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THE STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL COARSE NOVIKOV CONJECTURE
AND BANACH SPACES WITH PROPERTY (H)

XIAOMAN CHEN, KUN GAO, AND JIAWEN ZHANG

ABsTRACT. In this paper, we introduce a strongly quasi-local version of the coarse
Novikov conjecture, which states that certain assembly map from the coarse K-
homology of a metric space to the K-theory of its strongly quasi-local algebra
is injective. We prove that the conjecture holds for metric spaces with bounded
geometry which can be coarsely embedded into Banach spaces with Property (H),
introduced by Kasparov and Yu. Besides, we also generalise the notion of strong
quasi-locality to proper metric spaces and provide a (strongly) quasi-local picture
for K-homology.

1. INTRODUCTION

The coarse Novikov conjecture [8] 12} 26, 28] asserts that the coarse Baum-
Connes assembly map from the coarse K-homology KX.(X) of a metric space X
to the K-theory of its Roe algebra C*(X) is injective. Here the Roe algebra C*(X),
encoding the coarse geometry of the space X, was introduced by John Roe [18, 20]
in his pioneering work to study index theory on open manifolds.

The coarse Novikov conjecture is a geometric analogue of the strong Novikov
conjecture [2] and suggests an approach to detect the higher index of the Dirac
operator on a noncompact complete Riemannian manifold, which has many sig-
nificant applications in geometry and topology. In particular, it implies the Gro-
mov conjecture on non-existence of positive scalar curvature metrics on uniformly
contractible Riemannian manifolds, and the zero-in-the-spectrum conjecture con-
cerning the spectrum of the Laplacian operator.

Over the last two decades, there are a lot of remarkable progresses on the
coarse Novikov conjecture. For example, Yu proved the coarse Baum-Connes
conjecture, and consequently the coarse Novikov conjecture, for metric spaces
with bounded geometry which admit a coarse embedding into a Hilbert space
[29]. Later on, Kasparov and Yu proved the coarse Novikov conjecture for metric
spaces with bounded geometry which can be coarsely embedded into a uniformly
convex Banach space [12]. In [7], Gong, Wang and Yu introduced the maximal
Roe algebras and studied a maximal version of the coarse Novikov conjecture. So
far, no counterexample to the coarse Novikov conjecture has been discovered.
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Property (H) is a geometric condition to Banach spaces, introduced by Kasparov
and Yu in [13] where they proved the strong Novikov conjecture for groups which
can be coarsely embedded into a Banach space with Property (H). Later on, Wang,
Yu and the first author proved the coarse Novikov conjecture for metric spaces
with bounded geometry which can be coarsely embedded into a Banach space
with Property (H) [4].

Definition A ([13]). A real Banachspace V issaid to have Property (H) if there exist
increasing sequences of finite dimensional subspaces {V,,},en of V and {W,,},,en of
a real Hilbert space W such that:

(1) Uy~ V, is dense in V;

(2) there exists a uniformly continuous map ¢ : S(U,~, V) = S(U,2 Wa)
such that y/|sv,) is a homeomorphism onto S(W,) for any n € IN, where 5(:)
denotes the unit sphere of a subspace of a Banach space.

For example, the Banach space ¢/(IN) and the Banach space of all Schattern-p
class operators on a separable Hilbert space have Property (H) for p > 1 due to
the Mazur(-type) map. One can also check that uniformly convex Banach spaces
with unconditional basis have Property (H) (see, e.g., [3, Chapter 9]).

In this paper, we introduce a strongly quasi-local version of the coarse Novikov
conjecture and prove it for metric spaces with bounded geometry which can be
coarsely embedded into a Banach space with Property (H).

Recall that the notion of quasi-locality was introduced by Roe as an intrinsic
characterisation for elements in the Roe algebra [18]. It turns out that the quasi-
local algebra C;(X) of a metric space X (i.e., the C*-algebra of all locally compact
and quasi-local operators on X) contains the Roe algebra C*(X) as a C*-subalgebra,
and they coincide when the space X has Yu’s property A [15, 23]. On the other
hand, Engel [6] discovered that while indices of genuine differential operators
on Riemannian manifolds live in the K-theory of (appropriate) Roe algebras, the
indices of uniform pseudo-differential operators are only known to be in the K-
theory of quasi-local algebras. Hence it is important to study whether the Roe
algebra and the quasi-local algebra have the same K-theory.

Asapotential approach, the first and third authors together with Bao introduced
the following notion of strong quasi-locality in [1] (see Section [3/for more details).
Fix an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space .# and denote R(.7¢"); the unit
ball of the compact operators on JZ.

Definition B ([1]). Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry and
T € B(C*(X; ). We say that T is strongly quasi-local if for any ¢ > 0 there exist
0,R > 0 such that for any map g : X — R(¢); satisfying that d(x, y) < R implies
llg(x) = g(W)ll < 6, we have

[T ®Id.r, A®]|| < &
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where A(g) € B(A(X; # ® H)) is defined by A(g)(6, ® E®7) 1= 6, ® & ® g(x)n for
0 ®ERNEL(X; H QM) = (X))@ H @ H .

The strongly quasi-local algebra C;,(X) for a discrete metric space X is defined
to be the C*-algebra of all locally compact and strongly quasi-local operators on
X. The strongly quasi-local algebra C;q(X) contains the Roe algebra C*(X), and the
main result of [1] states that they have the same K-theory when X has bounded
geometry and can be coarsely embedded into a Hilbert space.

The main focus of this paper is the following strongly quasi-local version of the
coarse Novikov conjecture:

The strongly quasi-local coarse Novikov conjecture. If X is a discrete metric
space with bounded geometry, then the following strongly quasi-local coarse assem-
bly map us, = i, o u is injective:

sy KX.(X) -5 KA(C'(X)) = K.(Cy(X))

where (1 is the coarse Baum-Connes assembly map.

One can also consider the strongly quasi-local coarse Baum-Connes conjecture
which asserts that the above map g, is bijective. Combining with Yu’s result
[29], the main result of [1] can be restated that the strongly quasi-local coarse
Baum-Connes conjecture holds for metric spaces with bounded geometry which
can be coarsely embedded into a Hilbert space.

The following is the main result of this paper:

Theorem C. Let X be a bounded geometry metric space which can be coarsely embedded
into a Banach space with Property (H). Then the strongly quasi-local coarse Novikov
conjecture holds for X.

The proof of Theorem [Cl]is inspired by that of [4, Theorem 1.1], but is more
involved and requires new techniques. Amongst other pieces, the key ingredient
in the proof is that we introduce a twisted quasi-local algebra and construct a Bott
map from the K-theory of strongly quasi-local algebra to that of the twisted quasi-
local algebra. Recall thatin the case of Roe algebras, a Bott map was constructed in
[4] thanks to the finite propagation approximations for operators in Roe algebras.
However for general operators in the strongly quasi-local algebra, it is unclear
whether one can still find finite propagation approximations. To overcome this
issue, we make use of the hypothesis of strong quasi-locality together with some
technical arguments to obtain the required Bott map.

On the other hand, we also provide a (strongly) quasi-local picture for K-
homology. Recall that Yu [27] introduced a notion of localisation algebra C; (X)
for a proper metric space X and showed that its K-theory is isomorphic to the
K-homology of X (see also [17]). Note that operators in C;(X) have smaller and
smaller propagation as the parameter tends to infinity. Following the same idea,
we introduce a notion of localisation (strongly) quasi-local algebra where the
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“extent” of (strong) quasi-locality of operators therein get better and better as the
parameter tends to infinity (see Definition 4.3]and [4.5). We prove the following:

Theorem D. Let X be a proper metric space. The localisation algebra, the localisation
quasi-local algebra and the localisation strongly quasi-local algebra have the same K-
theory, which coincides with the K-homology of X.

Consequently, we obtain a (strongly) quasi-local description of the coarse K-
homology. Moreover, the strongly quasi-local coarse assembly map u,, above is
induced by an evaluation map (see Corollary 4.12). This is also based on our
generalised notion of strong quasi-locality for proper metric spaces (note that the
original one introduced in [1]] is only for discrete metric spaces).

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we collect notions from coarse
geometry and recall the definitions of Roe and quasi-local algebras. In Section
Bl we generalise the notion of strong quasi-locality to the case of proper metric
spaces and verify their coarse geometric properties, based on which we introduce
a (strong) quasi-local picture for K-homology and prove Theorem [Dlin Section 4
The rest of the paper is contributed to the proof of Theorem |Cl More precisely, in
Section[5lwe recall the twisted Roe algebras and introduce their quasi-local coun-
terparts for metric spaces which can be coarsely embedded into a Banach space
with Property (H). Then in Section[6lwe construct Bott maps to link the K-theories
of Roe and strongly quasi-local algebras with those of their twisted counterparts,
and prove that these twisted algebras have the same K-theory (Theorem [Z]) in
Section [l We finish the proof of Theorem [C] in Section [8l Finally in Section
O we outline the case of metric spaces which can be coarsely embedded into a
simply-connected complete Riemannian manifold with non-positively sectional
curvature.

Convention. Throughout the paper, we fix an infinite-dimensional separable
Hilbert space 7. Denote by & := R(.%¢°) the C*-algebra of compact operators on
¢, and K, its closed unit ball (with respect to the operator norm).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We start with some notions from coarse geometry and higher index theory.

2.1. Notions from coarse geometry. Here we collect several basic notions.

Definition 2.1. Let (X, d) be a metric space.

(1) A subset A C X is said to be bounded if sup{d(x, y) : x, y € A} is finite.

(2) For x € X and R > 0, the open R-ball of x is B(x,R) := {y € X : d(x, y) < R}.

(3) (X, d) is said to be proper if any bounded closed subset in X is compact.

(4) For a subset A € X and R > 0, the R-neighbourhood of A is defined to be
Nr(A) :={x € X : dx(x,A) < R}.
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(5) A subset A C X is called a net in X if there exists C > 0 such that for any
x € X there exists y € A with d(x, y) < C. In this case, we also say that A is
a C-net in X.

(6) A subset A C X is said to be uniformly discrete if there exists C > 0 such that
d(x,y) > C for any x # y in X. In this case, we also say that A is C-discrete.

(7) (X, d) is said to have bounded geometry if X contains a uniformly discrete net
I' with bounded geometry, i.e., for any R > 0 there exists an N € IN such
that #(B(x, R)N F) < N forany x €T.

Definition 2.2. Let f be a map between two metric spaces (X, dx) and (Y, dy).

(1) f is uniformly expansive if there exists a non-decreasing function p, :
[0, 00) — [0, o0) such that for any x, y € X we have:

dy(f(x), f(y)) < p+(dx(x, ))-
(2) f is proper if for any bounded B C Y, the preimage f~!(B) is bounded in X.
(3) f is coarse if it is uniformly expansive and proper.
(4) f is effectively proper if there exists a proper non-decreasing function p_ :
[0, 00) — [0, o0) such that for any x, y € X we have:

p-(dx(x,v)) < dy(f(x), f(y)).

(5) f is a coarse embedding if it is uniformly expansive and effectively proper.
Definition 2.3. Let (X, dx) and (Y, dy) be metric spaces.

(1) Two maps f, g : (X, dx) — (Y, dy) are close if there exists R > 0 such that for
any x € X, we have dy(f(x), g(x)) < R.

(2) A coarse map f : (X,dx) — (Y, dy)is called a coarse equivalence if there exists
another coarse map g : (Y,dy) — (X,dx) such that f o gand g o f are close
to identities, where g is called a coarse inverse of f.

(3) (X,dx) and (Y,dy) are said to be coarsely equivalent if there exists a coarse
equivalence from X to Y.

2.2. Roe algbras and quasi-local algebras. For a proper metric space (X, dx),
recall that an X-module is anon-degenerate *-representation Cy(X) — B(Hx) where
Hyx is some infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space. We also say that Hy is
an X-module if the representation is clear from the context. An X-module is called
ample if no non-zero element of Cy(X) acts as a compact operator on Hy. Note that
every proper metric space X admits an ample X-module.

Let Hx and Hy be ample modules of proper metric spaces X and Y, respectively.
Given an operator T € B(Hx, Hy), the support of T is defined to be

supp(T) = {(y, x) € Y X X : xyTxu # 0 for all neighbourhoods U of x and V of y}.
When X =Y, the propagation of T € B(Hx) is defined to be
prop(T) := supldx(y, x) : (y, x) € supp(T)}.

We say that an operator T € B(Hx) has finite propagation if prop(T) is finite, and T
is locally compact if fT and T f are compact opretors for all f € Cy(X).
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Definition 2.4. For a proper metric space X and an ample X-module Hy, C[Hx] is
defined to be the *-algebra of locally compact and finite propagation operators on
Hy, and the Roe algebra C*(Hy) of Hy is defined to be the norm-closure of C[Hx]
in %(7‘(}()

Itis a standard result that the Roe algebra C*(Hx) does not depend on the chosen
ample module Hx up to *-isomorphisms, hence denoted by C*(X) and called the
Roe algebra of X. Furthermore, C*(X) is a coarse invariant of the metric space X (up
to non-canonical *-isomorphisms), and their K-theories are coarse invariants up
to canonical isomorphisms (see, e.g., [19]).

Now we move on to the notion of quasi-locality, introduced by Roe in [18].

Definition 2.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space, and Hx be an ample X-module. An
operator T € B(Hy) is said to be quasi-local if for any € > 0 there exists R > 0 such
that for any A, B € X with d(A, B) > R, we have |[xaTxzll < €.

It is clear that the set of all quasi-local operators on Hx forms a C*-subalgebra
in B(Hx), which leads to the following:

Definition 2.6. For a proper metric space X and an ample X-module Hy, the set
of locally compact quasi-local operators on Hy is called the quasi-local algebra of
Hx, denoted by C;(?—(X).

It follows directly from definitions that finite propagation operators are quasi-
local, and hence the Roe algebra C*(Hx) is a subalgebra of C;(?{X). For the
converse, it was shown in [23] that these two algebras coincide when X has
property A. However, the general case is still widely open.

As in the case of Roe algebras, it was proved in [1, Corollary 2.10] that the
quasi-local algebra C;(Hx) does not depend on the chosen ample module Hx up
to #-isomorphisms. Hence we call it the quasi-local algebra of X and denote by
C;(X). Furthermore, it was shown that quasi-local algebras are coarse invariants
(up to non-canonical *-isomorphisms), and their K-theories are coarse invariants
up to canonical isomorphisms.

We would like to recall the following characterisation for quasi-locality from
[22], which is also the motivation to introduce strong quasi-locality in [1]]. To state
the result, we need some more notions:

Definition 2.7. Let (X, dx) be a metric space and g : X — C be a Borel function.
We say that g has (¢, R)-variation if for any x,y € X with dx(x,y) < R, we have
Ig(x) — g(y)| < €. We say that g is bounded if its norm [|g]le := sup, ., [g(x)| is finite.

Proposition 2.8. Let X be a proper metric space, Hx an ample X-module and T € B(Hx)
be a locally compact operator. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) T is quasi-local in the sense of Definition 2.5}
(2) For any ¢ > 0, there exist 6,R > 0 such that for any continuous function
g : X = Cwith norm 1 and (6, R)-variation then ||[T, g]Il < &
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(3) For any € > 0, there exist 6, R > 0 such that for any Borel function g : X — C
with norm 1 and (6, R)-variation then ||[T, g]|| < e.

Note that the equivalence between (1) and (2) is the “easier” part of [22, Theorem
2.8] (see also [1} Proposition 3.3]). And also note the same argument can deduce
the equivalence between (1) and (3), hence omitted.

We remark that condition (3) above is the starting point to introduce the notion
of strong quasi-locality for general proper metric spaces in Section 3|

2.3. Coarse K-homology and the assembly map. Recall that the locally finite K-
homology groups K;(X) (i = 0,1) for a proper metric space X are generated by
certain cycles modulo certain equivalence relations [10, 11]:

(1) a cycle for Ky(X) is a pair (Hx, F), where Hyx is an X-modele and F is a
bounded linear operator acting on Hx such that F*F — I and FF* — I are
locally compact, and ¢F — F¢ is compact for all ¢ € Cyp(X);

(2) a cycle for Ki(X) is a pair (Hx, F), where Hyx is an X-modele and F is a
self-adjoint operator acting on Hy such that F2 — I are locally compact, and
¢F — F¢ is compact for all ¢ € Co(X);

In both cases, the equivalence relations on cycles are given by homotopy of the
operators F, unitary equivalence, and direct sum with “degenerate” cycles, i.e.,
those cycles for which F¢ — ¢F, (F'F — I) and so on, are actually zero.

Now we recall the definition of the assembly map u : K.(X) — K.(C'(X)).

Definition 2.9. Let (Hx, F) represent a cycle in Ky(X). For each R > 0, we take a
locally finite uniformly bounded open cover {U;}; of X with diam(U;) < R for all ,
and a continuous partition unity {¢;}, subordinate to {U,};. Define F = }; qbll/ zTgb}/ ,
where the sum converges in the strong operator topology. Then (Hy, F) and
(Hx, T) are equivalent in Ko(X). The operator F has finite prapagation less than R,

hence F'F — I and FF* — I are in C[X]. We set:

N T e

Then both W and W™! have finite propagations (at most 3R), and

I 0., (IO
w{l 9w (L Y cconon,

We then define

u(l(Hx, 1) = [W 0 8) W_l] ) [(é 8)]

in Ko(C[X]). Furthermore, y([(ﬂ X T)]) defines an element in Ky(C*(X)) by consid-
ering C[X] as a *-subalgebra of C*(X). This element is denoted by y([(“HX, T)]) €
Ko(C*(X)). Thus, we obtain the assembly map p : Ko(X) — Ko(C*(X)). Similarly,
we can define p : Ki(X) — K;(C*(X)).
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To recall the definition of coarse K-homology, we need the notion of Rips complex.

Definition 2.10. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry. For
each d > 0, the Rips complex P;(X) at scale d is defined to be the simplicial complex
in which the vertex set is X and a finite subset {xo, x1,...,x,} C X spans a simplex
if and only if d(x;, x;) <d forall0 <i,j <g.

We endow P;(X) with the following spherical metric. On each connected compo-
nent of P;(X), the spherical metric is the maximal metric whose restriction on each
simplex A := {Z'Z:O tix;:t; >0, Z?:o t; = 1} is the metric obtained by identifying A
with S? via the map

thl ( .. t—q)
N sz’otf NN

where S7 := {(s0,81,...,8) € R @5 > O,Z?ZO s; = 1} is endowed with the stan-

dard Riemannian metric. If y, y; belong to two different connected components
Yy, Y7 of Py(X), respectively, we define

d(yo, yl) = min {d(yo, XQ) + dx(XO, xl) + d(xl, yl) 1 Xp € XN Yo, X1 € XN Yl}

Note that for any d > 0, P4(X) is coarsely equivalent to X via the inclusion map.
Ifd < d’, then Py(X) C P#(X) as a subcomplex. Hence we define:

Definition 2.11. The coarse K-homology for a metric space (X,d), denoted by
KX.(X), is defined to be the direct limit of the K-homology of P;(X), i.e.,

KX.(X) := ‘}im K.(P4(X)).
Passing the assembly map p to direct limit as well, we obtain the coarse assembly
map:

2.1) = lim K (Py(X)) — lim K(C'(Pa(X)) = K(C'(X).

The coarse Baum-Connes conjecture. If X is a discrete metric space with bounded
geometry, then the coarse assembly map u defined in (2.) is bijective.

The coarse Novikov conjecture. If X is a discrete metric space with bounded
geometry, then the coarse assembly map u defined in (2.J) is injective.

The coarse Novikov conjecture provides a method to determine nonvanishing
of the higher index of the Dirac operator on a noncompact complete Riemannian
manifold, which has many significant applications in geometry and topology.
In particular, it implies the Gromov positive scalar curvature conjecture and the
zero-in-the spectrum conjecture (see [9, 19, 20, 26, 29]).

3. STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL ALGEBRAS

In [1], the authors introduced a new class of operator algebras for discrete
metric spaces, called strongly quasi-local algebras. They sit between Roe algebras
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and quasi-local algebras, and are shown to be coarse invariants. In this section,
we introduce strongly quasi-local algebras for general proper metric spaces and
study their coarse geometric properties. This is the preparation to explore the
strongly quasi-local perspective on coarse K-homology in the next section.

3.1. Strong quasi-locality. First, let us recall the notion of strong quasi-locality
for operators over discrete metric spaces from [1]. Recall that .77 is the infinite-
dimensional separable Hilbert space fixed at the very beginning, !} = R(.¢) is the
C*-algebra of compact operators on .77, and ; is the closed unit ball of K.

Let X be a proper discrete metric space and Hx be an ample X-module. For each
x € X, denote H, := xHx. An operator S € B(Hx ® ) can be regarded as an
X-by-X matrix (Syy)y,yex, Where Sy, € B(H, ® 7, H, ® H).

Recall thatamap g : X — K has (¢, R)-variationif forany x, y € X withd(x, y) <R,
we have [|g(x) — g(W)Il < €. The map g is bounded if [|g|lo = sup, .y lIg(X)I| < oo.
Given a bounded map g : X — &, we define an operator A(g) € B(Hx ® ) by
setting its matrix entry as follows:

Idy, ® g(x), v =x;
0, otherwise.

(31) A(g)xy = {

Note that this is a block-diagonal operator with respect to the decomposition

7—{X = @xex 7—{7"

Definition 3.1 ([1, Definition 3.4]). Let X be a proper discrete metric space and Hy
be an ample X-module. An operator T € B(Hx) is called strongly quasi-local if
for any ¢ > 0 there exist 6,R > 0 such that for any map g : X — & with (6, R)-
variation, we have [|[T ® Id ,», A()]lls@#ex) < €. The set of all locally compact
strongly quasi-local operators on Hy forms a C*-algebra, called the strongly quasi-
local algebra of Hx and denoted by C;, (Hx).

It was shown in [1] that C;q(“HX) does not depend on the chosen module Hy.
Note that when Hy is chosen to be £2(X; ), then the above definition coincides
with Definition

Now we move to the case of proper metric spaces which are not necessarily
discrete. Our idea is inspired by Proposition 2.8(3) while we need the following
notion of measurability for operator-valued maps, which can be found in standard
textbooks on functional analysis (e.g., [25 Section V.4]).

Definition 3.2. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space with the Borel o-algeba and
g: X — R be a map.

(1) gissaid to be countably-valued if there is a countable Borel partition {E, },en
of X such that g|g, is constant, i.e., g = },.cn @uXE, Where a, € &;
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(2) gissaid to be strongly measurabldlif there is a sequence of countably-valued
maps {gx}, such that g, — ¢ pointwise;

(3) g is said to be weakly measurable if for any bounded linear functional ¢ :
K — C, the composition ¢ o g : X — C is a Borel function on X.

The following result is essentially due to Pettis:

Proposition 3.3 ([16]). Let (X, d) be a proper metric space with the Borel o-algeba and
g : X — K bea map. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) g is strongly measurable;
(2) g is weakly measurable;
(3) there is a sequence of countably-valued maps {g,}, such that ||g, — gll — O.

A key ingredient for strong quasi-locality is to define the operator A(g) for
“well-behaved” operator-valued maps g : X — & as in (3.I). Let us start with the
case of countably-valued maps.

Definition 3.4. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and Hx an ample X-module.
Let ¢ : X — & be a bounded countably-valued map, i.e., g = }.,cn 4nXE, Where
{E.}n is a Borel partition of X and a, € & with sup,  [la,|l < co. We decompose

Hy = @, xr,Hx and define A(g) € [T,en B((xe,Hx) ® #) € B(Hx ® #) by

A(g) = (SOT) = Y xr, ®a.
nelN

In other words, A(g) is block-diagonal with respect to the decomposition Hx ®
H =D, (()(En?{x) ® H ) and coincides with Id,, 4, ® a, on each block.

Now we consider abounded strongly measurablemap g : X — K. By Definition
B.2and Proposition[3.3} there exists a sequence of countably-valued maps g, such
that||g,—gllc — 0. Note that for each n, m € IN, the map g, — g is again countably-
valued, hence we have ||A(g,) — Al = lIgn — gmllo. Therefore the sequence
{A(gn)}nen is a Cauchy sequence, which converges to some T € B(Hx ® 7). By
a standard argument, it is easy to see that the operator T is independent of the
approximating sequence {g,},en. This leads to the following;:

Definition 3.5. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and Hx an ample X-module.
Let ¢ : X — & be a bounded strongly measurable map, and take a sequence
of countably-valued maps {g,},en such that [|g, — glle — 0. We define A(g) €
B(Hx ® Hp) by A(g) = lim, . A(g,) (Which is well-defined due to the above
explanation). Note that we also have [|A(9)]| = [Ig]lco-

Now we are in the position to introduce strong quasi-locality for operators on
proper metric spaces:

Note that the classic notion of strong measurability is defined for maps on a measure space,
where the word “pointwise” is replaced by “almost everywhere”.
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Definition 3.6. Let (X, d) be a proper metric space and H be an ample X-module.
An operator T € B(Hy) is said to be strongly quasi-local if for any € > 0, there exist
0, R > O such that for any strongly measurable map g : X — &; with (6, R)-variation
(where &7 denotes the closed unit ball of &(.7)), we have:

T ® 1d s, A |y, < €

It is easy to see that the set of all locally compact strongly quasi-local operators
on Hy forms a C*-algebra, called the strongly quasi-local algebra of Hx and denoted

Itis straightforward to see that when X is discrete, the above definition coincides
with [1, Definition 3.4]. Analogous to Roe and quasi-local algebras, it is also easy
to see that the algebra C;,(Hx) is stable in the sense that C; (Hx) ® M,, = C;,(Hx)
for any n € IN.

3.2. Properties of strongly quasi-local algebras. Recall that for a proper discrete
metric space, it was shown in [1, Proposition 3.7] that the strongly quasi-local
algebra sits between the Roe algebra and the quasi-local algebra. Here we prove
a similar result for the general case.

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a proper metric space and Hy be an ample X-module. Then
we have:

(1) C5,(Hx) € Cy(Hx);
(2) If X has bounded geometry, then C*(Hx) € C;,(Hx);
(3) If X has bounded geometry and Property A, then C'(Hx) = Cy,(Hx) = C;(Hx).

Proof. To see (1), we fix a rank-one projection p € B(¢). For any Borel function
g X — Cwith ||glle = 1, define § : X — K(); by g(x) := g(x)p. Note that
[T ®1d, A(Q)] = [T, g] ® p. Hence the conclusion follows from the definition of
strong quasi-locality together with Proposition 2.8(3).

It remains to prove (2), since (3) follows from [23| Theorem 3.3] together with
(1) and (2). To see (2), we take an operator T € C[Hx] with propagation R,. Since
X has bounded geometry, there exists a Borel partition {E,},cn of X satisfying:

e there exists C > 0 such that diam(E,) < C;
e there exists N € IN such that #{m : d(E,, E,;) < Ry} < N for each n € IN.
We take an x,, € E,, for each n € IN.

Since T has propagation Ry, we know that for each n € IN there are at most
N-many k’s such that x¢, Txg, # 0. We enumerate such k’s by ki ,, ky, - - , knn. For
eachi=1,2,--- ,N, we denote

T; = i Xe,, TXE,-

n=1

Then it is clear that T = Y'Y, T,
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Now for any € > 0, take 6 := gxi7; and R := Ry + 2C. Then for any strongly
measurable map g : X — R; with (6, R)-variation, we consider a countably-valued
map ¢ : X — K defined by |, := g(x,) for each n € N. Then ||g — gl < 6, which
implies

[T ®1d.., A < 21TlI6 +||[T ® Id.», AR
On the other hand for eachi=1,2,---,N, we have

| <suplixe, Txell-6<

H[T ® Id», A(9)] ' = ” Z(XEk Txe,) @ (80n) = 8(xk,.)) nelN - 2N

n=1

Therefore we obtain:

€

N
T ® 1d.r, A < 5 ; IT; ® 1d.r, A@)]|| < =¢,

€, €
2 2
which concludes the proof. m|

Our next goal is to explore the coarse invariance of strongly quasi-local algebras.
Note that a similar result hold in the discrete case as shown in [1, Section3.3].
While the proof is similar but more involved, we include a detailed one here for
completeness.

Proposition 3.8. Let X, Y be proper metric spaces with bounded geometry and Hyx, Hy
be ample modules for X and Y, respectively. Let f : X — Y be a coarse map with a
covering isometry V : Hy — Hy. Then V induces the following +-homomorphism

Ady : Cyy(Hy) — Co(Hy), T+ VTV,

Furthermore, the induced K-thoeretic map (Ady). : K.(Cy,(Hx)) — K(Cyy(Hy)) does
not depend on the choice of the covering isometry V, hence denoted by f..

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the coarse map f is a Borel
map (see [24, Lemma A.3.12]). We only show that VTV* € C (Hy) if T € C,,(Hx).
The “Furthermore” part follows a similar argument as in the case of Roe algebra,
hence omitted.

First note that VTV" is locally compact since T is, which follows the same
argument as in the discrete case (see [1, Proposition 2.9]). To see that VTV" is
strongly quasi-local, we assume that supp(V) € {(y, x) : dy(f(x), y) < Ro} for some
Ry > 0. Since Y has bounded geometry, there exists a Borel partition {E,},cn Of Y
satisfying:

e there exists C > 0 such that diam(E,) < C;
e there exists N € IN such that #{m : dy(E,, E,,) < Ro} < N for each n € IN.

We take an y, € E, for each n € N. Note that for each n,m € IN, xg, VX1, # 0
implies that d(E,,, E,) < Ry. Hence for each n € IN, there are at most N-many m’s
such that xg, VX1, # 0. Enumerate such m by my ,, s, - -+, my,,. Hence V can
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be decomposed into:

V=W +Wy+---+Wy where W, = ZXEWVXJH(E”).
neN ,

Let M = maxj<i<n [[Will and p; : [0,00) — [0, 00) be the control function of f,
ie, dy(f(x), f(v)) < p+(dx(x,y)) for any x,y € X. For any € > 0, T being strongly
quasi-local implies that there exist ¢’, R” such that for any strongly measurable
function /i : X — & with (6", R’)-variation, we have ||[T ® Id_», AW]l| < 55577-

We take 6 = mm{S”T”, WWTH’ 2} and R =2C+ Ry + p+(R’). Letg: Y — K be
a strongly measurable map with (6, R)-variation. Define a countably-valued map
§:Y — & by setting §lg, := g(yn), then it is clear that ||g — §ll < 6. Hence:

VTV ®1d., ®1d, AQ@)|

Foreachi=1,2,---,N, define a subset D; C X by
D; := {x € X : there exists y € Y such that (y, x) € supp(W;)}

and amap ¢t; : D; = Y by setting ti|p,n¢1,) := Vm;, for each n € N. Define a map
@i : X — K1 by

. [3) ifxeD;
Pilx) = {0 if x ¢ D;.

It follows that
AQW;®1d ) = (W;®Id»)A(p;) and (W; ®1d»)A(g) = Al)(W; @1d ).
On the other hand, for any x € D; N f~!(E,) we have
dy(tix), f(x)) < dv(Vm,,, En) + C < Rp +2C.

Hence we obtain

sup [|pi(x) — Z(f (I < 6,

xeD;

which implies
|(W; ® Id»)Alpi — §o f)| <6M  and  ||Api — o YW ®1d.)|| < oM.
Therefore, fori,j€{1,2,--- ,N} we have
[V, TW?) @ Id ., AR
[((W:T) ® Td ) Al )(W; @ Td ) — (Wi @ Td 1) Alp)((TW)) @ Td )|
[(WiT) ®1d.+)A(g © AW, ®1d4) - (Wi ® Idf)A(g o f((TW) @ Id - )|| + 2MP(T1I5

IA

IA

|(Wi ® Id)IT @ Idr, A(G © HIW; @1dp)|| + =5 4N2

Note that § has (20, R)-variation on Y, hence § o f has (§’, R’)-variation. This
implies that for 7, j € {1,2,---, N}, we have

€
[(W: ® 1T © 1dsr, Ao AIW; @1d)| < M- s = 5.
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Combining the above together, we obtain

VTV @1d., Al < 5 + VTV ® 1d.r, A@|

N
€ € &
<-+ Y (—+—)=e
=1 lZi(ZNZ w2 =€

~
1l
—_

Hence we conclude the proof. m|

As a direct corollary, we obtain:

Corollary 3.9. Let Hx and Hy be ample modules for proper metric spaces X and Y of
bounded geometry, respectively. If X and Y are coarsely equivalent, then the strongly
quasi-local algebra C; (H) is +-isomorphic to Cy, (Hy). In particular, for a proper metric
space X of bounded geometry the strongly quasi-local algebra C;,(Hx) does not depend
on the chosen ample X-module Hx up to *-isomorphisms, hence called the strongly
quasi-local algebra of X and denoted by C; (X).

4. LOCALISATION ALGEBRAS FOR (STRONG) QUASI-LOCALITY

In this section, we use the notion of strong quasi-locality for proper metric
spaces introduced in Section [3] to provide an alternative version of K-homology.
Recall that Yu introduced the localisation algebra for a proper metric space [27]
and showed that its K-theory is isomorphic to the K-homology of the underlying
space (see also [17]). Our idea is to provide a (strongly) quasi-local version of Yu's
localisation algebra and show that they have the same K-theory (Theorem D).

First let us recall Yu's localisation algebra.

Definition 4.1 ([27]). Let (X,d) be a proper metric space and Hx be an ample
X-module. The localisation algebra C; (Hx) is defined to be the norm closure of
the *-algebra of all bounded uniformly continuous map T : [0, ) — C*(Hx)
satisfying lim;_,., prop(T;) — 0 (here we write T; instead of T(t)), with respect to
the supremum norm ||T||s := SUPe[0,00) IT¢l. It is shown in [27] that C;(H) is
independent of the module Hx, hence denoted by C; (X).

The evaluation map e : C; (X) — C'(X) is defined by e(g) = g(0) for g € C;(X).
One can also define a local assembly map p; [27] from the K-homology of X to
the K-theory of the localisation algebra:

L : K(X) — K.(C; (X))

Proposition 4.2 ([17, 27]). Let X be a proper metric space. Then the local assembly map
. is an isomorphism.

Consequently, for a proper metric space X with bounded geometry, we have
the following commutative diagram:



THE STRONGLY QUASI-LOCAL COARSE NOVIKOV CONJECTURE 15

lim K.(C (Pa(X)))

-
HL ex

lim K(P,0) " - lim K.(C(P(0)

Therefore, the coarse Novikov conjecture is equivalent to that e, is injective and
the coarse Baum-Connes conjecture is equivalent to that e, is bijective.

Now we introduce a (strongly) quasi-local version of Definition 4.1l

Definition 4.3. Let X be a proper metric space and Hx be an ample X-module.
We define the localisation quasi-local algebra C} q(ﬂ x) to be the C*-algebra consisting
of all bounded uniformly continuous map T : [0, c0) — C;(W x) satisfying that for
any € > 0,R > 0 there is a t) > 0 such that for any t > t;, and Borel subsets C,D C X
with d(C, D) > R, we have |[xcT:xpll < €.

The intuition behind the above notion is that the “extent” of quasi-locality of
T; gets better and better as t — co. Hence it is easy to see that C; (Hx) € C; q(ﬂx).
The following lemma follows from the proof of [22, Theorem 2.8, “(i) < (ii)”] and
Proposition 2.8, hence we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a proper metric space and Hy an ample X-module. Then a bounded
uniformly continuous map T : [0, 00) — Ci(Hx) belongs to C; q(7’{x) if and only if for
any € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for any R > 0 there exists ty > 0 satisfying the
following: for any t > ty and Borel function g : X — C with norm 1 and (6, R)-variation,
we have ||[T}, g]ll < €.

The above lemma inspires us to introduce the following;:

Definition 4.5. Let X be a proper metric space and Hx an ample X-module. The
localisation strongly quasi-local algebra C; | q(ﬂ x) is defined to be the C*-algebra con-
sisting of all bounded uniformly continuous map T : [0, c0) — C;,(HXx) satistying
that for any € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for any R > 0 there exists ¢, > 0 for
any t >ty and strongly measurable function g : X — & with (6, R)-variation, we
have ||[[T; ® Id», A(9]ll < €.

Following similar arguments as in the proof of [27, Proposition 3.7] with slight
changes from those of [1, Proposition 2.9] and Proposition [3.8] we can show
that both C} q(?—(x) and C] | q(?—(x) do not depend on the ample module Hy, hence
denoted by C} q(X) and Cj | q(X), respectively. We omit the details here. Moreover,
from a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.7] we have:

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a proper metric space, then we have:

C;(X) € C; ,(X) € G ,(X).
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Note that the above three localisation algebras are closely related to another
algebra, which comes from an “almost commutant picture” of K-homology intro-
duced in [5]:

Definition 4.7 ([5]). Let X be a proper metric space and Hx an ample X-module.
We define C;(Co(X)) to be the C'-algebra consisting of all bounded uniformly
continuous map T : [0, 00) — B(Hx) satisfying

(1) forany t € [0, 00) and f € Cy(X), we have T,f, fT: € R(Hx);
(2) for any f € Cy(X), we have lim;_, [|[T}, f]Il = 0.

As pointed out in [5], it is a routine work to check that the C*-algebra C;.(Cy(X))
does not depend on the module Hx. The following lemma relates our localisation
(strongly) quasi-local algebras with C(Co(X)):

Lemma 4.8. C;(X) C CZ,sq(X) C Cz,q(X) C CL(Co(X)).

Proof. From Lemma it remains to show that C} q(7-(x) C CL(Cy(X)). Let T =
(Ty) € Cz/q(?—(x), it suffices to check that lim;,« ||[T, f]ll = O for any real-valued
non-negative function f € Cy(X) with ||f]|. < 1.

Fix such an f € Cy(X). For any € > 0, it follows from Lemma4.4]that there exists
6 > 0 such that for any R > 0 there exists t; > 0 satisfying the following: for any
t > tp and Borel function g : X — C with norm 1 and (6, R)-variation, we have
[T glll <e.

Note that f is uniformly consitnuous, hence for the above 6 there existsan R > 0
such that f has (6, R)-variation. Therefore, the above paragraph provides a t; such
that for any t > t; we have [|[T}, f]|| < €. This concludes the proof. O

As a special case of the main result in [5], we know that K.(C.(Cy(X))) = K.(X).
This inspires the following theorem, which is the main result of this section
and implies Theorem [Dl It shows that the above three localisation algebras have
the same K-theories, hence any of them can serve as the K-homology of X by
Proposition 4.2l

Theorem 4.9. Let X be a proper metric space, then the inclusion maps induce isomor-
phisms on K-theories:
KAC1 (X)) = K.(C}.,(X) = K.(C (X)) = K.(CL(Co(X))).
To achieve, we consider a two-sided *-ideal Cy o(Co(X)) in CL(Co(X)) consisting
of maps T = (T}) € C;(X) such that for any compact K C X, we have:
}im xxI;=0 and tlim Tixx = 0.
Moreover, we consider Cj ((X) := Co(Co(X)) N C}(X), €] ((X) := CLo(Co(X)) N

Cr, q(X) and C} q,O(X) = CrLo(Co(X)) N €} q(X). They are two-sided *-ideals in
C(X), Cp, q(X) and C] q(X), respectively.

The following is a crucial step to achieve Theorem
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Proposition 4.10. Let X be a proper metric space. Then the inclusions from Lemma
induces the following isomorphisms:

G _ Gy LX) )
CloX) G oX) (X))~ Cro(Co(X))

Proof. It is clear that the inclusions induce the following injections:

G G G )

CL’()(X) CL’Sq,O(X) CL’q’O(X) CL,O(CO (X))
Hence it suffices to show that for any T = (T}) € C(Co(X)), there exists S = (5¢) €
C; (X) such that T — S € Cpo(Co(X)).

For each n € N, let {Uf”)} . Pe a locally finite open cover of X such that

i

diam(l,ll(.n)) < 1/n, and let {¢§n)}i€N be a partition of unity subordinate to { Uf”)}

We define
S =Y O Tio!",

ieN
where the sum converges in the strong operator topology. It is clear that S,,; has
propagation at most 1/n.

ieN”

Since X is proper, we can take a sequence of compact subsets {K,,},en such that
each K, is a closed ball, K, € K41 and X = |J,,en Kin. For each m, n € IN we have:

Xk (S — Ty) = Z XK \/(Pl(-n)[Tt, \/(Pl(-n)].
ieN
Since K, is compact, we know that there are only finitely many non-zero items in
the above summation. Combining with the assumption that (T}) € C.(Co(X)), we

obtain that xx,(S,: — T;) tends to zero as t — oo for each m, n € IN. Hence for each
n € N, there is a t, such that for any t > t, we have

Xk, (St =TOIl <1/n and  [|xk,(Spere = THll < 1/n.

Set ty = 0 and we assume that t, is monotonically increasing to infinity. Let
{1}, e @ partition of unity of [0, +00) such that the supp(y,,) C [t,, t,42]. Define

S = Z l;Dm(t)smﬂ,t
m=0

for each t € [0, 00). It is easy to check that S := (S;) belongs to C; (X).

Now we claim that T — S € Cpo(Co(X)). Fixing a compact subset K C X, there is
an my € IN such that K C K,, for any n > my. Then for any n > my and t € [t,, t,+1],
we have

Xx(Tr = S¢) = xxxx, (Tt — S¢)

= XKXKW( Z Hbm(t)Tt - Z Hbm(t)smﬂ,t)
m=0 m=0

= XKXK,,(lpn—l(t) ' (Tt - Sn,t) + Ebn(t) ' (Tt - Sn+1,t))'
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According to the choice of t,, we have || xx(T: — S;)|l < 2/n. Similarly, we obtain
that ||(T: — S¢)xxll < 2/n. Hence we conclude the proof. O

We also need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.11. Let X be a proper metric space, and Hx be an ample X-module. Then we
have:

K(CLo(Hx)) = Ki(C4,0(Hx)) = Ki(Cp; o(Hx)) = K(CLo(Co(X))) = 0.

Proof. The proof follows from a standard Eilenberg Swindle argument (see, e.g.,
[24, Lemma 6.4.11]), hence omitted. O

Proof of Theorem 291 The proof follows easily from Proposition Lemma A.17]
together with associated six-term short exact sequences. We omit the details. O

Now we consider the following commutative diagram:

lim K.(C; (Pa(X)) " lim K,(C  (P(X)))

—
pe €x (qu)*

L \ i \
Im K(Py(X) = lim K(C'(Pu(X))) " = lim K.(C;,(Pu(X))),

where i, are induced by inclusions. Recall that the strongly quasi-local coarse
assembly map p, is defined to be the composition

pg + lim K (Py(X)) = lim K.(C'(Pa(X))) = lim K.(CL,(Po(X)) = K.(Cy(X)),
where the last isomorphism is from Corollary The strongly quasi-local coarse

Novikov/Baum-Connes conjecture asserts that i, is injective/bijective.

From Proposition 4.2land Theorem 4.9 we know that the composition
fg = s o up + lim KL(Pa(X) — lim K.(C(Pa(X)) — lim K.(C.,(Pa(X)))
is an isomorphism. Consequently, we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.12. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry. Then the
strongly quasi-local coarse Baum-Connes/Novikov conjecture holds for X if and only if
the following homomorphism induced by evaluation at O:

(esq), = im Ku(C 5, (Pa(X))) — lim K(C, (Pa(X)))

is bijective/injective.
We can similarly define a quasi-local coarse assembly map
Hrg 2 im K(Pa(X)) — K(CH(X))

and consider the corresponding quasi-local coarse Baum-Connes/Novikov con-
jecture. Moreover, according to Theorem (4.9 again, we also have an analogous
result to Corollary for quasi-local algebras.
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5. TWISTED ALGEBRAS

The notion of twisted Roe algebras for metric spaces which admit a coarse
embedding into a Banach space with Property (H) were introduced in [4]. They
play a key role in the proof of the coarse Novikov conjecture for such spaces ([4,
Theorem 1.1]). In this section, we study a modified version of the twisted Roe
algebras and introduce their quasi-local counterparts. These algebras will provide
a bridge to link the K-theories of Roe algebras and strongly quasi-local ones.

Let us fix some notation following [4]. Throughout the section, let X be a
discrete metric space with bounded geometry which admits a coarse embedding
f : X — Vinto a real Banach space V with Property (H). From Definition [A]
there exist increasing sequences of finite dimensional subspaces {V,},en of V and
{Wi}uen of a real Hilbert space W such that:

(1) each V,, and W, are even dimensional, and | J;, V, is dense in V;
(2) there exists a uniformly continuous map ¢ : S(U;,~; V) = S(U,; Wy) such
that 1|sv,) is a homeomorphism onto S(W,) for any n € IN.

By a slight modification, we may assume without loss of generality that

f(X) c OV”‘
n=1

For each d > 0, the coarse embedding f : X — UJ,-; V can be extended to a
continuous coarse embedding f : Py(X) — UU,~; V. by affine extension (see [4,
Section 3.1]). We also take a countable dense subset Z; C P;(X) such that Z; C Z
wheneverd < d’.

For each n € IN, let Cliff(W,) be the complex Clifford algebra of W, with respect
to the relation w? = ||w||* for all w € W,,. Denote

A, = Co(V,)) ® Cliff(W,.) = Co(V,,, CLfF(W,,)).

We follow the notation from Section [3] that & = K(77) denotes the C*-algebra of
compact operators on the fixed infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space 7.
For a function h € A, @ K = Cy(V,, Clitf(W,) ® ]), we define the support of / to be

supp(h) = {x eV, hx)+ 0}.

Now we consider two C*-algebras which serve as coefficients for twisted alge-
bras. Let [],_,(A, ® K) be the C*-algebra direct product and @L(ﬂn ® K) be the
C'-algebra direct sum. Denote the quotient algebra by
H:lozl (ﬂn ® S%)

D (e f)

where the norm of [(hy, -+, hy, - -+ )] € Q((A, ® K)nen) can be calculated by:

Q((ﬂn ® R)pen) =

[[(h1, -+ T, -+ )]|| = Lim sup [l 5.

n—00
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Also denote the C*-algebra
QUAneN) = Fo
Since K is nuclear, we have:
(LAY | 1L ®R)

(Do Aes DL e
where the second inclusion is induced by the natural inclusion

(ﬁﬂn)@m <s ﬁ(ﬂn ® R).
n=1 n=1

Hence in the sequel, we regard Q((A,),) ® K as a C*-subalgebra of Q((A, ® K),) via
(5.1). Also for short we write Q((A, ® K),) and Q((A,,),,) instead of Q((A,, ® ]),.en)
and Q((A,)nen), respectively.

(6.1) Q((Ap)nen) ® K =

= QA @ K)n),

5.1. Preliminaries on Hilbert modules. To define twisted algebras, we need to
recall some facts from the theory of Hilbert module. Readers can refer to standard
textbooks (e.g., [14]) for basic notions and more details.

Let Z be a countable set and A be a C*-algebra. We denote a map Z — A which

maps x = a, by ) .., a.[x]. Let

3(Z; A) = {Z ac[x]:a, € A and Z a,a, converges in norm}.

xeZ xeZ

Then ¢*(Z; A) is a Hilbert A-module induced by:

(Y adxl, Y bdxl) =) b,

xeZ xeZ xeZ
(2 old)-a:= ) @a]
xeZ xeZ

for any a € A. Let B((*(Z; A)) be the C*-algebra of all module homomorphisms
from (*(Z; A) to itself for which there exists an adjoint module homomorphism,
and K(¢*(Z; A)) be the norm closure of all finite-rank operators in B(£*(Z; A)). Note
that R(£%(Z; A)) is a *-ideal in B(£*(Z; A)).

Moreover, note that there is a *-representation p : ¢*(Z) — B((*(Z; A)) by
pointwise scalar multiplication. For abbreviation, we will write fT instead of
p(A)T for f € £=(Z) and T € B(¢*(Z; A)).

For each T € B({*(Z; A)), we can associate a matrix form (Tyy). ez as follows.
For x, y € Z, we define a linear map T,, : A — A by

Tyy(@) := (T(a[y]))(x) fora € A,

called the xy-matrix entry of T. It is easy to check that || Ty, llsa) = X Txwmlls@za),
and each Ty, is indeed in the multiplier algebra M(A). Furthermore, it follows
from T € B(t*(Z; A)) that T can be recovered by its matrix form via matrix multi-
plication. More precisely, for each Y., a.[x] € £*(Z; A) we have:
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(1) for x € Z, the sum }, ¢, Ty (a,) converges in norm;
(2) the map x = ¥, o, Txy(a,) belongs to (*(Z; A);
(3) T(erZ ax[x]) = erZ(ZyeZ Txy(a]/))[x]'
We need the following auxiliary lemma to define the Bott maps in Section [6.2}
Lemma 5.1. Let (t, H) be a faithful representation of a C*-algebra A (where the Hilbert
space H is not necessarily separable), and Z be a countable set. For any T € B((*(Z; H)),

we write its matrix form as T = (Tx,)xyez where Ty, € B(H). Assume that each
T., € M(A). Define a linear operator V(T) on the Hilbert module €*(Z; A) by:

(5.2) WY adxl):= ) (Y Tul@)x]

xeZ xeZ yeZ

for any Y o, a,[x] € €¥(Z; A). Then V(T) is well-defined and belongs to B({*(Z; A)).
Moreover, we have [[W(T)|| < ||T|| and T, = WV(T),y, for any x,y € Z.

Proof. For any finite subset F C Z and Y.y a.[x] € €3(X; A) with || Y e aiall = 1,
we consider a vector b € ¢*(F, A) by b, := Zyep Tyya, for x € F. Then we have:

1Y blel* = || bt = sup (Y bibug, £) = sup Y bR,

xeF xeF llEl=1 " yeF llEl=1"yeF

For any & € H with ||&]| = 1, we set & = Y, r(a,&)[x] € €3(Z; H). Then:

IR = Y ladlP = (Y @a)e, &) < || Y aad -6 =1,
xeF x€eF x€eF
and hence
Y bl = || Y GO = 1T < TP 117 < IR
xeF x€eF
This concludes the proof. O

5.2. Twisted Roe algebras. Here we recall the original definition of twisted Roe
algebras from [4, Section 3.1]. We also introduce a restricted version and study
their relations. This will play a key role in the sequel to study the Bott map for
strongly quasi-local algebras and to prove the main theorem. Let us fixad > 0,
and recall that Z; is a countable dense subset in the Rips complex P4(X).

Definition 5.2 ([4, Definition 3.1]). Define C[P;(X), Q((:A, ® K),)] to be the set of
bounded functions T : Z; X Z; — Q((A,®K),) satisfying the following conditions:

(1) for any bounded subset B C X, the set {(x, Y) € (BXB)N(ZyxZ4) : T(x,y) # 0}
is finite;

(2) there exists an L > 0 such that #{x € Z; : T(x,y) # 0} < L and #{y € Z; :
T(x,y) # 0} < L for each x,y € Z;

(3) there exists an R > 0 such that T(x, y) = 0 whenever d(x, y) > Rforx, y € Z;

(4) there exists an r > 0 such that for any x,y € Z;, T(x,y) is of the form
[(hy,--- , hy,---)] satisfying supp(h,) € By,(f(x),r) for n € N large enough
such that f(x) € V,,.
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The algebraic structure for C[P4(X), Q((A, ® K),)] is defined by regarding ele-
ments T as Z; X Z;-matrices. The #-structure for C[P;(X), Q((A, ® K}),)] is defined
by

(T y) = [y, - g, 0)]
where T(y,x) = [(h1,--- ,hy,---)] forall x,y € Z,.

Denote by E; the Hilbert module £*(Z;; Q((A,®K),)). Itis clear that the -algebra
C[P4(X), Q((A, ® K),,)] has an action on E; by the formula

(5.3) T( Z ax[x]) = Z ( Z T(x, y)ay)[x]

xX€Zy xX€Zy yeZd

for T € C[Ps(X), QA ®K),)] and )., a[x] € *(Z4; Q(A,®K),)). Also note that
T is an adjointable module homomorphism, hence defines an element in B(E;). It
is easy to check that the xy-matrix entry of T € B(E;) coincides with T(x, y).

The following is the twisted Roe algebra introduced in [4, Definition 3.2]:

Definition 5.3 ([4]). The twisted Roe algebra C*(P4(X), Q((A, ® K),,)) is defined to be
the norm closure of C[P;(X), Q((A, ® K),)] in B(E;).

Now we introduce a modified version of the twisted Roe algebra. The idea is
to restrict the coefficient algebra Q((A, ® K),) to the subalgebra Q((A,),) ® K.

Definition 5.4. Define C[P;(X), Q((A,),) ® K] to be the *-algebra consisting of all
bounded functions T : Z; X Z; — Q((A,).) ® & satisfying condition (1) ~ (4) in
Definition 5.2l

Note that the only difference between the *-algebras C[P4(X), Q((A, ® }),)] and
C[P4(X), Q((A,).) ® K] is the requirement on ranges of their elements. It is also
clear that C[P4(X), Q((A,).) ® K] is a *-subalgebra of C[P4(X), Q((A, ® K),)].

We denote by E the Hilbert module *(Z;; Q((A,).) ® &). Note that the algebra
C[P4(X), Q((A,).) ® 8] has an action on E by the same formula (5.3) and similarly,
C[P4(X), Q((A,)n) ® K] can be regarded as a subalgebra in B(E). This leads to the
following:

Definition 5.5. The restricted twisted Roe algebra C*(P4(X), Q((An),) ® K) is defined
to be the norm closure of C[P4(X), Q((A,),) ® K] in B(E).

Remark 5.6. The motivation to introduce the restricted version of the twisted Roe
algebra is to pave the way for the Bott maps constructed in Section [6l We will
see that the Bott map can be defined for strongly quasi-local algebras using the
smaller coefficient algebra Q((A,),) ® &, while it is unclear to us whether this can
be done in terms of the original Q((A, ® K),). See Remark[6.2] for more details.

To study the relation between the two twisted Roe algebras, we need an aux-
iliary algebra which is a subalgebra in C*'(P4(X), Q((A, ® K),)). Note that the
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+-algebra C[P;(X), Q((A,).) ® K] also has an action on the module E; by the same
formula (5.3), hence we can consider its norm closure in B(E;):

Il ey

A := C[Py(X), QUA)) @ K] .

Itis clear that Ais a C*-subalgebra of C*(P4(X), Q((A,®RK),)). The following lemma
shows that 2 is isomorphic to the restricted twisted Roe algebra, hence builds a
bridge between C*(P4(X), Q((A,),) ® K) and C*(P4(X), Q((A, ® K),)).

Lemma 5.7. The identity map on C[P4(X), Q((A,),) ® K] can be extended continuously
to a »-isomorphism from C*(Pa(X), Q((Ax),) ® K) to . In particular, we have ||T||gE) =
TN, for any T € C[Pa(X), QUA,)n) ® K].

Proof. To prove the lemma, we consider the restriction map as follows. For any
T € U, we claim that T(E) € E. In fact, assume that there exists a sequence {T,}, in
C[P4(X), Q((A,)n) ® K] converging to T in B(E,). It is clear that T,,(E) C E for each
n. Hence for any & € E C E;, we have T¢ = lim,_,o, T,(&) € E since E is closed.
This leads to a C*-homomorphism

DA - CPUX), QAN OR), T Tle.

It is clear that @ is surjective since its image contains the dense subalgebra
C[P4(X), Q((A,)n) ® K], hence it suffices to show that @ is injective. Assume that
D(T) = 0 for some T € ¥, and take a sequence {T,}, in C[P(X), Q((A,),) ® K]
converging to T in B(E,;). For any x, y € Z;, it is clear that the matrix entry (T),).,
converges to Ty, in M(Q((A, ® K),)). Since each (T,),, € Q((A,),) ® ], which
is regarded as an element in M(Q((A, ® K),)) via the inclusion i : Q((A,),) ®
K > M(Q((A, ® K),)), we obtain that T,, also belongs to the image of i. Hence
Ty (Q((A4)) ® 8) = 0 implies that T, = 0, and therefore we obtain that T =0. O

As a direct corollary, we obtain the following:

Corollary 5.8. There is a C*-monomorphism
L2 C(Pa(X), QUARM) © R) = C(Pa(X), QUA, ® R)u))
induced by the inclusion C[P(X), Q((An)n) ® K] — C[P4(X), Q((A, ® K),)].

5.3. Twisted quasi-local algebras. Now we introduce a quasi-local version of the
twisted algebras. Due to the lack of control on propagations, we need a slightly
different approach.

First note that any continuous bounded function & : V. — C can be regarded as
an element in the multiplier algebra M(Q((A,).)) by

h[(hl/ /hn/"')] = [(hlVl 'hl/"' /h|vn 'hn/'”)]/

where [(h1,--- , by, -+ +)] € Q((A,)n). Hence we can also regard & as an element in
B(E) by setting its matrix entry to be:

) ._{h®1d%<eM<a(<ﬂn)n>®R», x=y
Xy

0, otherwise.
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Definition 5.9. The twisted quasi-local algebra C;(Pa(X), Q((Ax)n) ® K) is defined to
be the subset in B(E) consisting of elements T satisfying the following conditions:

(1) each matrix entry of T belongs to Q((A,),) ® &;

(2) for any compact K € P4(X), we have that yxT and Txx belongs to K(E);

(3) for any € > 0 there is an r; such that for any Borel subsets C, D C P4(X) with
d(C,D) > ri, we have |[xcTxpll < € and [|xpTxcll < €;

(4) for any € > 0, there is an r, such that for any Borel subset C C P,;(X) and
h € Cy(V)1 with d(f(C), supp(h)) > r,, we have || xcTh|| <e.

Remark 5.10. It follows from condition (3) and (4) in Definition 5.9 that for any
T € C(Pa(X), Q((An)n) ® R) and € > 0, there exists 1, > 0 such that for any Borel
subset C C Py(X) and h € C,(V); with d(f(C), supp(h)) > 75, we have |[hTxcl| < €.
In fact, assume that p, : [0,00) — [0, o) is a proper function such that ||f(x) —
fWIl < p+(d(x, y)) for any x,y € Py(X). For the given € > 0, there exist 11,7, > 0
satisfying condition (3) and (4) therein for €/2. We take 7} := p.(r1) + 12, then for
any Borel subset C C Py(X) and h € Cy(V), with d(f(C),supp(h)) > r;, we have
d(f(C), supp(h)) > r, and hence:

IKTxcll = ITxchll < llxng o Txchll + lxa, o Thxcll < €/2 + €/2 = €.

In the sequel, we will use this observation without further explanation.

The following result shows that twisted quasi-local algebras are indeed C*-
algebras:

Lemma 5.11. The set C(Pa(X), Q((Ay)n) ® R) forms a C*-subalgebra of B(E).

Proof. It follows from Remark [5.10] that C;(Pa(X), Q((Ay)y) ® K) is a complete *-
closed linear space in B(E). It remains to show that C,(Ps(X), Q((Ay)y) ® K) is
closed under multiplication. Let T, T, € C;(P4(X), Q((A,)») ® K) and fix x, y € Zg.
We claim that the series ) ., (T1)x2(T2)zy converges in norm || - |lq(a,)es, which
implies that condition (1) holds for T1T,. In fact due to condition (2), for any
€ > 0 there exist finite rank operators S1,S, € R(E) with finitely many non-zero
matrix entry such that ||x;yT1 — S1ll < € and ||T2xy) — S2ll < €, which implies that
Xt T1 = xwSill < € and [[Tox(y) — S2xyll < €. Hence there exists a finite Fy C Z4
such that for any F C Z; \ Fy, we have

€ > |IxTixr— XwS1XFll = X Taxell and € > [IxrTox ) — XS Xl = lIxeT2xmll-

Therefore we obtain that
” Z(T1)XZ(T2)Z]/||Q((y(n)n)®R = ”X{X}Tl)(FTzX{y}“Q;(E) <é,
zeF

which concludes the claim. It is routine to check that condition (2)-(4) hold for
T1T,, hence we finish the proof. O
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It is straightforward to check that C*'(P4(X), Q((A,).) ® K) is a C*-subalgebra of
C(Pa(X), Q((A,),) ® K). For later use, we denote the natural inclusion:

(5.4) i1 C'(Pa(X), QA @ K) = Cy(Pa(X), QA ® R).

In the sequel, we will show that i* induces isomorphisms on K-theories. This is
a crucial step to achieve the main result.

6. CONSTRUCTION OF THE BOTT MAPS

This section is devoted to linking the K-theories of Roe and strongly quasi-local
algebras with those of their twisted counterparts. To achieve, we construct the so-
called Bott maps §,, B, following the idea from [4] and fill them into the following
commutative diagram:

(6.1) KCPiX) " = K(C'(PaX), QA 8 )

i i

p

K(Cy(Pa(X))) "> Kd(Cy(Pu(X), QUA) ® R)),

where the vertical lines are induced by inclusions. We follow the same notation
introduced in Section5land fix d > 0.

6.1. The Roe algebra case. We start by recalling the Bott map constructed in [4]
for Roe algebras. A key observation here is that the image of the Bott map

B : Ki(Pa(X)) = K(C'(Pa(X), QUM(A) ® R),)))

can be made into the K-theory of the restricted twisted algebra introduced above,
which makes it possible to relate to the strongly quasi-local case.

The crucial ingredient to construct the Bott map is the existence of the uni-
formly almost flat Bott generators. For each nn € IN, denote by A the C*-algebra
unitization of A, = Co(V,, Cliff(W,)) and by M,(A}}) = A ® M,(C) the algebra of

00 + . _ a1 aip
0 1)€ M,(AY). For a matrix a = (a21 ﬂzz) of
functions on V,, we define the support of a to be

2 X 2 matrices over A;. Set by :=

2

supp(a) := | supp(a).

i,j=1

Lemma 6.1 ([4, Lemma 3.6 and Definition 3.7]). For any R > 0 and € > 0, there
exist v > 0 and a family of idempotents {bﬁgf,’}neN,er” in Mp(AY) which is (R, €; r)-flat in
the following sense: supp(bﬁfr) —by) € By, (x,r) and for any n € N and x,y € V,, with
llx — yll < R, we have

) _ )

x,r yr

sup | €.

. <
o, CLiff(W,,)@M,(C)
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For convenience to readers, we briefly recall the construction here. Details can
be found in [4}, Section 3.2]. Foreachn € IN, x € V,, and r > 0, we define a function
"V, — W, c Cliff(W,) by:

£ @) = pullo — xllyy(

where ¥ : S(U,—; Vi) = S(U,—; W,) is the uniformly continuous function from
the definition of Property (H) for V, and ¢, : [0, 00) — [0, o) is defined by

0—X )
llo — x|

0 ifo<t<r/2,
e () =3Qt/r) =1 ifr/2<t<,
1 ift>r.
Let o1 o o
1 fo 1 o -
oy B 3 A
and we set:

o (é 8) WL,

Then it was shown in [4] that {bﬁjf) } satisfies the conditions in Lemma

We now recall the construction of the Bott map f, for the Roe algebra C*(P,(X))
from [4, Section 3.3]. Asin [4, Definition 2.4], we choose Hp,x) := (*(Z4; ) as the
P4(X)-module and define C([P4(X)] to be the *-algebra of all bounded functions
T:Z;%xZ; — 8 such that

(1) for any bounded subset B C X, the set {(x, Y) € (BXB)N(ZyxZ4) : T(x, y) # 0}
is finite;

(2) there exists an L > 0 such that #{x € Z; : T(x,y) # 0} < Land #{y € Z; :
T(x,y) # 0} < L for each x,y € Z;

(3) there exists an R > 0 such that T(x, y) = 0 wheneverd(x, y) > Rforx, y € Z,.

Note that C¢[X] can be regarded as a subalgebra in B(Hp,(x)), and its norm closure
is *-isomorphic to C*(P(X)).

Since C*(P4(X)) is stable, it suffices to define ,([P]) for any idempotent P €
C*(Pa(X)). Forany 0 < e; < 1/100, take Q € C¢[P;(X)] such that [|[P-Q|| < €1/(4l|P]|).
Then ||Q — Q?|| < €; and there exists R, > 0 such that the propagation of Q does
not exceed R,,.

For any €, > 0, it follows from Lemmal6.1lthat there exists a family of (Re,, €2; 7)-
flat idempotents {b;”)}neN,vevn in M(A}). Denote:

[ Ma(A) I1,21 Ma(A,)
QM(AN)) = = d Q(Mx(A)),) = ———.
(Ma(A;))n) B M) an (Ma(An))n) B M)
We define é, éo 1 Za X Zg — Q((Ma(AY)),) @ K by the formula
(62) Q) = (B -+ b+ )| 8 Qe ),

(6.3) Qo(x, ) = [(bo, -+ b, )| @ Qx, ),
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respectively, for all (x,y) € Z; X Z;. Note that here b%) is well defined for suffi-
ciently large n such that f(x) € V,. Itis clear that

Q, Qo € CIP4(X), QM(A)),) ® K]

and L
Q - QO € C[Pd(x)/ Q((MZ(ﬂn))n) ® R]

Furthermore, since X has bounded geometry and Q has finite propagation, it
follows from Lemma [6.1] that [|Q? — Q|| < 1/5 and I@S — Qull < 1/5 if we choose
€1 and €, sufficiently small. Hence the spectrum of either Q or Qp is contained in
disjoint neighbourhoods Sy of 0 and S; of 1. Let x : So LI S; — C be a continuous
function such that y(Sg) = 0 and x(S;) = 1. Define © := )((é) and Q, := )((éo).
Then © and © are idempotents in C*(P4(X), Q(M2(A}))») ®K), and © — O, belongs
to the closed two-sided ideal C*(P(X), Q((M2(A,)),) @ K).

Finally we apply the difference construction in K-theory of Banach algebras in-
troduced by Kasparov-Yu [12]. More precisely, for a closed two-sided ideal | of
a Banach algebra B and two idempotents p,q € B with p — g € |, we can define a
difference element D(p, q) € Ky(J) associated to p,q. We omit the details here but
guide the readers to their original paper. Now we define

B([P]) = D(®, O) € Ko C'(Pu(X), QUAL)) ® R))-
The correspondence [P] = B,([P]) extends to a homomorphism

Br : Ko(C'(Pu(X))) — Ko(C'(Pa(X), QUA)) @ R)),
which is called the Bott map. By suspension, we define the Bott map for K;-groups
in a similar way:

Br : Ka(C'(Pa(X))) — Ki(C'(Pa(X), QUA)) ® R))-

Remark 6.2. Readers might already notice that the above Bott map p, is slightly
different from the one constructed in [4, Section 3.3], which is defined to be

B =1.0p,: K(C(PuX)) — K(C'(Pa(X), QUA, ® N),)

where 1 is the monomorphism from Corollary This is due to the observation
that the elements é and éo defined in (6.2) and (6.3) indeed belong to the subal-
gebra Q((M(A})),) ® & instead of merely the original one Q((Ma(A;)), ® K). This
is crucial to construct Diagram (6.I) as revealed in the next subsection.

6.2. The strongly quasi-local case. Now we move to the strongly quasi-local case
and define the Bott map fs; : K.(C;, (Pa(X))) = K.(C;(Pa(X), Q((A)n) ® K)). The
construction is similar to the Bott map f, for Roe algebras in Section[6.1] while the
argument is more involved. Again we only consider the Kj-case, since the K;-case
can be done by suspension.

As in the Roe case, we choose Hy := (?(Z4, #) as the fixed P;(X)-module. Since

Cyy(Hx) is stable, it suffices to define By ([P]) for any idempotent P € C; (Hx).
In the rest of this subsection, let us fix an idempotent P € C;q(?(x) and an € €
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(0, 7). It follows from Definition[B.6l that there exist 6, R such that for any strongly
measurable map g : Ps(X) — K1 with (6, R)-variation, we have [|[[P®Id », A()]ll <
€. We also fix such parameters 6 and R.

Recall that f : X — V is the coarse embedding and is extend to a continuous
coarse embedding f : P;(X) — V by affine extension (see the beginning of Section
B). We fix two proper functions p.. : [0, 00) — [0, o) such that for any x, y € P4(X)
we have:

p-@d(x, y) < 1f() = fWIl < p+(d(x, y)).
Moreover, Lemma 6.1 provides an r > 0 and a family of idempotents {bi”)}ne]leeVn
which is (p.+(R), 6; r)-flat. Again let us fix such r and {bg’)}.

Denote E; := (*(Zs; Q(My(A,)),) ® &) the Hilbert module over Q((M,(A,)),) ®
K], and fix a faithful representation 7 : Q((Mz(A,)),) — B(H). Then n @ ig :
Q((M2(Ay))n) ® & = B(H @ ) is also a faithful representation, where ig : & —
B(S) is the inclusion map. For any T € C;q(“HX) C B(t3(Z4; 7)), we consider
its amplification a(T) € B(t*(Zy; H ® ) defined by a(T),, = Idy ® Ty, for any
x,y € Zy. It follows from Lemma B.1] that there is an operator W(a(T)) € B(E,)
defined by (5.2). Note that W(a(T)),, = Idem,(A,).) ® Txy for any x, y € Z,.

On the other hand, we define a diagonal operator B € B(E;) by
O opmo / o
By = [(bf(xv Dy )] ®ldr, y=x
' 0, otherwise

where b%) is well-defined for n large enough such that f(x) € V,. Note that each

[(b%,--- ,b}’};),---)] € M(Q((M2(A,)),)), hence B is well-defined. Similarly, we

define By € B(E,) by
(Bo)sy = {[(bo,“' ybo, - )®Idy, yv=ux .
0, otherwise.
It is clear that B and By are idempotents in B(E,), and ||B|| = ||Bo|| = 1.
Now for the given idempotent P € C’;q(ﬂx), we define P := B - W(a(P)) € B(E,)
and Py := By - W(a(P)) € B(E,). Itis clear that for any x, y € Z;, we have:

(64) PCey) = | (B by )| @ Pe y),
(6.5) Po(x, y) = [(Bo, -+ , bo, -+ )| ® Px, y).

Readers may compare (6.4), (6.5) with (6.2), (6.3).

We define the C*-algebra C;(P4(X), Q((M2(Ax))new) ® K) similarly to Definition
except that we use Q((M2(Ay)).) ® K to replace Q((A,),) ® K therein. It is
clear that C;(Pa(X), Q((Ma(Ay))uen) ® K) is a subalgebra of B(E;). We also de-
fine C;(P4(X), Q((Ma(A;))nen) ® K) to be the C*-subalgebra in B(E,) generated by
C;(Pa(X), QUM2(A,))nen) ® K) and {By - W(a(Q)) : Q is an idempotent in C;,(Hx)}.
It is easy to check that C}(P4(X), Q(M(A))nen) ® K) is a two-sided *-ideal in
G (Pa(X), QUM(A;)nen) ® R).
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The following lemma is a crucial step to define the Bott map:

Lemma 6.3. With the same notation as above, we have:

P, Py € C;(Pu(X), QUM(A)uew) ® K) and P = Pg € C;(Pa(X), QUM:(A)nen) ® R).

Proof. It suffices to prove that P- Po eC (Pd(X) Q((Mz(ﬂn))neN) ® K). We need to
check condition (1)-(4) in Definition 5.9l for P- Po Note that (1) holds trivially.
For (3): Since P is quasi-local, it follows that for any € > 0 there exists r; > 0

such that for any Borel subsets C,D C P4(X) with d(C,D) > rq, then ||xcPxpll <
€'/||B — By||. Hence

IXc(B = Bo)W(a(P)xoll = [I(B = Bo)xc¥(a(P))xoll
< |IB = Boll - [W(a(xcPxp))ll < 1B = Boll - llxcPxoll < €,
where we use Lemma [5.1]in the second last inequality.

For (4): Given € > 0, we take r, = r. For any Borel subset C C P;(X) and
h € Cp(V)1 with d(f(C), supp(h)) > r,, we have:

xc(P = Po)lt = xc(B — Bo)W(a(P))h = h(B — Bo)xcW(a(P)).

Since supp(b;”()) - bo) C By, (f(x),r) for any x € P4(X) and n large enough such that

f(x) € V,,, we obtain that h(B — By)xc = 0 due to the choice of 7».

It remains to prove (2). Fixing a compact subset K C Py(X), we aim to show that
)(K(P Po) and (P Po) Xk belong to R(E;). Here we only consider )(K(P PO) since
the other is similar. Note that

xx(P = Py) = (B - Bo)xxW(a(P)) = (B — By) - W(a(x«P)).

Since P € C (Pa(X)), then xxP is compact. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that yxP is rank-one, i.e., (xxP)(C) = &(n, C) where &,1,C € *(Zyg; 7). We
fix a unit vector vy € . Denote the rank one operator u — v{w, u) by 0,,, € B(¢)
where u, v, w € J2. Direct calculation shows that for any x, y € Z;, we have:

((B = Bo) - W(aGexP)),, = [(bigsy = b0, B0 = b+ )| @ Oy B -

Let {g;}icr be a net of approximating units for the C*-algebra Q((Mx(A,)),). We
consider two vectors E;, Z, € E, defined by
B = ) ([(650, = bo, - B0 = bo, -+ )] @ Oy )41,
xX€Zy
and

E(Zi) = Z (qi ® er(x),vo)[x]'

X€Zy

For each i € I, denote the operator ©; : E - & :(2), Z) where E € E,. Then clearly

O € K(E;). Moreover, we obtain that the net {®;};; converges to )(K(P PO) in
norm, which concludes the proof. O

Our last ingredient to construct the Bott map is the following;:
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Lemma 6.4. With the same notation as above, we have ||1A52 — 13|| <eand ||13% - IFOII <e.

Proof. We only deal with the case of P while the other is trivial. Recall that
P = B-W¥(a(P)) and B, P are idempotents, hence it suffices to control ||[B, W (a(P))]||.

Recall that 7t : Q((Ma(Ay))n) — B(H) is the faithful representation fixed above.
We consider the following map g : P4(X) — B(H); defined by

500 = ([0, i ) xR0

Since {b(zn)}neleevn is (p+(R), 6;r)-flat for the R,6 chosen above, we obtain that
the map g has (6, R)-variation on P;(X). Moreover, it is easy to check that g is
continuous. Define a diagonal operator G € B((*(Zs; H ® ) by

gX)®Idy, ifx=y;
Gy = ]
0, otherwise.
Then it is clear that W([G, a(P)]) = [B, W(a(P))]. Hence from Lemma it suffices
to control [[[G, a(P)]lls2z,:+e.7))-

For any finite rank projection q € B(H), denote § := Idpy, ® g® Idy €
B(*(Z4; H ® ). We regard g(H) as a subspace in 5. Consider the contin-
uous map g, : Py(X) — B(qgH), € K(): defined by g,(x) := q- g(x) - g4, which also
has (6, R)-variation. It is straightforward to check that for any x, y € Z;, we have:

_Idr®gy(x), ifx=y;
(A(gq))xy B {O, otherwise

where A(g,) is defined as in Definition[3.5l Hence we obtain:
|41G, a(P)g]| < [|[IP ® Id., A(gy)]]| < e

Finally note that
||[G,a(P)]|| = sup {”lﬂG, a(P)]@” : g is a finite rank projection in 23(7{)},

hence we conclude the proof. m|

Consequently, we obtain from Lemma [6.4] that the spectrum of either P or P,
is contained in disjoint neighbourhoods Sy of 0 and S; of 1. Let x : So U S; — C
be a continuous function such that x(S¢) = 0 and x(S;) = 1. Define © := X(ﬁ)
and ©, := X(ﬁo). Then it follows from Lemma that ® and ©, are idempotents
in C;(Pd(X), Q((Ma(AL))n) ® K), and O — O belongs to the closed two-sided ideal
Co(Pa(X), QUM2(A))n) ® K).

Finally we apply the difference construction from [12] as in the Roe case, and
define
Bu([P]) := D(©, ©y) € Ko(C;(Pa(X), QUAL) ® R)).
The correspondence [P] = B,([P]) extends to a homomorphism

Bsg + Ko(C2y(Pa(X))) — Ko(Cy(Pu(X), QU(AL)) ® R)),

which is also called the Bott map. From the constructions above, it is easy to see
that Diagram (6.1I) commutes.
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7. LOCAL ISOMORPHISM

In this section, we relate the K-theories of restricted twisted Roe algebras and
their quasi-local counterparts. The main result is the following;:

Theorem 7.1. Let X be a discrete metric space with bounded geometry which admits a
coarse embedding into a Banach space with Property (H). Then for each d > 0, the natural
inclusion i from (5.4) induces isomorphisms on K-theories, i.e., the following

7' K (C(Pa(X), QUA) ® K)) — K.(Co(Pu(X), QUA)) © R))

is an isomorphism for » = 0, 1.

The idea of the proof is to decompose the twisted algebras into smaller subal-
gebras which are easier to handle and apply the Mayer-Vietoris sequence to paste
them together. This follows the outline of [4, Section 4], which originates from
[29]. We use the same notation introduced in Section [l and 6], and fix a d > 0
throughout the section.

The following notion is inspired by [4} Definition 4.2]:
Definition 7.2. Let O C V be an open subset of V. Define C[P4(X), Q((A.).) ® K]y

to be the *-subalgebra of C[P4(X), Q((A,).) ® K] generated by elements T e
C[P4«(X), Q((A,),) ® 8] such that for any x, y € Z;, we have:

supp(h,) CONV,

where Ty, = [(h1, -, hy, -+ )] € QU(A)) ® K. We define C'(P4(X), QUAL) ® K)o
to be the norm closure of C[P4(X), Q((A,),) ® K], in B(E).

Similarly, we introduce the following for quasi-local algebras:

Definition 7.3. Let O C V be an open subset of V. Define C}(Pa(X), Q((A,).) ® K&) o
to be the *-subalgebra of Ci(Pi(X), Q((Ay)q) ® K) generated by elements T €
C;(Pa(X), Q((Ay)n) ® &) such that for any x, y € Z4, we have:

supp(h,) €O NV,
where Ty, = [(hy, -+, hy,-++)] € Q((Ay)n) ® K. For a Borel subset Y C Py(X),

we also denote by Ci(Y, Q((Ay)n) ®K) o the C*-algebras consisting of elements in
Co(Pa(X), Q((A,)n) ® K) with supportin Y X Y.

Note that C*(P4(X), Q((A,)n) ® K), is a two-sided *-ideal of C*(Py(X), Q((A,)n) ®
R). It is also easy to see that C;(P4(X), Q((A,),) ® K) o is norm closed, and is a
two-sided *-ideal of C;(P4(X), Q((A.).) ® R). Moreover, it is clear that we have the
inclusion

i1 C'(Pa(X), Q(Au)n) ® K)o = Cy(Pa(X), QUA)n) ® K)o
We need to consider some special open subsets O as follows:

Definition 7.4. LetI' € X and r > 0. An open subset O C V is said to be (I, )-
separate if the following holds:
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(1) O = L,er Oy, where O, C V such that O, N O, = 0 whenever y #)’;
(2) for any y € I', we have O, C By(f(y), ).

The following is the key building block to achieve Theorem [7.1t

Proposition 7.5. Suppose I' C X and r > 0. Then for any (I, r)-separate open subset
O c V, we have that

i7" K(Cy(Pu(X), QUAn) ® R) ) = K(C'(Pa(X), QUA)n) ® R)o)

is an isomorphism for + = 0, 1.

The proof is divided into several lemmas. We start with some extra nota-
tion. Let O = || & O, be a (T, r)-separate open subset of V. For each y €T,
we define (Q((A,).) ® K)o, to be a C*-subalgebra of Q((A,),) ® K generated by
[((h, -y, )] € Q((AL),) ® 8 such that supp(h,) € O, NV, for alln € IN.

For each y € I'and S > 0, we denote Y, (S) := {x € Py«(X) : d(x,y) < S}. We also
fix two proper functions p. : [0,00) — [0, 0) such that for any x,y € Ps(X) we
have:

p-(dx, y) < If () = fFWIl < p+(d(x, y))-

The following lemma is actually from [4, Lemma 4.5], hence we omit the proof.

Lemma7.6. Let O = | |, O, be a (I, r)-separate open subset of V. Then

yel

C'(P4(X), QUA) @ K)o = lim | | C'(¥,(5)) ® Q((A) @ K)o,

yer

For the quasi-local case, we have an analogous decomposition. Since the proof
is similar, we only provide a sketch here.

Lemma 7.7. Let O = ||, O, be a (I, r)-separate open subset of V. Then
C;(Pa(X), QAN @ K)o = lim | | C;(¥,(9), QA @ R)

o,’
yel

Sketch of proof. For any T € C(Pa(X), Q(A,)n) ® K)o and y € T, it is clear that
Txo, € Cy(Pa(X), Q((A)n) ® K)o,. Given € > 0, it follows from Definition
together with Remark that there exist r, > 0 such that for any Borel subset
C C Py(X) and h € Cyp(V)1 with d(f(C), supp(h)) = r2, we have [|xcTh|| < €/2 and
IhT xcll < €/2.

Take S := sup{s € [0, ) : p_(s) < 7+ 1,}. Then for every y € I', we have
FXNY(S) € VAB(f(y),r+12),
which implies that 4(f(X \ Y,(S)), O,) > r,. Hence we obtain:
ITxo0, = xv,5Txo0,ll = llxx\v,)Txo,ll < €/2,

and
lxo,T = xo,Txv,sll = llxo, Txx\v,s)ll < €/2.
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Note that Txo, = xo,T, so we obtain:
ITxo, = Xv,s(Txo,)xv, |l < Txo, = xv,sTxo,ll + llxv,sTxo, = Xv,s)(Txo,)Xv,s)ll
<€/2+|xo,T — xo,Txv,sll <€/2+e€/2=€.
Therefore, we obtain a well-defined homomorphism

® : C3(Po(X), QUAL)) ® K)o — lim H C(Y,(9), QA ® R)

0,
yer

defined by
T (T)(OV )yel" = ;I_I)]; (XY;,(S)(TXOy )XYV(S)))/GI"

On the other hand, note that T = Zyer Txo, where the summation converges in
the strong *-operator topology. Moreover, the above argument shows that

T= Z Txo, = ;1_{11 Z Xv,$)(TX0,)Xv,(s)-
yel « yel

Therefore, it is not hard to check that ® provides a *-isomorphism. Details are
omitted here. m|

Furthermore, we have the following;:

Lemma 7.8. Foreach S > 0 and y € I', we have
G0, (8), QUAN) ®R), = C;(Y,(5) 8 (@A) © Ko,

Proof. Forany T € Co(Y5(S), Q((A)n) ® R)O ,wehave T = xvy, 5T € R(E). Hence it
y

is easy to see that
G (9), AAN) ®R),, = K(E(Y) N Za, Q(An)n) ® R))
= R(C(Y,(S) N Z1)) ® (Q(A)) ® R)
= G (Y,(5) ® (QU(Awn) ® K)o, ,

which concludes the proof. m]

Proof of Proposition Note that for each y € I', we have:
Co(Y)(S)) = K(E(Y,(S) N Za)) = C(Y,(S)).
Hence the proof follows directly from Lemmal[7.6, LemmalZ.Zland Lemma[Z.§ O
Having established Proposition [7.5] we now apply a Mayer-Vietoris sequence
argument to obtain Theorem [ZIl To achieve, we need two extra lemmas. The

first is actually [4, Lemma 4.8] together with its quasi-local version. The proof is
similar, hence omitted.

Lemma 7.9. Let N € N and I'y,--- ,I'y be N mutually disjoint subsets of X. For any
r>0andje(l,2,---,N} let

Oy = | Bul(FO). 1.

)/Erj
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Then for any ro > 0and k € {1,2,--- , N — 1}, we have the following:
(1) lim C'(Pa(X), QU(An)n) ® K)o, + 3 11m C (Pa(X), QU(An)n) ®R)Uk 1

1r<ro,r—to

= lim C'(Py(X), QA ®R>uk 0,

(2) r<}()i];’Il>70C*(Pd(X), Q((ﬂn)n) ® R)Or,k n r<}(}1;r—1>ro C (Pd(X)I Q((ﬂn)n) ® Q)UI/{;% O’/]
= hm C*(Pd(x)/ Q((A)n) ® R)o (U] O .)/'

®  lim C(PAX), QAN © 9, i, GPaX), AUA)) O R) i,
- G0N,

@ Jim GP0, QAN ®RK), N Tim  CPuX), QUAN O ) 1y,
- K}lm C; (Pa(X), Q((ﬂ )n)®R)O U 0, |

Lemma 7.10. For any r > 0, denote

1= | Br(f(),7) = Ny (Im)

xeX

where X — V is the coarse embedding. Then we have:

Tim C'(Pa(X), QUAN) ® Ko, = C'(Pa(X), QUA) © %)

lim C(Pa(X), Q(A)) ® R), = CoPu(X), QUA)n) @ K).
Proof. The Roe case is already known from [4], hence we only show the second.
Given T € Ci(P4(X), Q((A,),) ® ]) and € > 0, there exists r > 0 such that for
any Borel subset C C Py(X) and h € Cy(V); with d(f(C), supp(h)) > r, we have

llxcThl| < e. In particular, taking a function h € Cy(V); such that hlp, = 0 and
hlo, =1, we obtain:

IT — T - h)ll = [IThll = [[xxThll <e.
Note that T(1 — 1) € C*(Py(X), Q((Ax)n) ® K)o,,, hence we conclude the proof. O

Now we are in the position to prove Theorem [Z.1

Proof of Theorem[Z1l For any r > 0, denote O, := |J,ex Bv(f(x),7). From Lemma
it suffice to show that for each ry > 0, the map

7K (| lim C'(Pa(X), QUAN) ® R)o,) — K| lim  C(Po(X), QUA)) ®R),, )

is an isomorphism.

Since X has bounded geometry, there follows (see, e.g., [24, Lemma12.2.3]) that
there exists an N € IN such that

(1) X= |_|;\L1 I'; for someI'; ¢ X with I'; N T’y = @ whenever j # j’;
(2) foreachje{1,2,--- ,N}and y # " inI;, we have

If &) = fFONIlv > 2ro.
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ForanyO<r<rpandj€{1,2,---,N}, let
0, =) Bulf(), 1) = Ni(f(T).

xel"j
Then O, = U;\il O,,, and each O,; or O,; N ( Ul];ll Om’) are (I';, r)-separate for any
j€11,2,---,N}. Applying the Mayer-Vietoris sequence argument finitely many
times based on Lemma (7.9 and using Proposition [7.5] we conclude the proof. O

8. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Proof of Theorem[Cl Combining Diagram (6.I) with the coarse assembly maps, we
obtain the following commutative diagram:

lim K.(P4(X)) = lim K.(C*(Pa(X))) = lim K.(C*(Pa(X), QA1) @ R))

He i, it

Bs

lim K.(C,(Pa00) "~ lim K.(C(Pa(X), QUA,) @ ),

Here we use the same notation to denote the homomorphisms after taking d — oo.
Recall from [4] Theorem 1.1] together with Remark[6.2/that the composition t.0B,0u
is injective, where

s K(C(PX), QUAN) ® K)) = K.(C'(Pa(X), QA @ R),)))

is induced by the inclusion from Corollary[5.8l Hence we obtain that the composi-
tion B,op is injective as well. Alsonote from Theorem[Z T]that /! is anisomorphism,
hence we conclude that pg, is injective via a diagram chasing argument. O

9. THE CASE OF NON-POSITIVELY CURVED MANIFOLDS

In this final section, we outline the case of metric spaces which can be coarsely
embedded into a simply-connected complete Riemannian manifold with non-
positively sectional curvature. Recall that the coarse Novikov conjecture was
verified for such spaces in [21]. Combining the approach from [21] with the
techniques developed in this paper, we are able to prove the following:

Theorem 9.1. Let X be a bounded geometry metric space which can be coarsely embed-
ded into a simply-connected complete Riemannian manifold of non-positively sectional
curvature. Then the strongly quasi-local coarse Novikov conjecture holds for X.

Since the proof is quite similar to the one for Theorem [C| we only provide an
outline as follows.

First let us fix some notation. Let M be a simply-connected complete Riemann-
ian manifold of non-positively sectional curvature. Without loss of generality,
we may assume the dimension of M is 2n for some n € IN. Following the no-
tation from [21], denote the Clifford bundle over M by Cliff(TM) and let A :=
Co(M, Clitf(TM)) be the C*-algebra of continuous functions a : M — Cliff(TM) such
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that a(x) € Cliff(T.M) and vanish at infinity. Let C,(M, Cliff(TM)) be the C*-algebra
of bounded continuous functions a : M — Cliff(TM) such that a(x) € Cliff(T,M).

For each d > 0, we take a countable dense subset Z; in the Rips complex P;(X)
such that Z; € Zy wheneverd < d’. Consider the Hilbert module E := (*(Z;; ARK)
over A ® K, where R is the C*-algebra of compact operators on the separable
infinite-dimensional Hilbert space 7. Recall that the associated twisted Roe
algebra C'(P4(X), A ® K) was defined in [21, Definition 3.1] as a C*-subalgebra in
B(E).

Following the idea in Definition 5.9 we introduce the following:

Definition 9.2. The twisted quasi-local algebra C;(P4(X), A®K) is defined to be the
C*-subalgebra in B(E) consisting of elements T satisfying the following conditions:

(1) each matrix entry of T belongs to A® {K;

(2) for any compact K C P4(X), we have that xxT and Txx belongs to }(E);

(3) for any € > 0 there is an r; such that for any Borel subsets C, D C P4(X) with
d(C,D) > r, we have [[xcTxpll < € and [[xpTxcll <€

(4) for any € > 0, there is an 7, such that for any Borel subset C C P4(X) and
h € Cp(M), with d(f(C), supp(h)) > r, we have || xcTh|| < e.

The associated Bott maps f3, 35, can be defined similarly to the case of Banach
spaces with Property (H) in Section [6, except that we replace Lemma [6.1 by the
following:

Lemma 9.3 ([21, Lemma 5.2]). For any R > 0 and € > 0, there exist r > 0 and a
family of idempotents {by,}xem in Mo(A™) which is (R, €; v)-flat in the following sense:
supp(by, — bo) € Bum(x, r) and for any x, y € M with ||x — y|| < R, we have

€,

SZ‘:AE’ “bx,,(z) - bw(z)| CUFHT.M)SM(©)

where A* represents the unitization of A.

We omit the details and simply conclude that we have the following homomor-
phisms:

B 1 K.(C'(Py(X))) — K.(C'(Ps(X), A® R))
Bay + K(Coy(Pu(X))) — K.(C;(Pu(X), A®K)).

The last piece is an isomorphism result analogous to Theorem [Z1}, which states
that the natural inclusion

i C'(Pa(X), A®K) — C(Pa(X), A B K)

induces an isomorphism on K-theories. Again the proof is similar hence omitted.
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Finally, we consider the following commutative diagram:

;im K.(P4(X)) g ;im K.(C*(Pa(X))) . ;im K.(C*(Pay(X), A® K))

! . ..
Hsq i il

AN \ \
lim K.(C;,(Pa(X) "~ lim K.(Cy(Pa(X), A® ),

where 8 o i is an isomorphism due to the proof for [21, Theorem 1.1] and i is an
isomorphism from above. Hence we obtain that y,, is injective, which concludes

Theorem [9.1]
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