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SEMI-INVERTIBLE EXTENSIONS AND ASYMPTOTIC
HOMOMORPHISMS

V. MANUILOV AND K. THOMSEN

ABSTRACT. We consider the semigroup Ext(A, B) of extensions of a separable C*-algebra A by
a stable C*-algebra B modulo unitary equivalence and modulo asymptotically split extensions.
This semigroup contains the group Ext™*/?(A, B) of invertible elements (i.e. of semi-invertible
extensions). We show that the functor Ext!/ %(A, B) is homotopy invariant and that it coincides
with the functor of homotopy classes of asymptotic homomorphisms from C(T) ® A to M (B)
that map SA C C(T) ® A into B.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is a study of a general structure in the extensions of a separable C*-algebra by another
separable and stable C*-algebra. The significance of such extensions comes from many applica-
tions, but is perhaps best illustrated by the fact that all the common homotopy invariant and
stable functors on the category of separable C*-algebras admit descriptions in terms of such
C*-extensions. To explain our viewpoint on these extensions, which originates from our work
in [I5] and the problems which it naturally leads us to consider, we must put the results and
methods from [I5] into perspective.

The main discovery in [I5] was that the E-theory of Connes and Higson is the quotient of
the unitary equivalence classes of extensions by the asymptotically split extensions, provided
the C*-algebras that play the roles of quotient and ideal in the extensions are, respectively,
suspended and stable. This reveals that if the role of the split extensions, which has served
as the natural trivial extensions since the work of Brown, Douglas and Fillmore, [2], [3], are
replaced by the asymptotically split extensions, then the question about invertibility of the
extensions disappear, at least when the quotient is a suspended C*-algebra. The significance of
this is stressed by the (albeit slowly) growing number of examples of extensions which are not
invertible in the BDF sense, [1], [19],[I7], [T0], [8], [6] . Among these, Kirchbergs examples are
the most striking in our optic because they show that the BDF semi-group of extensions fail
to be a group for a large class of naturally occuring C*-algebras, in cases where the homotopy
classes of extensions do form a group.

An important point concerning the methods used in [I5] is that they provide proofs of homotopy
invariance in the class of unitary equivalence classes of extensions modulo the asymptotically
split extensions by using the relation to asymptotic homomorphisms given by the Connes-
Higson construction, [4]. This is a completely new approach to homotopy invariance in the
theory of C*-algebra extensions which is independent of the methods which were developed for
this in [3] and [9].
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However, the methods in [I5] require in an essential way that the C*-algebra which plays the
role of the quotient in the extension is a suspended C*-algebra. This is annoying because it
means that general C*-algebra extensions must be suspended in order to become amenable to
the methods and results of [I5], and this is particularly frustrating because the key tool from
[T5], the Connes-Higson construction, is available for any C*-extension. The most crucial reason
for the success of the methods developed in [I5] is that every extension is semi-invertible, in
the sense that it can be made asymptotically split by adding another extension to it, when the
quotient is a suspended C*-algebra. One of the main questions left open by [15] is therefore

Question: Does the Connes-Higson construction, in the general case, provide us with an iso-
morphism, from unitary equivalence classes of semi-invertible extensions modulo asymptotically
split extensions to homotopy classes of asymptotic homomorphisms ?

At present we do not know, in the general case, if every extension of a separable C*-algebra by a
separable stable C*-algebra is semi-invertible. All the examples mentioned above of extensions
that fail to be invertible in the BDF sense may very well turn out to be semi-invertible. In fact,
it follows from [I5] that the examples of Kirchberg, [I0], are semi-invertible. Thus we must also
ask:

Question: Are all extensions of a separable C*-algebra by a separable stable C*-algebra semi-
invertible 7

The main purpose here is to answer the first question by a qualified "Yes’. More precisely we
show that a variant of the Connes-Higson construction, which takes the semi-invertibility of
the extensions into account, does give rise to an isomorphism. Unfortunately this does not, in
itself, answer the question for the genuine Connes-Higson map.

2. THE GROUP OF SEMI-INVERTIBLE EXTENSIONS

Let A and B be separable C*-algebras, B stable. Let M(B) be the multipler algebra of B and
Q(B) = M(B)/B the generalized Calkin-algebra of B. Let g5 : M(B) — Q(B) be the quotient
map. The extensions of A by B will be identified with Hom(A, Q(B)); the x-homomorphisms
from A to Q(B). Two extensions ¢,v € Hom(A, Q(B)) are unitary equivalent when there
is a unitary v € M(B) such that Adgg(u) o ¢ = 1. An extension ¢ € Hom(A, Q(B)) is
asymptotically split when there is an asymptotic homomorphism 7 = (7;)icp ) : A = M(B)
such that gg o m = ¢ for all . Thanks to the stability of B, the unitary equivalence classes
in Hom(A, Q(B)) form an abelian semi-group: Choose isometries Vi, V, € M(B) such that
ViV + V5V, =1, and define p @1 to be the extension a — Ad gg(V1)op(a)+Ad gg(Va)ot)(a).
Then the addition in the unitary equivalence classes in Hom(A, Q(B)) is given by [p] + [¢] =
[ @®1]. This addition is independent of the choice of isometries V3, V4, subject to the condition
that Vi V" + VLV, = 1. We say that the extension ¢ € Hom(A, Q(B)) is semi-invertible when
there is another extension 1 such that @ is asymptotically split. Both the semi-invertible and
the asymptotically split extensions represent a semi-group in the unitary equivalence classes of
extensions; the latter contained in the first, and we denote the ’quotient’ by Ext ™/ ?(A, B). Thus
two semi-invertible extensions, ¢ and v, define the same element of Ext™Y (A, B) if and only
if there are asymptotically split extensions, \;,7 = 1,2, such that ¢ @ A; is unitarily equivalent
to ¥ & Ag. The main goal of the paper is to obtain a description of Ext_l/z(A, B) in terms
of asymptotic homomorphisms. For this purpose we set Ext™'/?(A4, D) = Ext~/3(A, D @ K),
where K is the C*-algebra of compact operators on a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert



SEMI-INVERTIBLE EXTENSIONS AND ASYMPTOTIC HOMOMORPHISMS 3

space, when D is a separable C*-algebra which is not stable. Note that Ext™"/ 2(A, D) is
functorial (contravariantly) in an obvious way in the first variable A. In the second variable,
D, there is a priori only functoriality with respect to quasi-unital *-homomorphisms, cf. [1],
in a way we now describe. Given a quasi-unital *-homomorphism ¢ : D — D;, the tensor
product, ¢y ® idg : D @ K — Dl/@/K, of ¢ with the identity on K is again quasi-unital and
admits therefore an extension ¢ ® idkx : M(D ® K) — M(D; ® K) which, in turn, defines a
s-homomorphism <p/®ﬁK QD ®K) = Q(D; @ K). We set p,[1h] = [<p/®EK o 1]. When
e € K is a minimal non-zero projection, we define sp : D — D @ K by sp(d) =d ® e.

Lemma 2.1. sp, : Ext™/%(4, D) — Ext™"?(A, D @ K) is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is all very standard: As is well-known, there is an isometry V € M(D ® K ® K)
and an isomorphism 7 : DK — D®K®K such that AdV oy = sp®idg. It suffices therefore
to show that conjugation by the isometry V induces the identity map of Ext™"/ 2(A, D ® K),
and this is clear because conjugation by V is just addition by the trivial extension 0.

O

In other words, the functor Ext™" 2(A, —) is stable, and there is no reason to distinquish between
Ext~'/2(A, B) and Ext~?(A, B ® K) when B is a stable separable C*-algebra.

—-1/2

3. PAIRING Ext WITH K K-THEORY

In this section we prove homotopy invariance of Ext™/? in the second variable. Homotopy
invariance in the first variable is an immediate consequence. Unlike the approach taken in [I5],
the proof hinges on Kasparov’s homotopy invariance result from [9], in the more abstract guise
it was given by Higson in [1].

Recall that an asymptotic homomorphism ¢ = (<pt)t€[1’oo) : A — B between C*-algebras is
equi-continuous when the family of maps, ¢, : A — B,t € [1,00), is an equi-continuous family
of maps. As is well-known any asymptotic homomorphism is asymptotically equal to one
which is equi-continuous. We shall make use of the following generalisation of this fact. The
proof exploits the so-called asymptotic algebra of a given C*-algebra F, via the Bartle-Graves
selection theorem. Let Cy ([1,00), F) be the C*-algebra of continuous and norm-bounded FE-
valued function on [1,00) and Cjy ([1, 00), E) the ideal in C} ([1,00), E) consisting of elements
f for which lim;, || f(¢)|| = 0. The asymptotic algebra as(E) of E is the quotient

as(E) = Gy ([1,00), E) /Cy ([1, 00), E) .

Lemma 3.1. Let A, B, D be C*-algebras, Ay C A, By C B C*-subalgebras and x : B — D a *-
homomorphism. Let m = (ﬂ-t)te[l,oo) : A — B be an asymptotic homomorphism and p: A — D
a *-homomorphism such that x om = p for all t € [1,00). Assume that m(Ay) C By for all
t €[1,00).

It follows that there is an equi-continuous asymptotic homomorphism 7 : A — B such that

1) limy oo m(a) — 7 (a) = 0 for all a € A,
2) xom = p forallt €[l,00),
3) m(Ag) € By for allt € [1,00).



4 V. MANUILOV AND K. THOMSEN

Proof. Set P = {(a,b) € A® B: u(a) = x(b)}, and 7(a) = (a,m(a)) € P. Then 7 is an
asymptotic homomorphism, and defines in a natural way a s-homomorphism 7 : A — as(P)
into the asymptotic algebra of P. Since m(Ag) C By by assumption,

7 (Ao) C as(Fy), (3.1)
where Py = {(a,b) € P: a € Ay, b€ By}. It follows from the Bartle-Graves selection theorem
that there is a continuous lift  : A — C}, ([1,00), P) of 7. For a detailed account of the Bartle-
Graves selection theorem we refer to [I3], where there is also an important remark, Remark 2

on p. 114, that we shall use: Because of (BI) we can choose ® such that ®(Ay) C Fy. Set
7i(a) = p(®(a)(t)), where p : P — B is the projection to the second coordinate.

O

Let A, B, D be separable C*-algebras, B and D stable. Let ¢/’ € Hom(A, Q(B)) be a semi-
invertible extension, and = an element of KK (B, D). x is then represented, in the picture of
K K-theory obtained in [I§], by a pair of *-homomorphisms 7 : M(B) — M (D) such that

(b)) —7m_(b) € D (3.2)

for all b € B. Since 1 is semi-invertible, there is an asymptotic homomorphism ) = (@bt)te[l,oo) :
A — My(M(B)), given in matrix notation as

wt t
=0 0.
Vo1 V3o
such that gas,(p) o ¥ is t-independent and gp o ¢}, = ¢ for all ¢ € [1,00). In particular,
Pia(a), ¥y (a) € B (3.3)

for all ¢,a. Note that by Lemma Bl we can assume that 1 is equi-continuous. We will refer v
as a trivialization of v'. Set

B Ty (Y11(a) 7y (Yiy(a))
(e x ), (a) = qua(p) (m_ (V4 (a)) m_ (1%2(@))) .

Lemma 3.2. ((1+ x v),) yi A= My (Q(D)) is an asymptotic homomorphism.

te[l,00
Proof. Calculating modulo M(D) we find that

(m( 1n(a)) my (%(@)) (m (P11 (b) (¢§2(b)))
T (P51(a)) T (Ua(a)) ) \ i (951(0)) 7 (¥5(D))

:( T (P11 (@)1, (b) + Y12(a)yy, () T (1 (@)15(b) + 7y (Pia(a)) 7o (@Déz(b)))
T (051 (a)Y11 (b)) + 7 (Pa(a)) mo (¥5,(0)) 7y (¥51(@)th12(D)) + 7 (¥5(a) 8o (D))

T (31 (@)1 (D) + ¥oa(a)ih51 (D)) m— (V51 (a)ia(b) + ¥3o(a)iy (b))
thanks to (B2) and [B3). Since ¢ is an asymptotic homomorphism the last expression is

asymptotically equal to
(7+( 11(ab)) s (Mz(ab))) ‘

_ (m (¥11(a)P11(0) + Pra(a)in, (b)) il(a)@biz(b)+¢iz(a)w§2(b)))’

T (P51(ab)) - m (¥5(ab))
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O

Let © : My(Q(D)) — Q(D) be a *-isomorphism induced by two isometries Vi, Vs € M (D) such
that V3V + VaVy = 1.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that ¢ € Hom(A, Q(B)) is asymptotically split. It follows that there are
asymptotic homomorphisms pu,v : A — M (D) such that

(é o (my X ¢)t> @ (gp o ) = (g o vt)
for all t.

Proof. Since ¢/ is asymptotically split, there is an asymptotic homomorphism 6 : A — M (B)
such that ¥, (a) —0;(a) € B for all t,a. By LemmaBJl we can assume that 6 is equi-continuous.
Let

El :W_(B),
F={m_06(a)+Crn_(1): t€[l,00),a € A},
and
X ={0,(a) +¢},(d)+C1: t€[l,00),a,a € A}.

Both X and F are separable sets since the involved asymptotic homomorphisms are equi-
continuous. Let Ey be the C*-algebra generated by {w_(z) — 7 (x): x € X}. Then E1Ey C D
and FE; C F;. Thus Kasparov’s technical theorem, [9], provides us with M, N € M(D) such
that M,N >0,M + N =1, ME;, C D,NE, C D and [N, F] C D. Set

- m_()VM —n_(1)v/N
— DO\ o ()N (WM )
Since m_(1) € F, we see that both N and M commute with 7_(1) modulo D. Since 1 € X

and NEy, C D, we see that N7_(1) = Nm (1) modulo D. In particular, N and M both
commute with 7_(1) and 7, (1) modulo D. It follows that U + U* > 0. Using this, and that

UU* = UU = qu,(p) (wfo(l) 7r+0(1))’ we can lift U to an element V' € My(M(D)) such that
V+V*>0and VV*=V*V = (7”0(1) 7r+0(1))’ Set S = (9{)V, and note that

(N m ()T
S = (W_(l)m —W_(l)\/ﬁ) modulo My (D).

It follows that
0 1-m(1
W=(%,)+ <1—7r(1) o )
0

is a unitary in M3(M (D)) such that
7_()VN 7+(1)vVM 0 0 1-74+(1)
W = (n(l)\/ﬁ _;7(1)\/N 0) + (1—7r(1) (;r 0) modulo Mg(D).
0 0 1
It follows from the properties of N and M that
m(6i(a) 0 0 i (0i(a) 0 0

w 0 Ty (V1i(a)) 7 (Yia(a) | = 0 T (¥1(a)) 7 (Yip(a)) | W
0 Ty (V3 (@) 7 (P(a)) 0 T (¥ (a)) - (oe(a))
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modulo Mj3(D) for all ¢,a. Set p; = qp o m_ 0 6; and

Ty (6(a)) 0 0
v = 0 7 (¥1i(a)) 7 (¢1a(a))
0 T (P51(a)) 7 (Yp(a))

Finally, we choose an appropriate isomorphism ©g : M3(M (D)) — M (D) and set v; = g o v}y.
U

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢',¢/ € Hom(A, Q(D)) be semi-invertible extensions with trivializations ¢
and 1, respectively. There is then a trivialization X of @' & ' such that 7+ X X\ is unitarily
equivalent to (e X ¥) @ (71 X @).

Proof. Let Vi, Vs € M(B) be the isometries used to define the addition in Ext™'/2(4, B).
Then ¢/ @& ¢’ = gp o (Ad Vi o ¢}y + Ad Vs 0 ;) for all ¢, and

N\ — AdVioyy +AdVao gl AdVioyi, + AdVao gy
! AdVioyy +AdVaopy AdVioys, +AdVsoph,
is a trivialization of ¢/ @& ¢'. Note that
(7T:|: X )\)t =

Admy(Vi)omy oty + Admy(Va) oy oy Admy (Vi) omy o fy + Admy(Va) o my 0 gy
Adm(Vi)omy oty + Admy(Va) omy ol Adm_(Vi)om_ oty + Adm_(Va)om_oph, )

Modulo D we have that
T (V1) (s 0 ¥na(a)) - (V)) = 7 (Vitny(a)) mo (V7))
=m- (V1¢12 )W— Vi) (by (B2) and (B3))
T (Vitrp(a)Vy)
=T+ (V1¢12( ) 1) (by B2) and B3))
= Ad 7y (Vi) o1y 0 iy(a).

Via similar considerations regarding Ad 7, (V) omy oty Admy (Vi) oy otbh;, and Ad 7wy (V) o
74 0 b, we see that

(e X A), =
Ad <7T+(V1) 0 ) o (7?+ oty O¢§2) + Ad <7T+(V2) 0 ) o (77+ © Spfy T4 © ¢§2) ’

0 (V1) T oy T 0y, 0 (V) T+ O ¥a1 T— O Pa
modulo Ms(D). We conclude that
(7T:|: X )\)t = AdSl o (7T:|: X ¢)t —|—Ad52 o (7T:|: X go)t
modulo M5 (D), where
71 (V; 1—m4 (1
S, = ( +( )w,(Vi)> + ( +(1) 1_7L(1)> :

i = 1,2, are isometries in My(M (D)) such that S157 + 5255 = 1. Thus, up to unitary equiva-
lence, we have that 7o x A = (14 X ¢) @ (71£ X ).
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O

We now introduce the basic construction of [16]. Given an equi-continuous asymptotic homo-
morphism ¢ = (¢¢)icp,00) 1 A = Q(D), the basic construction gives us a genuine extension
¢! € Hom(A, Q(D)). The construction goes as follows: Let b be a strictly positive element in
D of norm < 1. A unit sequence (cf. [I5]) in D is a sequence {u,}>>, C E such that

ul) there is a continuous function f,, : [0, 1] — [0, 1] which is zero in a neighbourhood of 0
and u, = f,(b),

U2) Upi1Uy, = uy, for all n,
u3) lim, o u,z = x for any z € D.

Unit sequences exist by elementary spectral theory. Given a unit sequence {u,} we set Ay =
Vo and A = \/u; —u;_1,j > 1. Note that u2) implies that

Let ¢y : A — M(D) be an equi-continuous lift of ¢, ¢f. Lemma 2.1 of [I6]. There exists a
sequence t; < to < t3 < ... in [1,00) such that {¢;, }>° is a discretization of ¢ and

t1) 1imy, 00 SUDer, 4,10 1Pe(a) — &1, (a)|| = 0 for all a € A, and
t2) t, < n for alln € N,

cf. Lemma 3.3 of [I6]. We say that the pair <(95t)te[1,oo) : {un};’ozo) is a compatible pair for

¢ when limy, o0 Sy 511 [unpi(a) — @i(a)u,|| = 0 for all a € D. Compatible pairs exist by
Lemma 3.2 of [I6]. Given such a pair, there is a sequence ng < n; < ns < ... in N such that

n; —n;_1 >1+1
for all + > 1,
lim sup sup (|| (1 —u;) (@(a)e(b) — Gu(ab)) || — llee(a)pe(b) — @ulab)]]) = 0,

100 j>n; te[1,i+3]

lim sup  sup (|| (1 —u;) (@r(a) + A@e(b) — Ge(a+ Ab)) || = [lee(a) + Ape(b) — @e(a + Ab)[|) = O,

t00 j>ny te(1,i+3]

lim sup sup ([ (1 = u;) (¢e(a”) = Pu(a)”) | = llee(a™) = @i(a)”[]) = O
t00 j>n; te[1,i4-3)

for all a,b € A and all A € C, cf. Lemma 3.4 of [I6]. The quadruple

((@ohepioe)» Luntato, {ni} 2o, {t:31)

is called the folding data. Given the folding data there is then an extension ¢/ : A — Q(D)

such that
(pf(a) =dqp <Z Aj¢tj+1 (G)A])

=0
for all a € A, cf. Lemma 3.5 of [I6]. We will refer to ¢/ as a folding of .

We claim that we can define a map

Ext~/2(A, B) 3 [{)'] = 71 e [{)] € Ext™Y?(A, D)
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. A f : : .
by setting my e[| = {(@ o (my X w)> } , where v is an arbitrary trivialization of ¢)’. To see that

R !
this recipe is well-defined we must show that [(@ o (mg X @D)) } is independent of all the choices

involved in its construction, and in fact only depends on the class [¢'] of ¢/ € Ext™'/%(A, B).
For the first purpose, let ¢’ € Hom(A, Q(B)) be an extension such that ¢’ @1’ is asymptotically
split, and let ¢ and 1 be trivializations of ¢’ and v)’, respectively. It follows then from Lemma
and Lemma B4 that there are asymptotic homomorphisms v, 2 : A — M(D) such that

(60 (rex9)) @ (60 (re xv),) @aport =aporf
for all t € [1,00). Then Lemma 4.4 of [I6] implies that

(0ctmx )| == [((6etm x ) & (wer))] =~ [ (0o m x 0))']

A f
in Ext™"/?(A, D). Thus {(@ o (7 X ¢)> } only depends on ¢’ € Hom(A, Q(D)). To show that

N f
{(@ o (my X ¢’)> } only depends on the class of ¥’ in Ext™"/2(A, B), it suffices now, thanks

to Lemma B4 and Lemma 4.5 of [I6], only to show that the class is not changed when ' is
replaced by an extension unitarily equivalent to it. We leave this to the reader.

We want to show that the map 7. e — : Ext™"/?(A, B) — Ext~"?(4, D) only depends on the
class of (., 7_) in KK(B, D). For this purpose, we shall use the homotopy-invariance theorem
of Higson, cf. Section III of [7].

Thanks to Lemma Tl our construction above gives rise to a pairing
Ext™1/? (A,C ® B) — Ext™/? (4, C) (3.5)

with quasi-unital Fredholm modules for B in the sense of [7] for all separable C*-algebras
A,C and B. This goes as follows: Let . : B — M(K) be a quasi-unital Fredholm pair
in the sense of [7], i.e. 4 are quasi-unital x-homomorphisms such that ¢, (b) — p_(b) € K
for all b € B. Then ide®py : C®@ B — C ® M(K) C M(C ® K) are quasi-unital *-
homomorphisms, and admit canonical extensions id¢ ®p+ : M(C ® B) — M(C ® K). Note
that idc @p, (y) —ide ®p_(y) € C@K for all y € C ® B. Hence x — s¢, " (idc Qpy ® :L") is a
homomorphism , defining the desired pairing (BH) with quasi-unital Fredholm modules. By the
quasi-unital version of Higson’s result, Theorem 3.1.4 and the remarks in the first paragraph
of Section 3.3 in [7], homotopy invariance of Ext™*/?(A, —) will now follow if we can show that
the pairing constructed above has the following properties (cf. 3.1.3a — 3.1.3f of [1]):

a) h* (mp e [¢Y]) = <ﬁ owi> e [¢'], when h : D — D' is a quasi-unital *-homomorphism

with canonical extension h : M (D) — M(D');

b) e o (1] + g @[] = (71, 0 ) @ [¢/], when 7 = oy

c) (my @) e [t)] =7y e[1)f] for every x-homomorphism 7 : M(B) — M(D);

d) 7y e [¢'] = [¢'] when 7 =id : M(K) — M(K) and 7_ = 0;

e) (AdUomy) e [¢)/] =my e [¢)] when U € M(D) is a unitary;

f) (m,AdVom)x[¢'] =0, when 7 : M(B) — M(D) is a *-homomorphism and V' € M (D)
is a unitary such that V' =1 modulo D.
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Of these, d) and f) are trivial and ¢) and e) follow from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 of [I6],
respectively. To prove b), we use Kasparov’s technical theorem in the following way: Let
Ey C My(M(D)) be the C*-algebra generated by elements of the form

T (P (a)) 7y (Yra(a) T (Y1(a)) 7 (dia(a))
(m (Whi(a) 0 ) . <w_ (Whi(a) 0 ) |
t€[l,00),a € A, and F C My(M(D)) the subspace spanned by elements of the form
(m( 11(a)) (@sz(a))) or (S0+ (V11(a)) o4 (@sz(a)))
Ty (U5 (a)) 7 (¥3y(a)) v+ (51(a)) - (Yia(a)) )

t€[l,00),a € A. Let E C M(D) be the C*-subalgebra consisting of the elements m € M (D)
with the property that m, (b)m, mmr, (b) € D for allb € B. Since m_(b) = my(b) = ¢ (b) = v_(b)
modulo D when b € B, we might as well have used 7_, p_ or ¢, instead of 7, to define FE.
Note that m_ (4 (a)) — ¢o_ (¢¥iy(a)) € E for all a € A and all ¢, and that

F(pe)U(be)FCS(bR)

We can therefore choose a separable C*-subalgebra E; of (5 2) containing

(8 (W) - - <w52<a>>)

for all @ € A and all ¢ such that [F, E;]| C E;. Note that E;Ey C My(D). Kasparov’s technical
theorem gives us elements 0 < N, M € My(M (D)) such that N + M = 1, [M,F] C My(D),
ME1 Q MQ(D) and NE2 Q MQ(D) Then

o~ (#5)

VN VM
is a unitary in My (M (D)) with the property that
T (V11(a)) e (Yia(a)) 0 0
g | T Wni(a)) T (¢5y(a)) 0 0 [+
0 0 o (U1i(a)) i (Pia(a))
0 0 v+ (V31(a)) - (V3a(a))
T (V11(a)) my (Yis(a)) 0 0
[ wh () el (@) 0 0
0 0 pr (@) o4 (Pia(a)) |
0 0 pr (U51(a)) o4 (P5(a))

modulo My(D), for all ¢ and a. This shows that (74 X ¢) & (¢+ X ) is unitarily equiv-
alent to ((my, o ) X)) ® (gpov), where v : A — M(D) is an asymptotic homomor-

R f
phism. It follows then from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 of [I6] that [(@ o (my X w)> } +

A ! A f
[(@ o (px X w)) } = [(@ o((my,p_) % w)) } in Ext™'/2(A, D), proving b). To prove a), note
first that ©/o ((h 0 7ri> X qp) = Adqp(U)oho®o (s x 1), for all t, where U € M(D') is the
t

unitary U = W) [h(Vl*) +1-— h(l)} +Woh(V5'), when Vi, Vo and Wy, W are the isometries used
to define © and @, respectively, and h : Q(D) — Q(D) is induced by h. Thanks to Lemma 4.5 of



10 V. MANUILOV AND K. THOMSEN
: : s (A f s [ f
[T6] it remains therefore only to prove that [(h o (@ o (my X @D))) } = {h o (@ o (my X ¢)) } :

R A A !
or if we set ¢ = ©o(my X 1)), that |:h0g0f] = [(hmp) } in Ext™"/2(A, D’). Let x : A — Q(D)

be an equi-continuous asymptotic homomorphism with the property that ¢ & x asymptotically
splits. Since h is strictly continuous on norm-bounded sets, we see that

il © ‘Pf(a) =d4p (Z h (Aj) h (@tﬁrl(a)) h (Aj)) )

7=0
for a given tuple of folding data ((g&t)te[lm) A} 0, {ni 120, {tz}f;) Then the proof of
Lemma 4.4 in [I6] shows that
[iLoapf} = — [izoxf}
N ~ !
in Ext~'/2(A, D'). Since [h o Xf] = — [(h o go) } by Lemma 4.4 of [16], we obtain the desired
conclusion.

For any C*-algebra E we denote in the following the C*-algebra C[0,1] ® E by IE. It follows
that the functor Ext™'/?2 (A, —) is homotopy invariant, in the sense that the point evaluations
m : IB — B,t € [0,1], induce the same maps 7, : Ext™/?(A, IB) — Ext™'/?(A, B) for any
separable C*-algebra B. When this is established it is easy to make Ext~'/%(A, —) functorial
with respect to arbitrary *-homomorphisms; if h : B — Bj is a x-homomorphism it follows from
[T8] that h®idk : BQK — B; ® K is homotopic to a quasi-unital x-homomorphism g : BRK —
B; ® K, unique up to homopy, and we set h,[t)] = [ o ¢], when ¢ € Hom(A, Q(B ® K)). Thus
we have obtained the following.

Theorem 3.5. For every separable C*-algebra A, Ext™Y2(A, —) is a homotopy invariant func-
tor, from the category of separable C*-algebras to the category of abelian groups.

It follows also from the homotopy invariance that the pairing 7. e — : Ext™Y%(4, B) —
Ext™'/2(A, D) constructed above only depends on the class of my in KK (B, D). Thus we
have in fact a pairing

KK(B,C) x Ext™"2(A, B) — Ext™/2(4, C)
for all separable C*-algebras A, B and C.

It follows from Theorem that two semi-invertible extensions of A by B ® K define the same
element of Ext™Y (A, B) if and only if they are homotopic via a semi-invertible homotopy.
Specifically, two semi-invertible extensions ¢,1 : A — Q(B ® K), define the same element of
Ext~'/2(A, B) if and only if there is a semi-invertible extension ® : A — Q(IB ® K) such that
moo® = ¢ and T 0® = ¢, where 7; : Q(IBRK) — Q(B®K),7 =0, 1, are the x-homomorphisms
induced by the point evaluations 7y, 7 : IB® K — B ® K. It is this consequence of Theorem
that we shall make intensive use of in the following. But let us point out that the homotopy
invariance of Ext™"/ ?(A, B) in the second variable, B, implies the homotopy invariance in the
first variable.

Theorem 3.6. For every separable C*-algebra B, Ext™"2(—, B) is a homotopy invariant func-
tor, from the category of separable C*-algebras to the category of abelian groups.
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Proof. Let ¢, : A — D be homotopic *-homomorphisms between separable C*-algebras.
Thus there is a *-homomorphism ® : A — ID such that mpo ® = ¢, m 0 ® = . Let
X : D = Q(B ® K) be a semi-invertible extension. Let 7 : IQ(B ® K) — Q(IB ® K) be the
canonical inclusion. Then

fooTo (idj@x) o ® = ¢
and

fio7o (id;®x)od =1,
so [¢)] = 71, [T o (id; ®x) 0 ®] = 7o, [T 0 (id; ®x) 0 @] = [¢] in Ext~/%(A, B) by Theorem B3l

O

4. EXTENDED ASYMPTOTIC HOMOMORPHISMS

In this section A and B are separable C*-algebras. Let J C A be a C*-subalgebra of A. An
asymptotic homomorphism ¢ = (p1)cy o) * A = M(B) is extended from J when ¢(J) C B
for all t € [1,00). If the context identifies the subalgebra J, we say simply that ¢ is extended.
If ¢ is extended from J and gp o @, = qg o ¢y for all £, or equivalently, ¢;(x) — p1(x) € B for all
x € A and all ¢, we say that ¢ is constantly extended from J or just constantly extended. Two
(constantly) extended asymptotic homomorphisms ¢, 9 : A — M(B) are homotopic when there
is an (constantly) extended asymptotic homomorphism ® : A — M (I B) such that 7o ®;, = ¢,
and m 0P, =1y for all t € [1,00), where 75 : M(IB) — M(B) is the x-homomorphism induced
by the point evaluation 7, : IB — B. Homotopy is an equivalence relation in both cases, and
we denote by [[A, J; B]] the homotopy classes of extended asymptotic homomorphisms, and by
[{A, J; B}] the homotopy classes of constantly extended asymptotic homomorphisms. The set
[[A, J; B]] has been introduced and studied in [3] in relation to relative E-theory.

Theorem 4.1. The canonical (forgetful) map [{A, J; B} — [[A, J; B]] is a bijection.

Proof. Surjectivity: Let ¢ : A — M(B) be an extended asymptotic homomorphism.
To show that ¢ is homotopic to a constantly extended asymptotic homomorphism we may
assume that ¢ is equi-continuous since it is asymptotically identical, and hence homotopic,
to such an extended asymptotic homomorphism by Lemma Bl By Lemma 4.1 of [I6] there
is a continuous increasing function r : [1,00) — [1,00) such that (¢r(t))te[17m) is uniformly
continuous, in the sense that the function ¢ — ¢, (a) is uniformly continuous for all a € A.
Since ¢ = (cp,,(t)) re[1,00) is homotopic to ¢, it suffices to show that 1) is homotopic to a constantly

extended asymptotic homomorphism. Let F} C F;, C F3 C ... be a sequence of finite sets with

dense union in A, such that Un F,NJis dense in J. Let ¢g > €1 > €5 > ... be a sequence in
10, 1[ chosen so small that
lla, @)l < e, b 0@)]ll < € = || [VE—a,vul@)] | < 277, (4.1)

forallt € [1,i+ 2], z € F;, and
lavi(@) = (@) < €6, [Il@) — @)l < & = [VE—an@)| <277 @2)

forallt € [1,i+2], x € F;NJ, when 0 < a <b < 1. Let vy, vy, v,..., be a unit sequence in
B such that
v, ve(@)]ll < e, t€[1,i+2], x € F, (4.3)
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lvhe(x) — ()| <&, te€[l,i+2], z€ F;NJ. (4.4)
Let ng < m1 < ng < ... be a sequence in N such that n; — n;,_;1 > ¢+ 1 for all ¢ > 1.
We claim that there are continuous paths w;(t),t € [1,00),i = 0,1,2,..., in B, such that
uo(t) < wuy(t) <wug(t) < ... is a unit sequence in B for all ¢,
wi(1) = vy, (4.5)
and for t € [n,n + 1] one has
u;(t) € co{v; : j > n} (4.6)
forall e =0,1,2,..., and
wi(t) = u;(1), i >n+1. (4.7)

(In particular, at integer points we have the following equations:

UO(l) = Uny, u0(2) = Uny; u0(3) = Ung; u0(4) = Ung, u0(5)

ul(l) = Unlv U1(2) = Unl—l—l’ ul(?)) == Ung—l—l’ U1(4) == Un3+17 U1(5) == Un4+17 ceey

up(l) = vy, u2(2) = Uny,  u2(3) = Unyya, u2(4) = Unypa, uz(5) ;

U3(1) = Ungs, U3(2) = Ungs, U3(3) = Ung, U3(4) = Unz+3, U3(5) = Ung+3y -3
etc.) The construction is the same as the construction of {w;(t)}:2, in the proof of Lemma 4.4
n [16]: Assume that {u;(t)}2,, t € [1,k], have been constructed, and that v,, , < uy(k) <
uy(k) = vy,,. We construct then {u;(t)}2,, t € [k, k + 1], as follows. Since ngy1 —ny, >k + 1,
we have that

Un,, = Uk(]f) S Upp41 S VUppg2 <0 S Uppqpr1 < Uk+1(k) = Uk+1(k? + 1) = Unpyy-

Set w;(t) = w;(1) = vp,,t € [k,k+ 1], when ¢ > k+ 1. Set [; = [k%—ﬁ,k%—%], j =
0,1,2,..., k. On the interval I;, ux_;(t),t € I;, is the straight line from u;_;(k) to vy, 4k, i.€.
ue—i(t) = (J + 1= (k+1)(t = k))ur—; (k) + ((k + 1)t — k) = J)Unjt8-j
t € I; and other u,,(t), m # k — j, are constants. The construction of {u;(t)}2,,t € [1,00),

can then proceed by induction.

Set Ag(t) = /uo(t = Vui(t) —u;—1(t), i > 1. Let {1, }°°, be a discretization of ¢
such that ¢; < i for all ) 2 1 Set

Z A ¢max{tt }( )A (t>

The sequence converges in the strict topology of M(B) by Lemma 3.1 of [I6]. Note that it
follows from (EZ7) that for each n € N there is an N,, € N such that

\I]t Z A ¢max{tt }( )A (t> - Ai(s)wmax{s,ti}(x)Ai(S)

for all s,t € [1,n]. This shows that Uy (x) — Wy(x) € B for all s,t € [1,00) and that t — U (x)
is continuous. We claim that W;(J) C B for all ¢. By Lemma 3.1 of [I6], ¥y, t € [1,00), is
an equi-continuous family since ¢4, t € [1,00), is, so it suffices to show that U;(x) € B when
x € FpyNJ. As we know that ¥;(x) — Uy(z) € B, we must show that Uy(z) € B. It follows
from (X)), (@) and [2) that

AL (@) < 27!
when ¢ > k. This shows that Y .2  A;(1)¢y, () A;(1) converges in norm, proving that ¥, (z) € B.
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To show that W is asymptotically multiplicative, it suffices, by equi-continuity of ¥y, t € [1, 00),
to check for x,y € Fy. In the following we write a ~s b when a and b are elements of the
same C*-algebra and |la — b|| < 0. Let t € [m,m + 1], m > k. When i > m, we have that
max{t,t;} < i, and hence

Ai(t)¢max{t,ti}(x)Ai(t> ~o—i 7pmax{t,ti}(tll',)Ai(t)27
thanks to (1), ), E3) and @T)). Similarly,
A () mascirt 13 () Ai (1) ~omt Prmasfe, ()4 (1)%,

and both estimates also hold with x replaced by y. When i < m, max{t,t;} < m + 1, while
wi(t), ui—1(t) € co{v; : 7 > m} by @H). It follows therefore from ([E3) and ETI) that

A () (e () D (8) ~oom Ymaxge) (2) D (t)?.
Similarly,
Ai () Urmax(tti_ } (2) Ai(t) ~omm Ymaxie,_i} (1) A(£)?,
and both estimates also hold with x replaced by y. Set

61(t) = sup [[Vmaxiet;} (Y) = Ymaxtt; ) (W),
J

(52(t) = Sllp ||wmax{t,tj}(x>¢max{t,tj}(y) - ¢max{t,tj}(xy> Hv
J

and

ke = sup 04 @)

Using Lemma 3.1 of [I6] and the above estimates we find that

\Ijt (I (Z A ¢max{t tj ) (Z A wmax{t t;} ( )A] (t)>

Z AJ ¢max{t ts } ( ) J (t)2¢max{t,tj} (y)AJ (t>
7=0
+ Z A 7vbmax{t t;} ( )A] (t) J+1( )¢max{t tj+1} (y>Aj+1 (t>

+ Z Aj-i-l (t),@bmax{t,tfrl} (z)Aj+l (t)A] (t)wmax{t,tj} (y)A] (t)

=0
N 6kym2—m Z A ¢max{t ti }( )¢max{t,tj} (y)Aj (t)zAj (t)
+ Z A 7pmax{t t;} (x)wmax{t,tfrﬂ (y)AJ (t>Aj+1 (t)Aj—H (t)

+ Z Aj—i—l (t)¢max{t,tj+1}(x)wmax{t,tj} (y)Aj-i-l (t)A] (t)A] (t)

J=0



14 V. MANUILOV AND K. THOMSEN

™2k 61 (t) Aj (t>¢max{t,tj} (x)wmax{t,tj} (y)A] (t>2AJ (t>

M

<
Il
o

+ Z Aj (t)¢max{t,tj } (x)wmax{t,tj } (y)A] (t)Aj-i-l (t)Aj-i-l (t)
=0

- Z A () rmas () (T) mas e} W) DG (1) A1 () Aj -1 (8)

NE

~35,(t) A () maie, ) (@) A (£)2A;(t)

<.
Il

+
NE

A () Vmaxie;} (@y) A (1) A1 (8) Ay ()

<.
Il

+
NE

A (Ot (9 A, (DA, 1 (DA (1)
1

= Wy(zy).
Since 6k,m2™"™ + 2k,01(t) + 3d2(t) goes to zero as m tends to infinity, we conclude that
limy o0 Wi ()W (y) — Uy(zy) = 0. Asymptotic linearity and self-adjointness follow in the same
way. Thus ¥ is a constantly extended asymptotic homomorphism. For a € A, s € [0, 1], define
Ai(a)(s) € M(B) by the strictly convergent sequence

<.
Il

At(a)(s) = Z Ai(t)wsmax{t,ti}-i-(l—s)t(a’)Ai(t)‘

Since s — A(a)(s) is a strictly continuous and normbounded function, we have defined a family
of maps Ay : A — M(IB),t € [1,00). It follows from (1) that for fixed n there is an N,, so
large that

Aifa)(s) = Av(a)(s) =

Z (Ai(t)wsmax{t,ti}-l-(l—s)t(a')Ai(t) - Ai(t,),@bsmax{t’,ti}—l—(l—s)t’(a)Ai(t/)>

1=0

+ Z Az(l) (¢smax{t,ti}+(1—s)t(a’) - wsmax{t’,ti}-‘r(l—s)t’(a)) Az(]-)

i:Nn‘i‘l

for all a and s, provided ¢,¢" € [1,n]. When t tends to ¢, the first term converges to 0 in norm,
uniformly in s, for obvious reasons, and the second term does the same thanks to Lemma 3.1
of [I6] and the continuity of ¢t — ,(a). Thus ¢t — A;(a) is normcontinuous. Lemma 3.1 of
[T6] also shows that the family (As),(; o), 18 equi-continuous since (¢¢),c(; o is- To show that
Ay(J) C IB for all ¢, we must give an argument different from the one used above since A; — A
does not map J into I B. Note that s max{t, ¢;}+(1—s)t < max{t,7} <1iwheni > t. According
to (@) and [EX), w;(t) = vy, > v; when ¢ > t 4 1, so we conclude from (B4l and (2 that
sup, [ A (6) Vs max{t.t:3+1-s)e(@)]| < 27 for all large enough 4, when z € |J, Fi, N J. Hence the
sum defining A;(x) converges in norm to an element of I B. By continuity of A;, we conclude
that Ay(J) C IB. The arguments that proved that ¥ is an asymptotic homomorphism show
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the same about A, thanks to the uniform continuity of . (The uniform continuity is used to
show that the analog of d;(¢) tends to 0 when ¢ goes to infinity.) A is consequently an extended
asymptotic homomorphism given us a homotopy connecting W to (377 A (t)1(-)Ai(t)), €[L.00)"

For each a,€ A, s € [0, 1], define u(a)(s) € M(B) by

Z?io Ai(t —log s)iy(a)Ai(t —logs), s#0,
i(a), s =0.

Since Ag(t) strictly tends to 1 and A;(t), ¢ > 0, strictly tend to 0, as ¢t — oo, the formula
(ER) defines an extended asymptotic homomorphism p1 = (p)iep,00) : A = M (L B) providing a

homotopy between (32720 Ai(t)1hr(1)Ai(1)) et o) 0 (U1) et 00)-

Injectivity: Let ¢, : A — M(B) be constantly extended asymptotic homomorphisms that are
homotopic as extended asymptotic homomorphisms, and let ® : A — M(IB) be an extended
asymptotic homomorphism realizing a homotopy between the two. Disregarding a few consid-
erations concerning equi-continuity and uniform continuity, the construction from the proof of
surjectivity gives us a homotopy of constantly extended asymptotic homomorphisms between
(Z]O.’;O A (t)cpt(-)Aj(t)>te[l - and (Z;’;o Aj(t)wt(-)Aj(t)>te[l -’ where the A;’s arise from ap-
propriately chosen continuous paths of unit sequences in B. To complete the proof it suffices
therefore to check that the asymptotic homomorphism p of () is constantly extended when
1 is. So assume this is the case and let € > 0 be given. Let ¢,' € [1,00). By equi-continuity it
suffices to show that p(x) — pw(z) € IB when o € Fj. Take n € N such that n > max{¢t,t'}.
It follows then from ({6) that w;(t —logs) € co{v; : j > n} for all i € N and all s €]0,1]. It
follows therefore from [{3)) and [T that ||[A;(t —logs), ¥ (x)]|| < 27° when i > max{n, k}.
As a consequence there is an N € N so large that

pu(a)(s) = { (4.8)

Yi(@) (1= un(t —logs))+ Y Ay(t—log s)ihy(x) Ay (t—log s) ~ Z A (t—log )ty (a) Ay(t—log s)

1=0

for all s €]0,1]. By increasing N we may assume that the same estimate holds with ¢ replaced
by . Thus p(z) — py(z) has distance less than 2e to the element of M(IB) given by the
strictly continuous map f : [0,1] — M (B), where

f(s) = Z (Ai(t — log 8)th(2)Ay(t — log s) — Ay(t' — log 8)y ()2 (t — log 5)) (19)
+¥(x) (1 — un(t —log s)) — vu(x) (1 — un(t' —logs)),
when s €]0, 1], and
f(s) = tu(x) — vu (), (4.10)

when s = 0. Note that for each s, f(s) is in B since ix(x) — ¢y (z) is, and that f is obviously
norm-continuous on |0, 1]. It suffices now to show that () converges in norm to (EI0) when
s tends to zero. To see that this is the case note that ([6), [3) and I imply that

s—0

lim (Z A;(t —log s)e(x)Ai(t — log s) — Z Ye(x) (Ai(t —log s)) ) = 0.
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The same conclusion holds with ¢ replaced by ' so () approaches ([EI0) as s — 0 because

iy (Ai(t —logs))* + (1 —un(t —logs)) = 321, (Ai(t' —logs))* + (1 — uy(t' ~logs)) = 1
for all s €]0,1]. The proof is complete.

U

Theorem ET] serves as our excuse for not distinguishing very strictly between [[A, J; B]] and
[{A, J; B}] in the following.

When B is stable both [[4, J; B]] and [{A,J; B}| are equipped with a semi-group structure
in the familiar way: When ¢,v : A — M(B) are (constantly) extended asymptotic homo-
morphisms and Vi, Vo, € M(B) are isometries such that ViV;" + VoV5* = 1, we can define
a (constantly) extended asymptotic homomorphism ¢ @& ¢ : A — M(B) by (¢ @ ¢¥)i(a) =
Vigi(a) Vi + Vahy(a) Vs . The compositions defined in this way in [[A, J; B]] and [{A, J; B}| are
commutative and associative, and are independent of the choice of isometries Vi, V5. In this
case the bijection of Theorem El is an isomorphism of abelian semi-groups. In the following
we assume that B is stable.

Lemma 4.2. [[A,0; B]] = 0.

Proof. Consider an asymptotic homomorphism 7 : A — M(B) such that m(0) € B for
all t. Then 7j(a) = m(a) — m(0) defines an asymptotic homomorphism 7’ : A — M (B) with
the property that m;(0) = 0 for all ¢, and [x] = [7'] in [[A4,0; B]]. By Lemma 1.3.6 of [T1]
there is a strictly continuous family Vi, s €]0, 1], of isometries in M (B) such that V; = 1 and
lim,_,o VsV* = 0 in the strict topology. Set

Vimi(a)VE, s €]0,1],

S

Note that s — ®;(a)(s) is strictly continuous and norm-bounded. Thus ® = (®;),c, )+ A —
M(IB) is an asymptotic homomorphism such that ®;(0) = 0 for all ¢, giving us a homotopy
connecting 7’ to 0.

O

We denote the C*-algebras C(T) ® A and Cy(0,1) ® A by T'A and S A, respectively. Note that
there is an extension

0 SA TA—== A 0, (4.11)

where ev : TA — A is evaluation at 1 € T. We shall often identify TA with {f € [A: f(0) =
f(1)} in the obvious way.

Lemma 4.3. [[TA,SA; B]] and [{T' A, SA; B}| are groups.

Proof. Since the bijection of Theorem BTl is an isomorphism of semi-groups with zero, it
suffices to show that [[T'A, SA; B]] is a group. Let ¢ : TA — M(B) be an extended asymptotic
homomorphism. Let o € Aut T'A be the automorphism which changes orientation on the circle,
ie. a(f)(s)=f(1—s), feT,sel0,1. Then the homomorphism v : TA — My(TA) given

by
v(f) = (fa(f)>
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is homotopic to the x-homomorphism

70)
fe ( f(0)>’

via a path of *-homomorphisms which all send SA into My(SA). Since p & (poa) = 0o
(idps, ®¢) 0y, where the *-isomorphism © : My(M(B)) — M(B) is given by

O (41 812) = Viay Vi + Viaw Vs + Vaag Vi + Vaag, Vs, (4.12)

we conclude that ¢ @ (¢ o «) is homotopic as an extended asymptotic homomorphism to
(pocoev)®(pocoev), where the *-homomorphisms ¢: A — T A and ev : TA — A are given
by c¢(a)(t) = a,t € T, and ev(f) = f(0), respectively. Since [p oc] =0 in [[A,0; B]] by Lemma
I2 it follows that [(pocoev)® (pocoev)] =0in [[TA, SA; B].

O

5. VARIOUS MAPS

Let A and B be separable C*-algebras, B stable. In this section we obtain our main result
which is that an appropriate modification of the Connes-Higson construction gives rise to an
isomorphism between Ext™"/?(A, B) and [[T'A, SA; B]].

5.1. The Connes—Higson map. Let ¢ : A — Q(B) be a semi-invertible extension. Then
there exists an extension ¢ : A — Q(B) and an equi-continuous asymptotic homomorphism
T = (T )iefi,o0) 1 A = My(M(B)) such that guppy o™ = ¢ ® 1. Denote the matrix elements of
m by 77, 0,7 = 1,2. Note that 7}2(A)Un?'(A) C B for all t. It follows from the equi-continuity
of m and the separability of A and B that there exists an approximate unit (u)ej1,00) € B such

that

Jim [f (), a)] =0, (51)
Jim 72(a) (£ () = (1)) = 0, 5:2)

and
Jim mr(a) (f (ur) — f(1)) =0, (5.3)

for all f € C[0,1] and all a € A. Then <f (e) f(o)) and m(a) asymptotically commute for all

f €T and a € A. We use here and in the following 7" to denote the C*-algebra C(T). Note
that

Wt(a) — 7T1(a) € MQ(B)

fun) 5(0)
( f(0)> - ( f(0)> € My(B)
forallae A, f€T. Set

X ={g € Gy([1,00), Mo(M(B))) : g(t) — g(1) € M2(B) Vt}.

It follows that there is a *-homomorphism ® : TA — X/Cy([1, 00), M2(B)) such that ®(f ® a)
is the image of the element in X given by the function

t s (f(u» f(o)) m(a).

and
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It follows from the Bartle-Graves selection theorem that there is a continuous map
X @ X/Co([1,00), My(B)) — X which is a right-inverse for the quotient map X —
X/Co([1,00), M3(B))). By Remark 2 on page 114 of [I3] we can assume that y maps the
asymptotic algebra of My(B), which is a C*-subalgebra of X, into C;, ([1, 00), Ms(B)). Set
CH(¢)i(a) = O ((x 0 ®(a)(1))) ,

where © : My(M(B)) — M(B) is the *-isomorphism (BIZ). Note that CH(yp) is an equi-
continuous asymptotic homomorphism CH(y) : TA — M(B) such that CH(y)(SA) C B
and CH () (x) — CH(p)1(x) € B for all t and all x € T'A. In short, CH(p) is an asymptotic
homomorphism which is constantly extended from SA, and defines an element of [{T'A, SA; B}|.
It is easy to see that the construction gives us a well-defined group homomorphism

CH :Ext™Y%(A, B) — [{TA, SA; B}].

When composed with the obvious forgetful map [{T'A, SA; B}] — [[SA, B]] obtained by re-
stricting asymptotic homomorphisms to SA, we get the usual Connes-Higson map.

5.2. The E-map. Let ¢ = (¢1)icf,00) : TA — M(B) be an asymptotic homomorphism which
is constantly extended from SA, i.e. ¢ is an asymptotic homomorphism such that ¢,(SA) C B
and ¢i(x) — ¢1(x) € B for all t € [1,00) and all x € TA. By Lemma Bl we may assume that
¢ is equi-continuous. We will use ¢ to define a semi-invertible extension of T?A by B, where
T?A =T(TA) = C(T?) ® A. To do this we choose first a discretization ¢y, @y, , @4, - .. such
that lim; ;oo t; = 00 and lim; e SUPsep, 1,1 191(a) — @1, (a)|| = 0 for all a € T'A. To define from
such a discretization a map ® : TA — M (B ® K) we identify K with the compact operators on
the Hilbert space (*(Z), and introduce the corresponding matrix units e; ; € K,i,j € Z. Then
both sums in

() =Y en(H) @i+ 30, (F0) @ (5.4)

i>1 i<0

converge in the strict topology and (B2 defines a map ® : TA — M (B ® K). Observe that ®
is a *-homomorphism modulo B ® K. Furthermore, ®(a) commutes modulo B ® K with the
two-sided shift 7 =)"._,€;;_1. So we get in this way an extension

E(p): T?A — Q(B®K)

JEZ

such that
E(p)(9® f) = apex (9 (T) ®(f)) (5.5)
forallg e T, f € TA.

Lemma 5.1. E(p) is semi-invertible, and its class in Ext™/?(T?A, B) does not depend on the
chosen discretization of .

Proof. The inverse —E(yp) is given by the formula
—E(p)(9® f) = apex (9(T)¥(f)) (5.6)

where

()= o, (/) ®ei+ > 0 (f(0) @ e (5.7)

i<0 i>1

To see that ©~ 1o (E(¢) & (—E(p))) is asymptotically split it is appropriate to view My (B®QK)
as My(B) ® K. Let z denote the identity function on the circle T, so that z generates T
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as a C*-algebra. Then O~ o (E(p) @ (—E(y))) is determined by the condition that ©~! o
(E(p) ® (—E(¥))) = taBex) © ¥, where

V(Pe f) =
k
10 e, (f) 0 N e, (f(0) 0O N
(Z (57) & e"’”_1> (Z < 0 <pti(f(0))) ® eii+ Z < 0 w113 () ®eii |,
icZ i>1 i<0

modulo B®K for all k € Z and all f € TA. Set

i ) Pmax{t;t}s v > 07
$r = .
Spmax{t‘i‘,t}a (4 S 0

Without loss of generality we may assume that the discretization {t;}:°, satisfies ¢y = t; = 1,
so that ©? = ¢! = ¢;. Define a continuous family of unitaries, S;, by

. 10 1—uy \/2ut—uf
St_;((]l)(gen,n—l_'_ <m 1wy ) ®€1,07
n

where uy, t € [1,00), is a continuous approximate unit in B. Then

Gi(f) 0 - Si(F(0) 0 -
[St’ <; ( 0 wi(f(@)) ®eii T ; ( 0 soi(f)) ® 6)

Z_

_ e () =il 0 ) N
2 (T oy - trian) @
e (F(0) —@i(f(0) 0 y
"2 ( 0 A i) B0 58)
n ((1 — ug)pe(f) = e (F(0))(1 — ue) [v/2u — uz, @i (f(0))] ) ® ey
[V/2ur — uf, oo f)] (1= ue)ee(f(0)) = e(f)(1 —we) ’
The first two terms in the right-hand side of (E8) vanishes as t — oo due to the choice of the
discretization. Since A is separable and ¢;(f) — ¢:(f(0)) € B, we can choose (u¢),e(y ) Such

that
lim [uy, @:(f)] = tlggo [ut, 0:(f(0))] = 0

t—o00

and

lim (1 —u) (¢:(f) — @:(f(0))) =0

t—o00

for all f € TA. Such a choice ensures that the last term in (&) also vanishes as t — 0o, so we

: : Qi) 0 . ei(f(0)) 0 .
see that Sy asymptotically commutes with 2221 ( 0 i) ) ®€Z,Z+Ei§0 ( 0 %(f)) ®e; ;-
The last expression, as well as Sy, is constant in ¢ when taken modulo B&®K, so we can define an

asymptotic splitting A for ©~ 1o (E(p) @ (—E(y))) such that A,(z* @ f) asymptotically agrees

with
k Qif) 0 ) i(f(0) 0 -
St (; ( 0 eoi(f(O))) ®eii T ; ( 0 @i(f)) ® 6)
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for all k € Z and all f € TA. The method used to reach this conclusion will be used several
times in the following, so we give a detailed account here: Set

X ={feC([1,00), Mo(M(B®K))): f(1) = f(t) € Ma(B @ K) Vt},

which is a C*-algebra containing Cy ([1, 00), Ma(B ® K)) as an ideal. Since S; asymptotically

commutes with Zizl (“Diéf) i (f(O))) ® e+ Zz<0 <%(J;(O)) soi(()f)> ® e;,;, which is an asymptotic

homomorphism, we get straightforwardly a *-homomorphism ® from 72A into the asymptotic
algebra of My(M (B ® K)) such that

(2" @ f) = Sf <Z<“”§éf) -(0 )®e“+z<% t(f>®e”), (5.9)

i>1

modulo Cy([1,00), Mo(M(B ® K))), for all k € Z, f € TA. Since the right-hand side of (&9
is constant in ¢, modulo Ms(B ® K), it follows that & takes values in X/Cy([1,00), Ma(B ®
K)), which is - or should be considered as - a C*-subalgebra of the asymptotic algebra of
My(M (B ® K)). By the Bartle-Graves selection theorem there is a continuous section x :
X/Cy([1,00), My(B ® K)) — X for the quotient map X — X/Cy([1,00), Ma(B ® K)). Set
Ii(z) = x o ®(x)(t). Then II is an asymptotic homomorphism such that gassek) © II; =

O 1o (E(p) @ (—E(p))) for all .

It follows that E(y) is semi-invertible. That its class in Ext™"/?(T2A, B) is independent of
the choice of discretization follows from the homotopy invariance of Ext™"/2, Theorem BT by
using, for example, the construction of homotopy from Lemma 5.3 in [T4].

O
It follows from Lemma Bl that there is a well-defined group homomorphism
E:[{TA,SA;, B} — Ext~*(T%A, B)
such that Efp] = [E(g)].

Remark 5.2. For use in arguments below we give another proof of the semi-invertibility of
E(p), i.e. of the fact that that ©~'o(FE(p) @ (—E(y))) is asymptotically split. For each m € N,
define a sequence «;(m),i € Z, of real numbers as follows:

1, i>0
a(m)=91+=L, 0>i>—-m
0, 1< —m

For t € [m,m + 1], set
a;(t) = (m+1—=1t)a;(m) + (t — m)a;(m + 1).
For each t € [1,00), set
_ vait) =1 ¢,

Each Uy is a unitary in My(M (B ® K)) and

Vs () @ i

1€EZ

lim
t—o0

= 0. (5.10)
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Set
_ ei(f) 0 N Qi(f) 0 N
Lo(f) = (Z ( 0 soi(f(O))) Deiit ) ( 0 wi(f(@)) ®6“>
i>1 i<0
and note that

y o1, (f) 0 w, (f(0)) 0
Utrt(f)Ut - (Z ( 0 @tl(f(o))> ® 67;77; _I_ Z ( | ‘0 @t‘l‘(f)) ® 67;77;) € MQ(B ® K)

i>1 i<0

Then

07" o (E(p) ® (—E(9)) (" ® ) = aaysen <Z(é?)®6n7n—1> UL(NHU |, (5.11)

i€Z
for all k € Z, f € T'A and all t. By the method used at the end of the proof of Lemma B.Tl we
see from this that ©71 o (E(p) ® (—E(p))) is asymptotically split.

5.3. The Bott maps. We need a version of the Bott isomorphism in one of its many guises.
The one which best serves our purpose is based on a particular projection in My (7?) which we
now describe.

Given two commuting unitaries S, T in a C*-algebra, we define a projection P(S,T') in the 2 x 2
matrices over the C*-algebra generated by S and T in the following way. Let s, co,¢; : [0,1] = R
be the functions

co(t) = |cos(7rt)|1[07%}(t), c(t) = |cos(7rt)|1(%71](t), s(t) = sin(nt).

Set g = scy, h = sc, and f = s2. Since f , g and h are continuous and 1-periodic they give rise
to continuous functions, f,g,h, on T (we identify f on [0, 1] with f on T in such a way that if
S = €™ then f(S) = f(x)). Set
f(5) 9(5) +h(5)T)
P(S,T)={ s :
5= (rachytos) “V71

cf. [13]. When we apply the recipe to the canonical generating unitaries of C'(T?), we get the
desired projection P € C(T?) ® M,. Then P takes the form

fO) gt + ht)
P(t,2) = <h<t>z+g<t> N ) (5.12)

t€0,1],z € T. Let Py = (39) € My(T?). Given a semi-invertible extension ¢ : T?A — Q(B)
we set

~ ~

¢1(a) = O ((idre, ®)(P @ a)),  dola) = O ((idy, ®9)(F ® a)) (5.13)
a € A, where © : My(Q(B)) — Q(B) is the isomorphism induced by the isomorphism © ([ET2).
It is easy to see that ¢ and ¢y are both semi-invertible since ¢ is. We define the Bott map
Bott : Ext~Y/3(T2?A, B) — Ext~"?(A, B) such that

Bott(¢) = [¢1] — [¢0],
where [¢;], i = 0,1, are the classes of ¢; in Ext~'/%(A, B).
We can also use the projections P and P, to define a Bott map
Bott : [[T?A, ST?A; B]] — [[TA, SA; B]]
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such that Bott([¢]) = [p'] — [¢°], where
et (a) = O ((ida, ®p1) (P ® a))

and

pi(a) = O ((id, @) (P @ a))
for all ¢t and all @ € T'A. Tt is easy to see that the diagram

Bott

Ext~Y2(T2A, B) — Ext™'/?(A, B) (5.14)

cn| |

([T3A, ST?A; B]] 2% [[T A, SA; B]]

commutes.

6. FROM SEMI-INVERTIBLE EXTENSIONS TO ASYMPTOTIC HOMOMORPHISMS AND BACK

In this section we prove our main result which is the following theorem.
Theorem 6.1. Let A and D be separable C*-algebras. Then
CH : Ext™"?*(A, D) — [[TA, SA; D @ K]]

s an isomorphism.

We will prove Theorem by establishing the commutativity of the following two diagrams:

CH

Ext™'/?(A, B) [TA, SA; B]) ———— Ext"/*(T?A, B ® K) (6.1)

\) lBott
‘ Ext™Y/2(A, B ® K),

Bott

and

[TA, SA; B]) —~—— Ext~"2(T?A, B ® K) Ext™/*(A, B @ K) (6.2)

\ [TA,SA; Be K],

where e in both cases is an isomorphism induced by the stabilizing map b — b ® eq; for some
minimal non-zero projection e;; € K. From the commutativity of the first diagram we conclude
that C'H is injectivity, and from the commutativity of the latter that C'H is surjective.

6.1. C'H is injective. For simplicity of notation we shall ignore the x-isomorphism © in the
definition of C'H, and consider instead CH as a map CH : Ext™"/?(A, B) — [[T'A, SA; My(B)]].
Similarly, we will consider Bott as a map Bott : Ext™Y/(T2A, B) — Ext™Y?(A, My(B)). Let
¢ € Hom(A,Q(B)) be a semi-invertible extension. There is then an equi-continuous and
essentially constant asymptotic homomorphism

(%3 : A — M, (M(B))

vt Ot )te[l,oo)
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such that ¢ = g o ay for all t. By ’essentially constant’ we refer to the fact that (?Y‘f g:) is
t-independent modulo My(B). EoCH () € Ext™/2(T2A, My(B)®K) is given by a continuous

approximate unit {u;}e1,00) in B and a sequence ty < t; <ty <t3 < ... in [1,00) such that
TF 0 fun)ag, (@) f(0)B, (a)
EoCH F = N " | s
SR e << o ) X (Hit Tomie) =
when f € T = {g € C[0,1] : ¢(0) = g(1)}, k € Z, a € A. In this expression ¢, = |t,| when

n <0, u, = u, whenn > 1, and w,, =0 when n < 1.

To describe Bott oF o CH(p) € Ext™"/2 (A, My(B) ® K) we will ignore the #-isomorphism ©
appearing in the definition of Bott. Then

BottoF o CH(y) € Ext™'/? (4, My(B) ® K)

is the difference x — z¢ of two elements, x,zq, corresponding to the projections P and Fj,
respectively. Using the explicit description of P, we see that x = [qar,(B)ek © %], where ¢ : A —
M(My(B) ® K) is given, modulo My(B) ® K, by the formula

s2(un)ay, (a) 0 scolun)ay, (a) 0
0 0 0 0
YO = 2 | sep(unar, @) 0 [+, @) fa) | © 6
0 0 M. (@) o, (a)
7 0 0 0 0 0 sci(up)oy, (a) 0
0O 7 0 O 0 0 0 0
T lo o 7 0 ZZ se1(un)as, (@) 0 0 0| ® Cnn:
00 0 7" 0 0 0 0
1 is clearly unitarily equivalent to the map ¢’ given, modulo M,(B) ® K, by
s2(un) oy, (a) sco(up)ay, (@) 0 0
oy sco(un)a, () [c§ + cil(un)aw, (@) O By, (a)
Yia) = % 0 0 0 o |%cmr
" 0 M. (@) 0 4, (a)
7 0 0 0 0 sc1(up)ay, (@) 0 0
O 7 0 0 sc1(un) oy, (a) 0 00
T lo o T 0 ZZ 0 0 0] ®Cnm
0 0 0 7" 0 0 0

0

0
Similarly, o = [ga,(B)ek © Yo), where 9y : A = M(M4(B) ® K) is given, modulo My(B) ® K,
by the formula

00 0 0
00 0 0

vola) = 00 ay(a) B,(a)] @
"EN0 0 v, (a) 6 (a)

Define o, 8,7, : A — M (B ® K) by
ala) =D g, (0)@enn, Bla) =D B (@)®enn V(@) =D Y, (0)@enn, (@) =D &, (a)®enn,

neZ neZ nez neZ
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and S, Cy, C} € M(B@K) by

S = Zs(un) ®€n,n7 C’0 = ZCO(un ®enn7 Cl ZCI un ®enn

nel neZ nez

Since ay,(a) — ay,,,(a) € B and lim,_, 1o o, (a) — oy, ,(a) = 0 for all a € A, we see that
[a(a),T] € B K for all a € A, i.e. T essentially commutes with . The same is true, for
the same reason, for 3, v and 4. Similarly, we can assume that lim,, .., u, — u,+; = 0, which
implies that also S,y and C essentially commute with 7. Note that

S%a(a) SCiTa(a) + SCoa(a) 0 0
(a) = SCiT*a(a) + SChal(a) (C2 + C% ala) 0 S(a)
0 0 0 0 ’
0 () 0 4(a)
while

00 0 0
00 0 0
Y@ =100 aa) fa)
0 0 ~(a) 6(a)

Set Ty = 2@1 enn—1+ Zn§_1 enn, and note that 7o € M(B ® K) is an isometry such that
ToTy =1 —epp. Like T, also Ty commutes with S, Cy, C1, a(a), 5(a),v(a) and §(a), modulo
B ® K. Set

. S —Co—ClT . 61’1 —76
W+_(00+CIT* B ),W_—(%* O)eMz(M(B®K)).

Then W_ is a unitary while W, is unitary modulo My(B ® K).

Furthermore, a calculation shows that

a(a) 0 CoTy + CiTTy Bla) 0

ad (W 0 o ua) 0 0 ST¢B(a) 0
0o Ww_* | [ToCo + ToT*Ch] v(a) SToy(a) ToT50(a) 0]’

0 0 0 0

modulo My(B) ® K. Since lim, o G, (a)s(u,) = lim, o0y, (a)s(u,) = 0, we see that
SB(a),Sy(a) € B ® K. It follows that ST, 5(a),STyy(a) € B ® K. Similarly, since
limy, o0 Co(Un) B, (@) = lim, oo co(Un) Vs, (@) = 0, we find that Cyy(a) = P-v(a) and
Cof(a) = P_f(a), modulo B ® K, where P_ = ) _,e,,. For a similar reason, we find
that C18(a) = P,B(a) and Cyy(a) = Pyvy(a), modulo B ® K, where P, = Y _ en,. It
follows that [CoTy + CiT T, B(a) = P_B(a) + P.B(a) = B(a) and [ToCo + ToT*Ci]y(a) =
P_~(a) + Pyvy(a) = v(a), modulo B ® K. Consequently,

a(a)

0 0
R oo 0 o
Ad( 0 W_*)Ow(a)_ v@) 0 ToTed(a) 0
000 0 0
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modulo My(B) ® K. Since conjugation by the unitary qas, (s <W+ W,> does not change the
class in Ext™/%(A, My(B)), we conclude that = = [qurm)ex © "], where

o= (5 0 )

Clearly, zo = [QMQ(B)®K © %’]7 where

= (3o o)

It follows that zy — x is represented by a — g¢pgx (€000(a)), which represents e(—[p]) since
gp o 6 represents —[p]. Hence z — xy = e([p]). We have now shown that (E1]) commutes, and
it follows that C'H is injective.

6.2. C'H is surjective. Let P, Py € My(T?) be the projections used to define Bott, cf. Section
B3 We can then define a unitary U € My(T?) = {f € C ([0,1], Mx(C(T?))) : f(0) = f(1)} by
U(s) = e Fe™m = (14 (*™ — 1)P) (1 + (e 7™ — 1)) .

Note that U(0) = U(1) = 1. Since P(0,z2) = P(1,z) = P, for all z € T, it follows that
U—1¢€ My(STS).

Consequently the *-homomorphism ¢ : T — My (T?) given by ¢y (f) = f(U) has the property
that ¢y (S) C My(STS). We can therefore define a map B : [[T®A, STSA; B]] — [[TA, SA; B
such that Bly| = [¢'], where

pi(a) = O o (ida, ®¢r) (v @ ida)(a))
a € TA. To compare B with the other maps we have in play, let j : [[T®A, ST?A; B ® K] —

[[T3A, STSA; B® K]| be the forgetfull homomorphism obtained from the fact that STSA C
ST?A. We claim that the diagram

([T3A, ST?A; B)] 22% [[T A, SA; B]] (6.3)

|

[T3A, STSA; B])

commutes. To see this define 71, A\; : T'— My (T?) by 7 (f) = fP and M\ (f) = fP + f(0)(1 —
P). Similarly, we set mo(f) = fFPy and A\(f) = fFo + f(0)(1 — F). Note that all these x-
homomorphisms take S into My(ST?). Let z € T denote the canonical unitary generator; the
identity function on T. For 6 € [0, T], set

Vo= (3P0 ) (S5 am) (577070 ) (606 08) (emimy) -

which gives a homotopy of unitaries in My(T®) connecting (Y ,p 1_p,) to (*FF17F ). Note
that when we substitute 1 for z in the formula for Vj, we get 1 for each 6. It follows that
¢u @ Ao is homotopic to A\; @ ev, where ev(f) = f(0), via a path of x-homomorphisms taking
S into My (ST?). Since [(idas, ®p) o A;] = [(idyr, @) o m], i = 0,1, in [T A, SA; B]] for all by
Lemma EE2, we conclude that

O o (idas, ®¢1) ((dr ®ida)(a)) & © o (ida, @) (P ® a)
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defines the same element of [[T'A, SA; B]] as © ((idys, ®¢;) (P ® a)). This establishes the com-
mutativity of ([E3).

Let ¢ = (¢t)ief1,00) : TA — M(B) be an asymptotic homomorphism, constantly extended from
SA. Let (¢4,),en be a discretization of ¢. For each a € T'A,t € [1,00), set

@t(a) = Z ¢max{tn,t} (a) ® €En,n + Z Qomax{tw,t} (CL) & €n.n,
n>1 n<0

which is an element of M(B®K). Then $ = (#;),c[; ) is an asymptotic homomorphism which
is essentially constant, i.e. $,(a) — P,(a) € B®K for all t,s € [1,00). Furthermore, g,(a)
commutes with the two-sided shift 7 modulo B ® K. For each n > 1, set

Up = Z Urfll) ® €iiy

i€Z
where
1, 1<0
@ = it 1<i<n,
0, 1> n.
Then set
ve=(t—n)vp1 + (n+1—t)u,, (6.4)

t € [n,n+ 1]. It follows that [v;, P,(a)] = 0 for all a, s, t, and that lim; [T, f(v:)] = 0 for
all f € C|0,1] for which f(0) = f(1). We can therefore define an asymptotic homomorphism
B(p) : T2A — M(B ® K) determined, up to asymptotic equality, by the condition that

tlgiloﬁ(go)t(f ® 2" ®a) = @y(a) f(v) T =0

when f € C(T),k € Z and a € TA. Since B,(a)f(v)T* — B (a)f(v,)T* € B®K for all
s,t,a, f, k, and p,(a)f(v;)T* € B®K, when a € SA and f € S, we can arrange that 5(y) is
essentially constant and that

B(e)(STSA) € BOK,

for all ¢t € [1,00), cf. the construction in Remark We get in this way a map
B :[[TA,SA; B]] — [[T3®A,STSA; B®K]] such that 8[¢] = [B(¢)]. We claim that the di-
agram

Bott

[T A, SA; B]] —“> Ext~V2(T?A, B K) =~ Ext""/?(4, B ® K) (6.5)

| |

([T3A, ST?A; B @ K]| =2~ [[TA, SA; B® K]]

ﬁ b
([T3A, STSA; B® K]

commutes. Since the square commutes by the naturality of the extended Connes-Higson con-
struction, cf. (BI4l), and the right triangle commutes by (£3), it suffices to show that the left
triangle commutes, i.e. we must show that 5 = jo CH o E. Let therefore p : TA — M(B)
be a constantly extended asymptotic homomorphism. E(¢) is given by (B4]) and (&) for an
appropriate discretization (¢, ), oy of ¢, and the inverse —E(¢) is given by (B8) and (&7). We
shall use the constructions of Remark B2 in order to get a workable description of CH o E(y).
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In particular, we refer to Remark for the notation used in the following. Let {u;}icn,00) be a
continuous approximate unit in B ® K satisfying the requirements needed to define CH o E(yp),
cf. (BI)-(3)). Then CH o E[yp] is represented by an asymptotic homomorphism O o 1), where
the asymptotic homomorphism ¢ : T3A — My (M (B ® K)) satisfies that 1;(h ® z* ® f) asymp-
totically agrees with

(" ) (7 ) G (6.6)
forall he T )k € Z and f € T A. Note that
UL (U =
> ( a(OP(f) + (1 - al)AFO)  auld) — P (9i(f) - wé(f(@))) oo
= \WVai(t) = ai(t)? (i(f) = i(£(0) (1= i()ei(f) + ai(t)ei(f(0))

Let F1 C F5, C F3 C ... be a sequence of finite sets with dense union in T'A. Let v,,n € N, be
an approximate unit in B such that

1
< —
l[vn, (NI <
and
1
1(vn = 1) (2e(f) = el FO)DI = —~
for all t € [1,3n], f € F,,. Set
1, ie{-ni—n+1,....,n—1,n}
g = B je{n+1,n+2,...,2n}
=R ie{-2n-1,-2n+1,...,-n—1}
0, il >2n,

/ﬁn = ZiEZ ﬁivn X €ii) and

wy = (n+1—=1)0, + (n — 1)1,
when ¢ € [n,n + 1]. Then {w}cjo,0) is a continuous approximate unit in B ® K such that
the requirements needed to define C'H o E(p), cf. ([EJ)-(E3) hold for w; in place of u;. We

can therefore work with this path instead of {u;}icpi,00) in (B8H). Thanks to (BI0), (E6) then
becomes asymptotically the same as

Ui [Ut* (h(wt) h<1>> Ut] (7" ) <ZZ (%‘m w%(f(@)) ® e) Ui (6.7)

1€

Note that conjugation by U; induces the identity map in [[T3A, ST?A; My (B @ K)]]. We see
therefore from (E1) that CH o E|p] is represented by an asymptotic homomorphism © o ¢/,
such that ¢](h @ zF @ f) asymptotically agrees with

h(Y;) <Z (') €i,i—1) (Z (%(f) wi(f(@)) & €i,i) )

i€Z ic7
where

Yo =U (" 1) U
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We want to substitute Y; with something else. To this end write

=6 e,
i€z
11 12
Y;t = (;221 222)
be the 2 x 2-matrix decomposition of Y;. Set Q@ = >, e;,;. The significant properties of Y; are
the following: -

and let

0)0<Y; <1,
hmHoo[Yl 2o(f)] = limy o[V, B,(f(0))] = 0 for all f € TA,

1) (f

2) limyoe Y2 (7,(f) — ( (0))) = limy,oe Y72 (B4(f) — @(£(0))) = 0 for all f € T'A,
3) limeeo [Yt, (7

4) Y,

L (P ) (@2 ) modulo Ms(B ® K) for all ¢t and all f € SA,
which are all easy to check. Note that 4) implies
5) Vi, (T )] (7)) € My(B®K) for all t and all f € SA,

since
(T2 (PO D], (7). () )] € My(BRK)
for all t and all f € SA.

Put
Y=Y+ ("),
where v; is defined by (E4]). Then Y satisfies 0)-4) for all A\ € [0,1]. It follows from 0)-

3) that we can define an asymptotic homomorphism ® : T3A — My(M(IB @ K)) such that
d(h ® 28 @ f)(N\), X € [0, 1], asymptotically agrees with

A Tk ?:(f)
hYP) (T ) ( ¢t<f<o>>)
forall he Tk € Z and f € TA. We claim that we can arrange that
O, (STSA) C My(IB®K)

for all ¢. Since S = {u € C[0,1] : u(1) = u(0) = 0} is generated by the function s — > — 1,
it suffices for this purpose to check that

2mitY) Tk @ (f)
(6 t 1>( frk)( t @(fm)))

is in My (B ® K) for A € [0,1], k € Z and f € SA. This follows from 5) and 4) because we see

that
omitY) Tk B (f)
(6 t 1>( Tk)< t ¢t<f<o>>)

Tk 2mitY) 2:(f)
(7 ) (=97 =) (PO o)
k e2mitQ _ 1)z o
(T T’“) <( 1)%(f) 0) =0,

modulo My(B ® K). Thus ® gives us a homotopy of, not necessarily constantly, extended
asymptotic homomorphisms. At both ends the asymptotic homomorphisms are constantly
extended so we can conclude from Theorem Bl that j o CH o E[p] € [[T®A, STSA; B ® K]
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is represented by an asymptotic homomorphism 1 such that ¢y (h ® 2¥ ® f) essentially (i.e.
modulo B ® K) and asymptotically agrees with

h(v) T"%,(f)
when h € T,k € Z and f € TA. But this is 5(¢), so we have shown that the diagram (G.H)
commutes.

It suffices now to show that B o 8 = e. To this end define for each f € T'A an element
H(f) € M(IB ®K) such that

H(f)@‘) = Z () max{tm,t}-l-(l—)\)t(f) X €.
i€Z
We can then define an asymptotic homomorphism ¥ : T34 — M(IB ® K) such that ¥;(h ®
2F ® f) asymptotically agrees with
h(v) TEH(f).
Since h(v))T*H(f) € IB® K, when h € S, f € SA, we get a homotopy of (typically not
constantly) extended asymptotic homomorphisms showing that 3(y) defines the same element
in [[T3A, STSA; BeK]] as an asymptotic homomorphism ) with the property that 1, (h®@2z*® f)
asymptotically agrees with
h)THY ol f) ® e
i€z
forall h € T)k € Z, f € TA. To compare this with ¢, define an asymptotic homomorphism
e ®idg+ : TA® K'Y — M(B ® K) such that (¢ ® idg+ ), (f ® z) asymptotically agrees with

L ((pt(f) ® .CL’) )
where ¢ : M(B) ® Kt — M(B ® K) is the canonical embedding. Since ¢;(SA) C B we
can arrange that (¢ ®idg+), (SA®K) € B ® K for all ¢. Define also a continuous path
Ayt € [1,00), of contractions in My(TK™) by
Ay =[2Q: +1 - Q][R —1— R,
where z € T is the identity function, Py = (°,) and
Q) = s2(vy) sco(vy) + seq(v)T
! T*sc1(ve) + sco(vy) 1— s%(uvy) :
Then, by definition, B(¢)) = © o ¢/, where ¢/ : TA — My(M(B ® K)) is an asymptotic
homomorphism such that 1](2* ® a) asymptotically agrees with
(idas, @ (¢ @ idg)), (A7 ® a)

forall k € Z,a € A. Since v; asymptotically commutes with T, we see that lim; ., [|Q? — Q]| =
0. Hence a standard application of spectral theory gives us a continuous path {P;}sef,0) Of
projections in M, (K*) such that

lim || P, — Q]| = 0.
t—o0

Since Q; — Py € M, (K) we can arrange (or rather, the standard procedure will automatically
ensure) that
P, — Py e My (K).
It follows that
Uy=[3:P+1-PF][z"P—1—- 1)
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is a continuous path of unitaries in My(TK™) such that
t—o00

and
U — 1 € My(SK).

Note that ' is then asymptotically equivalent to the asymptotic homomorphism
(idps, @ (¢ ® idg+)) o ¢y, where ¢y, : TA — My (TA®KT) is the family of *-homomorphisms
defined in such a way that ¢p,(2* ® a) = Uf ® a. If V. € M,y (TK") is any other unitary
which is homotopic to U; for any sufficiently large ¢t within the subgroup of the unitary group
of My (TK™) consisting of the unitaries W such that W —1 € M,(SK), then ¢ is homotopic to
(idas, ® (p ® idg+)) 0 ¢y. Now note that by definition Uy is the image of the projction P; under
the loop-construction implementing the Bott-isomorphism Ky(K) — K;(SK). It is easy to see
that P, for all large t, represents the generator 1 under the canonical isomorphism Ky(K) ~ Z,
and it follows from this that U, is homotopic, within the indicated subgroup of the unitary
group of My (TK™), to the unitary

R= <Z€00 + ey @i 0 ) .
0 iez Gii
Consequently [¢'] = elp] + [po] in [[T'A, SA; B ® K]], where ¢y : TA — M(B ® K) is an
asymptotic homomorphism which factors through the evaluation map ev : TA — A. g
represents zero in [[T'A, SA; B]] by Lemma E2 and we conclude that [¢)'] = e[p].

7. CONCLUSION

Our main result, Theorem BI], shows that the map Ext~'/2(A, B) — [[SA, B]] arising from the
Connes-Higson construction as defined in ] factors as

Ext™'/2(A, B) —= [[T A, SA; B]|

.

154, B

such that the horizontal map is an isomorphism. Thus the question whether or not the vertical
C'H-map is an isomorphism has been transformed to a question which solely involves homotopy
classes of asymptotic homomorphisms. Specifically the question is now whether or not the
restriction map [[T'A, SA; B]] — [[SA, B]] is an isomorphism. It is with some regret that we
must report that we haven’t been able to decide the latter.
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