and (32) L_r = L^0_r ⊗ C [t^± ], (33)

as O-modules, where S^α_{1,λ} := Ker(t∂_t − α: L_r → L_r) (resp. L^0_r := Ker((t∂_t)^r : L_r → L_r)). Moreover, we can define natural isomorphisms

σ : V^{se,C}_{1,λ}^∼→ S^α_{1,λ} (34) (resp. σ : V^{ni,C}_r^∼→ L^0_r). (35)

so that for v ∈ V^{se,C}_{1,λ} (resp. v ∈ V^{ni,C}_r ), we have

(t∂_t − α)σ(v) = 0, and σ(T v) = exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t)σ(v) (36) Ą resp. σ(2π √ −1Nv) = 2π √ −1t∂_tσ(v), and σ(T v) = exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t)σ(v). Ń . (37)

Remark 3.7. In general, for a regular holonomic D-module M on X × C_t , there is a natural isomorphism DR_{X×{0}}(ψ_{t,λ}(M)) ≃^pψ_{t,λ}(DR_{X×C} (M)), (38) with some relations similar to (37) between the monodromy action on^pψ_{t,λ}(DR_{X×C} (M)) and exp(−2π √ −1t∂_t). In the setting in Lemma 3.6, we have ψ_{t,1}(L_r) = L^0_r , pψ_{t,1}(L_r[1]) = V^{ni,C}_r , and DR(L_r) = L^C_r [1].

Then, we can regard the isomorphism (35) as the isomorphism (38) in a special case. We can say the same for S_{1,λ} and the vanishing cycles.

3.4 The mixed Hodge modules S^H_{m,1}[1] and L^H_r [1] We endow S^Q_{m,1} and L^Q_r with mixed Hodge module structures. We define a Hodge filtration of V^{se,C}_{m,1} as F_pV^{se,C}_{m,1} := ĺ V^{se,C}_{m,1} (p ≥ 0), 0 (p < 0).

Recall that e_1, . . . , e_r is a (fixed) basis of V^{ni,K}_r such that 2π √ −1Ne_i = e_{i−1} (e_0 := 0). Then, we define filtrations F_•V^{ni,C}_r and W_•V^{ni,Q}_r as

F_iV^{ni,C}_r := r∑ j=r−i C e_j ,

W_{−2i}V^{ni,Q}_r = W_{−2i+1}V^{ni,Q}_r := r−i∑ j=1 Qe_j . Note that we have N(F_pV^{ni,C}_r ) ⊂ F_{p+1}V^{ni,C}_r , for any p ∈ Z. It is obvious that

W_{−2i}V^{ni,Q}_r = W_{−2i+1}V^{ni,Q}_r = ĺ Ker(N^{r−i} : V^{ni,Q}_r → V^{ni,Q}_r (−(r − i))) (i < r), 0 (i ≥ r). Note that W_•V^{ni,Q}_r is the monodromy weight filtration of N centered at −(r − 1). We set V^{ni,H}_r := (V^{ni,C}_r , F_•V^{ni,C}_r , V^{ni,Q}_r , W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ). Recall that the l-th Tate twist V^{ni,H}_r (l) of V^{ni,H}_r is the tuple: (V^{ni,C}_r , F_{•−l}V^{ni,C}_r , (2π √ −1)^lV^{ni,Q}_r , W_{•+2l}V^{ni,Q}_r ).

The following lemma follows from the definition.

Lemma 3.8. (i) The triple V^{se,H}_{m,1} := (V^{se,C}_{m,1} , F_•V^{se,C}_{m,1} , V^Q_{m,1}) is polarizable pure Hodge structure of weight 1.

(ii) The tuple V^{ni,H}_r = (V^{ni,C}_r , F_•V^{ni,C}_r , V^{ni,Q}_r , W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ) (39) is a graded polarizable mixed Hodge structure.

(iii) The morphism N defines a nilpotent morphism between the mixed Hodge structures N : V^{ni,H}_r → V^{ni,H}_r (−1).

(iv) The mixed Hodge structure V^{ni,H}_r is a direct sum of some Tate twists of the pure Hodge structure V^{ni,H}_1 , i.e. we have V^{ni,H}_r ≃ V^{ni,H}_1 ⊕ V^{ni,H}_1 (1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ V^{ni,H}_1 (r − 1).

We define a filtration F_•S_{m,1} of S_{m,1} as

F_pS_{m,1} := ğ S_{m,1} (p ≥ 0), 0 (p < 0).

Moreover, we set F_•L^0_r := σ(F_•V^{ni,C}_r ), and W_•L^0_r := σ(W_{•−1}V^{ni,C}_r ), where L^0_r and σ are the ones defined in Lemma 3.6. By the expression (33), we define the Hodge and weight filtration of L_r as F_•L_r := F_•L^0_r ⊗ C [t^± ], and W_•L_r := W_•L^0_r ⊗ C [t^± ].

Since we have σ(Nv) = t∂_tσ(v) for v ∈ V^{ni,C}_r (see (37)), we can express the filtration W_•L^0_r of L^0_r as W_{−2i−1}L^0_r = W_{−2i}L^0_r = ğ Ker((t∂_t)^{r−i−1} : L^0_r → L^0_r ) (i < r − 1) 0 (i ≥ r − 1). In particular, W_kL_r ⊂ L_r is a D-submodule of L_r for k ∈ Z. On the other hand, we can also define the weight filtration W_•L^K_r of the local system L^K_r so that W_kL^K_r ⊗_K O_C ∗ = W_kL_r. Proposition 3.9.

(i) The tuple S^H_{m,1}[1] := (S_{m,1}, F_•S_{m,1}, S^Q_{m,1}[1]) (resp. L^H_r [1] := (L_r, F_•L_r, L^Q_r [1], W_•L^Q_r )) is a polarizable pure Hodge module (resp. graded polarizable mixed Hodge module) on C^∗ . (ii) The monodromy automorphism T : S^Q_{m,1}^∼→ S^Q_{m,1} induces an automorphism T : S^H_{m,1}[1]^∼→ S^H_{m,1}[1] of S^H_{m,1}[1] as a mixed Hodge module.

(iii) The morphism N : L^Q_r → L^Q_r (−1) induces a nilpotent morphism N : L^H_r → L^H_r (−1). (iv) The non-trivial cohomology of S^H_{m,1} ⊗L^H_r [1] ∈ D^bMHM(C^∗ ) is only 0-th one. In particular, we can regard S^H_{m,1} ⊗ L^H_r [1] as a mixed Hodge module on C^∗ associated to the variation of mixed Hodge structure whose underlying local system is S^Q_{m,1} ⊗_Q L^Q_r .

(v) We have ψ_t(L^H_r [1]) =(V^{ni,C}_r , F_•V^{ni,C}_r , V^{ni,Q}_r , W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ), and ψ_t(S^H_{m,1} ⊗ L^H_r [1]) =(V^{se,C}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,C}_r , F_•(V^{se,C}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,C}_r ), V^{se,Q}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,Q}_r , V^{se,Q}_{m,1} ⊗ W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ),

where F_p(V^{se,C}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,C}_r ) := ∑ s+t=p FsV se,C m,1 ⊗ F_tV^{ni,C}_r . (vi) For a ∈ Z_{≥1}, we have a natural morphism which commutes with T : S^H_{m,1}[1] → S^H_{am,1}[1]. (40) (vii) For l ∈ Z_{≥0}, we have natural morphisms which commute with N: L^H_{r+l}[1] →L^H_r [1], and (41) L^H_r [1] →L^H_{r+l}[1](−l). (42) Proof. (i): Let Q^H_C ∗ [1] ∈ HM^p(C^∗ ) be the constant polarizable pure Hodge module on C^∗ . For m ∈ Z_{≥1}, let r_m : C^∗ → C^∗ be the morphism t → r_m(t) := t^m. Then, S^H_{m,1}[1] is isomorphic to the pushforward (r_m)_∗Q^H_C ∗ [1] of the mixed Hodge module Q^H_C ∗ [1], which is a polarizable pure Hodge module of weight 1. On the other hand, since the tuple (L_r, F_•L_r, L^Q_r , W_{•+1}L^Q_r ) is an admissible graded polarizable variation of mixed Hodge structure on C^∗ , the tuple L^H_r [1] is a graded polarizable mixed Hodge module on C^∗ . (ii), (iii), (iv), (v): These follow from the definition. (vi) and (vii): For m, a ∈ Z_{≥1}, the natural morphism V^{se,Q}_{m,1} → V^{se,Q}_{am,1}, which commutes with T induces the morphism (40). Similarly, for r ∈ Z_{≥1} and l ∈ Z_{≥0}, the natural morphisms V^{ni,Q}_{r+l} → V^{ni,Q}_r , and V^{ni,Q}_r → V^{ni,Q}_{r+l} (−l), which commute with N induce the morphisms (41) and (42).

Remark 3.10. The Hodge filtration of the variation of mixed Hodge structure (L_r, F_•L_r, L^Q_r , W_{•+1}L^Q_r ) is the nilpotent orbit in the sense of [22] defined from the mixed Hodge structure with a nilpotent morphism ((V^{ni,C}_r , F_•V^{ni,C}_r , V^{ni,Q}_r , W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ), N).

3.5 A construction of monodromic mixed Hodge modules on X × C^∗ In order to construct G in Theorem 3.5, we show a weak version of the theorem, i.e. we construct a mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ (not X × C ) from a mixed Hodge module on X with some operators with the aid of the Hodge modules on C^∗ defined in the previous subsection.

We consider a triple (M, T_s, N), where M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) is a graded polarizable mixed Hodge module on X, T_s : M^∼→ M and N : M → M(−1) are morphisms with the conditions (⋆-i) and (⋆-ii) in Subsection 3.2:

(⋆-i) T_s commutes with N.

(⋆-ii) The D-module M is decomposed as M = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M_α, (43)

where M_α := Ker(T_s − e(α)) ⊂ M (e(α) := exp(−2π √ −1α)). We denote by G^′(X) the category of such triples. By the condition (⋆-ii), for p ∈ Z and k ∈ Z we have decompositions F_pM = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_pM_α, and (44) W_kM = ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q W_kM_α,

where we set F_pM_α = F_pM ∩ M_α ⊂ F_pM and W_kM_α := W_kM ∩ M_α ⊂ W_kM. Note that the condition (⋆-ii) is equivalent to the condition:

(⋆-ii’) the perverse sheaf K_C := K ⊗ C is decomposed as K_C = ⨁ α∈(−1,0)∩Q KC ,e(α) , where K_{C ,α} := Ker(T_s − e(α)) ⊂ K_C . Since the weight filtration of M is a finite filtration, N is a nilpotent operator.

Let MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ) be the category of monodromic graded polarizable mixed Hodge modules on X × C^∗ . For an object M ∈ MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ), we get a triple (ψ_tM, T_s, N), where T_s (resp. N) is the semisimple (resp.^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent) part of the monodromy automorphism. In this way, we obtain a functor F^′ : MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ) → G^′(X).

We will show the following weak version of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 3.11. There is a quasi-inverse functor G^′ : G^′(X) → MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ) of F^′, i.e. F^′ and G^′ induce an equivalence of categories: MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ) ≃ G^′(X).

Let (M, T_s, N) be an object in G^′(X). For r ∈ Z_{≥1}, we define the mixed Hodge modules on X × C^∗ as

ÜM^{ker}_r := Ker(N ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ N : M ⊠ L^H_r [1] → M ⊠ L^H_r [1](−1))(−(r − 1)), and ÜM^{coker}_r := Coker(N ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ N : M ⊠ L^H_r [1](1) → M ⊠ L^H_r [1]).

The automorphism T_s induces automorphisms of ÜM^{ker}_r and ÜM^{coker}_r , which will be denoted by the same symbol T_s.

The morphisms defined in (vii) of Proposition 3.9 induce morphisms ÜMker_{r+l} → ÜMker_r (−l), ÜMker_r → ÜMker_{r+l}, ÜMcoker_{r+l} → ÜMcoker_r , and ÜMcoker_r → ÜMcoker_{r+l} (−l).

(45)

Take a sufficiently large l_0 ∈ Z_{≥1} so that M ⊂ Ker(N^{l0} : M → M(−l_0)).

Then, by the direct computation (in the category of D-modules), we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. For r, l ∈ Z_{≥1}, if l ≥ l_0, the morphisms ÜM^{ker}_{r+l} → ÜM^{ker}_r (−l), and ÜM^{coker}_r → ÜM^{coker}_{r+l} (−l) are zero.

Corollary 3.13. (i) If r ∈ Z_{≥1} is sufficiently large, ÜM^{ker}_r and ÜM^{coker}_r do not depend on the choice of r, i.e. for sufficiently large r ∈ Z_{≥1} we have isomorphisms: ÜM^{ker}_r^∼→ ÜM^{ker}_{r+1}, and ÜM^{coker}_{r+1}^∼→ ÜM^{coker}_r .

(ii) There is a natural morphism ~M^{ker}_r → ~M^{coker}_r , which commute with T_s and if r is large enough, it is isomorphic.

Proof. For r, l ∈ Z_{≥1}, we consider a diagram

0 // M ⊠ L^H_r [1](1) fflffl

// M ⊠ L^H_{r+l}[1](1 − l)

fflffl

// M ⊠ L^H_l [1](1 − l)

fflffl

// 0

0 // M ⊠ L^H_r [1] // M ⊠ L^H_{r+l}[1](−l) // M ⊠ L^H_l [1](−l) // 0, where the vertical arrows are N ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ N. This induces an exact sequence 0 → ÜM^{ker}_r (r) → ÜM^{ker}_{r+l}(r) →ÜM^{ker}_l → ÜM^{coker}_r → ÜM^{coker}_{r+l} (−l) → ÜM^{coker}_l (−l) → 0. (46) By Lemma 3.12, this sequence implies that if r ≥ l_0 the morphisms ÜM^{ker}_r → ÜM^{ker}_{r+1} and ÜMker_{r+1} → ÜMker_r are isomorphic.

Moreover, if l = r ≥ l_0, the first and last morphism in (46) are isomorphic by the first assertion of this Lemma. Therefore, the middle morphism ÜM^{ker}_r → ÜM^{coker}_r is an isomorphism.

Let q : X × C^∗ → C^∗ be the second projection. Consider the complex of mixed Hodge modules q^∗(S^H_{m,1}) ∈ D^bMHM^p(X × C^∗ ), whose underlying constructible sheaf is a local system q^{−1}S^Q_{m,1}. Note that this is the shifted object by dim X + 1 of the mixed Hodge module associated to the pull back of the variation of mixed Hodge structure (S_{m,1}, F_•S_{m,1}, S^Q_{m,1}) by q. Moreover, remark that by the definition the non-trivial cohomologies of ÜM^{ker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1} and ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1}(∈ D^bMHM^p(X × C^∗ )) are only 0-th ones, where ⊗ means the tensor product in the derived category of mixed Hodge modules (i.e. the pullback by the diagonal embedding X × C^∗ → (X × C^∗ ) × (X × C^∗ ) of the exterior product). Therefore, we can regard ÜMker_r ⊗ q∗SH_{m,1} and ÜMcoker_r ⊗ q∗SH_{m,1} as mixed Hodge modules on X × C ∗ .

For m ∈ Z_{≥1}, we define mixed Hodge modules on X × C^∗ by

ÜM^{ker,ker}

r,m := Ker(T_s ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ T : ÜM^{ker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1} → ÜM^{ker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1}), ÜM^{ker,coker}

r,m := Coker(T_s ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ T : ÜM^{ker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1} → ÜM^{ker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1}), ÜM^{coker,ker}

r,m := Ker(T_s ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ T : ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1} → ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1}), and ÜM^{coker,coker}

r,m := Coker(T_s ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ T : ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1} → ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1}).

Lemma 3.14. (i) ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} , ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} , ÜM^{coker,ker}_{r,m} and ÜM^{coker,coker}_{r,m} do not depend on the choice of m. More precisely, for a ∈ Z_{≥1} and m^′ := am, there is a natural isomorphism

ÜM^{ker,ker} r,m ∼→ ÜM^{ker,ker} r,m^′ , ÜM^{ker,coker} r,m ∼→ ÜM^{ker,coker} r,m^′ , ÜM^{coker,ker} r,m ∼→ ÜM^{coker,ker} r,m^′ , and ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m ∼→ ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m^′ . (ii) There is a commutative diagram:

ÜM^{ker,ker} r,m //

fflffl ÜM^{ker,coker} r,m fflffl ÜM^{coker,ker} r,m // ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m .

(47)

If r is large enough, all the morphisms are isomorphism.

Proof. The natural morphism defined in (vi) of Proposition 3.9: S^H_{m,1} → S^H_m′_{,1} induces a morphism ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m}^∼→ ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m′} . Its underlying morphism between C -perverse sheaves is the identity ⨁ λ^m=1

K^λ_C ⊠ (L^C_r ⊗ S^C_{1,λ})[1] → ⨁ λ^m=1

K^λ_C ⊠ (L^C_r ⊗ S^C_{1,λ})[1].

This implies the assertion (i) for ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} . In the same way, we can show (i) for ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} , ÜM^{coker,ker}

r,m and ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m .

By (ii) of Corollary 3.13, we have natural morphisms

ÜM^{ker,ker}

r,m → ÜM^{coker,ker} r,m , and ÜM^{ker,coker}

r,m → ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m , (the vertical arrows in (47)) which are isomorphic for sufficiently large r. We define the morphism ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} → ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} as the composition of the natural monomorphism ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} → ÜMker_r ⊗ q∗SH_{m,1} and the natural epimorphism ÜMker_r ⊗ q∗SH_{m,1} ↠ ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} . Its underlying morphism between C -perverse sheaves is the identity ⨁ λ^m=1

K_{C ,λ} ⊠ (L^C_r ⊗ S^C_{1,λ})[1] → ⨁ λ^m=1

K_{C ,λ} ⊠ (L^C_r ⊗ S^C_{1,λ})[1].

Hence, ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} → ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} is an isomorphism. In the same way, we get a natural morphism ÜM^{coker,ker}

r,m → ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m and we get the desired diagram (47).

Corollary 3.13 and Lemma 3.14 imply the following.

Corollary 3.15. The mixed Hodge modules ÜM^{ker,ker}_{r,m} , ÜM^{ker,coker}_{r,m} , ÜM^{coker,ker}_{r,m} and ÜM^{coker,coker}_{r,m} do not depend on the choice of sufficiently large r and m and all of them are naturally isomorphic to each other.

We define ÜM := ÜM^{coker,coker} r,m for sufficiently large r, m ∈ Z_{≥1} and set ~M := ~M^{coker,coker}_{r,m} , F_• ~M := F_• ~M^{coker,coker} r,m , ÜK := ÜK^{coker,coker} r,m and W_• ÜK := W_• ÜK^{coker,coker}_{r,m} .

Lemma 3.16. We have ψ_t(ÜM) ≃ M.

Moreover, under this isomorphism, the semisimple (resp.^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times the logarithm of the unipotent) part of the monodromy automorphism is T_s (resp. N).

Proof. By the definition of ÜM, we have the following diagram:

M ⊠ ψ_t(L^H_r ⊗ S^H_{m,1}[1](1))

v_1 fflffl

h_1 //

M ⊠ ψ_t(L^H_r ⊗ S^H_{m,1}[1])

v_2 fflffl

h_2 //

ψ_t(ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1})

v_3 fflffl

// 0

M ⊠ ψ_t(L^H_r ⊗ S^H_{m,1}[1](1))^{h3} // M ⊠ ψ_t(L^H_r ⊗ S^H_{m,1}[1])^{h4} // ψ_t(ÜM^{coker}_r ⊗ q^∗S^H_{m,1})

v_4 fflffl

// 0

ψ_t(ÜM) fflffl 0

,

where h_1, h_3 are N ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ ψ_t(N), v_1, v_2 are T ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ T_s, v_3 is the morphism induced by v_2 and h_2, h_4 and v_4 are the quotient morphism. By (v) of Proposition 3.9, ψ_t(L^H_r ⊗ S^H_{m,1}[1]) =

V^{se,H}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,H}_r = (V^{se,C}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,C}_r , F_•(V^{se,C}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,C}_r ), V^{se,Q}_{m,1} ⊗ V^{ni,Q}_r , V^{se,Q}_{m,1} ⊗ W_•V^{ni,Q}_r ). Therefore, the cokernel of h_1(= h_3) is isomorphic to M ⊠ V^{se,H}_{m,1} . Therefore, v_3 is the morphism T ⊠ T_s : M ⊠ V^{se,H}_{m,1} → M ⊠ V^{se,H}_{m,1} .

The cokernel of it is isomorphic to M. This completes the proof.

Let us describe the mixed Hodge module ÜM more concretely. Recall that M and its Hodge filtration have the decomposition (43) and (44). We define an O-module ~M^′ on X × C^∗ as ~M^′ := ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M_α ⊗ C [t^± ].

We can endow it with D-module structure so that t∂_t − α acts as N on M_α. Then, for any α ∈ (−1, 0], we have ( ~M^′)^α = M_α, where ( ~M^′)^α = ⋃ l≥0 Ker((t∂_t −α)^l : ~M^′ → ~M^′). We define the Hodge (resp. weight) filtration of ~M^′ as F_• ~M^′ := ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•M_α ⊗ C [t^± ]

(resp. W_• ~M^′ := ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q W_{•−1}M_α ⊗ C [t^± ]).

Then, we can easily see the following.

Lemma 3.17. We have a natural isomorphism (between D-modules) ~M^∼→ ~M^′. Moreover, this morphism induces isomorphisms F_p ~M^∼→ F_p ~M^′, and W_k ~M^∼→ W_k ~M^′, for p, k ∈ Z. As a corollary, we get the following.

Corollary 3.18. ÜM is monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ .

Therefore, we can define the functor G^′ : G^′(X) → MHM^p_{mon}(X × C^∗ ) so that G^′(M) = ÜM. Lemma 3.16 implies the following.

Corollary 3.19. F^′ ∘ G^′ and 1 is naturally isomorphic.

Finally, we will see that G^′ ∘ F^′ and 1 are naturally isomorphic and complete the proof of Lemma 3.11. Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a graded polarizable mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ (not X) whose underlying perverse sheaf is a local system shifted by d + 1, i.e. there is a local system P on X × C^∗ such that K = P[d + 1]. We consider a triple (ψ_tM, T_s, N), where T_s (resp. N) is the semisimple part (^{−1}_{2π}^√_{−1} times of the logarithm of the unipotent part) of the monodromy automorphism T of the nearby cycle. Then, the triple satisfies the conditions (⋆-i) and (⋆-ii) in the first part of this section. Therefore, we have a mixed Hodge module Þψ_tM on X × C^∗ . Recall that π : C → C^∗ (z → exp(2π √ −1z)) is the universal covering of C^∗ . Let π_1 : X × C → X be the first projection. Then, (π_1)_∗(1 × π)^{−1}P is a local system on X and we have_p ψ_tK = (π_1)_∗(1 × π)^{−1}P[d].

Then, one can see the following two lemmas by the definition of ÜM.

Lemma 3.20. In this situation, there is a natural isomorphism SS pψ_tK ≃ K. Moreover, this induces a natural isomorphism

Þψ_tM ≃ M,

between mixed Hodge modules.

Lemma 3.21. Let (M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N) be a triple satisfying the conditions (⋆-i), (⋆-ii). For a (local) regular function g on X, we have natural isomorphism

ψ_g(á`

M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ å`(ψ_gM_{(−1,0]}),

ϕ_{g,1}(á`

M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ å`(ϕ_{g,1}M_{(−1,0]}), and

Ξ_g(á`

M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ å`(Ξ_gM_{(−1,0]}),

where we regard g as a function on X ×C^∗ in the left hand side and Ξ_g is Beilinson’s maximal extension functor.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Let M be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X×C^∗ (not necessary smooth) and consider the tuple (ψ_tM, T_s, N). To show the isomorphism Þψ_tM ≃ M, we use induction. Let d_0(≥ 0) be the dimension of the support of ψ_tM. Assume that we have a natural isomorphism Þψ_tN ≃ N for any monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ of which the dimension of the support of the nearby cycle ψ_tN is less than d_0. Locally, there is a regular function g on X such that M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ is a (non-zero) smooth mixed Hodge module, i.e. the underlying perverse sheaf is (the zero extension of) a shifted local system. In this case, M is reconstructed from the gluing data: M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ , ϕ_{g,1}(M), the can morphism ψ_{g,1}(M) → ϕ_{g,1}(M) and the var morphism ϕ_{g,1}(M) → ψ_{g,1}(M)(−1). More precisely, by Beilinson’s gluing formula for mixed Hodge modules (see [2] for perverse sheaves), M is isomorphic to the 0-th cohomology of the complex

ψ_{g,1}M → Ξ_gM ⊕ ϕ_{g,1}M → ψ_{g,1}M(−1), (48) where Ξ_gM ⊕ ϕ_{g,1}M is in degree 0. By Lemma 3.20, we have (ψ_t(M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ ))^∼ ≃ M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ , (49) where we wrote (N)^∼ instead of ÜN for N = ψ_t(M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ ). Since ψ_{g,1}M and Ξ_gM are determined by M|_{X\g}−1_{(0)×C} ∗ , the isomorphism (49) induces isomorphisms: ψ_{g,1}M ≃ψ_{g,1}( Þψ_tM), and (50) Ξ_gM ≃Ξ_g( Þψ_tM). (51) Moreover, by the inductive assumption, we have ϕ_{g,1}M ≃ â` ψ_tϕ_{g,1}M(≃ â` ϕ_{g,1}ψ_tM). Therefore, by Lemma 3.21 we have ϕ_{g,1}M ≃ ϕ_{g,1} Þψ_tM. (52) Substituting (50), (51) and (52) into (48), we obtain a complex ψ_{g,1} Þψ_tM → Ξ_g Þψ_tM ⊕ ϕ_{g,1} Þψ_tM → ψ_{g,1} Þψ_tM(−1).

By Beilinson’s gluing formula again, the 0-th cohomology of this complex is isomorphic to Þψ_tM. In this way, we obtain a natural isomorphism: M ≃ Þψ_tM. (53) This implies that G^′ ∘ F^′ and 1 are naturally isomorphic. Together with Lemma 3.19, the proof is now complete.

3.6 The proof of Theorem 3.5 In this subsection, we construct the functor G in Theorem 3.5 and prove the theorem. Let ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) be an object in G (X). Since (M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N) is an object in G^′(X), we have a monodromic mixed Hodge module áM̀_{(−1,0]} on X × C^∗ defined in the previous subsection. We set M_0 := ker(T_s − 1), which is a mixed Hodge module on X. Then, we have ψ_{t,1}(á`

M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ M_0.

Lemma 3.22. Let ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) be an object in G (X). Then, there exists an unique mixed Hodge module SSM_{(−1,0]} on X × C with the following properties:

(i) we have SS SS M_{(−1,0]}|_{X×C} ∗ = á`

M_{(−1,0]}.

In particular, ψ_{t,1}( SSM_{(−1,0]}) ≃ ψ_{t,1}(áM̀_{(−1,0]}) ≃ M_0.

(ii) we have ϕ_{t,1}( SS

M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ M_{−1}.

(iii) Under the above identifications, the can (resp. var) morphism can: ψ_{t,1}( SSM_{(−1,0]}) → ϕ_{t,1}( SS

M_{(−1,0]}) (resp. var : ϕ_{t,1}( SSM_{(−1,0]}) → ψ_{t,1}( SSM_{(−1,0]})(−1)) is isomorphic to c: M_0 → M_{−1} (resp. v : M_{−1} → M_0(−1)).

Proof. Let SSL^H_r [1] ∈ MHM^p(C ) be an extension (e.g. the minimal extension) of a mixed Hodge module L^H_r [1] ∈ MHM^p(C^∗ ) on C^∗ to C . Then, the mixed Hodge module on X × C

Coker(N ⊠ 1 − 1 ⊠ N : M_{(−1,0]} ⊠ SSL^H_r [1](1) → M_{(−1,0]} ⊠ SSL^H_r [1])

is an extension of ã`

(M_{(−1,0]})^{coker}_r ∈ MHM^p(X × C^∗ ). In the same way, we can see that there is a mixed Hodge module on X ×C whose restriction to X ×C^∗ is ã`(M_{(−1,0]})^{coker,coker}_{r,m} (= áM̀_{(−1,0]}). We can say that á`

M_{(−1,0]} is an extendable mixed Hodge module on X × C^∗ . Therefore, by “Beilinson’s gluing” for mixed Hodge modules, we can construct a mixed Hodge module SS SS M_{(−1,0]} from the gluing data (áM̀_{(−1,0]}, M_{−1}, c, v) which has the desired properties. Proof of Theorem 3.5. We define the functor G: G (X) → MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ) so that

G(((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v)) = áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]}.

For ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) ∈ G (X), by Lemma 3.11 and the definition of G, F ∘ G(((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v)) is isomorphic to ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v). Hence, we have F ∘ G and 1 are isomorphic.

For M ∈ MHM^p_{mon}(X × C ), we have F (M) = ((ψ_tM, T_s, N), ϕ_{t,1}M, can, var). Note that we have

ψ_t(M|_{X×C} ∗ ) = ψ_tM. (54)

Then, we have Þψ_tM|_{X×C ∗} = Þψ_tM (by the definition)

= å`(ψ_t(M|_{X×C} ∗ )) (by (54)) = M|_{X×C} ∗ (by Lemma 3.11 or (53)).

Moreover, by the definition of Þψ_tM, we have ψ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM) = ψ_{t,1}M and ϕ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM) = ϕ_{t,1}M. Under these identifications, the can morphism ψ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM) → ϕ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM) is can: ψ_{t,1}M → ϕ_{t,1}M and the var morphism ϕ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM) → ψ_{t,1}( Þψ_tM)(−1) is var: ϕ_{t,1}M → ψ_{t,1}M(−1). Therefore, M also satisfies the gluing condition (i)-(iii) in Lemma 3.22 for the object F (M) ∈ G (X). Hence, M is isomorphic to Þψ_tM. This implies that we have G ∘ F and 1 are isomorphic.

This completes the proof

Finally, for ((M_{(−1,0]}, T_s, N), M_{−1}, c, v) ∈ G (X), we describe the mixed Hodge module SS SS M_{(−1,0]} more concretely. Let áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]} (resp. áá̀K̀_{(−1,0]}) be the underlying D-module (perverse sheaf) of SSM_{(−1,0]}. Since áM̀_{(−1,0]} is monodromic on X × C^∗ , SSM_{(−1,0]} is also monodromic on

X × C . Recall that (áá̀`

M_{(−1,0]})^α = ⋃ l≥0 Ker((t∂_t − α)^l : á` á` M_{(−1,0]} → á` á` M_{(−1,0]}).

Proposition 3.23. For α ∈ [−1, 0], we have (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^α ≃ ğ M_α (α ∈ (−1, 0]) M_{−1} (α = −1).

Moreover, under these identifications, t∂_t −α on (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^α is N : M → M, −∂_t : (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^0 → (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^{−1} is c: M_0 → M_{−1} and t: (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^{−1} → (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^0 is v : M_{−1} → M_0. In particular, á` á` M_{(−1,0]} is isomorphic to ( ⨁ α∈[−1,0)∩Q M_α ⊗ C [∂_t ]∂_t) ⊕ M_{−1} ⊕ ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q M_α ⊗ C [t]),

where the D-module structure of it is defined so that for any α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, t∂_t − α acts on M_α as N : M_{(−1,0]} → M_{(−1,0]}, −∂_t : M_0 → M_{−1} is c: M_0 → M_{−1} and t: M_{−1} → M_0

is v : M_{−1} → M_0. Moreover, the Hodge filtration F_• áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]} (resp. the weight filtration

W_• á` á` M_{(−1,0]}) is isomorphic to ( ⨁ i≥1 ⨁ α∈[−1,0)∩Q ∂^i_t F_{•−i}M_α) ⊕ F_•M_{−1} ⊕ ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q F_•M_α ⊗ C [t]) (resp. ( ⨁ α∈[−1,0)∩Q W_•M_α ⊗ C [∂_t ]∂_t) ⊕ W_•M_{−1} ⊕ ( ⨁ α∈(−1,0]∩Q W_•M_α ⊗ C [t])).

Proof. For α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q, we have (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^α ≃ ψ_{t,e(α)}(á` á` M_{(−1,0]}) (by Corollary 1.17) ≃ ψ_{t,e(α)}(á` M_{(−1,0]}) ≃ M_α (by Lemma 3.16).

Moreover, t∂_t − α on (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^α is N under this identification. Similarly to this, we have (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^{−1} ≃ ϕ_{t,1}(á` á` M_{(−1,0]}) (by Corollary 1.17)

≃ M_{−1} (by the definition of áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]}).

By Corollary 1.17 again, −∂_t : (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^0 → (áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})^{−1} is can: ψ_{t,1}(áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]}) → ϕ_{t,1}(áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]})

and t: (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^{−1} → (á` á` M_{(−1,0]})^0 is var: ϕ_{t,1}(áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]}) → ψ_{t,1}(áá̀M̀_{(−1,0]}). By the definition of á` á` M_{(−1,0]}, these are c and v respectively.

3.7 The Fourier-Laplace transformations of mixed Hodge modules As an application of Theorem 3.5, we endow the Fourier-Laplace transformation of the underlying D-module of a monodromic mixed Hodge module with a mixed Hodge module structure.

Remark again that we identify a D-module A on a smooth affine algebraic variety Z with the Γ(Z; D_Z )-module Γ(Z; A). Let M be a D-module on X × C_t . Let C_τ be the dual vector space of C_t with a coordinate τ such that the pairing ⟨t, τ⟩ is given by tτ. We consider an isomorphism Γ(C_t ; D_{C t} )^∼→ Γ(C_τ ; D_{C τ} ) given by τ → −∂_t and ∂_τ → t. The Fourier-Laplace transformation of M is equal to M as D_X -module and the C [τ]⟨∂_τ ⟩-structure is induced through the isomorphism Γ(C_t ; D_{C t} )^∼→ Γ(C_τ ; D_{C τ} ). We denote it by^FM and regard it as a D-module on X × C_τ .

Assume that M is monodromic. For simplicity, we assume that X is affine in this subsection. For a section m ∈^FM, we have τ∂_τ m = −∂_ttm = (−t∂_t − 1)m. Therefore, we have (as C_X -modules) (^FM)^β = M^{−β−1}.

In particular,^FM is also monodromic. Therefore, we have FM(= ⨁ β∈Q (^FM)^β) = ⨁ β∈Q M^{−β−1}, ψ_τ (^FM) = ⨁ α∈[−1,0)∩Q M^α, ψ_{τ,α}(^FM) = M^{−α−1} (α ∈ (−1, 0] ∩ Q), and ϕ_{τ,1}(^FM) = M^0.

Let M = (M, F_•M, K, W_•K) be a monodromic mixed Hodge module on X × C_t . Recall that by Theorem 2.2 we have F_•M = ⨁ β∈Q F_•M^β. Note that we have a decomposition ψ_tM = ψ_{t,1}M ⊕ ψ_{t,≠1}M, where ψ_{t,≠1}M is the mixed Hodge module whose underlying D-module is ⨁ α∈(−1,0) M α. Then, the underlying D-module of the mixed Hodge module ϕ_{t,1}M ⊕ψ_{t≠1}M (resp. ψ_{t,1}M(−1)) is the D-module ψ_τ (^FM) = ⨁ α∈[−1,0) M α (resp. ϕ_τ (^FM) = M^0). Consider a tuple

((ϕ_{t,1}M ⊕ ψ_{t,≠1}M, 1 ⊕ T^{−1}_s , (can ∘ var) ⊕ N), ψ_{t,1}M(−1), −var, can).

One can see that this is in G (X). By Theorem 3.5 (or the functor G: G (X) → MHM^p_{mon}(X × C )), we obtain a mixed Hodge module^FM on X × C_τ , whose underlying D-module is^FM. Since^FM is monodromic, we have a decomposition F_•^FM = ⨁ β∈Q F_•^FM^β. (55)

Remark 3.24. There are other possible definitions of the mixed Hodge modules whose underlying D-modules are^FM. For example, the underlying D-module of the mixed Hodge module corresponding to a tuple ((ϕ_{t,1}(1)M ⊕ ψ_{t,≠1}M, 1 ⊕ T^{−1}_s , (can ∘ var) ⊕ N), ψ_{t,1}M, −var, can) is also^FM. In this sense, the above definition of^FM is just a candidate for the definition of “the Fourier-Laplace transformation of a mixed Hodge module”.

Proposition 3.25. We have

F_p^FM^α = ğ F_{p+1}M^{−1} (α = 0) F_pM^{−α−1} (α ∈ [−1, 0)). Proof. By the definition of the Hodge filtration of ψ_tM and ϕ_{t,1}M, we have

F_p(^FM)^{−1} =F_{p−1}ϕ_{τ,1}(^FM) =F_{p−1}ψ_{t,1}M(−1) =F_pM^0, F_p(^FM)^α =F_pψ_{τ,α}(^FM) =F_pψ_{t,−α−1}M =F_pM^{−α−1}, and F_p(^FM)^0 =F_pψ_{τ,1}(^FM) =F_pϕ_{t,1}(M) =F_{p+1}M^{−1},

where α ∈ (−1, 0).

By this proposition, the decomposition (55) and the strict specializability, we can describe F_p^FM concretely.

References

[1] Shannon Alexander, D-modules and hodge theory. available at https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/ download?doi=10.1.1.488.5103&rep=rep1&type=pdf.

[2] A. A. Beilinson, How to glue perverse sheaves, K-theory, arithmetic and geometry (Moscow, 1984–1986), 1987, pp. 42–51. MR923134 [3] S. R. Bell, J.-L. Brylinski, A. T. Huckleberry, R. Narasimhan, C. Okonek, G. Schumacher, A. Van de Ven, and S. Zucker, Complex manifolds, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1998. Corrected reprint of the 1990 translation [ıt Several complex variables. VI, Encyclopaedia, Math. Sci., 69, Springer, Berlin, 1990; MR1095088 (91i:32001)]. MR1608852 [4] Jean-Luc Brylinski, Transformations canoniques, dualité projective, théorie de Lefschetz, transformations de Fourier et sommes trigonométriques, 1986, pp. 3–134, 251. Géométrie et analyse microlocales. MR864073 [5] Pierre Deligne, Un théorème de finitude pour la monodromie, Discrete groups in geometry and analysis (New Haven, Conn., 1984), 1987, pp. 1–19. MR900821 [6] Hélène Esnault, Claude Sabbah, and Jeng-Daw Yu, E1-degeneration of the irregular Hodge filtration, J.

Reine Angew. Math. 729 (2017), 171–227. With an appendix by Morihiko Saito. MR3680374 [7] V. Ginsburg, Characteristic varieties and vanishing cycles, Invent. Math. 84 (1986), no. 2, 327–402.

MR833194

[8] Ryoshi Hotta, Kiyoshi Takeuchi, and Toshiyuki Tanisaki, D-modules, perverse sheaves, and representation theory, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 236, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2008. Translated from the 1995 Japanese edition by Takeuchi. MR2357361 (2008k:32022) [9] M. Kashiwara, Vanishing cycle sheaves and holonomic systems of differential equations, Algebraic geometry (Tokyo/Kyoto, 1982), 1983, pp. 134–142. MR726425

[10] Masaki Kashiwara and Pierre Schapira, Sheaves on manifolds, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 292, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990. With a chapter in French by Christian Houzel. MR1074006 (92a:58132) [11] Philippe Maisonobe and Zoghman Mebkhout, Le théorème de comparaison pour les cycles évanescents, Éléments de la théorie des systèmes différentiels géométriques, 2004, pp. 311–389. MR2077650

[12] Zoghman Mebkhout, Le théorème de comparaison entre cohomologies de de Rham d’une variété algébrique complexe et le théorème d’existence de Riemann, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 69 (1989), 47–89. MR1019961 [13] Thomas Reichelt, Laurent polynomials, GKZ-hypergeometric systems and mixed hodge modules, Compositio Mathematica 150 (2014), no. 6, 911–941.

[14] Thomas Reichelt and Uli Walther, Weight filtrations on GKZ-systems (2018), available at

arXiv:1809.04247.

[15] Claude Sabbah, Hodge theory, singularities and D-modules (2007). available at http://www.cmls.polytechnique.fr/perso/sabbah/livres/sabbah luminy07.pdf.

[16] , with the collaboration of Jeng-Daw Yu, irregular hodge theory, Mem. SMF 156 (2018). [17] Claude Sabbah and Christian Schnell, The MHM Project. Available at http://www.cmls.polytechnique.fr/perso/sabbah/MHMProject/mhm.html.

[18] Claude Sabbah and Jeng-Daw Yu, On the irregular Hodge filtration of exponentially twisted mixed Hodge modules, Forum Math. Sigma 3 (2015), e9, 71.

[19] Morihiko Saito, Modules de Hodge polarisables, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 24 (1988), no. 6, 849–995 (1989). MR1000123

[20] , Mixed Hodge modules, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 26 (1990), no. 2, 221–333. MR1047415 (91m:14014)

[21] , A young person’s guide to mixed Hodge modules, Hodge theory and L^2-analysis, 2017, pp. 517– 553. MR3751301

[22] Wilfried Schmid, Variation of Hodge structure: the singularities of the period mapping, Invent. Math. 22 (1973), 211–319. MR382272 [23] Christian Schnell, An overview of Morihiko Saito’s theory of mixed hodge modules. arXiv:1405.3096.

[24] Lei Wu, Nearby and vanishing cycles for perverse sheaves and d-modules (2017), available at

arXiv:1709.10158.

Takahiro Saito, Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606- 8502, Japan

E-mail address : takahiro@kurims.kyoto-u.ac.jp