arXiv:2308.06384v1 [math-ph] 11 Aug 2023

Coarse geometry and its applications in solid state physics

(Entry for the Encyclopedia of Mathematical Physics 2nd edition)

Matthias Ludewig Universität Regensburg

Topological insulators (or topological phases), are certain materials or meta-materials which have a certain topological non-triviality in their mathematical description. For a general introduction, we refer to the broader physics literature and the article by Bernevig in this encyclopedia. The use of K-theory in the classification of topological phases goes back to Kitaev [1] and is now fairly standard in the mathematical physics literature [2, 3]. Here Ktheory typically refers to topological K-theory of the Bloch bundle on the Brillouin zone; see §II. However, as observed by Bellissard around 40 years ago [4, 5], non-commutative C^∗-algebras of observables are needed in order to classify disordered systems, which naturally leads to the use of operator algebra K-theory.^1 It has been realized fairly recently that Roe algebras, which come from the mathematical subject of coarse geometry, are a particularly good choice here, as they are physically well-motivated and on the other hand allow simple proofs of many features of topological insulators [7–11]. In this article, we give an overview over recent developments in this direction.

One physical feature of many topological insulators is that they are insulating in their interior (the bulk), but extremely well-conducting on the boundary. Mathematically, this corresponds to filling of the bulk Hamiltonian’s spectral gap when introducing boundary (the new spectrum corresponding to certain boundary-localized states [6, §2.4.3]). Moreover, in two dimensional topological phases, the mathematical models predict certain quantized edge currents [12–14], which have also been observed in experiments [15–17]. These phenomenona are robust against all kinds of perturbations. In this article, we will focus on the above effects, which can be well described using coarse geometry.

In this article, we consider the case of no internal symmetries (i.e., topological phases of type A in the Cartan classification, see [18]), which corresponds to the use of the usual complex Roe algebras. To encorporate time reversal, chiral and/or particlehole symmetry, one uses real versions of Roe algebras and their KO-theory, as discussed in [8]. Many

1 The C^∗-algebras suggested by Belissard are certain crossed product algebras (also used in the modern treatment [6]).

of the methods discussed below carry over to this setup without changes, but some aspects of the theory need a different treatment due to the presence of torsion in the KO-groups. These more refined discussions are beyond the scope of this expository article.

I. GENERAL MATHEMATICAL SETUP

In this section, we introduce the general noncommutative geometry setup for the description of topological phases used in this article. The choice of a coarse geometric algebra of observables will be discussed later, in §III.

Consider a Hilbert space H with a Hamiltonian H, be which we a self-adjoint (possibly unbounded) operator on H. For simplicity, we also assume also that H is positive.

I.1 Definition. We say that H is an insulator at energy level E ∈ R, if E is not contained in the spectrum spec(H) of H. We write p_E for the orthogonal projection of H onto the spectral subspace of H corresponding to the spectrum of H below E.

In physics, this value E is typically called the Fermi energy of the physical system whose dynamics are described by H and we will refer to p_E as the Fermi projection.

Let now A ⊂ B(H) be a C^∗-algebra of bounded operators on H, which we interpret as the algebra of observables of the system. We require that H is compatible with A in the sense that for each compactly supported continuous function f ∈ C_c(R), the operator f(H) (formed using functional calculus) is contained in A. Observe that if H is bounded, this is equivalent to requiring H ∈ A. In general, this assumption ensures that if H is insulating at energy level E, then the spectral projection p_E is contained in A; indeed, since H has a spectral gap at E and is positive, we can write p_E = f(H) for f ∈ C_c(R).^2

2 While we always have p_E = f(H) for f the (compactly supported) indicator function of [0, E], the point here is that the spectral gap allows to choose f to be continuous. This is important as the observable algebra A typically does not contain the operators f(H) for non-continuous f.

I.2 Definition. We say that H is a topological insulator if the corresponding class [p_E] ∈ K_0(A) in C^∗- algebra K-theory is non-trivial.

We recall here that the K-theory group K_0(A) consists of formal differences of homotopy classes of projections in matrix algebras over the unitalization of A; see, e.g., [19] or [20] for an introduction to the K-theory of operator algebras.

I.3 Remark. More precisely, Definition I.2 is actually that of a type A topological insulator (i.e., a topological insulator with no internal symmetries) and has to be modified in the presence of internal symmetries. In particular, in the presence of time reversal symmetry, the C^∗-algebra A will be real and one has to use KO-theory instead of K-theory. While these groups can be generally described by unitaries and projections with certain additional symmetries [21], it may then be convenient to use other descriptions of K-theory, e.g. that of van Daele, as advocated for in [22].

I.4 Example. In applications, the Hilbert space H is typically either the space L^2(R^d ) of squareintegrable functions on R^d or – in the so-called tightbinding approximation – its discretization ℓ^2(Z^d) ⊗ C^n . In the first case, typical examples of Hamiltonians are magnetic Schrödinger operators,

(I.1) H = (d - iA)^∗(d - iA),

where A ∈ Ω^1(R^d ) is a magnetic potential. In the second case, the Hamiltonian H is typically bounded, given by an infinite matrix (H_{ij})_{i,j∈Z}d, which typically has the finite propagation property that there exists r > 0 such that H_{ij} = 0 whenever |i - j| ≥ r. In other words, only near sites interact. Schrödinger operators with bounded potential can also be considered; see, [8, Prop. 2.5].

While the Hilbert space and the Hamiltonian are typically prescribed by the experiment, the algebra A is a choice one has to make. This choice should be made according to the properties of the Hamiltonian and depends on the physical phenoma one seeks to describe. In the coarse geometric approach to topological insulators, A is typically taken to be the Roe algebra of the underlying space; see §III.

II. CONNECTION TO BLOCH THEORY

In this section, we compare the approach from §I to the classical approach to topological insulators using Bloch theory. Here the Hamiltonian H is assumed to be periodic, in the sense that it commutes with lattice translations.

Let us for simplicity use a the discrete model, where H = ℓ^2(Z^d)⊗C^n . Then by Fourier transform, the Hamiltonian H corresponds to a smooth matrixvalued function Ĥ : T^d → M_n(C ) on the torus T^d (the so-called Brillouin zone). The spectrum of H is just the union of all spec(Ĥ(k)), k ∈ T^d, hence a spectral gap of H at E ∈ R implies that none of the matrices H(k) has eigenvalue E. Therefore the vector spaces

V^E_k = ⨁ λ≤E Eig(H(k), λ), k ∈ T^d,

glue together to a smooth vector bundle V^E over T^d (the Bloch bundle of H), and topological insulators are those having non-trivial Bloch bundle. While this non-triviality can be measured using topological invariants such as characteristic numbers, the K-theory class [V^E] ∈ K^0(T^d) should be considered as the more fundamental invariant.^3

These classical considerations correspond to taking A = C^∗_r (Z^d) ⊗ M_n(C ) in the mathematical setup of §I, where C^∗_r(Z^d) is the (reduced) group C^∗-algebra of Z^d and A acts on H = ℓ^2(Z^d) ⊗ C^n via the left regular representation and matrix multiplication. Namely, it is well known that the topological K-theory group K^0(T^d) is isomorphic to the C^∗-algebra K-theory group of the algebra C(T^d) of continuous functions on the torus. This C^∗-algebra in turn is (via Fourier transform), isomorphic to C^∗_r(Z^d). The corresponding isomorphism

K^0(T^d) ∼= K_0(C(T^d)) ∼= K_0(C^∗_r (Z^d))

sends the class [V^E] of the Bloch bundle to the class defined by the Fermi projection p_E.

As pointed out by Belissard [4], the assumption of periodicity on H is only an idealization, which can never be satisfied in physical practice. So even if the model Hamiltonian of interest is periodic, it is crucial for A to contain sufficiently small nonperiodic perturbations of H. This persistence is usually taken for granted in the physics literature. In reality, only certain ”strong” invariants from periodic models can survive non-periodic perturbations, and we shall explain how Roe algebras provide the mathematical basis to understand this.

3 Recall that two vector bundles V and W define the same class in K_0(X) if they become isomorphic after taking the direct sum with a trivial vector bundle on both sides. This stabilization corresponds in physics to adding several trivial “bands”.

III. ROE ALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce Roe algebras, which are the observable algebra of choice for this article. General references for this section are [23, §6.3], [24, §5] or [25, §3].

Let (X, d) be a metric space. By an X-module, we mean a Hilbert space H together with an action of the C^∗-algebra C_0(X) of continuous functions on X vanishing at infinity. We say that H is ample if f ∈ C_0(X) acts as a compact operator only when f = 0.

III.1 Example. In the case that X is R^d , or more generally, a Riemannian manifold, the reader should think of the X-module H = L^2(R^d ), with the usual action of C_0(X) by multiplication. On the other hand, for X a discrete metric space, the space H = ℓ^2(Z^d) is not ample. However, one may tensor with some auxiliary “coefficient” Hilbert space to obtain an ample X-module. In physics, this amounts to increasing internal degrees of freedom.

By the spectral theorem for commutative C^∗- algebras [26, Thm. 12.22], the action of C_0(X) extends to an action of the algebra of bounded Borel functions on H (see also [24, Proposition 1.6.11]). In particular, for any Borel subset of W ⊂ X the indicator function χ_W acts as a projection operator on H. Throughout, for f a bounded Borel function on X, we also denote by f the operator on H provided by the action.

An operator T ∈ B(H) is locally compact, if χ_W T and Tχ_W are compact for all bounded subsets W ⊆ X. T is called of finite propagation if there exists r ≥ 0 such that χ_V Tχ_W = 0 whenever d(V, W) > r.

III.2 Definition. Let H be an ample X-module. The Roe algebra C^∗_{Roe}(X) is the norm-closure in B(H) of the subalgebra of all locally compact, finite propagation operators on H.

We do not mention the X-module H in notation as the isomorphism type of C^∗_{Roe}(X) is independent of the choice of the ample X-module H. Precisely, if H_1 and H_2 are two different ample X-modules, then the isomorphism of Roe algebras is implemented by a unitary transformation U : H_1 → H_2; see [23, Prop. 6.3.12] or [8, Theorem 2.1].

III.3 Example. The Roe algebra depends only on the large scale structure of the space X. In particular, for any bounded space X, the finite propagation property is irrelevant, hence in this case, C^∗_{Roe}(X) = K(H), the algebra of compact operators on H.

A subset Y ⊂ X is called coarsely dense if there exists r > 0 such that B_r(Y) = X; here B_r(Y) denotes the set of x ∈ X such that d(x, y) ≤ r for some y ∈ Y. The Roe algebra of X is isomorphic to the Roe algebra of any coarsely dense subset [8, Thm. 2.7], where the isomorphism is again implemented by a unitary isomorphism of the underlying Hilbert spaces. For example the inclusion Z^d → R^d is a coarse equivalence, which allows easy comparison of discretized and continuum models. In particular, we have

(III.1) K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) = � Z if d is even 0 if d is odd

for X either Z^d or R^d . More generally, the Roe algebra of two coarsely equivalent spaces is isomorphic; see Definition 2.8 and Thm. 2.9 of [8].

III.4 Remark. One can define the Roe algebra for the more general class of bornological coarse spaces. We refer to the entry on “Coarse geometry” in this encyclopedia for a detailed account; see also [27].

We now discuss localized Roe algebras, which are subalgebras of the Roe algebras supported near a subset. Here it is convenient to use the following notion, which was introduced in [27, Definition 3.2].

III.5 Definition. A big family in X is a collection Y of subsets of X such that for Y_1, Y_2 ∈ Y and r > 0, there exists Y^′ ∈ Y with B_r(Y_1) ∪ B_r(Y_2) ⊆ Y^′.

In particular, for any subset Y ⊂ X, we have the big family

(III.2) {Y} := {Z ⊂ X | ∃r > 0 : Z ⊆ B_r(Y)},

comprising all uniform thickenings of Y. Given a big family Y in X, we say that T ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X) is supported in Y, if there exists Y ∈ Y such that fT = Tf = 0 for all f with support in X \ Y.

III.6 Definition. Given a big family Y, the Roe algebra localized at Y, denoted by C^∗_{Roe}(Y), is the subalgebra of C^∗_{Roe}(X) obtained by taking the closure of all operators supported in Y.

For any big family Y, the localized Roe algebra C^∗_{Roe}(Y) is a two-sided ideal in C^∗_{Roe}(X). For subsets Y ⊆ X, the K-theory of C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) coincides with that of C^∗_{Roe}(Y) (taken without reference to the ambient space X); see the proof of Thm. 9.2 in [25]. It is straightforward to see that the intersection

Y ∩ Y^′ := {Y ∩ Y^′ | Y ∈ Y, Y^′ ∈ Y^′}

of two big families Y and Y^′ is always a big family and we have

(III.3) C^∗_{Roe}(Y) ∩ C^∗_{Roe}(Y^′) = C^∗_{Roe}(Y ∩ Y^′).

Finally, we discuss equivariant Roe algebras; see [24, §5.2] for a general reference. Suppose that a countable discrete group Γ acts properly on a metric space X by isometries and let H be an X-module with a compatible unitary representation U : Γ → U(H), meaning that γ^∗f = U_γ-1 fU_γ for all f ∈ C_0(X) and all γ ∈ Γ.

III.7 Definition. The equivariant Roe algebra C^∗_{Roe}(X)^Γ , is the norm closure of the algebra of all Γ-equivariant locally compact operators of finite propagation on H.

If the group action is such that the quotient X/Γ is compact, then the choice of any bounded fundamental domain F ⊂ X for the Γ-action yields an isomorphism

C^∗_{Roe}(X) ∼= C^∗_r (Γ) ⊗ K(H|_F),

where H|_F = χ_FH denotes the restriction of the Xmodule to F and K(H|_F) denotes the corresponding algebra of compact operators [24, §5.2]. As tensoring with the latter does not change K-theory, the inclusion C^∗_{Roe}(X)^Γ → C^∗_{Roe}(X) induces a map

(III.4) K_0(C^∗_r(Γ)) −→ K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)).

In the example X = R^d or Z^d and Γ = Z^d with d = 2m even, this results in a map

(III.5) K^0(T^d)

� � �

Z^{2d-1}

∼= K_0(C^∗_r (Z^d)) −→ K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) � � � Z which sends the complex vector bundle with m-th Chern class equal to the generator of H^d(T^d, Z) ∼= Z to the generator of the right hand side.

As a non-trivial class [p_E] on the left of (III.5) may become trivial on the right, we observe that not all periodically-topological phenomena are tractable using Roe algebras. However, when [p_E] defines a non-trivial element in the K-theory of the Roe algebra (which happens, e.g., for strong topological insulators, in physics terminology), the coarse geometric approach is viable.

IV. EXAMPLE HAMILTONIANS

In this section, we discuss examples of topological insulators (see Definition I.2) where the observable algebra A is the Roe algebra of the underlying space. In view of (III.5) many non-trivial examples arise from periodic Hamiltonian on lattice systems. Concretely, let H = (H_{ij})_{i,j∈Z}, H_{ij} ∈ M_n(C ), be a lattice-periodic Hamiltonian on ℓ^2(Z^d) ⊗ C^n ; in other words, H ∈ C^∗_r (Z^d) ⊗ M_n(C ).

The 2-dimensional case is of particular interest, relating to the quantum Hall effect; particular model Hamiltonian have been given by Haldane [28, Eq. (1)]; see also Kane and Mele [29, Eq. (6)]. A model Hamiltonian for a 2-dimensional gyroscopic metamaterial has been introduced in [16, Eq. (2)].

IV.1 Example. A simple toy Hamiltonian that works in any even dimension was suggested in [6, Eq. (2.24)]. It acts on ℓ^2(Z^d) ⊗ C^{d/2} and is given by H = 1 2i d∑ j=1 (S_j - S^∗_j ) ⊗ γ_j + ( m + d∑ j=1 (S_j + S^∗_j ) ) ⊗ γ_0,

where S_j denotes the shift in the j-th coordinate direction and γ_1, . . . , γ_d are Clifford algebra generators and γ_0 = i^{d/2}γ_1 · · · γ_d. If m /∈ {-n, -n + 2, . . . , n - 2, n}, this Hamiltonian has a spectral gap at zero and hence defines a class [p_H] ∈ K_0(C^∗_r (Z^d)) and, by (III.4), in C^∗_{Roe}(Z^d). One can show that this class is non-trivial if |m| < n [22].

We now give examples for topological insulators in continuum models, where the Hilbert space is H = L^2(X) for a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold X, with observable algebra A = C^∗_{Roe}(X). An interesting class of examples is the Landau Hamiltonian H_{Lan}. This is by definition the magnetic Schrödinger operator (I.1) for a magnetic potential A such that dA = b · vol_X for some b ∈ R \ {0}, where vol_X is the Riemannian volume form of X.

IV.2 Example. In the case of X = R^2 with the flat metric, one can show that the spectrum of the Landau Hamiltonian H_{Lan} is quantized, given by

(IV.1) spec(H_{Lan}) = {(2n - 1)|b| | n = 1, 2, 3, . . . }.

Here each of the eigenvalues (called Landau levels) is infinitely degenerate. One can show that the spectral projection onto each eigenspace of H_{Lan} is a generator of K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(R^2 )) [9, §2.3 & Thm. 3].

IV.3 Example. For X = H^2 , the hyperbolic space, the Landau Hamiltonian H_{Lan} has the finite set of eigenvalues

(2n - 1)|b| - n(n - 1), n = 1, . . . , n_{max} < |b| + 1 2 , each of infinite multiplicity, as well as continuous spectrum [^1_4 + b^2, ∞), see [30]. One can show that similar to (III.1), we have K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(H^2 )) ∼= Z and that the spectral projection onto each eigenspace of H_{Lan} is a generator [9, Lemma 3.1 & Thm. 3].

IV.4 Example. Example IV.2 can be generalized to the situation where X is a complete Riemannian surface with not necessarily constant scalar curvature.

We may consider a magnetic Hamiltonian (I.1) with magnetic potential A satisfying dA = θ · vol_X for some smooth function θ such that θ - b vanishes at infinity, where b ≠ 0 is a constant. Then under suitable assumptions on X (non-vanishing of the coarse index of the Dirac operator; see the article “Coarse geometry”), the essential spectrum of H is again the the discrete set (IV.1), and for each essential eigenvalue, the corresponding eigenprojection is a generator for K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) [31, Prop. 3.20].

V. BULK-BOUNDARY CORRESPONDENCE

So far, we only discussed the “bulk” of the material, i.e., its idealized, boundaryless version. We now turn to investigating the behavior of a topological insulator at the boundary.

Let X be a metric space (which we view as the “bulk” of our material), and let H be an ample Xmodule. Let moreover H be a Hamiltonian on H satisfying the assumptions of §I with respect to A = C^∗_{Roe}(X), i.e., we assume that f(H) is contained in the Roe algebra of X for each f ∈ C_c(R).

For a subset Y ⊂ X, denote by

(V.1) ∂Y := {Y} ∩ {X \ Y}

the coarse boundary of Y, a big family on X. We then have an exact 6-term sequence of K-theory groups

(V.2)

K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) K_0(C^∗_{Roe}({Y})) ⊕ K_0(C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}))K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X))

K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) K_1(C^∗_{Roe}({Y})) ⊕ K_1(C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}))K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) ∂ ∂

called the coarse Meyer-Vietoris sequence [32].

V.1 Remark. The statement here is slightly more general then the statement obtained in §5 of [32], which requires the notion of coarse transversality, see [8, §3.4]. The result in the form stated above is essentially Prop. 8.82 of [27]. It follows from Lemma 1 of [32] (see also Prop. 3.6 of [8]), by observing that

C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) ∩ C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}) = C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y),

by (III.3).

V.2 Definition. We say that for a subset Y ⊆ X, the bulk-boundary correspondence holds if the Mayer- Vietoris boundary map

(V.3) ∂ : K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) −→ K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y))

is an isomorphism.

Validity of the bulk-boundary correspondence implies that non-triviality of a K-theory class determined by the Fermi projection p_E of a Hamiltonian H that is insulating at E can be detected at the (coarse) boundary. Actually, this is already true if the map (V.3) injective.

V.3 Remark. In the physical literature, a topological insulator is often defined as a phase with particular properties of the boundary. From the mathematical point of view, this is not necessarily equivalent to the definition via non-triviality in the bulk:

The topological non-triviality may be detected at the boundary if the bulk-boundary correspondence holds, but this may fail in general.

V.4 Theorem. If Y and X \ Y are both flasque, then bulk-boundary correspondence holds.

See [25, Def. 9.3] for the general definition of the flasqueness property. In particular, any half space in R^d is flasque, as well as any subspace coarsely equivalent to a half space. Hence this result applies to a wide class of examples.

Proof of Thm. V.4. The Roe algebra K-theory of flasque spaces vanishes [25, Prop. 9.4], so the result follows from exactness of (V.2).

VI. GAP-FILLING

In this section, we discuss a coarse geometric gapfilling result, which says that for a topological insulator, the spectral gap of the bulk Hamiltonian closes upon introducing boundary.

Let H be a Hamiltonian acting on an ample Xmodule H which is compatible with the Roe algebra C^∗_{Roe}(X) defined using H.

VI.1 Definition. Let Y ⊂ X be a subspace. A Hamiltonian on Y adapted to H is a self-adjoint (possibly unbounded) operator on H such that for all f ∈ C_0(R), we have f(H̃) ∈ C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) and f(H) - f(H̃) ∈ C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}).

VI.2 Example. If H is bounded, so that H ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X), then the contraction H̃ = χ_Y Hχ_Y of H to Y satisfies these requirements.

VI.3 Example. If X is a complete Riemannian manifold, H = L^2(X), Y ⊂ X an open subset and H a magnetic Schrödinger operator as in (I.1), we can take H̃ to be the restriction of H to Y with Dirichlet boundary conditions (i.e., the closure of the essentially self-adjoint operator on L^2(Y) with domain C^∞_c (Y), extended by zero to L^2(X)); see [9, §1.4]. More general boundary conditions can be treated as well; see ibid., Remark 1.8.

VI.4 Theorem. Let Y ⊆ X and let H̃ be a Hamiltonian on Y adapted to H. Suppose that H is insulating at some energy level E and let [p_E] ∈ K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) be the class of the corresponding fermi projection. Then if

∂([p_E]) ≠ 0 ∈ K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)),

we have E ∈ spec(H̃).

We recall that elements of the K-theory group K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) are homotopy classes of unitaries in matrix algebras over the unitalization C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)^+.

Proof. Suppose that E /∈ spec(H̃), in other words E is in the resolvent set of both H and H̃. Then since the resolvent set of an operator is open, we can write p_E = f(H) for some f ∈ C_c(R) such that f(λ) ∈ {0, 1} whenever λ ∈ spec(H̃)∪spec(H). Then p̃_E := f(H̃) ∈ C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) is also a projection. By the isomorphism

C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y) ∼= C^∗_{Roe}(X)/C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}),

we see that the quotient algebra in the short exact sequence (VI.1)

C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y) −→ C^∗_{Roe}({Y})^π−→ C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y).

receives a “restriction” homomorphism

(VI.2) r : C^∗_{Roe}(X) −→ C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y).

As H̃ is adapted to H, we have π(p̃_E) = r(p_E) in C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y). We consider the six-term sequence in K-theory of this short exact sequence. Recall that generally, the boundary map

Exp : K_0(C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) → K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y))

of such a six-term sequence is given by

(VI.3) Exp([q]) = [exp(2πiq̃)], where q̃ ∈ C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) is a self-adjoint lift of the projection q (see [20, 9.3.2]). In particular, Exp([q]) = 0 if a lift q̃ can be found that is a projection. We therefore conclude that Exp([r(p_E)]) = 0, since p̃_E is a projection that lifts r(p_E) = π(p̃_E). On the other hand, the Meyer-Vietoris boundary map is precisely the composition

K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)/C^∗_{Roe}({X \ Y}))

K_0(C^∗_{Roe}({Y})/C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y))

K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)),

π_∗ ∂ r Exp

see the proof of [8, Prop. 3.6]. We conclude that ∂([p_E]) = Exp([r(p_E)]) = 0.

VI.5 Example. The K-theoretic exponential map has also been used to show gap-filling results in [9, 10, 14, 33]. To the author’s knowledge, this kind of argument was first used in [34].

VI.6 Example. Let Y ⊂ R^2 be a half space (or any open subset coarsely equivalent to a half space) and consider H = H_{Lan}, the Landau Hamiltonian; see §IV. Then if E lies between the n-th and the (n + 1)- st Landau level, then [p_E] ∈ K_0(C^∗_{Roe}(X)) ∼= Z is n times a generator, and by Thm. V.4, bulk boundary correspondence holds, so that ∂([p_E]) ≠ 0. We obtain that the Landau Hamiltonian on Y (with, say Dirichlet boundary conditions) has no spectral gaps.

VI.7 Example. Using Thm. VI.4, one can also show that the Landau Hamiltonian on coarse half spaces Y of the hyperbolic plane H^2 has no spectral gaps, even though such subspaces Y are not flasque; see [9].

Summarizing, it is a feature of the coarse geometric setup that one may obtain the above gapfilling results for a wide variety of subspaces Y ⊆ X, without having to delve into peculiarities of the involved C^∗-algebras (as, e.g., in [14]). Calculating the spectrum of H̃ explicitly is typically impossible for subspaces Y other than the perfect half space.

VII. EDGE-TRAVELING

In this section, we give a result on how to detect non-triviality of the class ∂([p_E]), as required in Thm. VI.4 in two-dimensional topological insulators. To this end, we want to construct a homomorphism K_1(∂Y) → Z that allows us to detect nontriviality of an abstract K-theory class. As it turns out, this is closely related to edge-traveling phenomena. The presentation roughly follows [33].

Let X be a metric proper metric space and let H be an ample X-module.

VII.1 Lemma. For any Borel subset W ⊆ X and any T ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X), we have [χ_W , T] ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y), where ∂W is the coarse boundary of W, see (V.1).

Proof. If T ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X) is an operator of finite propagation, it is straightforward to verify that [χ_W , T] is supported in ∂W. The statement for general T ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X) follows by continuity.

Suppose from now on that we are given two Borel subsets Y, W ⊂ X that are transversal in the sense that ∂Y ∩∂W is bounded, meaning that any Z ∈ ∂Y ∩∂W is bounded.

VII.2 Example. The prototypical example here is X = R^2 or Z^2 and

(VII.1) Y = {(x, y) | x ≥ 0}, W = {(x, y) | y ≥ 0}.

More generally, we can take Y and W to be any set such that ∂Y = {L_1}, ∂W = {L_2} for non-parallel affine lines L_1, L_2 ⊂ R^2 .

W Y

� � � X VII.3 Lemma. For any unitary u in C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)^+ ⊗ M_n(C ), the operator

F_u := χ_W uχ_W + χ_{X\W}

is a Fredholm operator on H.

Proof. We have

(VII.2) F_uF_u∗ = 1 + χ_W u[χ_W , u^∗]χ_W .

By Lemma VII.1 (which clearly also holds for T in the unitalization C^∗_{Roe}(X)^+, as well as matrix algebras over it), the commutator [χ_W , u^∗] is contained in C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y ∩∂W). But since ∂Y ∩∂W is bounded, we have C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y ∩ ∂W) = K(H) the algebra of compact operators on H. Equation (VII.2) therefore shows that F_u is invertible up to a compact perturbation, hence Fredholm.

It is now easy to check that the map sending a unitary u ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)^+ ⊗ M_n(C ) to the index of the Fredholm operator F_u depends only on the equivalence class of u in K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) and yields a welldefined group homomorphism

θ_W : K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)) → Z, [u] → index(F_u).

In other words, θ_W gives a possibility to “measure” the non-triviality of abstract K_1-classes. One can show that if one replaces W by W^′ with the property that both

∂Y ∩ {W} ∩ {X \ W^′} and ∂Y ∩ {W^′} ∩ {X \ W}

are bounded, then θ_W = θ_W′ . This property of θ_W is called cobordism invariance in [33, §4].

VII.4 Example. For the choice of Y and W from Example VII.2, one can check that the map θ_W is an isomorphism [33, §5.2]. In particular, this implies that

(VII.3) K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y) ∼= K_1(C^∗_{Roe}(R)) ∼= Z

which can be abstractly checked using the Mayer- Vietoris sequence (V.2), by partitioning R into two rays, whose Roe algebra K-theory vanishes by flasqueness. Combining the isomorphism (VII.3) with the fact that the Mayer-Vietoris boundary map is an isomorphism in this case (Thm. V.4), we obtain the isomorphism

(VII.4) K_0 ( C^∗_{Roe}(R^2 ) ) ∼ = Z from (III.1).

VII.5 Remark. The subsets Y and W from Example VII.2 give a multi-partition of R^2 in the sense of [35]. The isomorphism from (VII.4) is then a simple example for the isomorphism of Thm. 1.4 ibid.

A version of the following lemma can be found in the reference [33, Lemma 6.7].

VII.6 Lemma. Let u ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y)^+ ⊗ M_n(C ) be a unitary. Then we have the “Kubo formula”

(VII.5) θ_W ([u]) = Tr ( u[χ_W , u^∗] ) , provided that the operator on the right hand side is traceclass.

Proof. With a view on (VII.2), the trace-class assumption on u[χ_W , u^∗] implies that F_uF^∗_u - 1 is trace-class. By Calderon’s formula (see, e.g., [36, Lemma 4.1]), we therefore have

ind(F_u) = Tr(F_uF_u∗ - F_u∗ F_u) = Tr(χ_W uχ_W u^∗χ_W - χ_W u^∗χ_W uχ_W )

= -Tr ( χ_W u(1 - χ_W )u^∗ - χ_W u^∗(1 - χ_W )u ) , using cyclicity of the trace. To continue, observe that

[χ_W , u^∗] = χ_W u^∗(1 - χ_W ) - (1 - χ_W )u^∗χ_W .

Because the composition of the two terms on the right hand side in any order is zero, they must be individually trace-class, as u[χ_W , u] (and hence also [χ_W , u^∗]) is trace-class. We may therefore pull apart the trace above, to obtain

- Tr ( χ_W u(1 - χ_W )u^∗ ) + Tr ( χ_W u^∗(1 - χ_W )u ) � � �

=Tr((1-χ_W )uχ_W u^∗)

= -Tr ( χ_W u(1 - χ_W )u^∗ - (1 - χ_W )uχ_W u^∗ ) = Tr(u[χ_W , u^∗]).

Here the underbraced identity follows again from cyclicity of the trace.

We now give a physical interpretation of the functional θ_W . We treat the case that the Hamiltonian is bounded. Hence let H ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(X) be an insulator at energy level E (Definition I.1) and let p_E be the corresponding Fermi projection. Let H̃ ∈ C^∗_{Roe}({Y}) be any Hamiltonian on Y adapted to H (Definition VI.1).

VII.7 Theorem. Let H be insulating at energy level E with Fermi projection p_E. Let (a, b) ∋ E be an open interval disjoint from the spectrum of H and let φ be a continuous function with integral one and compact support in (a, b). Then

θ_W ( ∂([p_E]) ) = -2π · Tr ( φ(H̃) · i[H̃, χ_W ] ) , provided that the trace on the right hand side exists. Here ∂ is the Mayer-Vietoris boundary map (V.3).

Similar formula can be found in [37, 38]; see also [6, Prop. 7.1.2]. §6 of [33] treats the case where H is a magnetic Schrödinger operator (I.1), where one obtains a similar formula. Below we give a rather simple proof of Thm. VII.7.

VII.8 Physical interpretation. When considering the boundary states of H̃ with energies lying in (a, b), the term i[H̃, χ_W ] is the time-derivative of the observable χ_W of being in W, by Heisenberg’s equation of motion. We interpret φ(H̃) as a statistical ensemble of generalized eigenstates of H̃ with energies within (a, b). So Tr(φ(H̃) · i[H̃, χ_W ]) is the expected rate of change of probability to be inside W, within the statistical ensemble φ(H̃) of boundary localized states. Because this expectation value is (2π)^{-1} times some Fredholm index, we deduce, a posteriori, that the (a, b)-filling boundary states of H̃ constitute a quantized current channel flowing between W and its complement.

Proof of Thm. VII.7. Let λ_0 be a lower bound on the spectrum of both H and H̃ and let f ∈ C^1_c(R) such that f^′(λ) = -φ(λ) for all λ ≥ λ_0. Then by choice of φ, we have p_E = f(H). Recall from the proof of Thm. VI.4 that ∂([p_E]) = Exp(r([p_E])), where r is the restriction homomorphism (VI.2) and Exp is the boundary map for the short exact sequence (VI.1). By the explicit formula (VI.3) for Exp and the fact that H̃ is adapted, we therefore have

∂([p_E]) = ∂([f(H)]) = Exp(r([f(H)])) = [u],

where

(VII.6) u = exp ( 2πi f(H̃) ) . With a view on Lemma VII.6, we are now done if we can show that u[χ_W , ũ] is trace-class if and only if 2π · φ(H̃) · i[χ_W , H̃] is, and that they have the same trace if they are trace-class. If [χ_W , H̃] would commute with H̃, then this would just follow from the chain rule (as taking the commutator with χ_W is a derivation on the algebra of bounded operators on H). To establish this in general, we have to be careful.

Suppose that u[χ_W , u^∗] is trace-class, so that (VII.5) holds. In a first step, with a view on (VII.6), we use the formula

(VII.7) [χ_W , e^a] =

�_1 0 e^{(1-t)a}[χ_W , a]e^{ta}dt

with a = -2πi f(H̃), as well as cyclicity of the trace to obtain that Tr ( u[χ_W , u^∗] ) = -2πi · Tr ( [χ_W , f(H̃)] ) . Next, we use the identity

(VII.8) f(H̃) = 1 2π �_∞ -∞ ^f(s)e^{isH̃}ds,

valid for any Schwartz function of H̃, where f̂ is the Fourier transform of f. By (VII.7) again, this time with a = isH̃, we get

[χ_W , f(H̃)] = 1 2π �_∞ -∞ f̂(s)[χ_W , e^{isH̃}]ds = 1 2π �_∞ -∞ �_1 0 ^f′(s)e^{is(1-t)H̃}[χ_W , H̃]e^{istH̃}dtds,

where we employed the identity is^f(s) = ^f^′(s). Taking the trace and using its cyclicity, the t-integral collapses and we can use (VII.8) backwards (for f^′ instead of f) to obtain the desired identity, keeping in mind that f^′ = -φ on the spectrum of H̃.

Conversely, tracing back the previous calculations, we see that the trace-class property of φ(H̃)[H̃, χ_W ] implies that of u[χ_W , u^∗].

Observe that since φ is supported in the spectral gap of H, we have φ(H) = 0. The fact that H̃ is adapted to H therefore implies that φ(H̃) ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(∂Y). On the other hand, by Lemma VII.1, [H̃, χ_W ] ∈ C^∗_{Roe}(∂W). So φ(H̃)·i[H̃, χ_W ] is supported on ∂Y ∩ ∂W which is bounded by the transversality assumption on Y and W; hence φ(H̃) · i[H̃, χ_W ] is a compact operator.

We now give a sufficient criterion for this operator to be even trace-class, so that Thm. VII.7 applies. Suppose that X = Z^d with the X-module H = ℓ^2(Z^d) ⊗ C^n for some coefficient Hilbert space K. Let H = (H_{ij})_{i,j∈Z}d, be a Hamiltonian with rapidly decaying coefficients, meaning that for each μ ≥ 0, one has

(VII.9) sup_{i,j∈Zd} ‖H_{ij}‖ · d(i, j)^μ < ∞.

for all i, j ∈ Z^d. Let H̃ = χ_Y Hχ_Y be the adapted Hamiltonian on Y from Example VI.2. We assume that Y and W are the standard half spaces (VII.1).

VII.9 Theorem. Under the above assumptions, the operator φ(H̃) · i[H̃, χ_W ] from Thm. VII.7 is trace-class.

Proof. Let C_{rd}(Z^d) ⊂ C^∗_{Roe}(Z^d) be the rapid decay algebra consisting of operators whose matrix coefficients satisfy the decay property (VII.9). As observed in [8, §2.16], C_{rd}(Z^d) is closed under smooth functional calculus for normal elements. In particular, φ(H̃) ∈ C_{rd}(Z^d). Using that φ is supported in the spectral gap of H, one can moreoever show that φ(H̃) decays rapidly away from ∂Y, meaning that for each Z ∈ ∂Y and each μ ≥ 0, one has

(VII.10) sup_{i,j∈Zd} ‖φ(H̃)_{ij}‖ · d(i, Z)^μ · d(j, Z)^μ < ∞.

Similarly, [χ_W , H̃] decays rapidly away from ∂W. The product of these operators decays rapidly away from ∂Y ∩ ∂W, which implies that the product is trace-class.

Clearly, the above still holds if Y and W are modified in a bounded way, as this does not change the decay conditions (VII.9), (VII.10).

[1] A. Kitaev, Periodic table for topological insulators and superconductors, in Advances in Theoretical Physics: Landau Memorial Conference, American Institute of Physics Conference Series, Vol. 1134, edited by V. Lebedev and M. Feigel’Man (2009) pp. 22–30.

[2] D. S. Freed and G. W. Moore, Twisted Equivariant Matter, Annales Henri Poincaré 14, 1927 (2013).

[3] G. C. Thiang, On the K-Theoretic Classification of Topological Phases of Matter, Annales Henri Poincaré 17, 757 (2016).

[4] J. Belissard, in K-theory of C^∗-algebras in solid state physics, Lecture Notes in Physics, Vol. 257 (Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1986) pp. 99–156.

[5] J. Bellissard, A. van Elst, and H. Schulz-Baldes, The noncommutative geometry of the quantum Hall effect, Journal of Mathematical Physics 35, 5373 (1994).

[6] E. Prodan and H. Schulz-Baldes, Bulk and boundary invariants for complex topological insulators, Mathematical Physics Studies (Springer, 2016).

[7] Y. Kubota, Controlled topological phases and bulk-edge correspondence, Comm. Math. Phys. 349, 493 (2017).

[8] E. E. Ewert and R. Meyer, Coarse geometry and topological phases, Comm. Math. Phys. 366, 1069 (2019).

[9] M. Ludewig and G. C. Thiang, Gaplessness of Landau Hamiltonians on hyperbolic half-planes via coarse geometry, Comm. Math. Phys. 386, 87 (2021).

[10] Y. Kubota, M. Ludewig, and G. C. Thiang, Delocalized spectra of Landau operators on helical surfaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 395, 1211 (2022).

[11] M. Ludewig and G. C. Thiang, Largescale geometry obstructs localization, J. Math. Phys. 63, Paper No. 091902, 8 (2022).

[12] B. I. Halperin, Quantized hall conductance, currentcarrying edge states, and the existence of extended states in a two-dimensional disordered potential, Phys. Rev. B 25, 2185 (1982).

[13] J. Kellendonk and H. Schulz-Baldes, Quantization of edge currents for continuous magnetic operators, J. Funct. Anal. 209, 388 (2004).

[14] G. C. Thiang, Edge-following topological states, J.

Geom. Phys. 156, Paper No. 103796 (2020).

[15] S. Klembt, T. H. Harder, O. A. Egorov, K. Winkler, R. Ge, M. A. Bandres, M. Emmerling, L. Worschech, T. C. H. Liew, M. Segev, C. Schneider, and S. Höfling, Exciton-polariton topological insulator, Nature 562, 552 (2018).

[16] L. M. Nash, D. Kleckner, A. Read, V. Vitelli, A. M.

Turner, and W. T. M. Irvine, Topological mechanics of gyroscopic metamaterials, Proceedings of the National Academy of Science 112, 14495 (2015).

[17] N. P. Mitchell, L. M. Nash, D. Hexner, A. M. Turner, and W. T. M. Irvine, Amorphous topological insulators constructed from random point sets, Nature Physics 14, 380 (2018).

[18] A. Altland and M. R. Zirnbauer, Nonstandard symmetry classes in mesoscopic normalsuperconducting hybrid structures, Phys. Rev. B 55, 1142 (1997).

[19] N. Wegge-Olsen, K-theory and C*-algebras: A Friendly Approach,

Oxford science publications (Oxford University Press, 1993).

[20] B. Blackadar, K-theory for operator algebras, 2nd ed., Mathematical Sciences Research Institute Publications, Vol. 5 (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998).

[21] J. L. Boersema and T. A. Loring, K-theory for real C^∗- algebras via unitary elements with symmetries, New York J. Math. 22, 1139 (2016).

[22] C. M. Joseph and R. Meyer, Geometric construction of classes in van Daele’s K-theory, J. Math. Phys. 64, Paper No. 053504 (2023).

[23] N. Higson and J. Roe, Analytic K-homology, Oxford Mathematical Monographs (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000) oxford Science Publications.

[24] R. Willett and G. Yu, Higher index theory, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Vol. 189 (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2020).

[25] J. Roe, Index theory, coarse geometry, and topology of manifolds, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, Vol. 90 (Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC; by the American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996).

[26] W. Rudin, Functional Analysis, International series in pure and applied mathematics (Tata McGraw-Hill, 1974).

[27] U. Bunke and A. Engel, Homotopy theory with bornological coarse spaces, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 2269 (Springer, 2020).

[28] F. D. M. Haldane, Model for a quantum hall effect without landau levels, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61 (1988).

[29] C. L. Kane and E. J. Mele, Quantum spin hall effect in graphene, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005).

[30] A. Comtet and P. Houston, Effective action on the hyperbolic plane in a constant external field, J. Math. Phys. 26 (1985).

[31] Y. Kubota, The bulk-dislocation correspondence for weak topological insulators on screw-dislocated lattices, J. Phys. A 54, Paper No. 364001, 18 (2021).

[32] N. Higson, J. Roe, and G. Yu, A coarse mayer-vietoris principle, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 114, 85 (1993).

[33] M. Ludewig and G. C. Thiang, Cobordism invariance of topological edge-following states, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 26, 673 (2022).

[34] H. Schulz-Baldes, J. Kellendonk, and T. Richter, Simultaneous quantization of edge and bulk Hall conductivity, Journal of Physics A Mathematical General 33, L27 (2000).

[35] T. Schick and M. E. Zadeh, Large scale index of multi-partitioned manifolds, J. Noncommut. Geom. 12, 439 (2018).

[36] J. Roe, An index theorem on open manifolds. I, Journal of Differential Geometry 27, 87 (1988).

[37] P. Elbau and G. M. Graf, Equality of Bulk and Edge Hall Conductance Revisited, Communications in Mathematical Physics 229, 415 (2002), arXiv:math-ph/0203019 [math-ph].

[38] J. Kellendonk, T. Richter, and H. Schulz-Baldes, Edge current channels and Chern numbers in the integer quantum Hall effect, Rev. Math. Phys. 14, 87 (2002).