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Abstract

Twists play an important role in the theory of quantum groups. In this thesis the
notion of a twist is introduced for reduced locally compact quantum groups. It
is shown that the S-equivariant KK-theory KK, forms a triangulated category.
The triangulated category KK is up to equivalence invariant under twist of
the quantum group S. The twist equivalence is expressed explicitly on spectral
triples over a certain type of quantum homogeneous spaces. In the special case
of a group action, the Ext-invariant is generalized to *-algebras.

Keywords: Equivariant KK -theory, twists of locally compact quantum groups,
triangulated categories, Baum-Connes conjecture, extension theory.
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Notations

Before starting with the main content of the thesis, let us set some notations.
Every vector space is a vector space over C. If X is a subset of a Banach space,
we use the standard notation [X] for the closed linear span of X. If X is a
Banach space we will let X* denote the dual Banach space. The symbol ® will
denote tensor product in the relevant category. For C*-algebras we choose the
minimal tensor product. Algebraic tensor product will be denoted ®¢. H will
denote a separable Hilbert space and the von Neumann algebra of bounded op-
erators on H will be denoted %(H). The pre-dual of 9(H) is as usual denoted
by B(H),. The C*-algebra of compact operators will be denoted by # (H). If H
is of dimension n < oo we will denote M,, := M, (C) = # (H). The commutant
of a subset X € %8(H) will be denoted X’.

We reserve the letters S and R for reduced locally compact quantum groups
which we assume to be separable. We will let W denote the left regular corep-
resentation of a quantum group and V the right regular corepresentation. The
letters A, B, C will denote C*-algebras which we always assume to be separable.
Thus they are also o-unital. The multiplier algebra of a C*-algebra A will be
denoted by .#(A). For a unitary u € .#(A) the *-automorphism a — uaux* of
A will be denoted by Ad(u) and is called the adjoint action of u. We will not
deal so much with groups, except for examples and in chapter 5, and in those
settings G will denote a second countable locally compact group.

Given two spaces X and Y the flip mapping will be denoted by o : X ® Y —
Y ® X. It will sometimes also denote the automorphism o € Aut(#B(H) ®
%B(H)) given by adjointing the flip mapping acting on H ® H. We will use leg
numbering, so if T € A® B, or T € . #(A®B), then Tj, € £/(AQRB®C) is
defined as T15 := T ® 1 and T,; € B®A is defined as T,; := o(T). Similarly
operators such as Ts,, T3 and so forth are defined.

If X is a topological space, then Cy(X) will denote the C*-algebra of con-
tinuous functions vanishing at infinity and C,(X) will denote the C*-algebra of
bounded continuous functions. The vector space of continuous functions with
compact support on X will be denoted by C.(X). We denote the group Z/27 by
Z, and identify Z, with {1,—1} € Z. There will be no risk of confusion since
we do not deal with any p-adic numbers in this thesis.
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"When I get sad, I stop being sad and be awesome instead. True story."

Barney Stinson



Chapter 1

Introduction

The notion of algebraic invariants have been in the toolbox of geometers since
the days of Poincaré. They provide a method to loosen the constraints on how
to compare different geometric objects. For instance, the winding number of
a closed curve in the plane is a way to compare homotopy classes of maps
T — R2\ {0}.

In analysis, algebraic invariants has shown their strength in for example the
Atiyah-Singer index theorem:

ind(D)=J o(P)Td(M).
M

For an overview of the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, see more in [1]. This very
deep index theorem expresses the analytic index of an elliptic operator I} on a
closed manifold M as an explicit integral. The explicit integral is topological in
nature and comes from a pairing between the homology and the cohomology
of the manifold. The pairing in the Atiyah-Singer index theorem may also be
described on the level of K-theory as a pairing between the K-theory and K-
homology. The strength in the K-theoretic formulation lies in that K-theory has
generalizations to operator algebras.

Another application is in representation theory. The Baum-Connes conjec-
ture again relates topological properties with analytical properties of a group.
This conjecture was presented in [5] and put in a more general setting in [6].
With a locally compact group G one can associate a topological space EG called
the classifying space for proper actions of G. The space EG is a proper G-space
with the universal property that for every proper G-space X there exists an
equivariant mapping f : X — EG that is unique up to homotopy. So the classi-
fying space of a group is determined uniquely up to homotopy by it’s universal
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property. With the universal classifying space one can associate the K-homology
group with G-compact support K*G(g G) and a natural mapping

u:KZ(EG) = K.(C/(G))

called the assembly map. Here C(G) denotes the reduced group C*-algebra
of G. The Baum-Connes conjecture states that the assembly map is an isomor-
phism for all G. The conjecture has important implications in geometry and
group theory, for example does injectivity of u imply the Novikov conjecture
and surjectivity of u imply the Kaplansky conjecture. If A is a separable C*-
algebra with a continuous action of G one can construct an assembly map from
the K-homology group with G-compact support and coefficients from A

pa: KJ(EG;A) — K, (A%, G).

The Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients states that the assembly map
W, is an isomorphism for all G and all G — C*-algebras A. The motivation to
study the Baum-Connes conjecture is that in applications it is usually easier to
calculate Kf(g G;A) than to calculate K,(A X, G). The Baum-Connes conjec-
ture with coefficients has been proved to hold for a large class of groups, but
Gromov [16] has stated existence of a group with properties implying that the
Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients fails to hold. We will say that if the
Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients hold for G then G has the Baum-
Connes property.

The problems we address in this thesis are related to modern approaches
in K-theory with equivariance properties from a quantum group, in particular
equivariant KK-theory. The main part of the thesis is a study of KK-theory
equivariant with respect to a reduced locally compact quantum group S. The
main examples of locally compact quantum groups are Woronowicz deforma-
tions of compact Lie groups and Drinfeld-Jimbo twists of the discrete duals of
compact Lie groups. As is shown in [46] these two notions are dual. With
the Drinfeld-Jimbo twists as motivation we will develop a general theory for
twists of reduced locally compact quantum groups, although most of the the-
ory will not be able to deal with Drinfeld-Jimbo twists. Questions which are
studied are whether regularity of a quantum group is invariant under twist?
Can the Takesaki-Takai duality be refined to contain a twist? Is Meyers notion
of torsion-free, discrete quantum group invariant under twist?

When it comes to equivariant KK-theory we will study this as a triangulated
category. The viewpoint on equivariant KK-theory as a triangulated category
was put into firm ground in [35], where the Baum-Connes assembly map was
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constructed as a natural transformation from a derived functor to the func-
tor A — K, (A X, G) which reformulated the Baum-Connes property to a prop-
erty of a certain triangulated category. This reformulation of the Baum-Connes
property seems to be promising for generalizing the Baum-Connes property
to quantum groups, so far it has only been generalized to discrete quantum
groups which are torsion-free in the sense of Meyer [34] and duals of compact,
connected Lie groups [36].

The question arises how the equivariant KK-theory is affected by a twist of
the quantum group? And does Baum-Connes property for a discrete, torsion-
free quantum group imply the Baum-Connes property of it’s twists? Is there
a Pimsner-Voiculescu sequence for reduced crossed products by the dual of a
compact, connected Lie groups? This last question corresponds to construct-
ing a compactly induced ”simplicial approximation” of the one-point space in
the equivariant KK-category in the analogies of [35]. Is it possible to twist
spectral triples on quantum homogeneous spaces if we have a twist of a quan-
tum group? Is this twist of spectral triples induced from a functor between
KK-categories?

The KK-groups is constructed via Kasparov modules but in the construction
of a triangulated structure on equivariant KK-theory the Ext-invariant natu-
rally arises. It is a monoid invariant consisting of certain equivalence classes
of short exact sequences and the invertible elements form the KK-group. But
since C*-algebras in general are hard to do cohomological calculations in, it
would be interesting to have a similar invariant for *-algebras? The general-
ization of KK-theory to kk-theory, which works for bornological algebras, was
constructed in [12]. However, kk-theory was constructed as a homotopy the-
ory. Would a straight forward generalization of the Ext-invariant give some-
thing that behaves similarly to the Ext-invariant on a simple example? Do
the invertible elements have an analytic property similar to that of the usual
Ext-invariant?

Overview of thesis

Chapter 2: Quantum groups

We recall the notion of a reduced locally compact quantum groups from [28]
and set some notations for the theory of Hilbert modules. Taking reduced
crossed product by a quantum group is one of the most important tool in equiv-
ariant KK -theory. After defining reduced crossed products, following [3], some
standard results on reduced crossed products from [4] are presented. The def-
inition of a regular quantum group from [4] is presented.
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After that we define some different types of twists and cocycle twists of
reduced locally compact quantum groups. Twists are used to twist the dual
coaction on a reduced crossed product. A drawback is that the Drinfeld-Jimbo
twists are not twists in our sense, it is only a cocycle twist. The construction is
simple, but it is crucial in the study of twists on the level of KK-theory. We prove
a regularity result for twists. The usual Takesaki-Takai duality for quantum
groups is used to prove a twisted Takesaki-Takai duality (TTT-duality).

We also present the example of a Drinfeld-Jimbo twist of the dual of a
semisimple, compact, connected Lie groups on the level of reduced locally com-
pact groups. After recalling Meyers notion of torsion-free, discrete quantum
groups we present a refined version of the twisted Takesaki-Takai duality to
show that this notion is invariant under twists.

Chapter 3: Equivariant KK -theory

Chapter 3 is an introduction to equivariant KK-theory for C*-algebras and tri-
angulated categories. The chapter does not contain any unknown results, it is
only a gathering of different results and some generalizations from the non-
equivariant setting in KK-theory. The main goal of the chapter is, besides
presenting some useful results in KK-theory, to show that the equivariant KK-
category KK has a triangulated structure. In [42], the usual triangles in KKg
was stated to define a triangulated structure on KKg. A proof was sketched
using generalized homomorphisms from the Cuntz picture of KK -theory which
reduced the proof to an argument analogous to a group which was studied in
[35]. Our proof, using the Ext-invariant, lies closer to the idea of triangulated
categories. The idea is to use the Ext-invariant to explicitly describe mapping
cones of morphisms in KKg.

Chapter 4: Twists in KK-theory

The notions introduced in Chapter 2 are used in this chapter to study what hap-
pens to the triangulated structure on KK when twisting the quantum group S
by a twist & . Using Baaj-Skandalis duality, every coaction is Morita equivalent
to a dual coaction on a reduced crossed product and can be twisted. Twists of
coactions are used to construct a triangulated equivalence KKg = KKg_ show-
ing that equivariant KK-theory is independent of twists. The twisted Takesaki-
Takai duality from Chapter 2 implies that the Baaj-Skandalis dual equivalence

~

KK = KK@ acts trivially on C*-algebras with trivial S-coactions.
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Again using the results from Chapter 2, the twist equivalence has implica-
tions for the Baum-Connes property. The Baum-Connes property was gener-
alized in [34] to a discrete, torsion-free quantum group S. From the results
of Chapter 2 it follows that if & is a twist of S, the Baum-Connes property is
well defined for S5. We prove in this chapter that if the Baum-Connes property
holds for S, it also holds for Sg. A very interesting question is whether this
property also holds for cocycle twists?

Using the Pimsner-Voiculescu sequence for Z-actions we are able to con-
struct a generalized Pimsner-Voiculescu sequence for coactions of compact,
connected Lie groups. For compact Lie groups satisfying the Hodgkin condi-
tion, which is equivalent to the dual being torsion-free, we are able to twist the
generalized Pimsner-Voiculescu sequence to a twisted Pimsner-Voiculescu tri-
angle in the twisted KK-category. This is also possible for compact Lie groups
which do not satisfy the Hodgkin condition but in this case some terms from
the "torsion part” of the discrete dual appears.

To end this chapter we describe how the twist equivalence KKg = KKg, acts
on the level of spectral triples over classical quantum homogeneous spaces. The
notation of a classical quantum homogeneous spaces was introduced in [36].
Examples of such spaces are any quantum group and the Poodles sphere. We
use the ideas from [41] to construct a rather general class of classical quantum
homogeneous spaces and twists thereof.

Chapter 5: Extension theory for x-algebras

With the triangulated structure on KK as motivation we construct a functor on
x-algebras which generalizes the Ext-functor. We restrict ourselves to actions
of a second countable locally compact group G and *-algebras admitting C*-
closures. In the first part of this chapter we define suitable categories and
construct a bivariant functor &xt; to the category of abelian monoids. As a set,
&xtg(o,T) consists of equivalence classes of short exact sequences starting in
a x-algebra J and ending in another *-algebra .o/

After that we will move on to study the invertible elements. As it turns out,
the invertible elements are those extensions which arise from G-equivariant
algebraic .o — J-Kasparov modules. Using the similarities in the definition of
&xtg with that of the C*-algebraic analogue Ext; we can relate the elements
in this monoid with the extensions of the C*-closures of the *-algebras. This
induces a natural transformation ©.
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Outlook and future problems

1.

Show that every cocycle twist is manageable (see Definition 2.4.2) and
a cocycle twist of a regular quantum group is strongly manageable (see
Definition 2.4.6).

Develop a KK-theory equivariant with respect to quasi-coactions and deal
with cocycle twists of the dual coaction on a crossed product.

Explore KK-theory equivariant with respect to universal quantum groups
and their twists.

Twisting spectral triples on arbitrary quantum homogeneous spaces by
cocycle twists.

. Study the relations between the &xt;-functor and the kk-theory of bornolog-

ical algebras from [12].

. Generalize notions such as classifying space of proper actions, torsion

and the localizing subcategory of compactly induced objects to quantum
groups.



Chapter 2

Quantum groups

Quantum groups have long been studied as a natural generalization of groups.
On the algebraic level they became interesting due to their applications in con-
densed matter theory and their relation with the algebraic Bethe ansatz. To the
operator algebraists, quantum groups was first studied as Kac algebras which
gave a good setting to generalize Pontryagin duals to non-abelian groups, see
more in [15].

In [52], Woronowicz introduced a compact bi-C*-algebra SU,(2) which
was non-commutative and non-cocommutative containing many of the group-
like structures that were found in Kac algebras, but without a tracial Haar
weight, so it was not a Kac algebra. The discovery of these, more esoteric,
quantum groups lead to the notion of multiplicative unitaries in [4]. The gen-
eral notion of reduced quantum groups was introduced in [28], it is the locally
compact quantum groups admitting faithful Haar weights. This setting even
allows for Pontryagin duality.

The first half of this chapter is old material and proofs can be found in
the references. The bulk of the second half of this chapter is new material.
The section on the Drinfeld-Jimbo twist for non-simply connected Lie groups,
lies very close to old material describing cocycle twists of simply connected Lie
groups.

2.1 Groups from a C*-algebraic point of view

A topological group is characterized by the property that it has a continuous
associative, binary product G x G — G. In terms of the C*-algebra Cy(G) the
product induces a non-degenerate *-homomorphism A : C5(G) — C,(G X G) by
A(f)(g,h) := f(gh). The mapping A is called the comultiplication on Cy(G).
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Since G is a group the comultiplication satisfies the properties
(A®id)A = (ild® A)A 2.1

Co(G x G) = [(1® Co(G)A(Cy(G))] = [(Co(G)® DA(CH(G)].  (2.2)

Here we use the standard notation that if X is a subset of a Banach space, then
[X] denotes the closed linear span. The first condition states the coassociativity
of A and is equivalent to the fact that the product on G is associative. The
second condition is equivalent to the fact that G has left and right cancellation
by Proposition 3.1 of [31]. If G is compact, that is Co(G) = C(G) is unital, the
commutative C*-algebra Cy(G) together with the comultiplication satisfying
the cancellation condition (2.2) encodes all properties of the group. This fact
is shown in Proposition 3.2 of [31]. If G is not compact we need two more
mappings. We need the counit ¢ : Cy(G) — C which is a *-homomorphism
given by f — f(e) and the coinverse k : Cy(G) — Cy(G) defined as the *-anti-
homomorphism x(f)(g) := f(g™1). Since Cy(G) is commutative the mapping
K is also a homomorphism, but in the general setting of quantum groups it will
be an anti-homomorphism.
The three mappings A, k and ¢ together with the multiplication m on Cy(G)
satisfy:
(e@id)A=(d®e)A=id (2.3)

m(k ®id)A=m(id®k)A=¢ (2.4)

Conversely, assume we are given a commutative C*-algebra A, and map-
pings A, k and ¢ satisfying the equations (2.1)-(2.4). Let G denote the char-
acter space of A. The comultiplication A induces a binary product G X G — G
which is associative since A is coassociative. The character ¢ may be iden-
tified with a point e € G which forms a unit for the product on G. The
coinverse k induces a mapping x* : G — G and equation (2.4) implies that

K*(g)g = gr*(g)=e.

So the group properties of G may be encoded in the C*-algebra Cy(G). The
C*-algebra Cy(G) depends contravariantly on G in the sense that if k : G — H
is a continuous homomorphism then k* : Cy(H) — C,(G) is a *-homomorphism
such that A; o k* = (k* @ k*) o Ap.

Another important C*-algebra one can associate with a group G is it’s group
C*-algebra, for a more thorough presentation see [8]. This is defined to be
the universal C*-algebra C*(G) such that any continuous unitary representa-
tion of G on a Hilbert space H induces a non-degenerate *-homomorphism
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C*(G) — PB(H). More explicitly, let L'(G) denote the Banach space of L!-
functions with respect to a fixed left invariant Haar measure u on G. Let &
denote the modular function on G. The Banach space L!(G) forms a Banach
x-algebra in the product

fixfo(g) = f fi(h)fo(h tg)du and the involution
G

f(g)=056(g Hf(g™M.

Given a continuous unitary representation 7 : G — % (H) we may integrate
this to a continuous *-representation 7 : L'(G) — %(H) by

n(f)x = f f(g)n(g)xdu.
G

The representation 7 defines a C*-semi-norm on L!(G) by ||f ]l := (O (-
Define the C*-semi-norm

Ilf llc*g) :==supillfll; : m continuous unitary representation of G}.

The group C*-algebra C*(G) is defined to be the closure of L!(G) in the norm
Il - llc#(g)» it coincides with the C*-envelope of L'(G). The universal property
holds for C*(G), since any continuous unitary representation of G integrates
to L'(G). Consider the left regular representation A of G on L?(G) given by
A(g)x(h) := x(g'h) for x € L?(G). The universal property implies that A
integrates to a *-homomorphism A : C*(G) — %B(L?(G)). The image of A is
called the reduced group C*-algebra and is denoted by C*(G). The reduced
group C*-algebras coincides with the closure of A(L'(G)) in B(L3(G)). It is
universal in the sense that any summand of the left regular representation of G
integrates to C'(G).

If we have two unitary representations = on H and 7’ on H’ of G, then
H®H’ carries a unitary representation "’ of G by 7”/(g) := n(g)® n’(g). This
induces a mapping A : C*(G) — .#(C*(G) ® C*(G)) satisfying

(r®@n)A=n".

The comultiplication is defined on the level of L(G) by

A(f)(f2® £3)(81,82) ZJ fiWfo(h g fo(h go)dp.
G
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Therefore it also induces a mapping A : C*(G) — #(C:(G)® CX(G)). Just by
looking at L!-level we may deduce that also C*(G) has a cancellation property
similar to that of Cy(G) as in equation (2.2)

C* (@) ®C*(G)=[(1®C*(GNA(C(G)N] = [(C*(G) ® DA(C*(G)].

The C*-algebra C*(G) depends covariantly on G in the sense that a group
homomorphism k : G — H induces a x-homomorphism k, : C*(G) — .#(C*(H))
via

ki(a)b(h) := J a(g)b(k(g™Hh)dug.
G
If G is abelian the Fourier-Plancherel transform induces an isomorphism C,(G) =
C*(G), where G denotes the Pontryagin dual of G. This motivates the termi-
nology that C*(G) is called the full Pontryagin dual of Cy(G) and C7(G) it’s
reduced dual.

There is one more structure on C*(G) which is needed in generalizing lo-
cally compact groups to the quantum setting. It is the left invariant Haar weight
which is defined by

e(f):=f(e) for feC(G).

The left invariant Haar weight satisfy « ® @(A(f)) = w(1)e(f) for w €
C*(G)*. If we let H, denote the GNS-construction of ¢, then L%(G) = H,.
So ¢ extends to a faithful weight on C’(G). The Haar weight is also right in-
variant, ¢ ® w(A(f)) = w(1)e(f), since C*(G) is cocommutative in the sense
that c o A = A,

Similarly the left Haar measure induces a left invariant weight on Cy(G) and
the right Haar measure a right invariant Haar weight. As we will see in the next
chapter, and is shown in [28], the Haar weight together with the cancellation
property of the comultiplication is sufficient to reconstruct the group properties
of G and it’s reduced dual.

2.2 Definition of reduced locally compact quantum group

This section will be a short review of the theory of reduced locally compact
quantum groups in the sense of Kustermans-Vaes. Their definition of reduced
locally compact quantum group can be found in [28] and they have also studied
von Neumann algebraic quantum groups in [29]. Both the C*-algebraic and the
von Neumann algebraic settings are reduced in the sense that they both require
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existence of faithful Haar weights. So the classical analogue is the reduced
group C*-algebra. In [27] the universal setting was studied by Kustermans.
But we will only work in the reduced setting when the quantum group has a
well behaved (co-)representation theory.

Definition 2.2.1 (Definition 2.1 of [28]). If S is a C*-algebra and A : S —
M (S ®S) is a non-degenerate x-homomorphism satisfying

(A®id)A = (id® A)A, (2.5)

the pair (S, A) is called a bi-C*-algebra and A a comultiplication. The mapping
in equation (2.5) will be denoted by A®.

If S is a commutative C*-algebra, that is S = C(X) for some locally compact
Hausdorff space X, A induces a binary operation X xX — X which is associative
thus making X into a semigroup. Precisely as in equation (2.2), cancellation
properties on X can be interpreted as properties of S.

If a : S — S’ is a x-homomorphism between the bi-C*-algebras (S, A) and
(S’,A") it is called a morphism of bi-C*-algebras if

(a® a)A=Aa.

If we are given a w € S¥, the topological dual of S, then we may extend
w to a strictly continuous functional on .#(S). This fact follows from that S is
strictly dense in . (S).

A weight ¢ on a C*-algebra S is called proper if it is non-zero, densely
defined and lower semicontinuous. By Definition 1.8 of [28] proper weights
on S extends to proper weights on .#(S). Using this extension allows us to
define left and right invariant weights on a bi-C*-algebra. For a weight ¢ on S
we define the set

//lg ={s €S, : ¢(s) < oo}

A weight ¢ is said to be left invariant if it satisfies
¢((w ®id(A(a))) = w(1)¢(a)

forallae # :; and w € §},. Similarly, a weight ) is said to be right invariant if
YP((id ® w(A(a))) = w(1)p(a)

forall a € //t;r and w € S7. Let us recall the definition of a locally compact
group in the reduced setting (Definition 4.1 from [28]).
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Definition 2.2.2 (Reduced C*-algebraic quantum group, Definition 4.1 of [28]).
Suppose that S is a bi-C*-algebra. If S satisfies

S=[[{d®w(A(a)):acS,weS]=[(w®id(A(a)):a€S,w e S*]

and there exists faithful approximate KMS-weights ¢ and 1, which should be left
invariant respectively right invariant, then we say that S is a reduced C*-algebraic
quantum group.

The weights ¢ and 1) are called left, respectively right, Haar weights. By
Corollary 6.11 of [28] the density conditions in the definition of a reduced
locally compact quantum group together with the existence of Haar weights
imply the cancellation condition

S®S=[AS)(1®S)] =[A(S)(S®1)]. (2.6)

See also the von Neumann-algebraic version of a quantum group in [29]. In the
von Neumann-setting a density requirement on the quantum group is unneces-
sary. In [29] the conceptually remarkable result that there exists a unique re-
duced C*-algebraic quantum group contained in every von Neumann-algebraic
quantum group is proved.

We recall the standard terminology A, := {a € S : a*a € //t;; }. Then
(a,b), := p(a*b) defines a non-degenerate scalar product on .4, since ¢
is faithful. The Hilbert space closure of .4{, will be denoted by Hg. This
Hilbert space carries a faithful representation A : S — %(Hg) given by the
GNS-representation associated with ¢. The representation A is called the left
regular representation of S. We denote the embedding A{, — Hg by A,,. Define
a linear mapping W on Hg ® Hg in the dense subspace im (A, ® A,,) by

W (A, (@) ® Ay (b)) :=A, ® A, (A(b)a®1) for a,beN,.

Proposition 2.2.3 (Proposition 3.17 and equation (4.2) of [28]). The operator
W is unitary and
A®A(A(a)) =W (1@ Ala))W.

Furthermore
A(8)=[({d® w)(W): w € B(Hg),] =[(1id ® w)(W*) : w € B(Hs),].
The unitary operator W satisfies the pentagonal equation

WiaWi3Waz = Wos Wi,
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so we say that W is a multiplicative unitary. The pentagonal equation implies
that for w, w’ € B(Hy),

(id ® w)(W*) - (id ® ' )W*) = (id ® w ® o' YW, W;3) = (id ® o )(W*)
where w”(x) := (0w ® ' )(W(x ® 1)W™*). Thus the vector space
{(id ® w)(W*) : w € B(Hg),}

forms a dense subalgebra of A(S).
We may define an antipode on S, but this can only be defined on a dense
subalgebra. Define

S((d® w)(W)) :=(id® w)(W*) for w e B(Hg),.

The mapping S is well defined and an anti-automorphism of it’'s domain. By
Proposition 5.22 and 5.24 of [28] there is a polar decomposition
S=R7_i,

2
where R is an anti-automorphism of S and 7_; is the densely defined extension

2
of the strongly continuous one-parameter group (7,),cg associated with the
left-invariant weight ¢ to —%. As is shown in Proposition 5.26 of [28] the
anti-automorphism R satisfies

0o(R®R)oA =AoR.

So the weight a — ¢ (R(a)*) satisfies the conditions on a right invariant Haar
weight. This allows us to assume that ¢ = ¢ oR. As is shown in [28] the GNS-
construction p, of this particular choice of right invariant Haar weight, may be
expressed via the antipode R, the left regular representation A and the modular
conjugation operator J of ¢ via

p(a)=JAR(a)")J.

This equation shows that p(S) € A(S)" and A(S) € p(S)/, that is the represen-
tations A and p commutes.
Similarly to the results of Proposition 2.2.3 we define a subalgebra of %8(Hy)
by
{(w®@id)(W): w € B(Hs),}. 2.7)

Let S denote the norm closure of the algebra in equation (2.7). This forms a
C*-algebra by Proposition 1.4 and 3.5 from [4]. Another equivalent approach
to this is by using the multiplicative unitary W := cW*o and defining S as

S:=[({d® w)(W): we B(Hg),]. (2.8)
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Define the mapping A : § — B(Hg ® Hy) as
A(x) =W (1 ®x)W

Theorem 2.2.4 (Theorem 8.20 and 8.29 of [28]). There exist Haar weights ¢
and ) making the pair (S, A) into a reduced C *-algebraic quantum group and
there exist a natural Pontryagin duality S = S.

Similarly to the setting for S we have a left regular and a right regular rep-
resentation of § on Hg. We will denote them by A and p. Using the definition
in equation (2.8) we have that A coincides with the inclusion § C %(Hy), be-
cause of Proposition 8.16 of [28]. As is explained in [51] the relations between
the right and the left regular representations can be described via the modular
conjugation operators of it’s dual as follows

p(a)=JJA(a)JJ and p(a)=JJA(a)lJ.

This motivates the terminology that W is the left regular corepresentation
of S. Similarly W is called the left regular corepresentation of S. From the
reasonings in chapter 3.4 of [28] it follows that W € (A ® A)(# (S ® §)) and
W e(A®A)(A(S®S)). We will in this thesis abuse the notation somewhat by
sometimes identifying W with it’s pre-image in .# (S ® S).

Similarly one can define the right regular corepresentation of the quantum
group S as the unitary V € (p ® p)(# (S ® S)) such that

(p®p)Ala)=V(p(a)®1)V".
A straight forward calculation shows that
V=UJ®JHWUJJ®JJ).

Similarly the right regular corepresentation V of $ may be defined and by either
Pontryagin duality or by another straight forward calculation it follows that

V=0UJJHWUJ®JJ).

Again, as an example, we consider S = Cy(G) for a locally compact group G.
This quantum group carries the left invariant Haar weight defined by ¢(f) :=
f fdu, for f € C.(G). The right invariant Haar weight ¢ can be defined simi-
larly, with the left invariant Haar measure replaced by the right invariant Haar
measure. The left regular representation of S on Hy is pointwise multiplication
on L?(G). The multiplicative unitary W is given by

WE(g,h)=¢&(g,g 'h). 2.9)
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Also, there is an isomorphism S = C*(G) of locally compact quantum groups.
We will prove this claim for G being a discrete group. Let A, € C;(G) be defined
on f € L%(G) by

A f () := F(gh).

Define 6, € Cy(G) by 0,(h) := 1 if g = h, and 6,(h) = 0 otherwise. Then by
equation (2.9) we may express W by a sum, convergent in the weak operator

topology, as
W = Z 5g ® Ag—l.
gei

If wgr o(x):=(x6,4,6,) then

(id® wgr o )J(W)=54,-1 and
(wgr g ®id)(W) =0,Ag-1.

Since finite rank operators are weak,-dense in %(Hs),. it follows that

Co(G) = [([d® )W) : w € B(Hs),] and
CHG) = (0 ®id)(W) : w € B(H),].

2.3 Hilbert modules, reduced crossed products and reg-
ularity

To start this section we will review some general theory of Hilbert modules.
They form a good framework to construct reduced crossed products by quan-
tum groups in. The main part of this section is based on the theory presented
in [26] and it’s equivariant generalizations in [3]. Then we will prove some
general properties of reduced crossed products.

If & is a right A-module it is called an A-pre-Hilbert module if there exist a
C-sesquilinear mapping (:,-)p : & X § > Asuch that fora€Aand x,y € §

1) (X,ya)g:<X,J’>ga,
11) (Xuy)(a’:(y:X)z;
iii) (x,x)e > 0 with equality if and only if x = 0.

The vector space & is a normed space in the norm ||x||g := |4/ (x, x)¢l|. If & is
complete with respect to this norm, & is called an A-Hilbert module. If (&, &) ¢
is dense in A we say that & is essential. Let & and &’ be two A-Hilbert modules.
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An A-linear mapping T : & — &' is called adjointable if there exist an A-linear
mapping T* : & — & such that

(Tx,y)e =(x,T"y)s for x€& yeé&.

If T is adjointable it is bounded, because of the Banach-Steinhaus theorem.
An adjointable A-linear mapping will also be called a mapping of A-Hilbert
modules. The property of being adjointable is closed under composition since
(T To)" = T,T;. We let £,(&,6&") denote the space of adjointable A-linear
mappings & — &’. The space Z4(&,&’) is a Banach space in the operator
norm. If & = &' then we define %,(&) := £4(&, &) which is a C*-algebra in it’s
operator norm. If & = A we define .# (&) := £4(A, &’). Given elements x € &
and y € & we may define an operator T, , € %4(&,6") by

T, (&) =y(x,&, for £€6.

This mapping has the adjoint T;:,y = T, . The Banach subspace #,(&,&") C
2,(&,6") is defined as the closure of the linear span of the operators T, , for
x €&,y € &. Clearly, for a third A-Hilbert module &” there are inclusions

Ha(8,8)21(8,6") S Hy(6,6") and  L\(6",8)Hu(8,6") € HA(E”, 6.

A grading on a C*-algebra A is a *-automorphism a € Aut(A) such that a? =
id. The grading automorphism induces a linear decomposition A = AT @ A~
satisfying that a|,+ = %id. Since a is a *-homomorphism, it holds that A" is a
C*-subalgebra and A~ is a closed self-adjoint subspace satisfying

AT A" =A" and A At=ATA"=A".

Elements a € A* will be called homogeneous and we define deg(a) := +1 € Z,.
Notice that the degree mapping is multiplicative, that is deg(ab) = deg(a) deg(b)
for homogeneous elements a and b. The elements of A" are called even, and
the elements of A~ odd. If A is graded then we define the graded commutator
for homogeneous elements a, b € A as

[a,b] :=ab —deg(ab)ba.

If Aand B are graded C*-algebras with grading automorphisms a respectively 3
the tensor product A® B can be given a grading by a ® . A mapping 7 : A— B
is called graded if BoT =T o .

Suppose that B is a graded C*-algebra with grading automorphism . A
grading on a B-Hilbert module & is a linear bijection y : & — & such that
y2?=1andforbeB, x,y €&

y(xb) =y(x)B(b) and (y(x),y(y))=pB({x,y)).
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A grading induces a decomposition & = &7 @ &~ of BT -modules where y|z+ =
+1. The B*-linear projection onto &% is given by %(1 +v). If & is a graded B-
Hilbert module with grading y the C*-algebra ¥5(&) is graded via the grading
automorphism T — yTy~!. This also induces a grading on the C*-algebra
#5(&). An operator in Z(&)7 is called even and an operator in Z5(&)" is
called odd.

If we have two graded B-Hilbert modules & and & with gradings y respec-
tively v’ their direct sum & @ &’ is graded by the grading y @ y’. If & is graded
by y we may also define the opposite grading —y. The B-Hilbert module &
together with the opposite grading will be denoted by —&.

From now on we will let A, B, C and D denote graded C*-algebras. Suppose
that & is a graded B-Hilbert module. If we have a graded *-homomorphism 7 :
A — %5(&) we say that & is a graded A— B-Hilbert bimodule. This terminology
is motivated by that the A-action commutes with the B-module structure on &,
so & forms a graded A — B-bimodule. If 7 is non-degenerate, we say that &
is non-degenerate. If & is a graded A — B-Hilbert bimodule and & a graded
B — C-Hilbert bimodule, the internal tensor product & ®5 &’ is defined as the

closure of the graded algebraic tensor product & ®§lg &' in the scalar product

(x ®y,X/ ®y/>é”®gé” = (.y) 7'5(<X,x/>g)y/>g’,

where  : B —» %:(&’) denotes the left action of B on &’. Since the repre-
sentation of B on &’ is graded, the grading y ®; y’ is a well defined grading
on & ®§lg &’ which clearly extends to the closure. The graded representa-
tion of A on & induces a graded representation on the internal tensor product
& ®g &', so it forms a graded A — C-Hilbert bimodule in this scalar product.
If 1:B — %(&) denotes the left action of B on & we will sometimes also
denotes the internal tensor product by £ ® . &’.

We may also define an external tensor product. If & is a graded A—B-Hilbert
bimodule and &’ a graded C — D-Hilbert bimodule, the external tensor product
& ® &' is defined to be the closure of the A® B — C ® D-bimodule & ®gg &' in
the scalar product

(x®@y,x' @y )egs = (x,x) e ®(y,¥ ) s

The A® B — C ® D-Hilbert bimodule & ® &’ is graded by the grading y ® y’ so
it is a graded Hilbert bimodule. If & is a graded B-Hilbert module and &’ is a
graded D-Hilbert module, we may set A= C = C and obtain an external tensor
products of graded Hilbert modules.

An important concept in the theory of Hilbert modules is that of an imprim-
itivity module. This was introduced by Rieffel in [44]. For a brief introduction,
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see [32]. An essential graded A — B-Hilbert bimodule & is called an imprimi-
tivity module from A to B if 7 is an isomorphism 7 : A — #3(&). Let B be a
graded B-Hilbert module over itself and define the dual to be the graded vector
space & := #(&,B). Since & is essential there exist an B-anti linear isomor-
phism & = &*. Define a right graded action of A on &* by f.a(x) := f (ax) and
an A-valued scalar product

(fi, f2) e =1 N (Ty, 5,)

where we identify & = &* using that & is essential. There is a graded repre-
sentation 7g : B — £,4(&%) given by mz(b)f(x) := bf(x). Clearly ng(B) =
Hy(&E*) so & forms an imprimitivity bimodule from B to A. If there exists an
imprimitivity bimodule from A to B then A is said to be Morita equivalent to B,
this is denoted by A ~; B.

Proposition 2.3.1 ([44]). Morita equivalence is an equivalence relation. If A and
B are Morita equivalent, there is an equivalence between the category of A-Hilbert
modules and the category of B-Hilbert modules.

The theory of Hilbert modules also works well in the equivariant setting. Let
& be a graded B-Hilbert module and D a trivially graded C*-algebra. Define the
graded B ® D-Hilbert module

Mp(E®D) :={T € Lyep(B®D,E®D): (19d)T, T(1®d) € £®D Vd € D}.

Similarly the graded D ® A-Hilbert module .#,(D ® &) is defined. The notation
M(& ® D) was used in [3], but the notation .#,(& ® D) is easier understood
and was used in for instance [42]. Note that if & = B then .#,(B® D) is a C*-
algebra. From this point on, we let S denote a fixed reduced locally compact
quantum group and it’s comultiplication by A. We equip S with the trivial
grading.

A non-degenerate, graded *-homomorphism A, : A — #;(A®S) is called a
right coaction if it is coassociative in the sense that (id ® A)A, = (A, @ id)A,.
If A, is faithful, we call A, a reduced coaction. The coaction A, is called
continuous if A4(A)-1®S is dense in A® S. The graded C*-algebra A equipped
with a continuous right coaction of S will be called a graded S — C*-algebra.

Similarly to right coactions, we may define the graded C*-algebra .#s(S®A)
and a left coaction to be a non-degenerate, graded *-homomorphism A, : A —
Ms(S ®A) such that (id ® Ay)A, = (A ®id)A,. We will only work with right
coactions, so when saying coaction, we will mean a right coaction.

Definition 2.3.2 (Definition 2.2 of [3]). If A has a right coaction of S and &
is a graded A-Hilbert module, we say that a graded linear mapping 65 : & —
Ms(E ®8S) is a right coaction of S if
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1. Alla €A, x,y € & satisfy

Og(xa)=0g(x)Ax(a) and
As({x, ¥)6) = (66(x), 66(¥)) ses-

2. The subspace 6 5(&)(A®S) is dense in § ® S.

3. The equality (65 ®id)6 s = (id ® A)S ¢ hold as mappings § - L(A®S ®
S,6®S®S).

A graded A-Hilbert module & together with a right coaction of S is called a graded
S-equivariant A-Hilbert module. Similarly left coactions on & may be defined,
except in that case Ms(& ® S) is replaced by Ms(S ® &).

Equivalently, a coaction may be constructed from a certain kind of unitary
Ve € £(6®,,(A®S),6®S) by [3]. Here & ®,, (A® S) denotes the internal
tensor product where A® S has the left action of A induced by A,. First, for
x € & we define the A® S-linear mapping

ty :A®S = E®,, (A®S)
by t,(y):=x®,,y fory EA®S.

Definition 2.3.3 (Definition 2.3 of [3]). An even unitary Vz € £(& ®,, (A®
S),8 ®S) is said to be admissible if it satisfies

1. Forall x € & then Vet, € Ms(E® S).

S),6®S®S) holds.

Proposition 2.3.4 (Proposition 2.4 of [3]). A coaction &, is uniquely deter-
mined by an admissible unitary Vg € £(€ ®,, (A®S), & ® S) via the equation
6g(x) = Vet,. Conversely, given an admissible unitary V, one may define a
coaction 6 g(x) := Vgt,.

Definition 2.3.5 (Definition 2.9 of [3]). If A, B are graded S — C*-algebras and
& is a graded equivariant B-Hilbert module, we say that a graded representation
T : A— YL5(&) is equivariant if

5g(m(a)x) = (m ®@id)(Ax(a))bg(x).

A graded equivariant B-Hilbert module equipped with a graded equivariant rep-
resentation of A is called a graded equivariant A — B-Hilbert bimodule.
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If we have a graded S-equivariant A— B-Hilbert bimodule & and a graded S-
equivariant C — D-Hilbert bimodule we can define their external tensor product
which is a graded S-equivariant A ® C — B ® D-Hilbert bimodule denoted by
&® &'. As a graded A® C — B ® D-Hilbert module & ® & is the external tensor
product and the coaction is given by

Opee (X ®y) :=05(x)136 5/ (x)o3.

Similarly, the internal tensor product between a graded S-equivariant A — B-
Hilbert bimodule & and a graded S-equivariant B — C-Hilbert bimodule is a
graded S-equivariant A — C-Hilbert bimodule denoted by & ®5 &’ constructed
as the internal tensor product with coaction given by

S sepe' (X ®p ¥) :=066(x)136 6/(X)23.

Similarly to the non-equivariant case, if & has the two properties that it
is essential and 7t is an isomorphism 7 : A — #3(&) then we say that § is a
equivariant imprimitivity bimodule from A to B. If there exists an equivariant
imprimitivity bimodule from A to B, then we will again denote this by A ~y; B
and we say that A and B are equivariantly Morita equivalent. This is in fact an
equivalence relation.

Proposition 2.3.6. If Ais a graded S — C*-algebra there is an equivariant Morita
equivalence A ~y; A® & where the right-hand side has coaction given by identi-
fying & = # (Hg) and defining

Apga ()@ ® k) :=Ad(Va3)(As(a)131 ®k @ 1).

Recall that V denotes the right regular corepresentation of S on the GNS-
space Hg as defined in Chapter 2.2 and that Ad(V,3)(x) := Vy3xV; for x €
MAR A ®S) .

Proof. An equivariant imprimitivity bimodule is given by the A ® # (Hg) — A-
Hilbert bimodule & :=A® Hg with coaction

0(a® x):=Vys(Au(a);31l ® x).
Clearly & is essential and satisfies #3(&) =A® # (Hg). O

Now we are ready to define the reduced crossed product of a C*-algebra by
a coaction. The definitions are taken from [4]. With a right coaction A, : A —
Ms(A® S) we may associate a graded representation A, : A — Z4(A® Hg),
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where A® Hg denotes the external product between the graded A-Hilbert mod-
ule A and the trivially graded Hilbert space Hg. The reduced crossed product
A, S is defined as

AX,.S:=[2(A)- 1®p(5)] € L(A®Hy).

In fact, as is shown in Lemma 7.2 in [4], the closed linear span of the set
A4(A)-1® p(S) is a *-algebra. So A X, S forms a graded C*-algebra, with
the grading induced from that on A. By a X § we will denote the element
Ax(a)1 ® p(5). The x-homomorphism A, induces a graded representation A —
M (AX,.S) by b(ax3) = baxs. If the coaction of S on A is reduced this mapping
is faithful.

The reduced crossed product carries an S-coaction given by

Dpa,s(@x8) = Ap(@h - ((p ®IDAES)) 55

This coaction is called the dual coaction on AX, S and was defined in Definition
7.3 of [4]. That the coaction is well defined follows from that

(P ®PIAG)=V(p(B)®1V*
and since V € (p ® p)(#(S ®S)) it commutes with A,(A).

A graded x-homomorphism of graded S — C*-algebras a : A — B is said to
be equivariant if

AB oca= (a ® ld)AA.

We define C%,s to be the category of separable, graded S — C*-algebras with
morphisms being graded, equivariant *-homomorphisms. The index 7Z, is to
emphasize the (Z,-)grading on the objects. Let Cg denote the category of triv-
ially graded S — C*-algebras. We will, in particular for the KK-theory study the
full subcategory CE’;S of C%z,s consisting of the S — C*-algebras with reduced

coactions. Similarly the full subcategory C;’r of Cg is defined.

The reduced crossed product does in fact produce a functor. From the con-
struction we may also deduce certain properties of the image of this functor.

Proposition 2.3.7. The construction A— A X, S gives a covariant functor

* *,I
: Loh
X,8:Cp 5= Cls
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Proof. We need to prove that the coaction on A, S is continuous and reduced.
It is reduced since it is implemented by the unitary V. The density condition
(2.6) implies that

[Aps,s(A%, ) Lp s ® 8] = [A4(A)12 - (P ®IA)A(S))23 - 1y s ®S] =

=[24(A)12-1®p(8)®S] = (A%, S5)®S.

Suppose that @ : A — B is a graded, equivariant *-homomorphism. This
induces a graded, equivariant *-homomorphism a X, S : AX,.S — B X, S given
by

aX,.S(axs):=ala)s.

This is well defined since a is equivariant and directly from it’s definition it
follows that (aoa’) X, S =(a X, S)o(a' %, S). O

Since reduced crossed product is a functor on C%,S the natural question
is what happens if one takes a double reduced crossed product? The first ob-
servation is that we obtain a functor X,S X, S : Crs ™ C;’;S. To study this
question we need a technical requirement on the quantum group S. Just as in
Chapter 2.2, we let W denote the left regular corepresentation of S. Define the
following C*-algebra as in Proposition 3.2 of [4]

C(W):=[({d® w)(oW): we B(Hg).].

Definition 2.3.8 (Definition 3.3 of [4]). If € (W) = 4 (Hg) the quantum group
S is called regular.

We recall the Takesaki-Takai duality theorem from [3] which answers the
question how the double reduced crossed product behaves when S is regular
and the coaction is reduced and continuous. In [3] this is only studied in the
trivially graded setting, but since we assume our coactions to be graded their
result generalizes to graded C*-algebras.

Theorem 2.3.9 (Takesaki-Takai duality, Theorem 7.5 of [3]). If S is regular and
Ae C;’zr ¢ there is a graded, equivariant *-isomorphism

AX,.S%,.85A® #(Hg)
where the right hand side has the coaction given by

Apgx(a®k) :=Ad(Va3)(Ap(a)3- (1@ k®1)).
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For the general proof of this, see [3]. We will present a proof in the easiest
case A = C. This case is in fact rather interesting since the method of proof
appears in many more contexts later on in the thesis.

Lemma 2.3.10. If S is regular there is an equivariant isomorphism
Cx,Sx,. 85 #(Hs)
Proof. By definition C X, S = 5(5), so
Cx, S5 =(p®AABG))® p(S)).

After applying Ad((1®J)V*(1®JJ)), since A and p commutes, C X, S X, S is
mapped to [1® A(S)A(S)] = [A(S)A(S)]. Take &,&’,n,n’ € Hg and consider
the generic elements

Ala) =id ® wg ,(W*) € A(S) and
Aa) = we L ®id(W) € A(9).
For x,y € Hg we have that
(AMa)Aa)x,y) = (WhH(x®E®N), Wy (y ®n® &) =

=((oW),(E®x®n"),(cW)13(E' ®@Nn®Y)).
So there exists w, w’ € B(Hy), such that for any x,y € Hg

(M@ Ma)x,y) = {((w®id(cW)*)x, (o’ ®id(aW))y).

This implies that A(S)A(S) € € (W). It follows that [A(S)A(S)] = ¢ (Hs) since
W is regular and [A($)A(S)] acts irreducibly on Hg.

There is an isomorphism Ad(JJ) : # (Hg) = [A(SA(S)] — [p(S)p(S)].
Since JJ € %B(H;) it follows that [p(S)p(S)] = ¢ (Hg). The coaction induced
from S xS = [5(5)p(S)] coincides with p(5)p(s) — Ad(V)(6(5)p(s) ®1). So
the isomorphism C X, § X, § = # (Hs) is equivariant. O

2.4 Twists of reduced quantum groups

Twists have a central role in quantization of Lie algebras. There they are seen
as quantized infinitesimal cocycles of the quantized Lie algebra. But the main
examples of locally compact quantum groups have been compact quantum
groups. There the usual source of examples comes from deformations. De-
formations are difficult to fit into a general framework since the underlying
C*-algebra and it’s deformations are very hard to relate because they have, by
construction, different multiplication. Since deformations are dual to twists we
can choose the equivalent approach using twists.
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Definition 2.4.1. Let S be a reduced locally compact quantum group and assume
that the unitary & € (S ® S) satisfies the cocycle condition

Ad (Z53(id ® A)(F)) (AP(s)) = Ad (F1,(A ®id)(F)) (AP(s)) Vses.
If & also satisfies the density condition
[w®iId(ZA(A)F"):weS ] =[Id®w(ZFA(a)F"): weS*] =8,

then & is called a cocycle twist of S. If a cocycle twist & satisfies the stronger
condition
Fp3(id ® A)(F) = F1p(A ®1d)(F),

we just say that & is a twist.

For example, assume that S is a compact matrix quantum group. Since S is
compact, there exists a dense multiplier *-Hopf algebra S;, € S such that finite-
dimensional corepresentations of S corresponds to Sj,-modules. Suppose that
a cocycle twist # € 4 (S ® S) leaves S, ® Sy, invariant under Ad &. Then &
corresponds to a deformation of the multiplication in S.

Because of the cocycle condition we may define a new, coassociative comul-
tiplication Ag :=AdZ o A on S. The cocycle condition is in fact equivalent to
A 4 being coassociative. If Z is a cocycle twist let S denote the bi-C*-algebra
S with comultiplication A 4.

If & is a cocycle twist of S we define the associator as:

The cocycle condition for & is equivalent to ® 5 commuting with AB(S). If S
admits a counit € and id® e ®id(® 4 ) = 1 the associator ¢ 4 is the associator for
the monoidal category of modules of S with the tensor product induced from
the comultiplication Ag-.

Definition 2.4.2. If the bi-C*-algebra S 4 admits Haar weights, thus making S 5
into a reduced locally compact quantum group, we say that the cocycle twist & is
manageable.

For a general cocycle twist of reduced quantum groups manageability is
hard to study. But in the von Neumann setting this has been studied for twists
in [13]. So we recall the following theorem from [13]:

Theorem 2.4.3 (Corollary 6.2 and Proposition 6.4 of [13]). Let M denote the
von Neumann algebra generated by S in it’s left regular representation and assume
that the unitary & € M ® M satisfies
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Then there exists Haar weights with respect to Ag on M and the left regular
corepresentation of S 4 is given by

We=Uz®NIW (I ®I)TFT"
where J 4 denote the modular conjugation operator of §;

For the proof of this theorem we refer the reader to [13]. The proof is
rather technical in nature and consists of using the twist & to define a Galois
object over M.

Theorem 2.4.4. Every twist & is a manageable cocycle twist.

Proof. Let M denote the von Neumann algebra generated by S in it’s left reg-
ular representation. By Corollary 6.2 of [13] formulated above, the bi-von
Neumann algebra (M, Ag) admits faithful Haar weights. Thus there exists
Haar weights on S5. By the density condition on & the bi-C*-algebra S is a
reduced locally compact quantum group. O

If & is a cocycle twist of S the cocycle condition for & implies that fors € S
Ad (Z3,(id® Az)(F) AP (s) =Ad ((id ® A)F)F5,) AP ()= (2.10)
=AP(s) =Ad (A ®id)(FNTF},) AP () = Ad (F1,(A5 ®id)(F)) AD(s).

Therefore if & is a manageable cocycle twist of S, ™ is a manageable cocycle
twist of S. Similarly, if Z is a twist it follows that

Fr(id®AZ)F")=({d® ANF )Ty = (2.11)
=(A®id)F )T, = T, (Az ®id)(F).
Thus, if 7 is a twist of S then Z™ is a twist of S5 and clearly (Sg )z =S.

If Z is a manageable cocycle twist of S will use the notation Sz to denote
the reduced dual of S;. Assume that & is a twist of S. Then we can define a
twisted coaction

Af;rs AN, S — M; (AN, S®Sy),

A7, ¢ = Ad((p ®1d(F))23)Aas,s- (2.12)
The C*-algebra A X, S with this coaction of S is denoted by (A X, S)5. If
B =AX, S then we will also denote it by Bg.
7z

Notice that if & only is a cocycle twist, the *-homomorphism Ay . is not
r
coassociative in general. It is merely a quasi-coaction since

(idasx,s ® AL@)Ai«,S =Ad(14® q)*y)(AAgx,s ® id)Aﬁ;,S‘
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Proposition 2.4.5. If A has a coaction of S and & is a twist of S the S z-coaction
on (A, S)g is continuous.

Proof. Since the S-coaction on A X, S is continuous it follows from the proof of
Proposition 2.3.7 that

[Aa(A)12-1®p(8) @S] =(Ax,5)®S
is a C*-algebra. Therefore
[Aa(A)12-1®p(8) @8] =[18® H(5) ® S - A4(A)1].
The twist & is a multiplier of S ® S so it follows that
[Aﬁ;rS(ANr 8) 1ax,s ®8] = [F2324(A)12F55 - (P ®1d)A 5(5))23 - 14,5 ®S] =
= [Z2324(A)12-1©p(S) ® 5] = [F2310 H(8) ® S - Ay(A)12] =

=[A(A)12-10p(S)®S]1=(Ax,S)®S.

The second equality follows from that & is a twist so by Theorem 2.4.4 it is
manageable which implies that [(p ® id)A4(5))-1®5]=p(S)®S. O

Definition 2.4.6. If S5 is regular we say that & is a strongly manageable cocycle
twist.

Theorem 2.4.7. Every twist of a regular, reduced quantum group is strongly
manageable. Conversely, if there exists a twist of S which is strongly manageable
then S is regular.

Proof. We will start by proving 6(Wg) € 4 (Hg). Let we , € 9B(Hg), denote
the functional w; ,(T) := (T&, n) for §,n € Hg. It is sufficient to prove that
(id ® wg n)(cWg) € H (Hg) for all £, 1. We will prove compactness using the
regularity of W and a diagonal procedure.

Take a bounded sequence (x;)ren € Hs and define

Yi :=({d ® wg ) (oW )(xp).

Let P; denote the orthogonal projection onto the linear span of xg, x1,..., X;.
Define 91 = (Pl ®Pl)<g(pl ®Pl) and

Tl = (jf:/ ®J)9ZW*(j ®J)gl*'
We observe that for y € Hg the following equality holds:

((i[d® wg ) )(oT)xp,y) = (W ®@NF (x ®E), F(Jsn®JTy)).
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Define y]l( := (id ® wg ,,)(0T;)(xy), clearly the regularity of W implies that
y,l< — yi. Construct (x3;) € (x;) inductively by taking (x) as a subsequence
such that (id ® w; ,(0Ty)xy) converges, then take (xj;41) to be subsequence
of (xi;) such that (id ® wg ,,(0T;41)xy;) converges. Existence of convergent
subsequences follows from compactness of T;. The subsequence (x;;) € (x)
satisfies that (id ® w¢ ,)(0 W4 )(xk) converges because

lI(id ® wg ) (OWz ) (X)) — (id ® wg ) (O Wa ) (x| <

<[I(d ® we  )OW) (i) — YK |+ 1lyE — yElI+
Hlyk = (id ® we , (W) (x|l = 0.

It follows that (id ® w¢ ,)(c W) is compact.
To prove that €(Wg) = # (Hg) we observe that Lemma 3.1 of [4] implies
that
C(W5)® H(Hg) = o (A (Hg)®1- Wy - 1® H (Hy)).

Since the right-hand side acts irreducibly on Hg ® Hyg, it follows that €(Wg) =
A (Hg). O

Using the ideas from the proof of Takesaki-Takai duality from [4] we obtain
a twisted Takesaki-Takai duality for regular quantum groups. The untwisted
Takesaki-Takai duality from [4], formulated above as Theorem 2.3.9, states
that there is a graded, equivariant *-isomorphism A X, S .S = A® # (Hs).
This isomorphism does, in fact, behave well even if we allow a twist. Thus we
obtain a twisted Takesaki-Takai duality.

Theorem 2.4.8 (TTT-duality). Let S be a regular, reduced locally compact quan-
tum group and F a twist of S. For A € C;’;’S there is a natural graded *-
isomorphism

(A%, S)g X, Se ZAQ® A (Hg).

Proof. Let A4 : S5 — 9B(Hs) denote the left regular representation and simi-
larly for p 7, Az and p 5. Since the Haar weights are faithful, there is a unitary
U € #B(Hs) such that 4 =AdU o p. Define A, :=Ad(1® U)o A4. Consider the
*-homomorphism Ad(1® U ® 1) : (AX, S) X, Sz — Z2(A® Hg ® Hg) which
actson (AX,S)g X, Sz as

Aa(@)©1)-(1®(p®Az)Az() (181®ps(sz)) —

(A(@)©1) (1®(psr ®Az)A5(3)- (1818 ps(sz)).
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Since the Haar weights of S and S, are faithful, this is well defined. The
subalgebra A(S) € %B(Hg) commutes with p(S) so it is a *x-homomorphism.
Let W, denote the left regular corepresentation of S;. Composing this with
Ad(1®(1®J4)W4(1®J4)) we end up in the closed linear span of elements
of the form

25(a)- (Lagr, ® Az ($)Az(s2)),

where 1} (a) := Ad(1® (1®J3)Wz)(A)(a) ® 1). Using the identification A®
HS ®HS = (A®Hs) ®)% (A®Hs) g14®HS we Obtain

Ad(1®(1®Jz)W4(18J2)1Q0U®1)(AX,S)s X,.S52)=A® (5S4 X, 545) =

~ A® #(Hs)

where the first equality follows from the continuity of the coaction A, and the
second equality follows from Theorem 2.3.9, since & is strongly manageable
by Theorem 2.4.7. O

2.5 Example: Twists induced from abelian subgroups

In [30] deformations of the quantum group Cy(G) coming from twists on C*(G)
was studied. In particular they studied twists induced from abelian subgroups.
We will review that induction procedure from a dual viewpoint.

So take G to be a locally compact group and H a closed abelian subgroup.
Assume that Zy € 4 (C*(H) ® C*(H)) satisfies the cocycle relation

FI12(A®1d)(Fy) = Fpy 23(id ® A)(Fy).

Observe that H is abelian, thus amenable, so C*(H) = C’(H). Extending
the Fourier transformation C*(H) = Cy(H) to an isomorphism .#(C*(H) ®
C*(H)) = #(Cy(H) ® Co(H)) = C,(H x H) and letting y denote the image of
Zy under this isomorphism we obtain the identity

% (hy,hy)x (hyhy, hy) = x(hy, hy)x (hy,hohs)  Vhy,hy,hs € H.

So y is a 2-cocycle in for H. By Theorem 7.1 of [24], if h — h? is an automor-
phism of H, every 2-cocycle is similar to a bicharacter. So in general one may
assume that y is an bicharacter.
As an example, consider H = R". Then every bicharacter of H = R" is of
the form
(x1,%9) — e foran Ae M,(R).
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This follows from that bicharacters of H corresponds to homomorphisms H —
H.

Returning to the twists, given a bicharacter y on H we may associate a twist
Z, of C}(G) via the mapping C;,(H xH) = 4 (C*(H)®C*(H)) — 4 (C}(G)®
C;(G)). Since the Fourier transformation is an isomorphism, the unitary &,
satisfies the cocycle identity 7, 1,(A®id)(F,) = F, »3(Ild®A)(F, ). So clearly
A, :=Ad(Z,)A is a comultiplication on C;(G).

Proposition 2.5.1. If y is a bicharacter on H, the unitary &, defines a twist of
C(G).

Proof. What remains to be proven is the density condition for &, . To do this we
use the counit ¢ : L}(G) — C defined by (f) := fodg. Then for f, g € L}(G)
we have that id®e(Z, (f ®¢)) = f e(g) and similarly e®id(Z, (f ®g)) = e(f)g.
So it follows that for f € L'(G) we have the equalities

id®e(A,(f))=e®id(A,(f)) =
Since L(G) is dense in C*(G) the density condition for F, follows. O

To end this section let us construct a twist of the type above on a quotient
of the Heisenberg group. This example is based on Example 3.6.2 of [30]. The
Heisenberg group is a Lie group which as a manifold is R® with multiplication

(x1,¥1,23)(X2, ¥2,23) = (X1 + X0, Y1 + ¥2,21 + 25 + YoX1).

Embed Z as the central subgroup of the Heisenberg group generated by (0,0, 1)
and let G denote the quotient. The Lie group G is as a manifold diffeomorphic
to R2 x T and the multiplication is given by

(x1, ¥1,21)(Xa, ¥2,29) = (1 + X9, Y1 + ¥, 2129€721).

Consider the closed abelian subgroup H = R x {0} x T. The Pontryagin dual
of H is given by R x 7. Define the bicharacter y : H x H — T as

X((gl) n)) (§2) k)) = ei(élk_gzn)~

Let us calculate how A, acts on C;(G). It is sufficient to study elements of
the form a = A(, , ,), left translation by the group element (x, y,z). Although
this is not an element in the group C*-algebra, every element in C*(G) is an
integrated form of elements of this type and since the comultiplication is strictly
continuous we may deduce expressions for a € L'(G). Since

(x,y,2)=1(x,0,1)(0,y,1)(0,0,z2)
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and H commutes with the twist we may take x = 0 and z = 1. In this case we
have that

Al(a)f(xlsX25y15y2521,22) =

= Z J wiwbwIwif (e, —n+Lxy+m—ky, +y, 7, +Y,
k,lLm,ns T*

iy(x;+k—n)

VT/3VT/121€ ,VT/4VT/221ely(xz_l+m))dW1dW2dW3dW4 =

= Z J wiw, fi(eg —n+Lxy+m—k,y1 +y,y2+y)
T2

k,l,m,n

sk ko=l L iyk(xe +k—n)oiyl(xo—1+m) —
W32 W,2,e e 2 dwsydwy =

=" fualxn, X, Y1+, ys + )k zhekatk-Deiyllatkl)
k,l

So letting u denote the left Haar measure of G then for a € L'(G) we may
express A, (a) as

(Ax(a)f)(xpxz, Y1, y2521’22) =

ZJ a(x5y5z) fkl(X1+X,X2+X,y]_ +y5y2+y)
G

. Ek-Hzll(Zéeiyk(xl+k_l)eiyl(x2+k_l)d‘l,l,.

2.6 Example: Drinfeld-Jimbo twists

The aim of this section is to give the structure of a locally compact quantum
group to the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantization of a Lie algebra and describe it as a
manageable cocycle twist of the group C*-algebra. So let G be a semisimple,
compact, connected Lie group of rank n and g it’s Lie algebra. The Drinfeld-
Jimbo algebra %,(g) is a deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of g
depending on a parameter q € C \ {0, 1}. It was independently constructed by
Drinfeld and Jimbo. The Drinfeld-Jimbo twists are of interest in the theory of
locally compact quantum groups since they are dual to Woronowicz deforma-
tions as was shown in [46].

Let the Cartan matrix of g associated with the Cartan subalgebra b be de-
noted by A = (a;;). Let dy,...,d, be coprime integers such that the matrix
(d;a;;) is symmetric. We also take a complex number g € C \ {0, 1} and define
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q; := q%. For an integer k, we define

K, =
Togi—qf!

If | is a positive integer we define

(k) L [k]qi [k_qul[k_l+1]ql
l o [1]q|:2:|q1 [l]qi .

1

i

The Drinfeld-Jimbo quantization %,(g) is given by generators E;, F;, K;, K, 1
for 1 <i < n, satisfying the relations

KK '=K'Ki=1, KK;=KK, KEK'=q"E

] i ]2
-1 _ _aij _ Kl _Kl_l
KlF]Kl - qi F]; [EUF]] - 51] —_1°
q; —4g;
1-a;; 1
—a; 1—a;;—k
S (130) mes o,
k=0 di
1—al-j 1
—a;; 1—a;;i—k
Z(—l)k( . ”) FFEF, T =0,
k=0 di

To read more about the algebra %/ (g) and it’s representation theory, see [25].
The algebra %, (g) forms a multiplier Hopf algebra with comultiplication

AJK) =K ®K;, AYE):=E®L+K®E, AJF):=F®K '+F®]l,

and counit g, given by ¢,(E;) = £,(F;) = 0 and ¢,(K;) = 1. For q € R there is a
*-structure on %,(g) given by

Kf=K; E =KF; and F/=EK;".

Our aim is to construct a locally compact quantum group Gq such that it’s
finite dimensional modules are weight modules of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quanti-
zation %(g), which are twists of a classical G-module. The construction is very
much inspired by the notes [40] and we follow their notation.

Take = —ilogq/m € iR and let P C h* denote the set of integral weights,
here h denotes a Cartan subalgebra of g. Given a finite dimensional %, (g)-
module V and a weight A € P we let V(A) denote the subspace of vectors in V
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of weight A. If V splits as a direct sum of weight modules V = @®,pV(A)
we call V an admissible % (g)-module. The category €(g,h) of admissible
%,(g)-modules forms a semisimple category with simple generators indexed
by dominant integral weights A € P, . Just as in [40] we fix a simple generator
VitoeachAe€P,.

We let let P; denote the set of weights whose representations 7, integrates
to a finite-dimensional, unitary representation of G and define the *-algebra

ClGl:= P EndVy).

A€P,.NPg

Here End(Vf) denotes the x-algebra of endomorphisms of the finite dimen-
sional Hilbert space Vf. This differs somewhat from the definition in [40]

—_—

which produces the simply connected covering of C[G,]. The simply connected
covering is defined in [40] as

C[G] := @D End(Vy).

AEP,
We have a canonical projection pg : @ — C[G,]. The multiplier
Hopf algebra structure on %,(g) induces a multiplier Hopf algebra structure on

@. Since the finite-dimensional @-modules correspond to the admis-

e

sible %,(g)-modules, the algebra ker pg is a Hopf *-ideal and C[G, ] also forms

—_—

a multiplier Hopf x-algebra. Let A, denote the comultiplication of C[G,].

—

The definition of (D/[G\q] is motivated by the classical limit in which C[G]
is the convolution algebra of finite dimensional representations of G. This fact

is a direct consequence of the Peter-Weyl theorem. In the classical limit C[GY]
corresponds to the convolution algebra of finite dimensional representations

of the simply connected covering group G“. The x-algebra C[G] is a multi-
plier Hopf algebra; let A denote it’s comultiplication. The next theorem is a

—

summary of the results in [40] relating the two bi-algebras @ and C[G4].

Theorem 2.6.1 ([40]). For q > O there is a *-isomorphism { : @ - EGT]

e

extending the identification of the centers of @ and C[G"] and a unitary
Z <[] auep, E nd(V, ® V) satisfying the cocycle condition such that

¢®¢0Aq=Ad9~OAog5,
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where Aq denotes the comultiplication of (D[GCLI‘] and A the comultiplication of

C[G"]. The associator of & coincides with the Drinfeld associator ®.

Since (D/[GTJ is discrete it has a counit ¢ : ﬁGT] — (. It was proved in
[40] that & satisfies id ® £(F) = £ ® id(£) = 1. Therefore

—_—

id®e(Ag(a)) =e®id(Agz(a)) =a VaeC[GY] (2.13)
and  is a cocycle twist.

Lemma 2.6.2. Let G be a semisimple, compact, connected Lie group and q > 0.
Then there exist a unitary ¥ € [ [, LeP, P, End(V, ® V,,) satisfying the cocycle

condition and a *-isomorphism ¢ : C[G,] — C[G] such that
p®poA;=AdF oAoy.

Proof. The *-isomorphism ¢ is an extension of the identification of the centers

—_—

of (D[G}]‘] and C[G"]. Therefore there exists a commutative diagram

Since & maps tensor products of weight modules to themselves, clearly it re-
stricts to a & € nl,uerPG End(V, ® V). Thus all properties of & and ¢

follow from those of % and . O

Theorem 2.6.3. The unitary & extends to a manageable cocycle twist of C*(G).
If G is simply connected the dual of C*(G)g4 coincides with the Woronowitz defor-
mation of G.

Proof. The element & € ]_[A uep,np, E nd(V, ® V,,) is unitary, so it extends to
a bounded multiplier # € .#(C*(G) ® C*(G)). From equation (2.13) it fol-

—_—

lows that & is a cocycle twist of C*(G). In [46] it is proved that (D[G}]‘] are
dual to the Woronowicz deformations which are compact quantum groups so

they admit Haar states by [31], therefore there exists Haar weights on (D[GCLI‘].

—

The Haar weights on (D[Gg] induces Haar weights on C[G,], therefore F is
manageable. O
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From this theorem it follows that the associator of % coincides with the
bounded extension of the Drinfeld associator ®x, to C*(G) ® C*(G) @ C*(G).
Since the Drinfeld associator is non-trivial, & is not a twist, merely a cocycle
twist.

2.7 Torsion-free, discrete quantum groups

In the paper [34], Meyer introduced the notion of torsion-free, discrete quan-
tum groups. When I is a discrete group, Cy(T') is torsion-free in the sense of
Meyer if and only if I is torsion-free. For compact groups G the dual G, or ac-
tually C*(G), is torsion-free precisely when G satisfies the Hodgkin condition,
that is G is connected with torsion-free fundamental group. As is shown in [45],
for compact Lie groups there exists Kiinneth formulas and UCT:s in KK© if G
satisfies the Hodgkin condition. So the notion of torsion-free, discrete quantum
groups plays an important role for homological algebra of C*-algebras.

Definition 2.7.1 ([34]). A discrete quantum group S is torsion-free if every coac-
tion of S on a finite-dimensional C*-algebra A is equivariantly Morita equivalent
to direct sums of C with the trivial coaction.

Suppose that G is a compact, connected Lie group satisfying the Hodgkin
condition. Let T C G be a maximal torus of rank n and w the Weyl group. Then,
by [48], the representation ring R(T) is a free R(G)-module of rank |w|. As is
shown in [36], and reviewed below in Lemma 4.3.1, this implies that there
exists a natural isomorphism KK¢(A, C™) = KKT (A, C). So the fact that the
quantum group G is torsion-free follows from the classical result that T = Z"
is torsion-free.

Lemma 2.7.2. Suppose that & is a twist of the regular, reduced quantum group
S and A has a continuous, reduced coaction of S. Then there exist a C*-algebra B
with a continuous, reduced coaction of S 4 such that A= B as C*-algebras and an
equivariant Morita equivalence (AX, S)g X, S ~y B.

Proof. Letting B := A as a C*-algebra we know that (AX, S)s X, Sz £ B ®
A (Hg) by TTT-duality. If B may be given a coaction of Sz such that the
coaction of the left hand side in the TTT-isomorphism coincides with that of
(B X, S#) X, S, the statement of the lemma follows. Let By := B ® # (Hg)
with the coaction of S # induced from the left hand side of the TTT-isomorphism
from Theorem 2.4.8. Letting V, denote the right regular corepresentation of
S, the coaction on B, is induced by V.
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On the other hand, suppose that we have a continuous, reduced coaction
Ap of Sz on B. Then if we define B; := B® ;¢ (H) with coaction induced from
the Takesaki-Takai isomorphism B, = (BX,S4)X, S5 the coaction on a®k € B/
would be given by

Ap(a®k)= (Vz)a3(Ap(a)13- 15 ® k ® 1)(Vi3)os
Using this as motivation, we define the *-homomorphism & : B — .#(B.®S3)

by
5p(a) = (V3 )23(Ap,(a® 1)) (Vg )s3.

Let us prove that & restricts to a coaction Ap : B — s (B®Sg4). For a € B,
then for all k € ¢ (Hg)

6p(a)- 10k®1=(V;)3(Ap(a®1)(Vz)y - 10k®1=

=(V3)23(Ap (a®K)(Vz)a3 =10k ®1- (V5 )23(Ap (a® 1)) (Vg )as =
=1®k®1-6z(a).
So 65(a) € (1® A (Hg) ® 1), therefore it is of the form &z(a) = Ag(a),3 for
a unique element Ag(a) € #(B ® Sz). Since Ag is a reduced coaction this

implies that Ag(a) € s ¢(B ® S4#) and that Ag defines a reduced coaction on
B. The coaction Ay is continuous since

[AB(B)13‘1®%®1'1®1®SL¢] == [ABS(BS).]‘BS®SL¢:| :B®%®S‘g‘~.

Let B be given the coaction Ag, it follows directly from the definition that
Ap = Ap. Thus we have in an equivariant fashion

(A)qu)g; Xr‘gﬂ =(B erf'j) Nrgﬁr' ~um B.
O

Theorem 2.7.3. If S is discrete, torsion-free and Z a twist of S, then Sy is also
discrete, torsion-free.

Proof. The property of being discrete is invariant under twist. Suppose that
Ae Csi; is finite-dimensional. Consider the object A := (A X, @) 7 € Cg.
Since A is of finite dimension, Lemma 2.7.2 implies that there is an equivariant
Morita equivalence from A X, S to a finite-dimensional C*-algebra. Since S is
torsion-free, A X, S is Morita equivalent to C¥ for some k. So we can conclude
that

A~y (CF %, 8)5 %, Sy = CF @ A (Hg) ~y CF.
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In [34] the question was posed whether duals of the Woronowicz deforma-
tions are torsion-free? Theorem 2.7.3 unfortunately does not answer this ques-
tion since the Drinfeld-Jimbo twists are not twists, just cocycle twists. Though
it seems as if the theory developed previously in the thesis generalize to quasi-
coactions and cocycle twists.



Chapter 3

Equivariant KK-theory

Equivariant KK-theory was first introduced in [22] by Kasparov in the study
of the Baum-Connes conjecture. The viewpoint on KK as a category was in-
troduced by Higson in [19]. The KK-theory was generalized to KK-theory
equivariant with respect to a Hopf-C*-algebra by Baaj-Skandalis in [3]. We will
review their construction and show that KK forms a triangulated category.
We will through out this chapter assume S to be a separable, regular, reduced
locally compact quantum group.

This chapter consists only of known results. However, the proofs of some
results have only been published in the non-equivariant setting. So the main
part of every proof consists of reducing the theory to the non-equivariant setting
and use old results. The final section on the triangulated structure on KK is
again old results, but the approach using the Ext-invariant in the setting of
quantum groups is new. The idea is due to Nest who suggested this approach
since the classical approach using generalized homomorphisms does not work
satisfactory for KK-categories over topological spaces which is needed in the
study of the Baum-Connes property (see [35]).

3.1 Kasparov modules

Definition 3.1.1 (Kasparov module, Definition 2.1.1 of [26]). Suppose that &
is a graded A — B-Hilbert bimodule and that F € ¥5(&) is an odd operator such
that foralla €A

n(a)(F* = F), n(a)(F* - 1), [F,n(a)] € #3(&), (3.1)

where T : A — YL3(&) defines the left action of A on &. Then the pair (&,F) is
called an A — B-Kasparov module and F a Kasparov operator.

37



Equivariant KK-theory and twists 38

If n(a)(F* — F) = n(a)(F? — 1) = [F,n(a)] = 0 for all a € A we say that
the A — B-Kasparov module (&, F) is trivial. A simple example of a Kasparov
module to keep in mind is on a closed manifold M and A= C(M),B=C, &
being L2-sections on a vector bundle E* @ E™, P a self-adjoint elliptic pseudo
differential operator from E* to IE~ of order 0 and F = (g %) where Q is a
parametrix for P.

Definition 3.1.2 (S-equivariant Kasparov module, Definition 3.1 of [3]). IfA
and B are graded S — C*-algebras, & a graded S-equivariant A— B-Hilbert module
and (&, F) is an A — B-Kasparov module satisfying

(n®id)(y) (F ®pids — Vs(F ®,, 1)V ) € K (E®S), (3.2)
forall y € A® S the A— B-Kasparov module (&, F) is called S-equivariant.

Recall that the operator Vy € £(6 ®,5, (A®S),8 ® S) is the admissible
unitary defining the coaction of S on &, see more in Proposition 2.3.4. If an op-
erator F € ¥3(&) satisfies equation (3.2) we say that F is almost S-equivariant.
If T € %5(&, &) satisfies that

the operator T is an S-equivariant mapping of Hilbert modules. If & = &’
we will say that T is S-invariant. Suppose that (&;,F;) and (&,,F,) are two
equivariant A — B-Kasparov bimodule and that U € ¥5(&,,&;) is an even S-
equivariant unitary. If U intertwines the representations of A and F; = UF,U*
we say that U is an isomorphism of equivariant A — B-Kasparov modules.

Let Eg(A, B) denote the set of isomorphism classes of countably generated,
S-equivariant A — B-Kasparov modules. If (&}, F;),(&,, F5) € Eg(A, B) we define
their direct sum by

(61,F1)® (65,F5) :=(6,® 6, F; ©F,).

The direct sum of two equivariant A — B-Kasparov modules is again an equiv-
ariant A — B-Kasparov module. The set Eg(A, B) forms an abelian monoid un-
der direct sum of Kasparov modules, since (&, @ &,,F; @ F,) is isomorphic to
(& @ &,F, ® F;). A trivial A — B-Kasparov module (&,F) such that F is S-
invariant is called a trivial S-equivariant A — B-Kasparov module. Let Dg(A,B)
denote the set of countably generated trivial S-equivariant A—B-Kasparov mod-
ules. The set Dg(A, B) forms a submonoid of Eg(A, B).
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An equivariant *-homomorphism f : B — C induces an additive mapping
f« : Es(A,B) — E4(A,C) by viewing C as a B — C-Hilbert bimodule via f and
defining

f(&,F)=(&®3C,F®z1).
Similarly, if f : A — C is an equivariant *-homomorphism, f induces an additive
mapping f* : Eg(C,B) — Eg(A,B). Using associativity of tensor products it
follows that Eg is functorial in it’s arguments.

Consider the C*-algebra B[0,1] := B ® C[0,1] with trivial coaction on
C[0,1]. For every t € [0,1], point evaluation at t induces an equivariant
x-homomorphism 7, : B[0,1] — B. If there exists an equivariant A — B[0,1]-
Kasparov module (&, F) such that (77y).(&,F) = (&, Fy) and (7).(&,F) =
(&1, F,) we say that (&, Fy) and (&, F;) are directly homotopic. The notion of
direct homotopy is clearly a symmetric and reflexive relation between Kasparov
modules. The equivalence relation generated by direct homotopy is called ho-
motopy equivalence. We will let [(&, F)] denote the homotopy class of (&,F)
and

KKs(A,B) :=Eg(A,B)/ ~y, .

Lemma 3.1.3 (Lemma 2.1.20 of [26]). If (§,F) € Dg(A,B) then [(&,F)] =
[(0,0)].

Just to get a feeling for the theory we present the short proof from [26].

Proof. Define & := & ® Cy(0, 1] with trivial coaction and grading on C(0, 1].
Clearly (&,F ® 1) forms an equivariant A — B[0, 1]-Kasparov module. Since

(m11)(6,F®1)=(6,F) and (7).(€,F ®1)=(0,0)
the proposition follows. O

Proposition 3.1.4 (Theorem 2.1.23 of [26] and Proposition 3.3 of [3]). The
set KKs(A, B) forms an abelian group induced by the monoid structure of Eg(A, B).

We refer the reader to the proof in [26]. Besides the straight forward check
that direct sum is independent of representative of the homotopy class, the
proof consists of proving that [(—&, —F)] is an inverse to [(&,F)]. Recall from
Chapter 2.3 that —& denotes the Hilbert module & with opposite grading. Func-
toriality of KKy is a consequence of functoriality of Eg, we state this fact as a
proposition and refer the reader to the proof in [26].

Proposition 3.1.5 (Lemma 2.1.26 of [26] and Proposition 3.5 of [3]). Letting
Ab denote the category of abelian groups, the mapping (A, B) — KKg(A, B) defines
a functor Cg x Cg — Ab contravariant in it’s first argument and covariant in it’s
second argument.
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If B = C, we obtain a contravariant functor A — KKg(A, C) which coincides
with the equivariant K-homology K¢(A). If we fix the first variable to A = C,
we obtain a covariant functor B — KKg(C,B). This does in fact coincides
with the equivariant K-theory K% (B). For a proof of this statement in the non-
equivariant setting, see [7]. The equivariant version is proven in the same way.

The motivating example for the definition of K-homology by Atiyah was
when A = C(M), for a smooth, closed riemannian manifold M. If E — M is
a graded hermitian vector bundle and D an odd self-adjoint first order elliptic
pseudo-differential operator on E, then letting F := D/(1 + D?)"'/? the pair
(L*(E), F) forms a C(M) — C-Kasparov module.

Suppose that A ~,; B via the equivariant imprimitivity A— B-bimodule 4&5,
these notions were defined above in Chapter 2.3. Given a graded S—C*-algebra
C we consider the mapping ®,63 : Es(C,A) — Eg(C,B) given by

(60, F) @ 6 1= (6 ®4 65, F @4 1).
Clearly ®,65 is an additive map, independent of homotopy class so it induces

a mapping ®,83 : KKs(C,A) — KKg(C,B). This mapping is in fact an isomor-
phism with inverse induced by the dual imprimitivity bimodule

®pé, : Es(C,B) — Eg(C,A).

To show this, observe that as graded A — A-Hilbert bimodules respectively as
B — B-Hilbert bimodules

AgB ®B g:gA and Bg: ®AgB = B.
So it follows that the compositions

(®A(g,3)0(®3éi;k) KKS(C,B) —>KKS(C,B) and
(®p6,) 0 (®485) : KKs(C,A) — KKg(C,A)

are the identity maps. Thus, we may conclude the following proposition:

Proposition 3.1.6. If we assume that A ~; B, there is a natural isomorphism
KKg(C,A) = KKg(C,B) forall C C%Z s

From Proposition 2.3.6 it follows that KK¢(C,A) = KK¢(C,A® 2¢) for all
ACe C%Z s The same kind of stability holds for the first variable of the KK-
functor.
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Proposition 3.1.7 (Proposition 17.8.7 of [7]). Consider the C*-algebra AQ A
with the coaction defined in Proposition 2.3.6. There is a natural isomorphism

KKg(A,B) 2 KKs(A® 4, B)
forall B e C22,S'

The proof in [7] is in the non-equivariant setting. We will present a proof
that reduces the isomorphism KKg(A,B) = KKg(A® 4, B) to the isomorphism
KKg(A,B) = KKg(A® #,,B) where &, has trivial coaction and then use the
methods from [7].

Proof. By the remark after Proposition 3.1.6 it is sufficient to show existence of
a natural isomorphism

KKs(A,B) 2 KKs(A® A ,B® X ).

Define the mapping 7 : KKs(A,B) — KKs(A® A ,B ® X) by 1[(&,F)] :=
[(6® A ,F ®1)], where & ® £ denotes the external tensor product between
& and the equivariant .#" — ¢ -Hilbert bimodule ¢ (Hg).

Let .#, denote the compact operators on £2(N) with trivial coaction of S.
Since the coaction of S on % is given by A, (k) = Ad(V)(k ® 1) by viewing
Ve HM(AH ®S), there is an isomorphism

t:KKs(A® #,B® ) = KKs(A® Ao, B® H;)

given by defining t[(&, F)] to be the Hilbert module & with coaction (1,® V)o
Og.

Now let p € 2%, denote a rank-one projection and definee : A - A® % as
the graded, equivariant x-homomorphism e(a) := a ® p. Define

7o : KKs(A® #y, B ® #;) — KKg(A,B)

by 74[(&,F)] :=€*[(& ®pex, (B® ¢?(N)),F ® 1)]. We combine the two maps
T, and t to define a mapping:

v’ :=1y0t:KKs(A® #,B® #) — KKg(A,B).

The remaining part of the proof consists of showing that ©’ is an inverse to 7.
Take an equivariant A — B-Kasparov module (&, F) and consider ©v/7[(&,F)].
This element can be represented by

F(ERA(N),FR1D]=[(&F)]+e [(6®(1—p)3(N),F®1)]=[(&F)].

It follows that 7’ is a left inverse to T. The proof that 7’ is a right inverse is
analogous and may be found in [7] or [26]. O
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Recall the reduced crossed product functor %S : C%Z,S - CZ S from Chap-
ter 2.3. This functor will be of great importance when studying c,ategory theo-
retical aspects of equivariant KK-theory. Let & be a graded, equivariant A — B-
Hilbert bimodule. Define the graded A X, S — B X, S-Hilbert bimodule

EX.S:=E®,,BX,S.

This is in fact a graded, S-equivariant A X, S — B X, S-Hilbert bimodule under
the coaction
Ogx,s(x ®Db) :=(t, ® 1)Ap, s(b).

If (&, F) is an equivariant A — B-Kasparov module, we define
(8,F) %, S:=(&X,S,F®1).

The pair (& X, S, F ® 1) clearly forms an S-equivariant A X, S — B X, S-Kasparov
module. Furthermore, the Kasparov operator F ® 1 is S-equivariant.

Theorem 3.1.8 (Baaj-Skandalis duality). The functor x,.S : Cg" — C" induces
a natural isomorphism

Js : KKs(A,B) = KKs(AX, S,B X, S).

Proof. Given an element a = [(&,F)] € KKs(A, B) we define Jg(a) to be given
by the homotopy class of the Kasparov module (& X, S,F ® 1). Since Jg(a) is a
homotopy class, it will be independent of the homotopy class of (&, F).

To show that Jg is an isomorphism, we observe that by Takesaki-Takai du-
ality (see Theorem 2.3.9), J¢Jg = 7, where 7 is the mapping from the proof
of Proposition 3.1.7. Since 7 is an isomorphism, Js is injective. By Pontryagin
duality, Jg is surjective. O

This duality was proved in [3] as Theorem 6.20 in the classical setting
S = Cy(G). In Remark 7.7.b of [3] it was stated that Jg is an isomorphism
for arbitrary separable, regular quantum group S. However the line of proof is
standard and analogous to that of the case S = Cy(G) in [3].

Let C,, := CL(C™) denote the graded Clifford algebra of C". This finite
dimensional C*-algebra has a grading induced from the mapping v — —v on
C". Given a graded C*-algebra B we define the graded S — C*-algebra By, :=
B ® C,, with the tensor grading and trivial coaction on C,,. The higher KKjs-
groups are defined as

KKI(A,B) := KKg(A, B(p)-



43 3.1. KASPAROV MODULES

Another approach to the higher KKs-groups is to use the suspension functor
YA := Cy(R) ® A and define KK(A,B) := KKg(A,X"B). As is shown below in
Proposition 3.4.6 these two definitions are, up to a natural isomorphism, the
same. But the proof of Bott periodicity becomes a bit more tricky using the
suspension functor.

Proposition 3.1.9 (Bott periodicity). For n € N there is a natural isomorphism
KKJ(A,B) = KKi2(A,B).

Proof. By Proposition 3.1.6 it is sufficient to prove that C,, ~); C,,,, since
this induces an equivariant Morita equivalence B® C,, ~y; B® C,,,. We will
prove the claim by induction on n. For n = 0 we have that Cy; = C. Since
C, = #(C?) for a suitable non-trivial grading on C2, the Morita equivalence
C ~y C, follows. Suppose that the claim holds for all k < n, and let V denote
an imprimitivity bimodule from C,,_; to C,, ;. There is a graded isomorphism
Chy1 = C; ® C,, for all m. Thus C; ® V may be viewed as a graded C, —
C,1o-Hilbert bimodule. Since V is a C,,_; — C,;1-imprimitivity bimodule, the
bimodule C; ® V forms an imprimitivity bimodule from C, to C,,4». O

A consequence of Bott periodicity is that we may view the group

KK3(A,B) := (D KKL(A,B)

n>0

as a Z,-graded abelian group.

If A and B are trivially graded, the description of KKS1 (A, B) may be simpli-
fied somewhat. Then we may in fact skip the gradings totally. Suppose that
& is a trivially graded equivariant A — B-Hilbert module and that F € %5(&)
is an almost equivariant operator satisfying the equations in (3.1). Then we
say that (&,F) is an equivariant KK'-cycle for A, B. Notice that in this setting
the graded commutators in equation (3.1) coincide with the usual commutator

since everything is trivially graded. Let ﬁ;(A,B) denote the group of homo-
topy classes of equivariant KK !-cycles for A, B.

Define the B-Hilbert module Hy := ¢?(N) ® B and the B(y-Hilbert module
Hy := Hy ® C;. They form graded, equivariant Hilbert modules under the
action and grading induced from B respectively B(;y. So Hy is a trivially graded
B-Hilbert module and Hz decomposes as a right B-module as Hz = Hp @ Hp.
We will view Hy and Hy as graded, equivariant A — B-Hilbert bimodules in the
trivial action of A.
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Theorem 3.1.10 (Proposition 3.3.6 of [26]). If A and B are trivially graded
and (&,F) is an equivariant A— B(yy-Kasparov module there exists an equivariant
KK'-cycle (&,F) for A,B such that

(®HR F®0)=(6®C,,F®(—F)).
The mapping [(&,F)] — [(&,F)] is a well defined natural isomorphism
~ ==l
KK(A,B) — KK(A,B).

Proof. By the Kasparov stabilization theorem (see Theorem 1.1.24 of [26])
there is a graded isomorphism & ® Hp = Hp = Hz ® C, as B(;)-Hilbert modules.
Define & := Hy with the coaction of S induced from this isomorphism. Since
the A-action on & @ Hy is graded there exists an equivariant representation
A — (&) such that © @ m induces the A-action on & ® Hy = & ® C.
Since F @ 0 is odd, it induces an operator of form F & (—F). That (&,F) is an
equivariant KK '-cycle for A, B follows from that (§®Hp, F ®0) is an equivariant
A — B-Kasparov module. O

The proof in [26] is in the non-equivariant setting. The difference from
the equivariant setting is that one can assume & = Hp in the non-equivariant
setting.

3.2 Invertible extensions and KK

In this section we will present the theory of extensions for trivially graded
S — C*-algebras. This has been studied for C*-algebras with a group action
in [50] and is thoroughly studied in the non-equivariant case in [26]. We will
assume that all C*-algebras are trivially graded in this section.

For B € Cg" we will let B, := B ® ¢ with trivial coaction on .. Consider a
short exact sequence in Cg’"

0B, —»EA—0.

If E fits into such a short exact sequence we will say that E is a stable equivari-
ant extension of A by B. We say that this extension is semi-split if there exists an
equivariant, completely positive mapping s : A — E such that ps = id,. Two sta-
ble equivariant extensions E and E’ are said to be unitarily equivalent if there
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exist a *-homomorphism ¥ : E — E’ and an S-invariant unitary u € . (B;)
such that the following diagram commutes

0 B, * LA 0
lAd(u) jw H (3.3)
0 B E— A 0

If u =1, then E and E’ are said to be weakly isomorphic. Because of the
five lemma for vector spaces, if ¥ fits into a unitary equivalence then ¥ is a
x-isomorphism. So the notion of being unitarily equivalent is an equivalence
relation.

Let Q(B;) := #(B,)/B, denote the corona algebra of B, and define gz :
M (B,) — Q(B,) to be the canonical projection. Since B is an S-invariant ideal
in E there is an equivariant mapping iy : E — .#(Bg) by the universal prop-
erty of the multiplier algebra. Define the equivariant mapping fz : A — Q(B;)
by a — qg(ig(p~'(a))). The mapping B is a well defined *-homomorphism,
since qg(iz(p~1(a))) is independent of what pre-image of a one chooses. The
*-homomorphism f3 is called the Busby mapping of E. If f, lifts to an equivari-
ant x-homomorphism 7 : A — _# (B,) we say that 3y is a trivial Busby mapping.
Two Busby maps 8z and S are said to be unitarily equivalent if there exist a
u € M (Bg) such that qg(u) is an S-invariant unitary and Bz = Ad(qg(u))Bg -

Proposition 3.2.1. Two stable equivariant extensions E and E’ are weakly iso-
morphic if and only if By = Bg.. Furthermore, E and E’ are unitarily equivalent
if and only if By and By are unitarily equivalent.

For the proof of this Proposition, see Theorem 3.1.2 and Lemma 3.2.2 of
[26]. Although in [26], a stronger equivalence is used, it follows by Proposi-
tion 15.6.4 of [7] that it generalizes to our notion of unitary equivalence. The
reason for this correspondence between these equivalences is that all informa-
tion that is contained in the weak isomorphism class of an extension can be
found in the Busby map.

Theorem 3.2.2. Given an equivariant 3 : A — Q(B;) there is a stable equivariant
extension Eg of A by B which is unique up to weak isomorphism.

Compare this theorem to Theorem 3.1.4 of [26] and it’s generalization to
group equivariant extensions which is contained in Theorem 2.1 of [50]. The
definition of Eg as a C*-algebra is rather straight forward, the problem lies in
showing that it has a well behaved coaction of S.
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Proof. Uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.2.1. To prove existence of Eg,
define

Eg:={a®x €A® #(B;): B(a) =qp(x)}.
The projection Eg — A and the embedding B; — Eg induces a short exact
sequence of C*-algebras

0—B;—Eg—>A—0. (3.4)

What remains of the existence part of the proof is to construct a reduced, con-
tinuous S-coaction on Eg making the sequence (3.4) equivariant. From the S-
coactions on A and B, we can construct the *-homomorphism Ag = A AGBZBS :
Eg — M(Eg ® S), where ZBS denotes the extension of Ap to .#(B,). If Ag,
defines a reduced, continuous coaction, then this clearly makes (3.4) into a
stable equivariant extension. The mapping AEﬁ is coassociative since A, and
ZB( are.

“The Busby mapping 3 is equivariant by assumption, therefore we claim that
Ap,(Eg) S Ms(Eg®S). Take an a® x € Eg and an s € S. Then consider the
element AEﬁ(a B x)1®s =A)a)l®s+ ZBS(X)l ®s. Since A, is a coaction
the first term is in A® S. The second term satisfies that

(g5, ® id)(Bp, ()1 ®5) = Ap (g5, ()1 @5 =

=(f®id)(As(a)1®s) €Q(B,) ®S,

because of equivariance of 8. Therefore Ag (x)1®s € #(B,)®S and Ag, (a®
x)1®sE€Eg®S.

To show continuity, consider the commutative diagram of vector spaces
with exact rows

0 —— [A(B)1®S] —— [AEﬁ(Eﬁ)l@)S] — [AA)1®S] —— 0

| l |

0—— B® —— E®S —— A®S ——0

The five lemma implies that [AEﬁ(E,g)(l ®S)] =Eg®S. O

Let Xs(A, B) denote the set of unitary equivalence classes of equivariant
*-homomorphisms A — Q(B,), or equivalently the set of stable equivariant ex-
tensions of A by B. Our aim now is to construct a monoid structure on X¢(A, B).

Proposition 3.2.3. There is an equivariant isomorphism M, ® B, = B, given by
the adjoint action of an S-invariant unitary operator V.=V, @V, : B, ® B, — B,
between Hilbert modules.
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Proof. It is sufficient to construct two S-invariant isometries V;,V, € .#(B;)
such that V; V" +V,V; = 1. Then V := V; &V, is an S-invariant unitary. Let
K denote a separable Hilbert space with trivial S-coaction. Choose a unitary
V' :K®K — K. Let V{,V, € 8(K) be defined by V'(x; @ x,) := V/x1 + V, x,.
We may take the isometries V; and V, to be the image of V] and V, under the
equivariant, unital embedding

B(K) = M(AX) — M(B,).

For f3;, By € Xs(A, B), we define 3; + B, € Xs(A,B) as

B1+ Bz :=Ad(V) o (3 & By).

Proposition 3.2.4 (Lemma 3.1 of [50]). The set Xs(A, B) forms an abelian semi-
group in the operation + independent of V.

We refer the reader to Lemma 3.1 of [50]. There the proof is in the classical
setting S = Cy(G), but generalizes word by word to the setting of quantum
groups. Let X" (A, B) denote the sub semigroup of trivial Busby maps. Define
the abelian monoid Extg(A, B) as the semigroup quotient:

Extg(A,B) :=Xs(A,B)/X{ (A, B).

We will denote the equivalence class of an extension by [E], and the equiva-
lence class of a Busby mapping by [[]. As an abuse of notation we will make
the identification [Eg] = [S].

An important remark is that in [50], the notation Ext;(A, B) is used for the
subgroup Ex tgol( G)(A,B), the group of invertible elements in Extc, () (4, B). We
use the notation Extg(A, B) for the full extension monoid. The reason for this is
that we will return to these monoids in the more general setting of *-algebras in
Chapter 5 and there the full extension monoid is needed to describe analytical
properties of extensions.

Lemma 3.2.5 (Lemma 3.2 of [50]). An extension [E] € Extg(A,B) is invert-
ible if and only if there exists an operator Fy € #(B,) making (B, Fg) into an
equivariant KK ‘-cycle for A, B, such that B is unitarily equivalent to

1+F 1+F
a'—’QB( 5 E)QB(G)QB( 5 E) (3.5)

The inverse is given by the Busby mapping

1-Fg 1-Fg
a— (g 2 qg(a)qp 2 . (3.6)
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Since the notation of [50] is somewhat different from ours, we present a
proof here. The methods are precisely the same and the generalization from
group to quantum group does not pose any problem.

Proof. Assume that E is a stable equivariant extension of A by B with Busby
mapping f3; : A — Q(B;) which is invertible in Ext¢(A, B). By definition, there
is a mapping 3, : A— Q(B,) and an operator U € .# (B,) such that

U™(B1 @ BIU : .o/ — My ® Q(By)

can be lifted to an equivariant *-homomorphism 7 : .« — M, ® .# (B,). Define
the almost S-invariant operator

1 0
Fp:=U" (o _1)UEM2®//[(BS)

and the Busby mappings

Furthermore, for a € A, we have

1+F;

14 Fp
Fr(@) = (U U*) (B1(0) ® Bo())an (U—U*) _

2

1+F 1+F
= (U572 ) atmtaas (520" ) = )i @aw)

which implies that up to unitary equivalence f3; is a Busby mapping for E.
Similarly, 8, is unitarily equivalent to f3;.

Conversely assume that E has a Busby mapping given as in equation (3.5).
We define f3, as in equation (3.6), if this defines an inverse to 3; we are done.
To prove this, define the operator

1+F;  1-F;
— 2
U:= (I—FE 1+E),

2 2

and the operator
_1+Fg ® 1—Fg

P, :
2 2 2
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They satisfy that gg(U) is an S-invariant symmetry and gz(P,) is an S-invariant
projection. They are related by the equation qz(UP,U) = 1 @ 0. We make the
observation that the Busby maps a — qz(Py7 @ n(a)P,) and a — qg(P,UT &
m(a)UP,) coincides and thus defines the same extension by Proposition 3.2.1.
Since

m(a)®0— UP,U(n(a)® n(a))UP,U € M, ® B

it follows that

[E]+ [Ep,] = [qp o (Po(7 ® m)P,)] = [gp o (UP,U?(1 & m)U?P,U)] =
= [gp o (UP,U(n ® m)UP,U)] = [qg o m & 0] =0.

Theorem 3.2.6. The mapping
[E] — [(B; ® ' (Hs), Fi)]
induces a well defined, natural isomorphism of groups
Ext'(A® 4 (Hs),B ® #(Hg)) = KK4(A, By).
Thus there is a natural isomorphism
Extg'(A® #(Hs),B® #(Hg)) = KK§(A,B).

We will not prove this theorem here. The proof is a straight forward gen-
eralization of the results in [50]. The generalization lies in placing the word
”quantum” in front of every occurrence of the word group.

3.3 Unbounded Kasparov modules and spectral triples

The notion of a Kasparov module has certain computational shortcomings. Sup-
pose that we have an odd zeroth order elliptic pseudo-differential operator F
acting on the graded hermitian vector bundle [E — M. Since F is of order 0 it
will in general be non-local and explicit calculations with F often become quite
nasty. A simpler approach would be to use first order differential operators.
The problem is that they do not extend to L?(E). It requires a somewhat more
technical definition of an unbounded Kasparov module as was done in [2]. At
the end of the day we may go from an unbounded Kasparov module to a Kas-
parov module so it is a finer invariant.
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Suppose that & and &’ are B-Hilbert modules. If X € & is a dense submod-
ule then a B-linear mapping T : X — & is called a densely defined mapping
of Hilbert modules if there exists a dense submodule X* C & and a B-linear
mapping T* : X* — & such that

(Tx,y)er =(x,T*y)p for xeX,yeX".

We will denote Dom T :=X and Dom T* :=X". If T satisfies that 1+ T*T has
dense image we will say that T is a regular mapping of Hilbert modules, see
more in Definition 1.1 of [2].

Definition 3.3.1 (Equivariant unbounded Kasparov module). An unbounded
A— B-Kasparov module is a pair (&, D) of a graded A— B-Hilbert module & and a
regular, odd mapping D on the Hilbert module & satisfying that

1. D is self-adjoint, i.e. D = D*.
2. For all a € A, we have that w(a)(1+D?)™! € #3(&).

3. The *-subalgebra .«f := {a € A: [D, t(a)] extends to a bounded operator}
is dense in A.

If & is a graded S-equivariant A— B-Hilbert module, an unbounded A— B-Kasparov
module (&, D) is called equivariant if the operator

(n®id)(a) (D ®cids — Vo(D ®, 1)V} ), (3.7)
extends to a bounded operator for all a € A.

If a regular operator T satisfies equation (3.7), we say that T is almost
S-invariant. If (T ®¢ idg)Vy = V(T ®4, 1) we say that T is S-invariant.

Compare this definition to Definition 2.1 of [2]. They study the non-
equivariant setting. An unbounded equivariant A— C-Kasparov module will be
referred to as an equivariant spectral triple. What makes the A — C-Kasparov
module to a "triple” is the extra information in .«/, so technically the spectral
triple is (.«/, &, D). Spectral triples where first defined by Connes (see [11]) and
can be viewed as a metric structure on the algebra A. In [47] spectral triples
equivariant with respect to a Hopf algebra where studied, although from a very
algebraic viewpoint.

Proposition 3.3.2 (Proposition 2.2 of [2]). Assume that (&, D) is an unbounded
equivariant Kasparov module. The operator Fy, := D(1+ D%)~'/2 is bounded and
(&, Fp) is an equivariant A — B-Kasparov module.
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Proof from [2]. We need to verify that (&, Fp) is a Kasparov module and that
Fp, satisfies equation (3.2). By definition Fg = Fp and

m(a)(1— Fg) =n(a)(1+D*) ! € #3(&).
For any x € %5(&) we have that
[Fp,x]=[D,x](14+ D324+ D[(1+D?*) "2 x].

We can write (1 + D?)™'/2 as a strictly convergent integral

1 o0
(1+D?)7 12 = —J t712(14+ D%+ t)"1dt.
T
0
So it follows that [Fp, t(a)] is compact if [D, (a)] is bounded. The subalgebra
. C Ais dense, therefore [Fp, w(a)] € #5(&) for all a € A. That Fj, satisfies
equation (3.2) follows by the same reasoning from that D is almost S-invariant.
O

3.4 Kasparov product and KK as a category

One of the things that makes KK-theory into a powerful tool is the Kasparov
product. It is an associative product KKg(A, B) X KKg(B,C) — KKg(A, C) which
is functorial in every possible sense. We will shortly review the definitions of
this product. The construction of the product is a bit technical. The material
in this chapter is based on [26] and it’s equivariant generalizations in [3]. We
refer the reader to the construction there.

Suppose that we are given two S-equivariant Kasparov modules (&, F;) €
Es(A,B), and (&,,F,) € E¢(B,C), let T : A — £(&;) denote the corresponding
representation. Define the morphism t : & — Z:(&;, 8, ®g ;) by t, (x3) :=
X1 ® x5 and

- 0 t
by = (t* 6() € 2:((6, 8 &) & 6,).
X

If we have an operator F € %-(&; ®p &,) such that
[ty Fo @ F] € A (61 ®p &) @ &)
we say that F is an F,-connection for &;.

Definition 3.4.1. An equivariant A—C-Kasparov module (8§, ®5&,,F) € Eg(A, C)
is called a Kasparov product of (&, F;) and (&, F5) if
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1. F is an Fy-connection and

2. for a € A we have that (n(a) ® 1)[F; ® 1,F](n(a*) ® 1) > 0 modulo
Hc (81 ®p &)

We will denote a Kasparov product by (& ®5 &, F1#F5).

Theorem 3.4.2 (Theorem 5.3 of [3]). Given (&;,F;) € E5(A,B) and (&,,F;) €
Es(B, C) there exists a Kasparov product (& ®p &,,F1#F,) € Eg(A,C). The
class [(& ® &, F1#F,)] is uniquely determined by [(&;,F;)] € KKg(A,B) and
[(&2,F2)] € KKs(B, C).

Thus the Kasparov product

KKs(A,B) x KK(B, C) — KKg(A, C),
[(&1,F1)] X [(&2,Fy)] = [(6, ® &, F1#F,)]

is a well defined mapping.

Theorem 3.4.3 (Theorem 5.5 of [3]). The Kasparov product is associative, func-
torial, additive and an identity is given by 1, := [(A,0)] € KKg(A,A). Further-
more, if f : B— D is S-equivariant, a € KKs(A,B), p € KKg(D, C) then

fill@ef=aof"(B) in KKg(AC).

With this as motivation, let KKs denote the category of C*-algebras from
C ;f’r. The morphisms in KKy are given by

MOT'KKS (A,B) = KKs(A,B).

Because of the theorem above, this is a category. The category KK is an addi-
tive category, since the Hom-sets are abelian groups and the Kasparov product
is additive. There exists a functor ¢ : C;k’r — KK which is defined on objects
as t(A) := A and given a morphism u : A— B we define «(u) as the equivariant
A — B-Kasparov module (B, 0) with A-action given by u.

Suppose that € is an additive category. A functor § : C;k’r — € is called
homotopy invariant if §(ug) = F(u;) for homotopic morphisms y, and u,.
The functor § is called a stable functor if there exist a natural isomorphism
FA® A (Hg)) = F(A) forall A e C;’r. If ¢ is an abelian category and if every
split-exact sequence 0 - A— B — C — 0 in C;’r is mapped to a split-exact
sequence 0 — §(A) — F(B) — F(C) — 0 the functor F is called split-exact.
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Theorem 3.4.4 (Theorem 4.4 of [42]). The functor ¢ is the universal homotopy
invariant, stable, split-exact functor in the sense that if § : Cz’r — € is a homotopy,
stable, split-exact functor into an abelian category €, there exists a functor § :
KKg — € such that § =Fgot.

The proof of this theorem can be found in [42]. It consists of an argument
similar to that in [33] where the case S = Cy(G), for a locally compact group
G, was proved. Both arguments consists of showing that morphisms in KK
corresponds to homotopy classes of generalized homomorphisms.

Let Ab72 denote the abelian category of graded abelian groups. For every
D € KK there are associated Hom-functors

KK;(D,—):KKs —Ab”> and KKj(—,D):KKg— Ab”2.

Suppose that we have three objects Mi € Ab”%2 for i = 1,2,3. If we have
graded mappings a : M} — M2, f : M2 — M? and an odd degree mapping

a B Y a . .
y:M? — M/}, such that M} — M? — M> — M/, — M2, is exact, we will

*+1
denote this by a triangle:
M2

W/
v

In fact this class of triangles together with the suspension functor M, — M,
make Ab”2 into a triangulated category. We will return later to more theory
of triangulated categories. In particular we will equip KK with a triangulated
structure. The first step in this direction is the following theorem from [3]:

M;

Theorem 3.4.5 (Theorem 7.2 of [3]). Suppose that the short exact sequence
0 —-A— B — C — 0 is semi-split, then for every D € C;’r this exact sequence
induces triangles in Ab%z:

KK%(A,D) KK:(B,D) and

\[1]\ /

KK:(C,D)

KK:(D,A) KK:(D,B)

\[1]\ /

KKZ(D,C)

Furthermore, if 0 » A— B — C — 0 splits, the degree 1 maps vanishes.
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Recall from Chapter 3.2 that a short exact sequence of S — C*-algebras is
called semi-split if it admits a completely positive, equivariant splitting. The
exact sequences of Theorem 3.4.5 contains six terms. Therefore they are often
referred to as six-term exact sequences.

We define the functor ¥ : KKg — KKg by YA := Cy(R) ® A, where Cy(R)
has the trivial S-coaction. On morphisms a = [(&,F)] € KKs(A,B) we define
Y(a):=[(®Cy(R),F®1)].

Proposition 3.4.6 (Reformulation of Bott periodicity). The functor % satisfies
Y2 = id and there is a natural graded isomorphism

KK$(A £B) =KK™ (A B).

The proof is based on an argument from the proof of Theorem 19.2.1 of

[7].
Proof. Consider the semi-split exact sequence of C*-algebras
0 — Cy(R) — Cy(0,1] = C —0.

This is semi-split since a splitting can be chosen as a cutoff around the point 1.
Given A, B € KKg we may tensor this sequence with B and apply KK¢(A, —). By
Theorem 3.4.5 there is an exact triangle

KK:(A,=B) KK3(A,Co(0,1] ® B)

i _—

KK:(A, B)

If KK(A, Co(0,1]®B) = 0 it follows that the mapping KK;‘H(A,B) — KK4(A,XB)
is an isomorphism. Take a t € [0, 1] and consider the the mapping

7, : Co(0,11® B — Cy(0,1]® B

definedon a f € Cy((0,1],B) = Cy(0,1]®B as 7w, (f)(s) := f(st). Then m; =id
and 1y = 0. It follows that 0 = id, : KK¢(A, Cy(0,1]®B) — KK (A, Cy(0,1]®B)
and KK} (A, Co(0,1] ® B) = 0.

In a similar fashion one can prove that KK¢(XA,B) = KK;H(A,B). It fol-
lows that KK¢(XA,B) = KKg(A, B), therefore ¥ is it’s own adjoint functor.
Since ¥ is it’s own adjoint, it follows by Bott periodicity that %2 = id. O



55 3.5. TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES

An interesting remark is that one may construct an explicit inverse to the
isomorphism KK§+1(A,B) — KK(A,XB) by identifying Cy(R) with the sub-
algebra {a € C(T) : a(1) = 0} € C(T) via a homeomorphism R = T \ {1}
and considering the C*-algebra &, of Toeplitz operators on T with symbols in
Co(IR). These algebras fits into a semi-split exact sequence

0— A — Ty — Co(R) — 0.

If we tensor this semi-split exact sequence with B we obtain a semi-split exten-
sion
0—-B®#* -B®J, — %B—0.

Applying KKg(A, —) to this semi-split exact sequence and using Theorem 3.4.5,
the boundary mapping KK (A, £B) — KK;‘H(A,B) is in fact an inverse. This is
the content of Theorem 19.2.1 of [7]. For an elegant proof of that the mapping
KKg(A,XB) — KK;‘H(A,B) is an isomorphism, see in the proof of Theorem 4.7
of [12]. There the proof consists of showing that for any B the C*-algebra any
homotopy stable functor sends B ® 9, to 0. In our setting, the Yoneda lemma
implies that B® J, = 0.

3.5 Triangulated categories

The viewpoint on KK as a category might seem as nothing more than just a
viewpoint. But the category structure together with a triangulated structure
becomes a powerful tool to study homological algebra for C*-algebras. In this
section we will very shortly review the definition of triangulated categories
and some of their properties. We follow the convention from [35] to place
suspension to the left in triangles. This is equivalent to the definition in [38] of
a triangulated category except that the suspension functor ¥ is replaced by the
de-suspension functor 1.

The material is based on Chapter 1 of Neeman’s book [38]. We follow the
approach of Neeman using the mapping cone axiom instead of the equivalent
octahedral axiom, these results can also be found in [38] and more thoroughly
explained in [39]. As previously remarked, we follow the convention from
[35], placing suspensions to the left in triangles, so our triangulated categories
are triangulated categories in the conventions of [38] if the suspension functor
is replaced by the de-suspension functor. For an easily accessible introduction
to triangulated categories and derived categories, see [23].
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We will throughout this chapter assume that ¥ is an additive category and
that there exist an additive automorphism % of ¥. So ¥ is a suspended category
and we refer to X as the suspension functor.

A sequence of morphisms ¥Z — X — Y — Z is called a candidate triangle
if any composition of morphisms in the sequence is 0. Given two candidate
triangles ©Z - X - Y — Z and ©Z’ —» X’ —» Y’ — Z’ if the three mor-
phisms f : X > X', g:Y - Y’ and h: Z — Z’ makes the following diagram
commutative

27z X Y Z
o
»z' X’ Yy’ z'

we say that f, g,h is a morphism of candidate triangles. If f, g and h are iso-
morphisms we say that they form an isomorphism of candidate triangles. If A
is a class of candidate triangles in T we say that a candidate triangle in A is a
distinguished triangle.

Definition 3.5.1 (Definition 1.1.2 of [38]). The suspended category ¥, equipped
with a class A of candidate triangles, is called a pre-triangulated category if it
satisfies the following axioms:

(TRO) The class A is closed under isomorphism of candidate triangles and the
candidate triangle

0—-X £> X—-0
is distinguished.
(TR1) Any morphism f : X —'Y fits into a distinguished triangle
2Z —-X L Y—>Z.
(TR2) Given two candidate triangles
wzx Ly Lz,
wx vy Nz Nx,
and if one of them is distinguished, so is the other.

(TR3) Ifg:Y - Y and h : Z — Z' are morphisms making the following diagram
commutative

VA X Y Z

gl hl,

pIVA X’ Y’ A
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where the rows are distinguished triangles, there exists an f : X — X'
making the diagram

pIVA X Y Z
o
WA X’ Yy’ z'

into a morphism of candidate triangles.
A distinguished triangle will in short be referred to as a triangle in ¥.

We will sometimes denote a triangle by

W/
Z

The reason for the [1] over the arrow Z — X being that it is an arrow of degree
1, that is, a morphism ©Z — X.

The very useful Remark 1.1.3 from [38] states that the condition on the
members of A to be candidate triangles is redundant. If A is a class of se-
quences ©XZ — X — Y — Z satisfying the axioms (TRO0),(TR2) and (TR3) is
automatically a class of candidate triangles. So when defining the class of tri-
angles in a pre-triangulated category it is not needed that they are candidate
triangles.

If ¥ is a pre-triangulated category, so is it’s dual T°? with suspension functor
—2. The triangles in T°P are the triangles dual to those in .

X

Y.

Definition 3.5.2 (Definition 1.1.7 of [38]). Let € denote an abelian category.
A covariant functor H : € — € is said to be homological if for every triangle
¥»Z — X — Y — Z the sequence

H(X) — H(Y) — H(Z)

is exact in €. If H : ¥°° — € is homological, we say that H is a cohomological
functor on %.

The motivation for this terminology is that we may define H,,(X) := H(X"X)
for n € 7. So we obtain a functor H, : ¥ — ¢” and a triangle in ¢”:

H*—i—l(Z) - H*(X) - H*(Y) - H*(Z)
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Lemma 3.5.3 (Lemma 1.1.10 of [38]). If X € ¥ the functors Hom<(X,—) and
Homs(—,X) are homological respectively cohomological.

The proof of this lemma is a rather straight forward application of Axiom
(TR3) and can be found in [38]. The next proposition is a consequence of this
lemma and the five lemma for abelian categories. Again the proof can be found
in [38].

Proposition 3.5.4 (Proposition 1.1.20 of [38]). Suppose that we have a mor-
phism of triangles

>z X Y V4
o
pIWAL X’ Yy’ z'

If two of the morphisms f, g and h are isomorphisms, then so is the third.

If we are given a mapping f : Y — Z and use Axiom (TR1) to complete this
to a triangle ¥Z — X — Y — Z then X is determined up to an isomorphism,
which in general is not canonical. This follows since if X’ is another choice we
may use Axiom (TR3) to complete the diagram

27z X Y zZ
o
PWAL X’ Yy’ z'

with a morphism f : X — X’ which by Proposition 3.5.4 is an isomorphism.

Corollary 3.5.5 (Proposition 1.2.1 of [38]). Suppose that we have a set A and
for each A € A a triangle ©.Z, — X, — Y; — Z,. If the direct products ]_[AGAXA,
[ Lica Yo and [ [,c Za exists in T the candidate triangle

b (l_[zl) -[Tx-T]n-112
AEA AEA AEA AEA

is distinguished. Similarly, ff the direct sums | [,c, X5 [Len Yo and [1;c4 22
exists in T the following candidate triangle is distinguished

2(]_[21) S o= [~ ]2

AEA AEA AEA AEA
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We now turn back to the candidate triangles. Let CT (%) denote the cate-
gory of candidate triangles, with morphisms being morphisms of candidate tri-
angles. This is an additive category in the usual operations by Corollary 3.5.5.
The suspension functor ¥ induces an additive automorphism 5. on CT (%) by
defining

[z x5y L7z] - [mox vy 2z X

The full subcategory T (%) of triangles is closed under 32 by Axiom (TR2). We
are now going to define the mapping cone of a morphism of candidate triangles

w u v
»Z X Y Z
Zhl fl gl hl- (3.8)
vz M x Yy Y,

The mapping cone is defined to be the candidate triangle

-u 0 -v 0 -2 'w 0
f w g u h v
- SYeX —— 709y ——M =

Suppose that the morphisms f, g,h in equation (3.8) is a morphism of tri-
angles. Then we say that f, g,h is a good morphism if the mapping cone in
equation (3.9) is a triangle.

Xexz > xez. (3.9

Definition 3.5.6 (Triangulated category). Suppose that ¥ is a pre-triangulated
category. It is said to satisfy the mapping cone axiom if for every commutative
diagram

27z X Y Z
T
PWA X’ Y’ z'

w u v

»Z X Y Z
I
w7 M x Yy Y

into a good morphism of triangles. A pre-triangulated category satisfying the
mapping cone axiom is called a triangulated category.
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It is shown in [39] that a pre-triangulated category satisfy the mapping
cone axiom if and only if it satisfies the octahedral axiom. The content of
the octahedral axiom goes beyond the scope of this thesis, but it is a more
commonly used axiom that one requires for a pre-triangulated category to be a
triangulated category. It is necessary in the construction of Verdier quotients of
a triangulated category by a triangulated subcategory.

Definition 3.5.7 ([23]). Suppose that ¥, and ¥, are triangulated categories.
An additive functor F : ¥, — T, is called triangulated if there exist a natural
transformation of additive functors T : F¥; — X5F such that if ©Z Lx57 5
Z is a triangle, the candidate triangle

F F F
wFZ 25 px S5 Fy S5 Rz
is distinguished.

Suppose that we are given two triangulated functors F,G : ¥; — ¥,. Then
a natural transformation of additive functors u : F — G is called a morphism
of triangulated functors if the following square of natural transformation com-
mutes
TF
FY> —— YF

[.,LZl Z‘ul .
TG
G — 2G

If there exists a triangulated functor and F’ : T, — T, such that FF/ and F'F are
isomorphic to the identity functors on the corresponding category we say that
F is a triangulated equivalence. We will state a lemma concerning triangulated
equivalences, it’s proof can be found in [23].

Lemma 3.5.8 (Lemma 8.2 of [23]). A triangulated functor is a triangulated
equivalence if and only if it is an equivalence of categories.

3.6 The triangulated structure on KK

In this section we will construct a triangulated structure on KKg. This has been
done previously in [42] using generalized homomorphisms. We will use the
somewhat more suggestive approach of proving the mapping cone axiom via
the groups Extg 1(A,B). Although all proofs in this section are new, they are
very much inspired by [35].
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Recall that the functor 2 : KKg — KK is defined as A := Cy(R) ®A, where
Co(R) has the trivial S-coaction. The suspension functor 3 satisfies XA = A
naturally by Bott periodicity (Proposition 3.4.6). So we may, after doing certain
tricks, consider 3 as an automorphism of KKg. This trick involves considering
the category ﬁs consisting of pairs (A, n) where n € 7Z and defining morphisms
by

Morgg, ((A,n),(B,m)) := KKg(=I""™A, B).

Because of Bott periodicity, we may instead work with ¥ as an automorphism
in the notationally simpler category KK.

Let f : B— C be a surjection in C;’r. The mapping cone of f is defined as
C(f):={b®ceB®Cy(0,1],C): f(b)=c(1)}.

The mapping cone C(f) is given the S-coaction induced from those on B and C.
Since B and C has continuous, reduced coaction, so does C(f ). The embedding
%.C — C(f) induces a semi-split exact sequence

0—%C— C(f)—B —0.

If we define A := ker f, we obtain mapping A — C(f), a — a & 0. This
mapping makes the following diagram commutative:

A B C
I
c(f) B C

A short exact sequence 0 - A — B LN C — 0in C;’r is said to be admissible
if the mapping A — C(f) induces an isomorphism in KKs. Notice that this
requirement is necessary to obtain a triangulated structure on KK, because of
the remarks after Proposition 3.5.4.

Lemma 3.6.1. If the short exact sequence 0 - A — B — C — 0 is semi-split, it is
admissible.

Proof. By Theorem 3.4.5, for a given D € KK the functors KK¢(—,D) and
KKg4(D,—) maps semi-split exact sequences to six-terms exact sequences. By
comparing the six-term exact sequences of 0 - A — B — C — 0 with those of
the semi-split exact sequence 0 — %C — C(f) — B — 0, the Yoneda lemma
implies that C(f) = A. O
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Now we are ready to define the set of distinguished triangles. Consider a

sequence of arrows A’ — B’ LN KKg. This sequence forms a distinguished

. . . . g f
triangle if there exists an admissible short exact sequence 0 »A—-B — C — 0

in C§ and KKg-isomorphisms A — A’, B — B’ and C — C’ making the following
diagram commutative:

A B
N

The sequence A’ — B’ . ¢ canbe completed to a candidate triangle

wo' Lasp Lo

by taking y € KKg(xC’,A’) as the image of the *-homomorphism ©C — C(f)
under the isomorphism

KKs(XC,C(f)) 2 KK4(ZC,A) ZKKy(nC',A).

Lemma 3.6.2. The triangle *.C — A — B — C is exact if and only if the rotated
sequence ©.B — ©.C — A — B is a triangle.

Proof. We may assume that it is given by an admissible exact sequence

0—>A—>BL>C—>O

in C;’r, because of the definition of an exact triangle. The mapping cone con-
struction defines a short exact sequence in C;’r

0—-XC—C(f)—=B—0.

Since C(f) — B allows a completely positive linear splitting, Lemma 3.6.1 im-
plies that this exact sequence is admissible. By assumption A= C(f ), therefore
the exactness of the second triangle in the statement follows from exactness of
the first. The converse follows by Bott periodicity. O

Lemma 3.6.3. Any morphism a € KK(A, B) fits into an exact triangle. Further-
more after stabilization by # (Hg), the 0-degree maps in the rotated triangle

SA® H (Hg) =% $B @ # (Hs) ® H — E — A® # (Hg)

may be choosen as equivariant *-homomorphisms.
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Proof. Take an a € KKg(A, B). The isomorphism in Theorem 3.2.6 allows us to
represent the mapping a by a short exact sequence

0—IB® A (Hg)® # —E—A® #(Hg) — 0.

Due to the stabilization ¢ (Hg), a mild generalization of Theorem 8.1 from
[50] using Baaj-Skandalis duality, implies that this short exact sequence admits
an equivariant completely positive splitting. So by Lemma 3.6.2 it is admissible
and thus gives an exact triangle

LB ® A (Hs)® A E.

~
[Za]\ /

A® # (H)

with the 0-degree maps being equivariant *-homomorphisms. Using Lemma
3.6.2 and the natural isomorphisms BQ # (Hs) ® # =B and A® X (Hg) = A
we can rotate the triangle to obtain

E——A.
b
B
([

Lemma 3.6.4. Assume that h € KK4(C,C’) and g € KK¢(B,B’) makes the fol-
lowing diagram commutative:

e A B
gl hl . (3.10)
e A B’ c’

and the rows are admissible extensions. Then there exists an f € KKg(A,A")
completing the diagram to a morphism of triangles:

B C
Ehl fl gl hl. (3.11D)
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Proof. We may assume that the algebras are stable and represent the diagram
(3.10) by a diagram of S — C*-algebras with exact rows and columns:

0 0
0 A TB’ =c’ 0
Eg Ec
0 A B c 0
0 0

Since an extension is determined by it’s Busby mapping, we may assume that
there exists equivariant *-homomorphisms

Bg:B—Q(XB’) and B;:C —Q(EC’)
such that

EB:{bGBXEB@-%(ZB/):qZB/(X):ﬁB(b)} and

Ec={c®yeC& #(=C"):qsc(y) = Bc(c)}

Define a mapping Ez — E by extending B — C and B’ — C’. The five lemma
implies that the mapping Ez — E is surjective. Defining E4 to be the kernel of
this mapping and extending the mappings A — B and A’ — B’ we obtain a new
commuting diagram of S — C*-algebras with admissible columns and all but the
second row admissible:
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0 0 0

0 A SB’ palel 0

0 E, Eg Ec 0

0 A B C 0
0 0 0

The mapping $A” — E, is a well defined injection since A’ C Ey and is mapped
to 0 in E;, thus we have the inclusion ¥A’ C E,. The mapping E, — A is induced
by the mapping Ez — B and is well defined, since .C’ — E is injective. Finally
it follows that E, — A is surjective from the horizontal exactness at ©B’ in the
diagram.

This implies that if we take f to be the image of [E,] under the isomorphism
Ext;'(A TA) = KKg(A,A) this completes the diagram (3.10) into a morphism
of triangles. O

Lemma 3.6.5. The choice of the morphism f in the proof of Lemma 3.6.4 com-
pletes the diagram (3.10) into a good morphism of triangles.

Proof. Consider the diagram (3.11) and it's mapping cone triangle
A®xC' -BoA - C®B —»TA®C'. (3.12)

Let us prove that this sequence is isomorphic to the mapping cone triangle of
the morphism B@® A" — C & B’. The morphism y : B&A’ — C & B’ can be
represented by the matrix
— 0
Y = ( /5 /) 5
g —a

where 3 :B — C and a’ : A’ — B’ are *-homomorphisms. Let us represent this
morphism by an admissible extension, and thus explicitly describing a mapping
cone. The *-homomorphism B — C can in KKg be expressed by an invertible
extension

0—-%XC—Eg—B—0
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and similarly the *-homomorphism A" — B’ by an invertible extension
0—>%XB -E,—>A —0.

As a linear space we have the equality Eg = B @ ZC but the multiplication is
given by
(bdc)b' ®c)=bb"® (cc’ + B(b)’ +cB(b))

and similarly E,, = A’ @ ¥.B’ as a linear space. Therefore there exists operators
Fg € #(XC) and Fy € M (%B’) defining the extensions as in Lemma 3.2.5,
they can be defined by

Fg:=202-1g, respectively Fy :=202-1g,. (3.13)
So the mapping cone of vy is isomorphic to the admissible extension
0—(ZC®%B)®M; - E, -B®A —0,

where the mapping cone E, can be expressed by a sum in X(B A, (ZCa®
¥B’) ® M) represented by the S — C*-algebra

E,=Eg®Ey ®Ez +(ZC & LB)® M.

To show that the sequence (3.12) is a triangle we prove that there is an
isomorphism E, = A® %C’. Represent the morphisms %h : ¥C — %C’ and
g : B — B’ by essential Kasparov modules (&, F,) respectively (&,,F,). We
may choose the Kasparov modules (&, F,) and (&, F,) to be essential by an
argument similar to that of Lemma 3.3 of [33]. Define the S-equivariant E, —
A® %n.C’-Hilbert bimodule & as

& = (((Eg ®; B) ®,4) ® £C ®y &, ®5 C' ) P
D (2B &y #(8,,B)) ®,A® (TB' ®5c ZC)) P
D (((E; ®5 B) ®,4) ® B’ ®5,¢/ £C')) =
=(((Eg ®5 B) ®4A) ® £B' ®5p H (6, TB') @4 A®
o ((E; ®; B) ®,4)) D
P (2C ®5c & ®5c C’' @ TB' @5/ £C'®
® B’ ®5c ZC')

The first linear decomposition defines the left E, -action on &; and the second
decomposition defines the right A @& %C’-action. The second decomposition
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defines the A ® XC’-valued scalar product on & in the obvious way. An almost
S-equivariant Kasparov operator for this bimodule is given by

F, = (Fﬁ ®F; @FB) D (F @Fy ®F,),
where Fj is chosen as in equation (3.13) but for the extension Eg. If [(&;,F;)] €
KKS(Ey,AGBZC’ ) is an isomorphism we are done, so let us construct it’s inverse.
Similarly to above we associate to the x-homomorphisms 3’ : B’ — C’ and
a :A— B extensions Eg respectively E, and Kasparov operators as in equation
(3.13) Fg and F,,. Define the A® XC’ — E,-Hilbert bimodule
8 =((A®,(E, ®3 Ep)) ® (A®, 8, ®p E) ® (A®, (E, ®5 Ep))) €D
P ((=C’ @5 #(8, EC") ®5c Eg) @ (EC’ ®5cr TB) @ (EC’ ® Ep)) =
= ((A ®a (E, ®p Eg)) ® (BC’ ®xcr H (6, £C”) ®xc Eﬁ)) EB
D (4848, ®5 E) & (2C" @3¢ =B)) €D
P (A®4(E, ®5 Ep)) @ (EC' ® Ep)).

Here the first linear decomposition defines the left A@® YC’-action and the sec-
ond the right E, -action and the scalar product. Define the Kasparov operator
on &, in the second decomposition as

Fy:=(F, ®F;)® (F,®Fp) ® (F, ©F3).
It follows directly from the definitions that
&1 @uaxc' €2 =E, and & @y 6 =A0 xc’.

It is straightforward to verify that F;#F, = 0 and F,#F; = 0 are well defined
Kasparov products. So

[(&1,F1)] o [(&2,F2)] = [(E,,0)] =idg ~ and
[(&2,F2)] 0 [(61,F1)] = [(A® =C',0)] = idpgxc-
We may conclude that E, £A® %C’ in KKg. O

Theorem 3.6.6. The category KK is triangulated.

Proof. The triangles in KK satisfy Axiom (TRO) by definition. In Lemma 3.6.2
Axiom (TR2) was proved and in Lemma 3.6.3 Axiom (TR1) was shown to hold.
By Lemma 3.6.4 KK satisfies Axiom (TR3), since every triangle is isomorphic
to an admissible extension. So KKj is a pre-triangulated category. By Lemma
3.6.5 the mapping cone axiom is satisfied in KKg. O
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Theorem 3.6.7 (Baaj-Skandalis duality). The functor x,.S : Cg" — " induces
a triangulated equivalence Jg : KKg — KKs.
Proof. We have already defined Jg on objects in Proposition 2.3.7 and on mor-

phisms in Theorem 3.1.8. To prove that Jg is covariant, take a = [(§%,F,)] €
KK¢(B,C)and 8 = [(é’ﬁ,Fﬁ)] € KK(A, B). There is a natural isomorphism

EP X, S ®py s 6%, S = (6P ®56Y) %, S

so Js(aoB) can be represented by ((6° ®5 &%) X,.S,Fg ®1#F,®1) as Kasparov
module. Thus

Js(aoB)=[((6° ® 6*) %, S,Fs ® 1#F, ® 1)].
On the other hand, up to homotopy Fg ® 1#F, ® 1 = (Fg#F,) ® 1. So
Js(@)Js(B) = [(6° %, S ®py,s 6% X, S, Fg ® 1#F, ® 1)] = Js(a o ).

To prove that Jg is triangulated, we use Lemma 3.6.3 and the definition
of the triangles in KKy to reduce this statement to that C(Js((a)) = JsC(a)
for every equivariant *-homomorphism a. This statement holds by a straight
forward check of the definition of a mapping cone. The functor J is an equiva-
lence by Theorem 3.1.8 since JgJs(A) ~; A by Theorem 2.3.9 and Proposition
2.3.6. |



Chapter 4

Twists in KK-theory

In this chapter we will show that the triangulated category KK is independent
of twist. This twist equivalence is used to show that the Baum-Connes property
for torsion-free discrete quantum groups is stable under twist. We will also
generalize the Pimsner-Voiculescu triangle to actions of duals of connected,
compact Lie groups. Using twist invariance of KKg the generalized Pimsner-
Voiculescu triangle also holds for twists of duals of connected, compact Lie
groups. The motivation for studying these triangles is that in the analogue
of the Baum-Connes conjecture for discrete quantum groups the generalized
Pimsner-Voiculescu triangles gives compactly induced simplicial approximation
for the types of compact quantum groups arising as duals of twists of coactions
of compact, connected Lie groups.

In the last section we will look at a particular type of equivariant Kasparov
modules coming from equivariant spectral triples over classical quantum ho-
mogeneous spaces. The situation there is similar to that of a Dirac operator on
a homogeneous space. We show that in the right setting this type of equivariant
spectral triple may be twisted to a new spectral triple in a way that implements
the twist equivalence of KK-categories.

4.1 Equivalences of KK-categories

For locally compact groups G the category KK¢ is well studied. We also have
Baaj-Skandalis duality KKg = KKz to describe quantum duals. But here the
classical results come to an end. What we will do in this section is to show that
for a twist & there is an equivalence KK, = KKg. The construction of this
equivalence consists of showing that the twisting of a dual coaction induces a
functor on KKg. So if & only is a cocycle twist this construction does not work.

69



Equivariant KK-theory and twists 70

Theorem 4.1.1 (Twist equivalence). Let S be a regular, reduced locally compact
quantum group and & a twist of S. Then there is an equivalence of triangulated
categories

Qg 1 KKs = KK;, .

Proof. Since the Baaj-Skandalis functor KKz — KK is an equivalence by The-
orem 3.6.7, it is sufficient to define Q4 on objects of the form A, X, S for
Ay € KKz and morphisms of the form [(& %, §,F ® 1)] for S-equivariant Kas-
parov modules (&,F). Let Az denote the C*-algebra A with the coaction AA‘?
defined by equation (2.12) and define Q #(A) := A4. By Proposition 2.4.5 the
coaction on A4 is continuous and by Proposition 2.3.7 it is reduced. Therefore
Ag is a well defined object in KK, .

We take two objects A=Ay X, S, B=By X, S € KKs. Then a € KKs(A,B)
can be represented by an S-equivariant A — B-Kasparov module (§, %, S,F ® 1)
for an S-equivariant A, — B,-Kasparov module (&,,F). We let & := &, X, S
and by 7 : A — £(&) denote the S-equivariant representation that induces an
A-module structure on &.

The coaction Ay : & = Ms(E ®S) is defined as

Ag ,5(E®D) = (t; ®id)Ag(b).
We twist this coaction to A? 18— Ms(E®Sg) as
AZ(£®b):=(t: ®id)A7 (b).

Let &5 denote the Hilbert module & with the coaction AZ. By definition &5
is an Sg-equivariant Bg-Hilbert module and the S-equivariant representation
7 induces an Sg -equivariant representation 74 : Ag — £(8z). Let V €
%(6®p(B®S),&®S) denote the unitary defined by Vit, = Ag(y) for y €6,
see more in Proposition 2.3.4. To show that F®1 satisfies the conditions making
(6%,F ® 1) into an equivariant A4z — B-Kasparov module we observe that the
unitary Vg € (87 ®3p, (Bz ® Sz), 65 ® Sz) defined by Vg t, = A7 (x) for
X € &z is given by Vy = Ad(idg, ® #) o V. Since F ® 1 is S-invariant and
invariant under Ad(idg ® &) it follows that (65,F ® 1) is an Sz-equivariant
Ag4 — Bg-Kasparov module. Hence, the morphism Qz(a) := [(6%,F ® 1)] €
KK, (Az,Bg) is well defined.

To show that Qg4 is a functor, take KKg-morphisms a : A— B, 8 : B —
C and represent them by Kasparov modules (£%,F,) and (é”ﬁ,Fﬂ). We may
assume that they are of the form % = ¢ %, S, F, = F/, ® 1 for an Ay — By-
Kasparov module (&5, F,,) and similarly for 8. Then &*®e&P = (&5 ®p, é”f) X, S
SO

Boa=[((63® &) %, 8,F,®1#F; ®1)].
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Since Q#(f8 o @) can be represented by ((&; ®p, é”oﬁ) X, §,F0’t ® 1#Fé ®1) as
Kasparov module it is clear that

Qr(Boa)=| (65 ®5,65),8) F,@1#F;01].

But if we construct F, ® 1#F ;3, ® 1 as a Kasparov product for &* ®5 &P it will

also be a Kasparov product for g ®g_ gg because of Ad(id g, ® & )-invariance
of F/®1 andF,’3 ®1. So

Qs (BIQs(a) = [(62 ®5, 65),F, ® 1#F; ® 1)] =Qz(f o ).

As a result, we have constructed a covariant functor Q4 : KKg — KKg,_ so
what remains to be proven is that Qg is a triangulated equivalence. We con-
sider the functor Qg+ : KK, — KKjg constructed in the same way but viewing
F* as a twist of S5 as in equation (2.11). The functors Q4 and Q4+ satisfies
that Q 2+Q 4 and Q #Q 4+ are naturally isomorphic to the identity functors. That
the isomorphisms are natural follows from that the Baaj-Skandalis functor is
an equivalence. Since Q ; commutes with mapping cones of *-homomorphisms
ApX,.S — By, S we can conclude that Q ; is triangulated by Lemma 3.6.3. [

Corollary 4.1.2. There exists a commutative diagram of triangulated categories
with arrows being triangulated equivalences

KKy —22, KKs,
Jsl ljsﬁl “4.1)
Qs

KK; —— KKg;

Furthermore, there is a natural isomorphism Q (A) = A in KK if A has trivial
S-coaction.

Proof. The commutative diagram determines Q4 so what needs to be proven
is that Q#(A) = A in KKg; if A has trivial coaction. This is a consequence of
TTT-duality since there are natural Morita equivalences

Qz(A) ~y Js,QzJ5(A) =A® (S5 X, S5) ~y A.
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4.2 Twists and the Baum-Connes property

In this section we study the generalization of the Baum-Connes property to
torsion-free, discrete quantum groups defined in [34]. Using that the property
of being torsion-free is twist-invariant, together with twist equivalence of KK,
we are able to show that the Baum-Connes property is independent of taking
twists.

Since the Baum-Connes property is a property of triangulated categories
and KKg = KK by Baaj-Skandalis duality the Baum-Connes property for S
may be formulated as a property in KKg. This is done just as in [34]. Let
7 : KK — KKz denote the functor that map a C*-algebra to a S — C*-algebra
with trivial coaction and 6% it's image. We define (6 .45) to be the localizing
subcategory generated by € .#¢5. An object in KKg which is Baaj-Skandalis
dual to an object in (¥ .#4) is called compactly induced. Define the localizing
subcategory

€65 :={A€KK;:AX,S5=0inKK}.

Theorem 4.2.1 (Theorem 5.4 of [34]). For any discrete quantum group S the
pair ({6 #g), € 6s) is complementary.

Now, we let Fg : KKg — Ab”/?”: denote the K-theory functor A — K, (A). Let
ILFg denote the derived functor of Fg with respect to 66 5. Existence of the
derived functor ILFs is proven in [34]. The natural transformation ug : LFg —
Fs is called the assembly map.

Definition 4.2.2. If S is a torsion-free discrete quantum group, then S is said to
satisfy the Baum-Connes property if the assembly map is an isomorphism.

Theorem 4.2.3. Let S be a torsion-free, discrete quantum group and & a twist.
If S satisfies the Baum-Connes property, then so does S 5.

The Baum-Connes property for the twisted quantum group makes sense,
since by Theorem 2.7.3 twists of torsion-free, discrete quantum groups are
torsion-free.

Proof. Consider the functor F(A) := LFg(Q4+(A)) defined for A € KKE;. The
assembly map ug induces a natural transformation fi : F — Fg_ by the compo-
sition

LF(Qg+(A)) = Fs(Qz+(A)) = Fs,, (A),
where t}~1e last isomorphism comes from the isomorphism Q4+(A) = A in KK.
Clearly F satisfies the following properties:
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1. F is a homological functor commuting with direct sums.
2. The natural transformation fi is an isomorphism on objects from (6 45 ).
3. F vanishes on €Cs,-

The first property follows from that ILF is homological and commutes with
direct sums. The second and the third property is a consequence of that

Qr-((655,))=(695) and Qu(6s,)=C%s.

By Proposition 5.6 of [34] these three properties for F and i implies that F is a
left derived functor of Fs_ and that (i coincides with the assembly map for S.
By construction, {i is an isomorphism if ug is. O

4.3 The generalized PV-triangle for duals of compact
Lie groups and their twists

We now move on to studying the situation of actions of the dual of a compact,
connected Lie group G. In this chapter we will denote KK¢ := KK¢, ) and

KKG = KKcx(g)- First we begin by some motivation coming from the easiest
case of G being a torus so G = Z". Let Co(R") be given a Z"-action from
translations and consider the equivariant evaluation mapping [ : Co(R") —
Co(Z™). Tt gives an Z"-equivariant short exact sequence

0 — SCo(7Z") — Co(R™) - Co(ZM) — .

The strong Baum-Connes conjecture for 7 implies that Co(R) = ©C in KK”
via the Dirac morphism. This exact sequence induces an exact triangle in KK%"
which after using the isomorphism Cy(R) = ZC and rotation 3n + 1 steps to
the left becomes

S Co(ZM) Co(Z")

W
C.

Applying the Baaj-Skandalis duality functor we obtain the exact triangle in
KK™

DHE(D (D) (4.2)



Equivariant KK-theory and twists 74

This triangle can be used to construct a Pimsner-Voiculescu triangle for Z"-
actions. We will use this triangle to generalize the Pimsner-Voiculescu triangle
to actions of duals of compact, connected Lie groups and twists of them. Let G
be a compact, connected Lie group with maximal torus T of rank n. The em-
bedding T < G induces a triangulated functor I nd? : KKT — KKS. Applying
the triangulated functor I ndf to the triangle (4.2) we obtain the exact triangle
in KK¢

2C(G) —» T IC(T\G) — C(T\G) — C(G).
To be able to see the importance of this triangle we need a lemma to describe
C(T\G) in KK®. Recall that a compact group G is said to satisfy the Hodgkin
condition if G is connected and 7t;(G) is torsion-free.

Lemma 4.3.1. Assume that G is a compact Lie group satisfying the Hodgkin
condition. We let w denote the Weyl group of G, then

c(T\¢)=c™ in KKC.

Observe that the condition on G is precisely that G is torsion-free! The less
precise statement C(T\G) = CF for some k is stated and proved in [35]. We
will review a conceptually important part of the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [35]
and use a result from [48] showing that k = |w| which proves Lemma 4.3.1.

Proof. Let Ry denote the representation ring of T and R that of G. Observe
that R; = KKT(C,C) and Rg = KKY(C, C). By [48] it holds that Ry is free of
rank |w| over R, as soon as 7t1(G) is torsion-free. If & denotes the localizing
subcategory of KK¢ generated by C and C(T\G) then Lemma 11 of [35] states
that given any A € & the natural homomorphism

Ry ®g, KK9(A,C) — KK (Res$(A),©)

is an isomorphism. Here Res? : KKY — KKT is the restriction functor. Thus the
representable functor on &

A— KK9(A,C") 2 Ry @ KKC(A, T)
coincides with the representable functor
A— KK (ResS(A), C) 2 KK (A, C(T\G)).

The last isomorphism is a consequence of the fact that the induction functor
I nd? is the right adjoint of the restriction functor Res? . So the Yoneda lemma
implies that C(T\G) = C™! in & and, since & is full, also in KKC. O
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Corollary 4.3.2. If G is a compact Lie group of rank n satisfying the Hodgkin
condition, there is an exact triangle in KK of the form

sriohl od 4.3)

o

C(G).

We now assume that A has a coaction of C*(G) and let Ay := A, G. Let
us consider the tensor product of the exact triangle (4.3) with Ay and we equip
every term with the diagonal G-action. This procedure gives an exact triangle
in KK¢

TCo(G)®A, — =" IC @A, —» C™ ®A, — C(G) ® A,.

Again applying Baaj-Skandalis duality functor (see Theorem 3.6.7) we obtain
in KK©

»lovig A cveA (4.4)

\[1]\ /

(C(G)®Ay) X, G.

Given B € KKz we will by t4(B) € KK denote the C*-algebra with trivial
S-coaction.

Lemma 4.3.3. Let B be a G-C*-algebra. Then there exists a G-equivariant -
isomorphism
(Co(G)®B) X, G = ta(B) ®(Co(G) %, G).

Proof. We will use the classical definition of a crossed product as a closure of
(Co(G) ®%8 B) ®¢ C.(G) when we construct the isomorphism in the lemma.
Let a : G — Aut(B) denote the G-action on B. We define

12 (CO(G) ®B) Ay G—B® (CO(G) Ay G)
on the dense subspace (Co(G) ®¢ B) @€ C.(G) as

¢((f1 ® b) ® f2)(g1,82) := a,1(b) ® (f1 ® f2)(81, 82)-

This is easily seen to be a bounded *-homomorphism so it extends to a mapping
(Co(G)®B) X, G — B®(Cy(G) X, G). It is an isomorphism since an inverse
can be defined on the dense subspace B ®¢ ((C,(G) ®*€ C.(G)) by

e 1 (b® (fi ® £2))(81,82) = f1(g1)ag, (b)f2(82)-

The equivariance is clear. O
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Theorem 4.3.4. Assume that G is compact Lie group of rank n satisfying the
Hodgkin condition with Weyl group w and that A € KK . Then there is an exact
triangle in KK¢

wlovig A cveA

\[1]\ /

ta(Ax, G).

Proof. Apply Lemma 4.3.3 to the G-algebra A X, G the final term in equation
(4.4) becomes

ta(Ax, G)® (Co(G) X, G) = ta(Ax, G)® (Co(G) X, G).
After an application of Takesaki-Takai duality
Co(G)X, G=Cx,.Gx.G=C
the theorem follows. O

The restriction that 7,(G) is required to be torsion-free can be loosened.
If 771(G) has torsion, some terms from the torsion group of 7,(G) arise in the
isomorphism in Proposition 4.3.1. We let G* denote the universal covering Lie
group of G. Since 7,(G) is central in G" there is an exact sequence of Lie
groups
1-m(G)—»G"—>G—1.

We define the Lie group G/ := G*/71(G) free Which will be connected since G
is. So if Z := m,(G),,, there is an exact sequence of Lie groups

1-Z->6 -G6-1. (4.5)

Since Z is discrete and central in G/, G/ will have the same rank as G. If we
let T denote the maximal torus of G/ we will have an isomorphism C(T\G/) =
C™l in KKY .
The quotient mapping G/ — G induces a triangulated functor I ndgf :
KKS — KK by
Indg' (A) = (A%, G) %, .

The notation [ ndgf is inspired by the imprimitivity results of [51].
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Theorem 4.3.5. If G is a compact, connected Lie group of rank n and A € KK G
there is an exact triangle in KK 6!

=1eM @ 1ndS' (4) @ 1mdS (4)

\[1]\ /

ter (AX, G).

Proof. Applying Theorem 4.3.4 to the G/ -algebra I ndg"f (A) we obtain the exact
triangle

=1eM @ 1ndS' (4) v @ 1mdS (4)

\[1]\ _—

tor(IndS' (A) %, G).

Baaj-Skandalis duality implies that tgs (Indgf (A)x,GN) X tar(Ax,G) in KKY .
O

All these concepts behave well when twisting. Although we need to as-
sume that the twist comes from a twist of the covering Gf. If Z is a twist of
C*(G’) the universal map C*(G/) — C*(G) induces a twist & of C*(G). The
subgroup Z C G/ is central, therefore the mapping C*(G/) 7 — C'(G)g isa
morphism of quantum groups. Similarly to the classical setting we can define
the triangulated functor
G% . G &, s eay . - f
Inngz :KK"? - KK”#, as Indég(A) =(AX,Gz) X, G-

Corollary 4.3.6. Assume that G is a compact, connected Lie group of rank n and
- . af
that F is a twist of C*(G/). For A€ KK? there is an exact triangle in KK®#

Af Af
51 @ Ind, (A) CM @ Ind;? (A) (4.6)
F F

T —

Q#(C)® tG;(A X, Gg).

(1]

Proof. By a similar reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 4.3.5 the functor
Af
Gl

Ind Gﬁ allows us to assume that G = G/. By Theorem 4.1.1 there is a trian-
7

gulated equivalence Qg : KKC® — KK , since C*(G) is regular. Thus it is
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sufficient to prove the statement for A = Q4(B) for B € KK G, Applying the
functor Q4 to the exact triangle for B given by Theorem 4.3.4 we obtain the
exact triangle in KK 7

wlovi g A cvlgA

\[1]\ /

Qzte(B X, G).

View Z* as a twist of C*(G4) which is possible by the remarks after Theorem
2.4.4. By Corollary 4.1.2 we have the identity Qﬁ*Jég =JzQz+. SO

BX,G=JzQz:(A)=Qqs(AX,Ggz).

Therefore
Qz(ta(Bx,G) = Qs(C)®tg, (AX, Gg).

|
Observe that Q4(C) = C in KK. So a direct corollary of Corollary 4.3.6

in the simplest case that G is torsion-free follows from an application of the
forgetful functor ¢ : KK Y7 — KK to the triangle (4.6) giving a triangle

yi-loivl g A CvleA in KK.

\[1]\ /

AX,.Gg.

Corollary 4.3.7. If G is torsion-free and Z is a twist of G then for every A € KKC~
and D € KK there are six-term exact sequences in Ab%2:

KK 1(C"l® A, D) KK*(C"'®A,D) and

[1]\ /

KK*(Ax, G4,D)

KK 1(D,C™ @ A) KK*(D,C" @A)

\[1]\ /

KK*(D,A%, Gg)
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4.4 Spectral triples on quantum homogeneous spaces

Our aim in this section is to describe how the twist equivalence of Theorem
4.1.1 acts on the finer level of spectral triples for a special class of quantum
homogenous spaces. Our methods will however not work for cocycle twists,
since we can not describe the left regular representation of a cocycle twist as
in Theorem 2.4.3 for twists. Twists of the Dirac operator on a compact, simply
connected Lie group has previously been studied in [41]. They worked on a
very algebraic level in the algebraic part of the discrete dual.

We will study the special class of classical quantum homogeneous spaces
satisfying some technical conditions which is always satisfied for amenable and
coamenable quantum groups. The motivation to study that special class of
homogeneous spaces and their spectral triples is their resemblance with Dirac
operators on a homogeneous space of the form K\G for K a maximal compact
subgroup of the connected Lie group G. Since K\G is a classifying space for
proper actions of G, this is of great importance in the study of the Baum-Connes
conjecture, see more in [6].

Definition 4.4.1. A quantum homogeneous S-space is a closed right *-coideal
2 C #(S).

That is £ is a closed *-subalgebra such that A(2) C #;(2®S). If 2
satisfies that £ C S we say that £ is a proper quantum homogeneous S-space.
The classical setting for this is a subgroup H € G and & = Cy(H\G) € Cp(G).
Here the embedding comes from the quotient mapping G — H\G. Another
way of looking at this is by considering the mapping « : C;(G) — C,(H) and
defining

Co(H\G) :={x € Cp(G) : m®id(A(x)) =1® x}.

Suppose that R is a quantum group and 7 : S — #(R) is a morphism of
bi-C*-algebras. Define

Q:={xeH(S):n®id(A(x))=1Q x}.

The C*-algebra £ is a right *-coideal in .#(S) so it is a quantum homoge-
neous S-space. In [36] a quantum homogeneous S-space of this type is called
a classical quantum homogeneous S-space with stabilizer R.

When constructing Dirac operators on homogeneous spaces, the natural
space for the Dirac operator to act on is the L?-space of sections on a suitable
vector bundle. Let G be a connected Lie group and H a compact Lie subgroup.
Given a finite-dimensional, unitary representation H — U(V) this bundle is



Equivariant KK-theory and twists 80

defined as V xy G over H\G. The space L?(H\G,V), of L2-sections, has a
dense subspace of compactly supported, smooth functions f : G — V such that

f(gh)=h"1f(g) for heH,geaG.

We will model our study of spectral triples on homogeneous spaces on this
setting. It will turn out to be useful to have the representation V since it pro-
vides the missing piece when we are twisting the quantum space. Returning to
the general setting, let £ be a classical quantum homogeneous S-space with
stabilizer R. We will construct an analogue of L>(H\G,V) in the case that V
is a graded Hilbert space with a graded representation 1 : § — (V) which
we assume to be a summand of the left regular representation, so it has a left
S-coaction. Note that the graded Hilbert space Hg ® V has a left R-coaction
induced by @ : S — R and the diagonal coaction of S. Let A’é denote this
coaction. Define

2V :={z€Hs®V :Ak(z)=z®1}

The Hilbert space 2" is given the grading induced from that on V. There is a
graded representation 2 — B(2") given by g — A(q) ® 1. We equip 2" with
the right coaction of S given by A gv := Ay, ®idy.

Proposition 4.4.2. If £ is a classical quantum homogeneous S space with sta-
bilizer R and V a summand of the left regular representation of S, the above
construction gives the structure on 2V of a graded S-equivariant 2 — C-Hilbert
module. Furthermore, the left regular representation of S induces graded repre-
sentations

AR

A

(A®Ay)oA:8 - B(2Y) and
A®1:5— aB(2").

Observe that the two representations AV and A are unitarily equivalent.
This fact follows from that (A® A)o A(a) = W*(1® A(a))W so let P, : Hg — V
denote the orthogonal projection the operator

TV:=(1®P,)Wo(1®P,)

satisfies A = Ad(T") o A" so TV is a unitary intertwiner of the two representa-
tions.

In the example of S = Cy(G) and R = Cy(K), where K € G is a compact
Lie subgroup, this corresponds to V having a unitary G-action. In this case
2V = [2(K\G,V) as a G-equivariant Co(K\G) — C-Hilbert module. So it seems
somewhat strange to require an S-action on V, but the reason for this condition
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is to be able to twist this homogeneous Hilbert bundle. The twist needs two
representations to act on, so V needs to have an S-action. Before we start to
twist, we recall a proposition from [27]:

Proposition 4.4.3 (Proposition 5.2 from [27]). Let C be a C*-algebra and u €
M (S®C) be a unitary satisfying (A®id)(u) = uj3uy3. Then there exists a unique
Wi S% — #(C) such that (id ® w)(#) = u where # is the universal left regular
corepresentation of S.

Here S* denotes the universal dual of S. Letting u = (7®id)(W) € .# (R®S)
we obtain a mapping
A4 RY — _#(S).
The mapping #“ is a morphism of bi-C*-algebras, since (id ® u)(#%) = u.
Definition 4.4.4. A classical quantum homogeneous S-space with stabilizer R is
called a reduced S/R-space if #“ factors through a mapping #t : R — #(S). A
cocycle twist Z of S is said to be R-invariant if

[Z,7(R)® ~(R)] =0.

If Z is a R-invariant, it holds that Ay o & = (& ® 7) o A, therefore the
mapping %4 : R — #(S;) = .#(S) is a morphism of bi-C*-algebras. Consider
the unitary u’ := (& 5 ®1d)(Wy) € 4 (S5 ®R). If & is a twist, Proposition 4.4.3
implies that there exists a unique morphism of bi-C*-algebras

We say that a reduced S/R-space £ is % -admissible if 74 factors through a
mapping 7 : Sg — A (R). So if £ is F-admissible we may define the reduced
S4 /R-space

Qs :={x€M(Ss):1d®Tz(Az(x))=x®1}.

Proposition 4.4.5. The even operator U := A ® A, (F) € B(2", Q;) is a well
defined unitary intertwining the representations A" and i};. Furthermore the
unitary U := T}j. UTV* intertwines the two representations A and Ag of S.

Proof. That U is well defined follows from that .# is R-invariant and it is unitary
since & is. The representation AV is given by A ® Ay o A and the representa-
tion 71; is given by A ® Ay 0 AdZ o A. It follows that U intertwines the two
representations A" and i};.

That U intertwines A and A4 follows from that

dg =Ad(TY)oAY =Ad(TLU)o A¥ =Ad(TLUTV) o A.
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Proposition 4.4.6. Let & be a twist of S and 2 an & -admissible S /R-space. If R
is a closed quantum subgroup of S there is a natural isomorphism Q 7(2) = 2
in KKg_.

F

Proof. Using the imprimitivity results Theorem 6.2 and Corollary 6.4 of [51]
we have that
Qz(2)=(22,5)7 %85 ~y Rx,. S5 ~y 25.
O

Corollary 4.4.7. Let & be a twist of the dual of a compact, connected Lie group
G which we assume to satisfy the Hodgkin condition. Assume that & is C*(T)-
invariant and let C(T\G g ) denote the corresponding twisted homogeneous space
and w the Weyl group of G. Then there is an isomorphism

C(T\Gz)= O™ in KK,

See also Proposition 6.8 of [42] where this was proved for Drinfeld-Jimbo
twists of SU(2). A similar result would be expected to hold also for cocycle
twists of duals of Hodgkin groups. However, the fact that the twist equivalence
on KK-level produces quasi-coactions makes cocycle twists hard to deal with.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3.1 there is an isomorphism C(T\G) = CV!. Applying
the functor Q 5 to both sides and using the natural isomorphism Q - (C(T\G)) =
C(T\G)# = C(T\Gg4) from Proposition 4.4.6 the corollary follows. O

We will look at spectral triples over a particular type of dense subalgebra
2% C 2. Suppose that 4 C B(Hs), is a weak* dense subset and that 2" is a
dense *-subalgebra of 2 generated by

{ild®w(W):weid}nQ.
Then we may define the twisted dense *-subalgebra Q; C 24 generated by
{ldew(Wz):wellng,
where Wy is the left regular corepresentation of S ;.

Theorem 4.4.8. Let & be a twist, 2 an & -admissible reduced S/R-space and
(2%, 2",D) an S-equivariant spectral triple. If we define D 5 := UDU*, where U
is defined as in Proposition 4.4.5, the triple (2%, Q;,Dg) is an S g-equivariant
spectral triple of the same parity and dimension as (2%, 2",D) if

[D,J®1]=0 and [D,U] is bounded.
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Proof. Using Theorem 2.4.3 it follows that
Woe=Ugs @NIW (U RJT"
Define A := A ® A;. We have that
Dy 23Wg 12 =Dg23((J5 @ NFW*(J ®J)F )15 =

= Uz ® N1y ((6 ® W )NZID(p ® 1)(F),, (FW' U ®1)F"),, =
=Tz ®)12(p ® Ay ) F)23[F12, D3 1(p ® Ay ) F s WS, (U ®T)F ™), —
— (U ®NF)1, ((6 @ A )NFID(p @ Ay )T M), Wiy (U @) F*) 1, =
=z ®)12(p ® Ay )(F)o3[F12, D31 (p ® iv)(g*)zswl*z (U®NF*)1p—
— (U ®DF) 1, (6 ® A)FID) ,, Wir(T®N)12(id®A) (A ®id(F)F},) =
=z ®)12(0 ® Ay )(F)a3[F12, Do31(p ® Ay)(F )z Wiy ((J ®F*) 1, —
— (g ®NF) 15 (0®Ay)(F)23[Da3, W51 ®J)12(1d®A) (A ® id(g*)gl*z) +
+ (s ®)F) 15 (p®Ay)(F )25 Wi (I ®J)15Ds5 ((id ® A)(id ® A)(F™)) U, =
=Jg ®J)12(p ® Ay )(F)23[F12, D3] (p ® iv)(g*)zswl*z (VRF*) 1y —
— (U ® NF) 15 (®A)(F )23 Doz, Wi, 1 (U@ 15(id®A) (A @ id(F )7, ) +
+ (g ®N)F) 15 (POAYINF )23 Wi, (J®J )15 [Dos, (([d ® A)(id ® AX)F ™)) ] Usy—
—((Jg ®NF) 1, W5 (J®T)15 ((([d® A) (A ®id)(F)(id ® A)FF))) DosUs, =
=g ®J)12(p ® Ay )(F)23[F12, D3] (p ® iv)(g*)zswl*z (VRNF*) 1y —
— (U ®NF) 15 (®A)(F )23 Doz, Wi, 1(U@I)15(id®A) (A @ id(F )7, ) +
+ (g ®NF) 15 (POAYINF )23 W, (J®J )15 [Dos, (([d ® A)(id ® AX)F ™)) ] Usy—
—Wgz 12Dz 23
Choose an w € 1 and consider the generic element
a,=(w®id)(W;) e Q;
The commutator [D 4, A4 (a,) ® 1] may be written as

0 ®id ®id([Dg 23, Wz 15]) =

= w®id®id ((JFJ ®)12(p ® Ay ) F )23[ F12, D3 1(p ®7ALV)(9*)23W1*2 (URNF),—
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— (U5 ®NF) 15 (p ® 1y )(F o3[ Do, Wi, 1(J ® )1, (id ® A) (A @id(F)F7,) +
+(Uz ®j)9)12 (p® iv)(«g.)ngl*zU ®J)15 [Dys, ((([d®A)(id ® A)(ﬁ'*))] Uz*g,)-

Since [D»3, Wl*zj and [D,3, W;,] are bounded, because (2%, 2, D) is an equiv-
ariant spectral triple, it follows that [D 4, A #(a,,)®1] is bounded. The spectral
properties of D4 follows from those of D, thus (QQ,Qé,Dg) is a spectral
triple.

To show Sgz-equivariance of this spectral triple, it is sufficient to show
that [Dg,lz,Wg,lg] extends to a bounded operator. Thus the equivariance
property follows from an analogous calculation to that above showing that
[D# 12, W4 13] is bounded because of S-equivariance of (2Y,D). The state-
ments about dimension and parity is clear since U is an even unitary. O

Corollary 4.4.9. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.4.8 and if R is a closed
quantum subgroup of S we have the equality:

Qz[(2",D)]=[(24,D5)] in Kg (22).

Proof. Since [D,U] is a bounded operator, it follows that F, — Fp, is compact
by a reasoning similar to that in the proof of Proposition 3.3.2. Therefore the
homotopy classes of the Kasparov modules ((2" %, S)4,F, ® 1) and (2V, x,
S#,Fp, ® 1) coincide. Now the corollary follows from Baaj-Skandalis duality.

|



Chapter 5

Extension theory for x-algebras

Extensions of C*-algebras by stable C*-algebras have been thoroughly studied
(see [7], [9], [26], [50]) due to their close relation to Toeplitz operators and
KK-theory (see [26], [50]). The starting point was the article [9] where the
abelian monoid Ext(A) = Ext(A, #) was associated with a C*-algebra A. In
[50] this construction was put into the equivariant setting although only the
invertible elements of Ext;(A, B) were studied.

In this chapter we will focus on extension theory for *-algebras. The reason
for leaving the category of C*-algebras is that most cohomology theories behave
badly on C*-algebras and one needs to look at dense subalgebras, see more in
[21]. For example, if we use cohomology and Atiyah-Singers index theorem
to calculate the index of a Toeplitz operator this is easily done via an explicit
integral in terms of the symbol and it’s derivatives if the symbol is smooth,
see more in [17]. The theory developed in this chapter is a straight forward
generalization of the Ext-invariant for C*-algebras so most of the techniques
are very similar to standard methods from KK-theory.

5.1 Definitions and basic properties

To begin with we will define the suitable categories. From here on, let G be a
second countable locally compact group. We will say that the group action «a :
G — Aut(A) acts continuously on the C*-algebra A if g — a,(a) is continuous
for all a € A.

Definition 5.1.1. Let C*Ag; denote the category with objects consisting of pairs
(.o/,A) where A is a separable C*-algebra with a continuous G-action and ./ is a
G-invariant dense *-subalgebra. A morphism in C*Ag between (.of,A) to (.f’,A")
is a G-equivariant x-homomorphism ¢ : .o — ./’ bounded in C*-norm.

85
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As an abuse of notation we will denote an object (.«/,A) in C*A; by .o
and it’s latin character A will denote the ambient C*-algebra. Observe that a
morphism in C*Ag; is the restriction of an equivariant *-homomorphism ¢ : A —
A’ uniquely determined by ¢. This follows from that if ¢ : .o/ — .’ is bounded
in C*-norm it extends to ¢ : A — A’ and since ¢ is equivariant ¢ will also
be equivariant. Conversely, an equivariant *-homomorphism of C*-algebras is
always C*-bounded. When a linear mapping T : ./ — .¢//, not necessarily
equivariant, between two objects is induced by a bounded mapping T : A — A’
we will say that T is C*-bounded.

Definition 5.1.2. If J € C*A; satisfies that the C*-algebra I is equivariantly
stable, that is I ® A& = I where ¢ has trivial G-action, and J is an ideal in # (I)
it is called a C*-stable G-ideal. Let C*SI; denote the full subcategory of C*Ag
consisting of C*-stable G-ideals.

We will call a morphism 1) : 7 — J’ of C*-stable G-ideals an embedding of
C*-stable G-ideals if ) : I — I’ is an isomorphism.

Proposition 5.1.3. For any C*-stable G-ideal J there is an equivariant isomor-
phism M, ®1 = I inducing an isomorphism M, ®J = J. The isomorphism is given
by the adjoint action of a G-invariant unitary operator V.=V, @&V, : I &1 — I

between Hilbert modules.

Proof. In Proposition 3.2.3 two G-invariant isometries V;,V, € . (I) such that
V1V +V, V' = 1 were constructed. Then V :=V;®V, : I®I — [ is a G-invariant
unitary mapping of Hilbert modules. Thus V will be an isomorphism of Hilbert
modules so Ad(V) : My ® I — I is an isomorphism and since J is an ideal Ad (V)
induces a isomorphism M, ® 7= 7. O

One important class of C*-stable G-ideals is the class of symmetrically normed
operator ideals such as the Schatten class ideals and the Dixmier ideals (see
more in [10]) over a separable Hilbert space H with a G-action. In order to get
equivariant stability we need to stabilize the Hilbert space with another Hilbert
space with trivial G-action. Let H’ denote a separable Hilbert space and define

2= (¥¢PHQH),#(H®H")

and analogously for the Dixmier ideal $H”+. The G-action on the algebras are
the one induced from the G-action on H.

The main study of this chapter are equivariant extensions 0 —» J — & SN
o/ — 0 where J is a C*-stable G-ideal and .« € C*Ag. In particular we are in-
terested in when such extensions admit C*-bounded splittings of Toeplitz type.
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Consider for example the 0:th order pseudodifferential extension ¥°(M) on
a closed Riemannian manifold M. This extension is an extension of the smooth
functions on the cotangent sphere S*M by the classical pseudodifferential op-
erators of order —1 given by the short exact sequence

0—- U (M) - ¥o(M)—- C®(S*M) — 0.

It admits an explicit splitting T : C*®°(S*M) — ¥°(M) in terms of Fourier inte-
gral operators which is not C*-bounded if dimM > 1. Read more about this
in Chapter 18.6 in [20]. In this setting however, the problem can be mended.
In [18] a C*-bounded splitting is constructed for real analytic manifolds M in
terms of Grauert tubes and Toeplitz operators.

We will abuse the notation somewhat by referring both to the object &
and the extension by &. Observe that the definition implies that there exists a
commutative diagram with equivariant, exact rows

0 3 e 2 g 0
0 I ELPA 0

The *-homomorphism ¢ : E — A is the extension of ¢ to E.

Definition 5.1.4. Two G-equivariant extensions & and &’ of .o/ by J are said to
be isomorphic if there exists a morphism 1 : & — &' in C*A; that fits into a
commutative diagram

0 3 e 2 g 0
b
0 3 & 2 o 0

Because of the five lemma, 1) is an isomorphism.

Choose a linear splitting 7 : ./ — & and identify J with an ideal in &. The
mapping 7 being a splitting of an equivariant mapping & — .o/ implies that

t(ab) — t(a)T(b), t(a*)—7(a)* €T and (5.2)

7(g.a)—g.7(a) €T Vg €G. (5.3)

Given a C*-stable G-ideal J we define the G-x-algebra 65 := .#(I)/J and
denote by q; : #(I) — 65 the canonical surjection. By the equations (5.2) and
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(5.3) the mapping q57 : .o/ — 65 is an equivariant *-homomorphism. We will
call the mapping 3, := q;7 the Busby mapping for the extensions &. A Busby
mapping which can be lifted to a C*-bounded G-equivariant *-homomorphism
of ./ is called trivial.

For an equivariant *-homomorphism f : .o/ — %6; we can define the *-
algebra
gg:={a®xe.d®M):B(a)=q5(x)}

The x-algebra &g is closed under the G-action on .« @ #(I) so it is a G-*-
algebra. Denote the norm closure of & in A® .#(I) by Eg. We have an
injection J — &3 and a surjection g — .. The kernel of §g — ./ is J, so
the sequence 0 — J — g — ./ — 0 is exact and the arrows are equivariant.
The x-algebra & is a well defined object in C*Ag, because Theorem 2.1 of [50]
states that the induced G-action on Eg is continuous provided it is continuous
on I and on A.

Proposition 5.1.5. The equivariant *-homomorphism f3 : .of — 65 determines
the extension up to a isomorphism, i.e if & has Busby mapping 3 then it is iso-
morphic to &g.

Proof. Suppose that 3 is Busby mapping for &. Define 1) : & — &g as

YP(x) == p(x) ® x.

Since ¢ is equivariant, so is 1. This makes the diagram (5.1) commutative,
thus v is an isomorphism of G-equivariant extensions. O

The most useful class of G-equivariant extensions are the ones arising from
algebraic . — J-Kasparov modules. This is defined as an algebraic generaliza-
tion of Kasparov modules for C*-algebras, see more in [26].

Definition 5.1.6. A G-equivariant algebraic ./ — J-Kasparov module is a C*-
bounded G-equivariant representation 7 : .o/ — #(I) and a selfadjoint operator

Fe #() suchthat F?=1, [F,n(a)]€d Vae.d and
gF—-FelJ, gea.

Since F is a grading we can define the projection P := (F + 1)/2. The pair
(7, F) induces a *-homomorphism

B — 65 a— qy(Pr(a)P). (5.4)
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The requirement [F, (a)] € J together with g.F — F € J implies that 8 is an
equivariant *-homomorphism.

Let B;(.«/,7) denote the set of G-equivariant Busby mappings on .. This
is the correct set to study extensions in. By Proposition 5.1.5 it is the same
set as the set of isomorphism classes of G-equivariant extensions. But we need
some useful notion of equivalence of extensions, or by the previous reasoning
an equivalence relation on B;(.¢/,7J). For an object J € C*SI; we define the
almost invariant weakly unitaries

u™(3):= q;l({v EGy:gv=v,vViv=wr=1}).
Let the almost invariant unitaries be defined as U%(J) := U™ (J)NU(.#(J)).

Definition 5.1.7. Strong equivalence on Bg(.«/,7J) is the equivalence of Busby
mappings by the adjoint U%(J)-action on 6. Weak equivalence on Bg(.«/,7) is
that of the adjoint U*"(J)-action on 6.

Let E;(.of,TJ) denote the set of strong equivalence classes of B;(.«/,J) and
let EZ(.«/,J) denote the set of weak equivalence classes. Similarly let Dg(.«/,7)
denote the set of strong equivalence classes of trivial Busby mappings and let
D¢ (.4/,7) denote the set of weak equivalence classes of trivial Busby maps.

The isomorphism A : M, ® 65 — %5 induced by Ad V from Proposition
5.1.3 can be used to define the sum of two G-equivariant Busby mappings
B1, B2 € Bo(.#,7) as

Br1+Br:=A0(f1®By): o — 6.

Proposition 5.1.8. The binary operation + on B;(.«/,7) induces a well defined
abelian semigroup structure on E;(.«f,T) independent of the choice of V. The set
Dq(.,7) is a subsemigroup.

The proof of the above proposition is the same as the proof of Lemma 3.1
in [50] where the semigroup of equivariant extensions of a C*-algebra is con-
structed. Two G-equivariant Busby mappings f31, 5 € B;(.«/,J) are said to be
stably equivalent if they differ by trivial Busby mappings. That is, if there exist
C*-bounded, G-equivariant *-homomorphisms 7, 7, : .&/ — #(I) such that

Br1®qym =Py ®qymy T — My ® 6.

Stable equivalence induces a well defined equivalence relation on Eg;(.«/,J)
and E;(.</,7).
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Definition 5.1.9. We define &xtg(.«/,T) as the monoid of stable equivalence
classes of Eg(.«/,J) and &xtg(.</,T) as the monoid of stable equivalence classes
of EZ(4/,3). For G = {1} we denote it by Ext(.«f/,T) and Ext" (., 7).

If o = Aand J = I we use the notation Exts(A,I) := Extg(A,I) and
Extg(AT) :=&xti(A).

The monoids &xts(.«/,7) and Ext(.ef,T) coincide with the semigroup
quotients E(.«/,3)/Dg(./,7), respectively Ef(.«/,3)/D{(.<f, 7). It has a zero-
element since the class of an element in D;(.«/,J) is zero.

If we are given a G-equivariant extension & of .«/ then we will denote the
class in &xtg(.«/,T) of it’'s G-equivariant Busby mapping 8 by [&] or by [S].

Proposition 5.1.10. If J =1 then
Exty (A, 1) = Exto( A, 1) = Ext(A ) = Extg(AI) = Ext((A).

Proof. We will prove the existence of the first and the second isomorphism.
The proof of the last isomorphism is a special case of the first isomorphism for
o =A.

To prove the existence of the first isomorphism it is sufficient to show that
weakly equivalent G-equivariant Busby mappings are strongly equivalent up
to stable equivalence. Assume that 8, 55 € B;(.«/,7) are weakly equivalent
via the almost invariant weakly unitary U € U*"(J). Then 8, ® 0 and 8, ® 0
are weakly equivalent via the almost invariant weakly unitary U @ U*. But the
operator U @ U* lifts to a unitary U € .# (M, ® I) since 6, is a C*-algebra. In
fact U € U%(M, ® J) since U is almost invariant. Thus 8; ® 0 and 8, ® 0 are
strongly equivalent. For the proof that U @ U™ lifts to a unitary, see Proposition
3.4.11n [7].

The second isomorphism is given by the mapping &xts(.,1) — Ext (A I),
[&] — [E]. In terms of the G-equivariant Busby mapping f it is given by
[B] — [B] and since .« is dense this is a surjection and f determines f3
uniquely. O

The constructions of Ext; and Exty are the same as &xt; and &xt/ but
with C*-algebras. These constructions can be found in [9], [26] and [50].
Proposition 5.1.10 is a mild generalization of Proposition 15.6.4 in [7]. The
proof is the same although ./ does not need to be a C*-algebra.

Since the two theories are very similar we will focus on &xts. All results
stated in this chapter are easily verified to also hold for &xt(.
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5.2 Functoriality of &xt.

In this section we will prove that &xtg is a functor to the category Mo®® of
abelian monoids. We define this category to have objects of abelian monoids
and a morphism is an additive mapping k : M; — M, such that k(0) = 0.
We know how &xt; acts on the objects of C*A; and C*SI;. What needs to
be defined is it’s action on the morphisms. We begin by showing that &xtg
depends covariantly on 7.

Let v : 3 — 3’ be a morphism of C*-stable G-ideals. By definition 1) can
be extended to an equivariant mapping #(I) — .#(I') which induces an
equivariant mapping q,, : 65 — 6y. Define 1, : Eg(.¢/,7) — Eg(.«/,7") by
Y.[B] := [qy o B]. Clearly, ¢.[] is independent of the stable equivalence
class of [3]. Hence it induces a well defined mapping

P, Exte(f,T) — Extg(,T).

Since 1), acting on a trivial extension gives a trivial extension we have a homo-
morphism of monoids.

Let us move on to proving that &xt; depends contravariantly on .«/. Let
¢ : .o — ./’ be a morphism in C*A;. Take a G-equivariant Busby mapping
B of .’. Then we can define a G-equivariant Busby mapping ¢* := o ¢
of .. This clearly does depends on neither strong equivalence class nor stable
equivalence class of the G-equivariant Busby mapping. If f is trivial it follows
that ¢ is trivial so we have a morphism of monoids

0*: Extg(A, ) — Exts(A,T).
We have now proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2.1. The functor xtg : C*Ag x C*SI; — Mo is a well defined
functor. It is covariant in J and contravariant in .« .

As noted above, an extension & of the algebra ./ by J gives rise to an
extension E of A by I. This procedure defines a mapping E;(.«/,7) — E;(A,I)
which respects stable equivalences.

Let C/. denote the category of separable C*-algebras with a continuous G-
action and SC;, the full subcategory of equivariantly stable objects in C;. We
can define an essentially surjective functor

Iy : C*Ag x C*SIg — Ci x SCZ,

((,4),(3,D)) = (A D).
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It’s right adjoint is the full and faithful functor
[y:CLxSC,— C*Ag x C*Sl;

(A1) — ((AA),,1)).

Notice that I'; T, is the identity functor on C; X SC;. Define the functor
Extg:Cg x SC; — Mo® by Extg:=é&xtgol,.

As noted above this definition coincides with the definition of the Ext;-functor
in [9] and [26].

Proposition 5.2.2. The mapping © defines a natural transformation
©:8xtg — Extgoly.

Proof. What the mapping @3‘4’ merely does is that it extends Busby mappings
to the object’s C*-closure. So Q:f{ commutes with composition of morphisms in
C*Ag % C*SIg since they are just equivariant C*-bounded *-homomorphisms.
Thus © is a natural transformation. O

5.3 Invertible extensions

Just as in the case of a C*-algebra one can relate invertibility in the &xtg-
monoid and properties of the splitting. In this section we will study invertibility
in &xts;-monoid in terms of Toeplitz operators.

The main result to be obtained in this section tells us that there is a direct
link between algebraic properties in the &xt;-monoid and analytical properties
of the extension. But it tells us nothing about how to construct the inverse or
give explicit expressions. We will study this in the case of G being the trivial
group and for extensions admitting a C*-bounded, completely positive splitting.
Then these explicit constructions are possible in an ideal #; 2 J such that J is
the linear span of {a*a : a € #;}. In this setting an explicit inverse can be given
in &xt(., _#5).

Definition 5.3.1. Let 7 : .o/ — # (I) be an equivariant x-homomorphism bounded
in C*-norm and P a projection in #(I). Assume the following

1. For every a € .« it holds that [P, w(a)] € J.

2. The projection q5(P) is invariant under the G-action.
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If P and T satisfy the first condition we will say that (7, P) are J-almost commut-
ing and if P satisfies the second condition P is said to be J-almost G-invariant.
Under these assumptions the linear mapping

B(a) := q5(P7(a)P)

is an equivariant *-homomorphism. We define a G-equivariant Toeplitz quanti-
zation of ./ by J as a pair (7, P) of the type above. A G-equivariant extension
which admits a splitting which is a G-equivariant Toeplitz quantization is called a
G-equivariant Toeplitz extension.

By the correspondence P = (F + 1)/2 the G-equivariant Toeplitz quanti-
zations (71,P) of .o/ by J stand in an one-to-one correspondence to the G-
equivariant algebraic .o — J-Kasparov modules (7, F).

Theorem 5.3.2. An extension [&] € Exto(.«/,T) is invertible if and only if [&]
can be represented by a G-equivariant Toeplitz extension.

For equivariant extensions of C*-algebras this statement is proved in [50]
(Lemma 3.2) and the case G trivial is well studied in [26] and [7]. Our proof
of Theorem 5.3.2 is based upon the same ideas adjusted to our setting.

Lemma 5.3.3. Every strong equivalence class of an invertible G-equivariant ex-
tension is stably equivalent to a G-equivariant Toeplitz extension.

Proof. Assume that & is a G-equivariant extension of ./ by J with equivariant
Busby mapping f3; : . — %5 which is invertible in &xt;(.«/, 7). By definition
there is a mapping f3, : .&/ — 65 and a U € U%(M, ® J) such that

U*(ﬂl @ﬂz)U - —>M2 ® (gj

can be lifted to an equivariant C*-bounded representation 7 : .o/ — M, ® # (I).

1 0
Let P € My, ® #(I) denote the almost G-invariant projection U* ( 0 O) U.

Define
B'(a) :=q3(Pr(a)P), B"(a):=q5((1—P)n(a)(1 - P)).
For a € .¢/, we have
B1(a) = q;(UPU™)(B1(a) ® B2(a))g;(UPU™) =

= q3(U)q(P7(a)P)q5(U*) = q5(U)B'(a)q5(U™),
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which implies that up to strong equivalence f is the Busby mapping of the
extension. By the same reasoning 3" is strongly equivalent f3,.

Define 7/(a) := Pn(a)P and 7”(a) := (1 — P)ne(a)(1 — P). We express the
representation 7w’ :=Ad U* o 7 as follows

i~ [UT(@QU" myp(a)
m(a)= ( 791 (a) Ur’l’%a)U*) ’

Since g5’ = 81 @ B, it follows that 715(a), 74;(a) € J. The calculation

[P n(a)] = U* K(l) 8) ,n’(a)} U=u ( 0 ”1%(“)) UeM,®3,

—1y1(a)

is a consequence of that M, ® J is an ideal in M, ® I and implies that 7 is a
G-equivariant Toeplitz quantization. O

Proof of Theorem 5.3.2. If [&] is invertible it is given by a Toeplitz extension by
Lemma 5.3.3. Conversely assume that & is a G-equivariant Toeplitz extension
(7,P) of .o/. We define P’ :=1—P, P, :=P®P’, 7(a) := Pr(a)P and 7'(a) :=
P’nt(a)P’. Then the claim from which the theorem will follow is that the Busby
mapping q; o 7’ defines an inverse to &. To prove this, we define the almost

G-invariant symmetry
p P
U o (p/ P) .

This symmetry satisfies UP,U = 1®0. We make the observation that (@, P,)
and (Un® U, P,) defines the same extension because of Proposition 5.1.5 and
that the pair (7, P) are J-almost commuting. Since

7(a) ® 0 = UP,U(n(a) ® n(a))UP,U
it follows that
[q50 7]+ [q5 0 7] = [g5 © (Po(1 & m)P,)] = [qy 0 (UP,U*(m & m)U*P,U)] =
= [q; 0 (UP,U(n @ m)UP,U)] = [q; 0w & 0] = 0.
O

Suppose that we are in the situation G = {e}. In this case we are able to
calculate an inverse to extensions admitting positive splitting if we enlarge the
ideal somewhat. This should be thought of as passing from £"(H) to £"(H).
First we need an abstract notion of this procedure.
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Proposition 5.3.4. Suppose that J is a C*-stable G-ideal. The *-algebra
F=ls{xel:x'xeJ and xx*e7T}.
defines a C*-stable G-ideal (_#;,1) € C*SI;. We will call _¢; the square root of J.

Proof. Define the two *-invariant subsets #." := {x € I : x*x € 3} and ¢, :=
{x €l:xx* €73} Forx € ¢ and a € A(I), (xa)'xa € J so xa € £, .
Since ¢ is *-invariant, ax € #.. Similarly, if x € ¢ and a € #(I) then
ax(ax)* €I so ax € ¢ and xa € ¢; . The x-algebra ¢ =L.s.( % N £ ) so
%y isanideal in .#(I). There is an embedding J C _¢; because J is a *-algebra,
so ¢y is dense in I. O

Theorem 5.3.5. Let & be an extension of .« by J admitting a C*-bounded split-
ting k extending to a completely positive contraction k : A— A (I). If i : T — _#;
is the embedding of J into it’s square root, i,[qy o k] is invertible in Ext(.o/, _%;).

Before proving this we need to review the useful construction of the Stine-
spring representation. This is a standard method for operator algebras and was
first introduced by Stinespring in [49].

Theorem 5.3.6 (Stinespring Representation Theorem). Assume that A is a sep-
arable C*-algebra, I is a stable C*-algebra and that k : A — _#(I) is a com-
pletely positive mapping such that ||x|| < 1. Then there exists a x-homomorphism
T tA— My ® A (I) of A such that

k(@) 0y (1 O 10
( 0 0) - (o o) m(a) (0 0)'
The *-homomorphism 7, is called a Stinespring representation of k. For

proof see [26].

Lemma 5.3.7. Assume that k : A — #(I) is a completely positive contraction.
In the notation above

facA:k(a®)—«(a)*eTt={acA: [Bn.(a)] € %},

1 O
where P := (O O)'

Proof. We express the representation as follows

(@)= ( k(@) m(a)),

my(a) mop(a)
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where 715,(a) = Prt(a)(1 — P) and so on. This implies that 715(a)* = my;(a®).
Since 7t is a representation

(K(ab) *) _ r(ab) = m()m(b) = (K(Q)K(b) + m12(a@) 1y (D) :) . (5.5)

* * *

So
k(ab) — x(a)k(b) = myz(a)my (b).
Thus x(a?) — k(a)? € J if and only if 7;,(a)74;(a) € J. After polarization
we only need to show that this is equivalent to the statement [P, ,.(a)] € %
for self adjoint a. But

_ 0 115(a)
[R(a)] = (_nﬂ(a) 2 )
implies
_ [ mia(a)my(a) 0 ~
R (@] = ~[B ()] = ( Y nm(a)nu(a)) €M ®3 (5.6

It follows from (5.6) that my,(a)7ms(a) € J if and only if |[B . (a)]|> € T if
and only if [P, 7t,.(a)] € %. O

This proves Theorem 5.3.5 since this implies that x induces a Toeplitz quan-
tization of ./ by _#; and by Theorem 5.3.2 the element i,[q; o k] is invertible
in é"xt(ﬂ,fj).

To see that the square root of a C*-stable ideal is needed sometimes, con-
sider the example of the Besov space ./ = 93;/ P This carries a representation
7 : .o/ — B(L%(T)) by multiplication as functions. Let P be the Hardy projec-
tion. By [43], if a € L®(T) then [P, n(a)] € £P(L%(T)) if and only if a € .«/.
Making a similar decomposition of 7 as in the proof of Lemma 5.3.7 one can
show that the completely positive mapping 7(a) := Pr(a)P is a splitting of an
extension of .o by £P/2. Since . = {a € L®°(T) : [Bn(a)] € £LP(L3(T)} it
follows that [q g p207] € Ext(.o , £P/2) is not invertible by Theorem 5.3.2. But
if i : ¥P/2 - &P is the inclusion mapping (which coincides with the mapping
constructed in Proposition 5.3.4) then i,[q yp2 0 7] € Ext(of, £P) is invertible
by Theorem 5.3.2.
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