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Exact sequence between real and complex bivariant K
theories and application to the Zy pairing

Samuel Guerin

Abstract We give some formulas for the Zy pairing in KO theory using a long exact sequence for
bivariant K theory which links real and complex theories. This is discussed under the framework
of real structures given by antilinear operators verifying some symmetries. Topological phases
protected by time reversal symmetry from condensed matter physics will be discussed.
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1 Introduction

In condensed matter physics, the last forty years have seen the rise and development of the topic of
topological phases of matter. First appeared when shifting the band theory in solid state physics
to a deeper analysis of global properties of phase functions of electrons, it includes now photonic or
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mechanical systems. These materials exhibit interesting properties such as an insulator behavior in
the bulk and a non zero conductivity in the boundary. As an example, Quantum Hall effect was first
recognized as in incarnation of the topology of the Brillouin zone, the Fourier space of a periodic
crystal. For a rational flux quantum, Thouless Kohmoto and Nightingale [Tho+82] first link the
conductance in the Quantum Hall Effect with the first Chern number of the spaces spanned by
filled bands of electrons. These phases are then characterized by topological numbers. Refinement
that model disorder are given as a crossed product algebra C(€2) x Z? for w a space with a Z¢ action
representing disorder. Moreover, a non vanishing magnetic field twists the crossed product with
7%, Those two observations make non-commutative geometry inevitable for such a problem as first
described by Bellissard et al. [BvSB94]. Other models based on non-commutative algebras have
been proposed in order to integrate disorder. Examples of such models include Kubota [Kubl17]
interpretation based on reduced Roe algebras, Ewert and Meyer [EM18] with uniform Roe algebras.
One may consult the last paper for an interesting comparison of such models.

Those systems are described by a first quantized Hamiltonian H acting on the phase space of
a single electron and by the Fermi energy. The latter is a real number characterizing the statistic
of electrons: at zero temperature all electrons occupy all energies below it. With conditions such
as Z® translational invariance, growth conditions on the action of the Hamiltonian between distant
sites or the Fermi energy lying in a spectral gap of H, one may consider the class of the spectral
projection of the Hamiltonian below the Fermi energy in the K theory group of one of the algebra
above. Topological numbers, such as Chern numbers are then produced by pairing this K class with
cyclic homology.a This is then linked to physical quantities.

Since the work of Kane and Mele, more and more interest is devoted to systems with extra
invariance. Symmetries protect from arbitrary disorder and allow to distinguish new phases. Time
reversal invariant systems were the first predicted by Kane-Mele in 2D |[KMO05b] and measured
two years later |Kon+07]. It leads to interesting new phenomena such as Quantum Spin Hall
Effect [KMO05al; Koe+08&]. Some time reversal invariant phases are characterized by a Zs topological
number. Combining this symmetry with particle-hole symmetry leads to ten symmetry classes
described for translation invariant systems in any dimension by Kitaev [Kit09]. Henceforth, other
types of symmetry protected phases have been considered with crystal point symmetry groups; see
for example [Full]. See also [FM13] for a discussion on gaped systems protected by both their
topology and by general symmetries.

Time reversal symmetry is incorporated in our model via an antiunitary operator acting on the
phase space of an electron and therefore on our algebra. The theory of real algebras and their K
theory then come naturally into play. The Zs topological numbers can be seen as a pairing in real
K theory between the class of a projector and a K homology element. Real K theory was developed
jointly as its complex analogue. Work has been done on the specificity of the real theory, including
the eightfold Bott periodicity [ABS64; [Kar68] and its extension to real Banach algebras [Woo66],
for the index theory of real elliptic pseudo-differential operators [Ati66; IAS69; [Kar7(; IAST1] and
its applications to the problem of the existence of metrics of positive scalar curvature on smooth
manifolds |Lic63; [St092], study of Baum-Connes conjecture in the real setting [Kar01; [Sch04; BK04]
or general properties of bivariant KKO functor [Boe03; BR0Y].

We place ourselves in the bivariant theory of Kasparov [Kas81]. This theory will be briefly
recalled in the first sections. We will focus on the Zs pairing between KO theory and KO homology.
This will be studied through an exact sequence relating real and complex K theory. The existence
of such a sequence was first shown by Atiyah in the monovariant commutative case in [Ati66],
another proof is given by Schick in [Sch04], extends the exact sequence to the bivariant non-



commutative case. We will unravel Atiyah’s approach in the bivariant setting to give applications
to our problem. Then, we recall how to express each of the eight KKO groups via the presence of
antilinear symmetries of a given type. The exact sequence will be then described in this framework.
We then give formulas for the Zy pairing between classes that vanishes in the exact sequence, using
Z valued formulas. Such formulas will rely on the data given by an homotopy representing the
vanishing of the considered KO class as in |[Kell6]. Finally, we discuss symmetries from the Wigner
point of view, linking symmetries for the eight KKO groups to the periodic table of Kitaev and
with time reversal invariant topological insulators. We will not go into details on the theory of
topological insulators, focusing on general considerations on symmetries and reality. We will not
discuss the chosen model algebra.

We wish to thank professor Denis Perrot for his insights and support, to thank professor Jo-
hannes Kellendonk for his his presentation of the subject of topological insulators and for sharing
his work with us. We also thank professor Ralf Meyer and Schulz-Baldes, Varghese Mathai for
interesting and valuable discussions.

2 Real KO theory

2.1 Real K theory for graded real C*algebras

In the domain of non-commutative geometry we study here real C*algebras. Recall the definition
of these objects, knowing the one for complex C*algebras:

Definition 1. A real C*algebra is Banach s—algebra over the field of real numbers such that AQC
is a complex C*algebra. Morphisms of real C*algebras are given by x—algebra morphisms.

For such a unital algebra KO theory classes are given by pairs of isomorphism classes of projectors
in some M,,(A) considered as formal differences of such projectors. For non unital A we consider
pairs of projectors in the algebra of matrices over the point unitalization A" such that the difference
belongs to A.

We then define highers KO groups considering suspension algebras S"A = C°(]0,1[") ® A
consisting of continuous functions from the closed interval R™ to A vanishing at infinity. Defining
KO, (A) as KOg(S™A) we obtain a family of covariant functors indexed by N stable, homotopy
invariant and taking short exact sequences of algebras to long exact sequences of abelian groups.

Such a theory is extended for non-commutative Banach algebras using the work of Wood on the
homotopy of set of unitaries of such algebras [Woo66]. Following them:

Definition 2. Let A a unital graded real C*algebra. Define KO? 4(A) as the set described by tuples
(C, s1,82) where C' is a C¢?P—action on some A", A linear on the right, s; and s2 acts A— linearly
on A™ as self-adjoint unitaries, and anti-commuting with the Clifford action.
If A is not unital we change A for its point unitalization AT and assume that s; = s mod A.
When then mod out by isomorphic triples and triples for which s; and ss can be continuously
deformed to one another. The direct sum then gives this set the structure of an abelian group.

In fact, such functor could have been defined for graded algebras. Such approach was taken by
Van Daele [VD88a; VD88b] for non-commutative graded Banach algebras using the work of Wood
in its full generality. Graded algebras are defined as algebras together with an involution. Recall
that say that a is homogeneous and that J, = 0 (resp. 1).



For two homogeneous elements x and y in such an algebra, denote the graded tensor product
[z,y] = 2y — (—1)%%yz. We will freely use the graded tensor products AQB for two graded
algebras and corresponding definition for graded modules on such algebras. Recall just that this
construction implies that if both A and B are unital elements any elements a®1 graded commutes
with 1®b in the sense that the graded commutator vanishes. We refer to [Del+99, Part I] for a
detailed exposition of the symmetric monoidal structure associated to such a tensor product.

Asking every generators of a Clifford algebra to be odd, we give C¢?>? the structure of a graded
algebra. We recover Karoubi’s functors when specializing Van Daele definition for A @ C¢PT14.
Note the index of the Clifford algebra. This will be detailed bellow. The Bott periodicity can be
expressed in such a theory as en equivalence between suspending an algebra and making the graded
tensor product with C¢%!,

A projector p € M, (A) corresponds to the pair of unitaries (1 —2p, 1) and no Clifford action. A
unitary u € M, (A) gives a class in this framework when considering the triple (C, (g uo* ). (99)
and with Clifford action C' given by ((1J _01 )

When considering all commutative real C*algebras we recover by Serre-Swan theorem the KO
theory for real spaces defined by Atiyah |Ati66]. Such algebras are given for X a locally compact
space and 7 : X — X proper of order 2 by

C%(X,7) = {f: X — C, continuous and vanishing at oo, ¥(z,y) € X, f(r(x)) = f(z)}

The pair (X, 7) is then called a real space. A KO group is then generated by stable isomorphism
classes of complex vector bundles together with an antilinear map which, on the base space, coincides
with the involution of the real space.

Following Atiyah we denote RP'¢ the real space R? x R? given with the map id x — id and by
SP-9 its point compactification.

2.2 The ring KO,

The graded abelian group KO, (R) consists of stable classes of vector bundles of vitrual rank zero
on spheres. This pictures corresponds to the description of this abelian group as the kernel of
KO(C(S™)) — KO(R) = Z upon any inclusion of a point into S™. It is also characterized as the
cokernel of Z — KO(C(S™) obtained via the map sending the whole sphere S™ to a point,. It is
called the reduced KO group of the sphere S™ denoted KO(S™). Using the tensor product of vector
bundles, we give this group a natural product. This ring structure may also be obtained via a
Kasparov product KO(S"R) @ KO(S™R) — KO(S™™R). Also, for a graded real C*algebra, the
ablian group KO, (A) is given by funtoriality a module structure over the ring KOy (R).
In this section we will describe this Z—graded ring KO,.

e 1€ KO given by a projector of rank 1 in M, (R). It is of infinite order and generates KOy.

e n € KO; given by [p] — [1] where p is the Mébius strip on S!, the compactification of ]0, 1[.
It can be identified as the tautological vector bundle of the projective line P§ ~ S*. Tt is of
order 2 and generates KO;. When seen as a unitary 7 is represented by —id in O(1). Indeed
the Mobius band is obtain by gluing the trivial R at the two endpoints of [0, 1] by —id. The
square n? generates KOo. This elements can be related as before to the tautological bundle
on the complex projective line ]P)(lc ~ §2. The element 7? is zero, and KO3 = 0.



e § € KOy is given by [Oy] — [4] where Oy is a vector bundle of rank 4 on S* given as a real
vector bundle by the tautological bundle of the quaternionic projective line P ~ S*. This
element of infinite order generates KOy.

e The three groups KOs, KOg and KO7 are trivial. For example we have dn = 0.

e v € KOg can be given in the same fashion as before as the difference between a rank 8 real
vector bundle on S® minus the rank 8 trivial bundle. It is of infinite order, generates KOg
and induces the real Bott periodicity KOy (A4) — KOg15(A).

Using the isomorphism induced by the product with v € KOs, the functor KO,, can be defined
for negative n, obtaining an 8-periodic family of covariant functors.

Bott and Shapiro were the first in [ABS64] to understood this 8-periodicity through the scope
of Clifford algebras. Such algebras are defined for any pair of non negative integers (p, q) by p + ¢
generators, p of which squares to 1 and the last ¢ of them squares to —1 each one anti-commuting
with one an other. Asking that every generator is unitary we obtain a unique real C*algebra
structure on C'¢P9. Karoubi defined functors KOR? from compact spaces to abelian groups to
formulate Bott and Shapiro’s insight [Kar6§].

Remark 1. We take here the opposite convention of Karoubi [Kar68; [Kar08], where C¢P:? is built
out of p generators of square — id

2.3 KO homology and KKO theory

KO homology is the theory dual to KO theory. Cocycles, as generalization of Oth order elliptic
pseudo-differential operators, are given by tuples (H, e, ¢, F') where H is a real Hilbert space together
with a grading € : H — H i.e. an involutory unitary. This grading gives the bounded operators
Z(H) on H a structure of graded real C*algebra by conjugation with € for which the map ¢ : A —
Z(H) is a graded *—morphism and F' is an odd operator of .Z(H) satisfying for any a in A the
three conditions:

(F'— F*)¢(a) € K (F? —id)p(a) € K [F, ¢(a)] € K (1)

Coboundaries are those triples such that the compact operators of the former equation all vanish.
We obtain a contravariant functor KO° from real C*algebras to abelian groups. For example if M is
a smooth compact manifold and P is an pseudo-differential elliptic operator acting between smooth

sections of two real vector bundles. A parametrix @ of it defines an operator D = (g 103 ) a class

in KO(C(M)) by [£L2(M, E) + L2(M, F), ¢, D\/1 + D?] where ¢ is multiplication on sections. This
class does not depend on the choice of the parametrix. As for KO cohomology, one define higher
KO homology groups by declaring KO"(A4) = KO(S™A)

For example the KO homology of the scalar algebra R is given by classes [H, ¢, F'] where the
representation ¢ of R is given by a projection p = ¢(1) and where F = (8, 15) is given by a
Fredholm operator P : pH® — pH!'. The index dimker P — dim ker P* of this operator gives a
map KOg(R) — Z that is in fact an isomorphism. Higher KO homology groups of R are the
(reduced) KO homology of algebras of spheres. Dirac operators then define elements that are zero
in KO', KO? KO? and KO, a free generator of KO* and KO® and a 2 torsion generator of KO°
and KO". The degree 8 element of KO® induces isomorphisms KO™(A4) — KO""¥(A) and as before
we obtain a family of contravariant functors that are homotopy invariant, stable and take short
exact sequences to long exact sequences of order 24.



The map given at the level of cycles by ([H, ¢, F], [p]) = [HRK, (¢®id)(p), F&id] defines the
bilinear index pairing KO"(A) x KOg(A4) — KOy(R) with value in Z after taking the Fredholm
index. More generally the same formula defines a pairing KO™(A®B) x KO,,(4) — KO" ™ (B).
We will focus on the pairing KO™(A) x KO, i(A) — KO~ = Zj, for i = 1 or 2. Clifford algebras
play a similar role than the suspension algebras in such a theory. This will be explained further in
the framework of KKO theory that we recall now.

The symmetry between KO cohomology and KO homology and the pairing are better seen
through the bivariant KKO theory. Let two graded real C*algebras A and B. We consider follow-
ing [Kas81] and [CS84] Kasparov bimodule defined as triples (E, e, ¢, F'), denoted simply (E, ¢, F)
if the context is clear, where (E,¢) is a graded real B—Hilbert module on the right, ¢ a graded
x—morphism from A to Zg(F) and F is an odd operator of Z5(FE) verifying:

(F'— F*)¢(A) = K(E) (F? —id)¢(A) = K(E) [F,¢(A)] = K(E) (2)

We say that such a Kasparov triple is degenerate if the conditions in eq. [2]) can be strengthened
to the vanishing of the involved compact operators.

Modded out by homotopic triples it becomes an abelian group for the direct sum denoted by
KKO(A, B). The neutral element is given by the class of any degenerate Kasparov bimodule.
Classes of bimodules (E, ¢, F') will be denoted [FE, ¢, F]. Higher KKO groups are then defined as
KKO, (A, B) = KKO(A, S"B).

Such functors are covariant in the second variable and contravariant in the first variable. They
extend the two monovariant functors: KKO,,(4,R) ~ KO_,(A) and KKO, (R, 4) ~ KO"(A). The
first isomorphism is straightforward, the second is given by an argument due to Karoubi [Kar7(]
in the commutative setting and by Roe |[Roe04] in the non-commutative one. The argument goes
in two parts. The first identifies from the definition KKO(R, A) with KO (Cal ® A) for Cal the
Calkin algebra. Secondly, this KO® group is isomorphic to KO (A) via the boundary map for the
exact sequence K — % — Cal.

The product defined by Kasparov for D separable and o—unital takes the general form

KKOH(Al, Bl®D) X KKOm(A2®D, BQ) i KKOn+m(A1®A2, Bl®B2)

This pairing is associative and extends the index pairing between KO theory and KO homology.
For any real C*algebra A there is a neutral element 1, in KKO(A, A) given by the class of (4, 0).
Functoriality in both variable for a *—morphism ¢ : A — B can be expressed as the product with
¢ =B, ¢,0] in KKO(A, B).

If A and A’ are two trivially graded Morita invariant real C*algebras through bimodules E
and F and isomorphisms EQaF ~ A" F®a E ~ A pairing with [F, 0] and [F,0] induce inverse
isomorphisms KKO(A, B) ~ KKO(4’, B) and KKO(B, A) ~ KKO(B, A’). This is still true for
graded real C*algebras. Note however that for an algebra of compact operators on an eventually
finite dimensional Hilbert space H a grading is always given by some z — uzu® with u bounded on
the Hilbert space and with square a multiple of the identity +1. This algebra is Morita equivalent
to R if and only if u? = 1 and we can take for the Morita equivalence H and its dual given with the
grading w. In this case, the grading is said to be even, in the other case it is said to be odd. For
example the grading of C¢*Y ~ My(R) is odd given by conjugation with ((1J _01).

Kasparov defined two KKO elements by:

p.q = [12(Rp+q)®A*RP+q, DA+ 1252] e KK(CO(RP9), C17P)



Bria = | ColRPFBAR 4, 3//1 + [[a]? | € KK(C, CO(RP)
Where a generator of C¢P? acts on A*RPT4 as:
W T AWT (W) (3)

With this action A*RP*4 is a free C¢?P module of rank 1. The action can then be identified with
Clifford multiplication on itself, from the right or from the left.
Kasparov obtained the Bott periodicity as a KKO equivalence:

Theorem 1. [Bott-Kasparov] o g - Bpg = 1 € KKO(CO(RP?), CO(RP?)) and Bpg - apy = 1 €
KKO(Cera, Cpa)

Kasparov product with these elements gives isomorphisms KK, (4, B) ~ KK(A, C/*"®B).
Now, the action of eq. (3 gives an isomorphism between C/P4®CI%P and .Z(A*RP*Y) given its
even grading, and then Morita equivalent to R. We have:

KK(CPIQA, Cl™*®B) ~ KKp—g4s5—r(A, B) for any p,q,r,s in N

In fact the isomorphism KK(C#P4®A, B) — KK(CIPIQCIIPRA, CL4PRB) — KKO(A, Cl49PRB)
given by the external product with the unit of KKO(C¢%9P, C¢9P)followed by Morita invariance of
KK. Explicitly:

Lemma 1. For [E,e,c®d, F| in KKO(CP1®A, B) the corresponding element of KKO(A, C9PRB)
is given by the class of [E,e,¢,F'] where E is considered as an Hilbert C{9PQB module with
right action of a generator ¢ of CL%P given as c;c. The CIYPRB bilinear product is given by
le, [y = 5= D ci®ecr, f) and we have the formula for the operator F' = 5= 3, (—I)IC?*FC‘I’.

Remark 2. If F was commuting with the initial C¢*4 left action, then F’ = F. In fact 1(F —c;Fc¥)
is a compact perturbation of F anti-commuting with ¢;. Changing F for (F — ¢;Fc}) give the
same KKO class and making the successive changes for ¢ ranging from 1 to p + ¢ gives exactly F’
as in the previous lemma

Remark 3. The same procedure takes a right C¢P? action to a C?¢9P action on the left. The
Fredholm operator of stay unchanged as it already commute with the Clifford right action. It
may seems at a first glance that information on the C#P-¢ valued pairing is lost in the process. In
fact, as shown in the lemma, one can recover it from the Clifford action itself. Actually, modulo
multiplication by a positive scalar this pairing is the C#PY®B inner product that extends the B
valued one in a B—Hilbert module with C¢P-9 right action. In what follows, we can then forgot
about this C¢P>? part of the bilinear pairing. A Clifford algebra C'¢?¢ appearing as an argument in
KKO4 (p—q) (A, B) is interpreted as a additional multi-grading on the Kasparov bimodule on A — B.

If we denote by SP9 A the algebra C°(RP9)® A, using once again the Bott periodicity, we obtain
the isomorphisms KK(SP7A, S™*B) ~ KK, _,_44,(A, B) for any positive integers p, ¢, r, s

The algebra C%° is isomorphic with the matrix algebra Mi6(R) with even grading. This gives
the periodicity of Clifford algebras and shows the theorem of periodicity in KKO theory:

Theorem 2. For any couple of graded real C*algebras A and B, the product with oo and Bs,o
induces an isomorphism KKO,1+s(4, B) ~ KKO, (A, B)



3 Real versus complex bivariant K theories

3.1 Realification and complexification in bivariant K theory

We defined real and complex bivariant theory for real and complex C*algebras. But, a complex
real C*algebra can be considered as a real C*algebra. In the other way, if A is a real real C*algebra
the algebra Ac = A® C is a complex C*algebra. For commutative real C*algebras, in this process,
the real structure given by the proper involution on the spectrum of the algebra is lost : C*(X, 7)c =
C2(X) We study in this section the two functors that play the same role for Kasparov triples, going
from complex theory to the real one and vice-versa. This extends realification and complexification
of vector bundles on spaces.

In |Ati66], Atiyah shows that for any space X there is a canonical isomorphism KO(X¢) ~
KU(X) where X¢ is the real space given by X u X and involution given by swapping. We begin
by a non-commutative bivariant extension of Atiyah’s argument showing that we can recover the
functor KKU with the functor KKO:

Lemma 2. For A and B two real C*algebras we have a canonical identification between the groups

KKO(Ac, B), KKO(A, Be) and KKU(Ac, Be), compatible with the Kasparov product.

Proof. We assume for simplicity that A and B are unital.

Starting with a real A — B¢ bimodule, the action of ¢ on the right gives an action of 7 on the
left and a representation of Ac.

Starting with a real Ac — B bimodule, the same process gives an action of B¢ on the Hilbert
B—module. We make it a Hilbert Bc—module with (e, f) = ((e, f) + i(e,if)). In the case where
the operator F' does not commutes with this action we change it to @

If we have now a complex A¢c — Bc Kasparov bimodule, one can forget the structure of 4 on the
left to obtain a real bimodule on A — B¢. To obtain a real bimodule on Ac — B we consider the
Hilbert B—module obtained by forgetting the action of the imaginary part and by the formula for

the scalar product (e, f) = Re (e, f). O

Remark 4. We must take care that KKO(Ag, Bc) is not isomorphic to KKU(Ac, Be). Actually the
lemma shows that KKO(Ag¢, Be) ~ KKU(Ac, Be) + KKU(Ag,Be) as CQ C = C@C. On a real
Ac — Be Kasparov bimodule, the action of the imaginary coming from the left may not be equal to
the one coming from the right. We can just say that they commute. We can then split our space in
two spaces, one where those two actions coincide, one where they are opposite. This decomposition
gives the splitting of the KK group above.

Now we come to the functors of realification and complexification in bivariant K theory defined
at the level of Kasparov triples:

Definition 3. Let A and B be two real C*algebras and a real bimodule (E, ¢, F) on A — B we
define its complexification (E, ¢, F). as the bimodule on A¢ — Bc given by (Ec, ¢c, Ft).

In the opposite direction, given a complex A¢c — Be bimodule (E, ¢, F') we consider Fg which is
the same normed real vector space as F where we forgot the complex action and we take the same
B valued scalar product as in the previous lemma. The action of Ac restricts to an action ¢g of
A and we define the realification (E, ¢, F')p of (E, ¢, F) as the real bimodule on A — B given by

(E]Rv (va F)



In KK theory now, we can link these of complexification and realification with the previous
lemma and with the functoriality of the KK groups with respect to the two morphisms i : R — C
and r : C — My(R):

Lemma 3. For A and B two real C*algebras, we have the two functors of realification and com-
plexification between KKO and KKU given by any path in the corresponding commutative diagram:

KKO(Agc, B) - KKO(4e, B)
KKO(A, B) KKU(Ac, Bc) KKO(A, B) KKU(Ac, Be)
KKO(A, Bc) KKO(A, Be)

Moreover, these functors are compatible with the Kasparov product.

Remark 5. This lemma shows that both KKO(C,R) and KKO(R, C) are isomorphic to Z, respec-
tively generated by r and 2.

3.2 The exact sequence

The two transformations of complexification and realification are not inverse one from the other.
Starting from a real K theory class, complexifying and then forgetting the complex structure will
give twice the initial class. We give a more precise relation between these two functors in the form
of a long exact sequence, implying a particular 2-torsion element, the generator n of KO;.

We consider the real space R%! and the inclusion of the origin in this space. This gives an exact
sequence of real algebras.

0 — COROI\{0}) — CO(R™!) % R 0

Now CY(R%1\{0}) is isomorphic to C2(R) by restricting to the positive reals. For any couple A, B
of real C*algebras we can now derive the long exact sequence:

- — KKO; (4, B) - KKO(A, St B) — KKO(A4, S*'B) - KKO(A, B) — - -
And by Bott periodicity theorem [1l we have:
- — KKO; (4, B) - KKU; (A¢, Bc) —» KKO_1(A,B) > KKOy(A,B) — -+ (4)

We now identify arrows in the diagram. Those are induced by Kasparov products with elements
in some very simple KK groups.

Proposition 1. evy € KKO; (R, R) is given by the generator nn of KO1. This also identifies with j
where j is the inclusion R — Ct%' and with k where k : C4*° — My(R) sends the generator e to

(Y6 -
Proof. The exact sequence for A = R gives:

KUy —» KOy 2% KO; — KU,y



We see that KU; = 0, evg : KOy — KOy is onto and evg # 0 in KOy = Zo, evg identifies with the
generator 1 of KO; as an element of KKO; (R, R).

Consider now evy in KK(C°(]—1,1[""),R). The Kasparov product with the Bott element
Boa € KK(R, CO(]—1, 1) @ C£+0) over CO(]—1,1[*") is given by functoriality. Evaluating o1 in
0 we find:

Bo1 coq-1,1[01) €0 = evox(Bo1) = [CLP1,0] = j € KKO(R, CL™)

Now taking the Clifford algebra to the left in KKO as explained in lemma [ we obtain on R? the
action of C¢MY given by (9 3). O

In the same way, d can be seen as an element of KKO(R, C). This group is isomorphic to Z,
generated by ¢ for ¢ the inclusion R «— C. We extract the exact sequence

KO_; —» KOy 5 KUy — KO_»

Identifying KOy (R) and KUy(C) with Z we see that § is an automorphism of Z and is then equal
to +id. Under the same identification i induce the identity on Z. We conclude that § = +%. This
amounts to say that the generator of the reduced KO theory of the sphere S? is the realification of
the Bott generator generating the reduced KU of S2.

We give another proof that will shed some light on this part of the exact sequence. The morphism
KO;(R) — KU;(C) is the boundary map of the long exact sequence associated to the sequence
of spaces above. It can be constructed using the Puppe sequence. This gives the long exact
sequence associated to any CW pair by the following arguments. For F' a closed subset of X with
complementary U, we construct the cone of ' in X as Cr/x = ]0,1[ x I U 0 x X. This cone is
homotopy equivalent to U ~ Cr/x and X can be seen as a closed subset of it. The complementary
of X in the cone is the suspension SF of F: SF = ]0,1[ x F. The boundary map in any cohomology
theory is then induced by the inclusion of the open set SF' in Cr/x ~ U. This argument computes
the sign, which is not of real interest:

Proposition 2. The arrow KKO, (A4, B) — KKU,(Ac, Bc) in the long exact sequence eq. @) is
given by § = 1

Proof. The exact sequence can be derived from the Puppe construction that we will explicit at the
level of algebras. The algebra C(S%1) appears in fact as the cone C; for i the inclusion R — C.
More precisely the morphism evy gives the cone Ce,, by the following:

Cevy = {(f,9) € C°(1-1,1Dc @ C°([0, 1DIf (=) = f(x), F(0) = g(1)}

The injection I : SR — C.,, is given by f +— (0, f) and there is an equivalence of homotopy between
Cey, and C°(]0,1[) ® C given by

B:Cy - CO10,1De U000, 1)c — Couy
(f,g) — ;1:»—»{ f — xH{& pour

9(22) pour x x =
f(=z) pour z <

<
f(2z—1) pour x>

= N[

We represent this situation with the following picture of the involved real spaces, where the real
structure is given by the arrow when not trivial:

10



SN B

I

The map & : KO; — KUj is then given by composition ® o I : SR — C.,, — C°(]0, 1[)¢c with
Pol(f)(x) =0if 0 <z < §and Pol(f)(z) = f(2z—1)if 3 <z < 1. This map is homotopic
to i ®id : C°(J0,1[) — C°(]0,1[)c given by inclusion i : R < C. And, the boundary map is

0 =1€ KKO(R,C), the complexification morphism. O

The last morphism is given by an element of KKO_o(C,R). Using lemma lemma [l , this
group is isomorphic to Z, generated by rB~! for r : C — M3(R) the realification morphism

r(z +iy) = (5 7).
The exact sequence eq. [{@l) for A = R identifies the boundary map KU; — KOg as +2id.

-+ > KUy » KOp » KO; » KUy » ---
o —= L — L —> Ly — 0 — -
Using the same identification, realification composed with the Bott map gives 2id. The two

maps coincide modulo multiplication by a sign.
In fact we can compute the sign:

Proposition 3. The arrow KKU, (Ac, Bc) — KKO,,_2(A, B) in the long exact sequence eq. @) is
given by ¢ = 7o B~ e KK_»(C,R)

Proof. Let the real structure on Ms(C) given by:

(2963

With this real structure we can identify My(C)g with My(R) and S%*My(R) with {f : ]-1,1] —

M>(C), f(—x) = f(x)}. Define for f e C2(]0,1[):
0

fF(A=5z+%)
)x+%))

Qo

0 -

Where f is extended by zero out of its domain. This makes explicit an homotopy between the two
following morphisms from C2(]0, 1[) to M> (CO(]—l, 1[0’1)):

aenonn@ - (1 25) enw- (T i)

Where ¢ is the map :Sc® — S%! from the exact sequence is tensored with id : My — M, and
is composed with a rank one projector p : C — M(C) making explicit the Morita invariance
isomorphism. Now the isomorphism 1 : S(g’l — S¢ given by f® z +— zf composed with ¢’ gives a
map S"IC — S%1My(R) that coincides with id ®i with i : C < M3(R). In fact the element 1) of
KKU(S(g"l, Sé’o) is exactly the Bott generator 8 of KUs. O

o f(x) = (

11



Remark 6. Taking the exact sequence for the algebra A = H and using the isomorphism C ® H ~
M5(C), we obtain:

- 5 KOg(H) » KU(C) » KOg(H) » KOy (H) » ---

0 Z Z 0

In fact here r @ H : M3(C) — Ms(H) is given by an inclusion i’ : C — H. We could have
given a similar proof that the one presented above using the real structure on My(C) given by

(‘z Z) = (7‘;_)1 _2) for which the real locus is isomorphic to H.

Identification of all arrows is done. The exact sequence commutes with the Kasparov product
by functoriality of the Kasparov product. We sum up:

Proposition 4. Let A, B be two graded real C*algebras. The following exact sequence holds:
. — KKO, (A, B) - KKU,(Ac, Be) 25 KKOp_a(A, B) - KKOpns1 (A, B) — ---
Where arrows are described as:
e 1) the generator of KOy, equal to 3, € KKO(R, C¢%Y) induced by the inclusion j : R — C¢%1
e ¢ the complezification morphism

o 7371 Bott periodicity composed with the realification morphism
Let D be an other graded real C*algebra and let o in KKOy(D, B). The morphism KOy(A) —
KOy 4k (B) induced by the Kasparov product with o« commutes with the exact sequence:
- — KKO,(4,D) — KKU,(Ac, D¢c) — KKO,,—2(A, D) — KKO,,_1(4,D) — ---
e KKOn+k(A,B) - KKUn+k(Ac,Bc) - KKOn+k_2(A,B) - KKOn+k_1(A,B) - e

Remark 7. The exact sequence was derived from the specialization of it to the algebra of scalars,
which amount to the relations between generators of KU, and KO,:

ne =0 e = 287 oc = p*

Br =n’ Br =" B =20
Corollary 1. We have 4-periodicity in KKO after inverting 2: KKO; (A, B)[3] ~ KKO;4(A, B)[3].
This follows from the equality v* = 28. If we inverse 2 in the exact sequence, 1 vanishes and we ob-

tain the following ezact sequence: 0 — KKO;42(A, B)[3] — KKU;(Ac, Be)[3] — KKO; (A, B)[3] —
0. In fact realification and complexification induce an isomorphism

KKO;(A, B)[5] ® KKO;12(4, B)[3] ~ KKU;(Ac, Be)[3]

It also shows a generalization of a monovariant result of Karoubi [Kar0l] already given by
Schick [Sch04]: KKO;(A, B) = 0 for every i if and only if KKU;(Ac, B¢) = 0 for every i. The
vanishing of KKO directly implies the vanishing of KKU by the exact sequence. Now if KKU
vanishes, one has to use an additional argument, the nilpotency of n. If 2 € KKO,(A, B) then the
complexification of x is zero. We can write x = ny but once again because of the vanishing of KKU
the complexification of y is zero. We can write * = 73z and z is then 0. In fact, a similar proof
gives more:

12



Corollary 2. Let o € KKO(A, B) then « is invertible if and only if ac is.

The same statement being false for monomorphisms and epimorphisms as can be seen from the
elements induced by a degree 2 map of S' onto itself and by realification R — C.

4 Anti-linear symmetries

4.1 Higher KKO theory via real structures

Study of Clifford algebra representations leads to the notion of even and odd complex Kasparov
triples. We will see in this section how to interpret this in the real setting.

Even complex Clifford algebras C¢# are isomorphic to M (C) with grading given by a diagonal
matrix with the same number of coefficients 1 and —1 on the diagonal. This graded algebra has
two isomorphism classes of irreducible graded modules. The two classes are swapped after inversion
of the grading. We can then denote Ry; and RS, for two graded modules representing those two
classes. Both are isomorphic as ungraded CZ% modules to the regular representation on c?". 0dd
Clifford algebras CE%H are isomorphic to Mgk (C) + My, (C) with even elements of the shape
(a,a) for a € Myx ((C) and odd ones given by some (a, —a). For this graded algebra there is only
one isomorphism class of irreducible graded module given by Ra+1 the standard representation of
Mo (C) + My (C) on C?! + C?* with grading interchanging the two components.

Take now two ungraded complex C*algebras A and B. Any B® Cl-— graded Hilbert module
E can be written Eg®R + E1 ® R° = EQR where E = Ey + E is a graded Hilbert B—module.
Any B ® Cl:— endomorphism of E is given by a unique M ®id or M®id for M in Zg(E ) It is
the Schur Lemma for complex Clifford algebras. Now for a Kasparov triple of the form (E, ¢, F) on
A—®B®C{"c the action of A can be written ¢ = ¢®1d and F as F®id where F anti-commutes
with the grading on E. One reduces to a complex A — B Kasparov module: (E (b, )

In the other case the Hilbert module over B ® C/ can be written E ® R for E an Hilbert
B—module. The grading is then only supported on R. the only irreducible graded C/ module.
recall that we have an isomorphism w : R — R assumed to square to id after Schur lemma and a
rescaling. We can now write¢ as gi~)® land F as F ® w. This is the motivation of the definition of
odd Kasparov triples :

Definition 4. For A and B two complex ungraded C*algebras, we call (E, ¢, F') an odd Kasparov
bimodule on A — B if E is an Hilbert B—module, if ¢ : A —> Zp(F) and if F € £p(FE) verifies :

(F — F*)¢(a) € K(E) (F? —1)¢(a) € K(E) [F,¢(a)] e K(E) Yae A

The Hilbert B— module F is ungraded and commutators [F, ¢(a)] are defined as F¢(a)—¢(a)F.
Our previous discussion shows the following formal Bott periodicity:

Proposition 5. Let A and B be two ungraded complex C*algebras.

There is an equivalence between Kasparov bimodules on A — B and Kasparov bimodules on
A—BQCIZ given by assigning the Kasparov bimodule (E, ¢, F) on A— B to (EQRa, ¢®id, F®id)
onA—B® C&%’“

There is an equivalence between odd Kasparov bimodules on A — B and Kasparov bimodules on
AfB®C€(QCk+1 given by assigning the odd Kasparov bimodule (E, ¢, F) on A— B to (E® Raop11, d®
id, FQw) on A — B® C2F+!
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Now, for A a graded real C*algebra. We define a map on the complex C*algebra Ac = A®C
as the identity on A and as conjugation on complex numbers : id ®~-. This motivates the following
definition

Definition 5. A pair (4,°) is called a C*algebra with real structure if A is a complex C*algebra
and if © : A — A is an involutive *—antilinear morphism, that is for every A in C and a,b in A we
have:

=a a* =a* a-b=a-b

Qll

Aa = a
A morphism between C*algebras with real structures is a *—morphism that intertwines the antilinear
involutions.

One recover a real C*algebra Ag as the set of fixed points of the involution. If A is a real C*algebra
we denote by Ac = (A®C, -) its C*algebra with real structure as defined above. Such pairs form
then a category equivalent to the one of real real C*algebras.

Let C? be a real Clifford algebra. For a complex graded module R on C/, its conjugate is
defined using the real structure on C?: as a set R is R and the action of a € C/ is given by the R
action of a and with the same grading. Take now R one of the irreducible graded module on C¢.
Distinguish two cases, depending on the Morita class of C'/¢.

Assume that C/{ is a matrix algebra. The representation R is either isomorphic to R or to R°.
In any case there is an operator Jgr : R — R such that

Vae Cl., VYreR, ax= JRanlx

The operator J% intertwines R with itself and must be a multiple of the identity. Multiplying Jx by
a real number one can assume that J3 = o id with a = +1. Depending on whether R~RorR=~R°
we have Jrer = o’egJg with a” = +1. The number « does not depend of the graded structure
of C¢. Tt is just the class upon Morita equivalence of the ungraded C¢ in Br(R) = {[R], [H]}.
Take generators ci,- -+ ,ca, of C¢. Then the operator v = ¢y - -+ - g, squares to (—1)"c?---c3,
commutes with eg and Jg and anticommutes with each ¢;. The operator egv intertwines R and R
and it then a multiple of the identity that squares to +id. We then have o' = (—=1)"c?---c3,.

If, now C/ is the sum of two matrix algebras over C. We then have R° ~ R as graded C
modules and we have an intertwining operator w. This means that w : R — R is C/ linear and
verifies wep = —epw. Changing w for some complex multiple of it we assume that w? = id. Now, R
is isomorphic to R and we write again Jr : R — R a unitary intertwining those two representations.
We can assume as before J3 = aid. We have wJgw that is also such an intertwining operator, by
Schur lemma we have Jpw = o/ Jpw. In fact we can take

’

w=1i%¢cy - capy1 where o = (=1)"c} - 3,44

With this w one could define an additional Clifford action on R by ¢ = weg. Note that ¢ = —a/ id.
This gives R the structure of a (C¢Q®CE0). or (CLRCI*'). module. One can then apply the
previous discussion to recover the sign « for C/.

Summing up we obtain

Proposition 6. Let Cl be a real Clifford algebra and let Cly its complezified algebra. Let R one
of the irreducible graded module on Cly. There is an antilinear operator Jg : R — R such that

Yae Cle, VreR, ar=JraJir Jiz=0axr a=+1
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For Cle a matriz algebra. The two R and R° are the only irreducible graded modules on
Cle. The sign « is the class of the ungraded Ct in Br(R) = {[R],[H]}. Furthermore, we have
Jrer = o'egJr with o’ = +1.

If, now Cl is the sum of two matriz algebras over C. The graded module R is the only
irreducible one on Cl.. There is an operator w : R — R° of square id verifying wer = —egpw and
Jrw = o/ Jrw for two signs o and o depending only on the Morita class of C¥.

Signs «, @’ and o will be collected below in definition

Remark 8. There is an ambiguity in our discussion that we now lift. We have to choose in the even
case between an irreducible graded module and its opposite and in the odd case between a chirality
operator w and its opposite —w. This is done by choosing an orientation of the Clifford algebra
as in [Kas81], defined as an ordered set of Clifford generators o = (cy,...,c,). This choice defines

uniquely a chirality operator by
W = 9t(n=D/20 e (5)

This choice depends uniquely on the class of o = (¢1, - ,¢y) in O, /SO,
We are then left with a chirality operator in the odd case. In the even case, let R, the unique
irreducible C¢ module such that the action of w, coincides with the grading.

This choice has a good compatibility with Kasparov product. For two orientationso = (v1,- - ,v,)
and (w1, -+ ,wy,) of two finite dimensional vector spaces denote the orientation on the direct sum
(v1,- -+ ,wy,) obtained by concatenation as o - o', we have:

e An isomorphism in the even/even case Ro®Ro ~ Ro.o

e An equality in the odd/even case wo®id = wo.or on R,®@R. In the other way round, &’ ® w, =
Wolo = —Woeof -

e In the the odd/odd case a splitting Ro.or + R, of ROR’ given by the 1 and —1 eigenspaces
of woe @ wyre’.

Remark 9. The proof differs from the case by case study one can find for example in |[GVF13]. Tt
is inspired by [Wal64; [Del+99] on a work of Wall on graded Brauer groups of fields. We just used
the fact that the Clifford algebra C?¢ was a real simple central graded algebra. Apart from the
identification of the signs, we could have taken C? to be any simple central graded algebra over a
field k of characteristic distinct from 2. By semi-simple we mean that every graded module over
it is decomposable as a sum of irreducible ones. By central we mean that the degree 0 elements
commuting with every other elements of the algebra is a multiple of the identity. The set sBr(k)
of Morita classes of such algebras forms a group upon the graded tensor product. For kg the
separable closing of k, there are only two such algebras and sBr(ks) = Zs. If R is an irreducible
graded module on A®k, then for any ¢ € Gal(k,ks) we can build R? the irreducible graded
A®k, module, R twisted by ¢. One first distinguish when A®k, is a matrix algebra, that is if
[A®k,] = 0¢€ sBr(k,) = Zs. Then we look if R® ~ R or R® ~ R°. One then obtain a morphism
Gal(k,ks) — Z3. One can then obtain an isomorphism of Wall between sBr(k) and an extension
of Zs by an extension of Hom(Gal(k,k;), Z2) ~ k*/k*? with the ungraded Brauer group Br(k) of
k. This gives sBr(R) ~ Zs.

Now, for any graded Hilbert B&C{¢—module (E,¢), the complexified module (Ec,ec on Be ®
Cl. We distinguish as before two cases:
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If C4; is a matrix algebra, Ec can be written in the form E®R ~ E’o ® R + El ® R° for R
(one of the) irreducible graded module over C/c. Denote E = Ey + E; the B—Hilbert module with
grading £&. We can then express on EQR the grading ec as € ® egr. Thanks to the Schur lemma
the conjugation on E¢ can be written J ® Jg with J an anti Bc—unitary and Jg the intertwiner
between R and R or R°. Recall that J3 = «id and that Jrer = a”erJg so that J? = aid and
£J = o JE. If now T is in Z5(E), we can write Tc as T®1. The degree of T on (E,¢) is then
equal to the degree of T. We have JT = T'J.

If, now C/{ is the sum of two matrix algebras over C. There is a unique irreducible graded
module on Cl that we denote R. It is isomorphic as a graded C/; module to its opposite module
and we have an intertwining unitary w realizing this isomorphism. The Bc®C/{-—Hilbert graded
module E¢ can be written £ ® R for E an ungraded B—Hilbert module. In this setting, the
conjugation on E¢ can be written as before J ® Jg so that J? = aid. If now T in .Z5(E) is even
, we can write T¢ as T ® 1. We have JT = TJ. If now T in Zp(F) is odd, we can write T¢ as
T ® w. We then have JT = o/TJ.

Application of this to Kasparov bimodules leads to the following definition one can find in |GVF13]
or in a different form in [Con95b] to characterize Higher KKO groups:

Definition 6. Let A, B be two ungraded real C*algebras and d be a class in Z/8Z. A tuple
(E, ¢, F,J) is called a real Kasparov bimodule with KO dimension or degree d on A — B or on
Ac — Be if (E, ¢, F) is a complex Kasparov triple on the complex real C*algebras Ac and Bc of
even or odd degree depending on the class of d in Zs and J : E — F is an anti- B-linear operator
verifying :

Vbe Be,b = JbJ*, Vae Ac,¢@) = Jop(a)J*, J2=a, FJ=ao,JF, Je=ale]

Where signs g, o), and o/} depend on the value of d and are given by the following table:

0 1 2 3 4 ) 6 7
og 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1
1 1 1
1 -1

-1 1 1 1 -1
-1 1

An isomorphism between such Kasparov bimodules is given by a usual isomorphism of complex
Kasparov bimodules intertwining the action of the corresponding antilinear operators.

Remark 10. Note that both (E, ¢, F, J) and (F, ¢, F, —J) are isomorphic through the action of the
imaginary i.
Proposition 7. Let A, B be two ungraded C* algebras. The set of AQCe4— B Kasparov bimodules
identifies naturally with the set of A — B Kasparov modules with real structure of KO dimension
p—q.
If R in the (or one of the) irreducible graded CZ:? module then this correspondence is given by
(E,0,F) > (EQR,¢0®1,F®id) in the even case
(E,0,F) > (EQR,¢0® 1, F Q) in the odd case

Remark 11. For the even case, an other option would be to change J for Je when J anticommutes
with €. This is more natural with respect to the graded picture as F' graded commutes with J and
J is an operator of square 84 = gy and degree 5 = o).
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d 0 2 4 6

B 1 1 -1 -1
71 -1 1 -1

This amounts to write on E¢ = EQR the conjugation operator as J&.Jz.

Remark 12. When d = q — p is odd, given a Kasparov bimodule (E, ¢, F) on A — B® C¢rthatl
we consider the Clifford action as an action of C/P*14 with an additional unitary ¢ that squares
to —id. Write E¢ as EQR where E is graded and where R represents one of the unique C¢P+1:4
irreducible module. This comes with a writing Fr = F ® id and an antiunitary J of square and
degree given by remark [T1] for KO dimension d — 1 graded commuting with F. Now ce can be
written ¢ ® id where & is an odd operator on E whose square is id and graded commutes with J.
In fact both the operators ¢, F and J graded commute and sign conditions read J? = 4_; and
deg(J) = B/_,, gathered in the following table:

d 1 3 5 7

Ber 1 1 -1 -1
m o1 -1 1 -1

To make the link with the previous presentation, we unravel Morita invariance. The Kasparov
module (E® R, ¢ ®id, Fy ® w) on A — BRCIP+? leads to the bimodule on A — BRCPT14+1 given
on (E + E)®R by the grading (°F 721?) and by the additjonal Clifford action of ¢ = (E(; o) and
() °). The operator is given by (Fow }Qow ). Now (_9, %) commutes with the grading and with
the C¢P9%1 action. The two eigenspaces of this operator of square id denoted F; and E_; are

identified with the A — B®CP»4 bimodule E ® R by the following isomorphisms:
er@RHC”I)eEl er@RH<.x>eE1
x iwx

As in remark Bl the action of iegw gives R the structure of the irreducible graded module on
C(@’QH that we denote R, for which the two previous isomorphisms F; ~ EQR, and F_; ~ EQRS
become isomorphisms of A — B®C’€fé"q+l bimodules. An intertwining operator for the conjugate
representation of R is given by Jrw if o/, = 1 and otherwise can be chosen to be just Jr. We write
(E+ E)®R = By + E_; ~ (E + E)®R, and we have our Kasparov bimodule of KO dimension
qg—pas (E+FE,¢,F, ¢ J)) with the operators given by

1 0 0 0 —iF 0 1 0 —J Jo O
° = (o 1) ¢= (%0 ¢0> Fz(iFo 0 0) €= (1 0) /= (Jo 00) o (00 Jo)
The operators J of degree o/, then squares to —a/;J§ = —aua/; which gives also the sign f4-1 =
g1l
Remark 13. The C¢PT19%1 action could be interpreted as a C¢P9t! and an additional Clifford
action of an element of square id. That is a quintuple (F, ¢, F, J, ¢) such that (E, ¢, F') is a complex
Kasparov bimodule on A — B, J is an antilinear operator on E compatible with the real structures

of A and B, of degree 87, and square 3441 graded commuting with I and with ¢ of square —1
and degree 1 graded commuting with both J and F'
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d 1 3 5 7

Ba+1 I -1 -1 1
e o~ 1 -1 1

As before, an odd Kasparov module (F, ¢g, Fy) given as in definition [G] yields

(1 0 (¢0 O (0 F (0 =1\ , (] © 0 Ji
o ) (0 8) o 8) -0 ) (0 R) e ()

4.2 The Kasparov product

The Kasparov product can be made explicit in this setting using the characterization of |[CS84]. As

this construction involves graded tensor products we use the graded formulation of real structures
of remarks [IT] and

Proposition 8. Let A, B, D, be three ungraded real C*algebras with A separable and B and D
o—unital. Let two elements [F1,¢1, F1,J1] € KKO, (A, B) and [E2,¢2, Fa, J2] given by the S
formulation and with eventually a supplementary action of an odd square id or —id operator. The
Kasparov product of those two elements over D is given in the 8 formulation by:

if n and m are even [E, ¢, F,J]| = [E1®pE2, ¢1 ® ¢2, F, Ji®J2] for any odd operator F : E — E
verifying definition [@ and

e Va € By homogencous the map y — 1®Fs(y) — (—1)""F(2Qy) is a compact operator
from Es to B
o Yae A ¢(a)[Fi®id, Flé(a)* =0 mod K(E)

When A =R , E; is given by some Hp and Fy commutes with the action of R is self adjoint,
verifies | Fy|| < 1 such an operator on HQE, is homotopic to

F®id +({d®ds)(1/1 — F)Fy

if n is odd and m is even [E, ¢, F,J,c] = [E1®pFa, ¢1 ® ¢2, F, J1®J2, c1®id] where F satisfies

the same conditions as before.

if n is even and m odd [E, ¢, F,J,c] = [E1\®pFE2, 1 ® ¢o, F, J1®Jo,idRco] where F satisfies

the same conditions as before.

if n and m are odd [FE, ¢, F,J] where E is the image of the even projector p = (id +c1®c2)/2.
The restriction of ¢1 ® ¢ on this space gives ¢ and the restriction of J1®Jy gives J. The
operator F': E — E is any odd operator verifying definition[@ and

o Va € E; homogeneous the map y — p(a®Fs(y))—(—1)7“ F(p(a®y)) is a compact operator
from Es to B

e Vae A ¢(a)[(Fi®id)p, Flé(a)* =0 mod K(E)
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When A = R, Fy commutes with the action of R and |Fi| < 1 such an operator is homotopic

to
Fi®pes+4/1—FQ®p F»

Proof. For two Kasparov bimodules (F1, ¢y, F1), (E1,¢2,~F2) are real Kasparov bimodules over
A —D®Cer4 and over D — B® CP+¢ Writing By ¢ = EA1®R,, and Fac = E2®R, ,, we have
the isomorphism of A — B® Cr+v'a+d himodules:

E1c®pEac = E\QE2QR, QR o

We then use eq. (B)) as to identify Ry g+ With Ry QR o if at least one of the degree is even and
with the invariant subspace of c® ¢’ if both degrees are even. It is then just a matter of translation
in this framework of the connection characterization of Connes and Skandalis. O

Remark 14. Note that the same formulas can be given when the odd Kasparov triples are given
with the data of an odd self adjoint unitary squaring to —1 as in remark

4.3 The exact sequence via real structures

In this section we investigate morphisms of the exact sequence propositiondlin the context of higher
KKO groups with real structures of section 4.1l Let A and B be two ungraded real C*algebras
Complexification in this framework just consists in forgetting the real structure:

Proposition 9. Complezifying a Kasparov bimodule with real structure (E, ¢, F,J) on Ac — B¢
gives the underlying complex Kasparov bimodule (E, ¢, F).

The action of n we will be described by the graded S formalism presented in remark [I1] in
the even case and in remarks and in the odd case. We then link back to the a formalism
of definition [6l Starting with the action of  on even Kasparov triples we have:

Lemma 4. Let (E, ¢, F,J) be an even degree Kasparov bimodule in the graded presentation of re-
mark[Id. The action of n on this triple is given in the B+ presentation of remark[I2 by the following

quintuple (E + E°, (‘g g) , (5 _OF) , (‘é iOJ) ) ((1) é)) where the sign is the degree 8" of the operator
J.

Proof. The module E + E° is isomorphic to £ ® C? where the grading is only supported on

C%. An isomorphism can be given by £ ($9) + 152 (91). The operators are then given by

$ 0 0 F 0 J J o 01
(Od))’(—Fa 05)7(—J€ 08) or (OJ) and(l@) a
Now linking back to the o presentation of definition [0] :

Proposition 10. Let (E, e, ¢, F,J) be a Kasparov bimodule with real structure of even KO dimen-
sion. The action of n gives the Kasparov bimodule (E,¢,iFe,J) with real structure of odd KO
dimension.

Proof. The previous form of the operator is of the same shape as the one obtained in remark
where were obtained the link between o and 8 formalism. Changing eventually our antilinear
operator for Je to always have the commutation of it in the non graded sense with the Fredholm
operator we also put the initial even Kasparov triple in an a form. o
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For odd Kasparov triples now :

Lemma 5. Let (E,¢,F, J,c) be a Kasparov bimodule given in the 3~ presentation of remark [13
with an odd c of square —idg graded commuting with F and J. Applying n to this bimodule gives
the same bimodule in the B graded formalism but without c:

7’](E,¢,F,J,C) = (Ev(va?J)
Proof. The element n = j, € KKO(R, C¢%!) for the inclusion j : R — C¢%! gives an element in
KKO(C¢' R) given by the action of (§§) on R%. We can then interpret the action of 7 as a

forgetful functor for this C¢*° action. But the 8~ formalism is precisely given by distinguishing
such an action as to give the operator c. O

Proposition 11. Let (E, ¢, F,J) be a Kasparov bimodule with real structure of odd degree d given
in the a formalism of definition[dl by an antiunitary J : E — E and no grading on E. The graded
tensor product of this bimodule with n gives the Kasparov bimodule (E + E,(§ %)), ((g g), (25)
with real structure of even degree given by (39) if d = 3,7 or (5 _OJ) ifd=1,5

Here the antilinear operator commutes with the Fredholm operator, for a graded commutation
as in remark [T we must change it for (G J) in the case d = 1,5.

Coming now to realification, starting with even dimensional Kasparov triples in « formalism:

Proposition 12. For any complex Kasparov bimodule of even degree (E,e,¢$, F) on Ac — Be. Its

realification gives the Kasparov module (E @® E, (%Y a,,OEH ), (“g g), (fo 120 )) with real structure given
by J = (95)-

Proof. We follow the chain of isomorphism of graded Ac — C¢%? ® B¢ bimodules
(E®cR) ®= C 2 EQcR® EQcR 129N EE, (B g F)QR or (E® E°)QR

The graded structure on E®E depending whether .Jx intertwines R with the irreducible module
R on Cl? or its opposite R°.
The conjugation operator is given by (9 ¢)® Jg and the Fredholm operator by ( 180 120 )®id. O

In the odd case now, from odd complex Kasparov bimodules:

Proposition 13. For any complex Kasparov bimodule of odd degree (E,¢,F) on Ac — Bc. The
image of it by the realification morphism is the Kasparov bimodule (E ® E, ¢, F, J) with

o= (5 3) P= (5 wr) (0

Proof. Any Kasparov bimodule (E® R, ¢ ®id, F®w) on A — B® C¢%? gives the chain of isomor-
phisms:

(E®cR)®:C > E® ROE®c R =208 FQ ROEQR~ (E®E)QR
Where h(z ® \) = (zz,zz) for £ € EQcR and A € C. The inverse of h is given by h™'(z,y)
$(2+y)®@1+%(y—2)®i. Then (z,y) in EQRGE®R translates into 1 (z+Jr(y))®1+%(Jr(y)— )i

in F®c R®g C applying F ® w® 1 we obtain %(F(x) + F(Jr(v)®1+ %(F(JR(y)) —F(2))®:1.
Conjugation on C gives:

S+ Tr) ® 1 £ (Ju(y) ) ®i = 3 (Taly) + aTr(Ta() ® 1+ & (aTn(r(@) — Tn(y) ©
o
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4.4 Finite dimensional KO theory via symmetries

Let A be a trivially graded real C*algebra and Ac its complex C*algebra with real structure. As
explained in 7?7 an other description of KO theory due to Karoubi is given by equivalences classes
of unitaries in some matrix algebra. When A is unital an element of the group Kngq(A) is given
by the class of a tuple (s1, s2, F) where E is a C¢P? right A—linear action on some free and finitely
generated A module with generators anticommuting with two A—linear symmetries s; and sg. If
A is not unital then we change A for its point unitalization A* and furthermore assume that s;
equals so mod A. In the spirit of lemma [1] where Clifford algebra where taken from the left to the
right as arguments in KKO, consider E as an ungraded left C'¢?9? module. In addition E can be
considered as an action of C¢P9*1 on a graded module by Morita invariance. Write ¢ this grading.
Doing so, we can identify s; and s, as some matrix over A® C¢9+1P. We then obtain a formulation
of KO theory similar to the one of Van Daele [VD88a; [VD88h] where a KO cycle of degree p — ¢ is
given by cycles (C, e, s1, s2) where

e ( is a representation C£91P — M, (A)
e ¢ is a self-adjoint unitary in M,,(A) anticommuting with generators of the Clifford action

e s1 and sy are self adjoint unitaries in M,,(A) commuting with generators of the Clifford action
and anticommuting with e

The main difference with the original Van Daele formulation is the choice of a base point in the
set of such operators. This has another advantage when we will later consider pairings.

We write the complexification E¢ as some A ® R or (Afé + A%') ® R as in the previous section.
Any complexification s¢ of a symmetry s acting on F, anticommuting with some Clifford action on
FE can be given a form we describe now in the following proposition:

Proposition 14. Let d = p — q. on A¢ ® R the conjugation operator is given as J @ Jr and sc
can be written

If d is even, as u@w where u = 2p — 1 is a symmetry verifying the following relations for d and
w 1s the chirality operator of remark|[8.

If d is odd, as (g uo*) ® 1 with u a unitary of M, (Ac) verifying the following relations :

d J anti-unitary unitary picture  projection picture
0 J? = uw* =u, JuJ* =u JpJ*t =p
1 J?=1 JuJ* =u
2 J? = u* = u, JuJ* = —u JpJ*¥=1—p
3 J? =-1 JuJ* = u*
4 J? =1 u* =u, JuJ* =u JpJ* =p
5 J? =1 JuJ* =u
6 J2=-1 u*=u,JuJ*=—u JpJ* =1—p
7 J?=1 JuJ* = u*

We recover the presentation of KO theory of unital and trivially graded real C*algebras via
projection or unitaries with symmetries one can find for example in [BL15].
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Proof. Assume for simplicity that A is unital. Schur lemma enables to write the conjugation on
E®R as J®Jr where J is a antiunitary of A¢ and sc as 5®1 or (2p—1)®1. We then transpose
the relation of proposition [0 for the degree d + 1 to find the result.

In the odd case A% comes with a grading. We write the symmetry sc on AZ®R as ( 0 “O* ) ®1

and the conjugation operator as (é 9/) ® Jg or (_OJ ‘5) ® Jg. The relations given by proposition
between u1,ue and J now translates into the given ones in the table. O

Writing any odd element [(3 uo* ) ®1, (? é) ® 1] as [u, J] or simply [u] if the antilinear operator
is understood, every odd KOX element is given by a difference [u, J] — [v, J']. Note that for d = 1,5
the law on classes of such unitaries coincides with the usual multiplication of matrices. For d = 3,7
the additive law is described by [u1, J] + [u2, J] = [u1u2, uzJus] . For d = 0 or 4, any KO class is
given by some [(1 — 2p) Q@ w,id®w] — [(1 — 2¢) ® w, id ®w] that we write [p, J] — [¢q, J']. For d = 2
or 6 we can choose an other base point and write any KO¥ class as [(1 —2p) ®w, (? Bi) ®w] —
[(1-2¢)®w, (97") ®w] written as [p, J] — [q, J].

Proposition 15. The product with i is given respectively in even and odd degree by

lp,J] —[1—2p,J]

T i e T o N |

Proof. To an even class represented by a projector p is associated the triple [1®w, (1—2p)®@w, AZ®
R]. Now, as in proposition[T] 7, interpreted as jy for j an inclusion R < C¢%! acts on our element
as to give [(95) ®1, (1%, '¢") ® 1, A" ® .

Starting with an odd degree element [(2 uo* ) ®1, (? %)) ®1LAE® R] where conjugation in given
by (‘é }J,) ® Jg or (B] ({) ® Jgr. As in the proof of proposition [I0], n acts as to give [(Z(L *Zg*) ®
w, (? Bi) Q@ w, A% ® R]. Now, it is of the form [1 (1 *i“*) , (% 8) ® Jr] as defined above in

2 \4u 1
dimension 2 and 6. In other dimensions, we put it in the form [3 (1 "),({ %) ® Jr] after
conjugation with (§9)

As for the link with complex K theory represented in degree 0 by projector and in degree 1 by
unitaries :

Proposition 16. Complezification is given by omission of the real structure :

[p, J] = [p] [u, J] = [u]

Realification is given by

[p®7.J] [u®, J]
] {@®Tjﬁﬂ [u] {w i’

+7
Where J is given by (9 6 > accordingly to the degree d of the target group KOg(A) and proposi-
tion
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5 Applications

5.1 Z, pairing in KO theory

In this section we use the exact sequence proposition [ to give formulas for the Zs pairings
(KO™(A),KOp4+1(A4)) or (KO™(A),KO,4+2(A)) restricting ourselves to elements in the kernel of
complexification ¢ and 7. Such a restriction for an element in KO,,1(A) resp. KO, 42 gives a lift
to KO, (A) resp. KU,(A)c and an integer after pairing with an element in KO™(A). The class
in Zo of this integer gives the pairing between the original elements. This is summed up by the
following commutative diagram where -F' represent the pairing with an element in KO"(A):

Kon(A) - Kon+1(A) - KUn+1(AC) KUn+2(A) - K0n+2(A) - Kon+3<AC)
LF LF LFe LF LF L Fe
Z Zs 0 Z Lo 0

When the vanishing of nx or x¢ is given by an homotopy, using the Puppe sequence presented
along the proof of the exact sequence, one can build a lift Z upon realification, resp. n as KO classes
of the corresponding suspension algebra S%1A or SAc. Now ag 1 F gives a class in KO”H(SO’lA)
and its complexification in KU ! (SAc). We then use Chern Connes pairing formulas to obtain the
pairing (a1 F, Z). Recall first how to build lifts in the exact sequence when given corresponding
homotopies:

Proposition 17. Let (E,$,F) a Kasparov triple with an homotopy between j«(E,é,F) and a
degenerate module on A — BRCI%! represented as a Kasparov triple (Ey, ¢, Fy) on A— SBRCLOL.
A lift of [E, ¢, F] € KKO, (A, B) to KKU, (A, B) is given by the class of the triple (E,$,F) on
Ac — SBc®CULE where:

Ey =Bc®CUlE ¢y =¢c®1  Fy =sing /s 1®c + €08y /o Fe®1 for —1 <t

0
E, =F;c b1 =¢c E =Fc JorO<t<1

<
<

Proof. Apply Bo.1 to obtain a triple on A — S%!B&C¢%! and use the homotopy to obtain the
corresponding triple on A¢ — S B@@C’é}c via the Puppe sequence. o

Proposition 18. Let (E, ¢, F) a Kasparov triple with an homotopy between (Egc, ¢c, Fc) and a
degenerate module on Ac — B represented as a Kasparov triple (Ey, ¢, Fy) on Ac —SBc. A lift of
[E, ¢, F] € KKO, (A, B) to KKO,,_1(A, B) is given by the class of the triple (E, ¢, F) on A—S®'B

where:

Et =E_; J’t =¢_4 Ft =F_ for

-1<t<0
Et :E ¢~)t :QTt Ft :F_;g fO’I’ O t 1

NN
NN

For KO¥ theory classes given as some finite dimensional Karoubi elements, Bott periodicity is
constructed by assigning to a symmetry s in M, (A) the matrix 8s with coefficients in S AQC¢%:!
defined as

Bsi = cOSpy/o sQid +i sing 2 id Qe —-1<t<1 (6)
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Bott periodicity is then given in [Kar(Q&] as the map (s1, s2) — (8s1, 8s2).

If j«[C, s1, s2] vanishes, we have an homotopy s;,0 < t < 1 between j,(s1) and j.(s2) giving
a lift upon complexification in KU(A) as the class of (51, 82) with coefficients in the suspension
algebra SAc®CYL given by

81t =COSry/p 51 @id +ising pid®e 824 =cOSry/p 52 ®id +ising pid®e  —1
=S¢ =j*(32) 0

If [s1, s2]c vanishes, we have an homotopy s;,0 < t < 1 between s; ¢ and sa ¢ giving a lift upon
7 in as the class of matrices (31, 32) with coefficients in the suspension algebra S%!A given by

VAR

11t=s,tand§21t=521f71<t<1 §17t=stand§21t=521f0<t<1 (8)

Following |Con85] an element a in A is said to be p summable with respect to the Fredholm
module (H, ¢, F') over A when [F, ¢(a)] is in £? the ideal of p summable operators of H. Denote the
#—algebra of such p summable elements £%.. It is a subalgebra of A stable by holomorphic calculus.
A matrix of elements in A is also said to be p summable if all its coefficients are p summable.

These formulas still hold in KO theory as the proof of Connes |Con85] transfers directly in this
setting. Assume form now on that A is trivially graded.

Proposition 19. Let e be a projector in My(Ac) together with Ji an anti-unitary as in proposi-
tion and (H,¢,e, F, J2) p-summable for an even Fredholm module [H, ¢, F, J3] on A with the
same KO dimension as e, F* = F and F? =id. The index pairing between the class of (e, J1) and
the class of (H, ¢,¢e, F, J2) in K theory is given for any 2n + 1 > p by the formula with the complex
trace Tr on H*:

(F.e) = (=1)" Te(ed(e)[F, ¢(e)]*") (9)
For w a unitary in My (Ac) and a anti-unitary Jv as in proposition[I{] and (H, ¢, F, Jo) p summable
with respect to an odd Fredholm module [H, ¢, F] on A of the same KO dimension, with F* = F

and F? = id. The index pairing between the class of u and the class of (H, F) in K theory is given
if 2n > p by:

(Fyup = (2_"—12? Tr(¢(u — 1*[F, ¢(u — DI([F, ¢(u — )*][F, ¢(u —1)])") (10)

Remark 15. Same formulas gives the pairing between KO" (A) and KO,,44(A) taking care of dividing
the even integer one obtain by 2. This is the content of the following diagram:

KOpy4(A) » KUp(A) » KOpia(Ac)
Ja Lo Joc
Z Z Zs

Remark 16. These formulas forget the antilinear operator J when KKO elements are given as
complex Kasparov triples with real structure. Actually such formulas could have been derived from
the following commutative diagram:

KOp_1(A) + KOn(A) + KUp(Ac)
le la lec
0 Z Z

24



Such a diagram exactly say that the antilinear operator is forgotten. The presence of such an
operator can however gives us some vanishing results if one try to use these formulas to pair KO
elements with incompatible degree. For example when trying to pair and [u,J;] € KO;(A) and
[H,, F, J5) e KO'*2(A) by Writing 525 Tr(u*[F, u]([F, u*][F,u])"). The antilinear J = J; ® J
commutes with v and anti-commutes with F' so that

Tr(uw*[F,u|([F, w*]|[F,u])") = Te(JJ*u*[F, u]([F,v*]|[F,u])")
= Te(J*u™*[F,u]([F, u*][F, u])"J)
= — Tr(u*[F, u]([F, u*][F, u])")

And we obtain Tr(u*[F, u]([F,u*][F,u])") = 0. See |Kell6] for an exhaustive treatment of such
computations.

Here we treat real Fredholm modules as given by modules on algebras tensored by Clifford
algebras. Following recommendations in |Con85], in [Kas86] is defined in the graded setting, cyclic
cohomology via characters of real differential cycles for any graded algebra over a field.

A Fredholm module (H, ¢, F) over AQCIP4 gives an n differential cycle (Q,p,d, ) over A%
defined for p < n by

e (), is the norm closure of operators of shape ¢(ag)day - - - dam, = ¢(ao)[F, ¢(a1)]- - [F, plam)]
for a; all in LY,

e p=0¢:L} —Q
o d(¢(ao)[F; p(ar)]- - [F, ¢lam)]) = [F, d(ao)][F, ¢(ar)] - - [F, dlam)]
e {:Q, — C given by the graded trace on H multiplied by some scalar \,,.

Coeflicients A, are given by Connes as to ensure the compatibility of such a Chern characters with
the exterior product of cycles/Fredholm modules.

w(2n + 1)!

Nen = (—1)"n! Nonir = (C1)"T(n + ) = (- 22! (1)

Note that in Connes’ [Con954, IV.1.8], such coefficients are given respectively by (—1)"n! and
(—1)"V/2il'(n + 3). To have a compatibility with the operator o, a generator of HC?*(C) given
by o(1,1,1) = 1; these two sets of coefficients are each fixed upon multiplication by a scalar.
Connes’ choice automatically ensure compatibility with exterior products of two even complex
Fredholm modules and even for an even and an odd one. To have the odd/odd compatibility
one fix coefficients as in Connes’. In the real setting, considering only degree zero Fredohlm mod-
ules on algebra eventually tensored by a Clifford algebra, the product of two Fredholm modules
of degree one gives a degree 2 element, the choice eq. () is compatible with exterior product
KO (A®CIP1) @ KO (A'QCP4) — KO (AQA'QCP+ra+4d") | The extra v/2i in Connes’ comes
from the isomorphism of CE(%’O with C’éé’l given by sending a generator € to ie followed by the
Morita invariance isomorphism in cyclic homology for M5(C). Note that, in the real setting of
Fredholm modules with symmetries, one may define eight sets of such coefficients in a compatible
way as to ensure compatibility for Chern character of real Fredholm modules with exterior product.
This will be detailed elsewhere.
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Now, in [Kell6] is defined the pairing between Karoubi/Van Daele K theory and any class giving
a cyclic homology element through characters of Connes’ cycles (Q, 0, d, S) over the algebra AQC(?P

for A some trivially graded real Banach #—algebra. Its pairing with a class [s1, s2] in KOE_q(A) is
given by

po [ Tr(p(&p(o1 = s2)(ds1 — 52))")
Coefficients p, are then defined as to give index formulas as the equality (F,z) = (ch(F),z):

B 1 B 1 (=1l
Han 22n+1p) Han+1 22n+21"(n+%) 2/m(2n + 1)!

Connes formulas given in egs. (@) and (I0) can be seen as a pairing between the Chern class
of a summable Fredholm module written as [H®R, F®id] or [H ® R, F ® w] and Karoubi’s KOX
theory given by elements [(2p — 1) ® id] and [(© “0* ) ®id] recalling the result from [Kas80]

Proposition 20. Let C? be a real Clifford algebra and Trcy the graded trace on CC defined as 1 on
one product of all Clifford generators and 0 on the product of less generators. The exterior product
with Trcy gives an isomorphism between HCO*(A) and HCO* (ARCY)

The Chern Character s € HCO(CY (]—1,1[") @ C¢0-1) of the class v is given by

s(a,b) = 2fo Try (adbe)

Wlth TI‘l(Ml ® 1 + M2 ® 6) = TI‘(MQ)

s(a,b) = )

Recall that TI‘l(Ml ® 1+ MQ ® 6) = TI‘(MQ)

Exterior product with a differential cycle Q = (€2,p, 0, {) over A gives a differential cycle s
over S%1 A by suspension. Let the element (31, 32) defined as before in eq. (§) for an homotopy
representing the vanishing of (s1, s2)c, and giving a class in KO(S%!.A). we have the pairing given
by the following where we denoted 3; for p(8;):

<Q,(§1,§2)>=(”+212#f JTr@Trl((sl—SQ)((?sl 055)™(d51 — dsa)e)

(n + 1 nMn-ﬁ-l f JTY 851 3§g)n(d§1 - d/§2)) (12)

Because §; ¢ = §;+ and the 1ntegral is real valued.

A differential cycle Q = (Q,p,0, () over Acg®, gives a differential cycle sQ over SAcRCEE.
Assume that the pairing of Q with the complexification of a given KO cocycle (s1,s2) gives zero.
Assuming furthermore the vanishing of 7(s1, s2), we can pair sQ) with any cocycle (31, 32) over
SAc®ClL representing as in eq. (7) the vanishing of n(s1, s2):

51 52)) < DAt (1 oy oy (55,05 — 050)7 (d5y — dsa)e
(0 51,50)) G [ @ T (51 = 52)(051 — 052)" (051 — d52)e)
_ (n + 1) Anfint1

22-\/7—_r o JTT®TT1((§1 — 52)(651 — 652)”(d§1 — d§2)e) (13)
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As if t < 0, we have 51 — 524 = cOSpy/a(51 — s2)®id and {Tr((s1 — s2)(ds1,t — 0s2.¢)" ) is the
pairing between (s1, s2) and Q. This number is assumed to vanish.

Specializing to the Chern character of a Fredholm module (H, ¢, F) on A and to A = A%, we
obtain:

Proposition 21. For any class © = [e] —[1,] in KO24(A) given by p summable matrices for some
Fredholm module (H,$, F') on A of KO dimension 2d — 1. If {yt}se[0,1] 95 a smooth homotopy of p
summable projectors between ec and 1,, c then for any 2n > p the Zs index pairing between x and
[H, ¢, F] is given by the following formula

i2n+1)! [* N
[H.6.FLon = gtz j Te(yo,[F, yo]>" )t mod 2
For any class [u] in KOgq+1(A) given by a p summable matriz for some Fredholm module (H, e, ¢, F)
on A of KO dimension 2d. If {y:}ief0,1] s a smooth homotopy of p summable unitaries between
uc and id then for any 2n > p the Zs index pairing between [u] and [H,e, ¢, F] is given by the
following formula

i(n!)?
4m(2n)!

1
([H.e, ¢, F),a)s = j Te(e(yf — DYA(F,uF —1][F,y0 — 1])")dt mod 2

0

Now, the vanishing of ¢ = [ec] — [ fc] can also be given by an unitary w in U, (A¢) such that
uecu® = f. In this case we obtain

{H,¢,F],x)s = 22W%Tr((u* — D[F,u—1]([F,v* — 1][F,u —1])*) mod 2

Now for elements in the kernel of 7, we have:

Proposition 22. For any class x = [e] in KOqq(A) given by p summable matrices for some Fred-
holm module (H,e,¢,F) on A of KO dimension 2d — 2. If {yi}se[0,1] i a smooth homotopy of p
summable matrices between 1 — 2e and the identity matriz verifying reality conditions of proposi-
tion[I{], then for any 2n = p the Zo index pairing between x and [H, ¢, F] is given by the following
formula

i(2n +1)!

1
(UH.6.F).a)2 = St fo Te(eye,[F, 5" 1)t mod 2

For any class [u] in KOgq41(A) given by a p summable matriz for some Fredholm module (H, ¢, F)
on A of KO dimension 2d — 1. If {yi}e[o,1] s a smooth homotopy of p summable matrices between

% (Zi *Zf*) and % (1 ]i) verifying the reality conditions then for any 2n > p the Zs index pairing

between [u] and [H,e, ¢, F] is given by the following formula

<[H,a,¢,F1,x>2=2ifg;)! j Te(e(yf — Dyi([EyF — 1[F.y— 1])")dt mod 2

Remark 17. We have given the long exact sequence in bivariant K theory, in fact one can give
similar formulas for a pairing of an element of ker(n) in KO homology. We then replace in the
formula above y; by a constant y and y; by [F{,y]. Going one step further, this procedure can even

27



give pairings between two torsion elements. For example a formula with a double integral given
by homotopies will give the pairing between an element of ker(c) in homology and an element of
ker(c) in KO theory. Note that the Zy index pairing of an element of ker(n) and an element of
ker(c) u ker(n) always vanishes.

The problem of finding formulas as for the Zs index of skew adjoint elliptic operators is poorly
unresolved with such a treatment. A real skew adjoint elliptic operator D on a compact smooth
manifold M gives a class in [D] in KO~ (C(M)) for which the pairing with the unit of the ring
KO(C(M)) gives the dimension of the kernel of D mod 2. Now iD¢ does not necessarily gives
a trivial class in KU'(D) and interesting refinements of real KO theory over the complex KU
disappears.

Remark 18. For some algebras, we cannot compute any Zso pairing this way. For example for A the
algebra of functions on the space obtained by identifying the boundary of a 2 dimensional disk by
a rotation of even order p : A = C(D?/Z,) Using the long exact sequence for the inclusion of the

circle S* .
KOi+2 X.2> KOZ'+2 i KOZ (A) I KOiJrl X.2> KOi+1 —> (14)

Combining with the exact sequence of proposition [,

The reduced KO and KU theory/homology of this algebra then appears to be of pure torsion.
The action of complexification, realification and n on them can also be recovered from the exact
sequence. Non zero Zs pairings are given by <KOO,KO7>, <KOO,KOG>, <K01,KO7>, <K06,KO5>,
<K067 KO4> and <KO77 KO5>. None of it can be computed by our method as the involved elements
do not fall in the kernel of 1 or complexification. In fact, as every KU and KO groups are torsion,
integer valued pairings always vanish and we cannot obtain our Zy index as an integer modulo 2.

5.2 Real structures, and quantum symmetries

In section [£.J] we changed J for Je or F' to iF to obtain different relations between the antilinear
operator, the Fredholm one and the grading. A more natural way would be to take the whole group
G generated by J and eventually ¢ and to keep track of commutation or anti-commutation relations
with the Fredholm operator. Following [FM13] we define:

Definition 7. We call an extended symmetry group the data (G, t, c) of a group G and two group
morphisms t : G — Zs and ¢ : G — Zo.

Define for such a group G = (G, t, c) their representation on a graded Hilbert space by imposing
which elements are even and which one are anti-unitary:

Definition 8. A representation of (G, t,c) on a graded Hilbert space (H,¢) is given by a group
morphism p from G to the group of unitaries and anti-unitaries of H such that for any g € G,

e p(g) is unitary if and only if t(g) =0

o p(g)e = (~1)"Wep(g)

This definition extends to Kasparov triples. Let A¢c and B¢ be two trivially graded complex
C*algebras with real structures:

Definition 9. An A¢ — Be G Kasparov bimodule is the data (E, e, ¢, F, p) where (E, ¢) is a graded
Hilbert Bc—module, ¢ : Ac —» Z5(E) is an even *—morphism, F' € £g(F) is odd with respect to
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the grading € and self adjoint and of squarer id modulo compact operators p is a group morphism
between G and the group of unitaries and anti-unitaries of E. Furthermore for any g € G the
operator p(g) verifies the following

e p(g) has degree c(g) with respect to the grading and graded commutes with F' modulo compact
operators

e For every a € Ac and b € Bg:

p(g)d(a) = ¢(a)p(g) p(g)b = bp(g) if t(g) =0
p(g)p(a) = ¢(a)p(g) p(9)b = bp(g) if t(g) =1

This can be used to extract invariants of topological insulators as we discuss now. The model for
the dynamic of our system is described by a first quantized Hamiltonian H, a self-adjoint operator
acting on a complex Hilbert space H. We neglect the interaction between electrons so that this
Hilbert space represents the state space of one electron. The Fermi energy is a real number u
describing the statistics of our system. At zero temperature and with p is in a spectral gap of
H, our electrons occupy all energies lower than . We can then consider the space of such energy
levels by looking at the projection of H below p: Pg,(H). Assuming some finiteness condition
we can then interpret P<,(H) as living in some KU group of an algebra. This algebra must at
least contain H, or just the compact calculus of H is H is unbounded. We want to extract the
topological property of our Hamiltonian, that is the properties stables after some perturbation of
H by a small operator. This perturbation operator must still live among a given class of plausible
Hamiltonians. The definition of such lead to the algebra A.

It has been argued that this algebra can be made non-commutative to represent the uncontrol-
lable disorder. The model on lattices C(2) x Z¢ first considered by Bellissard and al. in [BvSB94].
See the monograph [PS16] for a presentation of such a model and its K theory. Models building
out of Roe algebras first studied by Kubota [Kub17] with the reduced C%, _(Z%) and Meyer [EM1§]
with an interpretation using the uniform Roe algebra.

Now symmetries of our dynamics is given by any operator acting on the phase space of one
electrons. The phase space being the projective space of H where two vectors are identified if
they are each a multiple of the other. By Wigner’s theorem |[Wei95, p. 2.2], symmetries can be
represented as operators on ‘H which are either unitaries or antiunitary:

Theorem 3. Let S acts on the projective space P(H), keeping invariant the quantity w‘g"ﬁ‘\‘ for

[®], [¥] in P(H), then there is a linear operator S on H that lifts the action of S. Such an operator
is either unitary or antiunitary. Moreover it is unique up to multiplication by a unitary complex
scalar if dimH > 2.

Symmetries of our dynamics are given by symmetries of the phase space commuting with the
dynamics given by the Hamiltonian H. We assume from now on that the condition dim H > 2 is
satisfied. To such a symmetry S we associate two elements in Zs:

e t(9) being 1 if S preserves the arrow of time, —1 otherwise.

e c(9) being 1 if S is unitary, —1 if is anti-unitary.
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Then t(S)c(S) gives the sign in HS = +SH. }
If now a group G is acting as symmetries it gives G that fits the following exact sequence of
groups:
1-U;-6¢65G—>1
A if t(r(g)) = 0
Mg if t(m(g)) =1
We give call the extended symmetry group (Q, tom, com) a twisted extension of G.

Denote C the group Zs x Zg with the structure of an extended symmetry group given by
projections t and ¢ on the first and on the second variable.

And verifies that for every g in G and every A in U; we have g\ = {

Proposition 23. There are up to isomorphism 10 twisted extension of subgroups of C as before.
To such an extension, there exist an integer d such that Kasparov A— BG bimodules are in bijective
correspondence with Kasparov bimodules of KO dimension d or Complex Kasparov bimodule of
degree d.

Proof. We distinguish by the subgroup of C the twisted extension is build from. Taking into account
morphisms ¢ and t there are fives choices: the full C, the null {1} and three groups isomorphic to
Zs, the kernel C* of c, the kernel C¢ of t, the kernel C°* of ¢ + t.

Now the isomorphism class of the quantum CT group is unique for {1} and C¢. For each of the
two groups C* and C*® there is two equivalence classes of quantum CT group. Those two classes are
characterized by the fact that for T'e H such that t(T) = 1 € Zo then T2 = 1 or —1. Over the full
C we have four distinct quantum CT groups. With T as before and C' € C such that ¢(C) = 1 € Zs,
the four classes are characterized by the sign of T2 and by the sign of CTC~1T~1L.

Now we saw in section [4.1] that for a real Clifford algebra one can associate uniquely a quantum
CT group such that graded complexification of representation of the Clifford algebra are in 1:1
correspondence with representation of the CT group. The four even KO dimensions correspond to
twisted extensions of C* and C*. The four odd KO dimensions correspond to Extensions of C€.
For complex Clifford algebras the same can be said and even algebras are associated to the trivial
group, odd one to the group C°. o

Now, the operations of 1 complexification and realification can be understood through the scope
of the representation of such groups. To a morphism between CT groups one build through induced
representations a map at the level of Kasparov triples. Now:

Proposition 24. Fvery map in the exact sequence proposition [4] can be interpreted in such a way:
o Complexification is given by taking the cokernel map of c.
e Realification is given by the only corresponding inclusion of a group of order 1 and 2.
e 1 is given by either the cokernel map of t or an inclusion

Proof. Tt is obvious for the complexification map. The rest is just a reformulation of the interpre-
tation of the functors as some forgetful map. O

Remark 19. In fact id,n, n2,r,rB,rB%, 78> and c are the only non zero morphism in KK theory
obtained by some morphism between CT groups and corresponding induced representations.

This can be seen as follows. Such a functor F between KKO groups gives a map for every one of
the eight corresponding CT groups to an other. The construction being functorial and the involved
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groups finite in number one see that the sequence (F%);ey stabilizes for some i big enough. Now,
id, n and n? are the only elements of KO, that stabilizes. The same can be said for complex K
theory, in which case the only operator we obtain is id. If F is such a functor between different
flavors KKO and KKU, composition with r or ¢ gives the statement.

Remark 20. This can be extended to any ¢)—standard extended symmetry group of [EM13].

5.3 Complex structure and spin operators

A lift of a real element in a KO group to a KU class can be interpreted as the existence of a spin
operator commuting with the symmetry:

Definition 10. A spin operator for a class [s1, s2, J] is any operator S verifying:
581 =815 5822825 SJ=-JS S2=1
For Kasparov triples, this adapts to give:

Definition 11. Let (E, ¢, F,J) a Kasparov triple of KO dimension d on Ac — B¢c. We call S €
Zp.(F) a spin operator on (E, ¢, F, J) if

[6(A),S] =0 FS=SF S? =1 JS =—-SJ

This operator S induces a grading on E for which J become an antilinear isomorphism between
the odd and the even part as in our discussion above on realification of complex Kasparov triples.
It gives a lift in KKU(Ag, Bc) for the realification functor as on the real locus Fg = {e € E, Je =
e}, we define the action of the imaginary as I = iS. We rephrase a part of the exact sequence dl by

Proposition 25. Let x € KKO, (A, B) then there is a Kasparov module with real structure repre-
senting x admitting a spin operator acting on it if and only if nx = 0.

For a periodic two dimensional system of fermions without any disorder, the Fermi projection
of a time reversal and translation invariant tight binded Hamiltonian gives a class in KO4(A) for
A the algebra C*(Z?). This group is isomorphic to Z 4 Zs as can be shown using twice the split
long exact sequence associated to the inclusion of a point in the circle. The free part represents the
number of pairs of filled bands. The torsion part gives the Kane-Mele invariant of [KMO05h] as a
pairing between the KO class in KO4(A) with the fundamental class of the 2-dimensional torus in
KO?(A). See |GS16] for an explainaition based on T—duality.

The action of 7 on this KO element gives zero. There is then a complex lift in KU4(A¢). We can
the represent our KO class as a symmetry admitting a spin operator S commuting it. This allows
us to define as in [Pro09] a spin Chern number. The operator S gives a splitting of the KO class
x =zt + 2~ as in proposition[I6 The spin Chern number is then the Chern number associated to
zt or 7. It is then the Chern number of the lifted class in KUgy(Ac). We then recover the result
of [Sch13] that this spin Chern number gives the Kane-Mele invariant after reduction modulo 2. As
explained in [Pro09], a spin Chern number may be defined even without commutativity if the spin
operator with our symmetry: when the spectral flattening of %(S + 5S's) is permitted, this operator
defines a commuting antilinear operator and a spin Chern number.

In an other language, and more generally, as was shown in [HMT18] the Kane-Mele invariant
can be expressed as a second Stiefel Whitney class on the 2-torus. The equality modulo 2 of the
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complex and real invariants as discussed above could have been given using results from the theory
of characteristic classes

Proposition 26. Let E be a complex vector bundle on a compact space X. Denote Xg its underlying
real vector bundle. We have an equality in H*(X,Z2) of the second Stiefel Whitney class of Ex and
the first Chern class modulo 2 of E

5.4 n as dimensional reduction

We give in this last paragraph an other interpretation of operation 7. In [Ryu+10] it is shown how
a d—dimensional topological insulator lead to a d — 1 topological insulator by a procedure called
dimensional reduction. In fact, such a reduction can be interpreted as a product with 7. Recall that
the real C*algebra of the group Z is by Fourier transform isomorphic to C(S%1), KKO equivalent to
a sum CO(R%!) + R. There is a restriction map KO(C*(Z)) — KO(C°(R"!) given by sending the
class of a projector p to the difference of [p] with some trivial projector. The trivial projector can
be seen as an application of the pullback map in K theory for the map sending S°%! to a real point.
Calling this point oo, this map is the Kasparov product with [CO(R%!) + CO(R®1), (id, eve), (9 §)]
in KKO(C(S%1), CO(R%Y)).

Proposition 27. At the level of KO theory, the dimensional reduction given by C*(Z) — R

identifies in KO theory as application of the previous restriction map followed by application of
n e KKO(C°(R1), R).

At the level of Bloch Hamiltonian, representing coordinats in the Bloch-Fourier space by (k1, - - , kq),
this dimesnional reduction amounts to:

H(klu"' 7kd)'_)H(k17"' 7kd—170)

At the level of tight binding Hamiltonians, when translation by ¢ in the j — th coordinate in
L£2(Z%) is written t5, the dimesnional reduction is given by:

_ i1 id i1 td—1
H = 2 Qiy e yighy g 2 Qiy e yight’ by oy
11,00 50d 11,00 ,0d
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