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Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let .2 denote the Calkin algebra (the bounded
operators on a separable Hilbert space, modulo the compact operators .#'). We
prove the following conjecture of M. Karoubi: the algebraic and topological
K-theory groups of the tensor product C*-algebra A ® 2 are equal. The algebra
A® 2 may be regarded as a “suspension” of the more elementary C*-algebra
A® A; thus Karoubi’s conjecture asserts, roughly speaking, that the algebraic and
topological K-theories of stable C*-algebras agree. € 1988 Academic Press, Inc.

INTRODUCTION

Let 4 be a C*-algebra and suppose, for the sake of simplicity, that A is
unital. The general linear group of 4 of dimension », denoted GL, A, is the
group of invertible elements in the # x n matrix algebra M, (A4) over A. This
paper is about comparing invariants of GL, A4, considered as a topological
space (with the norm topology, inherited from A), to invariants of GL,A4
considered as a discrete group. On the topological side, we are going to
study the topological K-theory of A, denoted K (A4), which is nothing
more than the homotopy, n,(GL,A), of GL, A. To be precise, K, (4) is the
homotopy of the GL . A, the “limit” as # — oo of the GL, A: it turns out to
be a great conveneince to study this “stable” group, rather that the non-
stable groups GL,. This has been the object of quite intense scrutiny by
operator algebraists in recent years. The result of this attention has been
the development of powerful techniques to compute K (4) for a great
variety of C*-algebras A4, and numerous applications, both to the theory of
operator algebras, and perhaps more importantly and more significantly,
to various other disciplines, notably differential topology. The algebraic
invariant of GL, 4 is called the algebraic K-theory of 4, denoted K, (4). It
can be defined for any ring, and from our point of view, it is an analogue of
the homotopy of GL, A4 in a purely algebraic context. (Again, to be precise,
we consider GL_, A rather than GL, A4.) For instance, in the topological set-
ting, no(GL., A)=GL_A/GL% A, where GL° A denotes the connected
component of the identity; in the algebraic setting, the corresponding
group is GL , A/PGL A, where PGL ., A denotes the maximal perfect sub-
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group, which plays the role of the connected component of the identity.
Next is the fundamental group n,: in the topological case this is obtained
from the universal covering group of GLY A; we obtain the algebraic group
from the analog of this—the universal central extension of PGL  A.

Stated informally, the main theorem of this paper is as follows. (The
statement is imprecise due to the fact that we will consider not stable
C*-algebras, but “suspensions” of stable C*-algebras. We do not need to
go into the details of this immediately.)

If A is a stable C*-algebra then the algebraic K-theory of A is equal to the
topological K-theory of A.

This is, we think, an interesting result for the following reasons. First, the
algebraic K-theory of a ring is in general quite inaccessible. For example,
the algebraic K-theory of say the integers Z is not yet known (although the
first several groups K,(Z) are). Again, the groups K,(C) have only recently
been determined, as a result of very deep computations. Yet for a stable
C*-algebra, the algebraic K-theory is the same as the relatively accesible
topological K-theory. The second, and we think more interesting point
regards the quite distinct natures of topological and algebraic K-theory.
Topological K-theory is constructed by considering GL,A solely as a
topological space; on the other hand, algebraic K-theory is constructed
from GL,A, considering it solely as a discrete group, without regard to
topology at all. Yet these two different approaches lead to exactly the same
group, in the case of a stable C'*-algebra.

This last point brings us to an interesting parallel with the Brown
Douglas Fillmore theory of extensions of C*-algebras. Since this is in many
ways the foundation of our work, we want to spend a few lines now
acquainting the reader with the broad outlines of it. An essentially normal
operator N on a Hilbert space is an operator for which the self-com-
mutator [N, N*] is compact (as opposed to zero, in which case N would
be normal). It is quite clear from the definition that every compact pertur-
bation of a normal operator is essentially normal, and the question arises:
does this exhaust the class? It is not hard to see that the answer is “no.”
For example, the unilateral shift is essentially normal but not of this form.
Two operators N, N, are essentially unitarily equivalent if there exists a
unitary U such that UN, U* — N, is compact. An obvious invariant of this
equivalence relation is the essential spectrum g ,(N), that is, the spectrum of
the image of N in the quotient C*-algebra %/, and the natural question
to ask is: what are the possibilities (up to essential unitary equivalence) for
an essentialy normal operator with given essential spectrum X? It turns out
that they are classified by elements of an abelian group denoted
Ext!(C(X)). The construction of Ext '(C(X)) and the fact that it is a
group is in itself remarkable, but it is the even more remarkable description
of Ext~'(C(X)) given by Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore that we are
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interested in. Recall for a moment the classification of normal operators up
to unitary equivalence on a separable Hilbert space. A complete list of
invariants is: the spectrum X of the operator, an equivalence class of
measures on X, and a “multiplicity function” X — {1,2,..,00}. (If the
multiplicity function is constantly 1 then the operator is simply multi-
plication by x on L*(X); in general it is a direct sum of pieces of this, as
dictated by the multiplicity function.) In contrast, if N is essentially normal
then the essential unitary equivalence class of N is the set of all essentially
normal operators N’ with the same essential spectrum X as N, for which

index(A — N)=index(4 — N")

for every complex number A in the complement of X. Thus N is charac-
terized by X and the “multiplicity function” A+ index(4 — N), defined on
the complement of X. This is a result of the following beautiful fact:

Ext '(C(X)) is equal to the (odd-dimensional) K-homology of X.

It is not important for us to describe exactly what the K-homology of a
space X is. The point we want to make is that the purely algebraically
defined group Ext '(C(X)) turns out to be completely topological in
character. This is a very intriguing and remarkable phenomenon, and the
results of this paper are offered as another illustration of it.

Besides the theorem mentioned, we present a number of other results,
mostly on the same theme of comparing algebraic and topological
K-theory, but occasionally as minor digressions from it. Most sections
begin with a brief summary of their contents; however, let us give here an
outline of the contents of the work as a whole.

Section 1

Almost the whole of the paper relies in a very crucial way on the
technical underpinings of extension theory, as developed in its general form
by Kasparov. These are results on the structure of multiplier algebras and
the outer multiplier algebras, or as we shall call them, “generalized Calkin
algebras” . # (A ® B)/A# ® B. The two main results are a separation
theorem of Kasparov, concerning orthogonal subalgebras of a Calkin
algebra (Theorem 1.1.11), and a type of stabilization theorem, which com-
pares the multiplier algebras .#(# ® B) and .# (A" ® J), where J is an
ideal of B (Theorem 1.3.14). Various other C*-algebra preliminaries are
also given.

Section 1T

There are basically three topics covered. The first is the introduction of
topological K-theory, about which we need say nothing here. The second is
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the introduction of algebraic K-theory. The definition of the higher
algebraic K-theory groups is due to Quillen; it is a beautiful illustration of
the interplay possible between algebra and algebraic topology. A certain
amount of familiarity with topology is necessary to work with it, and in an
attempt to make the paper accessible to non-topologists we have included
most of the background needed. The third topic of the section is the exten-
sion theory of C*-algebras. We have included it partly because of the close
parallels between our results, as we have described; partly because exten-
sion theory provides a good illustration of some of the techniques we
develop; and partly because, by means of these techniques, we are able to
contribute a little to the simplification of the subject.

Section 11T

The main topic of the section is a homotopy invariance theorem, proved
in a general context. The techniques in the proof are for the most part
borrowed from Kasparov’s treatment of the homotopy invariance of the
extension groups. However, we use ideas due to Cuntz to put Kasparov’s
work in an abstract setting, and the result is quite surprising: any functor
from C*-algebras to abelian groups which is “matrix stable” and which
preserves split exact sequences is homotopy invariant.

Section 1V
We prove that if 4 is a stable C*-algebra then the following three objects

are equal:

(i) The universal connected covering group of GLS, A.

(i) The Steinberg extension of the group E.,A of elementary
matrices in GL, A.

(iii) The universal central extension of the maximal perfect subgroup
of GL_ A.

As a result, the algebraic K,-group of A4 is equal to topological K.

Section V

This is the main section in the paper. We prove the theorem already
stated that the topological and algebraic K-theory groups for Calkin
algebras are equal.

Section VI

There are two main topics. The first is what might be called non-stable
K-theory—the study of the group GL, A instead of the stable version
GL_ A. As we mentioned earlier, it is a considerable simplification to work
with GL_ rather than GL, for some fixed n: this section should illustrate
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the point. However, we are able to show that if B is unital then the non-
stable algebraic K-theory of .# (A ® B)/# ® B is equal to its non-stable
topological K-theory. By results already known in topological K-theory,
this implies that the non-stable and stable algebraic K-theories agree for
these algebras. The other topic is the Karoubi—Villamayor algebraic
K-theory, which is another possible definition for the homotopy of the dis-
crete group GLA. We prove that for a stable C*-algebra, this too is equal
to the topological K-theory.

This paper is a modification of the author’s Ph.D. thesis (Dalhousie
University, 1985). He would like to take this opportunity to thank his
supervisor, Peter Fillmore, for his patience and support, as well as Dick
Kadison for his encouragement and his interest in this work.

I. MULTIPLIER ALGEBRAS AND TENSOR PRODUCTS

1.1. Multiplier Algebras

Let A be a C*-algebra. There are a number of definitions of the mul-
tiplier algebra, .#(A), of 4, of which the following (the original one, due to
Johnson [28]) is perhaps the most concrete.

DermNiTION 1.1.1. A (double) centralizer of A is a pair (L, R) of linear
maps from A to itself, such that: L is a right 4-module homomorphism
(ie.,, L(xy)=L(x)y);, R is a left A-module homomorphism; and
R(x)y=xL(y) for all x and y in A. The composition of two centralizers
(L, R,) and (L,, R,) is given by

(L, R)(Ly, Ry)=(L,L;, RyR,) (LLL)

(which is easily seen to be a centralizer itself), and the resulting algebra is
the multiplier algebra of 4, denoted .#(A).

This rather odd definition is made with a simple idea in mind: if 4 is an
ideal in an algebra B, and if b ¢ B, then b defines a multiplier (L, R), by

L(x)=bx, R(x) = xb. (1.1.2)

We note that the composition law (1.1.1) corresponds to multiplication of
elements in B. Of course, A4 is contained as a trivial ideal in itself, and since
for any xe A there is some ye A (namely y = x*, for example) such that
xy #0, the element of .#(A) corresponding to x is non-zero. Thus 4 is
embedded as a subalgebra of .#(A), and it is easily verified that 4 is in fact
an ideal in .#(A). (From this we see that every element (L, R) of .#(A) is
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obtained in the manner of (1.1.2), namely take b= (L, R) and B=.#(A).)
Continuing along these lines, we arrive at the following useful (and, of
course, well known) characterization of .#(A).

THEOREM 1.1.2.  If B is any algebra containing A as an ideal then there is
a unique homomorphism from B to M(A) which extends the inclusion of A
into M (A).

The algebra .#(A) is in fact a C*-algebra, for it turns out that L and R
are both bounded linear maps, of equal norm (see [14]), and we may set

1L, R =Ll (=R, (1.1.3)

which makes .#(A) into a Banach algebra. We define an involution
on .#(A) by (L, RY*=(L*, R*), where L*(x)=(R(x*))* and R*(x)=
(L{x*))*. With respect to this and the norm (1.1.3), .#(A4) is a C*-algebra.
In Theorem 1.1.2, if 4 is a closed ideal in a C*-algebra B then the
canonical homomorphism from B to .#(A) is a *-homomorphism.

Apart from obtaining elements of .#(A) via algebras containing 4 as an
ideal, the main source of supply is from certain limits. For this it is useful
to introduce the strict topology on .#(A), which is characterized by the
following: a net {x,} in .#(A4) converges in the strict topology to xe .#(A)
if and only if for every ae A the nets {x,a} and {ax,} converge in the
norm topology to xa and ax, respectively. For details, see [14]. The
following simple fact is very useful: the strict topology on .#(A) is com-
plete, in the sense that if for every ae A, the sequences {x,a} and {ax,}
are Cauchy (in the norm topology), then {x,} converges in the strict
topology.

ExaMpLE 1.1.3. Denote by X the C*-algebra of compact operators on
a separable Hilbert space. Then the C*-algebra # of all bounded operators
on the Hilbert space contains )" as an ideal, and so by Theorem 1.1.2 there
is a canonical *-homomorphism 2% — .#(#"). This map is in fact a
x-isomorphism since it follows from elementary representation theory that
# enjoys the universal property described in Theorem 1.1.2. The notations
% and & for bounded and compact operators on a separable Hilbert space
will be used throughout the rest of the paper without further explanation.

There is an interesting genralization of this, which is useful to bear in
mind (for counterexamples, and so on). If C(X, ") denotes the C*-algebra
of norm continuous functions from a compact space X to 4 then
M (C(X, X)) is equal to C, (X, #), the C*-algebra of bounded functions
A(x) from X to 4 which are continuous in the *-strong topology (i.e., both
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A(x) and A*(x) are strongly continous; the =-strong topology on # is
equal to the strict topology on bounded subsets); see [1]. Note that
C(X, A') and C (X, %) are, respectively, the (pointwise) compact and the
bounded endomorphisms of the trivial field of Hilbert spaces over the space
X. In general, it is very convenient to regard elements of 4 as “compact
operators” and elements of .#(A4) as “bounded operators.”

We consider now the functorial properties of the multiplier algebra,
beginning with what we shall call “restriction.” Suppose that 4’ is an ideal
in A. Then from the fact that A"- A" = A4’, it follows that 4’ is also an ideal
in #(A)

DermNiTION 1,14, The restriction homomorphism r. H(A)— H(A") is
the unique *-homomorphism that extends the inclusion of A’ into .#(A").

Notice that if 4’ is an essential ideal of A. in other words, if the
annihilator ideal

Ann(A')={aeAd|ad'=Aa=0} (1.14)

is zero, then the restriction homomorphism is injective. Because of this,
whenever Ann(A’)=0 we will regard .#(A4) as a C*-subalgebra of .#(A4").
It is useful to have the following characterization of this subalgebra: if
xe. #(A’) then xe.#(A) if and only if

x-AcA and A-xc A (1.1.5}

Indeed, if x satisfies (1.1.5) then x defines a double centralizer of A4, as in
Definition 1.1.1, and the image of this centralizer in .#(A’) under restric-
tion returns x.

Let us turn from the restriction homomorphism to a discussion of the
covariant functoriality of .#(4). Unfortunately it is not true that every
x-homomorphism f: 4, - A4, extends to a *-homomorphism from .#(A4,)
to .#(A,). However, by means of the next three results we are able to get
by.

Lemma 1.1.5. (See [43, Proposition 3.12.127.) If f[A4,] contains an
approximate unit for A, then the map [ A, > A, extends uniquely to a
x-homomorphism f: . #(A,) — .#(A,).

All the approximate units that we deal with in this paper are assumed to
be positive and increasing. The condition that f[A4,] contain an
approximate unit for 4, is equivalent to [ 4,] 4, being dense in 4,, or in
the other words, it is equivalent to the hereditary subalgebra generated by
SfTA,]in A, being equal to A,.
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Proof. First, if an extension f: #(A,)— .#(A,) exists, then it is cer-
tainly unique because, for x€.#(A,) and ae 4, we have

f(x)ya=f(x) lim f(u;)a
o (1.1.6)
= hm f(xu).) a,

i— 0

and similarly,

af (x)= lim (af(x))f(u;)
e (1.1.7)
= lim af(xu;),

iA—

where {u;},., is an approximate unit for 4, (and so {f(u;)} is an
approximate unit for A,). In other words, f(x) is the limit in the strict
topology of the net {f(xu;)}. Since xu;e A,, the bottom lines of (1.1.6)
and (1.1.7) do not depend on the extension of f. On the other hand, it is
readily verified that the limits (1.1.6) and (1.1.7) always exist: if
aef[A,] A, then this is clear, while the case of a general ae 4, is dealt
with by approximating with elements of f[A4,] 4,. It is easily seen that the
limits define an extension of f from .#(A,) into .#(A4,). |

The following definition gives a class of *-homomorphisms which is large
enough for our purposes, and all of whose elements are extendible.

DEFINITION 1.1.6. A quasi-unital *-homomorphism f from 4, to 4, is a
*x-homomorphism with the property that the hereditary subalgebra of 4,
generated by f[A,] is of the form pA,p, where p is a projection in .#(A4,).

Notice that the projection p in this definition is unique, if it exists at all,
since, for example, 1 —p may be recovered from f as the unit of the
C*-algebra of xe .#(A,) such that xf[4,]=0=f[A4,] x.

ProroSITION 1.1.7. A quasi-unital map f. A, — A, extends to a
x-homomorphism from #H(A,) to M (A4,).

Proof. Let {u;,} be an approximate unit for A,. Define
f: M(A,) > #M(A,) by the formulas

fixya= lim f(xu;)a,
Ao (1.1.8)

af (x)= lim af (xu;),

]
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where ae A, and xe .#(A,). By writing a as pa+ (1 — p) a, with p the pro-
jection of Definition 1.1.6, since fixu,;)(1 —p) =0, we see from Lemma 1.1.5
that the limits exist and define a *-homomorphism from .#(A4,) to .#(A4,)
as required. |

Of course, the extension of f: A, —» A, is not necessarily unique, for we
can add to the map defined by (1.1.8) any x-homomorphism from the
quotient .#(A,)/A, to (1 —p) .#(A,)(1—p). However, when we speak of
the extension of a quasi-unital map we will always mean the one given by
(1.1.8); we will denote it simply by f.

ProprosiTION 1.1.8. (i) The composition of two quasi-unital maps is
quasi-unital.

(i1) Extension of quasi-unital maps to multiplier algebras is functorial.

Proof. (i) Suppose that f,: 4, =+ A4, and f,: 4, > A, are quasi-unital,
Let pA, p be the hereditary subalgebra of A, generated by f,[4,], and let
gA;q be the hereditary subalgebra of A, generated by f,(A4,). If {u;},.,is
an approximate unit for A, then {f,(u;)},., is an approx1mate unit for
pA, p. Therefore, if {v,},. ., is an approx1mate unit for (1—p) A,(1 —p)
then {fi(u;)+v;}iye1xs 1S an approximate unit for A,, and so
{1+ 150} Gineaxa 18 an approximate unit for gA;q. Finally,
from the fact that fz(p)f2 v ) 0, it follows that {f,fi(u;)};c, is an
approximate unit for fi(p)A;fi(p). Hence f5f,[A,] generates
fo(p) A5 fo(p) as a hereditary subalgebra.

(i1) We have to show that the extension of f, f) is equal to the exten-
sion of f; composed with the extension of f,. Thus if xe.#(A4, ) we must
show that f, f,(x) and f5(f,(x)} are the same element of .#(f5(p) 45 f>(p
Since f, f,[ 4] generates f,(p) A5 f2(p) as a hereditary subalgebra it suf-
fices to show that f, fi(x)b=15(fi(x))b for any bef,f[A4,]. But if
b=/, fi(a) then

ffi(x) b=, fi(xa) (since f; f, is a homomorphism )
=/(fi(xa) (since xae A,)
=f,(f1(x) fi(a)) (since f, is a homomorphism)

=f5(f1(x)) f2(f1(a)) (since f5 is a homomorphism). |

We close our discussion of functioriality properties by making note of
a theorem of Akemann, Pedersen, and Tomiyama [1]. The following
terminology is due to Pedersen [44].

DErFINITION 1.1.9. A (C*-algebra is said to be o-unital if it possesses a
countable approximate identity.
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THEOREM 1.1.10. If A is a o-unital C*-algebra then any surjective
x-homomorphism A — AfJ extends to a surjective *-homomorphism
M(A)— M(A]T).

Actually, the original version of this is for separable C*-algebras 4 only;
the extension to g-unital algebras is carried out by Pedersen in [44].

Next, we state a separation theorem for subalgebras of .#(D) which will
be used a great deal in the sequel.

THEOREM 1.1.11. Let D be a C*-algebra; let E, and E, be
C*-subalgebras of .4 (D), E, c-unital and E, separable; let E be a (closed,
two-sided) ideal in E; and let F be a separable, linear subspace of # (D). If
E-E,cE [#,E]JcE, and D= E,+ E,, then there exists an element
Ne #(D) such that 1>Nz20, (1-N)-E,cE N E,cE, and
[N, #]<cE.

(The symbol [#, E,], for example, denotes the set of all commutators
[F, e]=fe—ef, where fe # and ec E|.) This extremely useful result is due
to Kasparov [35] (for a shorter proof, see [26]). It is a basic tool
in Kasparov’s bivariant K-theory, where it is the principal technical
component in the construction of the Kasparov product map
KK(A,, B,® D)x KK(A,® D, B,) » KK(A,® A,, B,® B,): the operator
N, together with its “complement” M = (1~ N) appear as weights in the
averaging of two operators, and the theorem asserts that these weights can
be chosen as to produce an average with certain desirable properties
(which, for example, make it amenable to study from the point of view of
index theory). For details, see Kasparov’s papers (see [33; 35, especially
Remark 3, p. 773] for a motivation of the construction). Our uses of
Theorem 1.1.11 will on the whole be more algebraic in nature. We will
appeal to it in Section 1.3 when we discuss exact sequences related to mul-
tiplier algebras. In Section 3.5 we will use it to prove various excision
properties of extension groups, and in Section 5.2 we will use it to deduce
the existence of local units in certain C*-algebra ideals (see Theorem 5.2.1).
Finaly, it makes an appearance in a technical result in Section 6.1.

1.2. Tensor Products

Let 4 and B be C*-algebras, and denote by 4 © B the (algebraic) tensor
product of 4 and B. We put a C*-norm on 4 () B as follows. Pick faithful
representations p , and p of 4 and B, on Hilbert spaces #, and ;. Using
ps and pp we embed AQOB in B(H,) O RB(H#3), and since
B(HA,) O B(H) embeds in an obvious way into Z(H#, ® H#5), we obtain a
faithful representation of 4 © B in #(#,® #3). the operator norm on
B(H @ H#%) then gives the C*-norm on 4 O B. It is not hard to show that
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the norm does not depend on which particular representations, p, and pg,
are used in its definition. In fact, the norm is given by the formula

X0} l//(.v*-’c*xy)}
o OY(r*y)

where the supremum is taken over all states ¢ of 4 and ¥ of B, and all
veA (O B. (For a survey of the theory of C*-algebra tensor products the
reader is referred to [367].) The completion of 4 (O B in this norm is called
the spatial tensor product of 4 and B. We will denote it by 4 ® B and refer
to it simply as the tensor product, since we will not be using any others.

HﬂF=wp{ (1.2.1)

ExaMpLE 1.2.1. The tensor product of Cy(X) with a C*-algebra 4 is
x-isomorphic to Cgy(X, A), the C*-algebra of A-valued functions on X
which vanish at infinity. There is a canonical *-isomorphism from
Co(X)® A to Cy(X, A), namely that which maps f®a to the function
x—f(x)a

EXAMPLE 1.2.2. A C*-algebra 4 is said to be stable if it is *-isomorphic
to the tensor product 4 ® A. Most of the paper will be devoted to the
study of these algebras. The C*-algebra " is stable. Indeed A" ® A" is
canonically isomorphic to the C*-algebra of compact operators on the ten-
sor product Hilbert space # ® #, and a unitary isomorphism
A = # ®H induces a =-isomorphism # = ¥ ® . By forming the ten-
sor product with the identity map on A (see below) we get that ¥ ® A =
A QA @ A: thus 4 ® A is stable.

We stated earlier that .#(D) should be thought of as “bounded
operators,” and the ideal D in .#(D) should be thought of as the ideal of
“compact operators.” This is especially profitable for stable C*-algebras.
The algebra # ® A4 is the algebra of compact operators on the standard
Hilbert module #°4 (see [34] for a proof, together with an explanation of
in what sense “compact” is to be taken—roughly speaking it is “closure of
finite rank”). The algebra of all bounded operators is indeed . #(X ® A).
We note that .# (A" )® .#(A) is contained in .# (A ® A) (because # ® A
is an essential ideal in .# (4" )® .#(A)), but it is not equal to it. If we think
of elements in .# (A ® A) as infinite matrices with entries in A, then the
elements in .#(A") O .#(A) correspond to those matrices whose entries are
selected from a finite dimensional linear subspace of 4. For more infor-
mation on the difference between .#(A)® .#(B) and .#(A® B), see [1].

We turn to the functorial properties of the tensor product. If f: 4, - A4,
and g: B, » B, are x-homomorphisms then the map fOg: 4, O 4, -
B, © B, extends to a *-homomorphism f®g: 4, ® A, - B,® B,. This is
clear from the representation description of the tensor product if f and g
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are injective, and it is clear from the formula (1.2.1) for the norm if f and g
are surjective. Since we can factor any f and g into surjections followed by
injections the result follows. The tensor product of two injective maps is
injective; the tensor product of two surjective maps is surjective.

LEMMA 1.2.3. The tensor product of two quasi-unital x-homomorphisms
is quasi-unital.

Proof. 1If f[A;] contains an approximate unit {u;};., for p,B;p,
(i=1,2), then f[A,®A4,] contains an approximate unit for
P ®@py(B,® B,) p,®p,, namely {uh@u;.g}izl,;_z;eAley |

The most important application of this lemma will be in the case of the
map 1®f. A ® A— A ® B. For example, if A is unital then f; 4 > B is
certainly quasi-unital (the projection p in Definition 1.1.6 is just f(1)) and
so the tensor product 1 ® f is quasi-unital.

1.3. Completely Positive Mappings

DerFNITION 1.3.1. A linear map f: A — B between two (*-algebras is
completely positive if it i1s positive, that is, f(x*x) >0 for every x e 4, and if
for every n the map 1® ' M, ® A > M, ® B is positive, where M, denotes
the n x n complex matrices.

This definition is due to Stinespring, as is the following result, the first in
the subject.

THEOREM 1.3.2. (See [51].) A linear map f- A — B(H) is completely
positive if and only if it has the form

flay=V*gla)V  (aeA), (13.1)

where g is a representation of A on a Hilbert space #,, and V is a bounded
operator from ¥ to H,.

Let us make a few comments on this. To begin with, any completely
positive map f: A — B is bounded, for otherwise there would exist elements
a,201in A4 (n=1, 2,..), such that say |la,| <2~ " and f(a,)>n: but then
since f(X2,a,)2f(EN_,a,)=N(N+1)/2 for all N, the value of f at
>x ,a, would be infinite. Second, Stinespring proved Theorem 1.3.2 for
unital C*-algebras 4. That is true in general is an observation of Lance;

the following lemma suffices (compare [16, Lemma 3.917).

LEMMA 1.33. Let f: A— B be a completely positive map and denote by
2 A — B the map from the C*-algebra obtained from A by adding a unit, to
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the C*-algebra obtained from B by adding a unit, which is equal to f on A,
and for which f(1)= | f| - 1. Then f is completely positive.

Proof. We must show that if ae M,® A then 1®fla*a)>0. Write
a=ay+a,;®1, where agpe M,®Aand a, ® 1€ M,®C, and let {e;},, , be
an approximate unit for 4. Then

1®f(a*a)=1®F(akas+af(a, @ 1)+ (af®@1)ay+afa,®1)
=1®f(afas+af(a, @)+ (af ®1)ay+afa, ®e;)
+ata, @ fl—fle;))
21®f(afac+af(a,®1)+(af®1)as+afa ®e;)
=1®/((ag+a,@e}*)*(ag+a,@e}?))
+ 1®/f(af(a, @ (1 —e}?)) + (aF ® (1 —e}?)) a)
21®f(af(a, ® (1 —e}?)) + (aF @ (1 - e})) ao).

But as A — oc, the argument of 1 ® f on the last line converges in norm to
zero. Hence 1 ® fla*a)>0. |

Returning to Theorem 1.3.2, we may extend f to a completely positive
map from A to #(). Note that if || =1 then f(1)=1 and so from
(1.3.1) we obtain

1= V*g(1) V. (1.3.2)

If we define V'=g(1) V then (1.3.1) remains true with ¥’ replacing V,
and from (1.3.2) we obtain V'*V’ =1, or in the other words, V' is an
isometry. Thus every completely positive map from f into #(#) such that
| fIl =1 may be dilated to a representation g of 4 on a larger Hilbert space
#, (we may use the isometry V' to identify # as a subspace of #,), and
conversely all maps which can be so dilated are completely positive
contractions.

The first example of a completely positive map is a state p: 4 — C on A.
The fact that p can be dilated to a *-homomorphism into some ()
follows also from the Gelfand—Naimark-Segal (GNS) construction of a
representation from a state. Thus Stinespring’s theorem is a generalization
of the GNS construction (and the same can be said of the proof).

We will be using completely positive maps for two purposes. First, they
play an important role in C*-algebra extension theory (as was first pointed
out by Arveson [3]): they are used to answer the question of when an
extension is invertible. We will discuss this in Section II. Second, there is a
close relationship between the theories of tenor products and of completely
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positive maps. For our purposes it suffices to deal only with the elementary
aspects of this, beginning with

LeEMMA 1.3.4. A linear map f: A — B is completely positive if and only if
Jor every C*-algebra C, the tensor product f O 1: A O C - B C extends to
a positive map fR1: AR C - B® C.

Remark. We note that, given this, if fis a completely positive map then
the map f® 1: A® C - B® C is not only positive but completely positive,
since if we form the tensor product of / with the identity map on C® M,
then by the lemma, we obtain a positive map.

Proof. In view of the definition of complete positivity, the “if” part of
the lemma is trivial. For the other half we will use Stinespring’s theorem.
Embed B in some () so that f may be written in the form
flay=V*g(a) V, where g: A — B(H#,) is a *-homomorphism and V is an
operator in #(s#]). Since B® C embeds in #(;)® C it suffices to show
that fO1: 4O C - B(H)®C extends to a positive map on 4A® C.
However, we can extend f (O 1: 4 O C > #(#,)® C by the formula

fR1X)=(1*@1)g®1x)(V¥el) (xed®C).

It is clear that f® | so defined is positive. ||

Our interest is in the relationship between completely positive maps and
exactness properties of the tensor product. Suppose that

0-A,—5 4,25 4,50

is a short exact sequence of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms. That is, j
is injective, p is surjective, and the kernel of p is equal to the image of j.
Consider the sequence

0-4,0C 225 4,022 4,0 C—0. (1.3.3)

Under what conditions is it, too, a short exact sequence? Certainly j® 1 is
injective and p ® 1 is surjective, and also, the image of j® 1 is contained in
the kernel of p ® 1. However, the kernel of p® 1 need not equal the image
of j®@1 (for a counterexample see [2]). The following positive result is
suitable for our purposes.

THEOREM 1.3.5. If there exists a completely positive map s: A5 — A, such
that the composition ps: Ay — A, is the identity on A; then the sequence
(1.3.3) is exact for every C*-algebra C.
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Proof. The map s®1: A;,® C—> A,®C is defined, by Lemma 1.34,
and te composition (p® 1)(s® 1) =ps® 1 is the identity on 4;® C. Also,
the map

(1-5p®1):4,C>4,0C

takes 4, ® C into the image of 4, ® C (this is verified on 4, O C and then
on all of 4,® C by continuity). Thus if xekernel(p® 1) then

x=x—(s@(p&®1)(x)=(1—sp®1)(x),
and so, xeimage(j®1). |

Remarks. Effros and Haagerup have recently show that the converse of
Theorem 1.3.5 holds if 4, is a nuclear C*-algebra and A is separable (this,
is, needless to say, a much deeper result). Nuclearity, that is, the condition
on a C*-algebra A that there be a unique C*-norm on A4 ¢ C for all C,
gives another sufficient condition: if 45 is nuclear then (1.3.4) is exact. The
reason is that 4, & C embeds densely in 4, ® C/4, ® C, and so if there is a
unique completion of 4; O C to a C*-algebra then 4, ® (/4, ® C must be
it. However, some of the algebras we consider will not be nuclear.

Let us give a simple illustration of conditions under which the
hypotheses of the theorem are satisfied. The following two results are more
or less a diversion and will only be used in remarks (or future diversions).

THEOREM 1.3.6. If X is a second countable, locally compact space then
any x-homomorphism p from a C*-algebra A onto Co(X) has a completely
positive contractive section.

Sketch of Proof. Let {f,f,,..} be a dense subset of Cy(X), and for
each k=1,2,., choose non-negative functions ¢,,.., ¢, and points
X|sees X in X such that:

(1) ZZ":] Pun < 1 and
(i) ;=X fi(x,) Qull < 1n (=1, k).

(The ¢,,’s are a subselection of an appropriately chosen partition of unity
for X.) Choose elements @, in A such that @, >0 and p($,,) = ¢,,, and
define maps ¢, : Co(X) —» 4 by

Ay

eulf)= X (X)) Bi  (fECo(X)).

n=1

These are certainly completely positive, since each component
S f(x,) @un= 02 f(x,) @}? of ¢, is completely positive. Consider the

607/67/1-2
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compositions po ¢, (k=1,2,..). By condition (i), | pc @]l <1 and, by this
and condition (ii), p - ¢, converges pointwise to the identity on Cy(X).
This is verified first for the £}, and then for arbitrary f by an approximation
argument. We now appeal to a result of Arveson [4, Theorem 6] that if
p: A— B is a surjective *-homomorphism, and B is separable, then the set
of completely positive, contractive maps a: B — B which factor—a=p o &,
with & completely positive and contractive—is closed in the topology of
pointwise convergence. It follows that the identity Cy(X) — Co(X) factors,
or in other words, p has a completely positive section. ||

The next result is a simple extension, the proof of which is left to the
reader.

THEOREM 1.3.7. Let Co(X) and B be separable and let p: A - Co(X)® B
be a surjective x-homomorphism. Suppose that for every x € X the composite
*-homomorphism

AL Co(X)® B—5 B (&, = evaluation at x)

has a completely positive section. Then p has a completely positive section.

We turn now to our main application of Theorem 1.3.5, which concerns
multiplier algebras and exact sequences. Let B be a g-unital C*-algebra
and let J be a (closed, two-sided) ideal in B. By Theorem 1.1.10, the exten-
sion /4 (B) — .#(B/J) of the canonical projection B — B/J is surjective. The
kernel of this map is the ideal given by the following notation.

DEerINITION 1.3.8. Let J be an ideal in a C*-algebra B. The ideal
M(B;J) in #(B) is the set of those elements x e .#(B) for which xbeJ
and bx e J for every be B.

Thus we have a short exact sequence

0— #(B;J)—> #(B)— H#(B/J)- 0. (1.3.4)

Actually, we are not so much interested in .#(B)— .#(B/J) as in the
induced map p: #(B)/B — .#(B/J)/B/J. Since B, of course, maps onto B/J,
the kernel of p is the image of .#(B;J) in .#(B)/B. Thus

kernel(p) = .#(B; J) + B/B= .#(B; J)/(B .#(B; J)),

and since BN #(B;J)=J, we obtain the short exact sequence

0 — M(B; J)/J — M(B)/B—L> M(B/J)/BJJ - 0. (1.3.5)
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LEMMA 13.9. Let of be a separable C*-subalgebra of 4 (B/J)/B/J
(where B is a ¢ -unital C*-algebra). There exists a completely positive map
s:of > M(B)/B such that the composition pos:of — M(B/J)B/J is the
identity on .

Proof. Let o/’ be a separable C*-subalgebra of .#(B) which maps onto
&/ via the obvious projection (we use Theorem 1.1.10 to ensure that this
projection is surjective). Define C*-subalgebras of .#(B) as

E,=B, E=J, F=ud

Let E, be a separable C*-subalgebra of .#(B; J) such that

' (M (B;J)+B) <E,+ B

Then the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1.11 are satisfied, and there exists a
positive operator Ne .#(B) such that N-E,cJ, (1-N)-BcJ, and
[N, '] <=J. Now, denote by X the image of an element xe .#(B) in
A (B)/B, and define s: o/ — #(B)/B by

s(p(a))y=Nd'  (d'eAd).

In other words, given ae &/, choose ¢’ € &' such that p(¢’)=a, and then
define s(a) = Nd'. To see that this is a well defined, note that the kernel of
the map x+ p(x) from #(B) to .#(B/J)/B/J is equal to .#(B;J)+ B.
Therefore, if p(a}) = p(a5) then

ay—ayed n(HM(B;J)+ Byc E,+ B.

But if xe E, + B then Nx =0, by definition of N. So N(4} —d3)=0. To see
that p < s is the identity on </, note that 1 — Ne .#(B; J), because 1 - N
multiplies E, = B into J, and so p(1 — N)=0. Therefore

ps(p(d’))=p(N) p(a'y=p(1) p(a’) = p(d’).

Finally, s is completely positive: given xe M, ® & with x>0 we may
choose x'e M,®.&/" with x'20 and p(x')=x (a simple application of
functional calculus), and then

(1®s)(x)=(1QN?) px'(1QNV*) =0
(note that N is so chosen that N commutes with /). ||

It is quite a remarkable fact (or so the author thinks) that no hypothesis
concerning the liftability of B — B/J is needed in the above lemma. The
next result is proved in the same way.
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LEmMA 1.3.10. Let of be a separable C*-subalgebra of .#(B/J). There
exists a completely positive map s: of — #(B)/J, such that the composition
pos.a — MBI is the identity on o4, where p is the surjection in the
short exact sequence

0— .#(B;J)/] - M(B)J 2> #(B/J) 0. (1.3.6)

THEOREM 1.3.11.  The tensor product of the short exact sequence (1.3.5)
with any C*-algebra C is again a short exact sequence.

Proof. Let xe(#(B)/B)® C. Since x is the limit of some sequence of
the form {3, x,, O ¢yt ,, it is contained in some Z® C, where % is a
separable C*-subalgebra of .#(B)/B (the one generated by the x,,, for
example). Applying the lemma to the image «/ of # in .#(B/J)/B/J, and
then applying Theorem 1.3.5 to the short exact sequence

O0— A(B; )/ J—>B+MB;,J)]—> oA -0,

we see that if p® 1(x)=0 then x is in the image of (#(B;J)/J)® C.
Consequently the sequence (1.3.5) tensored with C, is exact. |}

Similarly, using Lemma 1.3.10 we obtain

THEOREM 1.3.12. The tensor product of the short exact sequence (1.3.6)
with any C*-algebra C is exact.

The next theorem again concerns .#(B;J). It is a sort of stabilization

result, along the lines of [10, 34]. For this particular formulation, see [25].

THEOREM 1.3.13.  Let B be a C*-algebra and let J be an essential o-unital
ideal in B. There exists an isometry ve M(A ® J) such that

vlM(A R v*¥c M(A QB, A RJ).

(We remind the reader that we are regarding .# (4" ® B) as a subalgebra
of #(AH ®J).) We will need a somewhat technical strenghtening of this
theorem.

THEOREM 1.3.14. Let J be a o-unital, essential ideal in a o-unital C*-
algebra B and let of be a separable C*-subalgebra of M(A Q@ B; A ® J).
There exist isometries v, € M(K® J) and v,€ H# (X @ B) such that:

() v, MAHART)v*c MH RB; X RJ).
(1) If ae o then vyav¥ is equal to v,avy, modulo A ® J.
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Proof. We begin by constructing various isometries to be used in the
construction of v, and v,. Let w,,,, where n=1,2,.. and m=0, 1, 2,.., be a
collection of isometries in #=.#(A") with pairwise orthogonal final
spaces. Let {d,}<_, be a sequence in " ®J such that > 7_, d*d, =1,
where the convergence is in the strict topology of .# (4" ® J). We may con-
struct {d, }%_, by starting off with an approximate unit {e,}7_, for
A ®J—a sequential one exists because ¥ ®J is o-unital— and then
defining d,, = (e,, —e,,_ )" (we let e;=0). We claim that the series

i W,m®1)d,  (nisfixed)

m=1

converges in the strict topology of .#Z(#" ® J) to some isometry S,, and
furthermore, that (4" ® B)- S, = 4 ® J. Note first that the partial sums

M
SLM) = Z (wnm ® 1 ) dm

m=1

are bounded by 1, since

M
(M )k QM) %
Sn Sn - Z d dm\ .

m=1
If xe " ®J, then

“SLM + K)x _ Sf,ij“ 2 _ ”x*(SflM + Kk __ SLM)* )(S»(zM +K) __ SLM)) Y”

M+ K )

Y did,x
m=AM+1

and so, since » *_,d¥d,x converges in norm (to x), we see that
{SM)x}x | is a Cauchy, and hence convergent, sequence. We must show
also that { S‘M'};j_l is norm-convergent for xe " ® J. Actually, this is
true for xe ¥ ® B (and this will show that (# ® B): S, c A ®J). To see
this, note that the set of those x € # ® B for which x(w,, ® 1) =0, for all
but finitely many m, is dense in " ® B. For such x as these, {xS‘*'}3%_,
certainly converges, and since they are dense in J# ® B, and since
{SY~_ is bounded, the general case may be obtained by the obvious
approximation argument. It follows that {S*'}= | converges in the strict
topology, and since multiplication is continuous on bounded subsets in the
strict topology it follows from the computation

< Jx*l

S(M)1x QM) _ f d,tdm

m=1
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that the limit S, is an isometry. Now, let {z,}®_, be a sequence in X" ® B

such that > ,z¥z,=1 (convergence in the strict topology of
A (A @ B)). The same arguments as those above show that the series

pe

z (Wn0® 1)2’"

n=1

converges in -the strict topology of #(# ®B) to an isometry
v,€ M(A ® B). The construction of v, e #(A ®J) is a little more com-
plicated. Let J, and ./, be compact subsets of the unit balls of #" ® J and
o respectively such that:

(i) J, A ®Jis dense in 4 ®J (note that J, exists because 4 ® J
is o-unital).
(ii) .« is self-adjoint, and the closed linear span of </, is /.

Choose an approximate unit {u,}> , for # ®J such that:

Hin=1

(x) For every n, and every xeJ, v .o, |xz¥z, —xz¥zu,| <21,
and |ju)?z,x—z, x| <27 "+,

n

(B) For every n and every jeJ,, |ul?z, j—z,jl <277
(y) Forevery n, |u,z,—z,u,| <2 "+

We can satisfy («) because the elements xz¥z, and z,x are in ¥ ®J, by
the definition of .#(# ® B; # ®J). That condition (y) may be satisfied
follows from the existence of quasi-central approximate units (see [4 or
437). Consider now the expression

o0

Y (W ® Dy uy?z,+ Y, S,r,, (1.3.7)

n=1 n
where
172

rn=(232, = 27 u,2,)

Both series are convergent in the strict topology of .# (X4 ® J). Let us con-
sider the first series first: the partial sums are bounded in norm by 1, and if
jeJ, then

>'s)

z (wn0®1)up11/22nj= Z (wn0®1)znj— Z (Wn0®1)(1_urln/2)znj’
n=1 n=1

n=1

where the first series is norm-convergent by the definition of {z,};~ |, while
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the second is (absolutely) norm-convergent by (f). It follows by an
approximation argument that the first term of (1.3.7) is norm convergent
when multiplied on the right by any je #” ® J. As for the multiplication of
Y (we®1)ul?z, on the left, the same argument that we used for S,
shows that when multiplied on the left by any element of #° ® B the series
becomes norm-convergent. We argue that the series Y S, r, is convergent
similarly, using the fact (which follows from (a) and (y)) that ||r, j| <2 "7
if jeJ,. Using continuity of multiplication, the limit v, €. # (A ®J) is an
isometry and, since (4 ® B)v, <. ®J, we have

v, H (A Qv H (A RQB;, HRT),

as required. Now, the estimates («) and (y) imply that if ae.«/ then
lr.all <27, and we see that

via—uv,a=) (W@ (1 —u'?)z,a=Y S,r,a

which is the sum of two norm-convergent series with terms in %4 ®J.
Hence v,a —v,ae # ® J. However, we also have avf —av¥ e # ® J, since
&, is self-adjoint, and so v,avff —v,avfe X ®J. |

Finally, we wish to make note of a certain relation involving the ideals
AM(B; J). Note first, that if 7 and J are disjoint ideals in B, then the ideals
M(B;I) and .#(B;J) of .#(B) are disjoint. Indeed, if xe . #(B;I)n
M(B;J) then x-BcInJ=0 and so x=0. What we will need is the
equality

MBI+ )= H(B; )+ .4 (B; ). (1.3.8)

The inclusion

MBI+ Yo H(B; [+ .#(B;J)

is obvious. For the reverse containment, suppose that xe.#(B;I+J),
which we regard as a double centralizer (L, R). Define pairs of maps
(L', R") and (L’, R’) by the conditions

Lb=L'b+L"b, where L’bel and L’beJ

and

Rb=R'b+ R’b, where R'bel and R’belJ.
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It is easy to verify that both pairs are double centralizers, and of course
(L', R") defines an element of .#(B; I), while (L’, R’) defines an element of
A (B; J).

II. K-THEORY OF C*-ALGEBRAS

This section is largely expository. Its purpose is to introduce the various
K-theory groups that can be associated with a C*-algebra. We begin with
the usual topological K-theory groups in Section 2.1. These are by now well
known to operator algebraists, and our goal is mainly to fix notations and
definitions, since we will be viewing K-theory from a point of view which is
a little different from the usual one. We give a new proof of the Bott
periodicity theorem, using a simple computation in C*-algebra extension
theory, in Section 2.2. Fredholm modules {closely related to extensions) are
the subject of Section 2.3. We discuss the basic facts about the algebraic K,
and K, groups in Section 2.4. The material is again well known (almost all
that we have to say can be found in Milnor’s book [40]), so we will be
brief and focus on our particular interest, which is the relationship between
topological and algebraic K-theory. The final topic is the introduction of
the higher K-theory groups of Quillen. Since some familiarity with
algebraic topology is necessary to understand the definition, in Section 2.5
we give a survey of those concepts that we are going to need; we have tried
to present them in a manner as accessible as possible to the non-specialist.
Our algebraic K-theory/algebraic topology primer will be continued in
Section V.

2.1. Topological K-Theory

Let A be a C*-algebra and denote by A4 the C*-algebra obtained by
adjoining a unit to A4 (thus if A happens to be unital already then
A=A4®C). We define GL,4 (n=1,2,..), to be the group of invertible
elements in the n x n matrix algebra M, 4 which are equal to the identity
matrix, modulo the ideal M, 4 of M,A. (Note that if 4 is unital then
GL, A so defined is isomorphic to the group of invertible elements in M, A4,
via the map which sends xe M, A4 to x+ (1 —¢)e M, A, where e denotes
the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries equal to the unit ¢ of 4.) We
embed GL,A4 into GL, , A as

x 0
XH<O 1) (2.1.1)

and denote by GL . A the union, or direct limit of the GL, A, over all n.
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This is the stable general linear group of A. In order to compress notation a
bit, we will usually drop the symbol “cc™ and write GL for GL., .

Any *-homomorphism f: A — B induces a group homomorphism from
GLA to GLB, which we will also call f Indeed, f induces uwnital
x-homomorphisms from M, A4 to M,B for every n, and from these we
obtain homomorphisms f: GL,4 — GL,B which are compatible with the
inclusions (2.1.1). In this way we make GL into a functor from C*-algebras
(or for that matter, rings in general) to groups.

Observe that GLA is, in fact, a topological group: each GL,A4 is a
topological group in the norm topology given by A, and we topologize
GLA as the direct limit of the GL,A. Thus, a subset X of GLA is open
(resp. closed) if for every n, the intersection X nGL,A is an open (resp.
closed) subset of GL, A. This topology, while being rather odd from some
points of view (e.g., it is not metrizable), has a useful property:

LEMMA 2.1.1. If X is a compact space then the image of any continuous
map from X into GLA is contained in some GL, A.

The following fact is also sometimes useful.
LemMMA 2.1.2.  The space GLA is paracompact.

The proof of both of these lemmas are straightforward exercises in
general topology. In any case, we will need neither of them in any essential
way.

Of course, by its definition, the direct himit topology on GLA also has
the property that a map GLA — X is continuous if and only if each of the
restrictions GL,A - X is continuous. Using this, we see that the
homomorphism f: GLA — GLB induced from a *-homomorphism f: 4 —» B
is continuous.

DeriniTiON 2.1.3. For n=1, 2,..., the topological K-theory groups K! of
a C*-algebra A are the homotopy groups of the topological space GLA:

Ki(4)=mn,_(GLA). (2.1.2)

So, for example, the group Ki(A) is equal to the set of path components
of GLA. This is isomorphic to the quotient group GLA/GL A, where GL°4
denotes the path-connected component of the identity in GLA. For the
higher groups, the base point of GLA is taken to be the identity of the
group; it is reassuring to note that because of Lemma 2.1.1,
1 (GLA)=lim, ., 7, (GL,A).
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By a well-known argument, K'A is abelian: given two elements
X, yeGLA (or maps into GLA) we have

=5 1)
(o
-Gl
(o N

= yx,

—_ O

’

0 1

-
(=)

e <
L R

—
= O
e’ N’ N N

(=

where (§ 9) is rotated to (} ) to obtain the above homotopies.
Recall the following notion from topology (see [50, p. 66]).

DEFINITION 2.1.4. A (continuous) map p: £ — B between topological
spaces is a fibration if it has the homotopy lifting property with respect to
every space X. That is, given maps F: I x X — B (where I denotes the unit
interval) and f: X - E, such that pfix)=F(x,0), there is a map
F: Ix X - E such that pF=F and F(x, 0)=f(x).

Thus, the definition asserts the existence of the map F in the com-
mutative diagram

XX{O}———"—>

O

Now, if J is a (closed, two sided) ideal in a C*-algebra A, then the map
GLA - GLA/J is a fibration. In fact it is not difficult to show that
somewhat more is true.

THEOREM 2.1.5. Let B denote the image of GLA in GLA/J under the map
p (this is an open and closed subgroup of GLA/J). Then the map p. GLA — B
is a locally trivial principal GLJ-bundle.

For the definition, see, for example, [27]; for the proof see [41,
Proposition 2.47]. Now, a theorem of Hurewicz (see [50, 2.8.147) asserts
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that a locally trivial fibre bundle over a paracompact base space is a
fibration. It follows that the map p: GLA - GLA/J is a fibration, but rather
than appeal to these results, we prove a weaker result which is sufficient for
our purposes. The main reason for doing this is that we will want to com-
pare the topological constructions given now with algebraic analogues to
be discussed in later sections.

DEeFINITION 2.1.6. (See [50, p.374].) A map p:E— B is a weak
fibration if it has the homotopy lifting property as in (2.1.3) with respect to
any cube X' =1".

LemMma 2.1.7. Let ’ be a map from I'" to GLA'/J'. If f'(e)=1, where ¢
denotes the point (0,0,...0)e I, then there exists a map . " - GLA’ such

that p(a')=f".

Proof. By Lemma 2.1.1, the image of §’ is contained in some GL,A'/J".
Now, the space of maps from " into GL, A'/J is equal to GL, C(I", A'/J").
Deforming I' to the point e, and using the hypothesis f'(e) =1, we see that
p’ is contained in the identity component of this group. So by standard
Banach algebra theory, f lifts to some o' e GL,C(I", 4"). 1

THEOREM 2.1.8. The map p: GLA - GLA/J is a weak fibration.

Proof. Note, first, that we may improve the previous lemma by choos-
ing o such that «(e)= 1. Indeed, replace & with the map x> a(x)x(e) "
Now, suppose we have a map f: I" xI - GLA/J and a lifting a,: I" > GLA
of the map B(-, 0): I" - GLA/J. Apply the case m =1 of Lemma 2.1.7 to the
algebras A'=C(I", A), J'=C(I",J), and the map B': 11— GLA'/J given by
B((x)=B(x, 1) B(x,0) " If «':1—>GLA" is a lifting such that «'(0)=1
then the map a(z)=2a'(f) a,, considered as a map a: ["xI— GLA, is the
desired homotopy lifting. ||

Now, from any weak fibration p: E— B, with fibre F (which is by
definition the space F=p~'{e}, where e e B is the base point), we obtain a
long exact homotopy sequence

- s F) >, (E) - m,(B) -
Tcn—l(F)_)nn I(E)_’

(2.1.4)

For the purpose again of a later comparison with algebraic constructions,
we recall the definition of the boundary map d, beginning with the simplest
case: n=1. Given a loop y: S' — B defining an element x of n,(B), lift it to
a path y in E such that y(0) is equal to the base point of E. Since y is a
loop, (1) e p~'{e!; we define d(x) to be the path component of F contain-
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ing 9(1). For higher n we can reduce to this case by introducing the loop
space 2X. Recall that this is the space of all (base point preserving) loops
S' — X, equipped with the compact open topology (see [50, p. 37]). There
are obvious canonical isomorphisms

n(X)=m, (QX), (2.1.5)

and if p: E— B is a fibration then so is p: QF — QB; the definition of
¢:m,(B) -, (F) corresponds under these isomorphisms to the definition
of d:m, (2B)-m, (QF).

Returning to the spaces GLA, if J is a closed two-sided ideal in A then
from the long exact homotopy sequence (2.1.4) we obtain the long exact
K-theory sequence

C = KiJ) = Ki(4) = Ki(4))) —
K, ()= K, (4)>

(2.1.6)

Also, if Co((0, 1), A) denotes the C*-algebra of continuous functions from
[0,1] into A, which vanish at the endpoints of [0,1], then by
Lemma 2.1.1, QGLA =GLCy((0, 1), 4). We follow convention and identify
(0, 1) with R, and then from (2.1.5) we obtain the isomorphism

K, 1(4)= K (4® Co(R)) (2.1.7)

Next we list three well-known and fundamental properties of K-theory
that will be of importance to us. See [46 or 20].

DerNITION 2.1.9. Two *-homomorphisms f,, f,: A —» B are homotopic
if there is a *-homomorphism from A4 to B® C[0, 1] which gives back f;
and f; by composing with evaluation at the points 0 and 1 in [0, 1]. A
functor F on C*-algebras is homotopy invariant if F(f,)= F(f,), whenever
/o and f, are homotopic *-homomorphisms.

It is clear from the definition that the functors K’ are homotopy

invariant.

DEerFINITION 2.1.10.  Let e be a rank-one projection in ", and if A4 is any
C*-algebra then denote also by e the *-homomorphism from 4 to ¥ ® A
defined by e(a)=e®a. A functor F on C*-algebras is stable if
F(e): F(A) » F(A ® A) is an isomorphism for every A.

THEOREM 2.1.11. The functors K}, are stable.

For an outline of the proof, see [46].
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DerFiNITION 2.1.12. A functor F from C*-algebras to abelian groups is
said to be half exact if for every short exact sequence of C*-algebras and
*x-homomorphisms,

0-4-5B->C-0,

the sequence of abelian groups F(A4) — F(B}— F(C) is exact at F{B).

Given the long exact sequence (2.1.6) it is clear that the functors K' are
half exact. We want to remind the reader that if F is a half-exact functor
which is in addition homotopy invariant, then we can build a natural long
exact sequence

F,I(A)—’F,,(B)‘—*F”(C)—L‘* Fn—l(A)_‘)Fn —](B)_‘)Fn—](c)* (218)

where n=1, 2,..., and F, = F. The technique is borrowed from topology and
for a detailed description of it, see [35, Sect. 7]. The functors F, are defined
by F(A)=F, (A® Cy(R)) (compare with (2.1.7)). The definition of &
involves the construction of the following auxiliary algebra.

DErFINITION 2.1.13.  The mapping cone of a x-homomorphism f: D — E is
the C*-algebra

Cr=1{dDyeD®Co(0, I]Q E| f(d)=7(1)}.

Consider the mapping cone C, of the surjection p: B— C. There are
short exact sequences

0-4-C,—-Ch(0,1]®C—-0
and

0-Co(R)®C—>C, - B0,

where, for example, the inclusions of 4 and Co(R)® B in C, are given by
ar»a@®0 and y—~ 0@y, respectively. Now it turns out that the map
F(A)— F(C,) is an isomorphism (this is very plausible, in view of the fact
that the quotient C,/A4 = Cy(0, 1]® C is’contractible). The boundary map
is given by the composition of the inverse of this map with
F(Co(R)® C) — F(C,),

F(CoR)® C) — > F(A)
~ (2.1.9)

F(C,)
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We note that if K’ , ,(C) is identified with K'(Cy(R)® C) via the boundary
map in the long exact sequence for the “path fibration”

05 Co(RY®C - Cy(0,1]0C—>C-0,

then the two available definitions for the boundary map K7, , ,(C) - K'(A4)
agree (compare [35, Lemma 7.6]).

To complete our discussion of topological K-theory, we state the main
theorem of the subject—the Bott periodicity theorem.

THEOREM 2.1.14. If A is any C*-algebra then for every n, the group
K'(Co(R*)® A) is naturally isomorphic to K'(A).

The following remarkable generalization of the Bott Periodicity Theorem
was discovered by Cuntz [20].

THEOREM 2.1.15. Let F be a homotopy invariant, stable, and half-exact
functor  from C*-algebras (or separable C*-algebras, or o-unital
C*-algebras) to abelian groups. Then F(Co(R*)® A) is naturally isomorphic
to F(A).

This will be proved using extension theory in the next section. We finish
this section by describing the isomorphism F(Cy(R?)® A4) = F(A4). It will,
in fact, be the boundary map associated with a short exact sequence of the
form

0> AN R®A->T,®A—- Cy(R)Y® A0, (2.1.10)

which is constructed as follows. Let T be the universal C*-algebra
generated by an isometry. In other words, T contains a canonical isometry
v, and the pair (7, v) is characterized by the property that if o' is any
isometry in a C*-algebra A4, then there exists a unique *-homomorphism
f: T — A such that f(v)=1v'. It is easy to establish the existence of (7, v) by
category theory methods (we can realize T as a subalgebra of the gigantic
product of all (up to isomorphism) C*-algebras generated by an isometry).
On the other hand, Coburn [17] showed that all C*-algebras generated by
(non-unitary) isometries are isomorphic, and so any one will do for 7. In
particular, for exampie, we may take T to be the Toeplitz algebra—the
C*-algebra generated by the unilateral shift. Given (T7,v), since the
canonical unitary in C(S') is in particular an isometry, we obtain a surjec-
tion T— C(S') mapping v to this unitary. The kernel is, of course,
generated as an ideal by the projection 1 — vv*, and it is not hard to show
that the kernel is *-isomorphic to /7, with e =1 — vv* representing a rank
one projection (see [17]). Thus we have a short exact sequence

04 ->T—-C(SH-0.
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Identifying Cy(R) with the ideal in C(S') of all functions which vanish at
some fixed point, and letting 7, be the pre-image of this ideal in T, we
obtain the short exact sequence we want

0— 4 = Ty— Co(R) = 0. (2.1.11)

We will call T, the reduced Toeplitz algebra. Let us verify “half” of
Theorem 2.1.15.

Lemma 2.1.16.  The boundary map
0 F(Co(R)® A) - F(A ® A)

associated with the short exact sequence (2.1.10) is surjective.
The following definition, and the next lemma, will prove to be very
useful.

DerFiNiTION 2.1.17. We shall call a functor F from C*-algebras to
abelian groups additive if for every pair of C*-algebras B, and B,, the
natural projections

B, & B, - B, and B ®B,- B,
induce an isomorphism F(B,)® F(B,)= F(B, ® B,).

Lemma 2.1.18 (Compare [20, Proposition 4.17]). Let F be an additive
Sfunctor and let f\,f,:A— B be itwo x-homomorphisms such that

SilA1£:[A1=0. Then F(f))+ F(f2)=F(f, +1,).
Proof. Let B,=f,[A4], for i=1,2. We may consider f,, f,, and f, + f; as
maps into B, @ B,, and it suffices to prove the equation

F(f1)+F(f2)=F(f1 +fz)

in this context. But by additivity, it suffices to prove that the two sides of
the above equation are equal after we compose with the projection onto B,
or B,, and this much is obvious. |

Proof of Lemma 2.1.16. It follows from the portion,
F(Co(R)® A)— F(A @A) > F(Ty® A),
of the long exact sequence (2.1.8) that it suffices to show the map

F(A ®A)— F(T,® A) is zero. Furthermore, because of stability, and since
(by virtue of the long exact sequence applied to 0 » T, » T &5 C - 0) the
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group F(T,® A) is a summand of F(T® A4), it suffices to show that the
composite map

FA)> FA @A) » F(To® A) = F(T® A)

is zero. A final simplification: we may embed T® A4 in M,(T® 4) and need
only show that the resulting composition is zero. This map, call it &, is
given by

é(a)=<€°§a g) (ae A).

We may write this as e = 1 — Ad(V) 1, where V is the isometry (*®! 9), and
where the x-homomorphism 1: 4 - M,(T® A4) is given by

i(a):(lc(?a 8) (ac A).

Now, rotate ¥ to the isometry V' =(§ .g,). Since Ad(V’)1=1, it follows
from homotopy invariance that F(Ad(¥)1)= F(1). Therefore, by the
preceding lemma,

Fe)=F(1)— FAd(V)1)=F1)-F1)=0. |

2.2. C*-Algebra Extensions

We will start off with a number of definitions, follow with some dis-
cussion, and finish off with a proof of Theorem 2.1.15. For further infor-
mation and references on the theory of C*-algebra extensions, the reader is
referred to the survey article of Rosenberg [47].

A C*-algebra extension is a short exact sequence of (*-algebras and
x-homomorphisms.

0>A— B1L5C-0. (2.2.1)

We say that (2.2.1) is an extension of C by A; the goal of extension theory
is to classify such extensions (with 4 and C fixed) up to a suitable notion
of equivalence. The extension (2.2.1) is said to be degenerate (also split) if
there exists a x-homomorphism s: C — B such that ps= 1. The sum of two
extensions

0>4-B,-2C-0 (222)
(where i =0, 1), is the extension

0> M,(4)» B> C—0, (223)
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where
bo alz)

B:
{<a21 by

and the x-homomorphism p: B— C is given by

bo€ Byib € By; a\,, ay € A;and po(bg) :Px(bl)}»

b 2
P( 0 alh):Po(bo) (:pl(b])).

a, b,

Of course, the sum is no longer an extension of C by A, but rather an
extension of C by M,(A4). Two extensions (2.2.2) are said to be unitarily
equivalent if there is a unitary ue.#(A4) and a x-homomorphism B, — B,
such that the diagram

0——sAd— > B——C— 0

wl [}

00— A4A— B, —— C——0

commutes. Returning to the addition of extensions, we see that if A is
replaced by A" ® A, then since there is, up to conjugation by unitaries, a
canonical isomorphism " ® A4 - M,(# ® A) (namely, the tensor product
of an isomorphism " =~ M,(#") with id,), the set of unitary equivalence
classes of extensions of C by 4 ® A has the structure of a commutative
semigroup.

Before going on, we introduce the following important alternative point
of view. Given an extension (2.2.1), since B contains A as an ideal, there is
a canonical map from B into .#(A). Passing to quotients, we obtain a map
from B/A=C— .#(A4)/A4, and it is not hard to show (see [14]) that this
sets up a one-to-one correspondence between extensions and maps from C
into #(A)/A, as long as we identify extensions (2.2.2) for which there is an
isomorphism B, — = B, fixing 4 and C. For most purposes it is technically
more convenient to work with the map C — .#(A)/A than with the exten-
sion it came from. Let us note that an extension @:C —.#(A)/A is
degenerate if ¢ lifts to a *-homomorphism from C into .#(A); that the sum
of two extensions ¢, ¢, is the extension

Po

¢o®<p1=(0

0
): A— H(M-A)/M,A;
P,y

and that ¢, and ¢, are unitarily equivalent if there exists a unitary
ue M (A) which intertwines them.

607/67/1-3
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DeriniTiON 2.2.1. Let Ext(C, 4) denote the quotient of the semigroup
of unitary equivalence classes of extensions C —» # (X ® A)/A ® A by the
sub-semigroup of unitary equivalence classes of degenerate extensions.
(Thus Ext(C, 4) is a commutative monoid, consisting of classes [ ¢ ], where
@ is an extension; and [¢,]=[¢,] if and only if there exist degenerate
extensions ¥, and ¥, such that ¢, @® ¥, is unitarily equivalent to ¢, ®y,.)
Denote by Ext ~'(C, A) the group of invertible elements in Ext(C, A4).

If the extensions ¢, and ¢, determine the same element of Ext(C, 4),
then we say that ¢, and ¢, are stably unitarily equivalent Let us note that
the zero element of Ext(C, A) is the one represented by a degenerate exten-
sion (it is clear that all degenerate extensions represent the same element of
Ext(C, A)). Thus an extension ¢ determines the zero element if and only if
there is a degenerate extension ¥ such that ¢ @y is degenerate, in which
case we say that ¢ is stably split. It follows that an extension ¢ determines
an invertible element of Ext(C, A)—an element of Ext™!(C, A)—il and
only if there is an extension ¢’ such that ¢ @ ¢’ is degenerate.

The group Ext~!(C, A) is the principal object of study in extension
theory. Because Ext~'(C, 4) is a group it has an obvious advantage over
the set of unitary equivalence classes, which is merely a semi-group. So it is
remarkable fact that in many cases these two objects are essentially the
same, and thus unitary equivalence classes of extensions are classified by
the group Ext ~!(C, 4). Let us sketch this. Following Arveson [3], we con-
sider the question of when an element [@ ] € Ext(C, A) is invertible. If [¢]
is invertible then there exists an extension ¢’ such that the map

P@o" CoMy(MA RA)H ®A)

lifts to some *-homomorphism  from C into M,(.# (A &® A)). The com-
pression of ¢ by the projection (! $)e M,(#(H ® A)) is a completely
positive, contractive map which lifts ¢. Suppose, on the other hand, that ¢
is an extension which lifts to a completely positive contractive map
0: C— M (A ® A). Kasparov [34] proves the following generalization of
Stinespring’s theorem.

THEOREM 2.2.2. If C is separable and A is o-unital then every contrac-
tive, completely positive map from C to M(A ® A) can be dilated to a
x-homomorphism from C to M,(M(H @ A)).

Therefore, assuming that A4 is g-unital and that C is separable, we can
dilate 6 to a x-homomorphism () §2). It is easy to check that 6, is a
x-homomorphism, modulo # ® A (since 6 is) and also that 6, and 0,, are
zero, modulo " ® A. It follows that [#] is invertible, with 0,, determining

the inverse. Hence
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THEOREM 2.2.3. Let A be c-unital and C separable. An extension ¢ is
invertible (that is, it determines an invertible element of Ext(C, A)) if and
only if it has a completely positive, contractive lifting to M(A @ A).

We remark that an observation of Haagerup—see [21 ]—shows that the
hypothesis that the lifting be contractive can be dropped. In terms of short
exact sequences, the existence of a completely positive contractive lifting
amounts to the existence of a completely positive contractive section
5s: C— B (ie., sp=1,). So, for example, it follows from Theorem 1.3.6 that
every extension of C(X) by # ® A (where C(X) is separable and A4 is
g-unital) is invertible. More generally, Choi and Effos [16] show that if C
is any separable, nuclear C*-algebra then completely positive, contractive
lifting always exist, and so for such C, if 4 is g-unital then Ext(C, A)=
Ext~!(C, A).

Let us turn briefly to the relationship between unitary equivalence and
stable unitary equivalence. First, they are not the same, since the kernel of
a +-homomorphism ¢:C— #(H ® A)/ A ®A is an invariant under
unitary equivalence, but not under stable unitary equivalence. Also, if C
happens to be unital then whether or not ¢ is unital is a unitary invariant
but not a stable invariant. However, at least in the special case where
A=C, these are the only two “obstructions.” The following theorem
expresses this fact; it is due to Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore in the case
where C is abelian (see [12]) and to Voiculescu [53] in the general case;
see also [4]. For a generalization to more or less arbitrary C*-algebras C,
where unfortunately as good a result is not possible, see [34].

THEOREM 2.2.4. Let C be a separable C*-algebra and let ¢,
. C— B/H be extensions of C by the compact operators which are injec-
tive (as maps into B/A") and unital, if A is unital. They are unitarily
equivalent if and only if they are stably unitarily equivalent.

The groups Ext™!'(C, A) are contravariantly functorial in the first
variable: given a *-homomorphism f: C —» C’ we define a homomorphism

f* Ext (', 4) - Ext~'(C, 4)

by f*[¢]=[¢f]. Similarly, they are covariantly functorial in the second
variable, with respect to quasi-unital maps f: A — A’, since these induce
x-homomorphisms f: #(A @A)/ A XA — H (A RA)A @A by 1.1.7.
We turn to some illustrations of extension theory, beginning with the
relationship between extensions and the topological K-theory of the
previous section. Any extension of C by # ® A4 determines a map
K. ,(C)—- K(A), namely the boundary map in the corresponding long
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exact sequence. It is a fact that this map only depends on the stable unitary
equivalence class of the extension, and we obtain a group homomorphism

Ext!(C, 4) » Hom(K',(C), K, _ (4)).

’ *® — 1
We shall use this result only to the following extent.
LEMMA 2.2.5. Let F be a stable, half exact, and homotopy invariant

functor from C*-algebras to abelian groups. If an extension is stably split
then the boundary map (2.1.9) from F (C) to F,_(A) is zero.

Proof. 1If the extension

0>A4A—- B, C—-0

is stably split then we may add some degenerate extension

0—>A4->B =C—0
P
to it and obtain a degenerate extension as the result. The sum is given by
the extension (2.2.3). In view of the commuting diagram

0—— 4 —— B2 ¢ — 0

./l _1 | Jz

00— M,(A)—— B%— C —— 0,

where f(b)=(§ , o) (and s: C — Bis some splitting of the sum), it follows
from the naturality of the boundary map in the long exact sequence that ¢
for the top sequence is zero, since it is zero for the bottom sequence
(because it is degenerate), and since F(A4)— F(M,A) is an isomorphism

(because F is stable). |

Actually, it is useful for us to strengthen this result a bit.

LEMMA 2.2.6. If the extension

0-»A-B,-2C—-0 (2.2.4)
is stably split then
0 F,(4) > F,(By) = F,(C)>0 (2.2.5)

is a split exact sequence of abelian groups.
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Note that if (2.2.4) is actually split exact then it follows from the long
exact sequence (2.1.8) that (2.2.5) is split exact. If (2.2.4) is only stably split
then it follows from the long exact sequence, and Lemma 2.2.5, that (2.2.5)
is exact everywhere except perhaps at F(C). So all that needs to be proved
is that the homomorphism p,,: F(B,)—> F(C) has a right inverse
q: F(C) - F(By).

Proof. We will use the notations of the previous proof. Define two
auxiliary C*-algebras by

. b axz)
D_{<a21 b,
J:{( bo al:)

a; dy

There is a split exact sequence

a;eAand b, e B,}

and

a,e A and by e BO}.

0-Jo> DS C0, (2.2.6)

where the maps ¢ and = are defined as

(0 0 by ap\
G(C)—<0 51((')> and n<a?.l b1>ﬂpl(bl).

Now, ns =id = no, where s: C — B is a splitting of the sum (2.2.3) of the
extensions

0-A-B,-C-0 (i=0,1)

(We are regarding B as a subalgebra of D.) It follows that the image of the
map s, —o,: F(C)— F(D) is contained in the kernel of n,, which, since
(2.2.6) is a split exact sequence, is equal to the isomorphic image of F(J) in
F(D). Denote by j:J— M,(B,) the inclusion map, and then define
q: F(C) —» F(B,) to be the composition

F(C) =25 F(J) % F(M,(By,)) <~ F(B,).

(Here and later on, an algebra is embedded in the ring of 2 x 2 matrices in
the upper left-hand corner; by stability, if we apply the functor F to this
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embedding, then we obtain an isomorphism.) We claim that ¢ is right
inverse to py, : F(By) = F(C). The crucial observation is that the diagram

F(C)==2% F(D)

_ l ln;

F(C)—— F(M(C)) @27)

commutes, where n': D — M,(C) is defined by
n’(( b 412>> _ <Po(bo) 0 )
a, by 0 piby)/)

Given this, from the commuting diagram

F(CO)2="> FD) > FJ) —L FMyB,))

=J l ln; me

F(C) — F(M,(C)) «——F(M,(C)) —— F(M,(C}))

it follows immediately that p,, g =id . As for the commutativity of the
above square, it follows from the definitions of ¢ and s that the maps =#'s,
n'o: C - M,(C) are

0 0 0
n's(c)=(g C), n’a(c)=(0 C).

By Lemma 2.1.18, n,s,—n,0,=(n's—n'c),, and since (n's—n'g) is
equal to the canonical embedding of C into M,(C), this equation asserts
that (2.2.7) commutes. |

We close this section by proving. the Bott Periodicity Theorem
(Theorem 2.1.15). The particular proof given here is an interesting example
of how a topological result may be deduced from more or less purely
C*-algebraic considerations.

LEMMA 2.2.7. Any extension of the reduced Toeplitz algebra T, by a
stable C*-algebra is stably split.

Proof. An extension Ty — (A ® A)/ A ® A corresponds to a unital
map from T into 4 (A ®A)/# ®A, and hence to an isometry
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ve M(HN @A)YHA ®A We must show that there exists an isometry
v, € M (A ® A), such that the isometry

(3 f)eMz(/fz(;ff@A)/f@A)
g

lifts to an isometry in My (# (A ® A)/ A ® A). Choose v, such that the

projection 1—v, v is equivalent to 1. Then since the projection (§ 9) is

equivalent to the identity (; ?), it follows that the projection (§ | 9 .+) is

equivalent to () 9). In other words, there exists an isometry

Ue My(AM(A ® A)) such that

0 0
*:
vu (0 1—v1v1*>‘

Now, if W is any lifting of (} [.,01) to M,(M (A ® A)) such that |W|| <1 (for
the existence of such a W see [43, (1.5.10}]), then the element

(1=UUX) W4+ Ul = W*(1 = UU*) W)'2
is an isometry in M.(.#(# ® 4)) whose image in the quotient is (§ 2). 1l

Proof of Theorem 2.1.15. We see from the portion
F(To®A) > F(CARY®A)— F, (X ®A)>F, (T,®A),

of the long exact sequence (2.1.8) that in order to show that the boundary
map is an isomorphism, it suffices to show that F (T,® 4)=0 for all n. It
is convenient to suppress that C*-algebra 4 for the moment: let us show
that F (T,)=0. Consider the commuting diagram

0—> X ®Cy(R)® Ty—> E — T, —0

J l 1

0— A ®CoR)® Tog— H ® Col0, 11® Ty— K ® Ty — O,
(2.2.8)

where E is the pullback: the C*-subalgebra of 4 ® Cy(0, 1]® T, which
maps onto e® Ty A @ T,,. According to the previous lemma, the top
sequence is stably split, and so it follows from Lemma 2.2.6 that the
corresponding sequence with F, applied is also split exact. In particular,
F.(E) maps onto F,(T,). It follows from this, and the commutativity of
(22.8), that F (X ®Cy0,1]®7,) maps onto F,(* ®T,). But
F (A4 ®Cy(0,1]® T)=0, since the argument of F, is contractible; hence
F (A ®T,)=0, and so by stability, F,(T,)=0. For the case of a general
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A, we can take the tensor product of the (*-algebras and
*»-homomorphism in diagram (2.2.8) with 4 and id ,, and then repeat the
argument (the tensor product of a stably split sequence is again stably
split). Alternatively, we may repeat the argument as above, but apply it to
the functor F (-® 4). |

Remarks. The idea behind the proof is illustrated by considering the
task of showing that K!(T,)=0, or in other words, that the group GLT, is
connected. The group GLC,(0, 1] ® T, is precisely the set of based paths in
GLT,, and so what we want to show is that the homomorphism
GLC4(0,11® T, — GLT,, given by evaluation at the endpoint of a path, is
onto. The obvious way to guarantee this is to show that the map
p:Co(0,1]® Ty — T, has a right inverse s: Ty — Cy(0,1]® T,. Unfor-
tunately such a map s does not exist (as far as we know), but Lemma 2.2.7
shows that if we throw in the qualification “up to stability” where
necessary, then it is very easy to find a suitable s. Because of the stability
properties of K-theory, this lesser construction is sufficient.

Let us point out that instead of Lemma 2.2.6, we could have appealed to
Lemma 2.1.16: indeed it follows from this lemma that the boundary map ¢
is onto, while Lemma 2.2.5, in conjunction with Lemma 2.2.7, is sufficient
to show that F,(A® T,)=0 for n>0 and hence that the boundary map 0
is one to one.

2.3. Fredholm Modules

DErFINITION 2.3.1. Let 4 be a C*-algebra. A Fredholm A-module is a
triple (¢ ,, @ _, F), where ¢, and ¢ _ are *-representations of 4 on a
Hilbert space J#, and F is a Fredholm operator on s which is unitary,
modulo compact operators (in other words, FF* — 1 and F*F— 1 are com-
pact), and which essentially intertwines ¢, and ¢ _, in the sense that if
ac A then Fo  (a)— ¢ _(a) F is a compact operator on #.

There are a number of variations on this definition (we will encounter
one below) all of which are equivalent for most practical purposes. The
idea behind the definition is due to Atiyah [5]; the term “Fredholm
module” is due to Connes [18].

Let us digress for a moment and make note of the close relationship
which exists between Fredholm modules and C*-algebra extensions. A
Fredholm module of the form (¢, @, F) determines an extension
0 C(S"Y® A— #/A by mapping f®a to f(F) ¢(a). By Theorem 1.3.7,
this extension is invertible, since ¢, has a completely positive lifting over
each point of S', namely the map ¢: 4 —» 4. It is in fact possible to obtain
in this manner every element of Ext '(Cy(R)® 4, C). (But note that not
every element of Ext ~(C(S')® 4, C) can be so obtained, since if & comes
from a Fredholm module then « is mapped to 0 by the homomorphism of
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extension groups induced from A — C(S')® A.) Furthermore; one can
describe the equivalence relation on extensions of Co(R)® 4 by ¥ in
terms of Fredholm modules (see, e.g., [6]).

It is usual to denote Ext(Cy(R)® 4, C) by Ext®(4, C).

PROPOSITION 2.3.2. Let A be a separable C*-algebra. If every surjection
B— A has a completely positive contractive section then Ext®(4, C) is a

group.

Proof. We must show that any extension

0> > E->Cy(R)®A -0

has a completely positive, contractive section s: Co{R)® A — E. This
follows from Theorem 1.3.7 since by hypothesis each of the surjections
E—- Cy(R)® A - A4 (where xeR and ¢, denotes evaluation at x) has a
completely positive, contractive section. ||

The proposition applies, for instance, to the (non-reduced) C*-algebra of
a free group, and so it answers affirmatively a question of Rosenberg (see
[22]) concerning whether or not Ext®(C*F,, C) is a group.

We turn now to another form of Definition 2.3.1.

DEFINITION 2.3.3. A Fredholm pair for a C*-algebra A4 is a pair of
x-representations (¢ ., ¢ . ) of A on a (separable) Hilbert space such that
for every ae A4, the operator ¢, (a)— ¢ (a)is compact.

A Fredholm pair 1s, of course, a Fredholm module, where the operator F
is taken to be the identity. We will close this section by indicating how to
go the other way and obtain a Fredholm pair from a Fredholm module
{¢.,o_, F). For the sake of simplicity, we will assume for now that the
Fredholm operator F is a partial isometry. The idea of reducing a
Fredholm module is due to Cuntz, who uses it in his “quasi-
homomorphism” description of KK-theory (see [19, 20]). The utility of this
construction, as we will see in Section III, is that since a Fredholm pair is
just a pair of *-homomorphisms, it is relatively easy to construct a pairing
between the set of Fredholm pairs and a functor on C*-algebras, whereas
general Fredholm modules are somewhat harder to deal with here.

Let (¢, , ¢, F) be a Fredholm module such that Fis a partial isometry.
We begin by manufacturing a Fredholm module with unitary operator.
The construction is simply

o, 0 o . 0 F 1 — FF*
“"*"”’F)H«o 0>’<0 O)’<1~F*F F* ))
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The essential features of the old and new modules are the same. For exam-
ple, they determine the same element of Ext’(4, C). Also, if F was unitary
to start with then the manufactured Fredholm module is a “direct sum” of
(¢,,@_,F) with the “trivial module” (0, 0, F*). Let us denote the new
module by (¢, , @, F'). Then the Fredholm pair we wish to associate
with (¢'y, 0", F')is (¢, , Ad(F'*) @ _).

2.4. Low Dimensional Algebraic K-Theory

In this section we introduce the algebraic K-theory functors X and K,
for which there exist elegant, conceptual, and (as opposed to the higher
K-theory functors) simple definitions. Our point of view, a reasonably stan-
dard one, is that the algebraic K-theory groups provide an algebraic analog
of the homotopy theory of the stable general linear group of a ring. This is
obviously convenient for our purposes since it allows for a direct com-
parison with topological K-theory, as defined in Section 2.1. Furthermore it
is consistent with, and strengthened by, Quillen’s definition of higher
K-theory, to be discussed in Section 2.6.

Most of the material presented here is available in Milnor’s book [40],
except that Milnor treats, for the most part, only the case of unital rings.
We will indicate what modifications are necessary as we go along. Usually
only very minor changes need be made to the proofs, but we will encounter
some rather more delicate points in Section IV.

Throughout the section, unless otherwise specified, 4, B, C,... will denote
discrete rings (i.e., rings with no topological structure assumed), not
necessarily with units. The stable general linear group, GLA, of 4 is defined
just as in the C*-algebra case considered in Section 2.1.

DEFINITION 2.4.1. Let ae A and let i and j be distinct indices. The
elementary matrix e} is the element of GL4 which is equal to the identity,
except for the element a in position (i, j). Denote by EA the subgroup of
GLA generated by all the elementary matrices.

Thus, for example, e, = (3 ¢). It is a simple matter to verify the relations
amongst the elementary matrices,

e;egze;;.*b, 24.1)
[et, et] = e it il (24.2)
[ed, et,]=1 if j£k and i#l (2.4.3)

(Here, [x, y] denotes the multiplicative commutator xyx~'y ') Relation

(2.4.1) shows that each e is indeed an invertible matrix, since (e;})‘l =e; "
Relation (2.4.2), along with (2.4.1), shows that if 4= 4 then EA is equal
to its commutator subgroup [E4, EA].
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The following very useful result is known as the Whitehead lemma.
(Actually, the usual Whitehead lemma deals with unital rings: for the proof
of the marginally stronger result given here see [52].)

THEOREM 24.2. Let A be a ring such that A*= A.

(i) Every element of the form

x 0
(S . ])eGLZ,,A

is contained in EA.

(ii) The group EA is equal to the commutator subgroup [GLA, GLA]
of GLA.

DEeriNITION 2.4.3. The group K,(A4) is the quotient GLA/[GLA, GLA].

All the rings that we deal with will meet the requirement 42 = A4, and so
by the Whitehead lemma, K, 4 =GLA/EA. From our point of view, the
idea behind Definition 2.4.3 is as follows. First, the e;; should be thought of
as being in some sense “algebraically connected to the identity”—for
instance, if 7 is an indeterminate then e} forms a “path” from e to the iden-
tity. (This idea is considered in more detail in Section VI, where the
Karoubi-Villamayor K-theory is discussed.) More importantly, it follows
from the Whitehead lemma that EA is the maximal perfect subgroup of
GLA:

DEFINITION 2.44. A group G is said to be perfect if it is equal to its
own commutator subgroup

G=1[G,G].

If G is any group then the subgroup of G generated by the union of all the
perfect subgroups of G is itself a perfect group. It is denoted PG, and called
the maximal perfect subgroup of G.

The terminology “maximal” is standard but a bit misleading since the
maximal perfect subgroup PG of a group G is by definition the
largest—that is, maximum, not maximal—perfect subgroup of G.

This concept is very important in K-theory, particularly in the Quillen
K-theory to be discussed presently. It is very profitable to think of PG as
the algebraic analog of the connected component of the identity in a
topological group. This will become clearer when we discuss K,, in a
moment; we might note now that the maximal perfect subgroup has a
number of advantages over say the commutator subgroup when it comes to
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playing this role: for example, the “connected component” so defined will
be connected.

The group K, A4 is obviously abelian, and functorial in A4. It is aiso half-
exact.

PrOPOSITION 2.4.5. If 0—»A— B—C—0 is a short exact sequence of
rings and if C?= C then the sequence

K,A>K,B—K,C

is exact at K| B.

Proof (Compare [40, Sect. 4]). If Xe GLB, and if X maps to the zero
element of K,(C), then the image of X in GLC is a product of com-
mutators, and so, by the Whitehead lemma it is a product of elementary
matrices. Since EB clearly maps onto EC, we may modify X, without alter-
ing the element in K, B it defines, so that X projects to the identity element
in GLC. But then X so altered is an element of GLA ||

Now, let A be a C*-algebra. Then every elementary matrix ej is path
connected to the identity, and so EA < GL°A. It follows that there is a
canonical map

a: GLA/EA - GLA/GL A,

or, in other words, a canonical map a: K; 4 — K| A. This map is, of course,
always onto, but it need not be one to one: for example, K, C=C* (the
multiplicative group of C) but K} C =0. However, « is an isomorphism if 4
is a stable C*-algebra. The result is due to de la Harpe and Skandalis [24],
although various similar resuits predate it (see, for example, [13]).

THEOREM 2.4.6. If A is any C*-algebra then the homomorphism
o K(A R®A)—-Ki(ARA)

is an isomorphism.

The theorem follows immediately from the following computation.

THEOREM 24.7. If xe GL (A ® A) and x is connected to the identity
then the matrix (§ 9)€ GLy (A ® A) is a product of commutators.

Proof. Since M (X ® Ay= A ® A, we may as well assume that n=1
(which simplifies the notation a bit). Also, since x is connected to the iden-
tity, it follows from elementary Banach algebra theory that it is a product
of exponentials e*. It suffices to show that an exponential x =e”, where
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yeA ® A, is a product of commutators. For the proof of this we use the
following infinite dimensions trick, due to Pearcy and Topping [42]. Write
(5 9) as an infinite sum of orthogonal projections, each equivalent to (§ 0).
Then we may express (3 9) as the product of two matrices, X,, X,, both
infinite diagonals with respect to this decomposition of (§ 9), where the

diagonal of X, is the sequence

) - ; / 17 Y - ;
(x, X 12, x V2 VA 1A VA 1A T IB 8 UB x I ) (2.4.4)
e ————————— s
4 times 8 times

and where the diagonal of X, is the sequence

- 14 - 8 8-
(1, x"2, X2 x V8 x VA =14y~ 1A U8 U8 X8 x 18 ). (2.4.5)
s e,
4 times 8 times

Now, both X, and X, are of the form

w: 0 0 w 0 Oy/w 0 O
(O w ! O)z(O w! O)(O 1 0),
0 0 w! 0O 0 1/\0 0 w!

after suitable rearrangement. It follows from the Whitehead lemma that
both X, and X, are products of commutators. ||

Let us pass on to the definition of the algebraic K,-group of a ring. Con-
sider first the topological K-theory group K5(A4) (where 4 is a C*-algebra).
By definition, this is the fundamental group of GLA. We may obtain this as

r—

the kernel of the projection from the universal covering group, GL°A, onto

GL°A. Recall that, as a topological space GL°4 is the connected, simply
connected cover of GL°A, elements of which are fixed endpoint homotopy
classes of paths in GL°A, based at the identity element 1e GL°A4; the

projection GL%A > GL°A maps a class of paths to its endpoint. The group

structure on GL°4 is inherited from GL°A: multiplication of paths is
carried out pointwise, and this passes to homotopy classes. By construc-

tion, the kernel of the projection from GLA to GL°A is the set of
homotopy classes of paths in GL°4 which begin and end at 1€ GL°A4 or,
other words, it is the fundamental group n,(GL°A4) (= r,(GLA)). It is well
known that the group structure on n,(GLA) given by pointwise mul-
tiplication of loops, is the same as the usual one on =, given by con-
catenation of loops. So we obtain the extension of groups

1 5> n(GLA) > GLyA — GLyA - 1. (2.4.6)
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(For a detailed discussion of covering spaces, the reader is referred to
[50, Chap. 2].)

DEerINITION 2.4.8. An extension of groups
1-N->G/N-1

is said to be a central extension if N is contained in the center of G.

It is easy to see that (2.4.6) is a central extension. The definition of the
algebraic K,, due to Milnor, produces K, as the kernel of a central exten-
sion analogous to (2.4.6).

DEFINITION 2.4.9. The Steinberg group StA is the group generated by

the symbols xj, where i and j are distinct natural number indices, and

a€ A; subject to the Steinberg relations

xgxp=xg*?, (2.4.7)
[xe, xp1=xp i i#, (2.4.8)
[xf ] =1 if j#k and i#l (24.9)

The generators x;; are obviously intended to correspond to the elemen-
tary matrices ej. In view of relations (2.4.1), (2.4.2), and (2.4.3), there is a
group homomorphism n: St4 — EA such that n(x;)=ej. Just as ] can be
thought of as a matrix “algebraically connected to the identity,” we can
think of x§ as representing the “canonical path” e;’ connecting e; to the
identity. Indeed, suppose that 4 is a C*-algebra. Then of course EA is con-
tained in GL°A4, and we may lift this to a map from St4 to GL°4, to

obtain the commuting diagram

StA —=— EA

||

GL°A —— GL°4

The map is given by sending x to the path t—e}?, where 1€ [0, 1]. It is
ready verified that for each of the Steinberg relations, the right-hand side of
the relation gives a path which is homotopic to that given by the left-hand
side; so we obtain a group homomorphism. Seen in this light, an element of
the kernel of n: St4 — EA is a “loop” based at 1 € EA, and so the following

definition is natural.

DEerFINITION 2.4.10. The group K, A is defined to be the kernel of the
homomorphism n: St4 — EA.
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By the above, if 4 is a C*-algebra then we obtain a canonical
homomorphism a: K, 4 - K A:

K;:Ad—— St4 —— FEA

l l l (2.4.10)

Kid—— GLyA— GLyA

This map is, in general, neither onto nor one to one: for example, K,C is a
rational vector space (of uncountable dimension), but K3 C = Z. Therefore
2 =0 in this case.

PROPOSITION 2.4.11. If A is a C*-algebra then the Steinberg extension

K,4—- StA— FA (24.11)

is a central extension, and in fact K, A is the center of StA.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 5.1 in [407], which treats the same result
but for a unital ring, may be applied, mutatis mutandis. The hypotheses of
our proposition are much stronger than necessary. What we need is that
A’= A4 and for every ae A4, ifa#0then a- A #0#A4d-a. |

DEFINITION 2.4.12. A central extension U — G is universal if, for every
central extension H — G, there is a unique homomorphism f: U — H over
G; that is, such that the diagram

U——— G

||

H—— G

1S commutative.

Clearly, there is a unique universal central extension up to canonical
isomorphism, assuming that one exists at all. (It turns out that it exists if
and only if G is perfect—see [40, Theorem 5.7].)

Having made the link between covering groups in the topological
category and central extensions in the discrete case, the following impor-
tant theorem, due to Kervaire and Steinberg, obviously greatly bolsters
Definition 2.4.10.

THEOREM 2.4.13. If A is a unital ring then the Steinberg extension is the
universal central extension of EA.
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In SectionIV we will prove that the same result is true if 4 is a
C*-algebra. Thus in some sense, if 4 is a C*-algebra, then Definition 2.4.9
is the “right” one for K, A.

We finish this section with a discussion of the functoriality of K, 4. A
ring homomorphism f: A — B induces, in an obvious way, maps from K, 4,
StA, and EA, to K, B, StB, and EB, respectively: given a generator xj of
StA, map it to x/“), and so on.

LEMMA 2.4.14. Let A be a ring such that A>= A and let

0-4-B-C—-0

be a short exact sequence of rings. Then the sequence

St4A — StB — StC

is exact at StB.

Note that the map StB — StC is onto, since each generator xj; of StC has
a pre-image in StB.

Proof. (Compare [40, Lemma 6.1].) The kernel of the homomorphism
StB — Si1C is equal to the normal subgroup generated by the image of StA.
This is because by adjoining the relations xj=1 (a€ 4) to those for StB,
we obtain the relations for SzC. So we need only show that the image of
StA4 in StB is a normal subgroup, and for this, it suffices to show that if x{;
is a generator for St4 and xj, is a generator for StB, then x7,x{s,,’ is an
element of the image of StA4 in StB. Unless k= and i =/, this is clear from
the Steinberg relations. If k=; and i=/, then choose an index h distinct
from i, j, k, and /, and using the fact that 42= A, write x4 asa product of
commutators [x4, xs2]. Since conjugation with x}, is an automorphism of
StB, it follows from the fact that each x,x x,,° and each x,x{ x;* is in
the image of Sr4 that the commutator

Dxgyxtx?s xgxipxg” 1= xp[xg, xi2] x5
is as well. From this we get that x},x¢x.;* is an element of the image, as
required. ||

THEOREM 2.4.15. (Compare [40, Theorem 6.2].) A short exact

sequence of rings 0 » A - B— C — 0, all of which satisfy R’ =R, gives rise
to a long exact sequence

Ky(A4) = Ky(B) = K5(C) —> K,(4) - K1(B) = K,(C).
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Proof. In the diagram
1

J

{ > K, A StA GLA—— K|/ A— 1

I

l———s K,B—— StB—— GLB—— K| B—— 1

I N

| — K, C— SiIC—— GLC—— K, C— 1

1

the rows are exact by the definitions of K, and K,. The rightmost column
of maps is exact by 2.4.5; the next by definition; the next by Lemma 2.4.14;
and the final one by the definition of K, and the exactness of the rest of the
diagram. The boundary map ¢: K,C — K, A is defined in the usual fashion
from a diagram of this sort: given x € K, C, lift it to x" € StB, map it next to
x"e GLB; in fact, x" is an element of GLA < GLB, and so it determines an
element of the quotient GLA/EA = K| A. The usual diagram chasing shows
that J is well defined and that the sequence of K-theory groups is exact. ||

Let us note that if 04 —->B—>C—0 is an exact sequence of
C*-algebras and *-homomorphism then the diagram

K.C—“> K, A

“l li (24.12)

commutes, where the maps « are defined prior to Theorem 2.4.6 and in
(24.11). In both the topological and the algebraic case, d is defined by
lifting a loop o in GLC to a path in GLB starting at the identity and then
taking J([a]) to be the class in K, A of the free endpoint of the path.

2.5. Some Results from Algebraic Topology

If G is any topological group then we may associate to it a classifying
space, BG (see [27]), so called because for any space X, the set of
homotopy classes of maps from X to BG is in one-to-one correspondence

607/67/1-4
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with the set of principal G-bundles over X (modulo technical conditions
which come into effect if the space X is not paracompact). If G is discrete,
then the classifying space BG forms an important link between algebra and
topology, and as such, it plays an important role in algebraic K-theory,
and also in the comparison of algebraic and topological K-theory. It is
clear from the definition of BG as a space which classifies G-bundles that
BG is defined only up to homotopy type. This is sometimes convenient
since it allows us to choose particular realizations of BG for various par-
ticular purposes. It will, however, be useful to have a single standard model
for BG; and so we review the “infinite join model” of BG, due to Milnor
[38]. For full details the reader is referred to [27, Sect. 4.11].

Abstractly, if Y is any space and E is a locally trivial principal G-bundle
over Y which as an ordinary topological space is contractible, then Y is a
model for the classifying space of G. The correspondence between
homotopy classes of maps from X into Y and bundles over X takes a map
f: X - Y to the bundle over X pulled back from the bundle E via the map f.
(Strictly speaking, any model for BG should come equipped with a dis-
tinguished G-bundle over it so that a particular isomorphism of [X, BG]
with G-bundles over X is specified, and hence a particular homotopy
equivalence with any other model is determined. When we construct dif-
ferent models for BG, they will be spaces obtained from a standard model,
say the one below, by means of some geometric construction, and so this
requirement is satisfied.) We begin then with a particular contractible
G-space. This is EG, defined to be the set of all sequences

X = {IOgO’ 1 g1t gz,..,},

where g€ G, ;€ [0, 1], subject to the conditions that ¢; be zero for almost
all i, and X~ ¢t,=1. (If t=0 then we identify any two tg, th, where g,
heG.) We give EG the weak topology from the coordinate maps x— 1,
and x+—g; (see [27]), and let G act on the left in the obvious manner:

g x=1{1,880. ;881> }-

It is not hard to show that EG is cantractible, and that the quotient map-
ping EG — G\ EG is a principal G-bundle. So we define BG to be the
quotient space G\ EG.

Let us note here one obvious advantage of this construction: it is
functorial, in the sense that a continuous group homomorphism induces a
natural map on classifying spaces.

Consider for a moment the case of a discrete group G. In this case, £G is
a covering space of BG, with covering group G. Since EG is a contractible,
it follows from the long exact homotopy sequence for the fibration
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G — EG — BG that the homotopy groups of BG are zero in all dimensions
except for n,, and n,(BG)=G. In the discrete case it is sometimes con-
venient to realize EG as an infinite simplicial complex, as follows. The
p-simplices of EG are all the ordered (p + 1)-tuples (gg,..., g,) of elements
in G. This is a contractible space and the group G acts properly discon-
tinuously on EG by left multiplication:

g2 (8o, 8,) = (8800 88,)-

One advantage of this is that it allows us to directly identify the homology
of BG, H,(BG), with the Eilenberg-MacLane homology, H (G), of the
group G. For a treatment of the homology of groups, see, for example, [37,
Chap. IV]. We do not need to say much about it here; we will frequently
write H,(G), but if the reader likes he can view this simply as H (BG) with
BG constructed say as above (since all models for BG are homotopy
equivalent they have the same homology). We mention it only to stress the
purely algebraic nature of H_(BG), and because we will use the following
two facts, which are perhaps best seen from this point of view.

LEMMA 2.5.1. If ge G then the inner automorphism Ad(g) of G induces
the identity map on H_(G).

LemMMa 2.52. If G is the direct limit of a directed system of groups {G,}
then

For proofs the reader is referred to [37].

Let us make one or two remarks about the classifying space in the
opposite case of GLA considered as a topological group. First, there is a
close relationship between the classifying space of a group and the loop
space QGLA. Indeed, from the short exact sequence of C*-algebras

0 Co(R)Y® A - Co(0, 11Q A—> A0

we get a principal GLCy(R)® A4 bundle
GLCy0,11® A4 - GL°A.

Since the total space is contractible, it follows that GL°4 is a model for the
classifying space of GLCy(R)® A. But GLCH(R)® A =QGLA, and so we
get that

BQGLA=GL A.



50 NIGEL HIGSON

Similarly, it is not hard to show that

QBG=G,

and so B is more or less inverse to 2. This is sometimes a useful point of
view. Let us note, for example, that by virtue of the above equalities,
n,(BGLA)=mn,_,(GLA), and so K'(A)=n,(BGLA).

The second point concerns periodicity. It follows from the periodicity
theorem that

GLT,® A — GL°Co(R)® A

(where T, denotes the reduced Toeplitz algebra) is a principal GLA ® A
bundle with contractible total space. Therefore, the base space is a model
for the classifying space of GLX ® A. Now, it follows from the stability of
topological K-theory that the inclusion GLA - GLA ® A is a homotopy
equivalence; therefore BGLA — BGLA ® A is a homotopy equivalence,
and so

BGLA = (QGLA)",

where () denotes the connected component of the base point. This shows
that for GLA, the classifying space depends only on the structure of GLA
as a topological space.

Let us move on to the next topic. We will encounter the following
situation quite frequently: a map f: X — Y to which we wish to apply the
long exact homotopy sequence, as if / were a fibration. Of course, f/ may
not be a fibration, but there is a well-known way of making it one, up to
homotopy (see [50, p. 99]): denote by P, the space of pairs (x, y), where
xe X and y is a free path in Y (i.e., y does not necessarily begin at the base
point of Y) such that y(1)=7(x). There is a commutative diagram

X—— Py

fl [,, (25.1)

¥ —— Y

where s maps x to the pair (x, f(x)) (here f(x) denotes the path which is
constantly equal to f(x)), and p(x, y)=y(0). The map s: X - P, is a
homotopy equivalence—the projection (x,y)+ x is a homotopy inver-
se—and p: P,— Y is a fibration. The fiber of p will be denoted by F; it is
called the homotopy fiber of f: X — Y. Let us note some of the properties of
this construction:
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(2.5.2) Tt is obviously functorial, in the sense that from a commutative
diagram

)(I—“”_.)A/2

fll J.fz

Yy ——> 1,

we obtain the commutative diagram

Pfl : P_/'z

p.l lm

Vi —— 1

where g(x, y)=(g(x), hy).

(2.5.3) Given a sequence of spaces and maps Z —% X -/ Y, if the com-
posite fg: Z — Y is homotopic to a constant map, then g: Z - X factors
through the homotopy fibre of f. Indeed, choose a homotopy H{z, ¢) con-
necting fg to the constant map onto the base point of Y. Then we can
define Z— F, by z+ (g(z), H(z, -)). We obtain a diagram

Z—— X Y
I
Fr—m> P, Y

which commutes up to homotopy. We will say that

Z45 x5y

is a fibration, up to homotopy, if Z - F,is a homotopy equivalence for some
choice of the homotopy H (we note that Z — F, may depend on this choice
of H).

Next we must say a few words about the type of spaces we are going to
be dealing with. All spaces will be assumed to be either CW-complexes (see
[50]) or spaces with homotopy type of a CW-complex. The advantage of
working in this category i1s due mostly to the following well-known, and
useful fact: if @ map f: X — Y between such spaces induces isomorphisms of
all homotopy groups then f is a homotopy equivalence. By a theorem of
Milnor [39], if X and Y have the homotopy types of CW-complexes,
and f: X — Y is any map, then P, and F, have the homotopy types of
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CW-complexes as well. Also, if X is an open paracompact subset of a
locally convex topological vector space, then X has the homotopy type of a
CW-complex (see [39]). This applies to the spaces GLA, where 4 is a
C*-algebra, and so justifies the remarks made above in connection with
classifying spaces. For example, from the fact that GLT,® A4 has trivial
homotopy we can deduce that it is a contractible space.

Now, getting back to the construction (2.5.1), checking fundamental
groups reveals immediately that if N—- G- G/N is an extension of
(discrete) groups then

BN — BG - BG/N (2.5.4)

is a fibration, up to homotopy (indeed, 7, is the only non-zero homotopy
group of BN and the homotopy fiber F, and since it is easily checked that
n,(BN)— n,(F) is an isomorphism, BN — F is a homotopy equivalence).

Suppose that F— E — B is a fibration. Recall (or see, e.g., [50, p. 476])
that n,(B) acts on H,(F), as follows: given a loop y:[0,1]— B (ie,
7(0)=e =y(1)) we solve the homotopy lifting problem

Fx {0} —=>E
|

Fx[0,11—— B 5(,0=9(0)

obtaining a map I": Fx [0, 1] — E. Since § maps Fx {1} to the base point
of B, I maps Fx {1} into F. This map—call it I',: F —» F—is well defined
up to homotopy, and I';,: H,(F)— H,(F) defines the action of y on
H_(F). Consider, for example, the fibration associated with the fiber
squence (2.5.4). An extremely useful, and well-known fact (see, e.g., [54,
p. 356]) is this:

(2.5.5) Let BN denote the Milnor model of the classifiying space (we
specify this so that BN is obviously functorial). The action of
n,(BG/N)=G/N on H,(BN) is given by the action of G/N on N (and hence
on BN) by conjugation: n—gng~'. (It .is well defined on the level of
homology.)

The proof is a straightforward direct verification. Here is a related result
(also well known, also easy to prove directly):

(2.5.6) If N is a normal subgroup of G then a check of homotopy groups
reveals that BN is homotopy equivalent to the covering of G, with group G/N.
The action of G/N on H (BN) by deck transformations is equal to the action
by conjugation.
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We will define the algebraic K-theory of a ring R to be the homotopy of
a certain space associated with R. It is preferable to work with homotopy
(rather than homology) because decomposing R tends to lead to fibrations
of the associated space, and by virtue of the long exact sequence, fibrations
are quite amenable to study by homotopy groups. However, the space
associated with R is in many ways more accessible through homology than
through homotopy. So it is important to have at our disposal theorems
which compare homotopy and homology. The following famous result is of
this sort.

THEOREM 2.5.3 (Whitehead theorem, see {50, p. 399]). Let X and Y be
simply connected spaces. If f: X = Y is a map which induces an isomorphism
of homology groups then f induces an isomorphism of homotopy groups (and
is hence a homotopy equivalence).

Since most of the spaces we will be dealing with are not simply connec-
ted, a generalization of this theorem is needed.

DreFINITION 2.5.4. (See [54]). A space X will be called weakly simple if
7,{X) acts trivially on the homology of the universal cover X of X. (To be
specific, n,(X) acts on X by deck transformations, and it is the induced
action on homology that we are talking about.)

THEOREM 2.5.5. [9, Lemma 6.2]. Let X and Y be weakly simple spaces.
If £ X - Y induces an isomorphism of homology groups, as well as of fun-
damental groups, then f induces an isomorphism of all homotopy groups (and
so it is a homotopy equivalence).

Recall that an H-space is a space X, equipped with a (base point preser-
ving) “multiplication” map

rw o XxX-oX

such that the maps

p Xx{e}-X and @ {e}xX-X

are both homotopic to the identity (here e denotes the base point of X).
These are of interest to us because every connected H-space is weakly simple
[9, Lemma 6.2]. Thus Theorem 2.5.5 applies to H-spaces. In fact we may
simplify the hypotheses somewhat: the fundamental group of an H-space X
1s abelian (see [50, p. 44]), and so 7n,(X) = H,(X). Thus the condition that
/ induce an isomorphism on fundamental groups is subsumed under the
condition that it induce an isomorphism on homology.
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Our final topic in this section comes from the theory of spectral sequen-
ces.

DEFINITION 2.5.6. (See [50, p.476].) A fibration F - E — B is said to
be orientable if n,(B) acts trivially on the homology of F.

THEOREM 2.5.7. Let

F, » E, » B,

|

be a commuting diagram, where the rows are orientable fibrations. If any two
of the maps

OC*Z H*(Fl)_)H*(Fz)9
,B*: H*(El)_)H*(EZ),
y*: H*(Bl)")H*(Bz)

are isomorphisms then so is the third.

For the proof see [37, p. 355]. We do not want to say anything about it
here, except that the theorem follows from the existence of the Spectral
Sequence for a fibration over a CW-complex—given the spectral sequence
it i1s nothing more than an enormous diagram chasing argument.

Let us give a simple application, which will be made use of in the next
section (another application is in Sect. 5.1).

DEFINITION 2.5.8. A map f: X — Y is said to be acyclic if the homotopy
fiber F, of f'is cyclic, that is, if F, has the same homology as a single point
space.

THeorREM 259. If f1 X > Y is acyelic then f,: H (X)—> H (Y) is an
isomorphism.

Proof. Apply Theorem 2.5.8 to the diagram of fibrations

pt— X —— X

N O

Fj—— P—— Y.
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The fibrations are orientable because the fibers have trivial homology. The
map pt— F, induces an isomorphism on homology by hypothesis.
Therefore, so does f: X - Y. |

2.6. Higher Algebraic K-Theory

We begin by stating a theorem, due to Quillen [45], which characterizes
what is known as the plus construction. The goal, roughly speaking, is to
pass from a space X to a space X' with more manageable homotopy, but
without altering the homology.

THEOREM 2.6.1. Let X be a CW-complex. There exists a space X, which
may be chosen to be a CW-complex as well, and an acyclic map g: X - X+,
which induces an isomorphism n, X/Pn,X=n,X". Furthermore, if Y is
another CW-complex and f.X—Y is a map, then there is a map
fr X" > Y, which is unique up to homotopy, such that the diagram

X ——

X+ _7_+_* Y+

commutes up to homotopy. In particular, X and q: X - X are unique up to
homotopy.

There is no need for us to prove this theorem; the reader is referred to
[7] for a good exposition. But let us at least sketch how X * is constructed
since it is not especially complicated. The idea is simply to adjoin enough
2-cells to X to kill the maximal perfect subgroup of n, X. Having done this,
we get the right 7,, but the homology has been altered. To remedy this, we
adjoin 3—cells sufficient to kill the new generators of H, created from the
2-cells. It follows from the van Kampen theorem that adding the 3-cells
does not alter n,, and so we have obtained a space with the desired proper-
ties.

DEFINITION 2.6.2. The algebraic K-theory of a ring 4, K, (A4), is the
homotopy of the space BGLA*, where BGLA denotes the classifying space
of the stable general linear group of A. Thus

K (A)=n,(BGLA"). (2.6.1)

For our purposes it is perhaps best to think of these groups as follows.
Bearing in mind the situation in topological K-theory, we want to view
BGLA, appropriately modified, as the “inverse” of some sort of “algebraic
loop space” of G. Of course, BGLA as it stands is not satisfactory for this;
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but if we modify it is so that the elements of PGLA, which are supposed to
be thought of as connected to the identity, do indeed give the trivial
element in homotopy, then we naturally obtain the space BGLA™, which is
suitable for our purposes.

Let us compare Definition 2.6.2 with the low-dimensional definitions
given in Section 2.4. First, if A=A then the maximal perfect subgroup
of GLA is [GLA, GLAT; so if A satisfies this condition, then according
to Definition 2.6.2, K, (4)=GLA/[GLA,GLA], which agrees with
Definition 2.4.3. A more significant result, which lends considerable weight
to Definition 2.6.2, and which was, in fact, one of the main motivations
behind the definition (see[45]), is

THEOREM 2.6.3 (see, e.g., [7, Chap.8]). For any discrete group G,
n,(BG™) is the kernel of the universal central extension of the maximal
perfect subgroup of G.

Proof. We will borrow a result from Section V, namely that the exten-
sion of groups

PG — G — G/PG

gives rise to a fibration

BPG* — BG* > B(G/PG)* (26.2)

(see Corollary 5.1.5). The maximal perfect subgroup of G/PG is trivial, and
so B(G/PG)* = B(G/PG). But n,(B(G/PG)) is zero if n>1, and therefore
from the long exact sequence for the fibration (2.6.2) we get that
n,(BPG*)=n,BG"'). Now, PG is perfect, and so =n,(BPG*)=0.
Therefore, it follows from the Hurewicz theorem [50, 7.5.2) that n,(BPG ™)
is isomorphic to H,(BPG *). But by definition of the plus construction, and
Theorem 2.5.9,

H,(BPG*)= H,(BPG)= H,(PG),

and so the result follows from the fact that the second homology group of a
perfect group is the kernel of the universal extension (see, e.g., [40,
Corollary 5.87). 1

As usual, our interest in algebraic K-theory lies in comparisons with
topological K-theory. Let 4 be a C*-algebra and denote by GL’A the
general linear group considered as a topological group (the unadorned
GLA will from here on only refer to GLA as a discrete group). The classi-
fying space BGL‘A has an abelian fundamental group, namely
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n(BGL'A)= K'(A), and so the space BGL'A is unaffected by the plus
construction

BGL'A~BGL'A™. (2.6.3)

Also there is a natural map BGLA - BGL'A (if we are working with,
say, Milnor’s infinite join model of B, then this is clear from the functorial
nature of that construction: the map is the one induced from the “identity”
map GLA —» GL'A4, which is, of course, continuous). By plussing this map
and then using (2.6.3) we obtain a canonical (up to homotopy) map

BGLA™ — BGL'A.

Applying the homotopy group functors n,, we obtain homomorphisms

a,: K,(A)- K (A) (2.6.4)
comparing the algebraic and topological K-theory.

Let us describe now our main result concerning this comparison, which
concerns the following C*-algebras.

DEFINITION 2.6.4. Let B be a C*-algebra. The Calkin algebra for B,
denoted 2(B) is the quotient C*-algebra .# (A4 ® B)/A ® B.

The terminology is of course derived from the case B=C: 2(C) is just
the quotient %/ of bounded operators by compact operators, or in other
words, the ordinary Calkin algebra.

We are interested in the K-theory of stable C*-algebras (by reason of,
e.g., Theorem 2.4.6). However, it is very difficult to approach the K-theory
of A ® B—even say K,, as we shall see in Section IV—and so we com-
promise and study 2(B). There is a close relationship between " ® B and
2(B), as a result of the following important resuit.

THEOREM 2.6.5. Compare {54, Proposition2.1].) The algebraic and
topological K-theory groups of .# (A ® B) are trivial.

We will prove this in a moment. Let us note now that as a result of the
long exact sequence in topological K-theory, together with stability,

KL(2(B)=K, ,(B) (2.6.5)

n—1

Thus 2(B) plays the role of a suspension of B. A similar result is true in the
algebraic situation. If B is a unital ring then denote by 29(B) the quotient
of the ring of all infinite matrices over B, whose rows and columns each
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have only finitely many non-zero entries, by the ideal of finite matrices.
Then

K, (24(B))=K, (B)

(see [54]). However, it is not clear that the equality (2.6.5) holds with
algebraic K-theory replacing topological K-theory, and the most we can
say is that K,(2(B)) is a sort of relative K-theory group for 4" ® B.

Our main result, proved in Section V is as follows:

THEOREM. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and let B be a o-unital
C*-algebra. The homomorphism o: K.(A® 2(B)) - K'(A® 2(B)) is an
isomorphism.

In particular, by setting B = C, we obtain a conjecture of Karoubi [30]
that K, (A ® 2) equals K, (4).
As another consequence, we have, for example,

H, (BGL2(A))= H,(BGL'2(4)). (2.6.6)

This is quite remarkable (we think): the left-hand side of (2.6.6) is the same
as the FEilenberg-MacLane homology H,(GL2(A4)), which is purely
algebraic in character, and depends only on the structure of GL2(A4) as a
group. The right-hand side is the homology of BGL'2(A4); but by Bott
Periodicity, BGL'2(A4) is equal to the connected component of the base
point in QGL'2(A), and so the right-hand side depends solely on the struc-
ture of GL'2(A) as a topological space.

The remainder of this section is devoted to establishing the basic facts
concerning algebraic K-theory that we will need.

DEFINITION 2.6.6 (cf. [547]). A discrete group G will be called a stable
group if it has the following properties.

(i) The commutator subgroup [G, G] < G is perfect (and hence it is
the maximal perfect subgroup).

(ii) There is a homomorphism G x G — G, called direct sum, and
denoted by @, with the property thdt for any finitely generated subgroup
F < G, there exist elements @ and b in G with

ale®fra '=f=b(f@e)b ",
for every fe F, where ¢ denotes the identity element of G.

We will find that this is a very convenient class of groups to work with.
A homomorphism between stable groups will be assumed to commute with
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the direct sum maps. Let us note that any subgroup G’ of G containing
[G, G] is itself a stable group (with the same @) To see that G' is
invariant under @, note first that since [G, G] = G’, G’ is a normal sub-
group of G. It follows then from (ii) above that if g'e G’ then e@® g’ and
g' ®earein G, too. Thus if g}, ghe G then g1 P gsre G

Condition (ii) in the definition is designed with the following result in
mind.

LemMma 2.6.7. Let G be a stable group.

(1) The endomorphisms g g®De and gr— e D g of G induce the iden-
tity map on H (G).

(1) If G’ is a stable normal subgroup of G (by which we mean that the
normal subgroup G’ is a stable group in its own right, and the direct sum on
G' is the restriction of the direct sum on G), then G acts trivially on H_ (G).

In part (ii), the action is by conjugation, of course.

Proof. (i) Since the two cases are the same, we consider only the map
g g®e By Lemma 2.5.2 it suffices to show that for every finitely
generated subgroup F of G, the map f—f@®e from F to G induces the
same map on homology as the natural inclusion Fg G. But according to
part (i1} of Definition 2.6.6, these two maps differ by an mner
automorphism of G. Since by Lemma 2.5.1 inner automorphisms act
trivially on homology, the result follows.

(i) Let ge G. By part two of Definition 2.6.6, there exists an element
aeG such that g=a(e®g)a'. Therefore it suffices to show that e@®g
acts trivially on H,(G"). Consider the commutative diagram

G’ c@e G'

‘l J'Ad(t‘éa.z)

C—0C

By part (i) of this lemma, applied to G’, the horizontal maps induce the
identity map on homology. It follows that Ad(e®g), =id as required. |

The proof of part (ii) illustrates a useful technique that we will use
several times.

The reason for the term “stable group” is that the stable general linear
group of any unital ring is a stable group. We will in fact need a slightly
stronger result.
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LEMMA 2.6.8. Let R be a C*-algebra and suppose that for any finite sub-
set {ry,ry,, r,} of R there exists an element ue R such that 1 >u>0 and
ur;=r;=r;u for every i. Then GLR is a stable group.

Proof. Condition (i) of Definition 2.6.6 follows from the Whitehead
lemma (Theorem 2.4.2). As for condition (ii), the direct sum is defined by
mapping a pair of matrices (X, Y)e GLRx GLR to the matrix

(x; 0 x5 0 x50 ..)

0O vy, 0 y, O

X®Y=[0 v,y 0 »y

L J

(In other words, X @® Y is simply a rearrangement of (¥ 9), desined so as to
make sense of it as an element of GLR.) Now, any finitely generated sub-
group F of GLR is contained in some GL,R, and then for any fe F, e @ fis
equal to f, modulo conjutation by some 2z x 2n permutation matrix. This
matrix is a product of single alternations (¢ }), so it suffices to show that
conjugation by (9 §) has the same effect on F as conjugation by some
matrix in GLR. But F being finitely generated, there is some u € R such that
1 >u>0 and uf;;=f,=f,u for any matrix element f;; of a matrix in F. Then
(U Gemull) is the matrix we are seeking (it is invertible, in fact

unitary). ||

The same sort of proof shows that if R is any unital ring then GLR is a
stable group. It is convenient to give C*-algebras which satisfy the
hypotheses of the lemma a name: for want of a better one let us call them
weakly unital.

LEMMA 2.6.9. If G, and G, are discrete groups then the natural map
B(G,xG,)* > BG} x BGS

is a homotopy equivalence. In particular, the functor K, is additive.
For the definition, see 2.1.17.

Proof. Let us first make a remark about the plus construction in
general. For any two spaces, n,(X;xX,)=n,(X,)xn,(X;), and also,
P(n (X)) x (X)) = Pn,(X,)x Prn,(X,), as is the case for any two groups.
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Therefore, since the direct product of two acyclic maps is acyclic (the
homotopy fibre of the product is the product of the homotopy fibres), it
follows that X x X5 = (X, x X,)*. Now, if G, and G, are discrete groups
then the natural map B(G, x G,) = BG, x BG, is a homotopy equivalence,
as a check on fundamental groups immediately reveals. It follows that
the natural map B(G,xG,)" - BG/ xBG;} is indeed a homotopy
equivalence, and since GL(B,® B,)= GLB, x GLB,, the result follows. |}

THEOREM 2.6.10 [54, Proposition 1.2]. If G is a stable group then BG™
is an H-space.

Proof. We will repeat Wagoner’s argument. The first step is to show
that BG* is a weakly simple space. Choose a model for ¢: BG —» BG™

which is a fibration (see (2.5.1)). Let n: BG* - BG* denote the universal
cover and consider the commutative diagram

X —— BG

. b

B(JHF—”>BG'+

where X is defined to be the pullback
X=1{(a,b)e BGxBG" | gla)=n(b)).

It is easy to see that X is a covering space of BG with n,(X)= PG; hence X
is homotopy equivalent to BPG. Since ¢: BG - BG™ is a fibration, so is

X-BG* (see [50, 2.8.6]), and furthermore, the fibers of these two
fibrations are equal. Thus the map X — BG™ is acyclic and, in particular,
by Theorem 2.5.9, it induces an isomorphism in homology. Now, by (2.5.6),

the action of n,(BG) on H,(X) by deck transformations corresponds to the
action of G on H,(PG) by conjugation. This is trivial by Lemma 2.6.7, and

since H,(X)— H,(BG™) is an isomorphism, it follows that the action of

n,(BG*) on H*(B/C?“/) is trivial as well. Thus BG ™" is indeed weakly sim-
ple. By Lemma 2.6.9, the natural map B(GxG)* - BG* xBG™* is a
homotopy equivalence. It follows from Theorem 2.5.5 and Lemma 2.6.7
that the maps

[=(-®e),: BG'—>BG*
and

r=(e® - ),: BG*->BG™*
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are homotopy equivalencess. If we denote by 7 and I (base-point preser-
ving) homotopy inverses to these maps then we can construct an H-space
multiplication

BG* xBG* —"75 BG* x BG* —= B(GxG)* —2— BG*. |
Here is an important by-product of this reasoning.

THEOREM 2.6.11. If A is a weakly unital C*-algebra then the map
A—->MyA, a— (2 Q) induces an isomorphism K, (A)= K, (M, A).

Proof. The map 4 - M, A induces a map GLA — GLM, A, which, after
identifying GLM,A with GLA in the obvious way, is exactly the map
(‘@®e): GLA— GLA. Passing to BGLA™, this map is a homology
isomorphism between connected H-spaces. Hence it is a homotopy
equivalence. |

We remark that this result will be used in Section IV in the special case
of K, of a unital algebra. In this case, a direct proof using roughly the same
technique, but avoiding the topology, is possible. The key fact is that the
conjugation by an element of GLA induces the identity map on K,, which
follows from the fact that K, is central.

LEMMA 2.6.12. Let A be any ring and let v be an invertible element, or
merely a left-invertible element, in a ring containing A as an ideal. If F is any
functor and if the map A — M, A given by a — (4 ) induces an isomorphism

FlA)= F(M,A), then Ad(v): F(A) — F(A) is the identity map.

Proof. The diagram

A— M,A

” 1Adu,9)

A—— M, A

commutes, and since the horizontal maps induce isomorphisms when F is
applied, it follows from applying F to the diagram that Ad(j ?), is the
identity. Since

v 0 0 1 1 0 0 1
Ad(O 1>=Ad<l O)Ad<0 v>Ad<1 0>



ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF (*-ALGEBRAS 63

it follows that Ad(; 9), is the identity. So from the commuting square

FA)—— F(M,A)

Ad(v)*l JAd(;) 9).

F(A)—— F(M,A)

it follows that Ad(v), is the identity. [}
We can now complete some unfinished business.

Proof of Theorem 2.6.5. We consider only algebraic K-theory, the
topological K-theory case being entirely similar. Let P,® 1 (neZ) be a
family of pairwise orthogonal projections in .# (4" ® B), each equivalent to
1, via isometries v, (n € Z). Define endomorphisms r, r'* of .# (A4 ® B) by

r(x) = Ad(v,) x. rix) =Y Ad(v,)(x).

n>0

Note that r,=id, by Lemma 2.6.12; and also (r+r'"’), =r/", by the
same lemma since r +r'*’ and r'*' are unitarily equivalent via a bilateral

shift. Finally, (r +r""'), =r,+r\"’ by Lemma 2.1.18. Thus
* * *

1 — — () L(x) (£)y _ =)
g ninrom=Te=retr —rS =0+r7 ) —ry

IS N
=r, re =0, 1

The final result in this section is of a more technical nature. For the most
part it is possible to be very lax about the choices of the space X" and
maps f "2 Xt —» Y+, variation within a homotopy equivalence class being
of no consequence. However, in Section V we will want to compare long
exact sequences in topological and algebraic K-theory, and in order to do
this, we will have to produce diagrams of fibrations which commute
exactly, not merely up to homotopy. Let

o N->G-oH-

be an extension of topological groups: thus we asssume that N is a closed
subgroup of G, and that H has the quotient topology. Denote by B'N, B'G,
and B'H the Milnor classifying spaces of these groups, and denote by BN,
B“G, and B“H the Milnor classifying spaces of N, G, and H, considered as
discrete groups. Suppose that for each of the groups, the maximal perfect
subgroup is equal to the connected component of the identity (and that
this is equal to the path-connected component of the identity). As a con-

607/67/1-5
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sequence, B'N, B'G, and B'H are equal to B'N*, B'G*, and B'H™, respec-
tively, since, for example,

n,(B'N)= N/N°= N/PN,
and so on. Thus we obtain a homotopy commutative diagram

BN —— BG —— B°H

|

BIN* —— BG* — B'H* (2.6.7)

Lo

BN —— B'G —— B'H

where the top and bottom rows come from the functoriality of the classify-
ing space, and the composition, B‘N — B'N (and so on for G and H),
comes, up to homotopy, from the functoriality of B as well.

THEOREM 2.6.13.  We may choose the plussed spaces and maps in (2.6.7)
in such a way that:

(1) the diagram commutes exactly, and all maps between classifying
spaces (including compositions) come from the functoriality of B;

(i) there are homotopies contracting the compositions BN — BH,
B'N* - B'H* and B'N - B'H, to constant maps, which are compatible in
the sense that the diagram

Ix BN ———— BYH

.

Ix BNt —— B‘H*

|

IxB'N —— B'H
commutes.

We want to make a number of comments before starting on the proof.
As we have already said, the theorem will be used in the comparison of
long exact sequences in algebraic and topological K-theory. Suppose that I
is an ideal in a C*-algebra A. Associated to the pair (A4, I} is an extension
N — G - H of topological groups, where:

(i) N=GLI,
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(iiy G=GLA,
(ifi) H=Image of GLA in GLA/I

(the group H is an open and closed subgroup of GLA/I). Now, choose
maps and spaces as in Theorem 2.6.13 so that the diagram (2.6.7) com-
mutes. Passing to the associated fibrations, we have a commuting diagram

Fit)'—— P —— BH*
F, —— P, —— B'H

where F,*) and F, are homotopy fibers, and P{*’ and P, are the total
spaces as in (2.5.1). Furthermore, in view of part (ii) of the theorem we
may choose maps

BNt > F(Y  and B'N—>F,, (2.6.8)
as in (2.5.3), such that the diagram
BIN* ——— F(*

|

BN —— F

7

commutes. Now suppose that the maps (2.6.8) induce isomorphisms on r,
(n=1). Then from the commuting diagram

'._——+nn(BdG+)—___)nn(BdH+'—p‘)nn—l(FEI-F))"——)“
i 1 (B'G) —— n(B'H) —— m, (F) ——

by identifying the homotopy of the fibers with K, (7} and K (f) by means
of (2.6.8), and using the elementary fact (to be proved in Sect. 5.1) that the
maps

B'H* - B‘GLA/I* and  B'H— B'GLA/I

induce isomorphisms on 7, (n> 1), we obtain the commuting diagram

—— K (A) —— KA/~ K, () — K,_(4) ——

——— K(A) —— K{(A/D) —— K' () —— K'_ (A)——>

n—1
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The point is that without part (ii) of Theorem 2.6.13 we would not know
that diagram (2.6.9) commutes, even up to homotopy, and so we would not
be able to conclude that the transformation « commutes with the boundary
map ¢ in the above diagram.

The proof of Theorem 2.6.13 uses certain results concerning the plus con-
struction which we have not bothered to mention, the reason being that
they do not shed much more light on the nature of X*. The basic fact is
that if we consider maps which are cofibrations then the diagram in
Theorem 2.6.1 can be made to commute exactly, not merely up to
homotopy. Rather than go into this and other results needed, we simply
give references. Part (ii) of the theorem, and its proof, are similar to
constructions of Wagoner in [54].

Proof of Theorem 2.6.13. We may choose B'‘N— B‘N* to be a
cofibration. Then by [7, (52)], since the kernel of the map
n,{B‘N)— n,(B'N) contains (and is in fact equal to) the kernel of the map
n,(BYN) - n,(B‘N*), there exists a map B‘N* — B'N such that the
diagram

B‘N—— B‘N*

I

BrN—:’ B[N

commutes. Now, choose B“G — B‘G ™ to be a cofibration. We can similarly
extend the map B‘G - B'G to a map B“G* — B'G. However, B‘G™* will
not be the space ultimately appearing in diagram (2.6.7). Rather, we use
the space

X1=BdG+ UB{INBdN+.

By [7,(4.20)], the natural map from B‘G™* into X, is an acyclic
cofibration. It follows from [7, (4.12)] that the composition

BG - BG* — X,

of two acyclic cofibrations is also an acyclic cofibration. A computation of
the fundamental group of X, using the van Kampen theorem shows that
n,(X,) = G/PG, and so X, serves as a model for B‘G* (in other words, the
map B‘G* — X, is a homotopy equivalence). We have maps from BN+
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and B“G* into B'G, which agree on B“N, and so from these we obtain a
map from X, into B'G, and a commuting diagram

BNt —— X,

L]

B'N —— B'G

Next, it follows from [7, (5.11)] that since 7, BG — n, BH maps a maximal
perfect subgroup onto a maximal perfect subgroup, the space

Xo=BG* U B'H,

together with the obvious map B‘H — X,, serves as a model for the plus
construction BYH — BYH*. There is, of course, a natural map from X, to
B'H, extending B‘H — B'H, since there exist natural maps from B‘G* and
B?H into B'H which agree over B“G. We must, however, still construct the
map X, - X,, extending B‘G — B’H, such that the diagram

Xy —— X,

|

B'G—— B'H

commutes. Recalling the definition of X |, it suffices to construct a map
BYN* - B’H which agrees with the natural map on B‘N. However, with
part (ii) of the theorem in mind, we should be a little more careful. The
space B“N is mapped into the subspace B’E of B‘H, where E denotes the
trivial subgroup of H. By [7,(5.2)], the map B‘N — BYE extends to
B‘N* — B’E and, in this manner, we define X, > X,. We have now con-
structed spaces and maps so that the diagram (2.6.7) commutes, and thus it
remains to prove (ii). But BN, B“N*, and B'N map into the subspaces BE
of B’H and B'H. Note that BE, the subspace of B‘H, is mapped
homeomorphically onto BE, the subspace of B'H. This space BE is con-
tractible, and using a contraction of BE to a point we obtain compatible
homotopies. |

We note that if we look at only the top two rows of the diagram (2.6.7),
then the statement of the theorem makes sense for any extension of groups.
The proof will carry through if we make the assumption that the maximal
perfect subgroup of G maps onto the maximal perfect subgroup of H. This
is the case, for example, with stable groups, since for these the maximal
perfect subgroup is the commutator subgroup.
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II1. A HOMOTOPY INVARIANCE THEOREM

The main result of this section is a homotopy invariance theorem,
proved in Section 3.1, which asserts that if a functor E from C*-algebras to
abelian groups admits a suitable pairing with the set of Fredholm modules
then E is homotopy invariant. The proof is essentially an adaptation of
Kasparov’s proof of homotopy invariance for the extension groups
Ext~1(C, A).

In order to make the theorem applicable it must be modified a little. To
begin with, we consider in Section 3.1 the business of replacing “Fredholm
module” with “Fredholm pair.” Having done this, we go on in Section 3.2
to prove a homotopy invariance theorem whose hypotheses are that E
satisfies a certain excision property {split exactness) and is stable. The
machinery used to deduce this result from the former is derived from
Cuntz’s theory of quasi-homomorphisms.

It is sometimes useful to have versions of these results for functors of
quasi-unital maps. The necessary changes are indicated in Section 3.3.

The final two Sections are applications of the homotopy invariance
theorems to extension theory. In Section 3.4 we indicate how to construct
pairings between extension groups and the set of Fredholm modules: this
amounts to the construction of the Kasparov product from KK-theory.
Our approach is perhaps a little more conceptual than that of Kasparov
[33, 35]. For example, our definition of the pairing does not require the
Kasparov technical theorem (Theorem l.1.11) or anything similar
(however, we will use this to show that the pairing is well defined). Sec-
tion 3.5 is devoted to a brief discussion of the excision properties of exten-
sion groups, followed by a discussion of the Brown-Douglas-Fillmore
characterization of Ext ~'(4, C).

3.1. Pairings with Fredholm Modules

Throughout this section and Section 3.2, E will denote a functor from the
category of C*-algebras and x-homomorphisms to abelian groups. The
particular class of C*-algebras on which E is defined—all C*-algebras,
separable C*-algebras, o-unital C*-algebras, nuclear C*-algebras, etc.—is
not especially important. All we need in this section is that if 4 is in the
class, then so is 4 ® C[0, 1]; in Section 3.2 we will require in addition that
A® A is in the class, and if 0 » 4 - B> C — 0 is a degenerate extension,
with 4 and C in the class, then so is B. All of the above mentioned families
of C*-algebras have these properties.

By a pairing of E with the set of Fredholm modules we mean simply the
association to each Fredholm B-module (¢ ., ¢ _, F) of a homomorphism

x(@,,0_,F): E(A®B)- E(4) (3.1.1)
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for each A4 (the notation is meant to suggest “multiplication with
(0,,9_, F)). Before going on we might mention that we are tacitly
assuming that E is covariant. The treatment for a contravariant E is
entirely similar (just reverse the arrows); it will be omitted, but made use of
in Section 3.4 and 3.5.

We will only need to deal with Fredholm modules for which ¢, =¢ _;
we will let (¢, F) be an abbreviation for (¢, ¢, F).

Now, a general pairing is of course of no interest at all, and so we
impose the following conditions.

(3.1.2a) Functoriality. If (¢, F) is a Fredholm B’-module, and if
f+ B— B’ is a x-homomorphism, then the diagram

E(A®B) —5 E(A)

(1®f')tl l*

E(A® B') E(A)

x (¢, F)

commutes.

(3.1.2b) Additivity. 1If (@, F) and (¢, G) are Fredholm B-modules then
x(@, F)+ x(9, G) = x(0o, FG).

(3.1.2¢c) Stability. 1If (¢, F) is a Fredholm B-module and ¢’: B— %(#)
is any x-homomorphism then

wn=((3 )

(3.1.2d) Non-degeneracy. U (¢, F)is a Fredholm C-module for which ¢
maps 1€ C to 1 e #(5), and F is an index one operator, then the map

x(¢p, F): E(A4)— E(A)

is the identity.
Our main theorem is this:
THEOREM 3.1.1. If the functor E admits a pairing with the set of

Fredholm modules (¢, F) which satisfies conditions (3.1.2) above, then E is a
homotopy functor.
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The first step in the proof is to establish operator homotopy invariance for
the pairing:

LemMa 3.1.2. Let (¢, F,), for te[0,1], be a family of Fredholm
B-modules. If the map t+— F, is norm continuous then (¢, Fy) = x{(¢, F,).

Proof. Choose a “parametrix” F for F, such that F, F* =1 — P, where P
is some finite rank projection. By additivity we have that

x(@, 1 —P)+ x(¢p, | = P)=x(¢, | — P),

and so x(e,1—-P)=0. It follows from additivity that
x(@, F|)= — x(¢p, F*), and therefore

x(@, Fo)=x(@, F\)+ x(¢, F*F,).

Thus it suffices to show that x(¢, F*F,)=0. Now, F*F, is an index zero
operator and so we may find an invertible operator G, unitary modulo the
compacts, and a finite rank projection P’ such that G(1-P')=
F*Fy(1 — P’). By additivity once again, it suffices to show that x(¢, G)=0.
Denote by C the C*-algebra of all operators in #(#) which commute with
@[ B], modulo compact operators. Since the image of G in the quotient
C/x" is connected by a path of unitaries to the identity (by the path
t— EF*Fy), for example), it follows that G may be written as a product of
exponentials e, where 4 € C is self-adjoint, modulo ¢'; it suffices to show
that each x{g, ¢”*) is zero. By the stability of the pairing, this will follow if
we show that x(1® ¢, H)=0, where (1®¢)(b)=1@@(b)e B(H ® K ),
and He B(# ® H) is the operator p®e™ + (1 — p)® 1, p being a rank-
one projection: in matrix form this is

et 0
H‘(o 1)'

At this point, we appeal to the construction used in Theorem 2.4.7. Decom-
posing (1—p)®1 into a sequence of pairwise disjoint projections p,® 1,
each p, of rank one, we may write H as a product X, X, of two infinite
diagonal matrices as in (2.4.4) and (2.4.5):

. S12 —12 14 14 . —1/8
diag(X,)=(x, x 3 x 72 xM4 L x xR L),
e
4 times
; - —14 178
diag(X,) = (1, x2, x'2, x4 x4 x5

—E_
4 times
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(Here, x denotes e™¥.) Note that X; and X, are in 1+ 4 ®C, and so
(1®e, X,)and (1® ¢, X,) are Fredholm modules. We may write each X,
as a product of two matrices of the form

w 0 0
0 wt' o0j,
0 0 1

where these 3 x 3 matrix decompositions of # ® S are given by projec-
tions of the form Q ® 1 € #(# ® ). Then since

w 0 0 w 0 0 010
0o w! 0)= (0 1 0 ,(1 00
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 01

it follows that H may be written as a product of four commutators
[H®, H{], where all the operators are essentially unitary, and commute
with 1® @[ B] modulo compacts (note that the matrix

01 0
[ 00
0 01

commutes exactly with 1 ® @[ B]). But by additivity,
x(1®¢, [HY, HY'])
=x(1®¢, HM)+x(1® ¢, H) + x(1® ¢, H "+ x(1®@ ¢, HY 1)
=x(1®@@, HPHP =)+ x(1® ¢, HY'H =)
=0.
Hence x(1® ¢, HY=0. |
COROLLARY 3.1.3. If F and G are equal, modulo the compacts, then

x(p, F)=x(¢, G).

Proof. We may connect F to G by a homotopy, namely the straight line
from F to G, and then apply Lemma 3.1.2. |

The remainder of the proof of Theorem 3.1.1 involves the construction
of a Fredholm C[0,1]-module (¢, F,), for which the map
x(@, Fo): E(A® C[0, 1]) > E(A4) is equal to the homomorphism induced
from evaluation of a function fe C[0,1] at 0; and which is operator
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homotopic to a Fredholm module (¢, F,), for which x(¢, F,) is the map
induced from evaluation at 1. We will follow Kasparov [33, Sect. 5].

Proof of Theorem 3.1.1. Construct a Fredholm C[0, | ]-module (¢, Fy)
as follows. The Hilbert space on which C[0, 1] acts is L*(—m=, n). With
respect to the decomposition

L (—mn,n)=L¥—n0)®L*0, 1)® L*(1, n),

a function fe C[0, 1] acts on the first summand by multiplication by the
scalar f(0); it acts on the second summand by pointwise multiplication;
and it acts on the third summand by multiplication by the scalar f(1).
Denote by P the projection of L*(—=, n) onto the Hardy space (the closed
linear span of the functions ™ with n>0), and let S be the corresponding
symmetry: S=2P—1. It is well known that S commutes, modulo com-
pacts, with multiplication by any continuous function g on [ —=, 7] such
that g(—n)= g(n). Now let 4 be any real-valued continuous function on
[ —n, ] such that

(i) 1zh=2—1;
(ii) A(—m)= —1; and
(i) A(m)=1;

and denote by U, the unitary operator
U,=h+i/1—h*SeB(L*(—n, n)).

Since /1 — A%, evaluated at both —= and =, is zero, it follows that /1 — h?
commutes with S, modulo compacts, and furthermore, /1 —Ah*S com-
mutes with any continuous function on [—=, 7], modulo compact
operators. Thus U, is unitary modulo the compact operators and U, com-
mutes with the action ¢ of C[0,1] on L*(—=, n). Any two continuous
functions h,, h, with the properties (i), (ii), and (iii) above are connected
by a norm-continuous path of such functions, and so the corresponding
Fredholm modules (¢, U,) are operator homotopic, in the sense of
Lemma 3.1.2. A particular consequence is that all U, have the same
Fredholm index, and by direct computation in the special case
h(t) =sin t/2, we find that this index is 1 (cf. [33, p. 760]). We define F, to
be U,,, where in addition to (i), (ii), and (iii), we require that A, is equal to
1 on [0, n]. It follows that ./1— h? is equal to zero on [0, z], and from
this it follows easily that U,, commutes, modulo compacts, with the projec-
tion Q onto L?(—n, 0). By Corollary 3.1.3, we have

x (@, Fo)=x(¢, QF,Q + (1 — Q) Fo(1 - Q)).
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In matrix form, the right-hand side is

(CAP )

X , .

0 ¢, 0 1

By the stability property of the pairing, this is equal to x(¢,, QF,Q); but
QF,Q is an index one operator, while ¢,: C[0, 1] > B(L*(—n,0)) is
obtained from the unital map C — % by composition with evaluation at
zero, C[0, 1] - C; so by the non-degeneracy and functoriality properties of
the pairing, x(¢,, QF,Q) is equal to the map E(4® C[0, 1])— E(A4)
induced from evaluation at 0. Now, (¢, F,) is operator homotopic to
(o, F,), where F,=U, , and h is a continuous function satisfying (i), (ii),
(ii1) and which is identically equal to —1 on [ —=, 1]. Just as above, we see
that x(¢, F,) is equal to the map induced by evaluation at 1. (There is one
additional point. We get that x(¢, Fy) is equal to x((%" q)lO“R)(Rr(‘)oR ),
where R is the projection onto L*(1, n), and in order to apply the stability
property we need (RPR 0), not (RHR ©); but these two operators are
homotopic, so by Lemma 3.1.2, the latter can be replaced by the former.)
An application of Lemma 3.1.2 shows that x(¢, F)= x(¢, F,), so we are
done. ||

In practice, it is easier to work with Fredholm pairs rather than
Fredholm modules. Suppose then that there is a pairing between the
functor E and the set of all Fredholm pairs, with the following properties.

(3.1.3a) Functoriality. If (¢ ., _) is a Fredholm pair for B’ and if
f: B— B is a *-homomorphism then the diagram

E(A ®B) x(pfoo-f) E(A)

(@f){ l:

E(A®B') ——— E(4)
commutes.

(3.1.3b) Additivity. If (@, @,) and (¢@,, ¢;) are Fredholm pairs then

X(@1, @2) + %X(@2, ©3) = Xx(@4, @3).

(3.1.3c) Stability. 1If @¢: B— #B(H) is any x-homomorphism then

(@, 0_)= ><<<(PO+ g) <<P0— c?)))

(3.1.3d) Non-degeneracy. If e:C— B(#) maps 1eC to a rank one
projection then x(e, 0): E(A) — E(A) is the identity.
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(3.1.3e) Unitary equivalence. If Ue 4 is a unitary then

x(¢ .0 )=x(Ad(V)g,,Ad(U)e ).

(3.1.3f) Stability under compact perturbations. 1f Ue%# is a unitary
which is equal to the identity, modulo compact operators, then

x(p, Ad(U)¢p)=0.

Let us note two useful consequences of these properties. First, if U, and
U, are unitaries then

x(p, Ad(UF) @)+ x(@, Ad(UF)p) = x(@, Ad(UIUZ)g).  (3.14)

This follows from (3.1.3b) and (3.1.3e). Second, if U is equal to ¥, modulo
compacts (U and V being unitaries), then

x(@, Ad(U*) @) = x(o, Ad(V*)9)). (3.1.5)
This follows from (3.1.4) and (3.1.3f).

THEOREM 3.1.4. If E admits a pairing with Fredholm pairs which satisfies
the conditions (3.1.3), then E is homotopy invariant.

Proof. We will construct a pairing of E with the set of Fredholm
modules (¢, F), and then apply Theorem 3.1.1. The first step is to associate

with F an operator matrix
- (F, F
F=< 11 12>
F21 F22

such that F is unitary, F,, and F, are compact, and F|; is equal to F,
modulo compact operators. For example, we could take F,, to be the par-
tial isometry part of F in its polar decomposition, and then dilate to a
unitary as in Section 2.3. Then define x(¢, F): E(A® B) —» E(A) by

><(¢,F)=><<<‘g g),Ad(F*)(‘g 8)). (3.1.6)

Our first observation is that this does not depend on the choice of F.
Indeed, suppose that F' is another choice; then by (3.1.4),

(3 opaam (s 9)-((y rara(s 9
((; ey )
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But F'F* is equal to () %), modulo compacts, where U is some unitary.
Thus it follows from (3.1.5) that

(0 ofrarr(S 0)=((0 o} u)i o))

However, (; ) commutes with (§ $), and so the right side of (3.1.7) is
x((& 9), (& °3)), which is zero (by (3.1.3f), for example). Hence x(o, F) is
well defined. Let us show that the conditions (3.1.2) are satisfied. Property
(3.1.2a)—functoriality—follows immediately from the functoriality of the
pairing with Fredholm pairs. For property (3.1.2b)—additivity—given
Fredholm modules (¢, F) and (¢, G) (with F and G unitary modulo com-
pact operators) and having chosen F and G as “dilations” for F and G, we
may choose FG as a dilation for FG. Then by (3.1.4),

0 _ 0
x(@, F) + x(0, G) = x ((‘g 0), Ad(G*) (‘g 0))

((§ o) ram(d o))
(5 o} raer (T o))

= x(o, FG).

Property (3.1.2c) follows easily from the corresponding property (3.1.3c).
Finally, we consider the non-degeneracy condition (3.1.2d). Let ¥ be an
index one coisometry and let V=(, %., %). If ¢:C—> B(#) is unital
then the *-homomorphism Ad(¥*)(§ ) takes e Cto (';¢ ), where e is a
rank-one projection. Applying the stability condition (3.1.3c) we get that

X(p, V)= (((g 8) (w(loe) 8))
(599

and this last map is the identity on E(A) by the non-degeneracy condition
(3.1.3d). It follows that the pairing with Fredholm modules we have con-
structed satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1.1, and so E is a homotopy
functor. |
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3.2. Excision Properties

In order to apply the previous results, it is of course necessary to con-
struct pairings between a given functor E and the set of Fredholm modules,
or Fredholm pairs. Sometimes (as with extension groups—see Sect. 3.4), it
is possible to do this directly from the definition of the groups E(4). Often
though, as with algebraic K-theory, it is much easier to deduce the
existence of a pairing from properties of E as a functor.

DerNITION 3.2.1.  We shall call a functor E split exact if for every split,
short exact sequence of C*-aigebras

0—J—» D == D/J -0,
P
the sequence of abelian groups
0— E(J) -2 E(D) <5 E(D/J) -0
p*

is also split exact.

Our main result is

THEOREM 3.2.2. If E is split exact, and if in addition E is stable (see
Definition 2.1.8), then E is homotopy invariant.

The proof relies on the construction of split exact sequences associated
with Fredholm pairs: then by means of these, and the split exactness
of E, we construct a pairing of E with the set of Fredholm pairs. The
whole procedure is essentially due to Cuntz [19,20], who associates
with any Fredholm module, or more generally, any KK-clement, a
“quasihomomorphism” (compare (3.2.2) below), and then constructs
pairings between quasihomomorphisms and functors of the same general
character as E.

DErNITION 323. If ¢: B— #() is a x-homomorphism then let B, be
the C*-algebra

B,={b®xe B®%#|¢(b)=x, modulo )" }. (3.2.1)
Note that B, fits into a short exact sequence
04— B,—2> B0,

where p: B, — B is the obvious projection onto the B-summand of B® 4,
and j: A" — B, maps 4 into the 4 summand of B, in the natural way:
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J(x)=0@®x. Furthermore, (3.2.1) is split by the *homomorphism
¢: B— B, defined by ¢(b)=b @ ¢(b).

We make the important observation that if ¢": B— % is equal to
¢: B— %, modulo X", then B,= B, and furthermore, the exact sequence
(3.2.1) remains unchanged with B, replacing B,. However, the section
¢': B— B, is different. Now, let E be a stable and split exact functor, let
(¢, ,o_) be a Fredholm pair, and let 4 be a C*-algebra. The short exact
sequence

05 AR —5 A®B, 2 A®B—0

(where, for simplicity, we write j and p instead of 1 ® j and 1 ® p) is split
by either of the *-homomorphisms ¢,,¢_:4A®B->ARB, . Since
pp, =id4g5=p¢ _, the homomorphism p (¢, ,—¢ _4): E(A®B)—
E(A® B) is equal to zero or, in other words ¢, — ¢ _, maps E(A®@ B)
into the kernel of p,: E(A® B, ) - E(A® B). But by split exactness,
this kernel is exactly E(4® X") or, to be precise, the isomorphic image
of E(A®X") in E(A®B,,). Consequently, from the Fredholm pair
(@, ,®_) we obtain a map x(¢,, @_): E(A® B)— E(A4),

E(A® B)—22=%"+, kernel(p,) —> E(A® X' ) —> E(4). (3.22)

Proof of Theorem 322. 1t suffices to show that the pairing defined by
(3.2.2) satisfies the hypotheses (3.1.3) of Theorem 3.1.4. The first two—ad-
ditivity and functoriality—are straightforward, and are left to the reader.
As for the stability property (3.1.3c), consider the commuting diagram

0- A®X4 —-» A®B, —-A®B-0

N

0——)A®M2(.)i’)—>A®B(q,+ 0)——>A®B—>O,

0 o

where f(b@®x)=b® (5 ). Note only does (3.2.3) commute, but also, the
sections ¢ , of the top short exact sequence correspond via f to the sections

N
(% o) for the bottom sequence. It follows then from the definition (3.2.2)
of the pairing that

woeor=<((% (% %)

The non-degeneracy condition (3.1.3d) is satisfied because for the
Fredholm C-pair (e, 0), we have C,=C@® X"; and é&:C > C® A is given
by é(A)=A1@ e, while 0(1)=A@0. It follows from Lemma 2.1.18 that
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é,—0,=(6—-0),, and since é—0: C » A" is precisely the canonical map,
it follows from the definition (3.2.2) that x{(e, 0)=id. Condition (3.1.3¢)
follows from the commuting diagram

E(A®B) —==%+ ,  fkemel(p,) —> EA®X)
= Ad(l®U)* lAd(l@U)‘
E(A@B) AW‘[’—),) kernel(p;) _;* E(A ®f)

because by Lemma 2.6.12, Ad(1® U),.: E(A® A") - E(A® X') is equal to
the identity. Similarly, for condition (3.1.3f), if U is equal to the identity,
modulo compacts, then 1 ® U is an element of the muitiplier algebra of
A®B,, and so ¢, —Ad(1®U),¢,=0. |

Remark 3.2.4. We point out that in order to prove the above theorem,
it of course sufficed to know that E was split exact with respect to the split
exact sequences

0—-4—>B,—»B-0,

where B is commutative. We will need the following rather technical obser-
vation in Section V: the short exact sequence

0— Ann(X")—> B, — B,/Ann(#") >0

has a completely positive section. Indeed, the annihilator ideal of " in B,
is of the form J@® 0, where J is some ideal in B. Since B is commutative, the
projection map B — B/J has a completely positive section s: B/J — B; then
b@xs(h)®xis a completely positive section for the above short exact
sequence. (Another way of dealing with this point: it is easy enough to
arrange things so that we need only consider short exact sequences where
A is an essential ideal in B,.)

3.3. The Quasi-Unital Case

As a cursory inspection of the proof of Theorem 3.1.1 reveals, in order to
establish homotopy invariance of a functor £ we need only construct a
pairing of E with the sets of Fredholm C[0, 1]-modules and Fredholm
C-modules, which satisfies the conditions (3.1.2). Furthermore, in the
functoriality condition (3.1.2a), we need only consider surjections (indeed,
in the proof, functoriality is used only with respect to the maps &g, ¢,:
C[0,1] > C given by evaluation at zero and one). Thus the analogs of
Theorems 3.11 and 3.1.4 for functors from C*-algebras and quasi-unital
x-homomorphisms to abelian groups are easily proved.

The theorem below is an analog of Theorem 3.2.2 for functors E from
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C*-algebras and quasi-unital *-homomorphisms to abelian groups. Since
we do not need the result in this work, we will not spell out the proof in
detail.

THEOREM 3.3.1. Let E be a stable functor from C*-algebras and quasi-
unital «-homomorphisms to abelian groups. Suppose that E is split exact in
the weakened sense that associated to every short exact sequence of
C*-algebras

0->J->B-% B/J-»0

which is split by some quasi-unital x-homomorphism, there is a
homomorphism m: kernel( p, ) — E(J) such that:

(i) The map © is natural, in the sense that a commutative diagram

0-J,-»B -2 B,/J, -0

||

0 J,— B, = B,/J, =0,
where the vertical maps are quasi-unital, gives rise to a commuting square

kernel(p, ) — E(J;)

L

kernel( p, ) — E(J,).

(ii) In the case of an exact sequence of the form
0-J—>J®B/J->B/J->0
kernel(p,) is equal to the image of E(J) in E(J@® B/J), and furthermore,
n: kernel(p, ) = E(J) is induced from the projection of J@ B/J onto J.

Then E is homotopy invariant, in the sense that the maps &,,, €,,:
E(A® C[0, 1]) —» E(A) induced from evaluation at zero and one are equal,

Proof. We construct a pairing with Fredholm B-pairs (¢, , ¢ ), where
B is unital, by means of the following analog of (3.2.2):

E(A® B)—2+—""*, F(A®B,)—> E(A® X )—> E(4). (3.3.1)
Here, 7 is the projection corresponding to the split exact sequence

0-4RQA - AR®B, > A®B—0.

607/67/1-6
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It is a straightforward matter to check that the conditions (3.13) are
satisfied (with the necessary restrictions to quasi-unital maps: for example,
we need only verify that functoriality—condition (3.1.3a)—holds for maps
between unital algebras). The result then follows from the quasi-unital
analog of Theorem 3.14. |

3.4. Application to Extension Groups

Our goal in this section is to show how Ext~!'(C, A) pairs with
Fredholm modules. There are a number of possibilities here, for example,

Ext " '(C, A) x {Fredholm B-modules} — Ext~'(C® B, 4), (3.4.1)
Ext'(C, A® B) x {Fredholm B-modules} — Ext ~!(C, 4), (3.4.2)
Ext~!(C, B) x {Fredholm B-modules} — Ext ~!(C, C), (3.4.3)

and furthermore, we may generalize and consider “Fredholm (B, B,)-
modules,” or in other words, Kasparov bimodules (see [49], from where
the terminology originates). All of these are particular cases of the
Kasparov product—see [35]—and our aim is to indicate that the product
is quite a natural thing in the context of extension theory. We will consider
only the pairing (3.4.1) in detail, leaving it to the reader to make the simple
adaptations to the other cases.

In the following, A will be assumed to be ¢-unital and B and C will be
assumed to be separable.

It is a little more convenient to work with Fredholm pairs than with
Fredholm modules. Let us begin by constructing the map
Ext Y(C, A)-> Ext (C® B, A) corresponding to a Fredholm pair
{(¢,,o_) of the simplest sort, where ¢, and ¢ _ are *-homomorphisms
from B to . In fact, let us consider first the even simpler Fredholm pair
(p4,0). From ¢, and an extension : C - 2(A4) we obtain an extension
of CRBby ¥ ®AR N (A @A),

COBLE (MA @A) QA)RH G MA DAQN YA AR N .
To obtain the pairing with (0, ¢ _) we do a natural enough thing: we define

it to be the negative of the pairing obtained from (¢ _, 0). Putting the two
together, we define

x(@4,0)+x(0,0_)
x(¢,,0)—x(¢_,0). (3.4.4)

Now, for a general pair (¢, ¢ ), where ¢, : B—> % do not necessarily
map into ¢, it is not possible to define x(¢, , ¢ _) in this manner. But a

(@, 0_)
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closer examination of (3.4.4) shows us what to do. Assuming that ¢ is an
invertible extension, we may choose a *-homomorphism

(g v

such that y,,: C—> H (A ®A) is a lifting of Y: C— A (A Q@A) A ® A.
The extension obtained by applying the pairing (3.4.4) is, by the definition
of the inverse of an extension, simply the extension determined by the map

(‘/’1[®‘P+ Vo®e,
Vu®e, Yn®oe._

>: C - My(M(H ®A)) (3.4.5)

>: CRB— M(MH QAR MA))  (3.4.6)

by following with the inclusion

MM A @A)Q MA)) S M(MA RARN)),
and then the projection onto the quotient

My M(ARARN ) > My(M(A RARN ) A ®AR N).

Now, the off-diagonal terms of the map (3.4.6) are of no particular
relevance in the case of a Fredholm module (¢, , ¢ _), where ¢ . map B
into /" (anything that maps C into ¥ ® 4 ® #~ would do). However:

LemMa 34.1. If (@ ., _)is any Fredholm pair then the map (3.4.6) is a
x-homomorphism, modulo X" @ AR A, and hence determines an extension

of CRBbY X ®A® X .

Proof. This is a simple, direct computation on elementary tensors
c®be C® B, using the observation that ¥, ® ¢, and y,; ® ¢ , are equal
to Y ,®¢_ and ¥, ®¢_, modulo # ® A® X (which, in turn, follows
from the fact that , and ¥,, map C into ¥ ® A). We extend from C O B
to C® B by using the continuity of the map (3.4.6). |

We define the pairing between (¢, , ¢ _) and an extension ¥ to be the
extension obtained from (3.4.6). It must be shown that this passes to a map
Ext '(C, 4) > Ext'(C® B, A); the following lemma is the technical
result needed to establish this.

LEMMA 3.4.2. If the extension y determines the zero element of
Ext~Y(C, A) (that is, if  is stably split), then the extension given by (3.4.6)
determines the zero element of Ext"(C® B, A).

607/67/1-6™
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Proof. By hypothesis, there exists a *-homomorphism 6: C— .#(¥# ® A)
such that the extension 6§ @ y: C - M,(2(4)) is degenerate. Since the map

(‘/’11®‘P+ ¢12®(P+>
Vu®@, ¥®¢_

passes to a stably split extension if and only if the map

R, 0 0
( 0 Vu®e, l//12®(P+)

0 V0 ®0. ¥n®e_

does, by replacing y,; with (§ 2 ), ¥, with (,2)), and ¥, with (0, ,,), we
may assume that the extension ¥ is actually split. Thus we may assume
that there exists a *-homomorphism {: — .# (X ® A) which lifts the exten-
sion ¥, and which is therefore equal to ,,, modulo # ® 4. Now, let E,,
E,, and & be C*-subalgebras of M,(.#(H# ® A® K")), generated by the
elements (where b, ¢, and k denote arbitrary elements of B, C, and X,
respectively):

£ (d/ll(c)@k 0> <$(c)®k 0)
“ 0 0 0 0)
E.: ( 0 wn(c)®wi(b)) ((J(c)—:/m(c))@%(b) 0)
2 \Wal@)® @4 () Ynle)®o_(b) 0 0)’

. (llfll(tf)@coi(b) llflz(c)®<pi(b)> (ll(c‘)@w(b) 0)
" \Wau(0)® 0. (b) Ynlc)® e _(b) 0 0/

Then E,- E,c M,(A ® A® ) (it is helpful to remember that /,, and ¥,
map into ¥ ® 4) and also E,- F - E,c My)(X @ AR X'). So if we let E,
be the C*-algebra generated by E, and E, - #, then

E  E;cMy(# ®A®X) and F.E,CE,.

By Theorem 1.1.11, there exists an operator Me M,(M (A R AR K ))
such that 1 > M 20, M - E, c My(X ®AQX), (1-M) - E,c
My(H ®A®A), and M commutes with &, modulo M,(H" ® A® ). Let
N=1— M. Then using the computation

— M2 O NV2\/q O\/-—MV: N2
G ) G
_( Mo+ NB Ml/le/z(ﬁ—a)>

MVNY(B—a) M+ Na (3:47)
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which is valid for « and g which commute with M, we see that the direct
sum

(‘/’11®¢+ ¢12®(P+)@<$®(P 0>
Y2 ®¢, ¥HLQ0._ 0 0

is unitarily equivalent to the direct sum

(froe w2 )a("50 ()

modulo compacts, via the unitary (" Ni2). Since the former is stably

equal to the extension (3.4.6) we started with, while the latter is a split
extension, the lemma is proved. |

THEOREM 34.3. For any Fredholm pair @ = (¢ ., ¢ _), the construction
(3.4.6) passes to a homomorphism

&*: Ext (C, 4) > Ext '(C®B, 4).

Proof. The construction (3.4.6) of the pairing involves, for a given
xeExt™!(C, 4), choosing an extension i such that [¥]=x, and then
choosing a *-homomorphism (4! ¥%12) such that ¥, lifts y. We must show
that @*x depends on neither of these choices. Note, first, that the construc-
tion is in an obvious sense additive: if we choose for ye Ext~!(C, 4) an
extension ¢ and x-homomorphism (1! 212), then we may choose the exten-
sion Yy@o and the s-homomorphism ()@ (c,) for the element
x+ yeExt™'(C, 4). Having done so, if we define &*x, &*p, and
@*(x+ y) by means of these choices, then

Q*x 4+ P*p=DP*(x+ y). (3.4.8)

This observation is of importance because we can now bring the lemma to
bear: choosing y to be —x, we see from the lemma that @*(x + y) is stably
split, and therefore @*x is invertible by (3.4.8). Furthermore, if we choose
another construction for ®*x—by means of some y' and some (y})—then
since @*(—x), as constructed from ¢ and (o,), is an inverse in
Ext™'(C® B, A) for both constructions of @*x, these constructions must
give the same elements of Ext ~{(C® B, 4). |

Let us go on to show that the pairing so defined statisfies the hypotheses
(3.1.3) of the homotopy invariance Theorem 3.1.4. We will revert to the
notation x(¢ ., ¢ ) for the map @* associated with the Fredholm pair
(@ .0 )
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Lemma 34.4. If (¢, ¢,) and (¢,, ¢3) are Fredholm pairs then
x(@1, 92) + x(02, 03) = x(@1, ¢3).

Proof. We will show that the direct sum

(lpu@(!’x l/’12®(Pl> (l//u@‘l’z 'plz@‘/’z)
V2 ®e, ¥»n®oe, Vn®0, ¥n®o; ’

of the extensions obtained by applying (¢,, ¢,) and (¢,, ¢3), is unitarily
equivalent, modulo compacts, to

(‘//11®(P1 lp12®(l’1> (‘/’11®(02 '//12®(P2>
Y ®0; ¥Yn®oe; V21 ®0, ¥Yn®o,

which is the direct sum of the extension obtained by applying (¢, ¢;) and
a trivial extension. This will, of course, prove the lemma. Using
Theorem 1.1.11, we obtain an element M of M, (#(HX ® A® X)) such
that:

(i) 1>M>0.

. _ Yu(e)® @ (b) Yi(c)® (b)) .
(1) (1-M)- (W21(0)®q)1(b) 0 > is compact for all
be B and all ceC.
(i) M- (0 0 ) is compact for every b€ B and
0 Yos(c) ® () — 93(b)) P ’

ceC.

(iv) M commutes, modulo compacts, with all elements of the form

(l//n( )®¢(b) l//12(C)®(01(b)> or (ll’ll(c)®¢2(b) Yialc ®(P2(b)>
Yau(c)®@i(b) Yrlc)® @,(b) Y2u(c) @ @a(b) Yl C)®(P3(b).

Then it follows from the properties of M, together with the computation

3.4.7), that the unitary (=" ¥Y3) implements the desired essential unitary
YUz m p

equivalence. ||

This establishes the additivity property of the pairing. The remaining
hypotheses of Theorem 3.1.4 are easily verified. Let us, for example, con-
sider one more: stability under compact perturbations. We must show that
if Ue# is a unitary which is equal to the identity, modulo the compact
operators, then the pairing with the Fredholm pair (¢, Ad(U)¢) is trivial.
Thus we must show that the extension

(l//u@(!’ Vi ®o )
Vu®¢ Y@AdU)e
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is trivial. But conjugation with the unitary (§ ,g,) shows that this exten-
sion is equivalent to the extension

(‘//11®‘P ¢12®(PU*>
U ®Ugp 2 ® ¢ ’

and since U is equal to the identity, modulo the compacts, this is equal,
modulo the compacts, to the map

<‘//11®(P 'p]z@(ﬁ’)
V0 ®0 ¥u®e)

which certainly determines the trivial extension. Thus from 3.1.4 we obtain
the following well-known result (due to Kasparov [34] in this generality,
and to Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore [11, 12], in the case 4 =C).

THEOREM 3.4.5. The functor Ext=(C, A) is homotopy invariant in the
first variable.

Now, we do not want to go into the details, but let us mention that
we may modify the above arguments and constructions so as to obtain a
pairing between Ext'(C, A), in the second variable, and the class of
quasi-unital Fredholm pairs. We then obtain

THEOREM 3.4.6. The functor Ext~'(A, C) is homotopy invariant in the
second variable.

3.5. Excision Properties of Extension Groups

We have two goals in this section. First, we want to point out how
excision properties for the extension groups may be easily obtained from
the separation theorem of Kasparov (Theorem 1.1.11). Second, we want to
remind the reader how the excision properties, together with the homotopy
invariance results of this section, and the Bott periodicity theorem, may be
put together to obtain the beautiful result of Brown, Douglas, and Fillmore
[11, 12] that Ext~!(C(X), C) is equal to the K-homology of X. The reason
for doing this is that the main resuits of this paper are of a similar
type—the equality of an algebraically defined object and a topologically
defined one—and so it seems worthwhile to present the most outstanding
resuit of this kind, since it is easily within our reach.

Because it simplifies a number of points, we will consider only the
Brown-Douglas-Filmore group Ext !(4, C), and not the more general
Kasparov extension groups Ext~!'(4, B). We will use the abbreviated
notation Ext~!(4)=Ext~!(4,C). All arguments of the functor Ext !
will be separable C*-algebras.
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Tueorem 3.5.1.  The functor Ext ! is split exact.

Proof. Suppose that

0-A- B C—-0
P

is a split exact sequence of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms. We must
show that the sequence

OaExt"(C)%Ext*’(B)L» Ext '(4)—0 (3.5.1)
p

is a split exact sequence of abelian groups. Obviously, j*p* =0.
If [¢leExt '(B) and j*[¢]=0, then by definition, there exists
a s-homomorphism y: A4 —»®(#) such that @@y lifts to a
x-homomorphism from A into #(#'¥). By extending ¢ to a
x-homomorphism from B into #(#), and then replacing ¢ with ¢ ® ¢,
we may assume that ¢j lifts to a =x-homomorphism 6: 4 — Z(¥).
Having made this simplification, we proceed as follows. Extend 8 to
a x»-homomorphism from B to (). We will show that the extensions

<0 0): B> M,(2(X))

0 osp
and
fsp 0O
(0” ): B My(2(#))
®

are unitarily equivalent, and since the former gives an element of the image
of p* in Ext ~'(B), while the latter is stably equal to the extension ¢ in the
kernel of j* that we started with, this will show that the sequence (3.5.1) is
exact at Ext ~!(B). In fact, the two extensions are unitarily equivalent, via
the unitary (4" ¥1%), where M e () satisfies:

(i) 12M=0.
(ii) For every element b of B, (1 —M)- (o(b)—0(b))=0.
(iii) For every a in 4, M- @j(a)=0.
(iv) M commutes with every element of @[ B].
Such an element exists by Theorem 1.1.11; the verification that this unitary
does the job is a computation using the formula (3.4.7). So it remains

to show that j* is onto. For this, let ¢: 4 - 2 be any invertible extension
of 4 by the compact operators, and let (¢ ): 4> B(H#?) be a
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*-homomorphism such that ¢,, =¢. Extend (¢;) to a x-homomorphism
from B to #(#*), and then define 6: B —» #(#?) by the formula

_ ¢1:(b) ¢ 12(b) )
9”’)‘<<pzl(b) 0s(5p(6)))

Now ¢,,j and ¢,, j are *-homomorphisms, modulo the compact operators,
and so it follows that if ae 4 then ¢,,j(a) and ¢,,j(a) are elements of 1.
Therefore, ¢,(b) and ¢,,(b) are equal to ¢ ,(sp(b)) and ¢,,(sp(b)), respec-
tively, modulo compact operators, and from this it follows easily that 0 is a
*-homomorphism, modulo compacts. Thus 6 determines an extension of B
by the compact operators, and since it is clear that 6 determines an exten-
sion equivalent to ¢ (because sp kills A), it remains to show that 0 deter-
mines an invertible extension. This is so because, modulo compact
operators, 6 is equal to the completely positive map

fwl/z((/’ij) M7+ NUZ((P,‘/'SP) N7,

where N=(1— M), and M e B(#'?) satisfies:

(1) 1=zM=0.

(2) (1—=M)-(eu8) @®)e M,(X') for every be B.

(3) M-(§ , %) eMy(X) for every ae A.

(4) M commutes, modulo compact operators, with (212} 2120}y for
every be B.

As usual, M exists thanks to Theorem [.1.11. [

Now, it is easy to show that Ext~'(4) is a stable functor (see, e.g.,
[47]), and so from Theorems 3.5.1 and 3.2.2, we obtain another proof that
Ext ! is homotopy invariant.

By using the techniques of the above proof, together with Stinespring’s
theorem, we can prove half-exactness for Ext™', at least with respect to
invertible extensions. See also [35, 21].

THEOREM 3.52. If0— A —/B—?C —0is a short exact of C*-algebras
Sfor which there exists a completely positive contractive section s: C — B, then
the sequence of abelian groups

Ext~}(C) <5 Ext~!(B) L5 Ext~!(4)

is exact at Ext~'(B).

Proof. Suppose that [¢]eExt~'(8) and j*([¢])=0. Then as in the
proof of Theorem 3.5.1, we may assume that ¢j lifts to a *-homomorphism
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ipto A( ), and we can choose a x-homomorphism 6: B — () such that
Oi=qj. Also, as in the proof of Theorem 3.5.1, there is a unitary
Ue #(#?) such that

Ad(U) (o @ bsp) = (0 @ psp).

The goal of the rest of the proof is to dilate fsp and @sp to
*-homomorphisms in such a way that above equation, so modified, asserts
that the sum of ¢ and a degenerate extension is unitarily equivalent to the
sum of a degenerate extension and an extension in the image p*. Let

P~y v o)

be a x-homomorphism such that y,, = 0s. (The existence of ¥ follows from
Stinespring’s theorem.) If W denotes the unitary

Uy, U, O
Uy Uy 0,
0 0 1

where (U;) denotes the unitary U, then

) ) 0 0 l??l'/’xzp
Ad(W)(p @ ¥p)= 0 @sp Ubvnp | (352)
Yo pUsy Y2 pUs, Y22 P

Since # is a *-homomorphism, it follows that the “off-diagonal” terms
Y5 pUsy and U5, p in (3.5.2) are zero. Hence we may rewrite (3.5.2) as

Ad(W) (g 521’)2@ z\(’)p)’

where X is some extension of C by the compacts. Note that this equation
implies that X is invertible: since the extension on the left-hand side of the
equation is invertible, so must be the “summand” Xp of the right-hand side.
Thus Xp has a completely positive lifting, and composing with the com-
pletely positive section s, we obtain from this lifting a completely positive
lifting for X. It follows that [ @] is in the image of p*, as required. |

Finally, we turn to the Brown—Douglas—Fillmore characterization of the
groups Ext ~!(C(X)).

THEOREM 3.5.3 (Brown et al. [12].) For finite complexes X, the group
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Ext~Y(C(X)) is naturally isomorphic to the odd-dimensional K-homology
group of X.

We only want to sketch the proof. So far we know that Ext ' is a half-
exact, stable, homotopy functor. A natural transformation is defined from
Ext~' to the K-homology group K' as follows. (The topologists would
write K| instead of K', the former suggesting a covariant functor, the
latter suggesting a contravariant one. However, we are dealing with
algebras—the dual of spaces—and so for us the superscript is more
suggestive.) Correspond to an element « of Ext ~!(C(X)) and extension

0-A4>E->CX)-0.
Then if Y is any space, the element o determines a map
Iy K (C(XxY))—> K, (C(X)),
namely, the boundary map associated with the short exact sequence
0 X RCY)>ERC(Y)-»C(X)®C(Y)—0.

Now there is associated to any such map an element of K'(C(X)), by
Spanier-Whitehead duality (see [5] for a discussion of this) and this is our
natural transformation. By applying the Bott periodicity theorem, one
shows that this map is an isomorphism if X happens to be a sphere (the
point about using the periodicity theorem is that this amounts to checking
only the case of S'), and then it follows that it is an isomorphism for
arbitrary polyhedra by decomposing into spheres.

IV. ALGEBRAIC K, OF A STABLE C*-ALGEBRA'

We prove in Section 4.1 the analog of the Steinberg-Kervaire theorem
(Theorem 2.4.13) for C*-algebras, namely that if 4 is a C*-algebra then the
Steinberg extension for A is the universal central extension of the perfect
group EA. The whole section is of a very technical nature. We apologize for
this, and offer the following two-sentence overview. Apart from the techni-
ques used in the proof of the ordinary Steinberg-Kervaire theorem (for
which we follow Milnor’s exposition [40]) the main ingredients in the
proof are some lemmas on the factorization of elements in a C*-algebra.
Roughly speaking, the condition 4= A4 (of importance in the theory of
K,) which states that every element can be factored, must be strengthened
to the condition that there be, up to a suitable notion of equivalence, a
unique factorization for every element of A.

! Note added in proof In a revised version of [31] (which has appeared in J. Operator
Theory 15 (1986), 109-162), Karoubi proves the main result of the section, Theorem 4.2.7,
using techniques which are in several respects comparable to ours.



90 NIGEL HIGSON

In Section 4.2 we prove that the algebraic and topological K,-groups of a
stable C*-algebra are isomorphic. The method is to verify that the functor
A= K,(H ®A) satisfies the hypotheses of our homotopy invariance
theorem (Theorem 3.2.2). From this and the excision properties of the low-
dimensional K-theory groups (see Theorem 2.4.14), we deduce the result by
reduction of dimensions from K, to K,. The technique developed here will
be applied in the next section to K, (2(A4)).

4.1. The Steinberg—Kervaire Theorem

We begin by stating the main theorem.

THEOREM 4.1.1. If A is a C*-algebra then the Steinberg extension

15 Ky(4) > StA —"> E4 — 1

is the universal central extension of the perfect group EA.

The proof has two parts: the bulk of it is simply a modification of the
proof of the Steinberg—Kervaire theorem as presented in say Milnor’s book
[40]; the remainder is a pair of factorization results for C*-algebras,
needed to make the arguments of the first part work in the absence of a
unit for 4. We tackle the functional analysis first.

For a result related to the following lemmas, see [43, Proposition 1.4.5].

LEMMA 4.12. Let A be a C*-algebra. If a, b € A then there exist elements
¢, a,, by in A such that a=ca, and b=cb,.
Proof. Define ¢, a,, and b, as
c=(aa* + bb*)"*,

a,= lim (c+1)‘a,
=0+

b= lim (c+1)"'b.

-0+

We will check that the limits exist, and of course that a=ca, and b=cb,.
Since the cases of a and b are the same, we will consider only that of say a.
The derivative of (c+ )™ 'a with respect to te(0,1] is —(c+ )~ %a, and
this is bounded independently of #:
le+ 1) 2a)*=|(c+ 1) 2aa*(c +1) 2|
<lc+1) " 2cH e+ 1) 72 (since aa* < c*)
<

1 (by the functional calculus).
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It follows that (c +¢) 'a converges, as t - 0+, because we can bound the
difference (c+1¢,) 'a—(c+t,) 'a by |t,—1,| times a bound for the
derivative. To see that a = ca, note that by continuity of multiplication,

. c
a—ca,;= lim (1 ——)a
10+ c+1

R t
= lim ——a,
-0+ C+ 1

and since (c+ ) 'a converges to a,, the expression #(c + 1)~ 'a converges
tozeroas t—-0+. |

LEMMA 4.13. Let A be a C*-algebra, let ac A, and let S be the set
of pairs (b, c)e AX A such that a=bc. All elements of S are equivalent
with respect to the equivalence relation generated by the relation
(a,a,, a3)~(a,, aya,).

Proof. We will show that any factorization a=bc is equivalent to a
“standard” one. Let b,=lim,_,, (|p*|"*+¢)"'b. The limits exists by
exactly the computation given in the above proof (in the particular case
where the element g of Lemma 4.1.2 is zero). As above, b= |b*|/?b,. Next,
let us show that the limit

c;= lim b,c(la]' +5)7! (4.1.1)
s> 0+
exists. We begin by computing the derivative with respect to se(0, 1],
obtaining —b,c(|a|'”® + 5) 2, which, by the definition of b,, is equal to the
expression
— lim (|6*]"+ 1) la(la]V* +5) 2 (4.1.2)

t—>0+

In order to show that this is bounded we will need the following facts:

(i) I x, yed then ||xy||=|x]|y*||. Indeed,

1xpl12 = llxyp*x*|| = llx] y*2 x*| = x| y*[ 1.

(ii) If fis a continuous function then xf(|x|)=f(|x*)x, for any
xe A. (To prove this, approximate f and the square root function by
polynomials.)

(iii) If x, ye 4 and 0< x < y, then x'?< y'% For a proof, see [43,
Proposition 1.3.8]. Our application: because a = bc we have the inequality
la*[Z < [lell? [6*|%, and so |a*[ < [lc]l|6*].
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Putting all this together we have

[(16*17 + 1) 'a(ja] " +5)
= [(16%17 + 1)~ (allal* +35)~*a*)"7|
= [(16%12 + 1) (aa*)P(|a*] V4 +5)

<NUB*2 4+ 1)~ Ha* V2] lla* 2 (1a* ™ + 5) 7.

The first equality is an application of (i); the second is an application of
(ii). The first factor in the bottom expression is bounded independently of ¢
because

H(B*2 + 1)~ a*| 22
= [[(16*"2+ 1)~ a*| (16* 2+ 1)
el (B* 2+ )~ p*[(16*2+ 1)~ (by (iii))
<Jel.

By the functional calculus, the second factor is bounded independently of s.
Hence the derivative (4.1.2) is bounded, and so the limit ¢, exists. Further-
more,

cylal"*=bc, (4.1.3)
because by the definition (4.1.1) of ¢,

—S

1/4
¢, lal'?—byc)= hm b ¢ ——7,
( 1| | ) 1 |a|1/4+s

1

and since b,c(la|*+5) "' converges, sb,c(Ja|'* +s) ' converges to zero,

as s > 0+. Finally,

|b*| V2, = lil'(l)l a(lal"+s)"", (4.1.4)
520+

by the definition of c,, and because |5*|'?b, = b. Therefore,
(b, c)~(16*|"2, b, c)
=(|b*|'?, ¢ lal"*) (by (4.1.3))
~ (16%]2cy, lal'*)

= 11m a(lalV* + )71, |al') (by (4.1.4))

)

and the last factorization is independent of the pair (b, c). |
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Before going on, let us note that the two lemmas above amount to the
following assertion: if A4 is a C*-algebra then

AR, A=A, {4.1.5)

where 4 ® , A denotes the quotient of 4 ®, A by the subgroup generated
by elements of the form a ® bc —ab ® c. (The map from 4 ® , 4 to A4 is the
natural one, namely a ® b — ab.) We mention this so that the reader may
compare Theorems 4.1.1 and 4.2.1 to an obviously related result of van der
Kallen [29]. He proves that if A is any ring satisfying (4.1.5) and if B is
any unital ring which contains 4 as an ideal, then the relative group
Ky{(B, A) (see [29] and the references cited there for the definition) is
independent of B: K,(B, A)=K.(A4, A). Theorem 4.2.2 asserts that the
sequence

0— Ky(J) = Ky(B) = Ky(B/J) -0

associated with a split exact sequence of C*-algebras is split exact. Van der
Kallen’s result asserts that this sequence is exact if K,(J) is replaced by
Ky(T, J).

The proof of Theorem 4.1.1 relies on the following characterization of the
universal central extension of a perfect group. A central extension P: X - G
is said to split if there exists a homomorphism s: G — X such that the com-
position ps: G — G is the identity.

THEOREM 4.1.1 [40, Theorem 5.3]. A central extension n:U—G is
universal if and only if every central extension p: X — U splits.

If 41s a C*-algebra, then it is clear from the Steinberg relations that StA
is a perfect group. So it suffices to show that every central extension
p: X — StA is split. Define a map s from the generators of St4 to X by the
formula

s(xt)y=[p 'xh, p~'x, 1. k#ij, a=bc (4.1.6)

The notation in (4.1.6), which we will use throughout the proof, means the
following: choose some «e p '{x%} and some fep '{x;}. and let s(x%)
be the commutator [, 7. Because p: X — StA is a central extension, the
elements « and f can vary only up to elements of the center of X, and it
follows from this that the commutator [«, 8] does not depend at all on the
choice of o and f. However, it is not immediately clear that s(xg) is
independent of the choice of factorization @ = bc in (4.1.6), or on the choice
of the index k. In fact, most of the proof of the theorem is devoted to show-
ing this.
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LEMMA 4.1.5. If u, v, and w are elements of a group G then:

(1) [w 00w, wl="[u, ow]lv, [w,u]].
(i) [w Lo, w]1lv, [w, u]](w, [u, v]] is equal to the identity, modulo
the second commutator subgroup G"=[[G, G}, [G, G]].

Proof. See [40, p.49]. 1

LEMMA 4.1.6 [40, Lemma5.1]). If j#k and [#1i then the commutator
[p 'x4, p~'x4] is equal 1o the identity.

Proof. The proof is a minor modification of Muilnor’s (where the
existence of a unit for A is assumed). Write a =a,a,, and let / be an index
distinct from i, j, k, . Then

1

[p ) I[’ i X’-A/] [[p‘lrlh’ xz;::]’ p71x£/J

-1 h

and using the fact that p~'x4 and p~'x{ both commute with p~'x7,
modulo central elements, it follows from part (ii) of the above lemma that
[p ‘x4 p~'x}]is equal to the identity, modulo the second commutator
subgroup of the group generated by p~'x4, p~'x, and p~ 'xt,. Using the
fact that the commutator subgroup of a group is generated, as a normal
subgroup, by the commutators of the generators, it is easy to check that
the commutator subgroup of this group is generated, as a group, by central
elements and elements in p ‘x It follows that the second commutator

subgroup is trivial. |
LemMMA 4.1.7. Let a,b,ce A and let h, i, j, k be distinct indices. Then
[p x4, p~'xp1=Tp x5, p~'x;, 1. (4.1.7)

Proof. We have that

1 1

[p 'xi p il =0p 'xie, [p'xly p'x500,

[p'x¢, p'xs )=11p 'x4. p~'x00 p7'x),

and by Lemma 4.1.5(ii) and Lemma 4.1.6, the two expressions on the right-
hand sides of these equalities are equal, modulo the second commutator
subgroup of the group generated by p~'x5, p~'x},, and p~'x;,. However,
it is easily checked that the first commutator subgroup is generated by
elements lying in p~'x3, p~'xks, and p~'x4*; so the second commutator

subgroup s trivial. |

Now, it follows immediately from Eq. (4.1.7) that the definition (4.1.6) is
independent of the choice of the index k. Also, (4.1.7), together with
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Lemma 4.1.3, shows that the definition is independent of the factorization
a= bc. Thus the definition of s(x%) is independent of all choices. Let us go
on then and show that s so defined on generators determines a
homomorphism from S74 to X or, in other words, that the s(xj) satisfy the
Steinberg relations. This will complete the proof of Theorem 4.1.1, since the
s(x%) certainly satisfy p(s(x{)) = x;, and so s will be a section for the exten-
sion p: X — StA.

It follows from the definition (4.1.6) of s, and the fact that the definition
is independent of all choices, that the s(x¢) satisfy the second Steinberg
relation (2.4.8), and it follows from Lemma 4.1.6 that the third relation
(2.4.9) is satisfied. This leaves the first relation: s(x%) s(x,’;) = s(x;;”’)A Using
Lemma 4.1.2, find a,, b,, and ¢, such that a=ca, and b=ch,. If we let
u=s(xy). v=s(xg), and w=s(xf.‘}) then part (i) of Lemma 4.1.5, together
with Lemma 4.1.6, gives the result we want. |

4.2. Comparison with Topological K,

In this section we prove that the homomorphism a: K,(f ®A)—
KA ® A) defined in (2.4.10) is an isomorphism. The most important step
in the proof is establishing the homotopy invariance of the functor
A Ky(A @ A). For this we will use Theorem 3.2.2. Thus we will begin by
showing that the hypotheses of this theorem are satisfied.

THEOREM 4.2.1. [f0—J—'B S B/J -0 is a split short exact sequence
of C*-algebras and x-homomorphisms, then the sequence of Ky-groups

0= Ko(J)— K,(B) €25 K,(B/J) -0 (4.2.1)

Py

is also split exact.

In view of Theorem 2.4.15, all of {4.2.1) is exact, except possibly for the
injectivity of the homomorphism j : Ky(/) - K,(B). We will show that
(4.2.1) is exact even in this last respect by finding a left inverse
o: Ky(B) — K,(J) for j,. The construction is conceptually very simple, but
unfortunately the details are a bit long winded. Let us begin with a couple
of preliminary results.

Lemma 4.2.2.  Any automorphism of the group EA lifts uniquely to an
automorphism of StA.

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that n: St4 — EA is the
universal central extension of EA, together with the definition of universal
central extension. |
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DErFINITION 4.2.3. Let 4 be an ideal in B and let § be an element of
StB. The corresponding element n(f) of EB acts on EA by conjugation:
ar—> n(B)an(B) ', for a e E4. Denote by Ad(B) the automorphism of StA
which lifts this automorphism of EA.

Lemma 4.2.4.  The automorphism y = Ad(x%) of StJ acts on generators of
StJ as follows:

(i) y(x5) = x5

(i) y(x¢)=x¢ if i#land j#k.
(i) 30eg,) = xt, %, if j # .
(iv) ylxs)=xexbieif i#k.

Proof. Let us prove, say, (iv) to illustrate the method: the rest are done
in the same way and are no harder. Write x4 = [x4, x{2], where / is some
unused index. We have

PG = D), v(x2)]
= [x_;'l/lx?lal’ X‘III\?]’

where we obtain the second inequality because by definition of 7y,
p(xg) = xgxi and y(xg)=xg, modulo central elements; but the com-
mutator of two elements is insensitive to perturbations by central elements.
Computing the commutator by using the Steinberg relations gives the
result. ||

Now, we will construct the map o: K,(B) — K,(J) in several stages. Let S
denote the freec semigroup generated by the symbols (x7)°, where x is a
generator for StB and ¢= +1. In other words, S is the free semigroup
generated by the Steinberg symbols and their formal inverses. Let F denote
the free group on the Steinberg symbols. Recall that this is obtained as the
quotient of S by the equivalence relation generated by the relation

“vn

XX~ X X Xy X if x;=x;,,,and ¢;= —¢,., (422)

(where the x; denote Steinberg symbols).. We will define a map ¢: S > StJ,
show that it passes to maps ¢: F— StJ and then o: StB — StJ, and finally
show that ¢ restricts to a homomorphism from K,B to K,J left inverse
to j,.

The following notation will be used: if # € B then denote by b the element
s(p(b))e B. Similarly, the homomorphism sp: B— B induces endo-
morphisms of S, F, and StB, and if x is an element of one of these, then we
will denote by ¥ the image of x under the endomorphism. Also, we will
expand the notation of Definition 4.2.3 a little: if xe S, then of course x
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maps to some element % e StB; we will define the automorphism Ad(x) of
StJ to be Ad(X). Here, then, is the definition of ¢, which is inductive:

o((x8)7) = xsp ), (42.3)
a(xX5 - Xy = (x5 - Xt ) Ad(ES - - - 5o ) (o)), (4.24)

Note that b — b e J, so that xf;””’;’ is an element of StJ: thus ¢ does indeed
map S into StJ. The motivation behind this is straightforward: informally,
if ye StB then we want to define o(y) by a(y)=yy '. In order to make
sense of o(y) as an element of St/ some rearrangement of terms is
necessary. Taking a simple example, where y is a product of two Steinberg
symbols x?'. x".  we have

i

= P by
al J )= xillnxiziz'

Fa v —Fy
\flfl

ija -
_ b —h A by — b
= (g X A s ™)

= a(x2,) Ad(X] )(0(x12,)).

il i2j2

X

Note the following very useful multiplicative property of o:

a(w,w,)=o(w,)Ad(r ) (a(w,)). (4.2.5)

LEMMA 4.2.5. The function o: S — StJ is well defined on F.

Proof. Applying ¢ to the left-hand side of (4.2.2) and using (4.2.5) we
get

a(xf - )= a(wy) Ad(F,)(0(w,)) Ad(F,) Ad(F,)(ows),

where w =x% - x4t w,=xtx%: and w,=x%3 - x% However, a
{ 1 j—1 2 F v+ 1 3 j+2 "

computation using Lemma 4.2.4 shows that o(w,) =1, while Ad(W,) is the
identity, since w, determines the identity of EB. It follows that

a(w wows)=o(w,} AdOF )(o(w;))
=0a(w ws),

so that ¢ is well defined on F. |

LEMMA 4.2.6. The function o: F — StJ is well defined as a function on
StB.

Proof. What we must show is that if w, and w, are elements of F which
are in the same coset of the normal subgroup N of F generated by the
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Steinberg relations then o(w,)=0o(w,). So suppose that w, =w,n, where
ne N. From the multiplicative property (4.2.5) we get

a(w,)=a(w,) Ad(w;)(a(n)),

so it suffices to show that a(n)= 1. However, n is the product of elements in
F of the form vrv ™', where ve F is arbitrary, but re F is one of the Stein-
berg relations. Now, if we show that o(r)=1 for every such r, then it will
follow that a(vrv~')=1:

a(vro ") = a(v) x Ad(0)(a(r)) x Ad(57)(a(v "))
=0(v) x Ad(5) Ad(F)((o(v "))

=a(v)x Ad(?) (v
=a(vv")

=a(l)

=1.

(For the third equality above we use the fact that Ad(7) =1 which is true
because 7 maps to the identity in EB (and in StB even)). It will then follow
from another application of the multiplicative property (4.2.5) of g, that ¢
maps each product n of elements of the form vrv ' to the identity. So we
have reduced the proof to showing that o(r;) =1, for i=1, 2, 3, where

ry=[xg, x5 J(xg) (i#k),
ra=[xg. xz,] (j#£k, i#]),

ry=xgxh(xyrh)!

We will consider only the case of 7,, which is much the most tedious. Note
first that Ad([x%, x5 ])=Ad(x{’), and so by Lemma 4.2.4,

O-(rl - [Y,/’ - /k] XAd([’C”,, ,k] O-( ))
= o([xg. x5 1) x Ad(x) (x5~ %)
=o([x¢, x5 ]) xF (4.2.6)

Now, by expanding, using the inductive definition of ¢ and Lemma 4.2.4,
we get

o([x4, x5 1) = x4~ x Ad(xa)(xhF) xax B

— yd-dyb—byab—ab
= x5 xp Pxg T ap,
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where
2= Ad(x%) Ad(x5) (x4 )
_Ad(\‘ )(Y” ay abfuh)
—X” u‘(ill\b ub

and

B=Ad(x%) Ad(x5) Ad((x3) ™) (xf ")
= Ad(x¢ )Ad(x/A)( vh bbb
= Ad(x; )( b~ bah - d)

— P —bab—abab—ab
—.’Clk X X

Multiplying everything together, and noting that the x, commute with the
Xy, we get a([xg /k])— x4 which, in view of (4.2.6), completes the
proof. |

Having dealt with all the unsightly computations in the lemmas, the
remainder of the proof is very easy.

Proof of Theorem 42.1. Restrict the function o: StB — StJ to K,(B).
Because of the fact that Ad(a)=1 if x€ K,(B), it follows from the mul-
tiplicative property of ¢ that the restriction is a homomorphism of groups.
Furthermore, if each x, is a Steinberg symbol x?, for Wthh beJ, then it is
casy to see (by induction, say) that g(x, - x,)=x, " x,. Therefore ¢ is a
left inverse of the homomorphism j, : K,(J) — Kz(B). It follows that j, is
injective, and as we have remarked earlier, this is all we need to prove. |

LEMMA 4.2.6. The functor A K5( A ® A) is stable.

Proof. By identifying #" ® # ® A with M,(.#" ® A) appropriately, the
natural map X ®A-> A @A ®A can be identified with the map
A QA - M,(A ®A) which embeds 4" ® A4 in the top-left-hand corner of
the 2 x 2 matrices over # ® A. However, for any C*-algebra D the map
D—>M,D gives an isomorphism K,(D)— K,(M,D). Indeed, by
Theorem 2.6.11, this is true if D is unital, while in the non-unital case, by
adjoining a unit to D and applying K, we obtain the diagram

0— KyD) — — KyC) —0

| |

oD
0— K,(M,D)— K,(M,D)— K,(M,C)— 0.

607,67/1-7
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The rows are exact by Theorem 4.2.1 (they are split exact, in fact), while by
Theorem 2.6.11, the two rightmost vertical maps are isomorphisms; it
follows that the other is an isomorphism too. |

We are now in a position to prove the main result of the section.

THEOREM 4.2.7. For every C*-algebra A the homomorphism
o KA ®A)->KYA R A)

of (2.4.10) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The functor 4— K,(A ® A) is split exact by Theorem 4.2.1, and
it is stable by Lemma 4.2.6. It follows from Theorem 3.2.2 that it is
homotopy invariant. Consider now the “path fibration” short sequence

0o A ®A®CoR) > H QAR CH[0,1) > H ®A—0. (42.7)

Apply to this the following diagram, which compares the long exact
sequences in topological and algebraic K-theory associated with a short
exact sequence of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms 0—J—- B— B/J—-0:

Ky(B) — Ky(B/J) = K\(J) — K,(B)

K{(B) — K4(B/J) —> K!(J) — K!(B).

From homotopy invariance it follows that the end terms in the diagram are
zero (since B= A4 ® A® C,[0, 1) is contractible). Therefore the maps 0 are
isomorphisms, and so the fact that o: Kr(A# ® A)— Ky(A ® A) is an
isomorphism follows from the corresponding fact for o: K\(# ® 4) -
K!(A ® A), which is Theorem 2.4.6. ||

V. ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF CALKIN ALGEBRAS

The purpose of this section is to prove that if 4 is a unital C*-algebra
and B is a g-unital C*-algebra, then the algebraic K-theory of A ® 2(B) is
isomorphic to its topological K-theory. The plan of the proof is broadly the
same as that of the last section. However, two difficulties present them-
selves. First, the higher algebraic K-theory groups do not, in general, have
good excision properties; and second, 2(B) is functorial only with respect
to quasi-unital *-homomorphisms between C*-algebras. Section 5.1 is
devoted to an exposition of some excision results in algebraic K-theory.
These results require quite stringent hypotheses, but by applying the
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separation theorem of Kasparov (Theorem 1.1.11) we are able to show in
Section 5.2 that they are satisfied in the situations we need. By means of
this we are also able to get around the problem of the non-functoriality of
2(B). In the next section we apply the results of Section III to obtain
homotopy invariance for the algebraic K-theory groups, and then the proof
of the main theorem is completed by reduction of dimensions as in Sec-
tion IV. In Sections 5.2 and 5.3, for simplicity, we consider only 2(B) and
not A® 2(B); we remedy this in the last section by showing how to modify
our theorems so as to get the general result.

5.1. Excision in Algebraic K-Theory

Our goal in this section is to prove that if
NoG-H

is an extension of groups, then under suitable hypotheses (see
Theorem 5.1.4), the sequence

BN" > BG* - BH* {5.1.1)

obtained by applying the classifying space functor, and then the plus con-
struction, is a fibration, up to homotopy. We will then use this theorem to
prove an excision result in algebraic K-theory.

As with the material on topology presented in Section II, the results of
this section are all well known (they can all be found in [8]; see also
[54]). However, although we make no claim about the originality of the
results, our proofs are, we hope, a little simpler than those in the literature,
due mainly to the fact that we are considering only special cases of more
general results,

Let us begin by writing down the mapping path fibration associated with
the map p,: BG* —» BH"*. Recall from (2.5.1) that this is the fibration

Ft+) o pt+) P+l BH+,

where P*’ is the space of all pairs (x,y), with xe BG*, and y a path in
BH™ for which y(1)= p,(x). The map p ., is given by p.. (x, y)=7(0).
(We enclose the +’s in parentheses because it is not clear a priori that all
the spaces so labelled arise from the plus construction: part of our job is to
prove that they do.)

THEOREM 5.1.1.  Let p: G— H be a map between stable groups.

(1} There exists an H-space structure on P'*),

P(+)XP(+)_,P(+)
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such that the diagram

P(+)XP(+) Pl4) X Pi+)

BH* x BH*
l lﬂ (5.1.2)
P(+) - BH™

P+

commutes (exactly, not merely up to homotopy), where u denotes the
H-space multiplication on BH™ given by Theorem 2.6.10.

(i) F)is an H-space. In fact, there exist homotopy equivalences
FFY S F and B R o OO

such that the map (x, y)+— [(x)x #( y) is an H-space multiplication for F'*),
where “ x ™ denotes the H-space multiplication on P'*).

Proof. (i) If wBG*xBG*->BG* denotes the H-space multi-
plication on BG™* given by Theorem 2.6.10 then the diagram

BG* xBG* —I=Zfr

BH* xBH™
ul P
BG* — BH*
commutes up to homotopy. Let
I:BG*xBG*—BH*  (1e[0,1])

be a homotopy such that

Fo(x, p)=p(p,(x),p(¥)) and  I'i(x, y)=p (u(x, y))

If (x,y)e P'*) and (y, v)e P'*) then define

(67 x (3, v) = (u(x, y), &),
where

[ees]

H(t) = {H(V(Zt), v2n) if

t
Iy i(x, p) if !

AN/

VAR
S TN

W=

Clearly, this multiplication corresponds to the multiplication 4 on BH™
under the map p,, , (ie., the diagram (5.1.2) commutes), and so it remains
to see that P'*’ is an H-space. In other words, we must show that the maps
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x> xxe and x— e x x, where e denotes the base point, are homotopic to
the identity. But consider the commuting diagram

plt)_xe, pl+)

BG+ —X(I’ BG+,

where 7(x, y) = x. Beause = is a homotopy equivalence, it follows from the
fact that the bottom map is homotopic to the identity that the top map is
too. Similarly, e x - is homotopic to the identity.

(ii) Of course, since the diagram (5.1.2) commutes, the multiplication
on P'™) restricts to one on F'*. But it is not clear that this is an H-space
multiplication on F'*). However, from the commuting diagram of
fibrations

1;1+)__)P(+)JH_> BH*

14
F(+)__,P(+!ABH+

it follows from the long exact homotopy sequence that * x e: F{*™) — F'*) js
a homotopy equivalence, since the other two maps are. Therefore there
exists a map F: F'*) — F(*) so that the map x+ e x #/(x) is homotopic to
the identity. Similarly, there exists a map /- F**) — F'*) such that the map
x+[l(x)xe is homotopic to the identity. It follows that the map

(x, ) l(x)x #(y) is an H-space multiplication on F'*, |

THEOREM 5.1.2. If p: G- H is a surjection between stable groups then
the mapping path fibration

For o pt+y A BHY
is orientable.

Proof. We must show that the group =, (BH*) acts trivially on the
homology of the fibre F'*), where the action is as defined in Section II.
Since p 4y, (PH)) - n,(BH™) is surjective (by virtue of p: G — H being
surjective), and since the map = u(z, ¢) from BH* to itself is homotopic
to the identity, it suffices to show that loops in BH™ of the form
1 piy(7(1) x e), where y is a loop in P'*", act trivially on H,(F'*’), since
any loop is homotopic to one of these. We may suppose further that the
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loop 7y is stationary near the endpoints of [0, 1]: y(¢)=e, if 0<2<d or
2<< 1. Recall how the action is constructed: we solve the homotopy
lifting problem

F(+)x{0} N P[+)

A
e
l I lpu)
-
-

FI%[0,1] — BH*,

where § in our particular case is the map (x, ) p, ,(7(¢) x e). The map
x> I(x, 1) then maps F'*) into itself, and the induced map on homology
is the action of the loop. In our case we can explicitly write down a suitable
map I It is

R(x, 31) if 0<r<y,
[(x, t)= { p(6) x F(x) if i<r<y
R(x,3-3r) if 3<e<|,

where R: F'")'x [0,1] —» F'*’ is a homotopy such that R(x, 1)=e X F(x)
and R(x,0)=x (and 7 is the map in part (ii) of Theorem 5.1.1). It follows
immediately that this solves the homotopy extension problem above. Since
I'(x, 1) = x, we see that in fact the loop in BH* acts trivially on F**, up to
homotopy, and so it certainly acts trivially on the homology. |

LEMMA 5.1.3. The space F'*) is connected.

Proof. This follows immediately from the long exact homotopy
sequence for the mapping path fibration, and the fact that the map
n,(P'")—>w,(BH") is onto. |

Now, we are in a position to prove the main results. We will consider
first extensions of groups, and then apply this to short exact sequences of
rings. Let

l1oN->G-oH-1

be an extension of stable groups. Recall from Theorem 2.6.13 that we may
choose plussed spaces and maps so that the diagram

BN — BG — BH

(I+l ’l+l 1‘I+ (513)

BN* — BG* — BH™*
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commutes, and so that there are compatible homotopies

IxBN — BH

|

IxBN* — BH",

We obtain a commutative diagram

BN —— F
ql la (5.1.4)
BN* — F*,

iy

where F is the homotopy fiber of the map p: BG —» BH, § is the map
induced by the maps ¢, in diagram (5.1.3), and j and j ., are the maps
induced by the homotopies above, as in (2.5.3).

THEOREM 5.1.4. The map j,,: BN* — F'*) is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Since both BN* and F'*' are connected H-spaces (by
Theorems 2.6.10 and 5.1.1, respectively), in view of Theorem 2.5.5 it suffices
to show that j, , , induces an isomorphism on homology. For this, it suffices
to show that the other three maps in diagram (5.1.4) induce isomorphisms
on homology. The map j: BN — F is a homotopy equivalence, and so cer-
tainly it is a homology isomorphism; the map ¢q: BN — BN ™ is a homology
isomorphism by definition of the plus construction. So it remains to con-
sider the map §. Consider the commuting diagram of fibrations

— P — BH

F+'—’ Pl+) — BH+.

Since H acts trivially on H,(N) (by Theorem 2.6.7), it follows that the top
fibration is orientable; while by Theorem 5.1.3, the bottom fibration is
orientable. Since the maps ¢, are homology isomorphisms, by definition
of the plus construction, it follows from the comparison theorem
(Theorem 2.5.7) that §: F— F'*) induces an isomorphism on homology. ||

We need one more simple result which is actually a consequence of the
above theorem.
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CoRrOLLARY 5.1.5. If
N—-5G-2>4

is an extension of stable groups and A is abelian then the map

i, : m(BN*)>n,(BG")

is an isomorphism for all n> 1, and an injection for n=1.

Proof. Since A is abelian, its maximal perfect subgroup is trivial, and
therefore ¢: BA— BA* is a homotopy equivalence. It follows that
n,(BA*)=0 if n>1, and so by the long exact homotopy sequence, the
map from homotopy fiber F**) of p,: BG* - BA* into BG* induces an
isomorphism on =, for n>1, and an injection if n=1. The corollary
therefore follows from the homotopy commutative diagram

BN+ f+) F(+)

1

BN+ 1—+’BG+

and the fact proved in the last theorem that the map i, , is a homotopy
equivalence. |

Remark. In fact Corollary 5.15 is much easier than we have made it out
to be: it is very easy to see directly that if the quotient A4 is abelian then the
extension of groups passes to a fibration, up to homotopy, of plussed
spaces—see [7,(6.4)]. It is not necessary to assume that the groups
involved are stable.

Now, let

051545 A4/1-0

by a short exact sequence of weakly upital C*-algebras (see Section II). We
obtain from it an extension of stable groups

N->G-H,

where N= GLI, G=GLA, and H is the image in GLA/I of G. Note that H
is an open and closed subgroup of GLA/I which contains the commutator
subgroup (because the commutator subgroup is contained in the connected
component of the identity). Therefore the quotient (GLA/I)/H is abelian,
and Corollary 5.15 applies: n,(BH")—> n,(BGL A/I") is an isomorphism
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for n> 1 and an injection for n = 1. Identifying BN* with the fiber F\*’ by
means of the map j,,, we obtain long exact K-theory sequence

~ K, 1(4) =K, (4/]) > K,(I) > K,(4) > (5.1.5)

(where n > 1) which by Theorem 2.6.13, and the discussion following it, is
compatible with the long exact sequence in topological K-theory via the
transformation o: K, — K.

5.2. Application to Calkin Algebras

Throughout the rest of this section, B will be a g-unital C*-algebra and J
will be a o-unital ideal in B. Let us recall from Section I that the kernel &
of the s-homomorphism p: 2(B)— 2(B/J) induced from the projection
B— B/Jis

X = (A QB,HRQIYH®JT (5.2.1)

(see Definition 1.3.8). Recall also that by Theorem 1.1.10, the map
M(HA ® B)— (A ® B/J) is surjective, and so since the same is true of
the *-homomorphism p: 2(B) —» 2(B/J), we obtain the following short
exact sequence

04 > 2(B)—> 2(B/J)-0. (5.2.2)

THEOREM 5.2.1. If o/ is a separable C*-subalgebra of ¥ then there exists
an element ue & such that 1 2u >0 and ua= a= au for every ae /.

Proof. Let E,=X"®B; let E=4"®J, and let E, be a separable
C*-subalgebra of .# (A4 ® B; A ®J) which maps onto & < Z. It follows
from the definition of .#(# ® B; # ®J) that E, - E,c E, and so, by
Theorem 1.1.11, there exists an element Ne.#(# ® B) such that
1=2N>=0, and

iy N-AQBcA®J
(i) (1=N)-E,cx ®J

Condition (1) implies that Ne . Z (4 ® B; # ®J), while condition (i1)
states that N acts as a unit for E,, modulo " ® J. Therefore, if we let u
denote the image of N in the quotient ' = .#(A ® B, ¥ ® J)/A & J, then
ua=a=au for every ae /. J

In particular, & is weakly unital, and so from the long exact sequence
(5.1.5), we obtain the following result.
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THEOREM 5.2.2. If R is a unital C*-algebra which contains ¥ as an ideal
then from the exact sequence

0> —L> B R -0

we obtain a long exact sequence

s KAR) L K(R)T) -5 K, (X)L K, (B) L. ]

Now, the restriction map p: #(A @ B) > (A ®J) maps A ®J into
itself, and so passes to a map p: A (A ® B)/ A ®J — 2(J).

THEOREM 5.2.3. If the annihilator ideal of J< B is o-unital, then the
restriction map p: & - 2(J) passes to an isomorphism in K-theory.

Proof. Let us consider first the case in which J is an essential ideal of B,
so that the map p is an inclusion. By Theorem 2.6.10, both BGLZ * and
BGL2(J)* are connected H-spaces, and so by Theorem 2.5.5 it suffices to
show that the mapping

pe: HJGLT)—~ H, (GL2(J)) (5.2.3)

is an isomorphism. According to Theorem 1.3.13, there exists an isometry
ve . # (A ®J) such that Ad(v) maps 2(J) into #. It follows that (5.2.3) is
surjective, because the composition

poAd(v): 2(J) - 2(0)

is equal to Ad(v), since p is merely an inclusion. Therefore, passing to
homology we get Ad(v), 0 p, =Ad(v),, and Ad(v), =1id, by Lemma 2.6.12.
So it remains to prove that the map (5.2.3) is injective. By the continuity of
homology (Lemma 2.5.2),

H,(GL¥)=limH (GLsA),

where the direct limit is taken over all separable C*-subalgebras & of %.
So it suffices to show that for each such &, the map p, is an injection on
the image of H,(GL«/) in H (GLZ). However, by Theorem 1.3.14, there
exist isometries v, € A4 (A ®J) and v, € # (A ® B) such that Ad(v,) maps
M(HA ®J) into Z, and also Ad(v,) is equal to Ad(v,) on . Thus the
composition

Ad(v1),

H (GL4)~ H (GLZ) 2% H,(GL2(J)) H,(GLZ),



ALGEBRAIC K-THEORY OF C*-ALGEBRAS 109

is equal to

Ad(n),
—

H (GLA)—- H (GLT) H (GLZ),

which is in turn equal to simply the inclusion H, (GL«)— H (GLZ),
because by Lemma 2.6.12 again, Ad(v,), =1id. Therefore p, is injective on
the image of H, (GLs/) in H (GLZ) and so the theorem is proved if J is
an essential ideal of B. We can reduce the general case to this case by
introducing the annihilator ideal of J into the picture, as follows. To make
the notation a little less cumbersome, let 7= Ann(J), and for any ideal L of
B let

X(L)y=H(A QB A RL)A®L.

Consider the following commutative square (cf. (1.3.8))

THOT(J)—=> ZUDJ)

| |

AN ATy — 20D ).

By what we have already shown, since /@ J is an essential, g-unital ideal in
B, the right-hand vertical map is an isomorphism in K-theory. It follows
that the left-hand vertical map is an isomorphism in K-theory too, and
since K-theory is additive (see Theorem 2.6.9), it follows that the maps
Z(I)- 2(I) and Z(J)- 2(J) both induce isomorphisms. The latter one
gives us the theorem in the general case. |

An important consequence of Theorem 5.2.3 is that we are able to make
the groups K, (2(B)) functorial for arbitrary *-homomorphisms, and not
simply quasi-unital ones. As in Section II, if B is a C*-algebra then denote
by B the C*-algebra obtained by adjoining a unit to B (and if B is unital
already then B= B® C). Any *-homomorphism /: B, » B, induces a unital
map f: B, - B,, and so a quasi-unital map 1 ® /:# ® B, » # ® B,. Thus
f induces a *-homomorphism from .#(X ® B,) to #(# ® B,), and so a
map from K,(2(B,)) to K,(2(B,)) by means of the diagram

Ky (M(H ®B)/AH @ B,) L0 K, (MH ®B)/H ® B,)
;l l; (5.2.4)
K, (2(B,)) » K (2(B,)).
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The vertical maps, which are given by restriction, are isomorphisms for the
following reason: from Theorem 5.2.2 and the exact sequence

0—Z > MH QB)AH QJ—> MH QB/J)—0,

it follows that the inclusion of & into 4 (X ® B; # ®J) induces an
isomorphism

K ()= K (M(H @B ®J), (5.2.5)

since the quotient .# (A ® B/J) has trivial K-theory (by Theorem 2.6.5).
Therefore by Theorem 5.2.3, the restriction map from .# (A4 ® B)/A @ J to
2(J) induces an isomorphism in K-theory. We note that the annihilator
ideal of B in B is equal to zero if B is not unital, and equal to C if B is
unital: in either case it is o-unital.

LemMMA 5.2.4. If f happens to be quasi-unital already then this definition
of f, agrees with the natural one.

Proof. Consider first the composition
MA QB L M(AH ®B,) > M(H @ B,). (5.2.6)

If pe#(B,) is the projection such that f[B,] generates pB,p as a
hereditary subalgebra, then 1 ® pe.#(A ® B,) commutes with the image
of the map (5.2.6). Thus we may write pf =g+ h, where g maps into
M(A ® pB, p) and h maps into (A ® (1 — p) B,(1 — p)). Consider now
the induced maps

Lahyt K (MAH ®B)AH ®B)— K (MA@ B,)/H ® B,).

By Lemma 2.1.18, p, f, = g, + h,. But i, =0: the reason is that #" ® B, is
contained in the kernel of & therefore~ the induced map on
M(A ® B,)/H# ® B, factors through 4 (X ® B,),

M(H @B @B, > MH @B,/ ¥ B,

T

M(H ® B,)

and so we get 2, =0 from the fact that K (A (A ® B,))=0. So it remains
to show that g,=f p,. In fact g=fp: both g and fp map into
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M(A @ pB, p), and since f[B,] generates pB,p as a hereditary sub-
algebra, it suffices to show that

g(x) f(b) = flp(x)) f(b). (5.2.7)

for every xe . #(A# ® B,) and every be ¥ ® B,. Since p is the identity on
A" ® B, the right-hand side of (5.2.7) is equal to f(xb). The left-hand side
is equal to g(x) g(b), since g is equal to fon )" ® B, ; this is, in turn, equal
to g(xb), because xbe A ® B,. |

Remark. By the same technique we may, for example, make
Ext~'(C, A4) functorial in the second variable, as long as C is separable and
A is g-unital. We leave the details to the reader, but note that the reason
this works is that conjugation with an isometry gives the identity map on
extension groups.

THEOREM 5.2.5.  With respect to ideals J < B for which J, B, and Ann(J)
are o-unital, the functor B K_(2(B)) is split exact.

Proof.  Suppose that
0->J->B5BJ-0

1s a split exact sequence with J, Ann(J/), and B all og-unital. By
Lemma 5.2.4, the map p,: K, (2(B)) - K, (2(B/J)) has a right inverse.
Therefore, it follows from the long exact sequence of Theorem 5.2.2,
together with Theorem 5.2.3, that the sequence

0 K,(2(J)) - K, (2(B)) -5 K. (2(8/J))-0

is split exact, where the map from K, (2(J)) to K,(2(B)) is equal to

K, (2J)) =22 K (M(H QBYA ®J) - K (2(B)).  (528)

(We use the isomorphism (5.2.5) to replace 2 with .#(A ® B)/A ®J in
Theorems 5.2.3 and 5.2.2.) So the proof is a matter of showing that this
is the same as the map j,: K, (2(J)) - K, (2(B)), defined as in (5.2.4).
Consider the diagram

MA QINAHA R L MA QBN Q> MH QB)/H QB

| T

2(J) M(A QB) A S 2(B),

P T
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where the various maps named p are all obtained from restriction, while
the maps 7 are projections into quotients. The left-hand square commutes
because in the analogous square

MA RT)—L> M(H ® B)

”J J”

MA ®T) —— M(H ® B)

both ways around the diagram, from .# (X ® J) to (X ® J), are exten-
sions of the inclusion of the ideal ¥ ®J of .4 (A ®J) into (KA ®J):
hence by Theorem 1.1.2 the two maps are equal. The right-hand square
certainly commutes too, and so since the top map of the diagram gives the
map j, as in (5.2.4), while the bottom gives (5.2.8), these two maps are
equal. §

5.3. Isomorphism with Topological K-Theory

We begin by proving homotopy invariance for the algebraic K-theory
groups of generalized Calkin algebras.

LEMMA 5.3.1.  The functor B'+— K (2(B')) is stable, and also half exact
with respect to split exact sequences of the form

0-B®I->BR®AS BRA/I-0,
where B is o-unital, A is separable, and the sequence
0— Ann(l) » A - A/Ann(l) -0

admits a completely positive section.

Proof. After identifying 2(4 ® B') with M,(2(B')) appropriately, the
canonical map e: 2(B') —» 2(# ® B') is equal to the map embedding 2(B’)
in the top-left-hand corner of M,(2(B")). By Theorem 2.6.11 this induces
an isomorphism on K-theory. As for the split exactness part of the theorem,
it suffices to show that the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2.5 are satisfied.
Thus we need to show that Ann(B®I) is o-unital However,
Ann(B® I} = B® Ann({) by the following argument. By Theorem 1.3.5, the
sequence

0—->B®Ann(I) > B®A— BR A/Ann(l) -0
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is exact. Therefore B® Ann([l) is the kernel of the restriction map
B®R®A-B®A/Anm(l)s B 4 () H#(BRI).

In other words, it is the annihilator ideal of B® 1. |

THEOREM 5.3.2. The functor B K_(2(B)) (where B is oc-unital) is
homotopy invariant.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.2.2 to the functor 4+ K (2(B® 4)),
keeping B fixed. As we pointed out in Remark 3.2.4, it suffices to know that
the functor is split exact with respect to split exact sequences of the form
described in Lemma 5.3.1. Hence homotopy invariance follows from the
lemma and Theorem 3.2.2. |

THEOREM 5.3.3.  For every g-unital C*-algebra B the homomorphism
a: Ky (2(B)) = K (2(B))

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let J' be a o-unital ideal in a g-unital C*-algebra B'. Let 2"
denote the kernel of 2(B') —» 2(B'/J’). By Theorem 2.6.13, the diagram

- Kn(Q(BI)) - Kn(’UZ(B//J/)) —0') Kn/ 1(32/.’) - an l(:z(B/)) -

- Ki(2(B')) — Ki(2(B'/J)—= K. (X") > K, (2(B) -

which relates the long exact sequences in algebraic and topological
K-theory, commutes. Apply this to the short exact sequence

0-B®Cy(R)> B®R®CCy(0,1] - B-0.

Since K, (2(BQRCo(0,1]))=0=K(2B® Cy(0, 1])), we get the com-
muting square

K, (2(B))— K, &'

K (2(B))— K, _ %"
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But since in the case we are considering, the annihilator ideal Ann(J") is
c-unital, (it is trivial, in fact), we also have the commuting square

K, (%)= K, 1(2(J)

Ky (&) — K, (2(),

n—1

where the top map is an isomorphism by Theorem 5.2.3, and the bottom is
an isomorphism by applying the arguments of Theorem 5.2.3 to topological
K-theory. Therefore, under the inductive hypothesis that the map «,_, is
an isomorphism for every o-unital C*-algebra B, it follows that «, is an
isomorphism for every o-unital C*-algebra. So it remains only to consider
the case of n=1 to start off the induction. We know that
a: K,(2(B)) = K!(2(B)) is onto (this is true for any Banach algebra). We
must show that any element of GL 2(B) which is connected to the identity
is actually in the commutator subgroup. For this we can either argue from
homotopy invariance or more directly, along the lines of the infinite dimen-
sions argument of Theorem 2.4.7. Since the argument of Theorem 2.4.7
works, verbatim, we will not bother to repeat it here. |

We remark that another way of getting the case n=1 is to introduce the
group K, (see [4]). The reduction of dimensions argument may be taken
one step further, to K,. But the topological and algebraic K,-groups are
the same, so there is no further work to be done.

5.4. The General Case

Throughout this section, 4 will denote a fixed unital C*-algebra. Our
goal is to indicate how the results of the previous two sections should be
modified so as to yield the following generalization of Theorem 5.3.1.

THEOREM 5.4.1.  For every c-unital C*-algebra B the homomorphism
a: K, (A®2(B)) - K, (4® 2(B))

is an isomorphism.

The only non-trivial point has already been dealt with in Section I: by
Theorems 1.3.11 and 1.3.12, if J is a o-unital ideal in a o-unital C*-algebra
B, then we have exact sequences

0-ARX > ARXAB) > AR2AB/J) -0 (5.4.1)
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and
0 ARY - AR (M(A ®B) A ®J)—> AR M(A ® B/J)— 0. (5.4.2)

Here is the analog of Theorem 5.2.1.

THEOREM 5.4.2. If 4 is a separable C*-suvalgebra of AQ X then there
exists an element e€ AQ X such that 1 2e>=20 and ec=c=ce for every
ce¥.

Proof. The C*-algebra ¥ is contained in some 4 ® ./, where & is a
separable C*-subalgebra of Z. By applying Lemma 5.2.1 we obtain a
suitable element ¢ of the form e=1®u. |

Thus we can apply the excision results of Section 5.1 to the short exact
sequences (5.4.1) and (5.4.2), and so obtain the analog of Theorem 5.2.2 for
ARX.

Modulo forming the tensor product with 4, or with the identity map on
A, as the case may be, all the remaining resuits of Sections 5.1 and 5.3
follow easily. (There is one additional point, and that is the fact that
K, (A® . #(A ®B))=0. This is proved exactly as in Theorem 2.6.5,
modulo the same modifications: form the tensor product of everything with
A or id ,.} Then the proof of Theorem 5.4.1, along the lines of the proof of
Theorem 5.3.3, follows without further complications.

VI. FURTHER RESULTS

We begin by studying the non-stable general linear group GL,2(B). We
prove that if B is unital then the inclusion of GL,2(B) into GL_ 2(B)
indices a homotopy equivalence BGL,2(B)* ~BGL_2(B)*, and
therefore also, for example, an isomorphism in homology. The proof is
rather intricate, which should not be too surprising when one considers
that the corresponding topological K-theory results are not at all trivial
either.

Following this, we will consider the K-theory of unitary, as opposed to
general linear groups. We find that the algebraic and topological groups for
the algebras 2(B) are equal; since everything goes through as expected, we
will be brief

In Section 6.3 we study the Karoubi-Villamayor K-theory. These groups
are another solution to the problem of defining the homotopy of the group
GLR, where R is a discrete ring. Karoubi and Villamayor make use of the
equation

1({X)=mn,_(2X),

607/67:1-8



116 NIGEL HIGSON

from homotopy theory, where @ denotes the loop space, by defining an
algebraic version of Q. In order to make things tick, a suitable notion of
fibration is needed, and it must be shown that a short exact sequence of
rings gives rise to a fibration

GLJ - GLB— GLB/J.

This is unfortunately not the case for a general short exact sequence of
rings, but it is true for stable C*-algebras, and using this we are able to
show that the Karoubi-Villamayor groups of a stable C*-algebra are
isomorphic to the topological K-theory groups, using the by now familiar
technique of proving homotopy invariance and then reducing dimensions.

Karoubi has quite recently shown that the algebraic mod p K-theory
groups of a stable C*-algebra are equal to the topological mod p K-theory
groups. We briefly indicate in Section 6.4 how to duplicate this result using
our techniques.

We end with a conjecture concerning the algebraic K-theory of stable
C*-algebras.

6.1. Non-stable General Linear Groups

We begin by stating a result which effectively answers in the topological
context the question about non-stable algebraic K-theory that we are
addressing. It asserts that the non-stable topological K,-group of 2(B), for
a unital C*-algebra B, is equal to the usual K-theory.

THEOREM 6.1.1 [41, Theorem 3.7]. The group GL,2(B)/GL2(B) is
naturally isomorphic to the group Ko(B), for unital C*-algebras B.

It is easy to give an explicit description of the above isomorphism: we
map GL,2(B)/GLY2(B) into GL_ 2(B)/GL° 2(B) in the usual way; the
latter group is K'(2(B)), and we pass to K,(B) via the boundary map:

index: K!(2(B))— Ko(A ® B)

(see [41] for details).

Theorem 6.1.1 will be of considerable importance to us. We will also
need computations of non-stable algebraic K, for various C*-algebras A4; in
other words, we will need to compute the maximal perfect subgroup of
GL, A for these 4. We will suppose that A is stable in the following
weakened sense: there exist pairwise orthogonal projections p,, p,,... in the
multiplier algebra of A, such that each p, and each 1 — p, is equivalent to
the identity. Examples are the C*-algebras 2(B), and the ideals ¥ defined
in (5.2.1).
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THEOREM 6.1.2. (Compare [24, Proposition 7.11.) If A is stable in the
above sense then the group GLS A is perfect.

Proof. We give the argument of [24]. It suffices to show that if
xeGLJA and if x is sufficiently close to the identity—we shall assume
that |1 — x| <i—then x may be written as a product of commutators
in GLYA. With respect to the decomposition of the identity element
1=p,+ (1= p,), write x as the matrix (! I2). Direct computation reveals
that x = lud, where

l—( 1 0) __<1 xlz(xzz—lexnlxlz)_l>
= - , U= >
Xy xp 1 0 !

X1 0
d= o .
0 xp—xyx;'xp,

From our assumption ||1 — x|| <4, it follows that |1 —x,,[| <3, and also

1_.. a9 S p —1 S 1—. Bl XH e — | I
[ X2s+ Xo X1y X2l < | Xl + [1x54l T [l x1ll
1+1 1 1
—_— _x—-——. —
22 1/2 2
:1‘

so that [, u, and 4 are all well defined and connected to the identity. Now,
both / and u are commutators, as are any upper or lower triangular,
unimodular matrices. For example,

S (G A AP

So it remains to show that 4 is a product of commutators. However, we

can write
d:( 1 >)<<1 >,
0 1 0 xzz—xﬂxlllxlz

and then the infinite dimensions trick used in the proof of Theorem 2.4.7
shows that each of the terms on the right is a product of two matrices of

the form
w 0 0
( o w! 0).
0 0 1
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These are products of commutators by the Whitehead lemma
(Theorem 2.4.2). In fact, these are products of commutators of elementary
matrices, which are of course connected to the identity. ||

THEOREM 6.1.3. (i) If B is a unital C*-algebra then

GL°2(B)=[GL,2(B), GL,2(B)].

(ii) If B is a unital C*-algebra and if ¥ denotes the kernel of the map
from AB® C[0, 1]) to 2(B) induced from evaluation at 1€ [0, 1], then

GL,Z =GL°%Z =[GL, %, GL, % 1.

Proof. For (i), it follows from Theorem 6.1.2 that GL{2(B) is contained
in the commutator subgroup. On the other hand, according to
Theorem 6.1.1, the quotient group GL,2(B)/GL}2(B) is isomorphic to
Ko(B); so it is, in particular, abelian. Therefore, the connected component
of the identity contains the commutator subgroup. As for (ii), it follows
from Theorem 6.1.1 that the homomorphism

GL,2(B® C[0, 11)/GL°2(B® C[0, 1]) » GL, 2(B)/GL° 2(B),

induced from evaluation at 1, is an isomorphism, since the corresponding
map in topological K-theory is. Therefore, if xe GL; & then x is connected
to the identity by some path 7 in GL, 2(B® C[0, 1]). If § denotes the path
in GL, 2(B® C[0, 1]) which is the image of y under the endomorphism of
GL,2(B® C{0, 1]) induced from the map

B®C[0,1]-B—->BR®C[0,1],

then yp~' is a path in GL, % connecting x to the identity. Thus
GL,Z =GLYZ. The rest of the assertion of part (ii) follows from
Theorem 6.1.2. ||

From now on we will consider GL, % as a discrete group. We wish to
show that the space BGL, % * is contractible. By Theorem 6.1.3, together
with the definition of the plus construction, BGL,Z * is simply connected.
Therefore, by the Whitehead theorem (Theorem2.5.3) together with the
fact that H (BGL,Z)=~ H (BGL,% *), the following result suffices.

THeOREM 6.1.4. The space BGL, % is acyclic.

The proof is rather long and complicated, so let us put it to one side for
the moment and see how we can prove from it the main theorem of the
section:
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THEOREM 6.1.5. If B is a unital C*-algebra then the natural inclusion j of
GL,2(B) into GL , 2(B) induces a homotopy equivalence

j+: BGL,2(B)* — BGL,2(B)*.

We will need the following strengthening of the excision results of
Section 5.1. The theorem is due to Berrick [7, 8].

THEOREM 6.1.6. Let
1o N->G-oH-1

be an extension of groups. If PH acts trivially on H (N), and if N is perfect
then the sequence

BNt > BGY - BH"*

is a fibration, up to homotopy.

(We remind the reader that PH acts on H,(N) as follows: lift ye PH to
an element x e G; then the action of y is the automorphism of H(N)
induced by the automorphism z+ xzx ! of N.)

LEMMA 6.1.7. The map BGL,2(B®C[0,1])* —» BGL2(B)* is a
homotopy equivalence. Thus the two maps from BGL 2(B® C[0,1])" to
BGL2(B)* induced from evaluation at 0€[0,1] and 1€[0,1] are
homotopic.

Proof. We wish to apply Theorem 6.1.6 to the extension

15GL, % - GL,2(B® C[0,1]) > GL,2(B)— 1. (6.1.1)

Since the maximal perfect subgroup of GL, 2(B) is equal to the connected
component of the identity, and since the connected component of the iden-
tity is generated by elements of the form e, where y € 2(B), in order to
show that PGL,2(B) acts triviallly on H,(GL,Z), it suffices to show that
each e” acts trivially. Thus it suffices to show that if xe 2(B® C[0, 1]),
then the automorphism Ad(e*) of GL, % is trivial at the level of homology.
Using the continuity of homology (Lemma 2.5.2), it suffices to show that
the map
Ad(e*),: H(GL X¥)- H(GL, %)

is trivial on the image of every H (GL,o/) in H, (GL,Z), where of
is a separable C*-subalgebra of %. Define C*-subalgebras of
M(A @BRC[0,1]) as follows:
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(1) E;=x4®B®C[0,1].

2) E=X#®B&®C[0,1).

(3) E, is a separable subalgebra of # (A @B®C[O0,1];
A ® B® C[0, 1)) which maps onto &/ in the quotient %

(4) & is a separable subalgebra of # (A ® B® C[0,1]) which
maps onto the C*-algebra generated by x in 2(B® C[0, 1]).

Then by Theorem 1.1.12, there exists an element Me #(X ® B®
C[O, 1]) such that:

(i) 1=M>0.
(i) M-E,<E.
(ili) (1—M) E,cE
(iv) [M,F]<E

If # denotes the image of M in 2(B® C[0, 1]), then condition (ii) implies
that u e &; condition (iii) implies that u acts as a unit for <, and condition
(iv) implies that ¥ commutes with x. It follows that on the image of </ in
&, the automorphism Ad(e*) is equal to Ad(e*"™*). But e“'/z"”l/ZeGLIQ" ,
and so this last automorphism is inner, which implies by Lemma 2.5.1 that
it acts trivially on H,(GL, %), and therefore Ad(e*), is trivial on the image
of H (GL\«) in H (GL,Z). This shows that PGL2(B) acts trivially on
H (GL,Z); by Theorem6.1.3, PGL,Z =GL,%. So we get that the
sequence

BGL, %" — BGL,2(B® C[0,1])* - BGL, 2(B)*

is a fibration, up to homotopy. Since by Theorem 6.1.4, the space BGL, % *
is contractible, it follows that the map

BGL,2(B®C[0,1])* - BGL,2(B)"

is a homotopy equivalence. |

Proof of Theorem 6.1.5. Define an embedding g of M, 2(B) into 2(B)
as follows. Choose pairwise orthogonal projections P,® 1 e .# (X ® B),
each equivalent to the identity, and then embed M, 2(B) into 2(B), using
these equivalences, by sending the matrix unit e;€ M, to the projections
P,®1 (or, strictly speaking, the image of this projection in the quotient
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9(B) of .4 (A ® B)). This passes to a homomorphism of groups from
GL_ 2(B) to GL,2(B). The composition

GL_, 9(B)—%> GL,2(B)— GL_ 9(B)

is casily seen to pass to the identity map on K, (2(B)) by the technique
used in the proof of Lemma 2.6.12. As for the composition

GL,2(B) - GL, 2(B)—%> GL,2(B), (6.1.2)

it is given by conjugation with an isometry V® 1 € .# (4 ® B) whose final
space 1s equal to the projection P, ® 1. Now, by connecting V to the iden-
tity in 2(#°) by a strongly continuous path {V,},. o, of isometries, we
obtain a *-homomorphism from £ ® B to " ® B&® [0, 1] which is the
identity at 0e [0, 1] and which is equal to conjugation with the isometry
V®1 at 1[0, 1]. It is easily verified that this map is quasi-unital: for
instance, the projection of Definition 1.1.6 is equal to the tensor product of
L€ B with the projection {V,V}}, (o176 4 (X ®C[0,1]). So we obtain
from it a *-homomorphism from 2(B) to 2(B&® C[0, 1]) which is the iden-
tity over Oe [0, 1], and which is the map induced by conjugation with
V®1 over 1€[0,1]. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 6.1.7 that the
map

BGL,2(B)* —*» BGL,, 2(B)* - BGL,2(B)*
is homotopic to the identity. Thus the map
g.:BGL_2(B)* - BGL 2(B)”"
is a homotopy inverse to j, : BGL, 2(B)* - BGL, 2(B)*. |

COROLLARY 6.1.8. The natural map from BGL,2(B)* to B'GL,2(B) is
a homotopy equivalence.

Here B‘GL, 2(B) denotes the classifying space of the group considered as
a topological group.

Proof. Consider the homotopy commutative diagram

BGL,2(B)* — BGL . 2(B)*

J |

B'GL,2(B) — B‘GL . 2(B).
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By the theorem we have just finished proving, the top map is a homotopy
equivalence. It follows from [41] that the bottom map is a homotopy
equivalence. Finally, Theorem 5.3.3 asserts that the right-hand map is a
homotopy equivalence. Three maps in the diagram being homotopy
equivalences, so is the fourth. ||

It remains then to prove Theorem 6.1.4. The basic idea behind the proof
is to construct a model for BGL, 2" which is easily comparable to BGL %,
this latter space being acyclic by the results of Section V. We will follow
[23], where the same ideas are used to show that BGL,#() is acyclic;
the technique is credited there to a paper of Segal [48]. For simplicity’s
sake, we will let B’ denote B® C[0,1], and let J' denote the ideal
B® C[0, 1). Fix for the rest of this section a maximal set {e,e,,..} of
pairwise orthogonal rank one projections in .

DErFINITON 6.1.9. Let us say that a projection Pe # (A ® B’) is stan-
dard if it is of the form

P= Z e,-"®1,

n=1

where {e,,e,,..} is a countably infinite subset of {e,, e,,..}.
It will be convenient to denote also by P the image of the standard
projection P in the quotient algebra 2(8’).

LemMA 6.1.10. Let P,,.., P, be standard projections and let o be a
separable C*-subalgebra of ¥. There exist standard projections P;< P,
which are mutually orthogonal, and for which P;sd P; =0, if i # j.

Proof. Write P,= Z]‘il p;» where each p,; is some ¢, ® 1. As a first step,
we may assume that the P, are orthogonal, that is, that the p,; are distinct
from one another. In order to define P; observe first that for every p;, and
any element Xe /(A Q@ B'; # ®J'), the element p X is contained in
A ®J, by definition of .#(H# ® B'; # ®J'). Next, since in particular,
p;XeX @ B, it follows that for any index k, the sequence {p,Xp..}iq
converges in norm to zero as & — co. It is convenient to use the reverse
lexicographic ordering on the set of all pairs (i, j) of natural numbers,
which is defined as

f b>dor
if b=danda<e.

(a, b) < (e, d){

In our case, the first number in the pair will be limited to 1,2,.,n It
follows that any (i, j) has only a finite number of predecessors in this
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ordering. Now, let {X,, X,,..}] be a countable subset of
MA QB A ®J) whose image in & is a dense subset of .. Define
Pi=%; p;, where each pj; is chosen recursively from among the projections
{ Py Py} as follows:

(1) pPhi=run-
(1) Having chosen projections p for all (i, j)<(k,[), choose the
projection pj, such that

1Py X, prll <2710,

forall (i, j)<(k.,/)and all A=1,... ]+ .

(Note that we are only asking each p;, to do a finite number of things, and
so its existence is not in doubt.) To show that P].o/ P, =0, it suffices to
show that P/ X, P, e A" ®J for every h. We have

P,{XhPI’c=Z P;thZ Pk
J !
-3 (S rixurks).
J 4

by continuity of multiplication on bounded subsets in the strict topology.
All of the terms in this double series are elements of ¥ ® J', and apart
from the finitely many terms for which A> j+/ the (i j)th term is
bounded in norm by 27+ Consequently, the series converges in norm
(absolutely, in fact), and so the limit, P/ X, P, is an element of ¥ ® J". |

Next, we need a generalization of Theorem [.1.11.

Lemma 6.1.11. Let o/ be a separable C*-subalgebra of %, and let
E,,.., E, be separable C*-subalgebras of X such that </ - E,c E, for all i,
and E;- E;=0, if i # j. There exist elements M ,,..., M, of Z such that

(i) Each M, commutes with /.
() Ifi#), then M- E;=0.
(iit}) For every i, (1—-M,) E;=0.

Proof. We proceed by induction. The case n=1 follows from the fact
that we may find M, € & such that Mx = x = xM for every element x of .&/
and E, (see Theorem35.2.1). Suppose then that we are given elements
M., M, | in & with the required properties for the C*-algebras
E,,., E,_,. Apply Theorem 1.1.11 to the C*-subalgebras E,, E,, E, and #
of (A ® B'), where:
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(i) # is a separable C*-subalgebra of .# (X ® B'; # ®J'), the
image of which in & is the C*-algebra generated by M\..., M, _,, and .
(ii) E, is the C*-algebra generated by # ® B’, along with a
separable C*-subalgebra of .#(X ® B'; " ®J') which maps onto the
C*-subalgebra of 4 generated by F,,., E,_,.
(iii) £, is a separable C*-subalgebra of .#(X ® B'; # ®J') which
maps onto E,,.

(iv) E=x4®J.

Then E, E,cE and F E,cE,, and so there exists an element
Me H (A ® B') such that:

(1) M annihilates E,, modulo ¥ ® J'.
(2) M commutes with #, modulo ¥ ® J".
(3) 1— M annihilates E,, modulo ¥ ® J".

Condition (1) implies that Me.#(A ® B'; # ®J'). If we let M, denote
the image of A in &, then by conditions (1), (2), and (3): M, commutes
with & and the M;; (1—-M,)-E,=0; and M, E,=0 for i=1,.,n—1.
Define M,, for i=1,..,.n—1,tobe (1-M,)M;. 1

THEOREM 6.1.12. Let P,.., P, be standard projections and let Y .., Y,
be elements of GL,%. There exist proper projections P; <P, for i=1,..,n,
and an element Yoe GL,| ¥ such that Y P;=Y,P; for all i=1,.., n.

We are using P to denote not only a proper projection but also its image
in 2(B").

Proof. By Theorem 6.1.3, the group GL, % is connected, and so each Y,
may be written as a product of exponentials

Y, =g etm (i=1,.., n)

(By adding some A4, equal to zero, we may assume that the number m
of exponentials does not depend on the index i) Now, let &/ be the
C*-algebra generated by the 4, and choose orthogonal projections
P;<P; as in Lemma 6.1.10 such that P; /P, =0 if i#k. If E; denotes
the C*-subalgebra of 2 generated by &/ P] then E;- E,=0 if i#k and
& - E,c E,. The hypotheses of Lemma 6.1.11 are satisfied, so let M,,.., M,
be elements of & as in the conclusion of the lemma. Define

Yo=1] (H eAijM')-
=1

j=1
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(The ordering of the products is from left to right: thus
IT,x;=x,x,---x,.) If i#k then by expanding e“/*" as a Taylor series, we
see that if Xe o/, or X =1, then

e MiXP, = XP,. (6.1.3)
On the other hand,
eMX P = e4iX P, (6.1.4)

which again we can verify by expanding the exponential as an infinite
series. We now compute Y, P,

YoPi=] ( [ eAva) P;

i=1 \j=1

The second equality above follows from (6.1.3) applied repeatedly, once for
each e”7 with i > k. The third equality follows from (6.1.4) applied one for
each e*+ (where j=1,..,m). The last equality follows from another
application of (6.1.3). By definition of the A4,, we have proved the
theorem. |

ifs

This completes the analysis part of the proof of Theorem 6.1.4. From
here on, things are more algebraic in nature, and we are able to follow
[23] quite closely. To simplify the notation a little bit, let G denote the
group GL, Z.

DErFINITION 6.1.13. A flag is a decreasing sequence # = {P|, P,,..} of
standard projections such that each P,_, — P, is a standard projection.

DEerINITION 6.1.14. Let P be a standard projection, and denote by G,
the subgroup of G consisting of those elements x for which xP=P. If
P ={P,, P,,..} is flag then denote by G, the subgroup of G consisting of
all elements x for which xP,= P;= P,x, for sufficiently large i.

DErINITION 6.1.15. Denote by H, the subgroup of G, consisting of
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elements x for which Px = P = xP. Denote by H, the subgroup of G, con-
sisting of those elements x for which P,x = P, = xP,, for sufficiently large i.

With respect to the decomposition 1 = P+ (1 — P), elements of G, are
matrices of the form
(o %)
0 x)’°

while elements of H, are of the form

(o )

We note that the groups G, and H, may be expressed in terms of the
groups Hp and Gp, as the direct limits

H,=\) H,, (6.1.5)

i=1

G,=) Gy, (6.1.6)
i=1

i=

LEMMA 6.1.16. For any flag P, the space BH, is acyclic.

Proof. It is clear from the description (6.1.5) that the group H, is
isomorphic to GL,,Z. By Theorem 5.2.2, GL, ¥ has the same homology
as GL,, 2(B® C[0, 1)). But by Theorem 5.3.2, this last group is acyclic. ||

The next result follows from a computation in group homology using the
Hochschild-Lyndon-Serre spectral sequence. We refer the reader to [23]
for a proof, pointing out here only the one addition needed to make the
proof work in the situation we are considering.

LEMMA 6.1.17. The inclusion HpcGp induces an isomorphism on
homology.

Proof. [23, Lemma 4 and Corollary 5]. The following result is proved
in [23]. Let R be a ring and let G(R) be the subgroup of GL, R consisting
of matrices of the form

(o %)
0 x/)’
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where x is equal to 1, modulo the ideal R of R, and y € R. If the action

o =6 6 26 -6 %)

of the multiplicative group Q* of the rationals Q on G(R) induces the
trivial action of Q* on homology, then the inclusion of the subgroup of
matrices of the form

(1 0

0 x

into G(R) induces an isomorphism on the level of homology. The paper
[23] is concerned with unital rings, but cursory inspection shows that this
restriction is only used to show that the above action is trivial—because it
is inner. In our case, the action is trivial for the usual reason: for each
separable C*-subalgebra o/ of Z, the action may be duplicated on the
image of H (G(«)) in H (G(Z)) by an inner, and hence trivial, action,

namely
<1 ¥ 1 0 <1 y)(l 0)'
—
0 x 0 e*M/\0 x/\0 &)

where e* =4 and M e X satisfies
(1-M)/=0=0o/(1-M). |

The next result combines these last two lemmas.

THEOREM 6.1.18. If 2 is any flag then the space BG , is acyclic.

Proof. By Lemma 6.1.16, it suffices to show that the inclusion of H,
into G, induces an isomorphism in homology. But in view of (6.1.5) and
(6.1.6), together with the continuity of homology (Lemma 2.5.2), this
follows from the fact that the inclusion of each Hp into G, induces an
isomorphism in homology, which is the assertion of Lemma 6.1.17. §

We are now in a position to construct a suitable model for the classifying
space of G=GL, %, and to show that it is acyclic. We can follow [23]
almost verbatim. Denote by EG the contractible complex appearing in the
Milnor infinite join model of the classifying space BG (see Sect. 2.5). For a
flag # denote by E, the subcomplex of EG consisting of all simplices
(gos» £x) such that for large enough i, g, P, = g P, for every r and s (in
other words, g, 'g,€ G, for all r and s). Since G acts on EG by left mul-
tiplication, it is clear that E, is G-invariant; furthermore, the quotient
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G\E, is equal to BG, (see [23, Lemma 97]). Indeed, the connected com-
ponent of the base point in E, is equal to the space EG,, while G acts
transitively on the components of E,,.

Let E, be the union of the E, over all flags.

LEMMA 6.1.19 [23, Lemma 10]. The space E is contractible.

Proof. Let ay,.., 0, be simplices in E, and choose flags Z,,.., %, such
that o,€ E,,. Thus there is some k for which if 6,=(g;,.., g;,) then

8nPu=8nPu="""=8gnPu

for all i=1,.., p. We now apply Theorem 6.1.12 to the standard projections
P, fori=1,.., p, and the elements Y,= g,,, to obtain standard projections
P! < P, and an element g,e G such that g, P; = g, P; for all i. It follows
that for every i, the simplex ( gy, g5 &i,) 1S contained in E. Indeed, it is
contained in E,:, where the initial projection for the flag #; is P, and the
rest of the sequence of projections is irrelevant (but note that a sequence
exists since P; is a standard projection). Thus for any ¢,,.., 5,, the space
E, contains the cone over the subspace ¢, Uo,uU **- Ug,, and so any
finite subcomplex of £ is contractible in £,. It follows that £ is contrac-
tibie (see [50, 7.6.247). |

COROLLARY 6.1.20 [23, Lemma 11]. The inclusion of B,=G\E, into
BG = G\EG is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. This follows from comparing the homotopy sequences for the
fibrations G - EG— BG and G E,_—~ B,. |

Finally, we can turn to the proof of Theorem 6.1.4. We need to make
note of one or two constructions involving flags. Two flags # and # are
orthogonal if the projections P, and R, are orthogonal, in which case the
sum of # and 2 is defined to be the flag

g®@= {P1+R1,P2+R2,...}.

If Z={P,, Py,.}, are flags then let us write Z<Z if for every k,
P, < Py. Itis easy to see that for any collection 4,,..., 2, of flags there exist
pairwise orthogonal flags #,..., #,, such that 2<%, for every i.

Note that if <, then E; < E,; and also, if #, and  are orthogonal
flags then EpnEp=Epg .

Proof of Theorem 6.1.4. (Compare [23, Theorem 13].) By
Corollary 6.1.20, it suffices to show that the space B, is acyclic. Since
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where the union is taken over all flags, and since homology is continuous,
it suffices to show that for any finite set of flags Z,...., Z,, the space

BG U - UBG,,

is contained in an acyclic subspace of B,. Choose flags #; < such that
2, is orthogonal to 2], if i # j. Since BG,:> BG4, it suffices to show that

BG, U UBG, (6.1.7,)

is an acyclic space. This we do by induction on n, the case n=1 following
from Theorem 6.1.18. It is convenient to suppose a little more, and so here
are our induction hypotheses: we suppose that the space (6.1.7,) is acyclic
for any n orthogonal flags, and furthermore, that if # is any flag
orthogonal to all the 2], then the space

BG,g v UBG,e,, (6.1.8,)

1

is acyclic. Note that this vacuously true for n=1. Given these two
hypotheses, we prove the acyclicity of first (6.1.8,,, ), and then (6.1.7,, ).
The two spaces BG, g, "+ UBG,: ¢, and BG ,. g , are acyclic, as is
their intersection

BG, g ernY " YBG, gwies

It follows from the Mayer-Vietoris sequence that their union is acyclic as
well. But the union is

BG, g,U  UBG, .

which is the space (6.1.8, . ). The acyclicity of (6.1.7,, ,), follows from the
Mayer-Vietoris sequence for the pair of acyclic spaces

BG, v - UBG,: and BG

n+1

whose intersection is

BG%)i@y’;+l otV BG',,';@J}'

nt1’

which is the acyclic space (6.1.8,. ). |

6.2. Unitary Groups

Let 4 be a C*-algebra. Denote by UA the subgroup of GLA consisting
of all unitary matrices. We want to make a remark or two about proving
the following result.
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THEOREM 6.2.1. If B is a o-unital C*-algebra then the natural map
a: BU2(B)* - B'U2(B)* = B'U2(B)
is a homotopy equivalence.

Here, B? denotes the classifying space, considering UA as a discrete
group, and B’ denotes the classifying space, considering UA as a
topological group in the usual way. We should make a remark about the
latter construction. The family of maps

F: xex|x| Yt+(1=0)x]) (xe GLA)

from GLA to itself, parametrized by 7€ [0, 1], is a homotopy from the
identity to a retraction of GLA onto UA. It follows of course that the
inclusion U4 5 GLA is a homotopy equivalence, and from this it follows
that the natural map B'UA — B'‘GLA is a homotopy equivalence. In par-
ticular, n,(B‘UA)=K/(A4), which is abelian, and so B'U4A~B'UA™, and
the natural map mentioned in the theorem makes sense.

The proof begins by identifying the maximal perfect subgroup of U2(B).
For this we simply appeal to [24], in which is proved a unitary version of
Theorem 2.4.7: if A is a stable C*-algebra then the connected component of
the identity in UA is perfect (see [24, Proposition 7.6]). On the other
hand, the quotient UA/U’A is equal to K,(A), which is abelian, so that
U°A contains the commutator subgroup. Therefore U°A is equal to
[UA, UA], which is, in turn, equal to PUA. These results are proved for
stable C*-algebras; they hold, and the same proofs work equally well, for
C*-algebras of the form 2(B). Hence the maximal perfect subgroup of
U2(B) is what it should be, and the spaces B°‘U2(B)* and B'U2(B) have
the same fundamental group. From here on, the proof of Theorem 6.2.1 is
exactly the same as the proof of Theorem 5.3.3: the reader can see for him-
self that throughout Section V we may substitute U2(B) where ever
GL3(B) appears, with no ill effect.

The result of the previous section holds for the unitary group in place of
GL,. In fact, the proof becomes in one respect a little simpler: the groups
G, and H, are equal, and so the spectral sequence argument
(Lemma 6.1.16) is not needed. However, it is somewhat more complicated
to show that the group UX is perfect (see [24]).

6.3. Karoubi-Villamayor Theory

The basic reference for this section is the paper [32] by Karoubi and
Villamayor. We will use the following notation throughout this section: if R
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is any ring then R[i,,..,¢,] will denote the ring of polynomials in the
(commuting) indeterminates ¢,,..., #,, with coefficients in R. All rings will be
considered as discrete.

DEerINITION 6.3.1 [32, Definition 3.5]. An element xe GLR is said to
be connected to the identity if there exists an element x e GLR[ ] such that
%(0)=1 and %(1) = x. Denote by GL°R the set of all elements connected to
the identity.

It is easily verified that GL°R is a normal subgroup of GLR. As we
pointed out in Section II, every elementary matrix e} is connected to the
identity by the part e}/. Thus, for example, if R is a unital ring, then since

[GLR,GLR]=ERcGL R,

it follows that the quotient GLR/‘GLOR is abelian. In fact, this last result is
true for any R (see [32, Theorem 3.6]).

DEFINITION 6.3.2. Denote by KV ,(R) the quotient group GLR/GL°R.

This is a natural enough algebraic analog of the topological K;-group
defined in Section II. The higher KV-groups are defined by means of a loop
space construction, also motivated by topological considerations.

DerFINITION 6.3.3 [32, p.269]. Denote by QR the ideal in R[t]
consisting of all polynomials f such that f(0)=0=f(1). Define Q"R
inductively by Q"R=Q(Q"'R), and 2'R=QR.

DeFINITION 6.34. Denote by KV,(R) the group KV,(Q2"~'R).

The higher KV-groups are related to K¥, by means of a long exact
sequence analogous to the long exact sequence of topological K-theory. As
in the topological case, we need to introduce a suitable notation of
fibration.

DEFINITION 6.3.5 [32, Definition 2.2]. A ring homomorphism ¢: R — S
is called a GL-fibration if, for every BeGLS[t,.,t,] such that
B(0,..., 0) =1, there exists an element x€ GLR[,,..., {,] such that ¢(a)=p.

This definition should be compared with the hypothesis of Lemma 2.1.7.

Suppose that R is a C*-algebra. Then R[{,,.., ,] embeds in R® C(I")
(where I denotes the unit interval) as the subring of all polynomial

607/67/1-9
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functions from /" to R. The hypothesis of Lemma 2.1.7 is that any
continuous function g from I" to GLS, such that f(0,..,0)=1, lifts to a
continuous function «: " - GLR. If ¢: R— S is a GL-fibration then any
polynomial function 8 such that f(0,..., 0) =1 lifts to a polynomial function
a: I" > GLR. Going back to general rings, by following the argument of
Theorem 2.1.5, we can prove the following result.

THEOREM 6.3.6. If ¢: R— S is a GL-fibration then given any elements
BeGLS[ty, ., 1,] and age GLR[ ¢,,..., t,]] such that ¢{(a,) = B(0, t,,.., t,),
there exists an element o € GLR[ty, t,,..., t,,] such that ¢(a) = p and further-
more, a(0, ), t,)=0o(F] s L)

In other words, every GL-fibration is an “algebraic Serre fibration.”
Now, every GL-fibration ¢: R— S is onto (see [32]). If J is the kernel of
@, then from the short exact sequence

0-J->R->S5-0, (6.3.1)

we obtain a long exact KV-theory sequence
- > KV,(R) > KV,(S) =5 KV, (J) > KV, _(R)— -

in a manner exactly analogous to the construction of the long exact
homotopy sequence associated with a Serre fibration. Let us describe the
boundary map for the case n=2. As in the topological case, we can get the
higher boundary maps ¢: KV,(S)— KV, _,(J) by identifying KV ,(S) and
KV, _(J) with KV,_(2S) and KV, _,(2J), respectively (if R— S is a
GL-fibration then so is QR — 2S—see [32, Proposition 2.10]). Given an
element fe GLRS < GLS[t], we lift to an element ae GLR[t] such that
2(0)=1. Then we define d[f]=[«(0)]. See [32, Sect.4] for further
details. Jumping a little bit ahead, suppose that the exact sequence (6.3.1) is
an exact sequence of C*-algebras. We map the algebraic Q" into the
topological one as the polynomial functions into the continuous functions,
and then we obtain the commutative diagram

KV, (R)— KV,(S)—> KV, (J)—> KV,(R)

P e

KYR) — Ki(S) =5 K,_,(J) — K, _\(R)

comparing long exact sequences in KV-theory and topological K-theory.
This sets the stage for a reduction of dimensions argument to show that
a: KV (A ®A) - KA ® A) is an isomorphism for all #, which is the goal
of this section. We must do the following:
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(i) Show that A KV (X4 ® A) is stable.
(n) Show that it is split exact.
(iii) Show that ¥’ ® 4 - A ® A/J is a GL-fibration.
(iv) Show a: KV (A ® A) - K{(A ® A) is an isomorphism.

We will need to use the fact that the functor KV, is homotopy invariant
in the obvious algebraic sense:

LemMa 6.3.7 [32, Proposition 4.3]. The homomorphisms ¢, ¢,:

R[t] = R, given by evaluation at t=0 and t =1, induce the same map from
KV (R[t]) to KV (R).

The result is neither surprising nor difficult to prove, given the definition
of KV .

THEOREM 6.3.8. If J is an ideal in a ring B and Xe€ GLB, then con-
Jugation with X is an automorphism of GLJ which induces the trivial
automorphism of KV (J).

Proof. We may assume that B is unital. Suppose first that X is an
elementary matrix e. Define a map

GLQ"A - GLQ"A[ (]

by f(t,, tas t,) > €2 f(1,, 1., 1,,) e ™. Then composition with evaluation
at t=0 gives the identity map on GLQ"A, whilst composition with
evaluation at r=1 gives conjugation with X on GLQ"A. Therefore, by
Lemma 6.3.7, conjugation with X gives the identity map on KV _(4) It
follows that the whole of the commutator subgroup [GLB, GLB] acts
trivially on KV (A4). Given an arbitrary X and an element /' € GLQ2"4, since
fis contained in some GL,Q"A, it suffices to show that X acts trivially on
the image of each GL,Q2"A4, where k=1, 2,.... But for some /, Xe GL,B,
and we may assume that /> k. Then the action of X on GL,2"4 is equal to
the action of (3 ,2,) on the same, and by what we have already shown, this
passes to the trivial action on KV, (A4). |

THEOREM 6.3.9. The functor A KV (A ® A) is split exact and stable.
Proof. Suppose that

05J>A45 A/J-0
y4

is a split exact sequence of C*-algebras and *-homomorphisms. We claim
that p: ' ® A - H ® A/J is a GL-fibration. We must show that if 8 is an
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element of GLA ® A/J[1,,..,t,], and if B(0,..,0)=0, there is some
xeGLA ® A[t,,.., t,] such that p(a)= f. But in fact any f lifts to some o,
namely, for example the element o =s(f). As for stability, we apply the
usual technique: by identifying A" XA ®A with M,( A ®A)
appropriately, we see that it suffices to show that the inclusion of a ring R
into the top-left-hand corner of M,R induces an isomorphism
KV (R)— = KV, (M,R). Define an isomorphism of groups from
GLQ"M, R to GLQ"R by identifying in the obvious manner GL,Q2"M,R
with GL,, Q"R. Then the composition

GLQ"R - GLQ"M,R =5 GLQ"R (6.3.3)

is the endomorphism of GLQ"R given by mapping the nth row/column to
the 2nth row/column. On the subgroup GL,2"Rc GLQ"R, this coincides
with conjugation by a 2k x2k permutation matrix. Consequently by
Theorem 6.3.8, (6.3.3) gives the trivial map on KV, and therefore the map
R — M, R induces an isomorphism from KV _(R) to KV (M,R). 1|

COROLLARY 6.3.10. The functor Aw— KV (A @A) is homotopy
invariant.
Next, we turn to the problem of showing that short exact sequences of

stable C*-algebras are (/L-fibrations.

LEMMA 6.3.11. For any C*-algebra A, the maps
go, €10 K (A @ A[ty, 1, 1,]) > K\(H ® ALy, £4]),

given by evaluation at t,=0 and ty=1, are equal.

Here, K, denotes the ordinary algebraic K, functor, as defined in
Section II.

Proof. Tt is easily verified that the functor
A = Kl(f ®A[t1""5 tn])

is stable, and split exact (the latter fact follows from Theorem 2.4.14; the
former by the same sort of computation that we have just completed). Con-
sequently, it is homotopy invariant. Consider then the commuting diagram

KA%@A ®C[0, 1][t1a"" tn])

['4 Ciu

Kl(‘%/®A[t02 t]""’ tn])T‘*" Kl(f®A[tla'--a tn])’
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where the map ¢: ¥ ® A[1,] > # ® A® C[0, 1] sends the indeterminate
t, to the canonical generator x+»x of C[0,1], and the maps e; are
evaluation at /=0, 1. Since e, =e, it follows that ¢, =¢, . |

LEMMA 6.3.12. For every C*-algebra A, the map
0, K(AH ®A[t,,.. 1,]) = K (H ® 4),

is an isomorphism, where 0 is given by evaluation at (t,,..., t,) = (0,..., 0).

Proof. Define a map y: A" @ A[t(y., 1,1 > H @ A[ty, ty5r t,] bY
ti—=tot+ (1 —1tp) (i=1,., n).

Composition with the map from " ® A[ty, t,,..., t,] t0 X @ A[t1,.s t,,]
given by evaluation at t,=1 gives the identity map on X ® A[¢,,.., t,],
while composition with evaluation at 1, =0 gives the map

H QAL t,] > N QA H QA[1,,..1,]. (6.3.4)

It follows from Lemma 6.3.11 then, that (6.3.4) passes to the identity map
on the group K,(A ® A[t,,.., t,]), since it is algebraically homotopic to
the identity. The reverse composition of the two maps in (6.3.4),

HRQA>H RA[tyynt,] —— H ® A,

is the identity, and so it follows that 6, is an isomorphism since the
homomorphism K (A ® A) > K, (A ® A[¢t,,.., t,]) is an inverse. ||

THEOREM 6.3.13. (Compare [32, théoréme 2.6].) If R is any ring then
any surjection R - X ® A is a GL-fibration.

Proof. Suppose that Xe GLA ® A[¢,,..., t,] and X(0,..,0)=1. Then,
of course, X determines the trivial element of K,(# ® A) via the map 0, of
Lemma 6.3.12. Consequently, X determines the trivial element of
K (A ®A[t,,..,t,]), since by the lemma, 8, is an isomorphism. Thus we
may express X as a product of elementary matrices ef, and since each
elementary matrix lifts to GLR (to an element of the form e}, where r maps
onto a), it follows that X lifts to some element in GLR—the product of the
liftings for the ey, for example. |

THEOREM 6.3.14. The natural homomorphism

w KV (A R®A)->K (¥ DA)

is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Since o commutes with the boundary maps in the long exact
sequences for K, and KV, by examining the long exact sequences for the
short exact sequence

0-ARARCIO, 1] > A RARC[0,1) > A ®A—0

we see that the result for a: KV, - K' follows from the result for
a: KV, ;- K _,.So to prove the theorem it suffices to show that the map
a: KV (A @A) Ki(H ®A) is an isomorphism. In other words, we must
show that GL°X ® A, as given in Definition 6.3.1, is equal to the
topological connected component of the identity. Clearly it is contained in
the topological connected component of the identity. On the other hand,
we have observed that the algebraic GL® contains the commutator sub-
group, and since in the case of a stable C*-algebra the commutator
subgroup is equal to the topological connected component of the identity
(by Theorem 2.4.6), the result follows. ||

6.4. Mod p K-Theory

We wish to indicate very briefly how our techniques may be used to
prove the following result of Karoubi [31].

THEOREM 6.4.1 [31, théoréme 2.4]. If A is any C*-algebra then
K (A ® 4 Z/p) = K\ (A @ A; Z/p).

The functors K, (- Z/p) and K' (- Z/p) denote respectively algebraic
and topological K-theory with coefficients in the group Z/p of integers
modulo p. We do not want to go into the details of this; however, at least
some words of explanation are in order. For n>2, the mod p homotopy
groups 7,(X; Z/p) of a space X are defined to be

n,(X; Zjp) = [P"(Zjp), X,

where [, ] denotes the set of homotopy classes of maps, and P*(Z/p) is
the space obtained by attaching an n-cell to S"~! by a degree p map
S"~! 8"~ ! For details the reader is referred to [557, and the references
therein. For n > 2 then, we define for a unital C*-algebra A,

K, (A;Z/p)=n,(B‘GLA"; Z/p),
Ki(A;Z[p)=n,(B'GLA; Z/p).
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For n=1 a slightly different definition is desirable; we are not going to give
it here, but at any rate, there is a universal coefficient sequence

0- K, (4)®Z/p— K,(4;Z/p) > Tory(K, _,(4), Z/p) -0

and a similar sequence in topological mod p K-theory, by means of which
we may compare K,(A; Z/p) with K(A4; Z/p). Again, we refer the reader to
[55] for details. For our purposes it really suffices to work with indices
n>2 anyway. Now, for a non-unital C*-algebra, we define K,(4;Z/p) to
be the kernel of the map K*(Z; Z/p)— K, (C; Z/p), where A denotes the
C*-algebra obtained by adjoining a unit to A. The proof of Theorem 6.4.1
follows almost immediately from our techniques and the following result.

THEOREM 6.4.2 [S5, Theorem 1.2]. If 0 A —>B—->C—0 is a short
exact sequence of C-algebras then there is a long exact mod p K-theory
sequence

KBy Zlp)> K (C;Z/p)—K, (4; Zp)—K, (B;Z/p)—> . |

Given a fibration there is always a (functorial) long exact mod p
homotopy sequence. The point of the theorem is that in the case of the map
B‘GLB* - B‘GLC™, the mod p homotopy of the homotopy fibre is
identified.

Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 6.4.1. 1t follows from the universal coef-
ficient sequence and the corresponding fact in ordinary algebraic K-theory,
that if A is unital then the natural map 4 - M, A induces an isomorphism
in algebraic mod p K-theory. By the definition for non-unital 4, the result
is true for these algebras too, and so by the usual argument we see that the
functor 4 K (X" ® A; Z/p) is stable. It follows from Theorem 6.4.2 that
it is also split exact. Therefore it is homotopy invariant. The theorem now
follows by reduction of dimensions to either n =1 or n =2, where we know
the result to be true by virtue of the universal coefficient theorem and
Theorems 2.4.6 or 4.2.7. (We note that in order to be able to reduce dimen-
sions, the technical Theorem 2.6.12 is needed to ensure that the transfor-
mation a between algebraic and topological theories commutes with the
boundary maps d—compare the proof of Theorem 5.3.3.) |

As Karoubi [31] observes, the following result can be proved from the
above theorem. We denote by H _(-; Z/p) homology with coefficients in

Z/p.
THEOREM 6.4.3 [31, corollaire 2.87]. If A is any C*-algebra then

H, (BGLX ® A; Z/p)=H (B'GLX ® A; Z/p).
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6.5. A Conjecture
We end with the following conjecture.

If A is any C*-algebra then for every n=1, 2,... the natural map
o, KA R®A)->K(HARA)

is an isomorphism.

It is natural enough to expect that this is true, given the results of this
paper. We have shown in Sections IT and IV that it is true for n=1 and
n=2, and we can allow ourselves the case n =0 as well. The results of Sec-
tion V assert that the conjecture is true if K, (A4 ® A) is replaced by a
suitable relative group. Altogether, this seems to be reasonably substantial
evidence of its veracity.

As the reader will have guessed, the proof comes down to proving good
excision results for the algebraic K-theory of stable C*-algebras. This,
however, is much easier said than done. The case n=1 is easy enough, as
we saw in Section I1. The case n=2 is a good deal more complicated, as we
saw in Section IV. Further progress along the line we have been taking
requires a reasonably concrete definition of the group K;. While such a
definition exists, the computations involved in establishing the results we
need would appear to be many orders of magnitude more complicated than
those of the K, case (supposing they are accessible at all). It is clear
another approach is needed, or at least, the approach used so far must be
made much more systematic.
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