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SPANIER-WHITEHEAD K-DUALITY
AND DUALITY OF EXTENSIONS OF C*-ALGEBRAS

ULRICH PENNIG AND TARO SOGABE

ABSTRACT. KK-theory is a bivariant and homotopy-invariant functor on C*-algebras that com-
bines K-theory and K-homology. KK-groups form the morphisms in a triangulated category.
Spanier-Whitehead K-Duality intertwines the homological with the cohomological side of KK-
theory. Any extension of a unital C*-algebra by the compacts has two natural exact triangles
associated to it (the extension sequence itself and a mapping cone sequence). We find a duality
(based on Spanier-Whitehead K-duality) that interchanges the roles of these two triangles together
with their six-term exact sequences. This allows us to give a categorical picture for the duality of
Cuntz—Krieger—Toeplitz extensions discovered by K. Matsumoto.

1. INTRODUCTION

Kasparov’s KK-theory combines both of K-homology and K-theory of C*-algebras into one
additive bivariant functor. The KK-groups provide topological invariants that play a crucial role
in index theory and the classification of nuclear C*-algebras and their extensions. In this context
they are used as a tool for understanding x-homomorphisms between them. In some situations
the KK-groups even contain the complete information about the set of *-homomorphisms between
two C*-algebras up to homotopy: By the celebrated Kirchberg-Phillips theorem this happens,
for example, for stable Kirchberg algebras (see [15] for a survey). More precisely, for two stable
Kirchberg algebras A, B, the theorem shows that every element of KK (A, B) is represented by
a *-homomorphism A — B and the choice of the x-homomorphism is unique up to homotopy.
The composition of the homomorphisms is described by the Kasparov product. It is associative
and unital and therefore allows us to view the KK-groups as morphisms in a category with rich
additional structure, including several dualities. Moreover, it was shown in [I3] that it is a tensor
triangulated category.

In the present paper we analyse the interplay of Spanier—Whitehead K-duality with the triangu-
lated structure. Classical Spanier—Whitehead duality takes place in the stable homotopy category
of topological spaces. The dual of an object X is witnessed by two morphisms vxy: X AY — S°
and pxy: S — Y A X, which have to satisfy certain zig-zag relations. Following the idea that
KK-theory can be viewed as stable homotopy theory for C*-algebras this duality was transferred to
the KK-category in [9, 8], where the authors called it Spanier—Whitehead K-duality (see Def. 3.2)).

It was shown in [9] that any separable UCT C*-algebra with finitely generated K-groups is
dualizable with a separable UCT dual algebra. For a separable C*-algebra A and its separable
dual algebra D(A), the duality provides an isomorphism

KK(A,C) = KK(C, D(A)).

Thus, the assumption that the K-groups are finitely generated cannot be dropped because separable
algebras have countable K-groups. The duality is defined by two duality classes

pa€ KK(C,A® D(A)), vae€ KK(D(A)® A,C)
which give rise to a group isomorphism (see Sec. [3.2])

D, ,vs(—): KK(A,B) = KK(D(B),D(A)).
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The triangulated structure on the KK-category defined in [I3] can be understood in terms of
exact triangles induced by abstract mapping cone sequences

sA Y o Dy gy

where the algebra C; denotes the mapping cone algebra of f. This is a non-commutative analogue
of the Puppe sequence in topology, and we can extend this sequence as follows
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via a morphism d(f) € KK (A, SCy) to obtain Puppe’s exact sequence for the KK-groups (see
Sec. B3], [I, Thm. 19.4.3.]).

With the duality and the tensor triangulated structure at hand it is a natural question whether
and how these two are compatible. We give a partial answer to this question in our first main
theorem of this paper:

Theorem 1.1 (Thm. BI0, Cor. BI6). Let A, B,C be separable nuclear UCT C*-algebras with
dual algebras D(A), D(B), D(C).

(1) Let f: B — A and D(f) : D(A) — D(B) be *-homomorphisms satisfying
Dypwa(KK(f)) = KK(D(f)) € KK(D(A), D(B)),

then SCpy) is a dual algebra of the mapping cone Cy and there is a duality class p €
KK(C,C;® (SCpy)) satisfying

Dy (KK (e(f))) = d(D(f))-

(2) For an appropriate choice of duality classes, Spanier—Whitehead K-duality maps the exact
triangle SA — C — B — A to another exact triangle D(SA) <— D(C) <— D(B) < D(A).

The construction of the duality class u € KK(C,C; ® SCp(y)) is an adaptation to C*-algebras
of the one used in [I8, Lem. 14.31]. It is based on a difference map

0: (SA® D(A)) ® (SB® D(B)) — SA® D(B),

defined in Lem. .11l whose mapping cone can be identified with a subalgebra of C; ® Cpy).
Since K K () kills the pair of (suspended) duality classes for A and B, it gives rise to an element
sp € KK(S,C,), which gives p via Bott periodicity and the appropriate identifications.

As an application of the above theorem, we obtain a categorical picture of strong K-theoretic
duality for extensions introduced in [12] (see Def. B.)). In [12, Thm. 1.1.], K. Matsumoto discovered
an interesting duality between K-theory and strong extension groups of the Toeplitz extension of
Cuntz—Krieger algebras (Rem. [5.4]). He introduces the notion of strong K-theoretic duality for
unital extensions. Roughly speaking, two extensions K - F — A and K — F — B are dual to
one another if the Fxt-group six-term exact sequence of the first extension is isomorphic to the
K-theory six-term exact sequence of the second and vice versa. As mentioned above, this duality
relates the following Toeplitz extensions of Cuntz—Krieger algebras:

K—>7j4—>0,4, K—>7’At—>(9At.

It was not known whether there are any other pairs of strongly K-theoretic dual extensions. In
the second part of this paper, we show the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Thm. BT). Let A be a unital separable nuclear UCT C*-algebras with finitely
generated K-groups, and let K — E — A be a unital essential extension. Then, there exists a
unital separable nuclear UCT C*-algebra B and a unital essential extension K — F — B which is
strongly K-theoretic dual to K — E — A.
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We also show that strong K-theoretic duality can be understood as the Spanier-Whitehead
duality of the following mapping cone sequences (Thm. 5.7 (2))

o

A key ingredient in the proof is the observation that all KK-theoretic information about the
extension K — F — A, i.e. its class in Exts(A) and the K-theory class of the unit, is in fact
encapsulated in the single KK-class K K (e({g)), where e({g) is the evaluation map of the mapping
cone Cg, (see Prop. proven in the appendix). To see this, we need the isomorphism

U, Eaty(A) - KK(C,,,C),

which is carefully defined in Cor. [4.9] in such a way that it maps the image of the generator of
K (Q(K)) 2 Z in Exty(A) to the K K-class of the evaluation map on the cone. An interesting
feature of strong K-theoretic duality revealed in this picture is that it interchanges the roles of
C and K under the duality. The dual extension can then be constructed by first replacing E by
a KK-equivalent Kirchberg algebra R and then using reciprocality defined in [I7]. In fact, the
mapping cone C,, of the reciprocal algebra B is a dual of R ~kx E. Using the inverse of ¥y it
is then easy to check, for example, that B has the correct extension groups.

The paper is structured as follows: We fix some notation used throughout the paper in Section 2.

We then recall some basic facts about KK-groups and exact triangles in KK at the beginning
of Section 3. We continue with a discussion of Spanier-Whitehead K-Duality (see Def. B.2) and
its properties. The main focus of Sec. 3 is the construction of the difference map ¢ in Lem. B.11]
the identification of its mapping cone C, (Lem. B.I2)), the construction of the duality classes in
Lem. B.14] and finally the proof of Lem. [3.10] and Cor. B.16l

In Section 4 we first state some well-known theorems about (strong and weak) extension groups,
Busby invariants and the six-term exact sequence of extension groups. We also recall the iden-
tification of the strong extensions of A with Fzt(C,,,SK). In the rest of this section we then
construct the isomorphism ¥, mentioned above in Cor. [4.9

The second main result is discussed in Section 5. Some of the proofs are deferred to the appendix
in Section 6. We recall the definition of (strong) K-theoretic duality for unital extensions (see
Def. [5.]) at the beginning. As mentioned above, Prop. and Prop. provide an interpretation
of the duality in terms of cones, which is then used in the proof of the main result, Thm. 5.7 The
construction of the dual extension using reciprocality can be found in Lem. 5.8

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported by the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, an International
Joint Usage/Research Center located in Kyoto University. T. Sogabe is supported by Research
Fellow of the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

2. NOTATION

Throughout the paper the letters A, B, C' denote separable nuclear UCT C*-algebras. If A is
unital, then we denote by 14 € A its unit and write uy : C 3 A — A4 € A. Let K (resp. M,,) denote
the algebra of compact operators acting on a separable infinite dimensional (resp. n-dimensional)
Hilbert space, and let e € K denote a rank 1 projection. We also write e : C 3 X\ — de € K
for the corresponding *-homomorphism by abuse of notation. We denote by M(B ® K) the
multiplier algebra of B ® K and write Q(B ® K) := M(B ® K)/(B ® K). The quotient map
M(B®K) - Q(B ® K) is denoted by 7 for short. We denote by

oap: A®B32a®@b—b®ac BRA

the flip isomorphism.
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We denote by K;(A),i = 0,1 the i-th K-group of A and write [plg € Ko(A) (resp. [u]; € Ki(A))
the equivalence class of the projection p (resp. unitary u). We identify Ky(K) and K;(Q(K)) with
Z as follows

Ko(K) = [6]0 —1eZ,
K1 (Q(K)) 3 [7(V)]y = Index(V) € Z,
where V € M(K) is a Fredholm operator and we write Index(V') := dim KerV — dim CokerV. We
denote the index map by
Ind : K1(Q(K)) 3 [7(V)]; = Index(V) € Ky(K).

Let S = Cy(0,1) be the algebra of continuous functions on [0, 1] vanishing at the boundary.
For a *-homomorphism f : B — A, we write S"A := S®" ® A, S"f = idg» ® f. A function
[0,1] >t — a(t) € A vanishing at {0,1} is an element of SA and denoted by a(t) € SA by abuse
of notation. The mapping cone algebra C of f is defined by

Cy = {(a(t),) € (Co(0, 1] @ A) & B | a(1) = f(b)},

and it fits into an exact sequence

O%SAﬂCfﬂB—m,
where the two maps i(f) and e(f) are given by
i(f): SA>a(t) — (a(t),0) € Cf, e(f):Cr>(alt),b) —be B.
For an extension
0=J—=EL BT,
we write j(E) : J 2z~ (0,2) € Cy.

3. EXACTNESS OF SPANIER—WHITEHEAD K-DUALITY

In this section, we will show that, for an appropriate choice of duality classes, Spanier-Whitehead
K-duality maps an exact triangle to another exact triangle (see Thm. 310, Cor. B.I6]).

3.1. KK-groups and exact triangles. We refer to [I] for the basic definition and facts about
KK-theory. For two C*-algebras A, B, Kasparov’s KK-group is denoted by KK (A, B). The
Kasparov module given by a x-homomorphism f : A — B is denoted by KK (f) € KK(A, B),
and for two *-homomorhisms f: A — B, g : B — C, their Kasparov product is denoted by

®:KK(A B) x KK(B,C)> (KK(f),KK(g)) = KK(f)®KK(g) = KK(go f) € KK(A,C).
We write 14 := KK (idy) € KK (A, A), and one has natural maps
In@—:KK(B,C)>KK(9) = Ia.®KK(9) =KK(idy®g) € KK(A® B,A® C),
—®1Iy: KK(B,C)>KK(g9)— KK(9)®Ix=KK(g®ids) € KK(B® A,C® A).
The following identities are consequences of the definition of Kasparov modules:
(1) I1®@b=(b® [41)®KK(opa) € KK(A,A® B), be KK(C,B),
(2) Iy ®c= KK(O‘A70)®(C®IA) € KK(A@C,A), CcE KK(C,C),
3) (a@Ie)®(Up®c)=Ia®@c)®(a®Ip), a€ KK(A,B), ce KK(C,D),
and will be used in this paper without mentioning.

We denote by KK the category of separable C*-algebras whose morphism set Mor(A, B) is
KK (A, B), and the composition of the morphisms is given by ©. A morphism a € KK (A, B)
is called a KK-equivalence if there exists ™! € KK (B, A) satisfying a®a™! = I, o '®a = I
and we denote by KK (A, B)~! the subset of KK-equivalences. If KK(A, B)™' # 0, A and B are
called KK-equivalent.
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In [I3], R. Meyer and R. Nest showed that KK is triangulated. A sequence
SA—-C—-B—A
in KK is called an exact triangle if there is a *-homomorphism f : B — A and K K-equivalences
a€e KK(AA)™, 8e KK(B,B)™!, vy € KK(C,Cy)~! making the following diagram commute:

SA s C sy B y A
Is®a lv lﬁ loc
SAWc’f e(f)>B 7 » A

Lemma 3.1 ([13, Sec. 2.1, Appendix]). For two ezact triangles SA; — C; — B; — A;, i = 1,2
fitting into the commutative diagram in KK shown below

SA, > C > By > Ay
Ji Lok
S A, > Oy > By > A,

we have v € KK(Cy,Cy) making the above diagram commute. If o, 5 are KK-equivalences, then
50 18 7.

3.2. Spanier—Whitehead K-duality. In this section we recall the definition of Spanier-Whitehead
K-duality and the existence of duals for C*-algebras with finitely generated K-groups following [9].

Definition 3.2 ([9, Def. 2.1]). Let A and D(A) be separable C*-algebras. They are Spanier—
Whitehead K-dual if and only if there are elements, called duality classes,

pa € KK(C,A® D(A)), va€ KK(D(A)® A,C)
satisfying the unit co-unit adjunction formula
(MA@IA)®(IA®VA) =1I4€ KK(A, A), (ID(A) ®MA)®(VA®]D(A)) = ID(A) € KK(D(A), D(A))

Remark 3.3. We frequently denote by D(A) a dual algebra of A. It should be noted, however,
that this notation is misleading. There is in general no way to determine D(A) from A up to
isomorphism, only up to KK-equivalence. Let A and D be dual with the duality classes p €
KK(C,A® D) and v € KK(D ® A,C). If there is another algebra D with a KK-equivalence
v € KK(D, D)_l, D is also a dual of A with the following duality classes

(R(Ia®7), (v @ L4)&V).

Duality classes (u,v) are determined up to KK(A, A)™' = KK(D(A),D(A))™! as in the above
manner (see for example [I7, Lem. 2.10]). If we fiz one of the duality classes then the other is

uniquely determined. So if A and D are dual and (u,v;), i = 1,2 are duality classes, then one has
m=wmecKKDcA,C).

We have the following characterization of the duality.

Lemma 3.4. Let A, D, P,Q be separable nuclear C*-algebras, and let p € KK(C,A® D) be an
element such that the natural transformation

p® : KK(P® A,Q) >z (Ip® u)®(x® Ip) € KK(P,Q® D)

is an isomorphism for any P,Q. Then, there exists v € KK(D ® A,C), and A and D are the
Spanier—Whitehead K-dual with duality classes (u,v).
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Proof. Since u® : KK(D ® A,C) 2 KK(D, D), the element v := (u®)~!(Ip) satisfies
(Ip @ )& (v Ip) = Ip,
and the above equation implies
p®: KK(AA) 3 (n®I1)®(Ia@v) = ue KK(C,A® D).

We also have
p: KK(A,A) > Iy~ pue KK(C,A® D),
and the assumption shows (u ® I4)@(I4 @ v) = I . O

We have an easy picture to understand the duality if we focus on the UCT C*-algebras with
finitely generated K-groups as in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (c.f. [9, Thm. 3.1, 6.2]). Let A be a separable nuclear UCT C*-algebra with finitely
generated K-groups. Then, A is KK-equivalent to an algebra of the following form

C* o S*" a0 ® (SO, -
and a dual algebra D(A) is given by
D(A) :=C*" & S ¢ (50,:1)" @ 0%, & -
Remark 3.6. The C*-algebra O, 1 is the Cuntz algebra whose K-groups are given by
Ko(Ony1) =Z/nZ, K1(Onyq1) = 0.

Two UCT C*-algebras are KK-equivalent if and only if they have isomorphic K-groups, and the
finitely generated K-groups of A

Ko(A) =Z7% & (Z/nZ)* @ -+, Ki(A) =2 & (Z/mZ)* & - --
are the same as the K-groups of the UCT C*-algebra C** @ S®* @ OFF, @ (SOpmir)®4 @ - - -

Remark 3.7. In [8], two Cuntz—Krieger algebras O and Oy are proved to be dual with respect
to duality classes which are elements in the respective KK'-groups. This implies D(O4) = SO
in our setting. In particular, one has D(Oypy1) = SOpq1.

Obviously, C is self-dual with 4 = v = £I¢. Since KK (0gs) = —Ig2, it is also easy to check
that S is self-dual with the duality classes (3s, 35') given by the Bott element 85 € KK(C, S?).
Let K + C1 denote the unitization of K in M(K) (ie., I = 1yx)). Using the UCT

KK(C, (K + C1)®%) = Hom(Ky(C), Ko((K + C1)*%)),

KK((K+ C1)®,C) = Hom(Ko((K + C1)®?), Ko(C)),
we define two elements p. s € KK(C, (K+ C1)®?) and v.s € KK((K+ C1)®?,C) by

Hes [1@]0 — 6[6 X 1]0 —+ (5[1 (29 6]0,

Ves : [1 ® elo — €[lc]o,
Ves : e ® 1o — d[1c]o,
Ves : [e®e]o 0,
Ves : [1®1]p — 0

for €,0 € {£1}. One can easily check the following lemma.
Lemma 3.8. The algebra K + C1 is self-dual with the duality classes (fies, Ves)-
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Let A and B be dualizable C*-algebras with dual algebras D(A), D(B), and let (ya,va), (i5, VB)
be their duality classes. One has two isomorphisms

KK(A,B)3 2+ pa®(z ® Ipw)) € KK(C,B® D(A)),
KK(C.B & D(4)) 3y (Tows) © 9)@(vs © Tow) € KK(D(B), D(A)),
where the inverse of the first map is
KK(C,B®D(A) 23y (y®@I11)(Ip®@v,) € KK(A, B)
and the inverse of the second one is given similarly. Thus, we have the following isomorphism
DMA,VB(_) : KK(A, B) S5 T (ID(B) ®,UA)®(ID(B) ®$®]D(A))®(VB ®]D(A)) € KK(D(B), D(A))
which provides a dual morphism D(A) M D(B) for a given morphism A = B. Using the

three equations for the Kasparov product listed in the previous section, a direct computation yields
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let (ua,v4) be duality classes for A and D(A). Then, the following elements
pa®KK (o4 pa)) € KK(C,D(A)® A), KK(capu))®va € KK(A® D(A),C)
are duality classes for D(A) and A, and one has

DﬂA,VB(_)il = D/JB@O'B’D(B),UA’D(A)®I/A<_)'

i(f) 6(f

3 3. Duals of exact triangles. For SA — B L A and the Bott element Bs €

K(C, S®?), one has a morphism
d(f) == (Bs ® L4)&(Is @ KK (i(f))) € KK (A, SCy).

In the following, we fix duality classes (pa,v4), (B, v5) and dual algebras D(A), D(B) as in
Def. B2l Assume that there is a x-homomorphism D(f) : D(A) — D(B) satisfying

Dy wa(KK(f)) = KK(D(f)) € KK(D(A), D(B)).

Note that one can always chose D(A), D(B) as stable Kirchberg algebras, and then D,,, ,, (KK(f))
is represented by a x-homomorphism D(f) : D(A) — D(B).
Following [I8, Chap. 14|, we will show the following theorem in the next two subsections.

— Oy —

Theorem 3.10. Let f: B — A be a x-homomorphism with mapping cone algebra Cy and dual
homomorphism D(f): D(A) — D(B) as described above. The two algebras Cy and SCpy) are
Spanier—Whitehead K-dual with a duality class

pe KK(C,Cr® SCD(f))
satisfying
Dy (KK(e(f))) =(Inm) @ m)@(Ipsy @ KK (e(f) @ Iscp ;)2 (s @ Iscy )
=d(D(f))-

3.3.1. Construction of . Let ¢ : S @ S — S be the map sending (a, 3) € S @ S to the function
~v € S defined by

v(t) == a(2t), t €[0,1/2], ~(t) :=p(2—2t), t € [1/2,1].
We identify KK (A, (S @ S)® B) with KK (A, SB)%, and ¢ induces a map
~®(KK(¢)®1Ip): KK(A,(S®S)®B) > (a,8) — a— € KK(A,SB).
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Lemma 3.11. Let ¢ : (SA® D(A)) & (SB® D(B)) - SA® D(B) be the x-homomorphism
= (¢ ®idagn(p)) o ((idsa ® D(f)) @ (ids ® f ®idps))).
For (Is ® pua, Is ® pp) € KK(S,(SA® D(A)) & (SB® D(B))), we have
(Is ® pua, Is ® pp) @K K(p) = 0 € KK(S,SA® D(B)).
Proof. By the definition of D(f), one has
pp®KK(f ®idps)) = (Ic ® pp)®(Ic @ KK(f) ® Ips))
= (Ic @ pu)®(Ic @ KK(f) ® Inp)®(pa @ Lagpn) @4 @ va @ Ips))
= 1a®(la ® KK(D(f))).
Thus, we obtain
(Is ® pia, Is @ pup) @K K ()
=(Is ® (pa®(1a ® KK(D(f)))), Is ® (up@ (KK (f) ® Ip)) (KK (¢) ® Lawps)
=Is @ (1a®(Ia @ KK(D(f))) = np®(KEK(f) ® Ip(B)))
=0. 0
Combining the above lemma with Puppe’s exact sequence (see [I, Thm. 19.4.3.])

—OKK (e())

K(S,C,) KK(S,S(A® D(A)) ® S(B® D(B))) —259, kK (5,54 % D(B)),

there is an element sy € KK (S, C,) satisfying su@KK (e(¢)) = (Is @ pa, Is @ pip).
Below we will identify the mapping cone C, with

e(f)®e(D(f))

Ky = Ker(Cy @ Cpy) B ® D(A)).

By the definition of the mapping cone algebras, it is easy to check that C, is identified with a
subalgebra of

Q

([0,1]*, A® D(B)) ® C([0,1], A® D(A)) ® C([0,1], B® D(B))
where an element (F(—, —),a(—),b(—)) lies in C,, if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:

F(p,0) = F(0,q) = F(p,1) = 0,a(0) = a(1) = 0, b(0) = b(1) = 0,

F(1,q) =ida @ D(f)(a(2q)), ¢ €[0,1/2],

F(1,q) = f @idp) (b2 - 29)), q € [1/2,1].
Recall that C'y @ Cp(y) is a subalgebra of

((Co(0,1]® A) ® B) @ ((Co(0,1] ® D(B)) @ D(A)).

Lemma 3.12. The algebra Ky py) ts identified with a subalgebra of

C((0,1, A D(B)) & C([0, 1], A® D(A)) & C((0,1], B® D(B)
consisting of the functions satisfying the following boundary conditions:
F(0,s) = F(t,0) =0, a(0) =a(1) =0, b(0) =b(1) =0,
F(t,1) =id & D(f)(a(t)), F(1,s) = f ®@id(b(s)).
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Proof. We write CA := Cy(0,1] ® A for short and define a completely bounded map by
Evi— f:CA® B> (at),s) — a(l) — f(B) € A.
By [14, Page 12], one has the diagram below whose vertical and horizontal sequences are exact:

0 0

2 2

d®(Evy—D
0 — Oy @ Cppy ——— Cp @ (CD(B) & D(A)) SEPU) ¢ 0 D(B)

2

(CA® B)® (CD(B)® D(A))
(Evlff)®id (Evlff)®id

id®(Evi—D(f)) . A I)(B)

-

1SEn=PU), (A e B) @ D(B)

~

A® (CD(B)® D(A))

The above diagram implies
Cr ® Cp(p) = Ker((Bvy — f) ®id) NKer(id ® (Evi — D(f))).

Identifying

(a(t),8) ® (z(s),y) € (CA® B) ® (CD(B) @ D(A))
with

(alt) ® 2(s), a(t) © 4, B® 2(s),  ®) = (F(t, 5),a(t), b{s), )
one has
id® (Evy — D(f))(F,a,b,d) = (F(t,1) —id @ D(f)(a(t)),b(1) —id ® D(f)(d)),
(Evy — f) ®1d(F,a,b,d) = (F(1,s) — f ®id(b(s)), a(1) — f ®id(d)),
Kf.p() = C;® Cp(y) N Co((0, 1%, A® D(B)) @ Co((0, 1], A® D(A)) @ Co((0,1], B® D(B)) & 0.
Now it is straightforward to prove the statement. O
We define a map r : [0,1]* — [0, 1] by
r(p,q) == (2qp,p), ¢ € 0,1/2], r(p,q) == (p, (2 —2q)p), q € [1/2,1],

(see [18] proof of Lem. 14.30] for a sketch) and this map induces an isomorphism

" Ky 3 (F(t,s),a,0) = (F(r(p.q)),a,b) € Cy.
Let p € KK(C,C; ® (SCpy))) be the composition of the following morphisms:

s pr—1 KK(O’&C ®ido )
C L5 g2 B2, go ) BECU D SR, by € S(CF @ Cpgg) L0 0 @ (SChp).-

3.3.2. Proof of Thm. [310.

Lemma 3.13. Let (ua,va) be the duality classes for A, D(A). Then the following elements are
duality classes for SA,SD(A):

psa = pa®(Bs ® Lawp(a))O(KK(0s54) © Ipay) € KK(C,SA® SD(A)),
vsa = (KK(0sp,s) ® 1a)©(B5" ® Ipyea)®va € KK(SD(A) ® SA,C).
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Proof. We check the unit co-unit adjunction formula. One has
prsa ® Is = (Is @ psa) QKK (05 s a05D(4)),
I[4® 85" = KK(045)2(85" @ Ly).

Thus, a direct computation yields

psa @ Isa
=(Is ® pa @ 14)®(Is @ Bs ® Lagpa)ea) (KK (055240p4)) ® 14)Q(KK(0554) @ Ip(ayesa),

Isa ®vsa
=(Is ® KK (0agsn(a)s) @ 1a)®(Is2 @ KK(045) @ Ipayea)®@(Is @ Bs' @ Ligpa)ea)@(Isa @ va).

In symmetric tensor categories we can represent composition of morphisms as string diagrams, in
which the duality classes correspond to cups and caps and the transposition of tensor factors as
crossings. The graphical representation of the above identity is shown in Fig. [Il

5] [4] [s]lp@)[s] [4]

] [4] [s][p@)][s] [4]

FIiGURE 1. The graphical representation of the identity used for pga ® Isa.

It is easy to see that
(1) (KK(0s,52400(4)) ® 14)R(KK (05,54) @ Ip(a)esa)®
(Is ® KK (0agsp(a),8) ® 14)®(Is2 @ KK(04,5) ® Ip(ayea)
=KK(0s2,5) ® Lagpa)ea
:(_1)2ISSA®D(A)®A-
The graphical representation of this identity is shown in Fig.

5] [s] [s] [a][pa)][4]

FIGURE 2. The graphical representation of equation ().

It is straightforward to check that
(sa @ Isa)@(Isa @ vsa) = Iga -

The other equation in the adjunction formula is verified similarly. U
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Lemma 3.14. For the x-homomorphisms f : B — A and D(f) : D(A) — D(B), the morphism
pe KK(C,Cr® (SCpy))) satisfies

Dywp(KK(e(f) = d(D(f)) == (B ® Ipm))@(Is @ KK (i(D(f)))),
psa@(KK(i(f)) @ Ispoy) = pé(le, @ Is @ KK (e(D(f)))).
Proof. Recall the following notation from Lem.
(F,a,b) € Ky pipy € Co((0,1]*, A® D(B)) & Co((0,1], A® D(A)) & Co((0,1], B® D(B)).
It is straightforward to check that with this identification

e(f) ®idC’D(f) : Kf,D(f) > (F,(l, b) = 03B ®1dD(B)(b) €EB® SD(B) CB® CD(f)7
ide, ® e(D(f)) : Ky 3 (Fra.b) v a € SA® D(A) € Cy  D(A).

Now we have the following commutative diagrams

B®Cpp ¢ aa— Cr®Coip
idei(D(f)) T
B ® SD(B) Kyp(p)
os.p@id | l,,*
SB® D(B) C,
Pra| ()
(SA® D(A)) ® (SB® D(B)),
Cy ® D(A) s Cy & Oy
i(f)®id]\ T
SA® D(A) Ky by

o] I

(SA® D(A)) ® (SB® D(B)) «————— C,.

e(p)

By the first diagram and the construction of y, one verifies

U (KK(e(f)) @ Iscp,,,)
=Bs@(Is @ sp)@(Is ® KK(Pryoe(p)))©(Is ® KK((idp @ i(D(f))) o (05,5 @ idp(s))))
(KK (os8) @ Icy,,)
=Bs@(Is2 @ pp)R(KK (052 5) @ Ips)©(Ipes @ KK(i(D(f)))),
and a direct computation yields
Bs@(Is2 @ pp)@(KK(0g2,5) ® Ins)@(Ipes @ KK(i(D(f))))
=1up®(Bs ® [B®D(B))®(KK(0'S2,B) ® [D(B))®<[B®S ® KK(i(D(f))))
=@ (Ipep(n) ® Bs)©(Ip ® KK (0p(s)s2))@(Ipes @ KK (i(D(f))))-
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Thus we have
Dy (KK(e(f))) Z(ID(B (L& (KK (e(f)) @ fscD(f))))@?(VB ® Iscp )
=(Ipp) ® 1s)O(Ipm)es @ ((Ipm) @ Bs)OK K (0ps),s:)@(Is © KK (i(D(f))))))
®(VB ® ISCD(f))
=(Ipp) @ Bs)RK K (0pp),s2)@(Is ® KK (i(D(f))))
=(Bs ® In)@(Is © KK (i(D(f))))
=d(D(f))
Similarly, the second diagram shows
1&(Ioyes @ KK(e(D(f)))
=Bs@(Is2 @ pa)®(Is ® KK(i(f)) ® Ip(a))©(KK(05,c,) ® Ipa))
=usa@(KK(i(f)) ® Isp(a))- 0

Proof of Thm. [310. By Lem. B.4land Lem. 3.14] it is enough to show the bijectivity of the natural
transformation

ue: KK(P @ Cr,Q) —» KK(P,Q& (SCpiy)).
Since P ® Cy (resp. Q ® SCp(y)) is identified with Cigpey (resp. SCp(f)eid,), the Puppe sequence
(see [1, Thm. 19.4.3.]) gives the following horizontal exact sequences :

KEx(P®SB,Q) = KKx(P®SAQ) ¢ KEx(P®C}Q)

i(f)®
lﬂS’B@) lMSA@) lﬂ@
KKx(P SD(B KKx(P SD(A KKx(P SC
x(P,Q® SD( ))W x(P,Q ® SD( ))W x(P,Q ® SCp(p)) ——

—— KEx(P®B.Q) ¢ KEx(PE AQ)

lﬂB@ lﬂA@

&d(D(f)) KKx(P,Q® D(B)) <—®D(f) KKx(P,Q® D(A)).

Note that
K(SD(f)) = (=1)’Is ® Dyp s (KK(f)) = Dygpusa (KK(Sf))

(c.f. Proof of Lem. BI3). In the above diagram, the two squares in the middle commute by
Lem. B.14 and the left and right square commute by the definition of the dual morphisms. The
Five-lemma shows the bijectivity of u®. 0

Remark 3.15. Applying the exact sequence in the above proof for P = SCp(y), @ = C, Lem.
implies that p and v = (u®) " (Iscy,,,) are duality classes and one has Dy, ,(KK(i(f))) =
Is ® KK (e(D(f))).

Corollary 3.16. Let SA L0 5 B Abe an ezact triangle of separable nuclear UCT C*-
algebras with finitely generated K-groups. Then there exist separable nuclear UCT C*-algebras
D(SA),D(C),D(B), D(A) with finitely generated K-groups and duality classes

fte € KK(C,SA® D(SA)), v € KK(D(SA)® SA,C),
p. € KK(C,C® D(C)), v.e KK(D(C)® C,C),
€ KK(C,B® D(B)), w € KK(D(B)® B,C),
fta € KK(C,A® D(A)), v, € KK(D(A)® A,C)
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such that the dual sequence

D#vaa (f)
<—

D(5A) e by Lren pypy D(A)

15 an exact triangle.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the statement for the mapping cone sequence

sA Y o, D gy g

By Thm. and [2, Thm. 2.5], one has a dual Kirchberg algebra Dy of A (resp. Dp of B)
with duality classes (pa,v4) (resp. (/,LB,VB)). By [5, Thm. EJ, the dual morphism DuB va(f) is
represented by a *-homomorphism D; : Dy — Dp, and Thm. B.I0 and Rem. give duality
classes (i, ) for Cy and D(Cy) := SCp, satisfying

(1) Dy (KK (e(f))) = (B® Ip,)@(Is © KK(i(Dy))),
(i) Dysan(KK(i(f))) = Is © KK (e(Dy)),
where we write piga = pa®(8 @ lagp,) (KK (0s54) ® Ip,). By S((Co(0,1] @ Dg) & Dy4) =
(Co(0,1] ® SDp) ® SDy4, we have an isomorphism v : SCp, — Cgp,. We write D(Cy) := Csp,
and define (., v.) by
pe == p&(Ie, ® KK(v)), ve:=(KK(y™") ® Ig,)&v.

We write D(SA) := SDs,D(B) := S(SDg), D(A) := S(SD,) and define (up, 1), (fisa, Vsa) a8
follows:

o= (1 (9K K 030)© I, = (KK (035) 3 57) ©10,) © v,
Psa = Jtsa, Vsa i= (KK(0sp,, s) ® I4)® (5_1 ® I(p ) QVa.
The equations vy o S(i(Dy)) 0 0.5 = Z(SDf) and S(e(Dy)) oy~ = e(SDf) and (i) and (ii) imply
Dy, (KE(e(f))) = KK(i(SDy)), Dy (KE(i([))) = KK (e(SDy)).

Now we define (p,,v,) by
pa = 11a@La @ (B@1p,)), va:= (87" @Ip,)® L1)@Va
so that the equation D,, ,,(KK(f)) = —KK(S(SDy)) holds. Now we obtain

)¢ D ¢————— D(B
Dysawe (i(£)) (Cy) Dyiey (e(f)) Dyyva(f)

D(SA) D(A)
H H H H

SDA T CSDf <(S—Df) S(SDB) <TDf) S(SDA)

where the bottom sequence is an exact triangle. U
We will use the following corollary in Section

Corollary 3.17. Let f : B — A be a x-homomorphism between dualizable algebras, and let
D, D(B) be dual algebras of Cy and B, respectively, with duality classes

pe € KK(C,Cr® D), vee KK(D®Cy,C),
ps € KK(C,B® D(B)), vpec KK(D(B)® B,C).
Assume that there is a x-homomorphism g : D(B) — D satisfying
Dy (KK (e(f))) = KK (g).
Then, there ezists a duality class p € KK(C,C, ® A) satisfying
D KK(e(g))) = KK(f).

NvO'B,D(B)®VB(



14 ULRICH PENNIG AND TARO SOGABE

Proof. The assumption implies
Doy ooy wive KK (9) = KE(e()))
and Thm. gives a duality class i € KK (C,Cy ® SC,(y) satisfying
Doy pimivs (KK (e(9) = d(e(f)) = (Bs @ Ip)@(Is @ KK (i(e(f))))-
One may identify C.s) with the algebra
{(b(t), a(s)) € (Co(0,1] @ B) ® (Co(0,1] @ A) | f(b(1)) = a(1)}.

The exact sequence
0= SA—=Cep) — Co(0,1]®@B =0

shows that the inclusion SA < C¢(y) is a KK-equivalence making the following diagram commute

9B KK(i(e(f))) Cup
SHB —Is@KK(f) SL,

and a KK-equivalence v € KK (A, SCy))" defined by

v AT g2 Ay SOy

satisfies
d(e(f))&n~" = KK(f).
Thus, the duality class
1=, ®77') € KK(C,Cy ® A)
fulfills the required condition. O

4. EXTENSIONS OF C*-ALGEBRAS AND KK-THEORY

4.1. Extension groups. We first recall some basic facts about extension groups and refer to [1]
for reference. Let A, B be separable, nuclear C*-algebras, and let 7,7 : A — Q(B ® K) be
s-homomorphisms called Busby invariants. Two homomorphisms are strongly equivalent (resp.
weakly equivalent) if there is a unitary U € M(B ® K) (resp. u € Q(B ® K)) satistying 7 =
Adn(U) o1y (resp. 71 = Adu o 7y). The Busby invariants 71 and 7, are called stably equivalent
if there are x-homomorphisms py, ps : A — M(B ® K) such that 7 @ 7o p; and 75 & 7 o py are
strongly equivalent. If 7: A — Q(B ® K) is injective, the Busby invariant is called essential, and
it gives an essential extension

BK —— 7 }7(4) ———— A

| | r

B@K — M(B®K) —— Q(B®K).

For a unital C*-algebra A, the Busby invariant is called unital if 7 : A — Q(B ® K) is unital, and
the corresponding extension is called unital extension. We denote by Ezt(A, B ® K) the group of
stable equivalence classes of the Busby invariants. It is well-known that the group Ext(A, B ® K)
can be naturally identified with KK'(A, B).

Recall that every element of K K (A, B) is represented by a Cuntz pair [¢g, ¢1], where ¢g, ¢1 : A —
M(B®K) are x-homomorphisms satisfying ¢g(a) —¢1(a) € BQK, and one has KK (f) = [f®e, 0]
for a x-homomorphism f : A — B. The pull-back of the extension

SBoK — Cy(0,1]® BeK ™ BeK
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by f®e: A— B®K gives an element of Ext(A, SB ® K), and this extends to the following
natural isomorphism

(2) nap: KK(A,B) 3 [¢o, 01] = [Tige,en)] € Ext(A, SB ® K),
where the Busby invariant is defined by (see [I, 19.2.6.] and the proof in the appendix)
(3) Tiso.in] (@) = T(tdo(a) + (1 — t)¢1(a)) € Q(SB @ K).

Here, we identify the function [0,1] 3 ¢ +— t¢g(a) + (1 — t)¢1(a) € M(B ® K) with an element of
C0,1] @ M(B®K) Cc M(SB®K).

Remark 4.1. Note that the definition of Tis,,4, is slightly different from the one in [I, 19.2.6.],
and the difference comes from the definition of mapping cone algebra. To construct the mapping
cone, we use Cy(0, 1] and the reference uses Cy[0,1).

Remark 4.2. The extension T[se,.s¢,) 5 identified with

ds®T[g,6]
—_

SA SQ(SB @ K) C Q(S2B @ K) 225955, 052 p ¢ K).
Thus, one has Nsa sp(ls @ ©) = —Is @ nap(z) for v € KK(A, B).
Since A is nuclear, every essential extension

SBRK — E 5 A

is semi-split and the morphism KK (j(E)) € KK(SB®K, Cy,) is known to be a KK-equivalence
(see [I, Thm. 19.5.5.]).

Lemma 4.3 (c.f. [I, Lem. 19.5.6, Thm. 19.5.7.]). Let E := 7 (7(A)) € M(SB ® K) be an
essential extension of A with the quotient map g : E > x — 7 1(n(z)) € A. Then, we have
(

—Is @ (N p([T)OKK(e)) = KK (i(rp)) 9K K (§(E)) .
In particular, the following sequence is an exact triangle:

—Is®(n; 5 ([T OKK (e)

SA )>SB®K—>E”—E>A.

Proof. For an element x € K K(—,S°B), we use the following short-hand notation
1K K(e) := 2®(lgip @ KK(e)) € KK(—,S'B®K).
One has the following diagram

—15@(1, p (MEKK(e))

SA » SBoK s E e s A
i(7mg) e(mg) TE
SA > Crp > B > A,

where the middle and right squares commute. The surjective map
Co(0,1]® E 3 z(t) — (mr(z(t)),z(1)) € Crp
gives an essential extension

S(SB®K) — Cy(0,1]®@ E — C,,.
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For the pull-back j(E)* : Ext(Cr,, S(SB®K)) — Ezt(SB® K, S(SB ® K)), one has
JE)([S(SBRK) = Co(0,1] @ E — Crp)
=[S(SB®K) = C(0,1] ® (SB®K) = SB®K]

:[T[idSB@)K,O]]
:nSB(X)]K,SB([idSB@K) 0]) - El‘t(SB ® K, S(SB ® K))

Since [idgpgk, 0] K K (e) is represented by the Cuntz pair [¢, 0] with
p:SBRIK=5SBRe®KC SBRK®K,
one has
[idspex, 0]OK K (&) =[a, 0]
=lidspgk ® e, 0]
=Ispex + (degenerate module)
=IspgKk,
and the naturality of j(E)®— and n_ _ implies
NCrps8(KE(j(E) ' ©KK(e)™)
=[S(SB®K) = Cy(0,1] ® E — C,,]| € Ext(C,,,S(SB ® K)).
One has
i(m)*([S(SB®K) — Cp(0,1] @ E — Crp])
—[S(SB®K) — SE 25 SA]
[ids ® 7] € Ext(SA, S(SB ® K)).
Rem. and the naturality of n_ _ show
KK (i(mp)) 9K K(j(E) ' @K K(e)™ = ngas5(Is @ [7]) = —Is @ 3 p([7]). 0

4.2. Strong extension groups. For a unital C*-algebra A, we identify the mapping cone C, ,
with the algebra

{a(t) € Co(0,1] @ A | a(1) € Clu}.

For a separable C*-algebra B and a unital, separable, nuclear C*-algebra A, G. Skandalis [16]
introduces the strong extension group

Ext(A,BRK) :={r: A— Q(B®K) |7 : unital extension}/.

where 71 ~ 75 means that there exist unital *-homomorphisms p1,p2 : A - M(B ® K) and a
unitary U € My(M (B ® K)) satisfying

T @mop =AdU o (1@ mo ps).
He shows the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4 ([I6, Thm. 2.3., Cor. 2.4.]). (1) There exists a 6-term ezact sequence

Ko(B) ——— Fat, (A, BRK) — Ext(A, BRK)

I l

Ext(A, SB ® K) +—— Eut,(A, SB®K) +——— Ko(SB).
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(2) We have a natural isomorphism

Ext, (A, B®K) — Ext(C,,,SB ® K)

UA S

sending [ BRK - E — Al to [SBRK — Cy, — Cy,].

Following [11], we denote by Exts(A) the group of strong equivalence classes of unital essential
extensions 7 : A — Q(K). Note that Voiculescu’s theorem shows Ezts(A) = Exts(A,K), and the
second statement of the above theorem implies Exts(A) = KK(C,,,C).

In the rest of this subsection, we take a closer look at the above theorem in the case of B = C
to fix notation. For the unital extension 7 with F := 771(7(A)) € M(K), we write [7], = [F], €
Exts(A). The nuclearlity of A provides a unital completely positive lifting L, : A — M(K) of T,
and the composition of the following maps

Cus 3 alt) — L (a(t)) € Co(0,1] © M(K),

Co(0,1] ® M(K) € M(SK) = Q(SK)
define an essential extension ¢(7) : C,, — Q(SK) with 7= (c(7)(Cy,)) = Cu, C Co(0,1] @ M(K).
It is easy to check that ¢(7) is independent of the choice of the unital completely positive lift L..
This construction induces a group homomorphism

ma : Baty(A) 3 [7]s = [E], = [e(r)] = [SK = C4, — Cl,] € Ext(C,,, SK).

For the above essential extensions E,C,,, we write 7 = 7 'om, 7mg, = c(t)"!om, and
E

Tc,, = idgy(0,1 ® g holds by definition.

We denote by Ext,(A) the group of weak equivalence classes of unital essential extensions of
A by K. For a general #-homomorphism ¢ : A — Q(K), we may assume that the projection
7(14) € Q(K) is properly infinite and is Murray-von Neumann equivalent to 1g). Combining
the above and Voiculescu’s absorption theorem (see [I, Chap. 15.12.]), it is well-known that the
natural map

Ext,(A) 3 [1]y — [7] € Ext(A,K)
is an isomorphism.

We denote by 74 := m o p an essential unital trivial extension with an injective unital *-
homomorphism p : A - M(K), and the kernel of the natural surjection

qa : Exts(A) 3 [7]s = [T]w € Exty,(A)
is the image of the following group homomorphism
ta: Ki1(Q(K)) 3 [u]; — [Aduo 74]s € Exts(A),

where we identify K;(Q(K)) with U(Q(K))/ ~p (see [1I, Lem. 1.2.]). Let V be an isometry
such that e := 1 — VV* € K is a rank 1 projection, and we identify [7(V)]; € K;(Q(K)) with
—1=Ind(V) = —[e]yp € Z = Ky(K) as in [I2]. For the map e : C — Ce C K and a Cuntz pair
le,0] = Ic € KK(C,C), we identify Ext(C, SK) with K;(Q(K)) by

—I: K1(Q(K)) > [7(V)]1 = [Tle,q] € Ext(C, SK).
The groups Ezts(A) can be computed from KK-groups as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5 (c.f. [I6] Cor. 2.4.]). For a unital C*-algebra A, the map my is an isomorphism
making the following diagram commute

K(Q(K)) — A Bt (A)

¥ b

Ext(C, SK) % Eat(C,,, SK).
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Lemma 4.6 (c.f. [12, Sec. 2.2.]). The following is an exact sequence:

Ki(ta(A) N Q(K)) — K1(Q(K)) £ Ext,(A) £ Ext,(A) — 0,
where the map K1(14(A) NQ(K)) — K1(Q(K) is induced by the inclusion T4(A)' N QO(K) C Q(K).
Proof. 1t is enough to show Ker 14 C Im(K;(74a(A) N Q(K)) — K;(Q(K))). For a unitary
w € Q(K) with [Adw o 74]s = 0, there is a unitary U € M(K) satisfying Adm(U)w o 74 = 74, and
[w]; = [7(U)w]; € Ker 14 lies in the image of K(74(A) N Q(K)) — K;(Q(K)). O

Lemma 4.7. There is an isomorphismpy : K1(74(A)NQ(K)) — Ext(SA, K) making the following
square commaute

Ki(14(A) N Q(K)) —— Ki(Q(K))

b

Ext(A, SK) —2— Ext(C, SK)

Proof. By Paschke duality, one has an isomorphism
P, : Ki(74(A) N Q(K)) — Ezt(SA,K)
which sends w € U(74(A) N Q(K)) to an extension defined by
SA> fRa— f(w)Tala) € Q(K).

Thus, one has the commutative square

Ki(14(A4) N Q(K)) —— Ki(Q(K))

lPTA lP(TAouA)

Ert(SA,K) —2 . pet(S,K).
The generator —1 € Z = K;(Q(K)) is given by [7(V)];, where V € M(K) is an isometry with a
rank 1 projection e := 1 — VV*. Multiplying by the appropriate sign 41, one can find a natural
isomorphism 64 g : Ext(SA, B® K) — Ext(A, SB ® K) such that

Oc,c(Piraous)([T(V)]) = [Te0)]

(i-e., Oc.c © Piryou,) = —I). For the isomorphism py := 04 o Pr,, the naturality of 6_ _ implies

ulopa =0cco(Sua)* o P, and this proves the statement. U

Proof of Thm. [{-3. Let fa : Euxt,(A) — Ext(SA, SK) be the composition of the isomorphism
Ext,(A) — Ext(A,K) and the suspension isomorphism I ® — : Ext(A,K) — Ext(SA, SK).
Since ¢(7) o i(us) = ST : SA — SQO(K) C Q(SK), one has fa 0qga = i(ua)* o my. By Lem.
and Lem. [L7 one has the following diagram with exact horizontal sequences

Ki(ra(A) N Q(K)) —— K1 (Q(K)) —“4—s Bty (A) —4 s Exty,(A) — 0

b - - b
Ext(A, SK) — 2 Bat(C, SK) L Bat(C,,, SK) 45 Brt(SA, SK) —— 0.

We will show m o01g = e(us)* o —I. The statement then follows from the Five-Lemma.

Let V€ M(K) be the isometry with a rank 1 projection e := 1 — VV*. It is enough to
show my o ta([r(V)]1) = e(ua)* o =I([w(V)];). For a state ¥ of A and a(t) € C,,, one has
ta(1) — ¥(a(t)) € Cy(0,1). Thus, one has the following contractible completely positive lift of
Tle,0) © €(ua) : Cu, = Q(SK):

0:Cy, > alt) — va®)(1—VV*) e 0,1 ® MK) c M(SK).
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A unital completely positive lift Laqrv)or, : A = M(K) of Adm(V') o 74 is given by
AdVop+ (1 -VV Y,
and we have the following lift of ¢c(Adn(V)o14): Cy, — Q(K):
o:Cy, 2a(t)— Vpla®)V*+(a(t))(1 = VV*) € C[0,1] @ M(K) C M(SK).
Now one has a unitary

U .= 10[0,1] ® ( ‘5 ;* ) S C[O,l] ®M2 ®M(K) C MQ ®M(SK)

satisfying AdU o ((id¢,(0,110/c,,) @ 0) = (0 © 0). Since [¢(74)] = 0 € Ext(C,,, SK), this implies
e(ua) o=I([r(V)1) = [regoe(ua)] = [e(a) DT g0e(ua)] = [(Adm(V)ora)BO0] = maota([x(V)]1).
UJ

Another way to understand Exts(A) is via the dual algebra ®(A) due to [7]. For the injective

unital *-homomorphism p : A — M(K) with p(A) NK = {0}, one has the dual algebra
D(A) = {T € M(K) | [T, p(a)] € K}.
For a projection p € ®(A)\K (resp. ¢ € 74(A)' N Q(K)), there is an isometry W € M(K) with
p=WW*(resp. w € Q(K) with ¢ = ww*) which defines a unital essential extension Adx(WW*) o1y
(resp. Adw* o 74). Since strong (weak) equivalence classes of the above extension do not depend
on the choice of the isometry, this gives the following isomorphisms (see [7, Chap. 5])
Ko(D(A)) = Exty,(A), Ko(ta(A)' N QO(K))) = Ext,(A).

For —lelo = [low) — €lo € Ko(D(A)) and the isometry V with 1 — VV* = e, —[e]y € Ko(D(A))
corresponds to [Adm(V*)oTals = ta([r(V*)]1) € Exts(A). Thus, one has the following commutative
diagram

Ko(K) ——— Ko(D(A))
K (Q(K)) —2— Ext,(A).

For the exact sequence
0->K—=2D(A4) = 74(4) NQK) =0
the associated six-term exact sequence fits into the following commutative diagram:

K1(D(4)) —— Ki(ta(4) N Q(K)) —— Ko(K) ————— Ko(D(4)) ——— Ko(ra(4)' N Q(K))

fIndA o~ o
Ky (r4(A) N Q(K)) — K1(Q(K)) ———— Ext,(A) = > Ext,(A)
lpA —I mA fa

’UIZ v G(UA)* N2 Z(’LLA)* v
Eat(A, SK) —2— Ext(C,SK) ————— Ext(C,,,SK) ——— Ext(SA, SK)

— — —1 —
lﬂAC %C Nc. , c ”SAC

K(SCy,,C) 299 ppa,c) KEUIG pp e o) KO pop o o) SO a0,

~

Remark 4.8. If Ko(A), Ki(A) are finitely generated (i.e., A has a Spanier—Whitehead K-dual
D(A)), C,, is dualizable, and one can observe the isomorphisms

K.(D(4)) = K. (D(Cu,)),  Ki(7a(A4) N Q(K)) = K. 1(D(A)).

Summarising the results of this section, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.9. Let A be a separable nuclear unital C*-algebras, and let W € Q(K) be a unitary
with Ind(W) = 1. There is an isomorphism V4 : Exts(A) - KK(C,,,C) satisfying

Is ® UA([E]s) = KK (i(rc,, ) )OKK(j(Cup)) ' @K K(e) ™ € KK(SCyy, S),

UA

Vaea(Wh)) = KK (e(ua)) € KK(Cu,, C)
for any unital essential extension [T]s = [F]s.

Proof. The isomorphism is defined by
Uy = _775314@ O MyY.
Then, Lem. implies
Is ® UA([E]s) = Is @ (=15, , c([e(T)]s))
= KK(i(rc,, ) ) OKK(j(Cup)) @K K(e) ™
and Thm. implies
—Walea((W)) = —ncuA c(malea(=[W]h)))
= it el ()
= ([T[eoe u4),0] ])
—le o e(ua), 0]
—le(ua) ® e, 0]
= —KK(e(ua)). O

— TICUA

5. STRONG K-THEORETIC DUALITY FOR UNITAL EXTENSIONS
We first recall the definition of this duality from [12]:

Definition 5.1 ([12] Def. 6.1.]). Let A, B be separable nuclear unital C*-algebras, and let T : A —
O(K) and o : B — Q(K) be unital essential extensions with E = n=1(1(A)), F := 7~ (a(B)).

Two extension 7,0 are K-theoretic dual if there are vertical arrows given by isomorphisms that
make the following diagram commute:

K (D(A) —— Ki(14(A) N Q(K)) —— K1(Q(K)) —2— Euxt,(A) —“— Ext,(A)

| | Jm [ |

Ky(F) —————— Ky(B) — s Ko(K) ——— Ko(F) ~2™ Ko(B),

K (®(B)) —— Ki(18(B) N Q(K)) —— K(Q(K)) —£— Euxt,(B) —2— Ext,(B)

| | [ [ |

n Ko(m
Ki(E) — 5 Ky(A) — ™ K (K) ——— Ko(B) 222 (A,
We call T and o are strongly K-theoretic dual with respect to € € {£1} if

PA([E]s) = €[lrlo,  @B([F]s) = €[lElo
holds.
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Remark 5.2. [t is easy to see that E and F are strongly K-theoretic dual with respect to € if and
only if we have the following isomorphisms

O 2 (Ko(E), e[1go, [elo, K1(E)) = (Exts(B), [Fls, ts((W), K1(D(B))),

O (Ko(F), e[1ro, [elo, Ki(F)) = (Exts(A), [Es, ea([Wh), K1(D(A))),
where W € Q(K) is a unitary of Ind(W) = 1.

Remark 5.3. Thanks to [6, Thm. A, if both of A and B are Kirchberg algebras, then the isomor-
phism class of F' is uniquely determined by E and vice versa.

Remark 5.4. In [12], K. Matsumoto computed the strong extension groups of the Cuntz—Krieger
algebras explicitly and discovered the isomorphism

(K0(7j4t)7 _[1TAt]O7 [6]07 Kl(nt)) = (ExtS(OA)v [7;1]37 LA([W]l)a Kl(,}D(OA))v

where Ta is the Toeplitz extension of O (see [3, 4, 11]). In particular, the following Toeplitz
extensions are proved to be strongly K-theoretic dual with respect to e = —1:

K—)ﬁ—)@A, K—>7’At—>(’)At.

Let &g (resp. &r) be the inclusion K+ Clgp — E (resp. K+ Clp — F) and denote by ¢g
(resp. gr) the quotient map C¢, — C¢,/Co(0,1] @ K = C,,, (resp. C¢,. — C.,). Let ix (resp. ic)
be the inclusion K — K + C (resp. C < K + C). For the elements V5([F|s), KK (e(up)) (see
Cor. [4.9), we write

U5([F,) i= Vp([Fl,) 9K K (e)®K K (ix) € KK(C,,,K + C),

KK (e(up)) == KK (e(up))®KK (ic) € KK(Cy,,K + C).

Using Cor. BI7 and the following two propositions which will be proved in appendix, we give
a categorical picture to understand strong K-theoretic duality and prove the existence of dual
extensions (Thm. 5.7).

Proposition 5.5. The quotient map qr gives a KK-equivalence KK (qr) € KK (Cep, Cyy)™" and
one has

KK (qr)®(V5([Fls) + KK (e(up))) = KK(e(§r)) € KK(Cg, K+ C).

Proposition 5.6. Let A, B and E, F be as in Def. [11], and assume that they satisfy UCT. Then,
the isomorphism

(Ko(E), €[1]o, dlelo, Ki(E)) = (Exty(B), [Fls, es((Wh), K1(D(B))),
holds if and only if there exists a duality class pp € KK(C,Ce, ® E) satisfying

Dy s(KK(e(8r))) = KK(Ep)

Theorem 5.7. Let A be a unital separable nuclear UCT C*-algebras with finitely generated K-
groups, and let K — E — A be a unital essential extension. Then the following holds:

(1) There exists a unital separable nuclear UCT C*-algebra B and a unital essential extension
K — F — B which is strongly K-theoretic dual to K — E — A with respect to € € {£1}.

(2) Two extensions E and F are strongly K-theoretic dual if and only if there exist duality
classes

MleKK(C,CgF(X)E), UQEKK(C§E®F,C)
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making the followmg diagram commute

C+K « C
* Dye 1 vo (KK (EF)) =

s
H | H

H DM1 Ve, +1 KK( (fF)))

K(€x) CHR @y Ce
(i.e., a dual sequence of Ce, @) K+ C ¥ Fs given by E&EC + K <— Cep- )

Lemma 5.8. Let A, E be as in Thm. [5.7, and let W € Q(K) be a unitary of Ind(W) = 1. Then,
there (uniquely) exists a unital UCT Kirchberg algebra B satisfying

(Ko(E), [elo, K1(E)) = (Exts(B), ua([Wh), K1(D(B))).
Proof. Let R be the unital UCT Kirchberg algebra defined by
(Ko(R), [Lr]o, K1(R)) = (Ko(E), [e]o, K1(E)).

By [I7, Thm. 3.3.], there exist a unital Kirchberg algebra B reciprocal to R and a duality class u €
KK(C,C,, ® R) satisfying KK (ug) = u®(KK (e(up)) ® Ig). The UCT gives a KK-equivalence
v € KK (R, E)~! satisfying KK (up)®vy = [6]0 € KK(C,FE) = Ky(F), and the isomorphism

Ext (B) Y2 KK(C,,,C) % KK(C, R) 2% KK(C, E) = Ko(E)

sends 5 ([W]1) to [e]o by Cor. The reciprocality (i.e,. D(C,,) = R) and Rem. .8 imply
K1(D(B)) = Ki(D(Cup)) = Ki(R) = Ky(E)

and this completes the proof. 0

The proof of Thm. [5.7 Since statement 2 immediately follows from Prop. (.6l and Lem. [3.9] we

only have to show statement 1. By Lem. [5.8] one has a unital UCT Klrchberg algebra B with the

following isomorphism

O (Ko(E), [elo, K1(E)) = (Exts(B), ts([W), K1(D(B))),
and there is a unital essential extension F' defined by
®p(e[lelo) = [Fls.
By Prop. b.6, one has a duality class pp € KK(C, Ce, ® E) satisfying

Dyt (KK(e(§p))) = KK (k).
Since KK (og cxic)®Ves1 = Vi1, Cor. B.IT shows that there exists a duality classes up €
KK(C, (¢, ® F) satisfying
DMF V+1,6(KK(6(§E))) = KK(gF)
Now Prop. (.0 gives an isomorphism
€@t (Ko(F), [1r]o, eleo, K1(F)) = (Eats(A), [Els, ca((Wh), K1(D(A))). O
Example 5.9. For the Cuntz algebra O,,, one has

(Exts(on)7LOn([ ] ) [ ( )]
la

where W € U(Q(K)) is a unitary with Ind([W1;) =
Denote by E(m) the extension which satisfies [E(m)]s
15 given by

) ( - 1a ]-)7
nd E(1 ) E, is the Cuntz—Toeplitz algebra.
=m[E(1)]s. For m € N, the algebra E(m)

E(m)=M,(C)@K+ 1, ® E(1) C M,,(C) ® M(K).
Since

(Ko(Mi (E(=€))), [elo, [1]o) = (Z,n — 1, em),



SPANIER-WHITEHEAD K-DUALITY AND DUALITY OF EXTENSIONS OF C*-ALGEBRAS 23

Rem. implies that the strong K-theoritic dual of
K— E(m)— 0, m>0
with respect to € € {£1} is
M, (K) — M,,,(E(—€)) = M,,(O,).

6. APPENDIX
6.1. Proof of Prop. [G Denote by px and pc the morphisms defined by
pk € KK (K + C,K) = Hom(Ky(K + C), Ky(K)), pr®[elo = [elo, pr®[1]o = 0,
pc € KK(K + C,C) = Hom(Ky(K + C), Ko(C)), pc®lelo =0, pe®(l)o = [1o.
One has px®@K K (ix) + pc@K K (ic) = Ix c.
Lemma 6.1. The following diagram commutes:

SC,, —SEEEEER), gk 4 1)
15®KK((]F)\L l[5®pu<

SC., Is®(‘PB([F]S)®KK(e)>) SK.

In particular, one has KK (e(¢p))@pr®@K K (i) = KK (qr) @V 5([F]s)

Proof. Recall the Busby invariant ¢ : B — Q(K) of the extension K — F — B. We write
CB :=Cy(0,1] ® B,CF := Cy(0,1] @ F for short. We use the following identification

SCep = {fi(s) € Co(0,1] ® (CF) | fe(1) € K+ Clp, fi(s) =0},
C 5 = {bt(s) - CQ(O, 1] X (CB) | bt(l) c ClB, bl(S) = 0},

7TCUF -
{(b(s), f(s)) € (Co(0,1] © (CB)) ® (CF) | bi(s) = mr(f(s)), bi(1) € Clp, f(1) € Clr},
where the third algebra is the mapping cone obtained from the extension
[c(0)] = [SK = Cyp MAEZIN — Cupl-

For the mapping cone C;. = {f(s) € Cp(0,1] ® (K + C) | f(1) € C}, we define two maps
z:SK = Cic and y: Cie = Crp, by

1’3SK9JC<5)'_>JC< )Eclcv
Cic 3 f(s) = (mp(f(ts)), f(5)) € Cre,

where 7p : F' — F/K = B is the quotient map. Consider the following diagram:
Selér)

SCe, 24 sk + 1)
o]
Sqr Ci. «+—— SK
l AF)
ﬂch
SCu,

where the triangles on the right hand side commute. By the extension

0— SK 5 Ci. — Co(0,1] — 0,
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the inclusion z is a KK-equivalence and y = 27'®;(C,,,.) is also a KK-equivalence. The exact

up
sequence

K.(S) 29 g (S(K + c1)) 2 ko),

and the commutativity of the upper right triangle implies K K (i(ic)) O K K (z)™! = Is ® px.

Since Cor. shows KK (i(m¢,, ))OKK(j(Cyp)) ™t = Is ® (Up([Fls)®K K (e)), it is enough
to check that the large square commutes up to homotopy. For ¢ := y o i(ic) o Se({r) and ¢ :=
i(7c,, ) © Sqr, one has

@ fils) = (mr(fis(1), (1), @ fils) = (mp(fil(s)), 0).
It is straightforward to check that the following maps from SC¢, to CWCUF are well-defined for
h € [0,1]:
o fi(s) = (mp(fis(hs + (1 = h))), fs(hs + (1 = h))),
Un  fi(s) = (TF(fins+a-n) (8)), fs+a-n) (8)),

and one has

© = po ~h P1 =1 ~p o = . O
Proof of Prop. [5.. The kernel of qr is Cy(0, 1] ® K and this implies ¢ is a KK-equivalence.

We have KK (e(up)) = KK (e(up))®K K (ic) by definition, and it is easy to check 7 o e(¢ép) =

e(ug) o g for the quotient map 7 : K+ C — C. Since pc = KK(r), one has
KK (e(§r))@pe@ KK (ic) = KK(qr) 9K K (e(up)),
and Lem. shows
KK(e(ér)) = KK(e(&r)®(px@K K (ix) + pc@K K (ic)) = KK (qr)@(V([Fs) + KK (e(up)))-
O]

6.2. Proof of Prop. We use the following lemma proved in [10].

Lemma 6.2. [10, Sec. 4.4.] Let A, B,E,F be as in Prop. (i.e., they are separable nuclear
UCT C*-algebras.). If there is an isomorphism

Op : (Ko(E), e[lgo, dlelo, Ki(E)) = (Exty(B), [Fls, es([Wh), K1 (D(B))),
the K-groups K;(Cy,
are finitely generated.

Proof. The separability of E implies that the groups Exts(B) = KK(C,,,C), Ki(D(B)) =
KK'(C,,,C) are countable. Thus, UCT implies that Hom(K;(C,,),Z) and Exty,(K;(C.,),Z) are
U

), © = 0,1 are finitely generated. In particular, the K-groups of E, A, B, F

U
countable groups. Now the same argument as in [10, Sec. 4.4.] shows the statement.

Proof of Prop. [3.0. First, we prove the if-direction. For a duality class up € KK(C,C¢, ® E), we
define a duality class u by

p=pupR(KK(qr)® Ig) € KK(C,C,, ® E).
Prop. and the assumption imply
Dy s(Vs([Fs) + KK(e(up))) = KK(Sp).
Since (KK (ic) ® Ixic)®ves = epr@K K ()™t € KK(K + C,C), one has
[1elo =K K (ic)® Dy, ,(V5([Fls) + KK(e(us)))
=@ ((Vp([Fs) + KK(e(up))) ® Ip)@((epx@KK(e) ™) @ Ik)
=@ (eWp([Fls) ® Ii).
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Similarly, the equation (K K(e) ® IK+@)®1/E,5 = dpc € KK(K+ C,C) implies
lelo =K K (e)@Dy, ,(Va([Fls) + KK(e(up)))
=p@((Up([Fs) + KK (e(up))) ® I5)®(dpc © Ip)
—pEOKK (e(up)) ® ).

Now we have the desired isomorphisms
pR(—IE)

Bat,(B) 22 KK(C,,,C) 222 KK(C,E) = Ky(E),
K\(D(B)) = KK(C,,,S) “% KK(C,SE) = K, (E).
Next, we show the only if-direction. We identify [1go, [e]o € Ko(E) with KK (ug), KK(C
Ce C F) € KK(C, E). Assume that there is an isomorphism
O : (Ko(E), e[1elo, d[e]o, K1(E)) = (Exty(B), [Fls, ep((W), K1(D(B))).
Lem. 6.2 Thm. and the UCT imply that £ and C,, are Spanier-Whitehead K-dual with
a duality class u € KK(C,C,, ® E). The UCT gives a KK-equivalence v € KK (E, E)~! making

the following diagram commute

K(Cy,,K) "9, KK(C,E)
l@glo\pgl iézm
KK(C,E) i » KK(C,E).

We show that

KK (§ ). Similar computation as in the if part yields

satisfies D, (KK (e(&r))) =
) LE, 1165( ( <§F>>)

K(i
K( )~ M®(5KK( (up)) ® Ip)&y
KK(e)™ 5 (0K K(e(up)))
K(e) ®52KK(C — Ce CE)
—KK(K E)(= [elo)

and
KK (ic)®Dpup .. (K K(e(§r)))

=uR(eVp([F]s ® Ig)®y
=05 o UL (eUp([F]s))

Thus, the UCT
KK(K+C,FE)=Hom(Ky(K+ C), Ko(E))

implies
Dy s(KEK(e(ér))) =(pr@K K (i) + pc®K K (ic))© Dy v, (K K (e(€r)))
=pkOKK(K < E) 4+ pc®KK(C -5 E)

—KK(K+C 5 E).
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6.3. The isomorphism 7, 5: KK(A, B) = Ext(A, SB ®K) in eq. (2). In this section we will
give a proof of the fact that the map n4 5 defined in eqgs. ([2) and (B) is an isomorphism for two
nuclear C*-algebras A and B, since we could not find a proof of this statement in the literature.
We will show that 74 p fits into the following commutative diagram

KK(A,B) 224 Ext(A,SB @ K)

[+ =

KK'(A,SB)

The map b: KK (A, B) - KK'(A, SB) is given by Bott periodicity and therefore an isomorphism
[T, Cor. 19.2.2]. In the Cuntz picture for the group K K'(A, SB) a class [¢, P] is represented by a
projection P € M(SB ® K) and a *-homomorphism ¢: A — M(SB ® K) with Py(a) — ¢ (a)P €
SB®K for all a € A. The diagonal map sends [, P] to the Busby invariant

Ty, pl(a) = T(PY(a)P) .

This provides an isomorphism by [I, Prop. 17.6.5]. Hence 74 g will turn out to be an isomorphism,
once we have shown that the above diagram commutes.

The homomorphism b is given by the Kasparov product with a class b € KK(C, Cy(R,Cly))
given by the Kasparov module

(N Co(R,ChL), F)
where A\: C — M(Cy(R,Cly)) is the unit homomorphism and F' is the multiplier on Cy(R, Cly)
1
corresponding to the function zg (1+22)~2, where g € Cl; is the generator with g = 1. Note that
1

1
z — z (1 + )72 provides a homeomorphism R — (—1,1) with inverse map y — y (1 — 2?)" 2,
which induces a *-isomorphism

0: C(]<<—1, 1), Cll) — Co(R, Cll) .
Pulling back b with 6 turns it into the Kasparov module
(A, Co((—1,1),Cl), F)

where F'is the multiplier on Cy((—1, 1), Cly) corresponding to the function 2 — x g. On the interval
[—1,1] the identity function is homotopic relative to its endpoints to s(x) = sin(5x). Hence, we

may replace F by the multiplier F corresponding to s - g without changing the K K-class. For the
rest of this section we will identify S with Cy(—1,1). The Bott class is then represented by the
Kasparov module

(A, SCly, F) € KK(C, SCly) .

Let [¢o, 1] € KK(A, B) be a Cuntz pair. Let Hg = (2(N) ® B and Hp = HY @& HY with
the superscripts denoting the even, respectively odd part. The class [¢g, ¢1] corresponds to the

Kasparov module
3 0 1
<¢O@¢17H37 <1 0)) .

The internal graded tensor product Hp®p (SCl; ® B) is isomorphic to the external graded tensor
product H s ®Cly. Note that the adjointable SCl; ® B-linear maps on this module are isomorphic
to My(C)®M(SB®K)®Cl;. This is a graded tensor product of C*-algebras, where M (C) denotes
the complex 2 x 2-matrices with the diagonal/off-diagonal grading.

Let c(z) = cos(5x) and observe that ¢ € S.
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Lemma 6.3. Let (¢o, ¢1) be a Cuntz pair representing a class in KK(A, B). The Kasparov
intersection product [¢g, p1]@(b @ Ig) € KK (A, SB) is represented by the Kasparov module

(4) ((¢0@¢1)®1,ﬁ53®C11,G) )

where G € My(C) @ M(SB ® K) @ Cly is the odd operator

s 0 0 c
o= (5 Dot (¢ 2)or

Proof. For £ € Hpg let M¢: SCly — Hgp @ Cl; be the module map that sends f ® xz € SCI; to
féE®x e Hgp @ Cly. Let = Hg). Then we have

G M go(f ® ) = Mewao((s® 9) - (f®2)) = 0@ cfe?) @2,
G - Moygen (f @ 2) + Mogeo (s @ g) - (f @ 2))
=—(0@sfeV)@gr+ (0@ sfeV)@gr+ (cfeV @0 @ = (cfV 0@,
where we used the graded multiplication on the external tensor product Hgp ® Cly to obtain the
second equation. Note that both of these commutators are given by compact operators and the
argument for the adjoint of M; is completely analogous.
By the above computation, the operator G satisfies G* = 1 (the mixed terms vanish because

of the graded tensor product) and G = G*. The first summand commutes with (¢o ® ¢1) @ 1.
Therefore

Gwooon=|(0 o). (3 4)] 1= (o e o ™) e

is a compact operator. This shows that (4)) is a Kasparov module. Finally, the graded commutator
between the operator for the class [¢g, ¢1] and G evaluates to

0 1
(0)ere]
0 s 0 s 2¢ 0 2c 0
- (s 0)®9_ (s 0)®g+<0 20)®1_ (0 20)®120
By [I}, Def. 18.4.1] the Kasparov module defined in (@) represents [¢g, ¢1]&(b @ Ip). O
As pointed out in [I, Cor. 14.5.3] there is a *-isomorphism
(5) M,(C) ® Cl, = M(C) @ My(C) .

It maps an even element T'® 1 to (T,T'), an odd element T'® 1 to (T, —T') and the odd element
1® g to (T,, —T,) where T, is the grading operator

1 0
n-(1 %),

Lemma 6.4. Let 0(z) = 7(x + 1), so(x) = sin(0(x)) and cy(x) = cos(0(x)). In the Cuntz picture
the KK -class [¢g, 91]®(b ® Ig) € KK'(A, SB) is represented by the pair (1, P) with

[ s2do+ i sece (P — o) (10
7/1—(80900(%_%0) C§¢o+sg¢1) and P_<0 0).

In particular, the Busby invariant of the associated extension is

T p)(@) = 7(t do(a) + (1 = 1) p1(a)) .
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Proof. The isomorphism on M,(C) @ M(SB ® K) ® Cl; induced by (&) maps G to the operator
(T, =T) with

Let P = (T +1). Then we have

p ()= (6 ()

Therefore the Kasparov product corresponds to the Cuntz pair (¢g @ ¢;, P) Conjugating P and
®o @ @1 by the inverse of the rotation matrix gives P and

( S Ce) (<Z5o 0) (Se —Ce) _ ( bosg + d1c5 (¢ — ¢o)8909)
—Ccg S 0 ¢1)\co so ) \(d1—o)seco  doch + P15

Note that ¢ = s7 is a homeomorphism between (—1,1) and (0,1). The pullback of the Cuntz pair
with respect to si will therefore have t¢y + (1 —t)¢; in the upper left hand corner. This shows the
final statement. OJ
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